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_____________________________________

This thread discusses the Content article: RICH LOWRY: Obama's speech





flawed at core

This is such a jewel relating to the subject at hand I just have to spread the truth/wealth to the population in Happy
Valley. Before you engage in critical comment regarding his religious leader"s how do you respond to this comment from
your "church" leader? 



Brigham young;

   

   "You see some classes of the human family that are black, uncouth, uncomely, disagreeable and low in their habits,
wild, and seemingly deprived of nearly all the blessings of the intelligence that is generally bestowed upon
mankind....Cain slew his brother. Can might have been killed, and that would have put a termination to that line of human
beings. This was not to be, and the Lord put a mark upon him, which is the flat nose and black skin."

   

   ""Shall I tell you the law of God in regard to the African race? If the white man who belongs to the chosen seed mixes
his blood with the seed of Cain, the penalty, under the law of God, is death on the spot. This will always be so."

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by WaynesWorld - 2008/03/22 11:31
_____________________________________

utocoman wrote:

This thread discusses the Content article: RICH LOWRY: Obama's speech





flawed at core



This is such a jewel relating to the subject at hand I just have to spread the truth/wealth to the population in Happy
Valley. Before you engage in critical comment regarding his religious leader"s how do you respond to this comment from
your "church" leader? 



Brigham young;

   

   "You see some classes of the human family that are black, uncouth, uncomely, disagreeable and low in their habits,
wild, and seemingly deprived of nearly all the blessings of the intelligence that is generally bestowed upon
mankind....Cain slew his brother. Can might have been killed, and that would have put a termination to that line of human
beings. This was not to be, and the Lord put a mark upon him, which is the flat nose and black skin."

   

   ""Shall I tell you the law of God in regard to the African race? If the white man who belongs to the chosen seed mixes
his blood with the seed of Cain, the penalty, under the law of God, is death on the spot. This will always be so."The
comment is so very, uh...tribal. Tribal! That's the word.



BY's word was law. If death didn't automatically occur on the spot, I'm sure someone in his bureaucracy would make it
come to pass. 

I wouldn't have stepped across a line drawn in the dirt by BY in those days, would you?!

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/22 12:46
_____________________________________

WaynesWorld wrote:

utocoman wrote:
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This thread discusses the Content article: RICH LOWRY: Obama's speech





flawed at core



This is such a jewel relating to the subject at hand I just have to spread the truth/wealth to the population in Happy
Valley. Before you engage in critical comment regarding his religious leader"s how do you respond to this comment from
your "church" leader? 



Brigham young;

   

   "You see some classes of the human family that are black, uncouth, uncomely, disagreeable and low in their habits,
wild, and seemingly deprived of nearly all the blessings of the intelligence that is generally bestowed upon
mankind....Cain slew his brother. Can might have been killed, and that would have put a termination to that line of human
beings. This was not to be, and the Lord put a mark upon him, which is the flat nose and black skin."

   

   ""Shall I tell you the law of God in regard to the African race? If the white man who belongs to the chosen seed mixes
his blood with the seed of Cain, the penalty, under the law of God, is death on the spot. This will always be so."The
comment is so very, uh...tribal. Tribal! That's the word.



BY's word was law. If death didn't automatically occur on the spot, I'm sure someone in his bureaucracy would make it
come to pass. 

I wouldn't have stepped across a line drawn in the dirt by BY in those days, would you?!



To bring up past statements by Brigham Young in order to create divisiveness over them all over again is exactly what
the Rev. Wright was continuing to do over the 20 years that Obama listened to his divisive and contemptible rhetoric.  It
is unproductive and is used only to recreate the past.



What Rich Lowry was doing in this article was illustrating why Obama's race speech was "flawed at the core."  It didn't
explain away the fact of why Obama idolized his pastor and all that he stood for and continued to attend his pastor's
church for over 20 years when his pastor was obviously saying many contemptible and hateful things.  Obama said in
essence that he couldn't disown his pastor, just as he couldn't disown his White grandma, just as he couldn't disown the
Black community.  This is fallacious because you cannot put the whole Black community under one comfortable
umbrella, just as you can't put the whole White community under one comfortable umbrella.



Let's dissect his comment in response to questions about his throwing his white grandma under the bus in response to
questions about his comments about her in his race speech.   Obama said something to the effect that she was a "typical
White" woman.  Now, what exactly is the "typical White" woman like?  I would be inclined to think that White women
come in all types, and, in fact all types of hues as well.  Obama has done exactly to all White women in that single
comment as he accuses White people of doing with Black people.  Stereotyping them.



My opinion is that most White people realize that we can't change the past, just as we can't keep carrying the guilt for
what our ancestors might have done into all eternity.  Not only is that not productive and forward-thinking but it causes us
to readily excuse what should not be excused.  Like hateful and irrational divisive speech.  No matter who utters it.



Rich Lowry said that Obama could have said "he made a mistake."  Of course, we all know that he can't say that simply
because in his heart he doesn't feel that he made a mistake.  Otherwise he would have said it.  He has justified his
pastor's hateful rhetoric because he sympathizes with him.  And by sympathizing with him he has condoned it, and made
excuses for it.  Now, at times, we all make the mistake of excusing, out of sympathy, another person's behavior. 
However it is vital that we understand that it is not wise to do that.  Not only does it not help the person we are excusing
but it also condones the behavior, and perpetuates it, which is (to use a politically correct phrase) extremely unhelplful.  



So, the fact that Obama has not recognized this fateful flaw is extremely troubling.  As Rich Lowry said, quite eloquently I
might add, it would have been much better if Obama had come out and said that he made a mistake.  The fact that
Obama couldn't do that, because he doesn't recognize this flaw, is the "flaw to the core" that Rich Lowry was talking
about.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/22 14:38
_____________________________________

Rich Lowry wrote:

For now, Obama's speech worked. But questions about his judgment and candor will linger.
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Yes, I am sure they will linger...and linger...and linger in biased conservative publications like the National Review, whom
this writer is an editor for.



"National Review (NR) is a biweekly magazine of political opinion, founded by author William F. Buckley, Jr. in 1955 and
based in New York City. While the print version of the magazine is available online to subscribers, the web site's free
content is essentially a separate publication. Generally the magazine provides conservative views and analysis on the
world's current events.



http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_Review



Perhaps the Herald can just cut to the chafe and start having articles from Rush Limbaugh, Sean Hannity, or Ann Coulter
themselves?



RushReader would like that. That and "See Dick Run" is about all he can handle. :laugh:

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by WaynesWorld - 2008/03/22 17:48
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

WaynesWorld wrote:

utocoman wrote:

This thread discusses the Content article: RICH LOWRY: Obama's speech





flawed at core



This is such a jewel relating to the subject at hand I just have to spread the truth/wealth to the population in Happy
Valley. Before you engage in critical comment regarding his religious leader"s how do you respond to this comment from
your "church" leader? 



Brigham young;

   

   "You see some classes of the human family that are black, uncouth, uncomely, disagreeable and low in their habits,
wild, and seemingly deprived of nearly all the blessings of the intelligence that is generally bestowed upon
mankind....Cain slew his brother. Can might have been killed, and that would have put a termination to that line of human
beings. This was not to be, and the Lord put a mark upon him, which is the flat nose and black skin."

   

   ""Shall I tell you the law of God in regard to the African race? If the white man who belongs to the chosen seed mixes
his blood with the seed of Cain, the penalty, under the law of God, is death on the spot. This will always be so."The
comment is so very, uh...tribal. Tribal! That's the word.



BY's word was law. If death didn't automatically occur on the spot, I'm sure someone in his bureaucracy would make it
come to pass. 

I wouldn't have stepped across a line drawn in the dirt by BY in those days, would you?!



To bring up past statements by Brigham Young in order to create divisiveness over them all over again is exactly what
the Rev. Wright was continuing to do over the 20 years that Obama listened to his divisive and contemptible rhetoric.  It
is unproductive and is used only to recreate the past.



Sincere thanks and blessings go out to all English and grammar school teachers in America. Yours is not an easy job (if I
dare say so myself).

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/22 21:35
_____________________________________

WaynesWorld wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

WaynesWorld wrote:
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utocoman wrote:

This thread discusses the Content article: RICH LOWRY: Obama's speech





flawed at core



This is such a jewel relating to the subject at hand I just have to spread the truth/wealth to the population in Happy
Valley. Before you engage in critical comment regarding his religious leader"s how do you respond to this comment from
your "church" leader? 



Brigham young;

   

   "You see some classes of the human family that are black, uncouth, uncomely, disagreeable and low in their habits,
wild, and seemingly deprived of nearly all the blessings of the intelligence that is generally bestowed upon
mankind....Cain slew his brother. Can might have been killed, and that would have put a termination to that line of human
beings. This was not to be, and the Lord put a mark upon him, which is the flat nose and black skin."

   

   ""Shall I tell you the law of God in regard to the African race? If the white man who belongs to the chosen seed mixes
his blood with the seed of Cain, the penalty, under the law of God, is death on the spot. This will always be so."The
comment is so very, uh...tribal. Tribal! That's the word.



BY's word was law. If death didn't automatically occur on the spot, I'm sure someone in his bureaucracy would make it
come to pass. 

I wouldn't have stepped across a line drawn in the dirt by BY in those days, would you?!



To bring up past statements by Brigham Young in order to create divisiveness over them all over again is exactly what
the Rev. Wright was continuing to do over the 20 years that Obama listened to his divisive and contemptible rhetoric.  It
is unproductive and is used only to recreate the past.



Sincere thanks and blessings go out to all English and grammar school teachers in America. Yours is not an easy job (if I
dare say so myself).



What on earth does that have to do with the tragic flaw in Obama's character?

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by The Truth Typhoon - 2008/03/22 22:46
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:





My opinion is that most White people realize that we can't change the past, just as we can't keep carrying the guilt for
what our ancestors might have done into all eternity.  Not only is that not productive and forward-thinking but it causes us
to readily excuse what should not be excused.  Like hateful and irrational divisive speech. 



In Washington DC there is a museum where the whole theme is "Never Forget."  It tells the story of 9 million Jews killed
in Germany less than 70 years ago, you might have heard about it.  SR, go tell those Jews that they cannot make the
Germans "keep carrying the guilt for their ancestors."  Tell the Jews that it is not "productive" or "forward-thinking" to
keep the memory of the gas chambers alive or the mass graves or the forced labor.  Tell them that.  Tell them their
museum is "hateful" and has "irrational divisive speech."  



Yeah, the blacks need to "get over" slavery, the lynchings, the KKK, the disenfranchisement, the segregated military, the
back of the bus, the racial slurs, the Whites Only Toilets and a million other injustices.  They just need to forget that s***
so they can move "forward."  That is the right wing answer to everything.



But for the Jews let them build a museum to tell the world to "never forget" the torture, the gassings, the rapes at the
hands of the Nazis.



Yeah, J. Wright said some things that were out of line, and Obama has slammed him for it.  But in essence J. Wright was
telling his congregation and now all of America, "Never Forget."  The Jews were right to remind the world of the injustice
done to their people.  J. Wright is right to remind the world of the injustice done to blacks in America.  



The whites like you who hate Obama used this J. Wright episode to Swift-Boat Obama.  You're pissed it did not work. 
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You're angry you won't get to run against HRC this fall since you were all ready with you demon-Hillary ads.  You're
frightened that your crazy ass old mean tempered McCain is going to get up on stage in the debate this October and spill
his load of venom on Obama (just like he did over and over on Mitt this winter).  And the American people are going to
think, "Man, do I want 4 years of this angry old coot in the White House?"  They are going to listen to Obama give a great
vision of America's future  . . . and they will know who to vote for.



And worst of all for you SR, you will lose 20 more seats in the House and four more in the Senate.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/23 08:04
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

WaynesWorld wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

WaynesWorld wrote:

utocoman wrote:

This thread discusses the Content article: RICH LOWRY: Obama's speech





flawed at core



This is such a jewel relating to the subject at hand I just have to spread the truth/wealth to the population in Happy
Valley. Before you engage in critical comment regarding his religious leader"s how do you respond to this comment from
your "church" leader? 



Brigham young;

   

   "You see some classes of the human family that are black, uncouth, uncomely, disagreeable and low in their habits,
wild, and seemingly deprived of nearly all the blessings of the intelligence that is generally bestowed upon
mankind....Cain slew his brother. Can might have been killed, and that would have put a termination to that line of human
beings. This was not to be, and the Lord put a mark upon him, which is the flat nose and black skin."

   

   ""Shall I tell you the law of God in regard to the African race? If the white man who belongs to the chosen seed mixes
his blood with the seed of Cain, the penalty, under the law of God, is death on the spot. This will always be so."The
comment is so very, uh...tribal. Tribal! That's the word.



BY's word was law. If death didn't automatically occur on the spot, I'm sure someone in his bureaucracy would make it
come to pass. 

I wouldn't have stepped across a line drawn in the dirt by BY in those days, would you?!



To bring up past statements by Brigham Young in order to create divisiveness over them all over again is exactly what
the Rev. Wright was continuing to do over the 20 years that Obama listened to his divisive and contemptible rhetoric.  It
is unproductive and is used only to recreate the past.



Sincere thanks and blessings go out to all English and grammar school teachers in America. Yours is not an easy job (if I
dare say so myself).



What on earth does that have to do with the tragic flaw in Obama's character?



Because of your flawed defense of Rich's flawed premise?  And composition instructor of worth would give both of you
failing marks.  Dennis, you are fooling no one about who you are and what you are doing.  You are simply a neo-con
cyber hack.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by The Keeper - 2008/03/23 08:41
_____________________________________

The Truth Typhoon wrote:

SilentReader wrote:
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My opinion is that most White people realize that we can't change the past, just as we can't keep carrying the guilt for
what our ancestors might have done into all eternity.  Not only is that not productive and forward-thinking but it causes us
to readily excuse what should not be excused.  Like hateful and irrational divisive speech. 



In Washington DC there is a museum where the whole theme is "Never Forget."  It tells the story of 9 million Jews killed
in Germany less than 70 years ago, you might have heard about it.  SR, go tell those Jews that they cannot make the
Germans "keep carrying the guilt for their ancestors."  Tell the Jews that it is not "productive" or "forward-thinking" to
keep the memory of the gas chambers alive or the mass graves or the forced labor.  Tell them that.  Tell them their
museum is "hateful" and has "irrational divisive speech."  



. . .



And worst of all for you SR, you will lose 20 more seats in the House and four more in the Senate.



After that windbag rant, now I understand why the Democrats never met a communist they didn't like!

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/23 09:52
_____________________________________

The Truth Typhoon wrote:

You're frightened that your crazy ass old mean tempered McCain is going to get up on stage in the debate this October
and spill his load of venom on Obama (just like he did over and over on Mitt this winter). And the American people are
going to think, "Man, do I want 4 years of this angry old coot in the White House?" They are going to listen to Obama give
a great vision of America's future . . . and they will know who to vote for.



And worst of all for you SR, you will lose 20 more seats in the House and four more in the Senate.

That's assuming the Iraq violence does not go back up as the majority (not all) of the surge troops come out this summer.
If that violence goes back up (and I suspect it will...Bush must as well, since he is too scared to pull all of the surge
troops out), they'll lose more seats than that.



Now as far as RushReader backing McCain, that has yet to be admitted to. You see, he trashed McCain back on the
"Florida Backs McCain" thread, and has yet to fess up and say he is supporting him. Here's what he said on that thread.



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.

For all we know, RushReader may be backing the Tooth Fairy for President. Since RushReader lives in the land of make
believe, that would not surprise me at all. :laugh:

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/23 10:13
_____________________________________

BTW, talking about the violence in Iraq picking back up again, it has been in the last few weeks, and we have this just
this morning:



BAGHDAD - A suicide car bomber penetrated tight security to strike an Iraqi military base on Sunday in the deadliest of a
series of attacks that killed at least 42 people across Iraq. In Baghdad, the U.S.-protected Green Zone came under
heavy fire by rockets or mortar rounds.



Seven people also were killed and 14 wounded in a suicide car bombing in the Shiite area of Shula in the capital.



The attacks underscored the fragility of Iraq's security, despite a decline in violence over the past year. They also came
as the U.S. military death toll in Iraq nears 4,000.



Weekend raids across Iraq resulted in 17 insurgents killed and 30 detained, the U.S. military said. The deadliest was an
operation Sunday targeting a suspected suicide bombing network east of Baqouba that killed 12 armed men, the military
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said.



Iraqi police reported a dozen civilians killed in an airstrike in the same area. But the military said those killed in the raid
were insurgents, including six who had shaved their bodies apparently in preparation for suicide operations.



In the northwestern city of Mosul, Iraqi security forces opened fire on the suicide bomber as he drove toward a military
base but were unable to foil the attack because the truck's windshield had been made bulletproof. An Iraqi army officer
who described the attack spoke on condition of anonymity because he wasn't authorized to release the information.



The attacker blasted past an armored vehicle to reach the courtyard of the military headquarters, the officer said.



Police said at least 13 Iraqi soldiers were killed and 42 people wounded â€” 30 soldiers and 12 civilians â€” in the attack. Mosul,
225 miles northwest of Baghdad, has been described by the U.S. as the last urban stronghold of the Sunni-led al-Qaida
in Iraq.



The U.S. military in northern Iraq gave a slightly lower toll of 12 Iraqi soldiers killed and 35 wounded.



Shiite extremists were suspected to be behind the barrages against the Green Zone, which houses the U.S. and British
embassies and the Iraqi government headquarters...



http://news.yahoo.com/s/ap/20080323/ap_on_re_mi_ea/iraq



No wonder Bush does not want to take all the surge troops out. Most are coming out in the months ahead, though.



Or are they? :ohmy:

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/23 11:24
_____________________________________

The Keeper wrote:

The Truth Typhoon wrote:

SilentReader wrote:





My opinion is that most White people realize that we can't change the past, just as we can't keep carrying the guilt for
what our ancestors might have done into all eternity.  Not only is that not productive and forward-thinking but it causes us
to readily excuse what should not be excused.  Like hateful and irrational divisive speech. 



In Washington DC there is a museum where the whole theme is "Never Forget."  It tells the story of 9 million Jews killed
in Germany less than 70 years ago, you might have heard about it.  SR, go tell those Jews that they cannot make the
Germans "keep carrying the guilt for their ancestors."  Tell the Jews that it is not "productive" or "forward-thinking" to
keep the memory of the gas chambers alive or the mass graves or the forced labor.  Tell them that.  Tell them their
museum is "hateful" and has "irrational divisive speech."  



. . .



And worst of all for you SR, you will lose 20 more seats in the House and four more in the Senate.



After that windbag rant, now I understand why the Democrats never met a communist they didn't like!What a stupid
comment, divorced from all reality.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/23 11:25
_____________________________________

truthhurts wrote:

The Truth Typhoon wrote:

You're frightened that your crazy ass old mean tempered McCain is going to get up on stage in the debate this October
and spill his load of venom on Obama (just like he did over and over on Mitt this winter). And the American people are
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going to think, "Man, do I want 4 years of this angry old coot in the White House?" They are going to listen to Obama give
a great vision of America's future . . . and they will know who to vote for.



And worst of all for you SR, you will lose 20 more seats in the House and four more in the Senate.

That's assuming the Iraq violence does not go back up as the majority (not all) of the surge troops come out this summer.
If that violence goes back up (and I suspect it will...Bush must as well, since he is too scared to pull all of the surge
troops out), they'll lose more seats than that.



Now as far as RushReader backing McCain, that has yet to be admitted to. You see, he trashed McCain back on the
"Florida Backs McCain" thread, and has yet to fess up and say he is supporting him. Here's what he said on that thread.



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.

For all we know, RushReader may be backing the Tooth Fairy for President. Since RushReader lives in the land of make
believe, that would not surprise me at all. :laugh:



McCain has a very good chance to win, but if the neo-cons and social conservatives desert the ship and he loses, we will
remake the Party without them.  We will not forget that they were fair weather friends.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by RogerWilco - 2008/03/23 12:36
_____________________________________

truthhurts wrote:

BTW, talking about the violence in Iraq picking back up again, it has been in the last few weeks....



The United States broke Iraq, and we can't fix it.  The Iraqis have to fix it and we can't do a single thing about the
violence until Iraqis want to solve their own problems.  That may not happen for a long time, and it may never happen at
all.  But if Iraqis decide to solve their own problems then they do not need help from the U.S. for their own domestic
issues.  Our presence in Iraq hasn't solved any of the fundamental problems arising from our invasion of their country,
nor can it because the irony is that the U.S. occupation is actually part of the problem.



Occupying Iraq costs the United States $5,000 per second, every minute of every day.  The amount of money we spend
on just one day of U.S. occupation in Iraq can instead do these things for an entire year:



Enroll 58,000 more children in head start.

Give Pell Grants to 153,000 students to attend college.

Finance 11,000 border patrol agents.

Put 9,000 additional police officers on the streets.





(From Nicholas Kristof's Column in the NY Times.)

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/23 17:15
_____________________________________

The Truth Typhoon wrote:

SilentReader wrote:





My opinion is that most White people realize that we can't change the past, just as we can't keep carrying the guilt for
what our ancestors might have done into all eternity.  Not only is that not productive and forward-thinking but it causes us
to readily excuse what should not be excused.  Like hateful and irrational divisive speech. 



In Washington DC there is a museum where the whole theme is "Never Forget."  It tells the story of 9 million Jews killed
in Germany less than 70 years ago, you might have heard about it.  SR, go tell those Jews that they cannot make the
Germans "keep carrying the guilt for their ancestors."  Tell the Jews that it is not "productive" or "forward-thinking" to
keep the memory of the gas chambers alive or the mass graves or the forced labor.  Tell them that.  Tell them their

Comments - Daily Herald fireboard Forum Component version: 1.0.2 Generated: 6 July, 2008, 17:37



museum is "hateful" and has "irrational divisive speech."  



Yeah, the blacks need to "get over" slavery, the lynchings, the KKK, the disenfranchisement, the segregated military, the
back of the bus, the racial slurs, the Whites Only Toilets and a million other injustices.  They just need to forget that s***
so they can move "forward."  That is the right wing answer to everything.



But for the Jews let them build a museum to tell the world to "never forget" the torture, the gassings, the rapes at the
hands of the Nazis.



Yeah, J. Wright said some things that were out of line, and Obama has slammed him for it.  But in essence J. Wright was
telling his congregation and now all of America, "Never Forget."  The Jews were right to remind the world of the injustice
done to their people.  J. Wright is right to remind the world of the injustice done to blacks in America.  



The whites like you who hate Obama used this J. Wright episode to Swift-Boat Obama.  You're pissed it did not work. 
You're angry you won't get to run against HRC this fall since you were all ready with you demon-Hillary ads.  You're
frightened that your crazy ass old mean tempered McCain is going to get up on stage in the debate this October and spill
his load of venom on Obama (just like he did over and over on Mitt this winter).  And the American people are going to
think, "Man, do I want 4 years of this angry old coot in the White House?"  They are going to listen to Obama give a great
vision of America's future  . . . and they will know who to vote for.



And worst of all for you SR, you will lose 20 more seats in the House and four more in the Senate.



Wow.  You sound pretty angry.  However, I do admire the fact that you are willing to engage in debating the issues and
are not engaging in character assassination as is usually the case with most of the posters here on this board who
disagree with you.  So, I will attempt to answer your real concerns.



I have never gone to that museum where it's theme is "Never Forget," where it tells the story of the 9 million Jews who
were mass-murdered in Germany less than 70 years ago, though I have seen the pictures and it makes me enraged to
think about it.  And, there is no one that would advocate that we must not forget about man's injustice to their fellow man
more than me.  No one.  If you were to read any of my posts here you would know that.  I am still at a loss how man
could be so barbaric in the name of ethnic cleansing than they were during those times.  We must remember that ethnic
cleansing, and any other that have occurred or are occurring, simply because if it could have happened then it could
happen again and we must prevent that at all costs.



It is because we should prevent that at all costs that I would like to see those people who spew hate in the name of past
injustices be nipped in the bud.  We must address what's happening now and not whip up the frenzies of the past to
justify perpetuating those frenzies by indulging in words of hatred in the present.  That only causes further injustices.   



Yes.  If something is occurring now that will cause further injustices to be committed we must stop it in the bud, so to
speak.  Therefore, it is not inconsequential that we bring up the fact that Obama sat in the pews and befriended his
pastor for over 20 years and didn't confront him or leave when he was saying things like damn America.  Hey, damn
those people in the past who committed those crimes when they snatched people from the African continent and brought
them over as slaves to be slaves forever.  Yes.  Damn them.  Damn those people who lynched Blacks simply because of
the color of their skin.  Damn them.  But do not damn America for what they did.  America is not to blame.  And not only
one race is to blame either.  Things happened during those earlier times that could never happen now.  At least we
would think they would never happen now.  If we remain diligent.  And don't say that this American government caused
AIDS and purposely perpetuated that desease to eradicate all the Blacks.  That's craziness.  In other words, inciting
people in the here and now by making unbelievable, and quite frankly, ludicrous assertions about people in the present
is, to say it politely, not productive.  Not forward-thinking.



That is not to say that we forget what happened. (We remember so that we do not ever let what was done in the past be
repeated.  We remember so as to acknowlege the injustices as well.)  That is to say, that we nip things in the bud now, to
prevent the past from being recreated.



So, if you think I hate Obama.  I do not.  What I detest is the fact that he sat in his pastor's pews for 20 years and didn't
confront him, or leave.  By continuing to sit in those pews he condoned his pastor's hateful words.  That is what I hold in
great contempt.  I hold that sort of behavior in enormous contempt because it is precisely in the condoning of this hate
speech that we perpetuate all the hatred that has caused those past atrocious mass-murders and lynchings to occur in
the first place.  If you don't hold people accountable for their disgusting acts and contemptible words as they occur you
are condoning those disgusting acts and contemptible words.  If we don't understand that we are never going to
eradicate the perversions of the past, and we will be doomed to repeat them.



And, Obama's not recognizing that, is the fatal flaw that Rich Lowry was talking about.  The President of the greatest
country in the world must be able to recognize that sympathizing with people who use their perceived injustices of the
past to justify their perverse behaviors of today is wrong.  Dead wrong.
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============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/23 17:26
_____________________________________

RL and SR are engaged in disingenuous fraud.  SR has used that tactic for years here.  He, nor does RL, represent the
GOP.  Conservative values are abhorent to him: he likes large government, large government payrolls, corporate
cronyism with government, and international adventurism.  All neo-cons do, and that is why they are on the way out.



McCain is going to win, and the neo-cons are going to go bye-bye for good.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/23 17:30
_____________________________________

RogerWilco wrote:

truthhurts wrote:

BTW, talking about the violence in Iraq picking back up again, it has been in the last few weeks....



The United States broke Iraq, and we can't fix it.  



That is ludicrous.  Iraq was broken long before we set foot on that bloodied soil where Saddam's henchmen were
executing people, hanging, maiming, throwing people off buildings, cutting off their extremities and blowing them up in
the middle of the desert. 



What we have done is remove a fascist and brutal dictator and allowed the Iraqis to start holding their head high where
freedom may now be possible.  Where they won't fear being whisked off in the middle of the night, never to be seen
again.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/23 17:41
_____________________________________

Wren wrote:



McCain has a very good chance to win, but if the neo-cons and social conservatives desert the ship and he loses, we will
remake the Party without them.  We will not forget that they were fair weather friends.



You presume too much.  



We are with McCain on the War and on being fiscally concervative.  What we were not with him on was McCain-
Feingold, immigration, not supporting the tax cuts, and the Gang of 14 (McCain has justifed that by saying he wanted to
get things done). 



Since he has gained the nomination McCain has stated that he will make permanent the Bush tax cuts, and he will
secure the border.  I believe him.  Whatever McCain is, I think he is a man of his word.  And we will hold him to it.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/23 17:48
_____________________________________

Wren wrote:

RL and SR are engaged in disingenuous fraud.  SR has used that tactic for years here.  He, nor does RL, represent the
GOP.  Conservative values are abhorent to him: he likes large government, large government payrolls, corporate
cronyism with government, and international adventurism.  All neo-cons do, and that is why they are on the way out.
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McCain is going to win, and the neo-cons are going to go bye-bye for good.



Despicable fraud is what you have just indulged in.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/23 18:15
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:



We are with McCain on the War and on being fiscally concervative.  What we were not with him on was McCain-
Feingold, immigration, not supporting the tax cuts, and the Gang of 14 (McCain has justifed that by saying he wanted to
get things done). 



Since he has gained the nomination McCain has stated that he will make permanent the Bush tax cuts, and he will
secure the border.  I believe him.  Whatever McCain is, I think he is a man of his word.  And we will hold him to it.



You are right, he is a man of his word.  And his word is to purge neo-cons.  Good bye, SR.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/23 20:09
_____________________________________

Every once and a while I do actually read one of RushReader's long winded posts. It helps to have a couple of beers
first, just to help deaden the pain of reading such tripe. :laugh: That said, I'm going to comment on a couple of things
from his latest installment. 



SilentReader wrote:

So, if you think I hate Obama. I do not. What I detest is the fact that he sat in his pastor's pews for 20 years and didn't
confront him, or leave.

Actually, I think you really do hate anyone you brand as "liberal". It shows in your posts. This pastor thing is just your
latest reason for foaming at the mouth against Obama. If not this, something else. And if Obama was not the front
runner, you would be railing on Hilary about something, as you have done in the past. You assume that every one of
Wrights sermons were controversial, but have shown no evidence of that, or even that the majority or even just 5 %
were. I ask you again to present your evidence on that.  I know some active LDS who occasionally do not like what one
particular LDS Apostle says about various issues. Should they get up and leave the Church over it?



If you don't hold people accountable for their disgusting acts and contemptible words as they occur you are condoning
those disgusting acts and contemptible words.

Let's see, did you want to hold Scooter Libby accountable for perjury? Do you want to hold Bush and Cheney and the
other members of his administration accountable for lying to the American people in the lead up to the Iraq War? I
believe one study was done and pegged that figure at 935 lies, give or take.



http://www.publicintegrity.org/WarCard/



A war that has now cost about 4,000 US Troop lives, untold Iraqi civilian deaths, and has cost over half a trillion dollars,
with no end in sight on any of the above figures. Do you want to hold them accountable? These are just a couple of
examples, RushReader. Show us how you really do care about holding people accountable,and are not just giving the
words one-sided, partisan lip service.



Oh, one more thing. Do you now support John McCain, given what you said about him earlier? In case you have
forgotten, here it is...again.



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.

Your answer is awaited. The silence is deafening. ;)

============================================================================
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Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/23 20:20
_____________________________________

Wren wrote:

SilentReader wrote:



We are with McCain on the War and on being fiscally concervative.  What we were not with him on was McCain-
Feingold, immigration, not supporting the tax cuts, and the Gang of 14 (McCain has justifed that by saying he wanted to
get things done). 



Since he has gained the nomination McCain has stated that he will make permanent the Bush tax cuts, and he will
secure the border.  I believe him.  Whatever McCain is, I think he is a man of his word.  And we will hold him to it.



You are right, he is a man of his word.  And his word is to purge neo-cons.  Good bye, SR.



He has never said that.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/23 20:44
_____________________________________

truthhurts wrote:

Every once and a while I do actually read one of RushReader's long winded posts. It helps to have a couple of beers
first, just to help deaden the pain of reading such tripe. :laugh: That said, I'm going to comment on a couple of things
from his latest installment. 



SilentReader wrote:

So, if you think I hate Obama. I do not. What I detest is the fact that he sat in his pastor's pews for 20 years and didn't
confront him, or leave.

Actually, I think you really do hate anyone you brand as "liberal". It shows in your posts. This pastor thing is just your
latest reason for foaming at the mouth against Obama. If not this, something else. And if Obama was not the front
runner, you would be railing on Hilary about something, as you have done in the past. You assume that every one of
Wrights sermons were controversial, but have shown no evidence of that, or even that the majority or even just 5 %
were. I ask you again to present your evidence on that.  I know some active LDS who occasionally do not like what one
particular LDS Apostle says about various issues. Should they get up and leave the Church over it?



If you don't hold people accountable for their disgusting acts and contemptible words as they occur you are condoning
those disgusting acts and contemptible words.

Let's see, did you want to hold Scooter Libby accountable for perjury? Do you want to hold Bush and Cheney and the
other members of his administration accountable for lying to the American people in the lead up to the Iraq War? I
believe one study was done and pegged that figure at 935 lies, give or take.



http://www.publicintegrity.org/WarCard/



A war that has now cost about 4,000 US Troop lives, untold Iraqi civilian deaths, and has cost over half a trillion dollars,
with no end in sight on any of the above figures. Do you want to hold them accountable? These are just a couple of
examples, RushReader. Show us how you really do care about holding people accountable,and are not just giving the
words one-sided, partisan lip service.



Oh, one more thing. Do you now support John McCain, given what you said about him earlier? In case you have
forgotten, here it is...again.



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.

Your answer is awaited. The silence is deafening. ;)



On the first, neither Scooter Libby, Bush, Cheney or their cabinet lied. 



On the second, the Jihadists and al Qaeda were responsible for the Iraqi deaths.  Our troops were responsible for ridding
them of a fascist murderer-executioner Saddam and liberating them.  
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On the third, since Hillary Clinton is an abomination and Obama is the apocalypse we conservatives have no alternative. 
We will support the nominee of the GOP and continue to push for the things we genuinely believe in.  As I have already
said we are with McCain on the War against Jihadism.



Let me remind you.  When Joe Lieberman disagreed with his fellow Democrats on the issue of the war you kicked him to
the curb.  Discarded him like an old shoe.  When we disagreed with John McCain on issues of immigration and tax cuts
we still can support him on the issues that we do agree with him on, like the War.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/23 20:58
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

Wren wrote:

SilentReader wrote:



We are with McCain on the War and on being fiscally concervative.  What we were not with him on was McCain-
Feingold, immigration, not supporting the tax cuts, and the Gang of 14 (McCain has justifed that by saying he wanted to
get things done). 



Since he has gained the nomination McCain has stated that he will make permanent the Bush tax cuts, and he will
secure the border.  I believe him.  Whatever McCain is, I think he is a man of his word.  And we will hold him to it.



You are right, he is a man of his word.  And his word is to purge neo-cons.  Good bye, SR.



He has never said that.



Do you really think he would tell Pod and the others to their faces they are going to go once he gets elected?  He has a
use for them right now, but afterwards, they are gone.  He will rely on the Powell and Rice network to staff State and
Defense, then remove the military commanders who are still left who supported the woefully inadequate invasion of Iraq.



Yes, it will be good bye to you and your ilk.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/23 21:01
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

truthhurts wrote:

Every once and a while I do actually read one of RushReader's long winded posts. It helps to have a couple of beers
first, just to help deaden the pain of reading such tripe. :laugh: That said, I'm going to comment on a couple of things
from his latest installment. 



SilentReader wrote:

So, if you think I hate Obama. I do not. What I detest is the fact that he sat in his pastor's pews for 20 years and didn't
confront him, or leave.

Actually, I think you really do hate anyone you brand as "liberal". It shows in your posts. This pastor thing is just your
latest reason for foaming at the mouth against Obama. If not this, something else. And if Obama was not the front
runner, you would be railing on Hilary about something, as you have done in the past. You assume that every one of
Wrights sermons were controversial, but have shown no evidence of that, or even that the majority or even just 5 %
were. I ask you again to present your evidence on that.  I know some active LDS who occasionally do not like what one
particular LDS Apostle says about various issues. Should they get up and leave the Church over it?



If you don't hold people accountable for their disgusting acts and contemptible words as they occur you are condoning
those disgusting acts and contemptible words.

Let's see, did you want to hold Scooter Libby accountable for perjury? Do you want to hold Bush and Cheney and the
other members of his administration accountable for lying to the American people in the lead up to the Iraq War? I
believe one study was done and pegged that figure at 935 lies, give or take.



http://www.publicintegrity.org/WarCard/
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A war that has now cost about 4,000 US Troop lives, untold Iraqi civilian deaths, and has cost over half a trillion dollars,
with no end in sight on any of the above figures. Do you want to hold them accountable? These are just a couple of
examples, RushReader. Show us how you really do care about holding people accountable,and are not just giving the
words one-sided, partisan lip service.



Oh, one more thing. Do you now support John McCain, given what you said about him earlier? In case you have
forgotten, here it is...again.



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.

Your answer is awaited. The silence is deafening. ;)



On the first, neither Scooter Libby, Bush, Cheney or their cabinet lied. 



On the second, the Jihadists and al Qaeda were responsible for the Iraqi deaths.  Our troops were responsible for ridding
them of a fascist murderer-executioner Saddam and liberating them.  



On the third, since Hillary Clinton is an abomination and Obama is the apocalypse we conservatives have no alternative. 
We will support the nominee of the GOP and continue to push for the things we genuinely believe in.  As I have already
said we are with McCain on the War against Jihadism.



First, they all either lied or deliberately distorted the truth continually.



Second, our troops should have been sent in with the necessary tools to secure the peace, and they were not so
equipped.



Third, you are no conservative; you are a neo-con, an abomination to traditional GOP principles.  You will be purged
once McCain wins the election.  You have no place in the party.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/23 21:24
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

On the first, neither Scooter Libby, Bush, Cheney or their cabinet lied.

Scooter Libby is a convicted felon, convicted of perjury (hint: perjury means lying under oath) and obstruction of justice
by a jury of his peers in a United States Federal Court. As for Bush, Cheney, and his cabinet, just where are those ties of
Saddam to 9/11 that they told us about before the war? An before you answer, here is Bush himself later admitting that
Iraq had nothing to do with 9/11. Not what was being said before we attacked, though, was it?



http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AwbFzCvvSns



Also, regarding those elusive WMD's, here is Cheney:



On August 26, 2002, in an address to the national convention of the Veteran of Foreign Wars, Cheney flatly declared:
"Simply stated, there is no doubt that Saddam Hussein now has weapons of mass destruction. There is no doubt he is
amassing them to use against our friends, against our allies, and against us."



http://www.publicintegrity.org/WarCard/



Where is the evidence of WMD's? Without it, Cheney lied. 



On the second, the Jihadists and al Qaeda were responsible for the Iraqi deaths. Our troops were responsible for ridding
them of a fascist murderer-executioner Saddam and liberating them.

Statistics please. I will be looking for the number of Iraqi civilians killed by al Qaeda versus those killed in Sunni and
Shiite sectarian civil war. No rumors or innuendo, please. And tell us RushReader, did Bush and Cheney foresee a
sectarian civil war after Saddam was taken out? They should have. Cheney even predicted as much in 1994. I believe he
said "quagmire" when discussing what would happen if Saddam was taken out.



http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6BEsZMvrq-I
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On the third, since Hillary Clinton is an abomination and Obama is the apocalypse we conservatives have no alternative.

Boy, I can really see you don't hate them. :laugh: 



We will support the nominee of the GOP and continue to push for the things we genuinely believe in. As I have already
said we are with McCain on the War against Jihadism.

I see. Then you were lying too? 



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.

A real man of you word, you are. ;)

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/23 21:26
_____________________________________

Wren wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

Wren wrote:

SilentReader wrote:



We are with McCain on the War and on being fiscally concervative.  What we were not with him on was McCain-
Feingold, immigration, not supporting the tax cuts, and the Gang of 14 (McCain has justifed that by saying he wanted to
get things done). 



Since he has gained the nomination McCain has stated that he will make permanent the Bush tax cuts, and he will
secure the border.  I believe him.  Whatever McCain is, I think he is a man of his word.  And we will hold him to it.



You are right, he is a man of his word.  And his word is to purge neo-cons.  Good bye, SR.



He has never said that.



Do you really think he would tell Pod and the others to their faces they are going to go once he gets elected?  He has a
use for them right now, but afterwards, they are gone.  He will rely on the Powell and Rice network to staff State and
Defense, then remove the military commanders who are still left who supported the woefully inadequate invasion of Iraq.



Yes, it will be good bye to you and your ilk.



Hah.  You would use my own words to disparage me.



Without our support John McCain will not be the next President.  As I said, we will support him because we are with him
on the war and fiscal conservativeness, and McCain has said he got the message on immigration and he will secure the
borders.  I believe him.



So, like the Democrats who kicked Joe Lieberman to the curb solely because he disagreed with them on the War, you
would kick those who are the backbone of the Republican Party to the curb because they disagreed with McCain on
immigration Gang of 14, McCain-Feingold and so forth?  



Again, I say, hah.  It won't be as easy as that.  The kicking to the curb of one man solely because you disagree with him
is one thing.  But kicking out the many who are the backbone of the GOP is another.  And, isn't it McCain who prides
himself of reaching out to the other side.  Well, now he knows it's time to reach out to us as well.  Because, we are not
going to shed the genuine beliefs that we've held for a long time.  A strong defense for a strong America.  Permanent tax
cuts.  Eradication of the death tax.  Fiscal conservativeness.  Self reliability vs the welfare state. Less government. 
Strong on cracking down on illegal immigration while supporting legal immigration.  Closing the borders.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/23 21:37
_____________________________________

truthhurts wrote:
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SilentReader wrote:

On the first, neither Scooter Libby, Bush, Cheney or their cabinet lied.

Scooter Libby is a convicted felon, convicted of perjury (hint: perjury means lying under oath) and obstruction of justice
by a jury of his peers in a United States Federal Court. As for Bush, Cheney, and his cabinet, just where are those ties of
Saddam to 9/11 that they told us about before the war? An before you answer, here is Bush himself later admitting that
Iraq had nothing to do with 9/11. Not what was being said before we attacked, though, was it?



http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AwbFzCvvSns



Also, regarding those elusive WMD's, here is Cheney:



On August 26, 2002, in an address to the national convention of the Veteran of Foreign Wars, Cheney flatly declared:
"Simply stated, there is no doubt that Saddam Hussein now has weapons of mass destruction. There is no doubt he is
amassing them to use against our friends, against our allies, and against us."



http://www.publicintegrity.org/WarCard/



Where is the evidence of WMD's? Without it, Cheney lied.



Since you Democrats have selective memories let me remind you what your fellow Democrats said about Saddam
Hussein, will you?



"One way or the other, we are determined to deny Iraq the capacity to develop weapons of mass destruction and the
missiles to deliver them. That is our bottom line."

- President Clinton, Feb. 4, 1998 | Source

- http://www.cnn.com/US/9802/04/us.un.iraq/



"If Saddam rejects peace and we have to use force, our purpose is clear. We want to seriously diminish the threat posed
by Iraq's weapons of mass destruction program."

- President Bill Clinton, Feb. 17, 1998 | Source

- http://www.cnn.com/ALLPOLITICS/1998/02/18/iraq.political.analysis/



"We must stop Saddam from ever again jeopardizing the stability and security of his neighbors with weapons of mass
destruction."

- Madeline Albright, Feb 1, 1998 | Source

- http://www.cnn.com/WORLD/9802/01/iraq/



"He will use those weapons of mass destruction again, as he has ten times since 1983."

- Sandy Berger, Clinton National Security Adviser, Feb, 18, 1998 | Source

- http://www.usatoday.com/news/index/iraq/iraq172.htm



"e urge you, after consulting with Congress, and consistent with the U.S. Constitution and laws, to take necessary
actions (including, if appropriate, air and missile strikes on suspect Iraqi sites) to respond effectively to the threat posed
by Iraq's refusal to end its weapons of mass destruction programs."

Letter to President Clinton.

- (D) Senators Carl Levin, Tom Daschle, John Kerry, others, Oct. 9, 1998 | Source

- http://www.cnn.com/2003/ALLPOLITICS/07/17/wh.critics/



"Saddam Hussein has been engaged in the development of weapons of mass destruction technology which is a threat to
countries in the region and he has made a mockery of the weapons inspection process."

- Rep. Nancy Pelosi (D, CA), Dec. 16, 1998 | Source

-
http://216.239.41.104/search?q=cache:u62ZeSGUfj0J:washingtontimes.com/national/inbeltway.htm+"Saddam+Hussein+
has+been+engaged+in+the+development+of

+weapons+of+mass+destruction+technology+which+is+a+threat+to+countries+in+the+region+and+he+has+made+a+mo
c



"Hussein has ... chosen to spend his money on building weapons of mass destruction and palaces for his cronies."

- Madeline Albright, Clinton Secretary of State, Nov. 10, 1999 | Source

-
http://216.239.39.104/search?q=cache:u62ZeSGUfj0J:washingtontimes.com/national/inbeltway.htm+"Hussein+has+...+ch
osen+to+spend+his+money

+on+building+weapons+of+mass+destruction+and+palaces+for+his+cronies."&hl=en&ie=UTF-8



"We begin with the common belief that Saddam Hussein is a tyrant and a threat to the peace and stability of the region.
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He has ignored the mandate of the United Nations and is building weapons of mass destruction and th! e means of
delivering them."

- Sen. Carl Levin (D, MI), Sept. 19, 2002 | Source

- http://www.miami.com/mld/miami/4136328.htm



"We know that he has stored secret supplies of biological and chemical weapons throughout his country."

- Al Gore, Sept. 23, 2002 | Source

- http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/politics/transcripts/gore_text092302.html



"Iraq's search for weapons of mass destruction has proven impossible to deter and we should assume that it will
continue for as long as Saddam is in power."

- Al Gore, Sept. 23, 2002 | Source

- http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/politics/transcripts/gore_text092302.html



"We have known for many years that Saddam Hussein is seeking and developing weapons of mass destruction."

- Sen. Ted Kennedy (D, MA), Sept. 27, 2002 | Source

- http://kennedy.senate.gov/~kennedy/statements/02/10/2002A07621.html



"The last UN weapons inspectors left Iraq in October of 1998. We are confident that Saddam Hussein retains some
stockpiles of chemical and biological weapons, and that he has since embarked on a crash course to build up his
chemical and biological warfare capabilities. Intelligence reports indicate that he is seeking nuclear weapons..."

- Sen. Robert Byrd (D, WV), Oct. 3, 2002 | Source

-
http://216.239.41.104/search?q=cache:u62ZeSGUfj0J:washingtontimes.com/national/inbeltway.htm+"Saddam+Hussein+
has+been+engaged+in+the+development+of+weapons+of

+mass+destruction+technology+which+is+a+threat+to+countries+in+the+region+and+he+has+made+a+moc



"I will be voting to give the President of the United States the authority to use force -- if necessary -- to disarm Saddam
Hussein because I believe that a deadly arsenal of weapons of mass destruction in his hands is a real and grave threat
to our security."

- Sen. John F. Kerry (D, MA), Oct. 9, 2002 | Source

- http://www.johnkerry.com/pressroom/speeches/spc_2002_1009.html



"There is unmistakable evidence that Saddam Hussein is working aggressively to develop nuclear weapons and will
likely have nuclear weapons within the next five years ... We also should remember we have always underestimated the
progress Saddam has made in development of weapons of mass destruction."

- Sen. Jay Rockefeller (D, WV), Oct 10, 2002 | Source

- http://www.senate.gov/~rockefeller/news/2002/flrstmt0102002.html



"In the four years since the inspectors left, intelligence reports show that Saddam Hussein has worked to rebuild his
chemical and biological weapons stock, his missile delivery capability, and his nuclear program. He has also given aid,
comfort, and sanctuary to terrorists, including al Qaeda members ... It is clear, however, that if left unchecked, Saddam
Hussein will continue to increase his capacity to wage biological and chemical warfare, and will keep trying to develop
nuclear weapons."

- Sen. Hillary Clinton (D, NY), Oct 10, 2002 | Source

- http://clinton.senate.gov/speeches/iraq_101002.html



"We are in possession of what I think to be compelling evidence that Saddam Hussein has, and has had for a number of
years, a developing capacity for the production and storage of weapons of mass destruction."

- Sen. Bob Graham (D, FL), Dec. 8, 2002 | Source

- http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Middle_East/DL12Ak02.html



"Without question, we need to disarm Saddam Hussein. He is a brutal, murderous dictator, leading an oppressive regime
... He presents a particularly grievous threat because he is so consistently prone to miscalculation ... And now he is
miscalculating America's response to his continued deceit and his consistent grasp for weapons of mass destruction ...
So the threat of Saddam Hussein with weapons of mass 

destruction is real..."

- Sen. John F. Kerry (D, MA), Jan. 23. 2003 | Source

- http://www.johnkerry.com/pressroom/speeches/spc_2003_0123.html



Did they all lie too?

============================================================================
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Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/23 21:52
_____________________________________

A sad milestone was reached today in Iraq, and day that also saw 60 or so more Iraqi's killed.



BAGHDAD - A roadside bomb killed four U.S. soldiers in Baghdad on Sunday, the military said, pushing the overall
American death toll in the five-year war to at least 4,000.



The grim milestone came on the same day that rockets and mortars pounded the U.S.-protected Green Zone,
underscoring the fragile security situation and the resilience of both Sunni and Shiite extremist groups despite an overall
lull in violence.



A Multi-National Division â€” Baghdad soldier also was wounded in the roadside bombing, which struck the soldiers' patrol
vehicle about 10 p.m. in southern Baghdad, according to a statement.



http://news.yahoo.com/s/ap/20080324/ap_on_re_mi_ea/iraq



Oh, BTW RushReader, regarding the comments you made about the Democratic politicians who supported the War in
Iraq, you left out one key detail.



They were operating under the belief that Saddam really did have WMD's. And who supplied that information that he did
have WMD's? Bush, Cheney, and the intelligence agencies, who answer to Bush. They were lied to, and made bad
decisions based on the lies they were told.



You would have the ones being lied to having the same culpability as the liars. Figures.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/23 22:07
_____________________________________

Make no mistake about it both Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton will declare retreat and defeat if they get into power, no
matter that they will call it by their chosen white-washed term of redeployment.  Defeat it will be.  And all our troop's hard
work and sacrifice will be in vain.   



That will be the hard truth of a Barack Obama or Hillary Clinton Presidency. 



That's why we conservatives will support John McCain in the end.  To prevent the next Jihadist holocaust.



Further, it is in the characters of both Obama and Clinton to fight to the bitter end and it will probably end up in a
brokered Democratic convention.  Maybe it's in the Democratic nature also to sabotage their own victory.  



By the way, if the Republican Party had the same rules as the Democratic Party McCain would have had more of run for
his money.  As it was Guiliani and Thompson dropped out, and then Romney, and the Liberal media had already picked
their candidate anyway.  John McCain.  



Now that the Liberal media's Republican candidate has won they will go on to rip him apart until the people vote and
settle it all.



That's the sad state of affairs.  At least in this 2008 contention for the Presidency of the greatest country in the world. 
The U-S-of-A.  



God bless America.  Preserve it and keep it.  Sinners that we all are.  Hoping for undeserved everlasting life on this
Easter Sunday.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by WaynesWorld - 2008/03/24 00:21
_____________________________________

Wren wrote:

SilentReader wrote:
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WaynesWorld wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

WaynesWorld wrote:

utocoman wrote:

This thread discusses the Content article: RICH LOWRY: Obama's speech





flawed at core



This is such a jewel relating to the subject at hand I just have to spread the truth/wealth to the population in Happy
Valley. Before you engage in critical comment regarding his religious leader"s how do you respond to this comment from
your "church" leader? 



Brigham young;

   

   "You see some classes of the human family that are black, uncouth, uncomely, disagreeable and low in their habits,
wild, and seemingly deprived of nearly all the blessings of the intelligence that is generally bestowed upon
mankind....Cain slew his brother. Can might have been killed, and that would have put a termination to that line of human
beings. This was not to be, and the Lord put a mark upon him, which is the flat nose and black skin."

   

   ""Shall I tell you the law of God in regard to the African race? If the white man who belongs to the chosen seed mixes
his blood with the seed of Cain, the penalty, under the law of God, is death on the spot. This will always be so."The
comment is so very, uh...tribal. Tribal! That's the word.



BY's word was law. If death didn't automatically occur on the spot, I'm sure someone in his bureaucracy would make it
come to pass. 

I wouldn't have stepped across a line drawn in the dirt by BY in those days, would you?!



To bring up past statements by Brigham Young in order to create divisiveness over them all over again is exactly what
the Rev. Wright was continuing to do over the 20 years that Obama listened to his divisive and contemptible rhetoric.  It
is unproductive and is used only to recreate the past.



Sincere thanks and blessings go out to all English and grammar school teachers in America. Yours is not an easy job (if I
dare say so myself).



What on earth does that have to do with the tragic flaw in Obama's character?



Because of your flawed defense of Rich's flawed premise?  And composition instructor of worth would give both of you
failing marks.  Dennis, you are fooling no one about who you are and what you are doing.  You are simply a neo-con
cyber hack.SR, it is our English/Grammar/Composition teachers that enable us to understand each other through the
written word. 



Now I'm hardly the best in the county, but trying to read your post a YELLOW if not RED FLAG went up because of such
confusing sentence structure. How can you be trusted politically if you aren't composing at least high-school grade
sentences on the internet? ( That's why it's good to stay in school, kids. ;)  )



Thus, I am very cautious at taking you at your word. I appreciate your effort and I empathize with your apprehension. You
have an opinion, yes, but one without the backing of authority I recognize. The authority of an English/Composition
teacher would help validate your opinions. Their authority can trump our written political opinions.



So I thank them (and the USA Government of my youth) for being good enough to teach me how to detect, at least to
some degree, fact from fiction.



God bless 'em.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/24 06:35
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

Wren wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

Wren wrote:
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SilentReader wrote:



We are with McCain on the War and on being fiscally concervative.  What we were not with him on was McCain-
Feingold, immigration, not supporting the tax cuts, and the Gang of 14 (McCain has justifed that by saying he wanted to
get things done). 



Since he has gained the nomination McCain has stated that he will make permanent the Bush tax cuts, and he will
secure the border.  I believe him.  Whatever McCain is, I think he is a man of his word.  And we will hold him to it.



You are right, he is a man of his word.  And his word is to purge neo-cons.  Good bye, SR.



He has never said that.



Do you really think he would tell Pod and the others to their faces they are going to go once he gets elected?  He has a
use for them right now, but afterwards, they are gone.  He will rely on the Powell and Rice network to staff State and
Defense, then remove the military commanders who are still left who supported the woefully inadequate invasion of Iraq.



Yes, it will be good bye to you and your ilk.



Hah.  You would use my own words to disparage me.



Without our support John McCain will not be the next President.  As I said, we will support him because we are with him
on the war and fiscal conservativeness, and McCain has said he got the message on immigration and he will secure the
borders.  I believe him.



So, like the Democrats who kicked Joe Lieberman to the curb solely because he disagreed with them on the War, you
would kick those who are the backbone of the Republican Party to the curb because they disagreed with McCain on
immigration Gang of 14, McCain-Feingold and so forth?  



Again, I say, hah.  It won't be as easy as that.  The kicking to the curb of one man solely because you disagree with him
is one thing.  But kicking out the many who are the backbone of the GOP is another.  And, isn't it McCain who prides
himself of reaching out to the other side.  Well, now he knows it's time to reach out to us as well.  Because, we are not
going to shed the genuine beliefs that we've held for a long time.  A strong defense for a strong America.  Permanent tax
cuts.  Eradication of the death tax.  Fiscal conservativeness.  Self reliability vs the welfare state. Less government. 
Strong on cracking down on illegal immigration while supporting legal immigration.  Closing the borders.



Neo-con babble.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/24 06:35
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

Wren wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

Wren wrote:

SilentReader wrote:



We are with McCain on the War and on being fiscally concervative.  What we were not with him on was McCain-
Feingold, immigration, not supporting the tax cuts, and the Gang of 14 (McCain has justifed that by saying he wanted to
get things done). 



Since he has gained the nomination McCain has stated that he will make permanent the Bush tax cuts, and he will
secure the border.  I believe him.  Whatever McCain is, I think he is a man of his word.  And we will hold him to it.



You are right, he is a man of his word.  And his word is to purge neo-cons.  Good bye, SR.



He has never said that.



Do you really think he would tell Pod and the others to their faces they are going to go once he gets elected?  He has a
use for them right now, but afterwards, they are gone.  He will rely on the Powell and Rice network to staff State and
Defense, then remove the military commanders who are still left who supported the woefully inadequate invasion of Iraq.
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Yes, it will be good bye to you and your ilk.



Hah.  You would use my own words to disparage me.



Without our support John McCain will not be the next President.  As I said, we will support him because we are with him
on the war and fiscal conservativeness, and McCain has said he got the message on immigration and he will secure the
borders.  I believe him.



So, like the Democrats who kicked Joe Lieberman to the curb solely because he disagreed with them on the War, you
would kick those who are the backbone of the Republican Party to the curb because they disagreed with McCain on
immigration Gang of 14, McCain-Feingold and so forth?  



Again, I say, hah.  It won't be as easy as that.  The kicking to the curb of one man solely because you disagree with him
is one thing.  But kicking out the many who are the backbone of the GOP is another.  And, isn't it McCain who prides
himself of reaching out to the other side.  Well, now he knows it's time to reach out to us as well.  Because, we are not
going to shed the genuine beliefs that we've held for a long time.  A strong defense for a strong America.  Permanent tax
cuts.  Eradication of the death tax.  Fiscal conservativeness.  Self reliability vs the welfare state. Less government. 
Strong on cracking down on illegal immigration while supporting legal immigration.  Closing the borders.



The neo-cons are not the backbone of the party.



You are not committed to closed borders, because you favor cheap labor for big business.



You are not conservatives, because you are not committed to conservative fiscal policy.  You are very close to the
Democrats in that you use deficit spending, while the Dems raise taxes: both the neo-cons and the Dems are Big
Government folks.



McCain will be elected with or without you, and like the social conservatives since 2004, you will be cast aside.



John intends to remake the GOP in his own image of conservatism, and neo-cons have no place there.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/24 06:41
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

Make no mistake about it both Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton will declare retreat and defeat if they get into power, no
matter that they will call it by their chosen white-washed term of redeployment.  Defeat it will be.  And all our troop's hard
work and sacrifice will be in vain.   



That will be the hard truth of a Barack Obama or Hillary Clinton Presidency. 



That's why we conservatives will support John McCain in the end.  To prevent the next Jihadist holocaust.



Further, it is in the characters of both Obama and Clinton to fight to the bitter end and it will probably end up in a
brokered Democratic convention.  Maybe it's in the Democratic nature also to sabotage their own victory.  



By the way, if the Republican Party had the same rules as the Democratic Party McCain would have had more of run for
his money.  As it was Guiliani and Thompson dropped out, and then Romney, and the Liberal media had already picked
their candidate anyway.  John McCain.  



Now that the Liberal media's Republican candidate has won they will go on to rip him apart until the people vote and
settle it all.



That's the sad state of affairs.  At least in this 2008 contention for the Presidency of the greatest country in the world. 
The U-S-of-A.  



God bless America.  Preserve it and keep it.  Sinners that we all are.  Hoping for undeserved everlasting life on this
Easter Sunday.



Make no mistake about it, we will accept neo-con votes this fall, but they will have no place at the podiums of power.



Why?  They are not conservatives.  They are committed to open borders and cheap labor because they kiss the butt of
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big business, they believe in Big Brother in our number of civil servants, the amount of money taxed and spent and
borrowed (all on the back of the working people).



John McCain will eliminate this culture of neo-con criminality that infilitrated our party and tried to capture its power
forever. 



If I did not know for a fact that John McCain has promised to clear the criminals out, I would vote for a Dem before I
would a criminal neo-con posing as a Republican.



I told you, SR, years ago, that your days of power would come to an end.  And do let the door hit you in the butt as you
exit either metaphorically on your own two feet, or you can be assisted.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/24 06:45
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

Make no mistake about it both Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton will declare retreat and defeat if they get into power, no
matter that they will call it by their chosen white-washed term of redeployment. Defeat it will be. And all our troop's hard
work and sacrifice will be in vain.

From The Art of Warfare by Sun-Tzu



"Hence, in war, prize the quick victory, not the protracted engagement."



"A state is impoverished by it's armies when it has to supply them at great distance."



"There has never been a state that has benefited from an extended war."



and finally



"There are roadways not to be traveled, armies not the be attacked, territory not to be contested, and commands from
the ruler not to be obeyed."



Especially when the ruler is an idiot, like King George. :laugh: And the sad part is that it was all foreseen in 1994 by none
other then Dick Cheney himself. Here, RushReader, listen again. Particularly the part about "quagmire."



http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6BEsZMvrq-I



Here we are, five years later, with over 4,000 US Troop deaths, untold Iraqi civilian deaths, over half a trillion dollars
spent, and no end in sight to any of it. Quagmire indeed.



That will be the hard truth of a Barack Obama or Hillary Clinton Presidency.

Yes, they will extract us from the quagmire. That is a great truth. The alternative is a continuation of Mr. Bush's "Wild
Ride" as it becomes Mr. McCain's "Hundred Year War."



That's why we conservatives will support John McCain in the end.

A real flip flopper you are. It was just a few weeks ago that you said:



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/24 11:49
_____________________________________

truthhurts wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

Make no mistake about it both Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton will declare retreat and defeat if they get into power, no
matter that they will call it by their chosen white-washed term of redeployment. Defeat it will be. And all our troop's hard
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work and sacrifice will be in vain.

From The Art of Warfare by Sun-Tzu



"Hence, in war, prize the quick victory, not the protracted engagement."



"A state is impoverished by it's armies when it has to supply them at great distance."



"There has never been a state that has benefited from an extended war."



and finally



"There are roadways not to be traveled, armies not the be attacked, territory not to be contested, and commands from
the ruler not to be obeyed."



Especially when the ruler is an idiot, like King George. :laugh: And the sad part is that it was all foreseen in 1994 by none
other then Dick Cheney himself. Here, RushReader, listen again. Particularly the part about "quagmire."



http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6BEsZMvrq-I



Here we are, five years later, with over 4,000 US Troop deaths, untold Iraqi civilian deaths, over half a trillion dollars
spent, and no end in sight to any of it. Quagmire indeed.



That will be the hard truth of a Barack Obama or Hillary Clinton Presidency.

Yes, they will extract us from the quagmire. That is a great truth. The alternative is a continuation of Mr. Bush's "Wild
Ride" as it becomes Mr. McCain's "Hundred Year War."



That's why we conservatives will support John McCain in the end.

A real flip flopper you are. It was just a few weeks ago that you said:



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.



SR wrote that when he was writing for Mitt Romney.  Now he is writing for John and hoping to heavens that McCain's
folks do not realize that they have a traitor on the payroll.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/24 22:07
_____________________________________

The amazing Senator Obama.



After giving that flawed-at-core race speech where he dissed his grandma he is now trying to justify it by referring to his
grandma as a "typical white person."



Obama: Grandma 'Typical White Person' Fearing Everyone She Doesn't Know

By Noel Sheppard | March 20, 2008 - 14:22 ET 



It seems the more Barack Obama tries to explain the peculiar statement he made Tuesday concerning his white
grandmother's "fear of black men who passed by her on the street," the more he's assuring attention regarding the
matter.



Though it remains to be seen how much focus a media clearly looking to move beyond this subject will devote to it,
Obama called into a Philadelphia sports radio station on Thursday making comments that, if publicized, might get him in
even more trouble with white voters.



As transcribed by Breitbart moments ago (audio available here): 



The point I was making was not that my grandmother harbors any racial animosity. But she is a typical white person. If
she sees somebody on the street that she doesn't know. . .there's a reaction in her that doesn't go away and it comes
out in the wrong way.



Wow. Is this really how a "typical white person" behaves? Shame on me for being so cordial all these years to folks I
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didn't know. 



Regardless of my seeming ignorance of how the "typical white person" is supposed to behave around strangers, one
wonders if Obama's declaration will be the subject of great debate and discussion by press members in the next 24
hours, or if it will be ignored by media desperately looking to get off this topic for the junior senator's sake?



Stay tuned.



You've got to wonder what planet the Senator lives on.  He lives in his 1.6 million dollar home next to his slum lord friend
Rezko, who bought the property next door to him, and passes harsh judgment on his White grandma. 



 Obama had multiple land dealings regarding Rezko. Obama and his supporters answer a question about a particular
land deal by bringing up details about a different land deal. This is how they try to kill the REZKO scandal - distract,
distort, deflect. But they never answer directly.



I. Obama/REZKO land dealings benefitting REZKO:



Both as part time State Senator and part time lawyer, Obama helped his friend of 17 years, REZKO, obtain tens of
millions of dollars in government subsidies. There are many of these land deals.



At the Chicago political machine law firm where Obama worked, Obama helped pump tens of millions of government
subsidy monies to the REZKO company called REZMAR. 



As State Senator, Obama, in his official capacity, also helped pump tens of millions of more dollars to REZKO. 



II. Obama/REZKO land dealings benefitting Obama:



Obama received many contributions from REZKO and even more money from contributions raised by REZKO for all of
Obamaâ€™s political campaigns (the failed congressional race, the state senate race, the U.S. Senate race). But the biggest
personal benefit Obama received from REZKO, that we know of, is the big house Obama lives in today.



Obama was elected to the U.S. Senate in 2004. Obama and Michelle owned a condominum at that time but now that
Obama was a U.S. Senator they wanted to move to a big house. Obama could not afford the big house he wanted. The
house cost $2,305,000. However, in 2005 Obama bought the house he could not afford. Here is how Obama bought a
house he could not afford:



Step 1 - Obama talked the doctor selling the house into selling the house and the houseâ€™s side yard separately. There
would be two separate buyers of the single property - both purchasing the property on the same day.



Step 2 - Obama had previously asked his friend REZKO to buy the side yard of the house. REZKO was doing financially
well at this point.



Step 3 - Obama purchased the land with the house on it. REZKO, probably to hide his involvement in this land deal and
protect Obama, had his wife Rita purchase the side yard. Both purchases of the single property closed on the same day.



Result - Obama got a $300,000 discount on the much more valuable property on which the house stood. REZKOâ€™s wife,
Rita, purchased the side yard for full price. After the deal, Obama paid for mowing of his front lawn as well as REZKOâ€™s
yard.



The math is this: Obama gets a $300,000 discount and pays $1,605,000 for his house; REZKOâ€™s wife buys the yard at full
price for the undeveloped, less valuable side yard for $625,000. Obama gets a $2,305,000 house for $1,605,000. â€œProfitâ€•
to Obama = $925,000.



III. Obama/REZKO land deal benefitting REZKO:



By 2006 Obama and REZKO had reversed fortunes. Obama was a U.S. Senator peddling books (his latest
autobiography chock full of â€œcompositeâ€• characters and made up situations). Obamaâ€™s wife, Michelle, had fortuitously
received all sorts of financial benefits from her new found status as wife of a U.S. Senator - including a promotion and a
$316,962 salary from the hospital she worked at. REZKO was in financial difficulty and it was reported that REZKO was
about to be indicted.



Obama came to the REZKO rescue. REZKO, Obamaâ€™s friend, slumlord and Chicago fixer was in trouble. Money was
drying up and Patrick Fitzgerald was on his tail. REZKO needed money. The cash flushed Obama obliged. Obama
offered to buy some of the REZKO-owned side yard.
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The 10 feet of land Obama decided to purchase from REZKO was appraised at $40,000. Obama paid the financially
troubled REZKO $104,500. Shortly thereafter, REZKO was indicted by â€œScooterâ€• Libby prosecutor Patrick Fitzgerald on
charges including Bribes, Kickbacks, and Extortion.



Why Obama rescued REZKO remains a mystery. Why would an up and coming Chicago politician risk his political future
for a slumlord about to be indicted remains a question. Obama supporters will no doubt burn incense and declare Obama
a great humanitarian and friend. Impartial observers, and prosecutors, might suspect this transaction was â€œhush moneyâ€•.
â€œHush moneyâ€• talks real loudly in Chicago.



Posted by Prof. Goldblatt Ph.D

The Reverend Leland Milton Goldblatt one of Americaâ€™s foremost civil rights, religious and political figures. Over the past
fifty years he has played a pivotal role in virtually every movement for empowerment, peace, civil rights, gender equality,
and economic and social justice. Goldblatt is President Emeritus of Toe Academy and Georgian Trinity Southwestern. He
is adjunct professor of Philosophy at the University serving in the Honours Program there.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/25 03:51
_____________________________________

You are babbling on, SR.  No one is reading that crap.  Folks have already made up their minds about it, and most
Americans just shrug it, and writings like yours, as mindless babble.



I think McCain beat Obama on the merits of the election, and not on a smear campaign such as you are trying to do
above.



Act more honorably, please.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/25 19:22
_____________________________________

truthhurts wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

On the first, neither Scooter Libby, Bush, Cheney or their cabinet lied.

Scooter Libby is a convicted felon, convicted of perjury (hint: perjury means lying under oath) and obstruction of justice
by a jury of his peers in a United States Federal Court. As for Bush, Cheney, and his cabinet, just where are those ties of
Saddam to 9/11 that they told us about before the war? An before you answer, here is Bush himself later admitting that
Iraq had nothing to do with 9/11. Not what was being said before we attacked, though, was it?



http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AwbFzCvvSns



Also, regarding those elusive WMD's, here is Cheney:



On August 26, 2002, in an address to the national convention of the Veteran of Foreign Wars, Cheney flatly declared:
"Simply stated, there is no doubt that Saddam Hussein now has weapons of mass destruction. There is no doubt he is
amassing them to use against our friends, against our allies, and against us."



http://www.publicintegrity.org/WarCard/



Where is the evidence of WMD's? Without it, Cheney lied. 



On the second, the Jihadists and al Qaeda were responsible for the Iraqi deaths. Our troops were responsible for ridding
them of a fascist murderer-executioner Saddam and liberating them.

Statistics please. I will be looking for the number of Iraqi civilians killed by al Qaeda versus those killed in Sunni and
Shiite sectarian civil war. No rumors or innuendo, please. And tell us RushReader, did Bush and Cheney foresee a
sectarian civil war after Saddam was taken out? They should have. Cheney even predicted as much in 1994. I believe he
said "quagmire" when discussing what would happen if Saddam was taken out.



http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6BEsZMvrq-I
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On the third, since Hillary Clinton is an abomination and Obama is the apocalypse we conservatives have no alternative.

Boy, I can really see you don't hate them. :laugh: 



We will support the nominee of the GOP and continue to push for the things we genuinely believe in. As I have already
said we are with McCain on the War against Jihadism.

I see. Then you were lying too? 



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.

A real man of you word, you are. ;)



Pardon the intrusion...but I believe that Silent Reader isn't any kind of a man at all.



I believe that she is female...at least what I recall from the old personal profiles available on the old forum format.:huh:

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/25 20:23
_____________________________________

Jaye wrote:

Pardon the intrusion...but I believe that Silent Reader isn't any kind of a man at all.



I believe that she is female...at least what I recall from the old personal profiles available on the old forum format.:huh:

Hmmm. That might take all the fun out of it.



NOT! :laugh:

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/25 20:41
_____________________________________

There are many articles about this Obama-Rezko connection.  You are unlikely to hear about it from the Liberal media
though.  It is important for voters to understand how it adds to Obama's lack of judgment and past shady dealings.



Ah, but if you are a Liberal rockstar you get a free pass by the all-adoring Liberal media who have already crowned their
candidate-without-scrutiny.



Obama's Rezko ties deeper than land deal 



December 23, 2006Recommend 



BY FRANK MAIN Staff Reporter 

In addition to a land deal, Sen. Barack Obamaâ€™s ties to indicted dealmaker Antoin â€œTonyâ€• Rezko include an internship the
senator provided the son of a contributor at the request of Rezko, an Obama spokesman confirmed today. 



John Aramanda served as an intern for Obama for about a month in 2005, said Obama spokesman Robert Gibbs. His
father is Joseph Aramanda, a Rezko business associate who was named as an unindicted co-conspirator in a federal
corruption case against Rezko. Aramanda has contributed $11,500 to Obama since 2000, Gibbs said. 



â€œMr. Rezko did provide a recommendation for John Aramanda,â€• Gibbs said. â€œI think that itâ€™s fairly obvious that a few-week
internship is not of anything of benefit to Mr. Rezko or any of his businesses.â€• 



The revelation of the internship comes after Obama acknowledged a mistake in buying property from Rezko in January
2006 â€” a deal that enlarged the senatorâ€™s yard in the Kenwood neighborhood on the South Side. The transaction occurred
at a time when it was widely known Rezko was under investigation by the U.S. attorneyâ€™s office. 



â€œIt was a mistake to have been engaged with him at all in this or any other personal business dealing that would allow
him, or anyone else, to believe that he had done me a favor,â€• Obama â€” a likely presidential candidate â€” told the Sun-Times
in November. 
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Rezko was indicted in October for allegedly trying to collect nearly $6 million in kickbacks from government deals and
trying to shake down a Hollywood producer for $1.5 million in campaign contributions to Gov. Blagojevich. 



Obama and Rezko have been friends since 1990, and the Wilmette businessman has raised as much as $60,000 in
campaign contributions for him. 



After Rezkoâ€™s indictment, Obama donated $11,500 to charity  â€” the amount Rezko contributed to the senatorâ€™s federal
campaign fund. 



Gibbs said he did not know whether Obama was considering returning any contributions from Aramanda given his
alleged role in the federal corruption cases against Rezko and former Teachers Retirement System board member Stuart
Levine. 



Aramanda is identified as â€œIndividual Dâ€• in Rezkoâ€™s indictment. And when Levine pleaded guilty in October, Aramanda
again was listed as â€œIndividual D.â€• 



Aramanda was identified by the Sun-Times as â€œIndividual D,â€• who allegedly received a $250,000 kickback tied to a scheme
to steer lucrative state pension deals to firms and consultants that donated to Blagojevich. Aramanda is not specifically
named or charged with criminal wrongdoing in the court papers. He could not be reached for comment Saturday. 



Aramanda has contributed $11,500 to Obama's campaigns since 2000, Gibbs said. He gave $1,000 toward Obamaâ€™s run
for Congress against Rep. Bobby Rush (D-Chicago) in 2000; $500 to Obamaâ€™s Senate campaign in 2003 and $10,000 to
his Senate campaign in 2004, Gibbs said. 



Gibbs said John Aramanda served in Obamaâ€™s Capitol Hill office from July 20 to Aug. 26, 2005, during which he received
an $804 cost-of-living stipend. Aramanda was one of nearly 100 interns who worked for Obama in 2005, Gibbs said.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/25 20:42
_____________________________________

I've never thought too highly of men who would knowingly harass or belittle a woman for voicing her opinion.



It would be nice if EVERYONE would try to behave a little more courteously on this forum and leave off with the derisive
remarks...even if there is disagreement on religious or political issues.



Because there will always be disagreement on these issues.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/25 21:03
_____________________________________

Obama, the Candidate-without-scrutiny, got a few touching words by Hillary on his pastor-disaster. Here's what Clinton is
reported to have said: "Jeremiah Wright would not have been my pastor.  You don't choose your family, but you choose
what church you want to attend."  



Hey, Hillary let me remind you.  The pastor is his family.  He calls him Uncle.  Uncle Jeremiah.  I wonder what the
amazing Obama calls his indicted slumlord friend, Rezko, whose wife purchased the strip of land right next to his $1.6
million dollar house?  Brother Rezko maybe?



Maybe the Candidate-without-scrutiny and Clinton can duke it out in preparation for the upcoming chaos at the DNC.  My
guess?  Hillary will win.



Before all this gets out-of-hand you'd better hurry back from your little trip to the Virgin Islands, Candidate-without-
scrutiny.  On second thought maybe you'd make more money staying as a Senator with your little kickbacks.  You know. 
You give Rezko some more government subsidies and he'll continue to finance your campaign and do little favors for you
like having his wife buy that little strip of land next your house that you really couldn't afford.



Wow.  You've got a good game going on and you've succeeded in pulling the wool over everyone's eyes.  At least so far.
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Before this 2008 election is over we'll all be pulling our hair out trying to pick the Candidate who will cause the least
collateral damage.  So much for the Liberal media choosing the nominees for us.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/25 21:25
_____________________________________

Jaye wrote:

I've never thought too highly of men who would knowingly harass or belittle a woman for voicing her opinion.

A. You are assuming RushReader is a woman. Not a good assumption to make. I don't recall ever seeing that in the
profile on the previous forum. Perhaps he or she can elaborate...don't count on it, though. Speaking of assuming, both
you and RushReader assumed that the Trolley-Square murders were an act of Islamic jihad if my memory is correct.
How did that work out, Jaye? Did the police and FBI, after all the evidence was in, come to that conclusion?



B. Even if RushReader is a woman, saying inflammatory things such as (from earlier in this thread):



"Hillary Clinton is an abomination and Obama is the apocalypse"



is partisan rhetoric that I or others are not going to leave alone, nor should we. I don't believe I've ever seen RushReader
simply try and expound a conservative opinion. What his or her normal modus operandi is is not to put forth the
conservative opinion, but to attack the liberal one. 



Case in point. The post right above your last post. It's not a pro-McCain piece, it is an anti-Obama piece. He or she does
not know any other way. No facts, just a heap of rumor and innuendo. The same with the post immediately above and
below this one. One dimensional to the core.



RushReader is a political hack, whatever it's sex.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/25 21:42
_____________________________________

Refute the facts of the Obama-Rezko tete-a-tete, truthhurtsdoesn'tit.  



Ah, but you can't.



Refute the words uttered by the right Reverend Wright on the video put out by his own Trinity Church, truthhurtsdoesn'tit. 



Ah, but you can't.



Just words, says Obama.  Just words?  Ah, but the words don't apply to his pastor.  And actions don't apply to him.



The Candidate-without-scrutiny is above scrutiny.  How dare we scrutinize him.  If we scrutinize him, says one
Mediamatters in-the-tank-for-Obama-supporter, we must be racist.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/25 22:01
_____________________________________

What you fail (or are too stupid) to recognize, RushReader, is that as the economy slips deeper into a recession (you
know, the one Bush keeps denying but is getting worse), and as the violence in Iraq re-ignites (it's starting now, and will
only escalate in the months ahead as more surge troops come out...Bush can't keep them all there without raising tour
times again, and would be political suicide for the party if he tries) the Democrats could run the dogcatcher from Laramie,
Wyoming and win.:laugh: And to add insult to injury, based on some of his recent comments, McCain appears to be
getting more senile by the day.



As for Obama, if all you have got is griping about Reverand Wright, you ain't got much. You aren't even happy with your
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guy.



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.



I love that comment. I'm going to get more mileage out of it than I did the "presidential adviser" one. ;)

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/25 22:16
_____________________________________

Ah.  You won't find this little tidbit blasted over the front page of the New York Times or talked about by the Liberal
media.  Hey, it wouldn't fit into their aims of picking the nominees now, would it?



The Candidate-without-scrutiny is the "politcal Candidate" in Fitzgerald's indictment. 





Patrick Fitzgerald Ties Obama to Rezko Indictments



By SusanUnPCcloseAuthor: SusanUnPC Name: 

Email: susanunpc@gmail.com

Site: http://noquarterusa.net/

About: See Authors Posts (714) on January 19, 2008 at 1:29 PM in Chicago politics, Obama, Patrick Fitzgerald, Tony
Rezko



Do you recall â€œObama, His Lobbyists and His Cronies,â€• my January 11th piece on ABC Newsâ€™s reports on Barack Obamaâ€™s
long associations with â€” and innumerable financial, legal and real estate ties â€” to Tony Rezko, â€œwho goes on trial February
25th for â€˜extortion and fraud charges, which include shakedown allegations involving an Illinois pension fundâ€™â€•?



ABC Newsâ€™s Brian Ross said, at the time, that Obama was not named in the 73-page indictment. Today, however, the
Chicago Sun-Times â€” â€œSun-Times Exclusive: Obama surfaces in Rekzoâ€™s federal corruption caseâ€• â€” reveals that:



Source confirmed Obama is the unnamed â€œpolitical candidateâ€• referred to in document which outlines case against Rezko



The Sun-Times reports:



Obama is not named in the Dec. 21 court document. But a source â€¦ confirmed that Obama is the unnamed â€œpolitical
candidateâ€• referred to in a section of the document that accuses Rezko of orchestrating a scheme in which a firm hired to
handle state teacher pension investments first had to pay $250,000 in â€œshamâ€• finderâ€™s fees. From that money, $10,000 was
donated to Obamaâ€™s successful run for the Senate in the name of a Rezko business associate, according to the court
filing and the source.



Rezko, who was part of Obamaâ€™s senatorial finance committee, also is accused of directing â€œat least one other individualâ€• to
donate money to Obama and then reimbursing that individual â€” in possible violation of federal election law.



A spokesman for U.S. Attorney Patrick Fitzgerald declined to comment.



Obama â€¦ has moved to distance himself from Rezko since his longtime friend and supporter was indicted in October
2006. After news reports that Obama had engaged in a real estate transaction with Rezkoâ€™s wife at a time Tony Rezko
was known to be under investigation, the senator called the episode â€œboneheadedâ€• and â€œa mistake.â€• â€¦ 



Other key revelations in the Sun-Times story today are Obamaâ€™s feeble attempts to deny knowledge of shady deals,
improper campaign donations, and Rezkoâ€™s reputation as a slumlord (all while Obama worked for the law firm that
represented Rezkoâ€™s interests in low-income housing developments): 



Obama denies knowing Joseph Aramanda â€” named as â€œIndividual Dâ€• in the indictment, and who received $250,000 in â€œshamâ€•
finderâ€™s fees â€œdemanded by Rezkoâ€• â€” but â€œObamaâ€™s office hired Aramandaâ€™s son as an intern in 2005, at Rezkoâ€™s urging,â€•
reports the Sun-Times. 

â€œRezko is one of Obamaâ€™s earliest political patrons,â€• and although Obama claims heâ€™s only received $60,000 from Rezkoâ€™s
fundraising, the Sun-Times found that â€œn 13 years in politics, Obama has gotten at least $168,000 in campaign donations
from Rezko, his family and business associates.â€• 

Rezko is an infamous slumlord, although â€” despite having worked on dozens of real estate deals that benefited his client
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Rezko â€” Obama â€œsaid he was unaware of problems with the buildings and minimized the legal work heâ€™d done.â€• (So much
for the â€œlittle people.â€•) 



I wonder if ABCâ€™s Brian Ross has been on the phone all morning, working his own sources for further background on the
Sun-Timesâ€™s discovery that Obama is indeed the unnamed â€œpolitical candidateâ€• in Fitzgeraldâ€™s indictment. Hereâ€™s Brian
Rossâ€™s video from January 10th â€” when Ross didnâ€™t know that Obama was the unnamed candidate in the indictment. And,
below, thereâ€™s more from the Sun-Times story along with more background on Tony Rezko: 







Hereâ€™s the background on Obamaâ€™s purchase of his familyâ€™s current home in Chicago, along with some of the story on his
lengthy history of associations with Rezko:



Obamaâ€™s relationship with Rezko dates to 1990, when Obama, then a Harvard law student, interviewed for a job with
Rezkoâ€™s development company, Rezmar Corp. Obama turned down the job, instead going to work for a small Chicago
law firm â€” Davis Miner Barnhill. That firm did work on more than a dozen low-income housing projects Rezmar rehabbed
with government funds.



Eleven Rezmar buildings were in the state Senate district Obama represented between 1996 and 2004. Many of the
buildings ended up in foreclosure, with tenants living in squalid conditions, the Sun-Times reported last year. In one
instance, Rezkoâ€™s company left tenants without heat for five weeks. Obama said he was unaware of problems with the
buildings and minimized the legal work heâ€™d done.



Obamaâ€™s relationship with Rezko grew closer in June 2005, when Obama and Rezkoâ€™s wife bought adjoining real estate
parcels from a doctor in the South Side Kenwood neighborhood. Obama paid $1.65 million for the doctorâ€™s mansion,
while Rezkoâ€™s wife paid $625,000 for the vacant lot next door. Obamaâ€™s purchase price was $300,000 below the asking
price; Rezkoâ€™s wife paid full price.



Six months later, Obama paid Rita Rezko $104,500 for one-sixth of the vacant lot, which he bought to expand his yard.
In November 2006, he expressed regret about the transaction.



â€œIt was a mistake to have been engaged with him at all in this or any other personal business dealing that would allow
him, or anyone else,â€• Obama said, â€œto believe that he had done me a favor.â€•



Yeah, right. The LeftCoaster has more on Obamaâ€™s house purchase in â€œObama Canâ€™t Shake Connections To Chicago
Insider In Trouble With FBIâ€œ:



In October of 2006 it was revealed that Rezko helped Obama purchase a home for hundreds of thousands of dollars
below the market value, while Rezko bought the lot next door. Illinois residents remember well Obama saying he didnâ€™t
recall the conversations with Rezko, then remembered after Chicago papers started examining the deal, then admitted it
was a â€œbone-headed mistakeâ€• on ABC. 



http://noquarterusa.net/blog/2008/01/19/patrick-fitzgerald-ties-obama-to-rezko-indictments/

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/26 04:16
_____________________________________

SilentReader, folks aren't reading your neo-babble.  You will have a job for a few more months, then the McCain maniacs
are going to sweep you neo-cons to the curb.



And, yes, Jaye, SR, is nothing but a very poor political hack writer.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by ericmiami - 2008/03/26 05:16
_____________________________________

How does it feel, StupidReader, to be the butt of everyone's jokes? Keep it up, laughter is good for the soul. And thanks
again for your considerable efforts to defeat any Republican candidates. You should get an American Freedom Medal.

============================================================================
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Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/26 06:45
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

Patrick Fitzgerald Ties Obama to Rezko Indictments



By SusanUnPCcloseAuthor: SusanUnPC Name:

Email: susanunpc@gmail.comThis e-mail address is being protected from spam bots, you need JavaScript enabled to
view it

Wow, RushReader, I am impressed. You post a political diatribe from a so called "journalist" who does not even use their
real name. SusanUnPC. What's next, another blog article from someone named SallyUnLiberal? Has the neo-
conservative rumor mill become that desperate? :laugh: 



What you imply on this Rezko-Obama thing is "guilt by association." Sorry, the American judicial system does not
recognize it. If that was valid, Bush is guilty for knowing and having dealt with and having accepted contributions from
Ken Lay. You remember him, don't you? The Enron guy. But that is "different", isn't it RushReader? You look the other
way when a conservative is involved, don't you? That's what neo-con rumor mongers like you do.



Here's a little more info on the Rezko-Obama supposed "connection."



Having paid only casual attention to it in the past, I spent several hours yesterday morning reading every "Rezko" article I
could find in an attempt to understand as much as possible about the allegations. The point isn't that there is no credible
evidence of any wrongdoing on the part of Obama, although that's unquestionably true. It's far beyond that. There aren't
even any theoretical allegations or suggestions as to what he might have done wrong at all. The person who is accused
of wrongdoing is Tony Rezko, in matters inarguably having nothing to do with Obama. Nobody claims otherwise
(although many try to imply otherwise).



The only substantive connections Obama and Rezko have is that the latter was a contributor to Obama's campaign and
was a partner in a standard residential real-estate purchase which nobody suggests, at least in terms of Obama's
conduct, was anything but above-board. But Rezko himself has a sinister-sounding, villain-like last name and is of Syrian
origin, which, for multiple reasons, helps build the shallow media drama.



But Obama isn't even accused of -- let alone proven to have engaged in -- any wrongdoing at all. I spent many years
litigating all sorts of civil cases involving financial transactions like these. Few things are easier than concocting some
nefarious angle to innocuous real estate transactions, yet they can't even do that here. Despite that, the "Rezko"
innuendo lurks and grows and clearly isn't going anywhere...



http://www.salon.com/opinion/greenwald/2008/03/05/rezko/index.html



Better get back to the rumor mill RushReader. More rumors and innuendo await your undivided attention. It's what you
do best. In fact, it's pretty much all you do.



That and be a "presidential adviser", of course. ;)

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 09:54
_____________________________________

It's all a load of B.S.anyway.:woohoo: 



http://youtube.com/watch?v=viVAAy_qkx0

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 09:55
_____________________________________

Wren wrote:

SilentReader wrote:
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Wren wrote:

SilentReader wrote:



We are with McCain on the War and on being fiscally concervative.  What we were not with him on was McCain-
Feingold, immigration, not supporting the tax cuts, and the Gang of 14 (McCain has justifed that by saying he wanted to
get things done). 



Since he has gained the nomination McCain has stated that he will make permanent the Bush tax cuts, and he will
secure the border.  I believe him.  Whatever McCain is, I think he is a man of his word.  And we will hold him to it.



You are right, he is a man of his word.  And his word is to purge neo-cons.  Good bye, SR.



He has never said that.



Do you really think he would tell Pod and the others to their faces they are going to go once he gets elected?  He has a
use for them right now, but afterwards, they are gone.  He will rely on the Powell and Rice network to staff State and
Defense, then remove the military commanders who are still left who supported the woefully inadequate invasion of Iraq.



Yes, it will be good bye to you and your ilk.



Really? Where are they going?:huh:

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 10:28
_____________________________________

truthhurts wrote:

Jaye wrote:

I've never thought too highly of men who would knowingly harass or belittle a woman for voicing her opinion.

A. You are assuming RushReader is a woman. Not a good assumption to make. I don't recall ever seeing that in the
profile on the previous forum. Perhaps he or she can elaborate...don't count on it, though. Speaking of assuming, both
you and RushReader assumed that the Trolley-Square murders were an act of Islamic jihad if my memory is correct.
How did that work out, Jaye? Did the police and FBI, after all the evidence was in, come to that conclusion?



B. Even if RushReader is a woman, saying inflammatory things such as (from earlier in this thread):



"Hillary Clinton is an abomination and Obama is the apocalypse"



is partisan rhetoric that I or others are not going to leave alone, nor should we. I don't believe I've ever seen RushReader
simply try and expound a conservative opinion. What his or her normal modus operandi is is not to put forth the
conservative opinion, but to attack the liberal one. 



Case in point. The post right above your last post. It's not a pro-McCain piece, it is an anti-Obama piece. He or she does
not know any other way. No facts, just a heap of rumor and innuendo. The same with the post immediately above and
below this one. One dimensional to the core.



RushReader is a political hack, whatever it's sex.



A. I am 'assuming'?



Point of fact...I have conversed with Silent Reader via personal messages a number of times. She does claim to be
female.



I realize that there is no way of knowing whether an anonymous participant is male or female unless you have met them
face to face.



As this is not likely to happen, I am content to take her word for it that she is female.



B. Regardless of whether a participant is male or female...we all have the right to our own personal opinions and beliefs.
And we all have the right to state these opinions on this forum.



As I said...it would be nice if we could all attempt to discuss things courteously, always remembering that people are
always going to disagree on various issues...and particularly, as it appears, religious and political issues.
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The thing I find strange in reviewing comments on threads of a religious nature...is how mean people tend to get. How
they are absolutely convinced that their own religious beliefs are unerringly correct...and those with differing beliefs were
incorrect.



Dubss was a prime example of how mean a person can get in his absolute conviction that he has it right and nobody else
does.



Another example of this is the endless debating and bickering over whether Mormons are Christians or not. 



I will freely admit that Mormons are not Christians insofar as the 'mainstream or traditional' arena of Christian beliefs and
traditions are concerned.



And I understand that mainstream Christians do not believe that the Mormons worship the same Christ that they do...and
why they believe this.



But here is the fly in the ointment. If you take every last individual who believes in Jesus Christ, you are not going to find
two who's beliefs are identical.



You find denominations of Christians who have a core doctrinal belief in common. But each individual differs from the
other in the level of belief, and of interpretation of that belief. 



I believe that it might come to a shock to the more hard-core main-streamers to learn how many different ideas people
have about God, Christ, and the nature of the God-head.



Now the Mormons believe that they worship the same Christ of the Holy Bible that the mainstream Christians do.
However...their understanding of Him and His nature differs from the 'mainstreamer's view.



It remains to be seen whether this will matter to the One it should matter the most to...Jesus Christ.



As for politics...people tend toward getting pretty passionate about trying to convince other people to vote for the
candidate that THEY think is superior.



They tout their own candidate, and make mean comments about other candidates. Hell...I've seen some pretty mean-
spirited things said about every President that has been in power since I've been alive.



I've seen it all along in all the years I've been voting, and through all the Presidential campaigns I've witnessed.



I've witnessed friendships lost over political differences. I've even witnessed familial divisions over politics.



Very sad...and pretty sick in my estimation.



In the long run...it all amounts to so much B.S. And it amounts to these candidates saying whatever they think people
want to hear...and making promises that they either cannot keep...or have no intention of keeping.



It's all about power. Don't be fooled into thinking that ANY of these candidates actually give a flying fahooty about you, or
your family, or anyone else but themselves.



You have a good memory...or are you another list-maker? Since you are going to stoop to bringing up old debates...as
far as the Trolley Square massacre was concerned...the boy was of Muslim heritage. 



He endured a childhood of horror and violence. And he had attended mosque. It is possible that in his deranged mind, he
thought he could serve Allah, or at least find some pittance of fame and notice through the infamous act of murdering
multiple strangers in a mall.



At any rate...only two know for certain what his motives were. God...and him...and neither one is talking to the press.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 10:36
_____________________________________

truthhurts wrote:

Jaye wrote:
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I've never thought too highly of men who would knowingly harass or belittle a woman for voicing her opinion.

A. You are assuming RushReader is a woman. Not a good assumption to make. I don't recall ever seeing that in the
profile on the previous forum. Perhaps he or she can elaborate...don't count on it, though. Speaking of assuming, both
you and RushReader assumed that the Trolley-Square murders were an act of Islamic jihad if my memory is correct.
How did that work out, Jaye? Did the police and FBI, after all the evidence was in, come to that conclusion?



B. Even if RushReader is a woman, saying inflammatory things such as (from earlier in this thread):



"Hillary Clinton is an abomination and Obama is the apocalypse"



is partisan rhetoric that I or others are not going to leave alone, nor should we. I don't believe I've ever seen RushReader
simply try and expound a conservative opinion. What his or her normal modus operandi is is not to put forth the
conservative opinion, but to attack the liberal one. 



Case in point. The post right above your last post. It's not a pro-McCain piece, it is an anti-Obama piece. He or she does
not know any other way. No facts, just a heap of rumor and innuendo. The same with the post immediately above and
below this one. One dimensional to the core.



RushReader is a political hack, whatever it's sex.



And furthermore...as far as what conclusion the police or the F.B.I. have come to regarding the Talovic case...do you
readily believe everything they say?



The government knows a lot more then they reveal to the American public...this has always been true.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Leonardo - 2008/03/26 10:53
_____________________________________

My Dad always used to say "never trust a Democrat." You can always tell when they are lieing because there lips are
moving.  If a Democrat was to win this next election (and they won't) we could expect only lies from them.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 11:09
_____________________________________

That's your opinion Leo...and apparently your dad's as well.



I would have to say it was up to the particular Democrat...because I have seen plenty of lies from Republicans as well.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Leonardo - 2008/03/26 11:26
_____________________________________

That is what the Democrats would have you believe.  They will do and say anything to get you to turn against the
Republicans.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by utocoman - 2008/03/26 11:31
_____________________________________

Leonardo wrote:

That is what the Democrats would have you believe.  They will do and say anything to get you to turn against the
Republicans.



Against? Who was ever for the war mongering, spend till you drop, do not let the terrorists win party?
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============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 11:37
_____________________________________

I've been around the block a few times, Leo. I have lived through 11 Presidencies...from President Truman to President
Bush.



That makes 6 Republicans and 5 Democrats.



And one thing is constant...they have all lied from time to time to the American people.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Leonardo - 2008/03/26 11:38
_____________________________________

There is a difference in lies.  There are big whoppers like the Democrats tell in order to destroy others and there are the
little white lies that the Republicans tell in order to protect our national interests.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 11:41
_____________________________________

Leonardo wrote:

There is a difference in lies.  There are big whoppers like the Democrats tell in order to destroy others and there are the
little white lies that the Republicans tell in order to protect our national interests.



A lie is a lie is a lie is a lie.



What does the Book of Revelations say about those who make and love lies?

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Leonardo - 2008/03/26 11:46
_____________________________________

Not all lies are bad.  Remember when God told Abraham to tell a little white lie about his wife Sarah not being his wife? 
Sometimes it is necesary in order to protect us.  On the other hand, Democrat lies are about stealing power from the
Republicans.  Big difference.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by utocoman - 2008/03/26 11:49
_____________________________________

Leonardo wrote:

Not all lies are bad.  Remember when God told Abraham to tell a little white lie about his wife Sarah not being his wife? 
Sometimes it is necesary in order to protect us.  On the other hand, Democrat lies are about stealing power from the
Republicans.  Big difference.



Oh great, another "white and delightsome" border. The FLDS homeschooler program must be working overtime.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
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Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 11:52
_____________________________________

Leonardo wrote:

Not all lies are bad.  Remember when God told Abraham to tell a little white lie about his wife Sarah not being his wife? 
Sometimes it is necesary in order to protect us.  On the other hand, Democrat lies are about stealing power from the
Republicans.  Big difference.



You need to read your Bible again Leo.



God did not tell Abraham to lie about his wife. Abraham figured that his wife was very fair to look upon, and that he would
surely be killed by Egyptians who coveted his wife.



It was Abraham who told Sarah to say that she was Abraham's sister...not God.



Throughout the Bible...it is written that God abhors lies and liars.



Get your Bible out and read for yourself.



Genesis Chapter 12, verses 10-20.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Leonardo - 2008/03/26 11:56
_____________________________________

Are you calling Abraham a dispicable liar?  You say a lie is a lie but surely you can see the difference.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 12:04
_____________________________________

Leonardo wrote:

Are you calling Abraham a dispicable liar?  You say a lie is a lie but surely you can see the difference.



I am saying that Abraham was a human being, and susceptible to human fears and human frailties.



Abraham lied and asked his wife to perpetuate a lie in order to preserve his life. I am not judging him one way or another.



Most human beings would do the same under the same circumstances.



Here is what is written about lies in the Book of Revelations.



Revelation Chapter 21, Verses 6-8:



"And He said unto me, It is done. I am Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the end. I will give unto him that is athirst of
the fountain of the water of life freely.



He that overcometh shall inherit all things; and I will be his God, and he shall be My son.



But the fearful, and unbelieving, and the abominable, and murderers, and whoremongers, and sorcerers, and idolaters,
AND ALL LIARS, shall have their part in the lake which burneth with fire and brimstone: which is the second death."



Revelations Chapter  22, Verses 13-15:



"I am Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the end, the first and the last.



Blessed are they that do His commandments, that they may have right to the tree of life, and may enter in through the
gates into the city.



For without are dogs, and sorcerers, and whoremongers, and murderers, and idolaters, AND WHOSOEVER LOVETH
AND MAKETH A LIE."
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Are you one of those Mormons who believes that it is acceptable and honorable to 'Lie for the Lord'?

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by ThomasK - 2008/03/26 12:10
_____________________________________

Leonardo wrote:

My Dad always used to say "never trust a Democrat." You can always tell when they are lieing because there lips are
moving.  If a Democrat was to win this next election (and they won't) we could expect only lies from them.



My Dad went to his grave a Democrat.  I never trusted anyone more than him.  You sir, and your dad, are pathetic idiots. 
You are the same thing I despise in Utocoman.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 12:16
_____________________________________

Thank you for your comment Thomas. I have both Democrats and Republicans in my family tree. When I was a little boy,
it always bothered me quite a bit to hear the relatives get into their inevitable arguments and bickering over politics.



I remember asking my mother if those relatives had stopped loving each other. She put her arms around me and
explained that sometimes, when people were very passionate in their beliefs...they tended to forget that everyone else
had the right to their beliefs and opinions as well.



She explained that this didn't mean that they stopped loving each other...only that they were very passionate in their
political beliefs.



All I cared about was hearing that they had not stopped loving one another.



My mother was a very wise woman.;) 



I believe that Leonardo might be very young indeed...and has much to learn about life, and human nature.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Leonardo - 2008/03/26 12:25
_____________________________________

Some of you people are very mean.  God knows the differnce between a little white lie in order to protect someone vs a
whopper like the Democrats tell in order to get power.  This Obama person is lying because he wants to steal power from
the Republicans.  He is only protecting himself.  He knew what his preacherman was saying but he is lying about it to
save his own skin.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 12:50
_____________________________________

Leonardo wrote:

Some of you people are very mean.  God knows the differnce between a little white lie in order to protect someone vs a
whopper like the Democrats tell in order to get power.  This Obama person is lying because he wants to steal power from
the Republicans.  He is only protecting himself.  He knew what his preacherman was saying but he is lying about it to
save his own skin.



This forum CAN and DOES get mean...but thus far...people have gone pretty easy on you.



God does not differentiate between lies and degrees of lies. It is written that a man can be known not only through his
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actions...but by his words.



You are only lying to yourself if you believe that little white lies are acceptable to the Lord.



Psalm 101, Verses 5-8



"Whoso privily slandereth his neighbour, him will I cut off: him that hath an high look and a proud heart will I not suffer.



Mine eyes shall be upon the faithful of the land, that they may dwell with me: he that walketh in a perfect way, he shall
serve me.



HE THAT WORKETH DECEIT SHALL NOT DWELL WITHIN MY HOUSE: HE THAT TELLETH LIES SHALL NOT
TARRY IN MY SIGHT.



I will early destroy all the wicked off the land; that I may cut off all wicked doers from the city of the Lord."



Proverbs Chapter 12: Verse 22



"LYING LIPS ARE AN ABOMINATION TO THE LORD; BUT THEY THAT DEAL TRULY ARE HIS DELIGHT."

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 12:51
_____________________________________

Leonardo wrote:

Some of you people are very mean.  God knows the differnce between a little white lie in order to protect someone vs a
whopper like the Democrats tell in order to get power.  This Obama person is lying because he wants to steal power from
the Republicans.  He is only protecting himself.  He knew what his preacherman was saying but he is lying about it to
save his own skin.



Then 'this Obama person' is no different than Abraham...who also lied to save his own skin.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Leonardo - 2008/03/26 12:56
_____________________________________

Obama is lying for political power.  Abraham lied to protect his wife.  Which one is more noble?

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by ThomasK - 2008/03/26 13:02
_____________________________________

Leonardo wrote:

Some of you people are very mean.  God knows the differnce between a little white lie in order to protect someone vs a
whopper like the Democrats tell in order to get power.  This Obama person is lying because he wants to steal power from
the Republicans.  He is only protecting himself.  He knew what his preacherman was saying but he is lying about it to
save his own skin.



OK Leonardo, Jaye could be right.  Maybe you are young and haven't been through much in life.  Look, the ribbing I do
towards Democrats is more for the ones (Democrats) that are like you.  The philosophical differences are what really
matter. And yes, who holds the power are whose philosophy gains. 



But seriously, cut the crap about lies vs. lies BS.  This is politics.  There are plenty of all sizes and flavors of lies to go
around for both sides. As far as Obama is concerned; just be grateful you weren't born with the cross to bear of one's
skin being the "wrong" color.

============================================================================
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Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/26 13:06
_____________________________________

Leonardo wrote:

Obama is lying for political power.  Abraham lied to protect his wife.  Which one is more noble?



Abraham did not lie to protect his wife. According to the Holy Bible...he lied and urged HER to lie because he feared for
HIS life.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by WaynesWorld - 2008/03/26 22:52
_____________________________________

Jaye wrote:

Leonardo wrote:

Obama is lying for political power.  Abraham lied to protect his wife.  Which one is more noble?



Abraham did not lie to protect his wife. According to the Holy Bible...he lied and urged HER to lie because he feared for
HIS life.You mean Abraham wasn't a women and children first kinda' guy?:)

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/26 23:18
_____________________________________

truthhurts wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

Patrick Fitzgerald Ties Obama to Rezko Indictments



By SusanUnPCcloseAuthor: SusanUnPC Name:

Email: susanunpc@gmail.comThis e-mail address is being protected from spam bots, you need JavaScript enabled to
view it

Wow, RushReader, I am impressed. You post a political diatribe from a so called "journalist" who does not even use their
real name. SusanUnPC. What's next, another blog article from someone named SallyUnLiberal? Has the neo-
conservative rumor mill become that desperate? :laugh: 



What you imply on this Rezko-Obama thing is "guilt by association." Sorry, the American judicial system does not
recognize it. If that was valid, Bush is guilty for knowing and having dealt with and having accepted contributions from
Ken Lay. You remember him, don't you? The Enron guy. But that is "different", isn't it RushReader? You look the other
way when a conservative is involved, don't you? That's what neo-con rumor mongers like you do.



Here's a little more info on the Rezko-Obama supposed "connection."



Having paid only casual attention to it in the past, I spent several hours yesterday morning reading every "Rezko" article I
could find in an attempt to understand as much as possible about the allegations. The point isn't that there is no credible
evidence of any wrongdoing on the part of Obama, although that's unquestionably true. It's far beyond that. There aren't
even any theoretical allegations or suggestions as to what he might have done wrong at all. The person who is accused
of wrongdoing is Tony Rezko, in matters inarguably having nothing to do with Obama. Nobody claims otherwise
(although many try to imply otherwise).



The only substantive connections Obama and Rezko have is that the latter was a contributor to Obama's campaign and
was a partner in a standard residential real-estate purchase which nobody suggests, at least in terms of Obama's
conduct, was anything but above-board. But Rezko himself has a sinister-sounding, villain-like last name and is of Syrian
origin, which, for multiple reasons, helps build the shallow media drama.



But Obama isn't even accused of -- let alone proven to have engaged in -- any wrongdoing at all. I spent many years
litigating all sorts of civil cases involving financial transactions like these. Few things are easier than concocting some
nefarious angle to innocuous real estate transactions, yet they can't even do that here. Despite that, the "Rezko"
innuendo lurks and grows and clearly isn't going anywhere...



http://www.salon.com/opinion/greenwald/2008/03/05/rezko/index.html
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Yes, truthhurtsdoesn't it?



The Candidate-without-scrutiny is the "political candidate" in Fitzgerald's inditement against Rezko, the Syrian-born
slumlord.   And.  It's a known fact that Rezko's wife bought the land right next to Obama's house, because, apparently,
Obama couldn't afford it.  Why do you think it was Rezko's wife who bought the land rather than Rezko,
truthhurtsdoesn'tit?  And.  It's a known fact that Obama gave government subsidies to Rezko's companies and then in
return Rezko donated monies to Obama's campaigns.  Obama's judgment is extremely questionable, both in his
association with Rezko and in his association with his pastor, "Uncle" Jeremiah Wright-is-wrong.



Ah, yes.  But Obama has come up in the world real fast hasn't he?  And so has his wife.  He lived in a condominium
before becoming "the Senator" and now he lives in a 1.6 million dollar mansion.  Wow!  What could Obama, who looks
down his nose at Clinton and calls his White grandma a typical white person, know about living in poverty?   



Hey, Obama's scrutiny has just begun.  Up until now he's been given a free pass by the Liberal media who have made
him into a rock star and put him way up there in the clouds on a pedestal.  



The halo is about to disappear on the amazing Obama.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/26 23:30
_____________________________________

The Great Pretender is about to be exposed.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/27 05:46
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

The Great Pretender is about to be exposed.



SilentReader is a card-carrying member of the neo-con blather-on media. Nobody reads most of what you post.  It is the
same old nonsensical blather.



But what is important is that John McCain's speech yesterday clearly indicates that he will not in anyway support a neo-
con philosophy of international aggression.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/27 05:51
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

The Great Pretender is about to be exposed.

You're behind, as ususal RushReader. 



Romney is already out of the race. :laugh: 



Now as for your continued rants about Obama, calling rumor and innuendo "known fact" does not make it so. For that
you need things like evidence, motive, etc. The kinds of things that convicted Scooter Libby of perjury and obstruction of
justice. Your (and the neo-conservative pundits such as Limbaugh, Coutler, O'Reilly, Hannity, etc., not to mention the
other nameless internet bloggers you like to quote) declarations that Scooter was innocent did not do him any good, did
it? So much for your (and their) records on legal prognostications. 



Sweet dreams, RushReader...or should I say sweet delusions? ;)

============================================================================
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Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by RogerWilco - 2008/03/27 16:44
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:





The Candidate-without-scrutiny is the "political candidate" in Fitzgerald's inditement against Rezko, the Syrian-born
slumlord.   And.  It's a known fact that Rezko's wife bought the land right next to Obama's house, because, apparently,
Obama couldn't afford it.  Why do you think it was Rezko's wife who bought the land rather than Rezko,
truthhurtsdoesn'tit?  And.  It's a known fact that Obama gave government subsidies to Rezko's companies and then in
return Rezko donated monies to Obama's campaigns.  Obama's judgment is extremely questionable, both in his
association with Rezko and in his association with his pastor, "Uncle" Jeremiah Wright-is-wrong.



Ah, yes.  But Obama has come up in the world real fast hasn't he?  And so has his wife.  He lived in a condominium
before becoming "the Senator" and now he lives in a 1.6 million dollar mansion.  Wow!  What could Obama, who looks
down his nose at Clinton and calls his White grandma a typical white person, know about living in poverty?   



Hey, Obama's scrutiny has just begun.  Up until now he's been given a free pass by the Liberal media who have made
him into a rock star and put him way up there in the clouds on a pedestal.  



The halo is about to disappear on the amazing Obama.



Rezko also contributed $6000 to George W. Bush in 2003.  What did you have to say about that, SilentReader?  (In case
you have to think too hard about it, the answer is "nothing." )



Link

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/28 10:43
_____________________________________

Your link doesn't work Roger.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by RogerWilco - 2008/03/28 11:23
_____________________________________

Jaye wrote:

Your link doesn't work Roger.



Go here:  



http://www.opensecrets.org/indivs/index.asp



Submit the name "Rezko" and select the election cycles 2008, 2006 and 2004.



That is all I did.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/28 11:44
_____________________________________

Alright Roger...according to that site, Rezko donated approximately $8,000.00 to George W.Bush.



And he donated approximately 13,000.00 to Obama.
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I got curious and rooted around a bit. Here's what I found.



Obama has already divested more than $44,000.00 in Rezco affiliated donations...and plans to donate an additional
$40,350 in Rezco affiliated donations to various charities.



This shows a bit of a discrepancy in the site you provided.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by RogerWilco - 2008/03/28 15:07
_____________________________________

Jaye wrote:

Alright Roger...according to that site, Rezko donated approximately $8,000.00 to George W.Bush.



And he donated approximately 13,000.00 to Obama.



I got curious and rooted around a bit. Here's what I found.



Obama has already divested more than $44,000.00 in Rezco affiliated donations...and plans to donate an additional
$40,350 in Rezco affiliated donations to various charities.



This shows a bit of a discrepancy in the site you provided.



That search was only direct campaign contributions.  I did not take the time to search for soft money since this swift-boat
job appears to be a non-story to me.  The soft money is probably the "discrepancy."



If you want to go hunting for the soft money trail, I wish you good luck, you're gonna need it.  You're getting into the dark
underbelly of campaign financing and I, for one, wish it that it wasn't an available means for any candidate.  Soft money
contributions get really murky as to intent, purpose, and how much control the candidate has over the PAC's actions, if
any at all.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/29 00:43
_____________________________________

RogerWilco wrote:

Jaye wrote:

Alright Roger...according to that site, Rezko donated approximately $8,000.00 to George W.Bush.



And he donated approximately 13,000.00 to Obama.



I got curious and rooted around a bit. Here's what I found.



Obama has already divested more than $44,000.00 in Rezco affiliated donations...and plans to donate an additional
$40,350 in Rezco affiliated donations to various charities.



This shows a bit of a discrepancy in the site you provided.



That search was only direct campaign contributions.  I did not take the time to search for soft money since this swift-boat
job appears to be a non-story to me.  The soft money is probably the "discrepancy."



If you want to go hunting for the soft money trail, I wish you good luck, you're gonna need it.  You're getting into the dark
underbelly of campaign financing and I, for one, wish it that it wasn't an available means for any candidate.  Soft money
contributions get really murky as to intent, purpose, and how much control the candidate has over the PAC's actions, if
any at all.



Ah.  As if we all didn't know that corruption in politics is alive and well. 



Mitt Romney ran an above-board campaign though.  If any personal contribution was above $300 he required that a form
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be signed by the individual contributor.  Also, most individual contributors are well aware of the limit to the amount that
can be contributed to any one candidate.  Honest people will stay to that limit ($1200) not only for their own personal
integrity but also so as not to taint their preferred candidate in any way.



Obama's dealings with Rezko were extremely questionable.  More will definitely come out in Rezko's indictment, which
has been given almost no mention by the Liberal media, where he is said to be the "political candidate".



By the way, Obama's house cost $1.6 million, minus the strip of land next to it that was bought by Rita Rezko.  It's
interesting that there is another $1.6 million dollar 10,340-square-foot, four-bedroom home being built in Suburban
Chicago as we speak.  Guess who it's being built for?  The Rev. Jeremiah Wright-is-Wrong, no less.  Ah, yes.  The man
who criticizes the "little" people for too much materialism has another standard for himself.  He puts himself on a pedestal
and looks down his nose at the rest of us, as if we the "little" people need his divisive hypocritical preaching.



The Rev. Jeremiah Wright will be living in luxury, born of his divisive rantings damning America over 20 years.  He
certainly knew what he was doing, didn't he?  And, so does the amazing Obama.  Candidate-without-scrutiny.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/29 01:16
_____________________________________

Talking about dollars.



It's interesting that John McCain was carrying his own suitcases and almost out of the campaign not too long ago.  (Who
can forget that solitary image of him lumbering through the airport with that smile on his face talking to the one or two
reporters who were still covering him?)  Yet he won the nomination of the Republican party.  Although he wasn't my
preferred candidate, that is to be admired.  For sure.  The man must have really wanted it.



It made me give him a second look.  Under his calm exterior there's a fire burning that's not yet out.  He can still move
people.  And, despite the fierce competition, there was no mistaking that Mitt Romney respected the man.



I'm sure, though, that the Liberal media will find a way to tear the man apart after the Democratic chaos is all over.  They
set him up only to tear him down.  Chew him up, and spit him out.  Ah.  But hasn't John McCain endured far more than
that at the hands of the enemy, and met his maker a time or two in the bargain?  



Meanwhile, Dean the Scream is urging the Democratic delegates to declare who they will support.  To end the chaos.  Of
course, we all know who Dean supports, don't we?

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/29 04:55
_____________________________________

To the account auditors of SilentReader's employers: 



I want McCain to win, and I assure that SR makes voters for the Democrats at every posting.



No one bothers to read her seriously, not for a ver long time.  The writings are often plagiarisms, distortions, and filled
with undisguisable swiftboating.



SR's record of proven failure of neo-conism plus the linkage to the Bush Administration has created in your writer an
unrecoverable liability to the McCain campaign.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by ericmiami - 2008/03/29 05:43
_____________________________________

Yes, Wren, you are absolutely right. I've not thanked her for a long time for all she keeps doing for the liberal cause.
She's the Tokyo Rose of our time. Love ya', StupidReader!!!

============================================================================
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Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/29 08:10
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

It's interesting that John McCain was carrying his own suitcases and almost out of the campaign not too long ago.

Because his campaign was almost broke.



Yet he won the nomination of the Republican party.

Yup. The best of the "three blind mice" who can't see what is going on in Iraq. 



Although he wasn't my preferred candidate.

An understatement of galactic proportions. What was it you said? Oh, here it is:



SilentReader wrote:

McCain will not win. We, the conservatives, won't let him. For if he were to win it would destroy the Republican Party and
everything it has stood for over the many years.

You did say it. :laugh: Another "RushReader" classic.



It made me give him a second look.

Desperation will do that. ;) BTW, I warned you not to put all of your eggs in the Mitt basket.



Under his calm exterior there's a fire burning that's not yet out.

That's just the early signs of senility. 



He can still move people.

Uh-huh. If he has his way, he'll have us moving US Troops to Iraq for another 100 years.



And, despite the fierce competition, there was no mistaking that Mitt Romney respected the man.

Just another in a long, long, line of Romney flip-flops.



Oh, one more thing. There is a rumor you are female. If that is true, then this is for you. :kiss:

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/29 09:59
_____________________________________

ericmiami wrote:

Yes, Wren, you are absolutely right. I've not thanked her for a long time for all she keeps doing for the liberal cause.
She's the Tokyo Rose of our time. Love ya', StupidReader!!!

LOL. She's our very own "Baghdad Betty." :laugh:

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by The Truth Typhoon - 2008/03/29 10:32
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

Talking about dollars.



It's interesting that John McCain was carrying his own suitcases and almost out of the campaign not too long ago.  (Who
can forget that solitary image of him lumbering through the airport with that smile on his face talking to the one or two
reporters who were still covering him?)  Yet he won the nomination of the Republican party.  Although he wasn't my
preferred candidate, that is to be admired.  For sure.  The man must have really wanted it.



It made me give him a second look.  Under his calm exterior there's a fire burning that's not yet out.  He can still move
people.  And, despite the fierce competition, there was no mistaking that Mitt Romney respected the man.



I'm sure, though, that the Liberal media will find a way to tear the man apart after the Democratic chaos is all over.  They
set him up only to tear him down.  Chew him up, and spit him out.  Ah.  But hasn't John McCain endured far more than
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that at the hands of the enemy, and met his maker a time or two in the bargain?  



Meanwhile, Dean the Scream is urging the Democratic delegates to declare who they will support.  To end the chaos.  Of
course, we all know who Dean supports, don't we?



This will give SR fits:



"I would immediately close Guantanamo Bay, move all the prisoners to Fort Leavenworth."



--John McCain, Mar 18, 2007

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/29 12:06
_____________________________________

McCain is a true conservative, not a pretend one like SR, or Rush, or Sean.  Liberatarians are not conservatives, and SR
is certainly not even that.  He is a disguised failed liberal trying to make a comeback as a now-failed neocon with the rest
of the tribe.



McCain will use them, then abuse them as he kicks them to the curb.  Go, John!

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/29 18:25
_____________________________________

The Truth Typhoon wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

Talking about dollars.



It's interesting that John McCain was carrying his own suitcases and almost out of the campaign not too long ago.  (Who
can forget that solitary image of him lumbering through the airport with that smile on his face talking to the one or two
reporters who were still covering him?)  Yet he won the nomination of the Republican party.  Although he wasn't my
preferred candidate, that is to be admired.  For sure.  The man must have really wanted it.



It made me give him a second look.  Under his calm exterior there's a fire burning that's not yet out.  He can still move
people.  And, despite the fierce competition, there was no mistaking that Mitt Romney respected the man.



I'm sure, though, that the Liberal media will find a way to tear the man apart after the Democratic chaos is all over.  They
set him up only to tear him down.  Chew him up, and spit him out.  Ah.  But hasn't John McCain endured far more than
that at the hands of the enemy, and met his maker a time or two in the bargain?  



Meanwhile, Dean the Scream is urging the Democratic delegates to declare who they will support.  To end the chaos.  Of
course, we all know who Dean supports, don't we?



This will give SR fits:



"I would immediately close Guantanamo Bay, move all the prisoners to Fort Leavenworth."



--John McCain, Mar 18, 2007



As long as the Jihadists are locked up and eventually held to account for their vile acts I don't care where they reside.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/29 18:48
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

The Truth Typhoon wrote:
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SilentReader wrote:

Talking about dollars.



It's interesting that John McCain was carrying his own suitcases and almost out of the campaign not too long ago.  (Who
can forget that solitary image of him lumbering through the airport with that smile on his face talking to the one or two
reporters who were still covering him?)  Yet he won the nomination of the Republican party.  Although he wasn't my
preferred candidate, that is to be admired.  For sure.  The man must have really wanted it.



It made me give him a second look.  Under his calm exterior there's a fire burning that's not yet out.  He can still move
people.  And, despite the fierce competition, there was no mistaking that Mitt Romney respected the man.



I'm sure, though, that the Liberal media will find a way to tear the man apart after the Democratic chaos is all over.  They
set him up only to tear him down.  Chew him up, and spit him out.  Ah.  But hasn't John McCain endured far more than
that at the hands of the enemy, and met his maker a time or two in the bargain?  



Meanwhile, Dean the Scream is urging the Democratic delegates to declare who they will support.  To end the chaos.  Of
course, we all know who Dean supports, don't we?



This will give SR fits:



"I would immediately close Guantanamo Bay, move all the prisoners to Fort Leavenworth."



--John McCain, Mar 18, 2007



As long as the Jihadists are locked up and eventually held to account for their vile acts I don't care where they reside.



That is not what you said when the first came up some years ago.  If I remember right, you believed that if prisoners were
transferred to the United States that they would end up in federal courts, which you believed to be an abomination --
legal rights for an accused.



Changed your mind?  Backing John all the way now?

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by ericmiami - 2008/03/29 19:11
_____________________________________

truthhurts wrote:

ericmiami wrote:

Yes, Wren, you are absolutely right. I've not thanked her for a long time for all she keeps doing for the liberal cause.
She's the Tokyo Rose of our time. Love ya', StupidReader!!!

LOL. She's our very own "Baghdad Betty." :laugh:

"Baghdad Betty?" Baghadad Betty?" Ha ha ha ha ha ha ha ha...

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Jaye - 2008/03/29 19:19
_____________________________________

Hey-y'all...for anyone interested...Wrz is posting on the Deseret News forum.:P

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/29 19:46
_____________________________________

Jaye wrote:

Hey-y'all...for anyone interested...Wrz is posting on the Deseret News forum.:P

Still spreading his "lies, half truth's, and innuendos" too, I see. :laugh: 



It's a pretty lame forum over there, though. No protected user name, no pictures, no URL's. Yuck.
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============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by The Keeper - 2008/03/29 20:14
_____________________________________

When you are faking a pose for a camera photo opportunity, at least you can get the phone receiver turned in the right
direction

http://www.rense.com/general81/obbm01.jpg

GOD forbid it isn't a 3am phone call for the 82nd Airborne...

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/29 22:27
_____________________________________

Wren wrote:

McCain is a true conservative, not a pretend one like SR, or Rush, or Sean.  Liberatarians are not conservatives, and SR
is certainly not even that.  He is a disguised failed liberal trying to make a comeback as a now-failed neocon with the rest
of the tribe.



McCain will use them, then abuse them as he kicks them to the curb.  Go, John!



Ah, we'll soon see.  Won't we?



Since you are enthralled with Rush and hardly post anything without mentioning him I thought you'd like this litte tidbit. 
Rush nails it every time.



Barry Obama, Carnival Barker 

March 28, 2008 



BEGIN TRANSCRIPT 

 

RUSH: Yesterday on CNBC, Maria Bartiromo interviewed Barack Obama.  It was scary, economically.  Bartiromo says,
"How do you plan to change the tax code when it comes to capital gains?  How high will that 15% cap gains rate go?"



OBAMA:  I think that we can have a capital gains rate that is higher than 15%.  Uh, and if it -- if it -- you know, when I talk
to people like Warren Buffett or others and I ask them, "You know, how much of a difference is it going to be if it's 20 or
25%?" they say, "Look, if it's within that range, then it's not going to distort, uh, I think economic decision making."



RUSH:  Oh, my God. I'm sorry. Good God Almighty, is right.  We are going to get hosed. The markets are going to get
hosed. The economy is going to get hosed! Capital gains is not income! It's simply what people invest in, and if there is a
return on it, the 15% cap gains rate is the equivalent of not punishing achievement from people who took a risk.  He's
gotta ask Warren Buffett.  No, he doesn't know. He's a liberal Democrat. He doesn't care here what the effect is going to
be.  Raising the rate to be "fair" and pander to the vast majority of people... Bartiromo is shocked as we are by this, but of
course, she's a journalist. She can't really exhibit it.  But she can't believe her ears here.  Listen to this exchange.  



BARTIROMO: Let's hypothetically say that the cap gains tax goes from 15% to 25%.  You're impacting a lot of people. A
hundred million Americans own stocks today so it's not just the rich.



OBAMA:  No, no, no, absolutely, and -- and -- and that's why I think that it may be, for example, that you could structure
something in which, uh, people of certain incomes were exempted from, uh, this increase and it would stay at 15.  The
broader principle that I'm interested in is just making sure that we've got a tax code that is fair for all Americans.



RUSH:  Folks, this is economic illiteracy. "A tax code that's fair for all Americans"? You're going to exempt some people
from paying the cap gains tax? The people he's going to exempt don't pay it now.  The people that he's going to exempt
do not have investments. They don't yet have the money to have investments and so he's going to... It's about "fairness."
It's making sure that everybody's taxed... It's making sure "the rich" are taxed.  This is just... One more. Bartiromo says,
"Why raise taxes at all in an economic slowdown?  Isn't that going to put further strain on people?"



OBAMA:  Well, look, the -- there's no doubt that anything I do that is going to be premised on what the economic
situation is when I take office.  The thing you can be assured of is that I'm not going to be making these decisions based
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on ideology.  



RUSH:  Bull.



OBAMA: I'm not a dogmatist.  



RUSH:  Bull! 

 

 

OBAMA:  I know that some -- yuh, uh, my opponents to the right would like to paint me as this woolly-eyed, you know,
uhhh, liberal or --



RUSH:  You are!



OBAMA:  -- wild-eyed. (nervous laugh)



BARTIROMO:  You're not a liberal?



OBAMA:  Uh, the, uh, but -- but -- My attitude is -- is that I -- I believe in the market.



RUSH:  You don't!



OBAMA:  I believe in entrepreneurship.



RUSH:  You don't! 



OBAMA:  I believe in opportunity.



RUSH: You don't!



OBAMA: I believe in capitalism.



RUSH:  You don't.



OBAMA:  And I want to do what works, but what I want to make sure of is it works for all America, and not just a small
sliver of America.



RUSH:  That last comment just cancels out everything he said before it!  That's socialism!  "Make sure it works for all,"
and who of course going to do that?  Why, our benevolent government and president, Barack Obama! Because we hate
all the other instruments and elements and businesses in the free market.  We've been conditioned to that.  This is scary. 

 

BREAK TRANSCRIPT



RUSH: Ladies and gentlemen, it is apparent to me, and probably to many of you, that Barack Obama is clueless.  I think
he's vamping in his answers.  I don't think he has the slightest idea about the capital gains tax; I don't think he
understands how it works. I don't think he understands the basic elements of the US economy.  How can he?  He's been
listening to Jeremiah Wright for 20 years.  I don't mean that lightly.  You laugh at it all you want, but I'm dead serious
about it.  Jeremiah Wright understands because he's figured out how to get the church to buy him a $1.6 million house
with ten million left over to furnish the thing while telling everybody else to avoid middle classness.  But he vamps, gets a
question, says whatever he thinks he has to say, whatever sounds good.  Let's go to The View.  He was on The View
today.  The Arousal Gap is back.  The View gals are just swooning over Obama today, telling him he's sexy like Brad Pitt.
 Joy Behar said, "I have to say just one other thing bad before we go to the serious stuff.  I understand that you're related
to Brad Pitt in some way.  How are you related to Brad Pitt?"



OBAMA:  I guess we're ninth cousins something removed or something.



BEHAR:  Isn't that fascinating stuff?



OBAMA:  I think he got the better-looking side of the gene pool --



BEHAR:  Not necessarily.



WALTERS:  I was saying just before you came on, maybe we shouldn't say this, but we thought you were very sexy
looking.
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OBAMA:  Oh -- (cheers and applause)



RUSH:  I told you, the Arousal Gap is back.  That was Barbara Walters on The View today.  Barbara Walters then said,
"Look, if Reverend Wright's still there, would you then have left the church or have said, 'I just can't have anything to do
with him?'"



OBAMA:  Had the reverend not retired and had he not acknowledged that what he had said had deeply offended people
and were inappropriate and mischaracterized what I believe is the greatness of this country, for all its flaws, then I
wouldn't have felt comfortable staying there at the church.



RUSH:  For all its flaws.  I don't believe any of this.  He put the guy on his campaign.  He was an advisor to his
campaign.  Elisabeth Hasselbeck, "The person who you chose time and time again to be your spiritual advisor, when he
says and characterizes the USA as you said wrongly, US of KKKA, that the chickens are coming home to roost after
9/11, suggesting that we got what we deserved, you chose him again to marry you, to baptize your children, you named
a book after one of his speeches. For 20 years, would you think that somehow suggested it was a lack of judgment in the
man?  You had no idea, you never heard about these sermons?"



OBAMA:  What you've been seeing is a snippet of a man.  Imagine if somebody compiled the five stupidest things you'd
ever said and put them in a 30-second loop that was played every day for two weeks --



HASSELBECK:  But some of these are sold on the DVD at the church.



OBAMA:  Well, I understand, but I don't buy -- I don't purchase all the DVDs, and I didn't read all the church bulletins.  It's
not to excuse it.  There were some things, as I said, that I disagreed with him on.  But I didn't see some of the things that
were said that I would have taken offense to.



RUSH:  Wait a minute, he just gave a speech where he said he did, didn't he?  This is a carnival barker.  You know, this
is a carny.  This is a guy who will say whatever he thinks the people at the group at the time want to hear, without regard
for what he said the day before, the hour before, the week before.  Here is what Obama's talking about. How many of
you out there have said five things this racist, this hateful, and this stupid?



WRIGHT:  Barack knows what it means to be a black man living in a country and a culture that is controlled by rich white
people!  Hillary ain't never been called a nigger.  Bill did us just like he did Monica Lewinsky, he was riding dirty.  In white
America, US of KKKA, black men turning on black men.  I am sick of Negroes who just do not get it.  Not God bless
America, God (bleep) America, it's in the Bible, for killing innocent people, God (bleep) America.  And now we are
indignant because of stuff we have done overseas is now brought right back into our own front yards!  America's
chickens are coming home to roost.



RUSH:  Yeah, well, this is five things here we're going to loop and play 'em over and over again, and I didn't buy all the
DVDs. He's insulting our intelligence if he thinks these are the only things that this guy has been saying.  Elisabeth
Hasselbeck said to Barack Obama, "Do you have a relationship with Reverend Wright now?"



OBAMA:  I talked to him after this -- this episode.  He had come back from a cruise, and, you know, I think he's -- he's
saddened by what's happened.



RUSH:  Bull!



OBAMA:  And I told him, look, you know, I -- I feel badly that he has been characterized just in this one way, and people
haven't seen this broader aspect of him.  But he was my pastor.  You know, one of the things that I think people
overstate is this notion of mentor or spiritual advisor --



RUSH:  You said it!



OBAMA:  He was a pastor in the sense that he's somebody where you go to church, you talk to him about my faith in
Jesus.



RUSH:  Look, Barack, we have it.  It's in the record.  You are talking to Jeremiah Wright and you said to him, "You and I
know, I have to throw you under the bus, bro, at some point. Your sermons are way out there.  I'm going to have to.  You
know this day is coming." They talked about it.  This was a strategeric plan.  We're screwed.  It doesn't matter.  None of
this matters because we're just screwed. 

 

END TRANSCRIPT



Yep.  No one says it like Rush.
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============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/29 23:37
_____________________________________

The Keeper wrote:

When you are faking a pose for a camera photo opportunity, at least you can get the phone receiver turned in the right
direction

http://www.rense.com/general81/obbm01.jpg

GOD forbid it isn't a 3am phone call for the 82nd Airborne...



Great guffaw.  Where did you get that picture?  It is a fitting match for my last post.  The carnival barker.   



The Liberals sure know how to pick 'em.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Just Reading - 2008/03/29 23:56
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

The Keeper wrote:

When you are faking a pose for a camera photo opportunity, at least you can get the phone receiver turned in the right
direction

http://www.rense.com/general81/obbm01.jpg

GOD forbid it isn't a 3am phone call for the 82nd Airborne...



Great guffaw.  Where did you get that picture?  It is a fitting match for my last post.  The carnival barker.   



The Liberals sure know how to pick 'em.



:woohoo: don't we already have a President that doesn't know how to use the phone

http://www.hannekegroenteman.nl/images/bush_phone_upsidedown.jpg



http://top100anekdot.ru/images/bush-phone.jpg

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/30 00:07
_____________________________________

Another Rush gem just for Wren.



Michelle Obama Strikes Again: Ignorant, Racist, "That's America" 

March 27, 2008 



BEGIN TRANSCRIPT 

 

RUSH: It's not just Barack Obama in the news, ladies and gentlemen, his lovely and gracious wife -- lovely and angry
wife -- Michelle (My Belle) Obama.  A YouTube video of her has surfaced of a speech that she gave January 23rd, 2008,
and in it she sounds like Rosalynn Carter.  Remember when Rosalynn Carter, talking about Ronald Reagan, said, "He
makes us comfortable with our prejudices."  This infuriated me.  Here was Rosalynn Carter saying Reagan's a bigot and
a racist and a sexist and all those cliches that they attach to conservatives, but he's so sweet and he's got such an
engaging personality, he's so charismatic that he makes us comfortable with our prejudices, as though prejudices that
liberals hold are the fault of conservatives.  Michelle (My Belle) Obama said pretty much the same thing on January 23rd,
2008, in Columbia, South Carolina.



MICHELLE:  We don't like being pushed outside of our comfort zones.  You know it right here on this campus. You know
people sitting at different tables, y'all living in different dorms.  I was there.  Y'all not talking to each another, taking
advantage of the fact that you're in this diverse community because sometimes it's easier to hold onto your own
stereotypes and misconceptions, it makes you feel justified in your ignorance. That's America.  So the challenge for us is,
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are we ready for change?



RUSH:  Were you listening?  Look at me, folks, look at me.  She said because sometimes it's easier to hold onto your
own stereotypes and misconceptions, it makes you feel justified in your own ignorance.  That's America.  This was just
last January.  This woman and her husband have no question been influenced by Jeremiah Wright, and wherever else
they have been.  So she said the challenge for us is, are we ready for change?  Now, I wonder, where in the world dear
Michelle Obama could have learned such a thing about stereotypes.  Did she perhaps learn this at her Ivy League
skrool?  Did she learn this at the hospital that paid her $300,000 a year?  This quote, "It's easier to hold onto your own
stereotypes and misconceptions, it makes you feel justified in your own ignorance. That's America.  So the challenge for
us is, are we ready for change?"  This quote and the attitudes of people like Michelle Obama tick me off.  The essence of
conservatism is that it does not care what race, sex, or creed a person is.  They, on the left, are the ones obsessed with
those markers, yet they on the left have to tag us constantly with racism.  It's their projection, as anybody can see.  The
racism in this country is on full display, smack-dab in the middle of the Democrat Party. 

 

END TRANSCRIPT 



{Aside:  My guess is he didn't get it.}

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by ericmiami - 2008/03/30 07:32
_____________________________________

Why don't you dust the knick-knacks in your parlor, StupidReader, instead of obsessing with Rush, who is your brain?

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/30 07:40
_____________________________________

Notice that SR ignored the legal rights for terrorist suspects question?



The SRs of the party would turn our nation into a fascist state if they could.  They don't dare try it now, because the true
Americans in our country would stand them against a wall.



The neocon abortion of an era is almost over, and will change completely with the election of either of the three
candidates.



I understand that Obama and Clinton will not permit Bush or Cheney to travel outside of the country after January 2009. 
That sounds like good policy.  That way we don't have to worry about either one being arrested for war crimes against
humanity.



Rumsfeld had to flee France last year before the international police arm in Europe and barely made it back to the U.S.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/30 09:29
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

Yep. No one says it like Rush.

Yes, RushReader, we are sure you are amused that old Lardo knows how to takes snippets of various interviews, take
them out of context, and reassemble them in a manner that gets the IQ deficient foaming at the mouth. That there are a
lot of folks like you who love to listen to him, suspend normal cognitive thought processes, and take everything he says
as gospel truth, has never been an issue. You are, unfortunately, legion.



With regard to capital gains tax policy, the present capital gain rates (i.e. the Bush tax cuts) were made to help out the
wealthy. It's that simple, and they really do appreciate you wanting to look out for their interests. ;) 



Here is a graph from a 2006 article, using data through 2004:
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http://www.epi.org/images/snap200608232.gif



In 1962, the richest 1% of Americans had 125 times the wealth of the median family, income wise. While it has grown
steadily since, it took it's biggest jumps after Reagan took office and after Bush Jr. took office. In 2004, it was 190 times
the wealth of the median income. Lord knows what it is now.



http://www.epi.org/content.cfm/webfeatures_snapshots_20060823



So how much wealth do the super rich control? 



Today the top 1% of households receives more pretax income than the bottom 40%. And the distribution of wealth is
even more lopsided. The top 1% of households owns nearly 40% of total household wealth -- more than the bottom 90%
of households combined -- and earns half of all capital income. Income and wealth are more unevenly distributed among
Americans than at any time since the Jazz Age of the 1920s. On measures of income and wealth inequality, the U.S.
tops the charts among the advanced industrial nations.



http://www.businessweek.com/@@*7OQP4YQG8gsPxgA/magazine/content/04_44/b3906038_mz007.htm



Oh, BTW, the above article was from late 2004, and closed with this sentence:



If Bush is reelected, America will continue down the path of increasing inequality in income, wealth, and health, with
dangerous implications for U.S. democracy.



Yup, that's what has happened.



Yes, Obama's tax plan will redistribute some wealth from the rich to the middle class and poor, mostly to the middle
class. That's a good thing. Keep listening to Rush, though, and he'll keep telling you why it is good for that divide
between the rich and middle class  to continue to grow ever wider.



And you'll just continue to foam at the mouth and say "Yes, Master....I will obey."

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/30 09:30
_____________________________________

Double post deleted.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by RogerWilco - 2008/03/30 10:59
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

The Keeper wrote:

When you are faking a pose for a camera photo opportunity, at least you can get the phone receiver turned in the right
direction

http://www.rense.com/general81/obbm01.jpg

GOD forbid it isn't a 3am phone call for the 82nd Airborne...



Great guffaw.  Where did you get that picture?  It is a fitting match for my last post.  The carnival barker.   



The Liberals sure know how to pick 'em.



*sigh* Republicans are quite sophomoric and pathetic.  Here's the real photo:



http://i185.photobucket.com/albums/x280/icebergslim1047/barackonphone.jpg



Come on, did you actually, really, think that photo was real??  You're willing to believe anything, aren't you SilentReader?



Keeper:  Satire is one thing, stupidity is another entirely, and photos like that fall in the latter category.

============================================================================
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Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by utocoman - 2008/03/30 11:34
_____________________________________

Yep.  No one says it like Rush.



Is this the same Rush that was convicted for felony prescription fraud and felony possesion of narcotic substances. I
think the police need to recheck his office. They might have missed his stash. 



Kids, pay attention here, this is yet another reason to just say no to drugs.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Just Reading - 2008/03/30 12:50
_____________________________________

RogerWilco wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

The Keeper wrote:

When you are faking a pose for a camera photo opportunity, at least you can get the phone receiver turned in the right
direction

http://www.rense.com/general81/obbm01.jpg

GOD forbid it isn't a 3am phone call for the 82nd Airborne...



Great guffaw.  Where did you get that picture?  It is a fitting match for my last post.  The carnival barker.   



The Liberals sure know how to pick 'em.



*sigh* Republicans are quite sophomoric and pathetic.  Here's the real photo:



http://i185.photobucket.com/albums/x280/icebergslim1047/barackonphone.jpg



Come on, did you actually, really, think that photo was real??  You're willing to believe anything, aren't you SilentReader?



Keeper:  Satire is one thing, stupidity is another entirely, and photos like that fall in the latter category.



I would bet that SilentReader thought the two pictures of Bush on the phone that I put up were real too!! 



Ha ha ha ha :woohoo:  :woohoo:  :woohoo:

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by ericmiami - 2008/03/30 13:51
_____________________________________

I'd bet that StupidReader thinks Rush is real, though.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/30 14:10
_____________________________________

Just Reading wrote:

RogerWilco wrote:

SilentReader wrote:

The Keeper wrote:

When you are faking a pose for a camera photo opportunity, at least you can get the phone receiver turned in the right
direction

http://www.rense.com/general81/obbm01.jpg
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GOD forbid it isn't a 3am phone call for the 82nd Airborne...



Great guffaw.  Where did you get that picture?  It is a fitting match for my last post.  The carnival barker.   



The Liberals sure know how to pick 'em.



*sigh* Republicans are quite sophomoric and pathetic.  Here's the real photo:



http://i185.photobucket.com/albums/x280/icebergslim1047/barackonphone.jpg



Come on, did you actually, really, think that photo was real??  You're willing to believe anything, aren't you SilentReader?



Keeper:  Satire is one thing, stupidity is another entirely, and photos like that fall in the latter category.



I would bet that SilentReader thought the two pictures of Bush on the phone that I put up were real too!! 



Ha ha ha ha :woohoo:  :woohoo:  :woohoo:



Ha ha ha ha.  Thinking they would be real would be a Liberal trait since you have chosen, and put on a pedestal, the
naive Candidate-without-scrutiny who sits on shows like The View and spouts utter nonsense.  Obama may be deluding
you guys but he certainly isn't deluding us with his pastorgate and Rezkogate fiascos.  



So far, he's whipped up his rockstar image by appearing to be the uniter whereas behind the scenes he has revered the
divisive rhetoric of his pastor Wright-is-wrong.  The two faces of Obama reveal a weak and naive person who hides
behind a facade of bravado and seeming confidence.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/30 14:41
_____________________________________

SilentReader, do you really get paid for writing this crap?  The only two guys who ever supported you was WRZ (who got
thrown out on his butt for his craziness) and bbboss (who abandoned you out of sheer embarassment).



Eric is right.  You make convertsonly to the Democratic Party, not to the GOP.



With John's election the neocons will be completely gone, instead of almost there.  What a day of glory that will be!

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/30 14:41
_____________________________________

Wren wrote:

Notice that SR ignored the legal rights for terrorist suspects question?



The SRs of the party would turn our nation into a fascist state if they could.  They don't dare try it now, because the true
Americans in our country would stand them against a wall.



The neocon abortion of an era is almost over, and will change completely with the election of either of the three
candidates.



I understand that Obama and Clinton will not permit Bush or Cheney to travel outside of the country after January 2009. 
That sounds like good policy.  That way we don't have to worry about either one being arrested for war crimes against
humanity.



Rumsfeld had to flee France last year before the international police arm in Europe and barely made it back to the U.S.



Spouting utter nonsense like this makes you sound more like a Jihadist every day.  There's no fascist like a Liberal one.



Ah, yes.  True Americans like you would line other Americans against a wall and shoot them, just because they disagree
with you.  Just like Saddam did with anyone who he didn't agree with when he had his hatchet men take Iraqis out into a
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desert in the middle of the night, tied them to a stake, and executed them.  Or blew them up, thereby leaving absolutely
no evidence of his many crimes against humanity.



No mention of Rush in this post?  Wow, you must be slipping.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/30 14:53
_____________________________________

RogerWilco wrote:

Come on, did you actually, really, think that photo was real?? You're willing to believe anything, aren't you SilentReader?

Like anything and everything RushReader posts (usually gleaned from Limbaugh, Coulter, Hannity, O'Reilly, or any
number of neo-con internet blogs out there) it matters not if it is true or not. He (oops, she) could care less about that. It
is totally irrelevant. Means nothing. Absolutely nothing at all. 



What is important is whether it can be used to attack the liberals he (oops, she) hates so much. That's all that matters,
isn't it RushReader? Go ahead, you can tell us, Mr. (oops, Miss or Mrs.) "Presidential Adviser." ;)

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speech
Posted by truthhurts - 2008/03/30 14:54
_____________________________________

ericmiami wrote:

Why don't you dust the knick-knacks in your parlor, StupidReader, instead of obsessing with Rush, who is your brain?

Without the affinity for Rush, I'd have to call him (oops...her) something besides RushReader. :laugh:

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/30 14:59
_____________________________________

SilentReader wrote:

Wren wrote:

Notice that SR ignored the legal rights for terrorist suspects question?



The SRs of the party would turn our nation into a fascist state if they could.  They don't dare try it now, because the true
Americans in our country would stand them against a wall.



The neocon abortion of an era is almost over, and will change completely with the election of either of the three
candidates.



I understand that Obama and Clinton will not permit Bush or Cheney to travel outside of the country after January 2009. 
That sounds like good policy.  That way we don't have to worry about either one being arrested for war crimes against
humanity.



Rumsfeld had to flee France last year before the international police arm in Europe and barely made it back to the U.S.



Spouting utter nonsense like this makes you sound more like a Jihadist every day.  There's no fascist like a Liberal one.



Ah, yes.  True Americans like you would line other Americans against a wall and shoot them, just because they disagree
with you.  Just like Saddam did with anyone who he didn't agree with when he had his hatchet men take Iraqis out into a
desert in the middle of the night, tied them to a stake, and executed them.  Or blew them up, thereby leaving absolutely
no evidence of his many crimes against humanity.



No mention of Rush in this post?  Wow, you must be slipping.



Notice that SR is still ignoring the legal rights for terrorist suspects question?  Notice that SR won't talk about Rumsfeld
fleeing before the international police?  And he calls me a liberal.
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By your reasoning, SR, then Newt Gingrich, George Will, and Dick Army are liberals also, which obviously is not the
case.  They despise the neocon heresy in the Republican Party that hijacked it eight years ago and ran it and our
beloved country into the ditch.  Thus all you can do is to continue to lie.



You neocons are the fascists, not the conservatives like me.  I recognize a liberal Big Government, Big Civil State, Big
Government Payroll, and agendas of Big Government Loves Big Business, Big Government Overseas Internationalism in
you and all neocons.  You glorify the Leader, the State, and the Neocon Philosophy.  You hate small government,
restrained government payrolls, and responsible foreign policies.  Yes, you neocons are the liberals, not the true
Republicans like me.



The administration of George Bush has been the greatest disaster in American history: a broken government, a broken
economy, a broken foreign policy.



With McCain's election, you guys go into the gutter from whence you came.  Many Republican conservatives like me
have been warning our fiscal conservatives that you aren't their kinds of guys, and our social conservatives that you
would betray them.



You have proven my points on all counts.



Who pays you to write your crap, SR?  



With McCain's election, you are out of a job, and so is your perverted paymaster, and the USA will be far better off.

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by ericmiami - 2008/03/30 15:11
_____________________________________

Well, scrub my toilet, if StupidReaderette isn't back with more "Rush Truth." Iron some shirts, StupidReaderette! Sweep
some cobwebs off the ceiling and out of your skull, you cute little doily tatterette. Back in the kitchen where you belong,
sweetie. Leave the thinking to men!

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by Wren - 2008/03/30 15:14
_____________________________________

ericmiami wrote:

Well, scrub my toilet, if StupidReaderette isn't back with more "Rush Truth." Iron some shirts, StupidReaderette! Sweep
some cobwebs off the ceiling and out of your skull, you cute little doily tatterette. Back in the kitchen where you belong,
sweetie. Leave the thinking to men!



SR reminds of some of the other neocon shrills and frails: Fran Townsend, Karen Hughes, and Lynn Cheney.  They are
nothing like the Kay Baily Hutchinsons, etc., the real female backbone of the traditional Republican Party.  The political
tramps will soon be swept aside.  Thank heavens!

============================================================================

Re:RICH LOWRY: Obama\'s speechflawed at core
Posted by SilentReader - 2008/03/30 15:18
_____________________________________

utocoman wrote:

Yep.  No one says it like Rush.



Is this the same Rush that was convicted for felony prescription fraud and felony possesion of narcotic substances. I
think the police need to recheck his office. They might have missed his stash. 



Kids, pay attention here, this is yet another reason to just say no to drugs.



Ah, yes.  Rush was addicted to prescription drugs that he got for a severe back problem that he had, and he freely
admitted it.
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