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To my parents, & to my wife  
and children, all with love.  
For freedom.  
Heb. 11: 13-16


Erick Erickson

 



 



 



 



 



 



 




To my wife Cindy, and to our sons, and our  
grandchildren who deserve an America  
much more free and dynamic than  
the one we are confronting today


Lewis K. Uhler





FOREWORD

REALITY CHECK


They’re all terrible. All of them. Democrats. Republicans. The so-called “leaders” of both parties do nothing but compromise away our freedoms. The good guys are few and far between and need reinforcements.

Ask yourself a simple question: when is the last time the Democrats compromised in favor of the free market? Can’t think of one? That’s because it rarely happens. It’s always the Republicans who compromise in favor of big government.

George W. Bush gave us steel tariffs in Pennsylvania, No Child Left Behind, the prescription drug benefit, TARP, and the auto bailout. His  father before him gave us his lips on which we read a lie. They, like so many other Republicans, paraded around in conservative’s clothing while having little in common with actual conservatives.

The Republicans gave us progressivism (read up on Robert LaFollette and Teddy Roosevelt). The Republicans gave us the Environmental Protection Agency. Heck, Republicans gave us Earl Warren, Nelson Rockefeller, Dede Scozzafava, Charlie Crist, and the list goes on and on and on.

The Democrats, by contrast, have given us over to European socialism, degenerated our moral society, destroyed the nuclear family, never met a race they didn’t bait, and mushroomed the GOP’s spending programs.

For too long the Republican Party has decided to be the Democrat-lite party, and the American voters in 2008 decided just to go with the real thing. Turns out, there is a difference between the Republican Party and the Democrat Party. While both may be terrible, the Democrats are worse.

Therein lies the terrible conundrum for voters. We’re not choosing the lesser of two evils. We are choosing between the assorted evils of two lessers. The problem is compounded by a very simple fact: there are no betters than these two lessers. No third party is or will ever be viable. The deck is stacked against them.

Contrary to what we may say and the polemical frustration conservatives too often are forced to express about the Republican Party, there remain very real differences between the two parties—life and death differences that cannot be underestimated or ignored.

It is easy to say both parties are appalling. They are. It becomes very difficult to figure out what to do about it. There is, however, a starting point. As bad as you or I may think the Republican Party has been at times, at least it will not sell us down the river to our nation’s enemies. At least it will more often than not support businesses and individuals against the government. At least it will support you working for yourself over you working to give money to someone else.

Despite the real differences, too often Republican leaders prefer to find ever-shrinking common ground with the Left rather than make a stand on opposing ground fighting for free people and free markets against the leviathan of government. With the rise of the tea party movement, conservatives must unite to clean up the Republican Party. If they don’t, voters will keep rejecting Republican pseudo-socialists in favor of authentic socialists.

With the starting point being to clean house within the GOP, the next question is how. To figure out how, we must examine the past as the path to the present. Both parties have used the tax code, spending, and power to reward their bases, enact their preferred social policies, and expand their own preferred government programs.

Politicians of both parties have gone to Washington not to reduce its size, but expand what it can do for preferred interest groups. Some conservatives have become devoid of ideas other than the acquisition of power. The GOP started making shortcut calculations like big business = good, instead of entrepreneurs = good. There is a difference; but too many have grown too complacent to see it.

Enough is enough.

With the rise of the tea party movement, America has a chance of turning back from its current path to poverty. But tea party activists need to realize something along the way. While we refer herein to “tea partiers,” the fact is the tea party movement’s branding could use a bit of work.

I don’t know about you, but when I hear tea partiers talk about the issues they care about, I think they are American issues, not tea party issues. Segregating them into something other than American issues is a dangerous game. With the way the media works, it becomes easier to paint tea partiers as fringe when in fact the issues they care about are very American. While we may refer to each other as tea partiers, we need to be very careful and understand that our issues are American issues. They are not subject to segregation from normal political discourse.

The ideas we pursue to solve our issues are not subject to segregation into some sort of subset of conservatism. They are not paleoconservative, neo-conservative, or any sort of hyphenated conservatism. The ideas are conservative. And they are ideas worth fighting for in a country where a majority leans right-of-center, and people understand intrinsically if government would just get out of the way, we could thrive.

That’s the reality of our situation. You can choose to get involved and fight for freedom, or you can sit on the sidelines. But let me tell you, while you decide to do nothing, the other side intends to change your way of life. They have chosen to do something and the change they want to bring is not change any free person should want.

So you have a choice: get involved or not.

Ronald Reagan said freedom is only one generation away from ending. Let us not allow it to end in this generation.

People remember Paul Revere. Few people remember Dr. Samuel Prescott. At 1:00 a.m. on April 19, 1775, Revere ran into Prescott, who was on his way home from a party. Prescott was willing to help. Without Prescott’s knowledge of the farms surrounding them, Revere’s task would have been all the more difficult that night. And when Revere rode out into the countryside, Prescott stayed behind on the farms and in his town rallying people, and got his brother to go to the next town to rally people. They were not Paul Revere, but they joined him and added to his voice. Revere could not have gotten the job done without them.

We cannot get the job done without each other. It is time to unite. And it is time to fight. Together, Freedom will prevail. But to begin the fight, we must educate ourselves on why we fight. We must be sure of what we believe.





INTRODUCTION

“DON’T TREAD ON ME”


In 2005, conservatives saw George W. Bush nominate Harriet Miers to the United States Supreme Court. Within minutes of her appointment, we noted at RedState.com that Miers had given a campaign donation to Al Gore in 1988. Despite George W. Bush’s steel tariffs, the No Child Left Behind Act, and the Medicare Part D expansion, conservatives had begrudgingly stuck with him. He kept us safe and was better than the other guy. The Miers nomination became the first visible break between conservatives and Republicans.

The Miers nomination debacle was followed by George Bush’s comprehensive immigration plan. Emboldened by the withdrawal of Harriet Miers’ nomination, conservatives united in opposition and won. In 2008, bank bailouts and the General Motors fiasco caused conservatives to yet again split not just from George W. Bush, but from the Republican Party. A rift was created that remains unrepaired.

In 2009, as the citizens of the United States were getting fed up with Washington’s bailouts and arrogance, they started rallying together at tax time and during town hall meetings. A little yellow flag popped up with increasing frequency, emblazoned with a simple but powerful message for those in power: “Don’t Tread on Me.” Luckily for George W. Bush, what happened next became Barack Obama’s problem.

Many Americans who had never been politically active, never walked a precinct, never interrupted their golf games, family gatherings, or vacations to discuss politics, government, or the Constitution, were suddenly gripped with the sense that their government, nation, and way of life were being stolen from them. Average Americans began stepping out of their homes, shops, and RVs to declare that their America was threatened, and they were going to defend her. They proclaimed themselves members of a new “Tea Party” in honor of the defiant patriots who dumped British tea into the Boston Harbor. Free people in danger of losing their freedom are a force to be reckoned with.

It may not have been any one action of newly elected President Barack Obama or his cohorts in destroying America—Senator Reid and Speaker Pelosi—that precipitated the revolt of individual Americans. It was a combination of words, positions, comments, attitudes, facial expressions, body language, speeches, votes, and other signals that prompted Americans to get out of their easy chairs to march on Washington. Its origins were seeded by Republicans who lost their way. Democrats intent on exploiting our troubles, however, are reaping the harvest of discontent.

There have been so many reasons to become alarmed about America’s future and that of our children and grandchildren. Consider just a few domestic issues:

ObamaCare was crammed down the throats of Americans against their collective will with lies, threats, and phony accounting numbers, and only after corrupting the legislative process and resorting to an unconstitutional mandate to purchase health insurance. Despite promises of transparency and full debate on the bill, only insiders saw it, and no legislator read it. It was a total desecration of the legislative process.


Freedom of speech and our conservative talk radio and television hosts are threatened by the Obama Administration’s reactivation of the so-called “fairness doctrine.”


Global warming mythology, rather than science, underpins the continued effort to reduce CO2 emissions (greenhouse gases) which will destroy jobs and drive electric and heating bills through the roof.


Obama continues to press for card-check legislation to aid his union backers by eliminating secret ballots for workers in union elections.


The Welfare Reform Act (signed by Bill Clinton in 1996) has been gutted by Obama’s regulations and executive orders, despite its success in significantly cutting costs along with the number of those on welfare. Obama has once again paid off his public-employee union allies by creating many new union-dues-paying jobs, fueling old-style welfare costs as people grow more dependent on government not just for handouts, but for their employment.


Bailouts of Obama’s Wall Street friends and takeover of major industries has put the American taxpayer at increasing risk and generated unprecedented future liabilities and  unfunded obligations. What began under George W. Bush has mushroomed.


The recession has been worsened by Obama’s preoccupation with radical new domestic policies, taxes, and expenditures—alarming, rather than calming, potential job-creators.


The Democrats’ embrace of “too big to fail” perpetuates the moral hazard of risky financial schemes inundating taxpayers while rewarding lobbyists and other special interests with the power to choose the winners and the losers among competing businesses.





On the national defense, foreign policy, and international security front, Obama continues to denigrate our nation, undermine our allies, and put our national interests at risk. Consider:

Missile-defense systems in Poland and the Czech Republic were unilaterally cut by Obama, badly undercutting defense of Western Europe.


The North Korea missile firings in 2009 and the torpedoing of a South Korean naval vessel in 2010 produced no U.S. response.


Iran’s pursuit of nuclear-weapons, and its systematic abuse of its freedom-seeking citizens, have been met with Obama’s silence.


The bilateral nuclear disarmament treaty with Russia is fraught with danger and is likely to be rejected by the United States Senate. At a time when Barack Obama is playing nice with the Russians, the FBI is rounding up spies deeply embedded within American industry. There is no guarantee Russia will honor the treaty.


Relations with Great Britain, France, and Germany are regressing.


In Central America’s Honduras, Obama backed the defrocked leader who partnered with our enemies Hugo Chavez and Fidel Castro. Obama did so in the face of the Honduran Supreme Court’s decision that to allow the president to continue in office would be unconstitutional.1



China continues to make inroads in South American countries as the United States fails to develop a foreign policy strategy to support freedom in South and Central American countries.





Meanwhile, Obama continues to make statements and take actions alien to the interests of the United States and that denigrate our honor and history:

He continues to apologize for America as if we didn’t save the world from the Axis in World War II and the Soviets in the Cold War.


He failed to go to Berlin to honor the fall of the Berlin Wall and America’s role in the collapse of communism.


Ignoring our roots, founding, and traditions, he has said the United States is not a Christian nation.


He antagonizes Israel and slights its elected leaders in their efforts to contain Islamic terrorism.


He uses rhetoric for job creators and Wall Street that would be better reserved for Al Qaeda.


He sues Arizona to stop the state from enforcing existing immigration law while shutting down American parkland because it is too dangerous for American citizens.2






As tea partiers witness the Washington attacks on American values and the shredding of the Constitution and the Bill of Rights, is it any wonder they feel like slaves rather than masters of their government?

Making matters worse, the Republicans in Washington have refused to change. The political courage the Republican leadership is showing is manifested in the Senate Republicans rejecting conservative candidates across the nation in favor of milquetoast moderates or liberals while the House Republicans are trying with all their might to stop a conservative-led effort to repeal ObamaCare and start over.

For good reason the tea parties—the American public—have resurrected “Don’t Tread on Me.” More specifically, conservatives are finally intent on taking back the Republican Party from establishment forces that seek to win at any cost, damn the ideas.

With great pride and determination, Americans are ready to fight to take back their country. That is the silver lining of the storm clouds threatening America’s future.





CHAPTER 1

REPUBLICANS IN CHARGE: PRO-LIFE STATISTS


In this present crisis, government is not the solution to our problem; government is the problem. From time to time we’ve been tempted to believe that society has become too complex to be managed by self-rule, that government by an elite group is superior to government for, by, and of the people. Well, if no one among us is capable of governing himself, then who among us has the capacity to govern someone else? All of us together, in and out of government, must bear the burden. The solutions we seek must be equitable, with no one group singled out to pay a higher price.1


—PRESIDENT RONALD W. REAGAN, FIRST INAUGURAL ADDRESS,
 JANUARY 20, 1981

 



 




Most people endeavoring to write a book like this would immediately start with the Obama Administration and how the Democrats have worked to destroy the country. Intellectual integrity, however, requires that the beginning be with the Republicans.

Many conservatives feel the Republican Party is as bad as the Democratic Party. Though Republican leaders have collaborated with the Democrats to grow government for their own ends, on issues from the sanctity of life to national security, there are overwhelming life and death differences. Nonetheless, the Republicans lost their way during  the administration of George W. Bush. Sadly, too many conservatives were corrupted along the way. The only way to fix the problem is to honestly examine it, so we don’t repeat our mistakes.

The starting point for this discussion has a specific date: August 15, 2003. On that day, Fred Barnes of the Weekly Standard wrote a now infamous op-ed in the Wall Street Journal in defense of George W. Bush’s administration. That op-ed coined the phrase “big government conservative.”


IS PRESIDENT BUSH really a conservative? When that question came up this summer, the White House went into crisis mode. Bush aides summoned several of Washington’s conservative journalists to a 6:30 a.m. breakfast at the White House to press the case for the president’s adherence to conservative principles. Aides outnumbered journalists. Other conservative writers and broadcasters were invited to luncheon sessions. They heard a similar spiel.

The White House needn’t have bothered. The case for Bush’s conservatism is strong. Sure, some conservatives are upset because he has tolerated a surge in federal spending, downplayed swollen deficits, failed to use his veto, created a vast Department of Homeland Security, and fashioned an alliance of sorts with Teddy Kennedy on education and Medicare. But the real gripe is that Bush isn’t their kind of conventional conservative. Rather, he’s a big government conservative. This isn’t a description he or other prominent conservatives willingly embrace. It makes them sound as if they aren’t conservatives at all. But they are. They simply believe in using what would normally be seen as liberal means—activist government—for conservative ends. And they’re willing to spend more and increase the size of government in the process.

Being a big government conservative doesn’t bring Bush close to being a moderate, much less a liberal. On most issues, his position is standard conservative: a pro-lifer who expects to sign a ban on partial birth abortion, he’s against stem-cell research and gun control, and has drawn the line at gay marriage. His judicial nominees are so uniformly conservative that liberals are furious.2




It is a failing of many on the Right to claim that those who support tax cuts and oppose abortion are conservative. Conservatism must go beyond that. As Ronald Reagan said, “Government is not the solution to our problem; government is the problem.” That was true in 1981. That was true in 2003. It is true today.

Fast forward from Fred Barnes’ August 15, 2003 op-ed, to August 15, 2005, and this Washington Post editorial entitled “Big Government Conservatives”:
Back in 1987, when Mr. Reagan applied his veto to what was generally known at the time as the highway and mass transit bill, he was offended by the 152 earmarks for pet projects favored by members of Congress. But on Wednesday Mr. Bush signed a transportation bill containing no fewer than 6,371 earmarks. Each one of these, as Mr. Reagan understood but Mr. Bush apparently doesn’t, amounts to a conscious decision to waste taxpayers’ dollars. One point of an earmark is to direct money to a project that would not receive money as a result of rational judgments based on cost-benefit analyses.

Mr. Bush, who had threatened to veto wasteful spending bills, chose instead to cave in. He did so despite the fact that in addition to a record number of earmarks the transportation bill came with a price tag that he had once called unacceptable. The bill has a declared cost of $286 billion over five  years plus a concealed cost of a further $9 billion; Mr. Bush had earlier drawn a line in the sand at $256 billion, then drawn another line at $284 billion. Asked to explain the president’s capitulation, a White House spokesman pleaded that at least this law would be less costly than the 2003 Medicare reform. This is a classic case of defining deviancy down.3






Conservatives must be willing to accept that being pro-life and pro-tax cuts does not a conservative make. In most every way, Republicans, particularly the leadership of the Republican Party, have behaved as pro-life statists—big government guys who are socially conservative and fiscally reckless.

If the Republican Party is willing to expand government for allegedly conservative ends, the Democrats have a free pass to do the same for liberal ends. Unless the Republican Party is willing to be the party of individual choice, the party of entrepreneurs—the party of conservatives—we will not beat back the leviathan of government.

But let us not kid ourselves. The Republican Party did not actually use government for purely “conservative ends.” It is not the Second Amendment vote or the pro-life vote that count. Those votes are popular with a majority of Americans. The votes that count are those taken in committee or behind the scenes or even on the floor of Congress expanding government programs, regulation, and encroachment on free markets and free people. Time and again, the Republican majority did just that.

In fact, that is perhaps the greatest sin in the Republican Party. With exceptions like Mike Pence and Jim DeMint, too few Republican were ever willing to stand up for conservatism against statism when the Republicans were in charge. Steel tariffs, imposed by President Bush in 2002, were just the beginning of the increase in government that came to define Republicans’ time in power.




FAILING TO KEEP THE SPIRIT OF ‘94 

In 1994, the Republican Party took back control of both houses of Congress for the first time in forty years. In doing so, they presented the American public with a document entitled the “Contract With America.”

The Contract had eight reforms it sought to accomplish with ten pieces of legislation and changes to rules in the House of Representatives.  4 The reforms were designed to:
• require all laws that apply to the rest of the country also apply equally to the Congress;

• select a major, independent auditing firm to conduct a comprehensive audit of Congress for waste, fraud or abuse;

• cut the number of House committees, and cut committee staff by one-third;

• limit the terms of all committee chairs;

• ban the casting of proxy votes in committee;

• require committee meetings to be open to the public;

• require a three-fifths majority vote to pass a tax increase;

• guarantee an honest accounting of our Federal Budget by implementing zero base-line budgeting.





The ten pieces of legislation5 were:
• THE FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY ACT: A balanced budget/ tax limitation amendment and a legislative line-item veto to restore fiscal responsibility to an out-of-control Congress, requiring them to live under the same budget constraints as families and businesses.

• THE TAKING BACK OUR STREETS ACT: An anti-crime package including stronger truth-in-sentencing, “good faith” exclusionary rule exemptions, effective death penalty  provisions, and cuts in social spending from [a 1994] crime bill to fund prison construction and additional law enforcement to keep people secure in their neighborhoods and kids safe in their schools.

• THE PERSONAL RESPONSIBILITY ACT: Discourage illegitimacy and teen pregnancy by prohibiting welfare to minor mothers and denying increased AFDC [Aid to Families with Dependent Children; i.e., welfare] for additional children while on welfare, cut spending for welfare programs, and enact a tough two-years-and-out provision with work requirements to promote individual responsibility.

• THE FAMILY REINFORCEMENT ACT: Child support enforcement, tax incentives for adoption, strengthening rights of parents in their children’s education, stronger child pornography laws, and an elderly dependent care tax credit to reinforce the central role of families in American society.

• THE AMERICAN DREAM RESTORATION ACT: A $500 per child tax credit, begin repeal of the marriage tax penalty, and creation of American Dream Savings Accounts to provide middle-class tax relief.

• THE NATIONAL SECURITY RESTORATION ACT: No U.S. troops under UN command and restoration of the essential parts of our national security funding to strengthen our national defense and maintain our credibility around the world.

• THE SENIOR CITIZENS FAIRNESS ACT: Raise the Social Security earnings limit which currently forces seniors out of the work force, repeal the 1993 tax hikes on Social Security benefits, and provide tax incentives for private long-term care insurance to let older Americans keep more of what they have earned over the years.

• THE JOB CREATION AND WAGE ENHANCEMENT ACT: Small business incentives, capital gains cut and indexation, neutral cost recovery, risk assessment/cost-benefit analysis, strengthening the Regulatory Flexibility Act and unfunded mandate reform to create jobs and raise worker wages.

• THE COMMON SENSE LEGAL REFORM ACT: “Loser pays” laws, reasonable limits on punitive damages, and reform of product liability laws to stem the endless tide of litigation.

• THE CITIZEN LEGISLATURE ACT: A first-ever vote on term limits to replace career politicians with citizen legislators.





The Contract only promised that the legislation would go to the floor of the House of Representatives for debate. Some of the measures passed. Some did not. Edward H. Crane, the founder and president of the CATO Institute, wrote in Forbes Magazine on November 13, 2000,
Over the past three years the Republican-controlled Congress has approved discretionary spending that exceeded Bill Clinton’s requests by more than $30 billion. The party that in 1994 would abolish the Department of Education now brags in response to Clinton’s 2000 State of the Union Address that it is outspending the White House when it comes to education. My colleagues Stephen Moore and Stephen Slivinski found that the combined budgets of the 95 major programs that the Contract with America promised to eliminate have increased by 13%. Republican congressional candidates are frightened to be associated with George W. Bush’s sensible proposal to allow Americans to invest a portion of their Social Security taxes in real assets.6 (Emphasis added)





My, how far the Republicans have drifted. A Balanced Budget Amendment is nowhere to be found. Republicans have presided over massive growth in government. More and more politicians have become a professional class of political elites and show regular disdain for the average person—let alone conservatives. Consider the implications of that professional class of political elites.

A July 23, 2010 Rasmussen survey found “75% of Likely Voters prefer free markets over a government managed economy. Just 14% think a government managed economy is better while 11% are not sure.” But, among those considered the political class, which transcends party lines, “a government managed economy [is preferred] over free markets by a 44% to 37% margin. . . . [A]mong Mainstream voters, 90% prefer the free market. Outside of the Political Class, free markets are preferred across all demographic and partisan lines.”7


Republican leaders in Washington, like their Democratic colleagues, have developed a profound sense of their own righteousness and infallibility, both of which are at odds with history and the opinions of the American public.

Observe, for example, former Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott (R-MS), who is now a lobbyist in Washington. The Washington Post  contained this nugget in the run-up to the 2010 elections:
Former Senate majority leader Trent Lott (R-Miss.), now a D.C. lobbyist, warned that a robust bloc of rabble-rousers spells further Senate dysfunction. “We don’t need a lot of Jim DeMint disciples,” Lott said in an interview. “As soon as they get here, we need to co-opt them.”

But Lott said he’s not expecting a tea-party sweep. “I still have faith in the visceral judgment of the American people,” he said.8






Lott’s contempt was shared in the article by Senator Robert Bennett (R-UT), whom tea party activists defeated in his re-election effort. Behind the scenes, the leadership of the Republican Party has been openly contemptuous of the tea party movement. The Senate Republican Leader, Mitch McConnell, ran his 2008 re-election campaign in Kentucky on the pork he brought into the state. In 2010, he opposed his conservative Kentucky colleague Jim Bunning’s re-election efforts, which in part led to Bunning dropping out.

McConnell worked with Senator Harry Reid to keep the push for the Troubled Asset Relief Program (TARP) alive despite it being deeply unpopular with conservatives.9 In 1994, Washington Republicans decided to put the country first. Ever since, they’ve been putting Washington first. That has led to an enormous growth of government.

The National Senatorial Campaign Committee (NRSC), the body charged with electing Republicans to Congress, made a conscious decision in the 2010 election to recruit moderates. In Florida, the Republicans recruited the liberal Republican Governor Charlie Crist, while conservatives rallied to Marco Rubio. Crist, unable to win, left the Republican Party to challenge Rubio from the left as an independent.

In Pennsylvania, the NRSC stood with Arlen Specter against former Congressman Pat Toomey. When Senator Jim DeMint stood up and declared his support for Toomey, Specter became a Democrat. In Colorado, national Republicans embraced former Colorado Lieutenant Governor Jane Norton against Colorado District Attorney Ken Buck, whom Jim DeMint supported.

NRSC Chairman Senator John Cornyn told the Washington Post, “The candidates are not ours to choose. They’re the choice of the primary voters in the states, and I think we should respect their choices.”10 This, after Cornyn had endorsed Charlie Crist in Florida and gone fundraising for Jane Norton in Colorado.

In New York, the Republican establishment lined up behind Dede Scozzafava, a liberal Republican and union sympathizer. Conservatives rallied and drove her from the race, but their third party candidate in 2009, Doug Hoffman, running under the Conservative Party’s banner, lost to Democrat Bill Owens, whose positions in the campaign were to the right of the Republican. Time and again, when given the opportunity, the Republican establishment endorsed liberals and moderates, while impugning or opposing conservatives who ran with the Spirit of ’94 in their campaigns.




FAILURE TO HOLD EACH OTHER ACCOUNTABLE 

It is not easy, but it is necessary to hold one’s own party accountable—sometimes publicly. It is better when the politicians themselves do it. In 1994, the Republicans scored such a massive victory, many people went to Congress who probably should not have. Others who had been there for a while were emboldened to head off toward corruption.

Duke Cunningham is but one example. Cunningham went to jail after receiving kickbacks from a defense contractor. But his story is one among many. The federal government indicted Congressman Rick Renzi (R-AZ) in 2008 over a land deal.11 Congressman Robert Ney (R-OH) pled guilty to corruption charges related to the Jack Abramoff scandal and, while in office, spent a month in treatment for alcoholism.  12 Representative Mark Foley resigned in 2006 after it emerged that he sent sexually explicit messages to a House page.13


Then there are the adultery issues of Republicans in Congress. Jesus Christ may have said, “Judge not lest you be judged,”14 but Republicans should at least live by a higher standard than Democrats. Either that, or they need to do as good a job as the Democrats in not getting caught.

This matters, because as Alexis De Tocqueville said, “Liberty cannot be established without morality, nor morality without faith.”15 Conservatives  understand true liberty requires morality. Conservatives should not settle for “everybody else does it.” This does not mean conservatives should seek to impose their morality on others, but it does mean they should be governed by a moral code when governing others.

Republicans must hold themselves accountable. Failing to hold themselves accountable leaves that accountability with the voters. And the voters are not afraid to throw the bums out.




EXPANDING THE STATE 

Under the Republicans, the nation saw government explode with the Medicare Prescription Drug Benefit and No Child Left Behind. George W. Bush largely let the late senator Ted Kennedy draft No Child Left Behind. Republicans touted school choice provisions in it, which amounted to finding a pearl after shucking a million rotten oysters. The Republicans also created “Faith-Based Initiatives,” which sounded good, but which conservatives should have shied away from because of the dangerous and very real potential for government encroachment on the free exercise of religion.

Republican actions during the beginning of the twenty-first century did not just increase spending. Their actions took away freedom and betrayed the very real sense of the GOP being for entrepreneurs and individuals. In effect, the GOP decided to run as Democrat-Lite. Unfortunately, while the Democrats seem to have recognized in 2010 with the passage of ObamaCare that there is no such thing as a permanent political majority, but a permanent policy victory is possible, the Republican Party continues to run in search of a permanent majority, refusing to fight necessary fights for smaller government along the way.

Contrary to popular belief, it was not the Obama Administration that gave us the Troubled Asset Relief Program (“TARP”), but George W. Bush. In a CNN interview, President Bush declared, “I’ve  abandoned free-market principles to save the free-market system.”16  Really?

At first, Republicans in Congress blocked the initial push to pass TARP. At a press conference following its initial defeat, House Minority Whip Eric Cantor (R-VA) stood up with the transcript of Nancy Pelosi’s speech on the floor of the House of Representatives, blasting the Republicans for the economic collapse. Cantor said Republicans voted against TARP because Nancy Pelosi had not been nice to them. Really?

Senate Republican Leader Mitch McConnell took to the floor of the Senate and said of the Senate vote on TARP, “I think this is one of the finest moments in the history of the Senate.”17
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