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To my wife, Donna,
my soulmate and best friend;
and to our daughter; Laura,
a source of love, joy and pride.
The rest of you should be so lucky.



OK. SO WHO IS THIS NEAL BOORTZ GUY?

[image: Images]

In the fall of 1969 Neal Boortz, quickly tiring of his jobs as a carpet installer and part-time truckloader, decided a new career path was in order. He was going nowhere, and his back was getting sore. He was also getting more than a little tired of hiding his 1967 Pinto from the repo man every night.

After hearing that WRNG (Ring Radio)’s most controversial talk show host had killed himself (No, really! A gun to the head! Bang! Thud! Dirt nap!), Boortz called the Atlanta station to offer his services as the new controversial talk show host. He had been dreaming of a job with no heavy lifting.

It was a classic case of right place, right time! Boortz pledged at least a two-week notice before any suicide attempt, and he was hired to do some fill-in work. Two weeks later he found himself the permanent host of The Neal Boortz Show. He’s been at it — enraging listeners, horrifying Liberals, hiring lawyers, and terrifying managers — ever since.

Today, twenty-nine years after starting on Ring Radio, Boortz finds himself hosting Atlanta’s number 1 radio show on News Talk 750 WSB in Atlanta.

The year 1996 brought Boortz recognition from the Georgia Association of Broadcasters as Georgia’s number one major market radio personality, and recognition from Talker’s Magazine as “America’s Best Male Talk Show Host.” Boortz, not being of the politically correct persuasion, would be quick to point out that being the best “male” talk show host in the nation means, by default, that he was the best talk show host . . . period. He sees no sense letting Rush Limbaugh off that easily.

These accolades earned Boortz a small bonus from WSB, which he exhausted in buying an old IBM Selectric typewriter with one of those nifty little silver balls with those letters stamped all over it, on which The Terrible Truth About Liberals was written.

Boortz hopes to use the royalties from this book to buy another little silver ball for his Selectric.



SPECIAL NOTE TO THE READER
ON POLITICAL CORRECTNESS

There will be no attempt whatsoever in The Terrible Truth About Liberals at political correctness. I will, for instance, follow the time-honored custom of using “he” and “his” in reference to entities and persons of undetermined gender. I will not plug in the occasional “she” or “hers” to placate someone’s tender sensibilities. If you think that this is insensitive, so be it. Grow up. The truth, which Liberals are so fond of hiding from, is insensitive. So is life. In short, this book is not for whiners or wimps.



SO JUST WHAT DO WE MEAN BY “LIBERAL”?
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In the pages that follow I am going to tell you the terrible truth about Liberals. OK, Sherlock. So the book is rather small. Don’t worry, you’ll get what you’re paying for. It’s not like you spent [image: image]22.95. The book is small because it just doesn’t take a lot of prose and flowery language to get my message across. Just a small measure of logic and fact will take care of things very nicely. I try to limit my use of words with multiple syllables so that Liberals won’t be discouraged from picking up this book and, perhaps, learning a bit about themselves.

If I am going to detail the terrible truth about Liberals, it occurs to me that we might want to spend just a few pages defining our terms. So, just what is this person we call a “Liberal”?

You’re in luck. Twenty-nine years of engaging in verbal combat and exchanging ideas with tens of thousands of people on various issues has given me the perfect perspective from which to address this troubling question.

We are dealing with modern definitions here. I am fully aware that Liberals, in a classic sense, wanted limited government and maximum personal freedom. Well, rest assured, there’s nothing classical about today’s Liberals. These people want limited government about as much as you and I would like to have a root canal, and their love of personal freedom certainly has its severe limitations. Your freedom to keep what you earn would be a prime example.

Likewise, when I talk about “Conservatives” I am not talking about the so-called Religious Right or the Christian Coalition crowd. These folks have their own agenda, and that agenda isn’t particularly friendly to my basic concept of freedom. They are referred to as Conservatives primarily by people who wish to discredit Conservatives through the association.

With those ground rules established, let’s get on with detailing the basic differences between Liberals and Conservatives.

This doesn’t have to be heavy reading. The difference between the Left and the Right isn’t really all that hard to understand! These ideas aren’t going to make those of you who proudly proclaim your Liberalism happy, but it will make you think.

In a nutshell — here are your differences:

[image: Images] LIBERALS operate from a foundation of emotion and feelings.

[image: Images] CONSERVATIVES operate from a foundation of logic and facts.

[image: Images] LIBERALS view people in terms of their membership in groups.

[image: Images] CONSERVATIVES view people as individuals.

[image: Images] LIBERALS think government made America great.

[image: Images] CONSERVATIVES think that freedom is what made America great.

[image: Images] LIBERALS think that people are too damn stupid to be free.

[image: Images] CONSERVATIVES think that people should be free.

Some of you will instantaneously recognize the basic truth of those statements; for the rest of you, we’ll do some spoon-feeding.

Listen to conversations closely. When you hear Liberals talk about governmental or social issues you will hear them talk in terms of how they “feel.” When you hear Conservatives discuss the same issues they will speak in terms of how they “think.” Liberals love to yammer on and on about the need for compassion and empathy. They will boast of their caring attitude and the kindness they spread wherever they go.

While wallowing in all of this feel-goodism, Liberals will seldom use logical thought processes or actual empirical facts to back up their policies, not while they can gush about “feeling the pain” of the people they obsess over. I call this weeping and moaning attitude “Obsessive-Compulsive Compassion Disorder.” I don’t think it’s treatable.

As pointed out elsewhere in this book, it is terribly easy to show the entire world what a wonderfully compassionate and caring person you are when you can show your compassion and caring attitude by spending someone else’s money, and not your own. Liberals don’t recognize the distinction.

If there is anything that a Liberal truly hates, it is for some evil Conservative to come waltzing right into his pity party with a discussion of some cherished Liberal concept using the cold harsh reality of fact and logic. When Conservatives step forward with the statistics and facts needed to back up their points and ideas, Liberals start throwing temper tantrums. They start screaming about “hate” and “extremism” and try to paint their Conservative tormentors as evil and mean-spirited.

This inherent inability of Liberals to deal with an issue in a logical manner will often lead to amusing, if not ridiculous, dialogues with Conservatives:

LIBERAL: “We have to do something about hunger. You know there are studies showing that 25 percent of the children in this country go to bed hungry.”

CONSERVATIVE: “Oh come on now. You know as well as I do that those studies were complete nonsense. All a person had to tell the surveyor was that her child said, ‘Mommy, I’m hungry,’ just one time during one twelve-month period to be counted in the study as ‘going to bed hungry.’ What child hasn’t said ‘I’m hungry,’ more than once in the last year?”

Oh, oh. It’s on now! The Conservative has responded to the Liberal’s charge with fact and some logic. The Liberal is trapped. The last thing the Liberal wants to do here is to get into a discussion over the methodology behind the study. That would involve facts and logic, not feelings and emotion. To save the day, the Liberal is going to have to respond with an emotional outburst:

LIBERAL: “That’s the trouble with you Conservatives. You’re all so full of hate. You just hate children. You want children to go off somewhere and die. You’re a bunch of evil right-wing extremists. You don’t care about children. You want children to starve to death.”

End of conversation.

If you think facts infuriate Liberals, you ought to see what logic does to them. Many Leftists have ended up in lengthy lethargic stupors as a result of having been exposed to toxic (to Liberals) doses of logic. Some will just sit and drool. I once saw one actually pass out.

Let me give you an example.

I have used this little analogy dozens of times in conversations with my Liberal friends and listeners during discussions about welfare policy. I have never seen a Liberal handle this situation in other than an emotional manner.

The underlying discussion is whether or not it is proper for the government to take money from one person by force and then simply give that money to another person (a welfare, food stamp, or Medicaid recipient, for example) for his personal use.

To begin the discussion, I bring up the point that our government, as our Constitution says, derives its powers “from the consent of the governed.” The idea here is that we cannot and should not ask the government to do anything for us that we cannot legally or morally do for ourselves.

Sounds logical, doesn’t it?

With that premise in mind I build the following scenario:

You live in a triplex. You are in apartment No. 1, Johnson is in apartment No. 2, and Wilson lives in No. 3.

You discover that Wilson is ill and cannot work. He never bothered to buy a health insurance policy because he just didn’t believe he would need it for quite some time. Wilson, it seems, is not good at making rational decisions. He has no savings because it was more important to use that money for bondo for his Camaro and a good Panama City Beach vacation every summer.

You believe that Wilson is about to starve to death. His electricity is going to be cut off, and he can’t afford to buy his blood pressure medication. You decide to help, charitable soul that you are. You scrounge through your bank account and find [image: image]200 to help your neighbor out.

Good for you. What a guy!

A month later Wilson is still in trouble. Your [image: image]200 wasn’t enough. It turns out that he spent [image: image]20 for a case of beer and at least another [image: image]100 or so at the dog track. Things may not be all that desperate, though. One of the thirty-five Lotto tickets he bought with that carton of cigarettes might pan out.

You decide to go visit Johnson in apartment No. 2 to see if he can chip in. Johnson tells you that, while he certainly understands the seriousness of Wilson’s situation, he needs his money to send his daughter to college in the fall and to pay some of his own medical bills. Besides, he’s trying to save up some cash for a down payment on a house so he can get out of this weird apartment building.

You make the determination that it is far more important for Wilson to have some of Johnson’s money than it is for Johnson to keep it and spend it on his daughter’s education and a new home. So, here’s the question:

Do you have the right to pull out a gun and point it right at the middle of Johnson’s forehead? Can you use that gun to compel Johnson to hand over a few hundred dollars for Wilson’s care, and then tell Johnson that you’ll be back to get some more next month?

You won’t run into too many people who will tell you that they have the right to take Johnson’s money by force and give it to Wilson. They might say that they would try to talk Johnson into being a bit more charitable, but they don’t think that they have the right to just rob him at gunpoint.

Then comes the killer question. You look at your Liberal friend and say: “Well, if our government derives its powers from the consent of the governed, how can you ask your government to do something for you that, if you did it for yourself, would be a crime? Why would it not be OK for you to take that money from Johnson by force and give it to Wilson, but it would be perfectly OK with you if the government went ahead and did it?”

At this point you sit back and watch your Liberal friend wrestle with his battle between compassion and logic. Logic will tell him that you have a definite point here. His compassion will tell him that it doesn’t matter. Hand over the money.

To the Liberal, Wilson’s grave situation and his need for money supersede any questions as to the morality and legality of transferring income, by force, from Johnson to Wilson.

Moving on now . . .

[image: Images] LIBERALS view people as members of groups, with group rights.

[image: Images] CONSERVATIVES view people as individuals, with individual rights.

A primary distinguishing characteristic of the typical Liberal is that he has a tendency to view people not as individuals, but as members of groups. There are very few individual identities to Liberals, only group identities.

Again, all you have to do is sit back and listen. Liberals will generally talk of “the poor,” “the less fortunate,” “the Blacks,” “the rich,” “the disadvantaged,” and so on. You just don’t seem to have a meaningful existence to a Liberal if you can’t be categorized into some group.

Not only do Liberals not think in terms of individuals, but the very word is offensive to many of them.

Several years ago a young female student served on the Diversity Committee at a northeastern state university. This student became concerned that the deliberations of the Diversity Committee did not favor the rights of individuals on campus.

This student wrote a letter to the other members of the committee telling them of her concerns for the rights of individuals on the campus and of her abiding belief in the concept of individual rights.

The letter found its way to the faculty member advising the committee. It was later returned to the offending student with several corrections, including the word “individual” being outlined in red.

Alongside the offending word the professor wrote a note telling the student that she should exercise restraint in her use of the word individual as it seems that many people consider that word to be racist.

Racist? The word individual is racist? How in the world could that word be racist?1

The professor went on to say that any attention or recognition paid to the individual strengthens the concept of the individual over that of the group. Since the majority group in this country is white, the term “individual” strengthens the concept and image of the white majority over all others. This makes the term racist.

We immediately know a few things about this professor:

1. He’s a bloomin’ fool.

2. He’s a Liberal.2

3. He wouldn’t have a prayer of meaningful employment in the private sector.

4. He can’t define racism.

[image: Images] LIBERALS think government made America great.

[image: Images] CONSERVATIVES think that freedom is what made America great.

When was the last time you heard a Liberal speak in glowing terms of the role of freedom and liberty in the development of America and our way of life? Well, don’t hold your breath. When a Liberal speaks of the greatness of America, they are speaking of the greatness of our government.

Liberals are in love with government because they are in love with power. Government gives them the ultimate power, the power to exercise control over the assets and the very lives of people whom the Liberals think are just plain too damn stupid and helpless to survive without help.

Bill Clinton3 has done a particularly good job of promoting this idea that America is great because of her government. On more than a few occasions Clinton has reminded us that he believes the role of our government is to “give people the tools they need to survive and prosper.”

The tool that people need to survive and prosper in America is freedom. The freedom to interact with one another, without undue interference, for the mutual benefit of all parties concerned. This freedom is ours. It is our birthright. It is this freedom which has created, in the United States, the highest standard of living together with the greatest degree of economic independence ever enjoyed by the people of any nation.

When our immigrant ancestors came to the shores of this country they dreamed of seeing the Statue of Liberty at the end of their long ocean crossings, not the Capitol in Washington. They came here to experience our freedom . . . not to fawn over our government.

Freedom is not something that is given to us by government. We form those governments to protect the freedoms that were already ours.

Freedom, as you know, carries some pretty heavy responsibilities. To be free means that you are responsible for your life. To use force to make someone else responsible for your life is to deny that person their freedoms.

Seeking the cooperation and help of others when you face a problem is one thing. Compelling another person to help is quite another. The role of government is to compel.

You will never hear a Liberal suggest that the private sector is the appropriate place to look for solutions to problems, or that an individual American just may have to bear the responsibility of some basic problem-solving themselves.

You really have to hand it to the Liberals on this one. Not only do they think that the solutions to virtually all problems flow from the government, but they have managed to get the vast majority of Americans to feel exactly the same way.

Casual observation will show you that the first place the average person looks for a solution to a problem today is the government.

“I can’t afford medical insurance. The government ought to do something.”

“I need more job skills to move up in this company. The government should teach me those skills.”

“My boss won’t give me time off to go to the dentist. There ought to be a law.”

“Day care is getting too expensive. The government ought to help me pay for this.”

For decades the big-government Liberals have been teaching their loyal subjects that the government is there to solve their problems. The tragic result is that now people can’t imagine looking anywhere else, much less to themselves, for solutions to life’s difficulties. This, of course, works out very well for the Left. When people depend on the government to solve their problems, it translates into job security, not to mention power, for those inside of government.
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