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in my last column, i joked that
with public spending out of control
and the piling on of the international
bailout bill, economic collapse
seems to be the goal of Congress.  it
is getting harder to joke about such
a thing however, as the non-partisan
General accounting office (Gao)
has estimated that the administra-
tion’s health care plan would actual-
ly cost over a trillion dollars.  this
reality check may have given us a
temporary reprieve on this particular
disastrous policy, however an equal-
ly disastrous energy policy reared its
ugly head on Capitol Hill last week.

the Cap and trade bill Hr 2454
was voted on last friday.
proponents claim this bill will help
the environment, but what it really
does is put another nail in the econ-
omy’s coffin.  the idea is to estab-
lish a national level of carbon diox-
ide emissions, and sell pollution
permits to industry.  Hr 2454 also
gives federal bureaucrats new power
to regulate a wide variety of house-
hold appliances, such as light bulbs
and refrigerators, and further dis-
torts the market by providing more
of your tax money to auto compa-
nies.

the administration has pointed to
spain as a shining example of this
type of progressive energy policy.
spain has been massively diverting
capital from the private sector into
politically favored environmental
projects for the better part of a
decade, and many in Washington
apparently like what they see.
However, under no circumstances
should anyone serious about eco-
nomic recovery emulate an economy
that is now approaching 20 percent
unemployment, where every green
job created, eliminated 2.2 real jobs
and cost around $800,000 each!

the real inconvenient truth is that
the cost of government regulations,
taxes, fees, red tape and bureaucracy
is a considerable expense that has to
be considered when companies

decide where to do business and
how many people they can afford to
hire.  increasing governmental bur-
den directly causes capital flight and
job losses, as spain has learned.  in
this global economy its easy enough
for businesses to relocate to coun-
tries that are more politically friend-
ly to economic growth.  if our gov-
ernment continues to kick the econ-
omy while its down, it will be a
long time before it gets back up.  in
fact, jobs are much more likely to
go overseas, compounding our prob-
lems.

and for what?  Contrary to claims
repeated over and over, there is no
consensus in the scientific commu-
nity that global warming is getting
worse or that it is manmade.  in fact
over 30,000 scientists signed a peti-
tion recently directly disputing the
claims on which this policy is based.
Legitimate environmental claims
should instead be directed towards
the public sector.  the government,
especially the military, is the most
serious polluter in the country, and
is exempt from most epa regula-
tions.  Meanwhile Washington
bureaucrats have classified the very
air we exhale as a pollutant and
have gone unchallenged in this
incredible assertion.  the logical
consequence is that there will come
a time when we will have to buy a
government permit just to emit car-
bon dioxide into the atmosphere
from our own lungs!

the events on Capitol Hill last
week just demonstrate Washington’s
audacity in manufacturing problems
just so they can expand government
power to solve them.

Congress and the administration
stirred up a hornets’ nest with pro-
posals on health care and global cli-
mate change.  regardless of your
position on the proposals, however,
the goals are pretty clear.

such transparency is missing when
it comes to the Humane society of
the united states (Hsus) and their
ongoing efforts to convince us to 1)
become vegetarians and 2) con-
tribute to Hsus.  Hsus is on a mis-
sion to eliminate livestock produc-
tion in the u.s. under the guise of
enhancing the lives of farm animals. 

Like health care and global climate
change, the Hsus animal welfare
initiatives are incredibly expensive;
in reality their demands for new ani-
mal housing practices will put some
agricultural producers out of busi-
ness as the increased costs cannot be
passed along to consumers.

at least Congress and the
administration proposed ways to
pay for changes in health care and
climate change, but not surprisingly,
Hsus has yet to provide sugges-
tions on how to pay for their pro-
posals.  they have not suggested a
tax on pork chops or eggs nor have
they offered funds from their own
coffers.  apparently, they would
rather use their war chest to intimi-
date those opposed to their plans.

for those not following this battle,
Hsus is going from state to state
threatening ballot initiatives or leg-
islation requiring new housing prac-
tices for chickens and hogs in well
coordinated media campaigns.
ultimately, the fight comes down to
who determines which management
practices are acceptable – should it
be veterinarians and animal scien-
tists, or vegetarians dedicated to
eliminating livestock production?

Hsus was behind a successful bal-
lot initiative in California that will
have profound negative effects on
the state’s poultry and hog opera-
tions.  emboldened by the victory,
they are now behind legislation to
prevent the sale of eggs in
California that come from chickens
raised in states with less restrictive
poultry housing requirements.

in reality, Hsus does not believe
that livestock and poultry should be
confined to cages.  it will be inter-
esting how this concept goes over in
cities where the latest fad is raising
chickens in a backyard coop.

farmers and ranchers have every
reason to properly take care of their
animals and should not be forced to
kowtow to extremists whose goal is
the end of a u.s. agricultural pro-
duction system that is the envy of
the rest of the world.

Are we really that stupid?

are we really that stupid? Yep!
read this slowly. Let it sink in.
Quietly we go like sheep to slaugh-
ter.

Does anybody out there have any
memory of the reason given for the
establishment of the DepartMent
of enerGY ..... during the Carter
administration?

* anybody?
* anything?
* no?
* Didn't think so !
bottom line . . we've spent several

hundred billion dollars in support of
an agency ... the reason for which
not one person who reads this can
remember.

ready?
it was very simple ... and at the

time everybody thought it very
appropriate...

the Department of energy was
instituted on  8-04-1977 to
Lessen  our DepenDenCe on
foreiGn oiL.

Hey, pretty efficient, huh?????
anD noW it ' s 2009, 32

Years Later  ... anD tHe
buDGet for tHis neCessarY
DepartMent is at $24.2 biL-
Lion a Year;  tHeY Have
16,000 feDeraL eMpLoYees
anD approxiMateLY 100,000
ContraCt eMpLoYees anD
LooK at tHe Job tHeY Have
Done!

tHis is WHere You sLap
Your foreHeaD anD saY '
WHat Was i tHinKinG? '

ah yes, good ole bureaucracy.
and noW we are going to turn the
banking system & the auto
industry over to them?  and health-
care !
b.L.
Cameron, Mo.

   

   

    

Who knows livestock best...

veterinarians or vegetarians?

Cap and Trade will lead to

capital flight
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