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The Lake Country Republican Club Meets every fourth Tuesday of the month at the library 

here in Quitman ,Texas at 6 PM 

            Burma Shave 

    The Trade Journal of Constitutional Republicans 

Our Constitution 

Beginning this January, we began working on organizing an 
essay contest for the Wood County high school students who 
are taking U.S. History. These students have had a small 
amount of instruction concerning the Constitution, and are just beginning to be able 
to analyze the application of this document to our government and our lives. 
 
All six school districts were contacted, and permission was granted by all six for 
their students to participate.  Invitations containing the parameters of the contest 
were issued to the schools to pass on to the students. I was disappointed that we 
received no essays from three of the districts; Mineola, Quitman and Alba-Golden 
students did not participate.  We were pleased to receive a total of 20 essays from 
Hawkins, Yantis and Winnsboro. Ideas to increase student participation are under 
discussion as we hope to have all six districts participate next year. Upon reading 
these essays, some facts were noted.  Generally, the students had a basic under-
standing of the Constitution, and several demonstrated knowledge of the origins of 
this document that provides the legitimacy for our government to exist.  
 
The judges of these essays were looking for evidence that the students had under-
standing of some very basic facts in regard to the U.S. Constitution.  Knowledge 
that our government is a constitutional republic, not a democracy, was missing 
from all of the essays submitted.  This is a basic fact that our young people need to 
know! This seems to be a very prevalent mistake demonstrated by the misuse of 
the term “democracy” on news broadcasts by people who should know better. This 
misuse of terms must be corrected.  We were gratified to see that the separation of 
the three branches, i.e. executive, legislative, and judiciary, with the inherent 
checks and balances this provides, was expressed in several of the essays. Some 
of our politicians today, especially in the executive branch, need a refresher course 
on this separation of powers! The essays winning the awards indicated that the stu-
dent was aware of the fact that neither the Bill of Rights nor the government 
grants us our rights, but those rights come from God.  The Bill of Rights was writ-
ten to protect us from an overbearing government that would attempt to strip those 
rights from us.  While it was great that some of the students expressed this knowl-
edge, it was disheartening that some seemed to think that the government grants us 
our rights.  This disinformation needs to be corrected!  
 
As Constitution-loving Americans, it is our responsibility to assist the schools in 
teaching our young people the principles of our founding documents.  We can help 
by providing the teachers with accurate resources that contain the correct informa-
tion as well as by teaching any young people with whom we come into contact.  
This is an important issue and we must not shirk our duty in this regard!  We may 
not be able to influence the whole state, but we can start with our little sphere of 
influence and go from there. 
 
God Bless America! 
 
Joanna Bowen 

New Photo Pending 

mailto:terrellaronspeer@peoplescom.net
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Minutes of the Meeting 

Lake Country Republican Minutes 

General Meeting Minutes 

March 26
th

, 2013 
 

The LCRC met at the Quitman Library, Goode Street, Quitman, TX. At 6:08 PM our president, Joanna Bowen, 
called the meeting to order. 

Joyce Spencer led the prayer and Terrell AronSpeer led the pledges. 

Joanna welcomed numerous guests and thanked the following elected officials for attending:  County Chair, 
Janie Walenta, City Councilman, Randy Dunn, Pct. 1 Commissioner, Virgil Holland,  Pct. 1-2 Chair, Sara Phil-
lip, Pct. 4-4 Chair, Terrell AronSpeer and Tea Party leader, Char Doonan. 

Minutes of the prior meeting were accepted as written in the Sentinel. 

Treasurer, Becky Vann, gave the balance. 

Membership Chair, Norma Shoemaker encouraged members to catch up on their dues. 

Terrell AronSpeer announced he’s added links in The Sentinel and invited folks to forward comments or 
sign up at the Membership Table to receive the newsletter .  In future, there should be 3 printed copies available 
at the meetings. 

Janie Walenta announced the recent annual fundraising dinner, A Salute to Texas, was a success and the speaker 
was Louis Gohmert. 

Char announced the Tea party Meeting (1st Monday at 7 PM) would be geared to financial and other prepared-
ness.  

Joanna brought the membership up to date on the Constitutional essays received from eleventh graders who will 
read their winning essays at the April meeting.  Sadly, a number of essays referred to the Constitution as “a liv-
ing breathing document” and stated that “our rights are granted to us by the government.” 

This led naturally to the proposed purchase of educational packets by the Bernard Schreiber group of educators 
to be distributed to the HS who produced the winning Constitutional essay.  Kellie Kauitzsch made the motion 
and Roger Tune seconded it. 

Vice President, Terrell AronSpeer introduced Rick Flanagan, Superintendent of Quitman ISD which services 
1150 students with approximately 83 teaching staff or a ratio of 14:1.  (Factoring in special needs students, the 
ratio might increase slightly.)  Student breakdown is as follows:  Pre-K through 5th grade = 550; 6th, 7th & 8th 
grades = 250; and HS Grades 9–12 = 350.  There were many questions from the membership regarding C-
SCOPE (which is in use) and Common Core (which Texas has opted out of so far.)  (Your secretary was not 
entirely satisfied with the answers.)  Additionally, the superintendent hopes to be able to give every student a 
personal computer or I-Pad to take home, saying the students are constantly being tested and admitted they are 
being educated to pass these tests.  He strives for a 97% attendance with zero dropouts (which assures his fund-
ing) and feels he has an outstanding school board.  Much information can be gleaned by visiting 
www.QuitmanISD.net and you can even follow the ISD on Twitter. 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:16 PM. 

Next LCRC meeting will be on April 23rd, 2013. 

Submitted by 

Lynn AronSpeer, Secretary 

http://www.QuitmanISD.net
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Membership:   
Lake Country Republicans, 

We had 2  guests at the meeting in March.  Many members are now 
past due with their membership.  If you are paid up your membership 
badge will have a star with 2013 in it.  If not, please plan to become 
current at our April meeting.   Invite your friends and neighbors too! 
 

Norma Shoemaker 
Membership Chair 

What’s Up: 

Lake Country Republican Club (LCRC): 
Club Meetings: April 23, 6PM - Quitman Library   
 Program: US Constitution Essay Contest winners. 

 Sentinel Submission Deadlines:  Tenth of Publication Month 
 Sentinel Publication Date:  Fifteenth of Publication Month 

Republican Women of Wood County (RWWC): 
 Club Meetings: April 15 11:30 AM - Texas Tea Room  
  Program: Chana Willis of the Wood County Industrial District 

Holly Lake Ranch Hawkins Republican Club (HLRHRC): 
 Club Meeting: May 13, 6:30 PM - Holly Hall 
  Program: County Comm. Roger Pace & County Clerk Kelly Price 

Tea Party of Rains County (TPRC) 
 Club Meeting: May 14,, 7PM—Emory Best Western Motel 
  Program: TBD 

Wood County Republican Website  www.republicanpartywoodcounty.com  

Treasurers Report:  

  

Bank balance $2259.16 
 

Submitted by: Becky Vann, Treasurer 

Hospitality: All is quiet in Lake Country. 

  
Thank you.      

Janice Logan, Hospitality Chair 

LCRC April 23rd Meeting 

Program Notes: Winners of our US Constitution Contest to receive their awards. 

LCRC meets on the 23rd this month.  What else happened on this date in American History: 
On April 23rd, 1969 - Sirhan Sirhan, the man who assassinated Robert 
Kennedy, was sentenced to death. 

LCRC meets in the Quitman Library at 6 PM.  Enter on the east side toward the back. 

To report hospitality issues: 
Contact Janice Logan at 223 County Road 
1961, Yantis, 75497,  ~OR~ 
phone 903-383-3247, cell # 903-850-3267.   

http://www.republicanpartywoodcounty.com
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2013 

Lake Country Republican Club 
 

COMMITTEES 
 

1. FUNDRAISING    This committee shall be responsible for development and conduct of the club’s fundraising activities, in com-

pliance with the rules and regulation of the Texas Ethics Commission and the laws of the state of Texas.  

  1.  Open Position, Chairman 

  2.  Joe Blair 

  3.  Gene Shoemaker  

  4.  Terrell AronSpeer 

   

2.  LEGISLATION     This committee shall be charged with keeping the club informed and aware of legislative events, votes and proc-

esses which could have an impact on, or may be of interest to the club.  This shall include but not be limited to the coordination and 

notification of the club’s 

membership of the need for urgent action of a political nature. 

  1.  Philip Winter  Chairman 

  2.  Isabel McGuffin     

  3.  Travis Burk 

  4.  Pat Nelson 

  5.  Rick Shoemaker 

  6.  Eugene & Joyce Spencer 

 
3.  PUBLICITY and COMMUNICATIONS     This committee shall establish and maintain contact with local media outlets and shall 
actively work to publicize the club’s activities, newsletter, website and events. 
  1.  Terrell AronSpeer    Chairman 
  2.  Lynn AronSpeer 
  3.  Betty Dubbs 
  4.  Rick Shoemaker 

 

4.  PROGRAM     This committee shall be responsible for producing monthly and special club meeting programs, including the pro-
curement of speakers, and shall keep the Publicity Chairman informed in advance of future programs, to allow news releases to meet 
local media deadlines. 
  1.  Dr. James Marvel    Chairman 
  2.  Terrell AronSpeer 
  3.  Isabel McGuffin     
  4.  Greg Bowen 

 

5  MEMBERSHIP     This committee shall be responsible for the development of special membership drives and programs.  It also 
should be charged with keeping members informed about club meetings and activities by means of telephone and/or email notification. 
  1.  Joanna Bowen     Chairman 
  2.  Sheryl Nelson 
  3.  Gene and Norma Shoemaker 
  4.  Eugene and Joyce Spencer 
  5.  Roger and Sandy Tune 

 

6.  HOSPITALITY    This committee shall be responsible for the decoration of facilities used for special meetings and events and for 
appointing “greeters” for meetings and special events. 
  1.  Janice Logan    Chairman 
  2.  Joanna Bowen      
  3.  Sheryl Nelson 
  4.  Lynn AronSpeer 
  5.  Tera Burk 
  6.  Shirley Daugherty 
  7.  Betty Dubbs 
  8.  Norma Shoemaker 



5 

 

Lake Country Republican Club 

April 2013 

HLHRC - Holly Lake/Hawkins Republican Club  

LCRC - Lake Country Republican Club  

RWWC - Republican Women of Wood County  

TPRC - Tea Party of Rains County 

          Sunday                    Monday                     Tuesday                  Wednesday                  Thursday                      Friday                      Saturday 

 6 4 3   2 1 5 

7  8 HLHRC 
 Meeting  6:30 PM 
Holly Hall 
 
Program:  

9 TPRC 

 Meeting  7PM 
Best Western in 
Emory 

Program: Citizens  
consultation on 
Texas Nationalism 
all are invited. 

10 

Sentinel Sub-

mission Dead-
line 

11 13 

 

18 

27 

 

 

 

17 
 

19 
 

20 
 

23 LCRC Club 
Meeting Quitman 
Library 6 PM 
 

Program: Consti-
tution Essay Con-
test winners. 

Citizens Consulta-
tion to follow. 

15 RWWC Club 
Meeting 11:30 AM 
Texas Tea Room 
 
Program:  Chana 
Willis—Wood 
County Industrial 
District 

14 

 

16 
Sentinel 

Publication 
Date   

24 25 26   
 
  

  30  

21 
 

22  

 

      

28 

 

29  
  

12 
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Lake Country Republican Club 

May 2013 

HLHRC - Holly Lake/Hawkins Republican Club  

LCRC - Lake Country Republican Club  

RWWC - Republican Women of Wood County  

TPRC - Tea Party of Rains County 

          Sunday                    Monday                     Tuesday                  Wednesday                  Thursday                      Friday                      Saturday 

 4 2 1     3 

5  6  7 8 

 
9 11 

 

16 

25 

 

 

 

15 
Sentinel 

Publication Date  

17 
 

18 
 

21 

13 HLHRC Meet-
ing  6:30PM Holly 
Hall 

Program: County 
Commissioner 
Roger Pace & 
County clerk 
Kellie Price 

12 

 
14 TPRC 

 Meeting  7PM 
Best Western in 
Emory 
 
Program:  TBD 

22 23 24   

30 29 28 LCRC Club 
Meeting Quitman 
Library 6 PM 
 
Program:  “The 
end is near. Are 
you prepared?”  

19 
 

20 RWWC Club 
Meeting  11:30 AM 
Texas Tea Room 
 
Program:  TBD 

31 

      

26 

 

27  
  

10 

Sentinel Sub-

mission Dead-
line 
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We Are the Elephant in the Room 

Lake Country Republican Club 
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Editorial Page: 

2 
This article first appeared on Tea Party 911, but this version contains additional material. 

It does not seem like much of a title, but I assure you it is important and I ask you to remember 
“2” as you read this article.  I am not writing to convince you to adopt a certain point of view.  I only 
ask that your point of view be a thoughtful one and I hope this piece will give you something about 
which to think. 

Rand Paul and too many other Republicans are now promoting the notion that, in order to secure 
the youth vote, we must abandon any reservations we may harbor about ‘gay marriage.’  I am not 
sure why we are supposed to desire having our policy positions set by people with the life experi-
ence and social skills of eight year olds, but apparently we are.  Arguments like, ‘it will lead to polyg-

amy’ and ‘men will be marrying their crock pots and farm animals,’ we are told, are too hyperbolic.  But the real ques-
tion here is, ‘Are there any standards and do they make any sense?’ 

The counter argument we always hear is, “When two people love each other, nothing should prevent them from get-
ting married.”  This is an emotional argument meant to tug at the heart strings but beyond that, it is lacking in sub-
stance and understanding.  The inability to make or even understand distinctions is a chronic condition on the left.  
Why is it always, ‘When two people love each other?’  In this case, is the number two meaningful or whimsical?  Why 
cannot the isolationist marry him or herself?  Self love is not uncommon and within reasonable limits it is personally 
and socially beneficial.  Why cannot the members of the local Kiwanis club all marry each other?  Would this not bring 
the whole organization together in a meaningful way? 

Traditional marriage brings together one member from each gender, coincidentally, the left would have you believe, 
the exact recipe for bringing forth new life.  The bringing forth of new life is why, in many religious traditions, it is re-
ferred to not as just marriage, but as Holy matrimony.  In spite of what you may have experienced in San Francisco, 
there are only two genders.  Gender distinction is where the number two comes from in traditional marriage.  The 
number 2 in this case is meaningful.  Two people, one of each gender, are required to bring forth new life.  In the tradi-
tional marriage, the couple is brought together “in the sight of God” to pledge fidelity “until death do they part.”  This 
construct is obviously to provide a stable home with both a masculine and a feminine influence for any resulting chil-
dren.  There is a lot going on here.  A family is created and the number two is essential to its success. 

Now consider the homosexual relationship. In this relationship, two men, or for that matter any number of men, no 
matter how hard they try, will never bring forth new life.  I know--it’s sad.  But buck up; be a man.  What is the signifi-
cance of ‘2’ in this case?  No number of men by themselves will ever bring forth new life.  The number two is capricious 
and just a holdover from the antiquated notion of traditional marriage and should not be imposed on gay people be-
cause the nature of their relationship is so fundamentally different.  The same is, of course, true for any number of 
women.  Certainly it is obvious that the restriction of two would have to be dropped from gay marriage.  But if the re-
striction of ‘2’ were dropped from gay marriage, fairness would require that it be dropped from traditional marriage as 
well.  Oops!  The polygamy argument isn’t just hyperbole. 

The answer to this conundrum is found in the realization that the relationship of ‘gays’ is fundamentally different 
from that of heterosexual couples.  Heterosexuality is fundamentally pro-creational while homosexuality is fundamen-
tally recreational.  If this relationship is so fundamentally different, why do we think we have to use the same device to 
give them legal standing?  Trying to do so creates many more problems than it solves.  We have not yet 
made this mistake and I cannot for the life of me figure out why we would want to do so. 

Over the decades, I have met a number of good and really bright ‘log cabin’ Republicans.  There are 
legitimate issues in this community and I think we should address them.  Civil union resolves this issue 
without creating a virtual Pandora’s Box of new problems.  Civil union provides structure which is bene-
ficial to society.  Civil union recognizes that the relationship between heterosexual couples is fundamen-
tally different.      
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Consider the following obvious examples: (In all these examples we assume all parties have reached 

the age of consent.) A heterosexual brother and sister are prohibited from marriage.  This is done for 
the protection of the gene pool.  Should homosexual brothers be prevented from a civil union?  
Should homosexual sisters?  What sense would this restriction make?  In these examples there is 
no gene pool to protect.  The same prohibition exists for a child marrying his mother or her father 
and for the same reason.  Aside from the creepiness, there is no equal concern if the parent/child 
relationship is homosexual in nature.  The homosexual relationship is fundamentally different from 
the heterosexual relationship and these examples underscore that difference. 

The constant wailing about ‘marriage equality’ is a red herring.  There is no equality between 
heterosexual and homosexual marriage and no legislation can make it be otherwise.  This is just a 
thinly veiled assault on Western values. 

  SOME OBSERVATIONS: 
No one I know wishes Liz Chaney or Richard Simmons anything but a fulfilling and satisfying life.  This is not about 

hostility to the homosexual community.  It is about protecting the institution of marriage, and our First Amend-
ment rights which will be in conflict with any universal mandates regarding same sex marriage.  Churches which 
have, as a fundamental part of their doctrine, a definition of marriage, cannot be forced to violate that doctrine 
without infringing on the First Amendment right to “free exercise,” referring to the practice of religion. 

 
There is NO constitutional right to gay marriage for the simple reason that the persons who wrote the Constitution 

were Christian fundamentalists with a doctrinal prohibition against homosexual relationships.  There is no con-
stitutional prohibition either because, at that time in history, it was unthinkable that such a proposal would ever 
be taken seriously.  If a national policy on marriage is desired, the appropriate solution is to offer a definition of 
marriage as a Constitutional Amendment and have it ratified through the normal processes. 

 
A conversation I picked up on Sean Hannity’s radio show had a male homosexual couple purchasing an egg from an 

egg bank and hiring a surrogate to host the egg after it has been fertilized in a cocktail made from the essence of 
each member of the homosexual marriage.  In this scenario, the couple has a falling-out half way through the 
pregnancy.  The couple agrees to abort the baby, but the surrogate refuses.  Who is the mother?  Biologically it 
is the egg donor who is unaware of the entire situation.  The surrogate is just a vessel in this case.  Of the two 
would-be parents, neither is, nor ever will be a mother.  Who has standing in this case? 

As crazy as this scenario sounds, it is inevitable.  Every exaggerated claim about where the left will take us next has 
been realized: next they will be telling us what light bulbs we can use, next they will be taking away our constitutional 
rights, next they will be telling us how much we can eat or drink, next they will ration our health care, next they will 
force us to accept gay marriage.  All of these have already occurred.  In the above example, were one or both of the 
members of the “gay marriage” allowed to have the baby aborted, would we not have to allow fathers in a traditional 
marriage the same legal standing in a decision to abort? 

The specter of “gay marriage” is so destructive to society that neither traditional marriage, nor 
Western culture is likely to survive it.  I hope you will think about the number ‘2’ because apparently, 
no Republican in office is capable of making this simple argument.  Feel free to send this article to 
your Senators and Representative.  Unintended consequences do not have to be unforeseen conse-
quences.  When I was a child there was an occasional reference to putting on one’s “thinking cap.”  
It’s time to bring back the hat.     

Editorial Page continued: 
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Editorial Page: 

 Gohmert Faces Leftist Facticide Attack 

If the left hates anything, it is facts.  They hate the fact that their compassionate leftist 
policies have increased poverty.  But they don’t change the policy; they just deny the fact.  
They hate the fact that their “stimulus policies” have fewer people employed today than 
when the ‘Anointed One’ first took office.  But they don’t change the policy; they just deny 
the fact. 

Louie Gohmert stated at CPAC that, “The war in Viet Nam was winnable.”  Of course 
the forces of the left have been gathered in order to, you guessed it, deny the fact (Click 
Here).   Once you have overcome the shock upon realizing that these forward looking pro-
gressive lefties think this is an issue worth their valuable attention, you cannot help but 
realize Representative Gohmert was stating an obvious fact. 

Allow me to stipulate that our understanding of a war is that it is a collection of armed conflicts between two or 
more parties which is concluded when either one of the sides is annihilated, or both sides agree to the terms un-
der which the conflict is terminated.  Except in the most unusual of circumstances, the victor generally has to have 
won at least one of these conflicts.  The rare exception occurs when one side becomes bored and decides to go 
home.  This latter circumstance most accurately describes the conclusion of the Viet Nam war.  Even North Viet 
Nam military leaders have stated that the US anti-war movement was essential to their victory and that militarily 
they could never have prevailed without it. 

For reasons which are unfathomable to me, few fantasies bring greater joy to the leftists’ hearts (even American 
leftists) than the belief that the army of Paraguay or Luxemburg could easily defeat the US military.  Can we not 
further agree that any conflict in which we are not the obvious victor is not because of our lack of strength, but 
because of our reluctance to use it?  If memory serves me correctly, these same lefties dressed up like characters 
from the Rocky Horror Picture Show and paraded around with placards claiming the US nuclear arsenal was so 
great that it could have halved the planet.  Not annihilating an enemy is a matter of choice for the US.  So even a 
person whose thought processes are never more than ankle deep must realize the Viet Nam war was eminently 
winnable. 

Consider Representative Gohmert’s detractors on this issue for a moment.  The first, Anti-War Blog, cited in the 
link in paragraph two above has cleverly placed their entire philosophical argument in their name.  It is like the 
‘Puppies and Rainbows coalition.’  It sounds good; I mean who is pro war?  War breaks things and people get hurt.  
But the implication is ‘no good ever came from war.’  Correct me if I am wrong, but didn’t war end slavery in 
America (the Civil War)?  Didn’t war end the Nazi genocide of the Jews in Europe (World War II)?  Didn’t the Cold 
War put a stop to genocidal communist plans of worldwide domination?  Didn’t the war for American independ-
ence (the Revolutionary War) provide, not just for the people of the United States but for freedom loving people 
all over the world, a beacon of hope, that the rights of man came not from concessions from the 
powerful but were a birthright from nature’s God?  This line of reasoning came from a period known 
as “the enlightenment.”  Someone should enlighten the good people at Anti-War Blog.  Left up to 
anti-war lefties we would live in a world where the Jews had been eradicated from the planet, com-
munism prevails and if I am not being redundant, slavery is common.  Great plan Anti-War Blog.      

http://antiwar.com/blog/2013/03/14/texas-congressman-tells-cpac-vietnam-was-winnable/
http://antiwar.com/blog/2013/03/14/texas-congressman-tells-cpac-vietnam-was-winnable/
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 On the Daily Kos, ‘Matador’ claims Rep. Gohmert said we should be in more wars.  Talk about 

taking liberties with a quote.  Perhaps Matador should consider changing his name to Gardener 

because I think he is more likely to be spreading bull than fighting it. 

Luke Johnson, from what Rush likes to call the Huffington Puffington Post, seems incensed that 

Louie said that “if the U.S. finds itself at war with another nation, it should just ‘take 'em out’."  

If I might be allowed to paraphrase, it seems that Rep. Gohmert was suggesting that we ‘win.’  In 

considering the moral aspects of war, is it moral to send soldiers into battle and ask them to do 

anything but win?” 

On “The Raw Story,” (they’re just lining up to be stupid) David Edwards was incensed that Gohmert suggested 

we should have gone to war with Iran over the takeover and occupation for 444 days of our embassy in Tehran.  I 

wonder if Mr. Edwards is even aware of the incident in Benghazi and if so, has he considered that there may be a 

link.  Personally, I think any newly elected US President should, on their first day in office, bomb the USS Pueblo in 

its harbor where it is still held by North Korea in Pyongyang.  The USS Pueblo is still considered a commissioned 

ship in the US Navy and we should exercise our right of ownership by disposing of it at the time and place of our 

choosing. 

A brief review of recent history tells the story of a political loss in Viet Nam, not a military one.  The most suc-

cessful operation for the forces of the north was the Tet Offensive which took two months to tamp down but ulti-

mately resulted in major losses for North Viet Nam.  The US military was able to hold territory at will.  Losses for 

the US occurred in the streets and newspapers back home.  Although our military at the time was a conscript mili-

tary and the rules of engagement were written to not upset the hyper sensibilities of spoiled rich kids hiding out 

in endless PhD programs, our military still prevailed in every conflict in which they were allowed to use real bul-

lets.  The opportunities for a measured military victory were squandered by a militarily ignorant Lyndon Johnson 

as he spent his evenings in the White House sitting around in his underwear picking out bombing targets he 

hoped would not offend the Hollywood types whom he depended upon to fund his reelection campaign. 

In the end, victory was handed to Hanoi Jane by spineless politicians.  Another decade would pass before we 

elected a president who would stand up to the communist quest for world subjugation.  But to imply that Viet 

Nam was not winnable requires a cognitive disconnect so obvious that anyone who engages in it should, for their 

own safety, be required to wear a helmet.                    Reprinted courtesy of Tea Party 911 

    

Editorial Page continued: 
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 Quick Comments: 

What’s the difference, between a bank and a buffet?  When you figure it out, tell the government of 
Cyprus.  Cypriot banks were closed Monday, March 18 and not slated to reopen until Thursday, March 21.  
Cypriots can expect their accounts to be a little smaller as soon at their government figures out how much 
they wish to confiscate and from whom.  In a quaint throwback to the past, the government has decided 
to call the action a tax on bank accounts.  What is to keep the US government from following suit?  You 
tell me. 

Ohio Republican Sen. Rob Portman announces he is now for gay marriage after learning his son is gay.  I suppose 
this is what the President meant when he said Republicans need to be more flexible.  In an unrelated story, Sen. 
Portman announces he is changing party affiliation after learning his son’s gay “partner” is a Democrat.   

President Obama has stated that Israel has no better friend than the US.  I think he’s just rubbing it in.  When you 
consider the countries lining up for “second-best friend” you can see the bar is not a particularly high one.  
Perhaps the line, ‘there is no stronger alliance than the one between Israel and the US’ would be more inspiring.  
But I doubt it would have been as true. 

The Great Race, a CBS “reality show” directed participants to a North Viet Nam war memorial (celebrating the 
defeat of the US) where contestants would “find the next clue.”  CBS needs to get a clue.  Even Bob Beckel was 
incensed. 

Republicans in Congress should let it be known that they will not support the proposed new restrictions on gun 
owners’ rights even if they hold a gun to their head. 

 Margaret Thatcher dies at age 87.  Conservatives celebrated her life and mourned her death but all benefited 
from her presence.  At the time she took the Prime Ministers position, England was in decline. Through her stead
-fast conservative policies, she was able to bring England back from the brink.  She was an essential partner in the 
cold war and deserving of considerable credit for its success.  She was England’s Reagan and we shall miss her. 

The Sequester is now old enough for whiskers, yet somehow the sky continues to hover above us, unbroken, 
unfallen and unlikely to change.  According to the left, this is some sort of miracle, but they are still unlikely to 
grant you a moment for a silent prayer of thanks.  

A budget is finally, after more than four years, before congress.  The President has asked for more than a trillion in 
‘new revenue’ and a trillion in new spending.  This is apparently what Obama means by balance.  But now, with a 
black President, it turns out it is racist to refer to him as a ‘tax and spend Democrat.”   

North Korea is apparently very upset with us and threatening thermonuclear war.  One thing missing from all the 
rhetoric - What is it we are supposed to have done which is so provocative? 

The left, yes the same left that considers our use of the phrase “I support traditional marriage” to be hate speech, 
gathered in the streets to celebrate Margaret Thatcher’s  death with music, dancing and trash talk.  Next time 
someone accuses the right of hate for supporting policies historically proven to improve the lives of all without 
special provisions for their list of victim groups including women, remember their behavior toward this brave and 
effective leader who just happened to be a woman. 

An attack by a utility knife wielding student at a North Houston community college is sure to result in major 
restrictions on knives.  Reports indicate that the suspect inflicted wounds on 14 and did not even have to reload.  
Calls for utility knives which become dull after no more than six uses are on the rise.  Permits for purchases of 
new knives are being discussed.  I hope this makes us all feel safer, but until all ‘blunt objects’ are registered, are 
any of us truly safe? 

 A German, and an occasional visitor to the US over several decades asked me the other day, “What’s wrong with 
America?  Now, everywhere I go is a sign saying it is prohibited to do this or that.  What happened?”  What 
would you tell this man?  More important, what do you plan to tell your children and grand children. 

Patricia Smith, mother of a victim of the Benghazi raid, cannot get any answers from the 
Obama administration and is ignored by American media.  Kermit Gosnell, Philadelphia 
abortion doctor being tried for murder, is also ignored by the media.  (at right, a picture of 
seating reserved for the media at Gosnell’s trial)  What is the difference between 
contemporary US media and the old Soviet Pravda?  Well, the people at Pravda knew a gun 
was held to their heads.  The US media is simply complicit.              
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 Letters to the Editor: 

 

From Ann Lynn and Terrell, 

You are a fantastic writing team.  So 

much work goes into composing and 

getting out a monthly publication that it 

can get tedious and mundane over 

time.  Not so the Sentinel!  It keeps on 

getting better each month.  Your laser 

like focus on the political issues facing 

Americans today goes right to the heart 

of the matter, and you get your point 

across with clarity and humor.  Thank 

you for all you do. 

Sentinel readers are encouraged to add Ann Pence to their prayer list for a 
speedy recovery from her impending knee surgery. 

From Becky 

    I do read most of it usually!  It seems as though you and others are covering 
all the bases…..on the news/politics. 

I do hope you point out that the Filibuster by Rand Paul wasn’t just a “stunt” 
but it was to get a straight answer from A.G. on use of Drones to kill Americans 
on USA soil without cause. Paul was sticking up for our Constitution and forcing 
the hand of A.G. to do stick to it also. 

I know you must have seen at least some of the CPAC. I watched most of it. It 
was terrific in my opinion.  I am glad that Christie was denied an invitation. He 
is NOT a Conservative like he portrays. There are two Gov. who have gone 
along with Obama’s HealthCare program but they are truly conservatives but 
are trying to survive their constituents to maintain office. I am speaking of 
Walker of Wisc. and Kasic of Ohio?  (I  might have these states wrong??)   

I get emails from Ted Cruz and I do like how he stood up for Constitution with 
Rand Paul and how well he was received at CPAC. 

Now I am sure I haven’t told you anything that you haven’t heard but it does 
tell you that I am keeping my eye out for CONSERVATIVES. 

We need to support NRA in their fight against the UN trying to do gun control 
against US and other countries. I will donate a tidbit just to say I Tried!! 

As of now, it scheduled for me to have both knees replaced in June when my 
daughter can help me out. Keep me in prayers and I will keep you and the Rep. 
Club in prayers too. 

Have  great spring/St. Paddy’s Day. 

Sincerely, 

Annie Pence 

Beside ferreting out my numerous 
errors in English, Lynn provides vol-
umes of content for the newsletter.  
I am happy to see her get some well 
deserved credit  ~  Terrell 

Regarding “2” on page 8 of this edition : 

Certainly a well timed article.  
Progressives have known for a 
century that in order to take 
over the country they would have 
to destroy our culture.  The at-
tacks on our religious institu-
tions, our morals, our princi-
ples, and our heritage are not 
spontaneous actions by misin-
formed youth, they are coordi-
nated, planned, and carried out 
by the left that knows they have 
to destroy before they can re-
build.  As you mentioned civil 
unions solve the economic issues 
for both sides but that is not 
sufficient for the progressives 
because that does not help tear 
down the culture. 

I fear we are going to lose this 
particular battle although a pos-
sible satisfactory outcome would 
leave the issue up to the indi-
vidual states.  But I do wonder 
if we haven't reached a tipping 
point where we will lose all fur-
ther battles to preserve what is 
left of our culture. 

From Don 

Republican Party?  Ah yes, I remember them.  They 

were the folks who blew what may have been their 

last chance to reverse the direction taken by Bush 

and Obama by nominating a couple of dufases who 

couldn't even carry their own home states while run-

ning against one of the worst Presidents the country 

has ever had. 

 Bill Writes 

We received a lot of content from readers this month, much of it original 
writing.  Several of these submissions have found their way into the pages 
of the Sentinel.  We are all made richer for the experience.  The Senti-

nel thanks all our readers for their support and we encourage all to pick up 
the pen. 
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 Letters to the Editor continued: 

Dear Editor, 

  
Perhaps, as I have over the last several years, you've had the "ain't it awful" discussion with family and friends, 
about the fact that schools are not teaching multiplication tables, but are teaching "fuzzy math", and that they 
are not using phonics, the proven system for teaching reading, but are using "sight reading", and that teaching 
cursive writing is "old school" and no longer necessary in this modern technical age.  

  
I have many friends and family members who are teachers or have retired from the teaching profession. I have 
seen the many extra hours and effort that dedicated teachers put into preparing interesting and effective 
lessons that enriched and complemented their textbooks which, while not perfect, were written by experienced 
educators, geared to grade level, and approved by our elected State Board of Education.  

  
According to the Texas Education Agency, 315,000 students are attending failing schools in Texas. Why, since 
CSCOPE was introduced in Texas, has the number of Academically Unacceptable schools nearly doubled, 
from 267 campuses in 2006, to 496 campuses in 2011? Why have MFISD schools gone from "Recognized" in 
2010, to "Acceptable" in 2011, according to Americans for Prosperity's "Red Apple Project"? All this has 
occurred while total educational spending in Texas has risen at a rate five times as fast as enrollment between school 
years 99-00 and 08-09 according to the Texas Comptroller. CSCOPE is being used by 80% of Texas public 
schools, and the average cost is $7 to $9 per year per student. See more information on the first Senate hearing 
on CSCOPE at http://www.voicesempower.com/most-amazing-senate-ed-hearing-ever-cscope/ 
  
The second hearing by the Texas Senate Education Committee on April 2nd, dealt with CSCOPE and SB1406 
which would give the elected members of the State Board of Education oversight over CSCOPE. Many observers 
believe that the introduction of CSCOPE is an "end run", used to get around it's forerunner, Common Core, 
which was wisely rejected by our Governor. Common Core would have transferred control of Texas school 
curriculums to the U.S. Department of Education, which most observers agree has over the years spent tons of money which could 
have been better spent in the classroom.  
http://americansforprosperity.org/texas/legislativealerts/cscope-of-c-scam 
  
After watching nearly 6 hours of testimony from dozens of witnesses testifying pro and con on CSCOPE, I 
came away with an evaluation of CSCOPE that is basically the same as was noted by veteran Texas teacher 
Donna Garner, who now writes for Education Views. She posted a very concise summary of her notes from 
the six hour hearing entitled "CSCOPE HEARING: Two Sides of the Coin". 
 http://educationviews.org/cscope-hearing-two-sides-of-the-coin/  
  
Mrs. Garner concludes, "Basically two groups of people testified today. One group was made up of school 
administrators and school boards who think they cannot live without CSCOPE. They claim that it is a much-
needed management tool and that their districts cannot possibly afford the expense of writing their own 
curriculum. Hence, CSCOPE is the answer to all of their problems! Never mind that qualified teachers have 
always been able to write their own excellent lesson plans for eons." 
  
The other group was made up of the parents and the citizens of Texas who are concerned with the many very 
troubling aspects of CSCOPE, such as is Mary Bowen, a 30 year master's level teacher, with a specialty in curriculum 
and instruction. Mrs. Bowen insists that CSCOPE can't be fixed, and sites the growing number of failing schools 
in Texas. She says "It's a paper factory, with all lessons printed in black and white. With a textbook, our content is 
written by professors in the subject, and geared to the specific grade level ...they are packed with beautiful graphics and 
illustrations that the children love."      

 

http://www.voicesempower.com/most-amazing-senate-ed-hearing-ever-cscope/
http://americansforprosperity.org/texas/legislativealerts/cscope-of-c-scam
http://educationviews.org/cscope-hearing-two-sides-of-the-coin/
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 Letters to the Editor continued: 

Mrs. Garner continues. "The first group seemed more concerned about CSCOPE giving them a system to 
micromanage classroom teachers while the latter group talked about their concerns over what their children and other Texas 
children are actually learning in the CSCOPE lessons. In other words, the first group was concerned about control, while the latter 
group was focused on students’ learning and the damage done to children’s vulnerable minds from being taught erroneous and 
sometimes biased CSCOPE lessons. (Emphasis added.)  
  
It is important to point out that all of the many school administrators who came to testify were getting paid for 
their mileage, meals, time away from school, and overnight accommodations. The parents and the public who 
came to testify did so on their own dime. They took off work or left their families to drive to Austin. If I were a 
Texas Senator, I would take much more seriously the concerns of those people with no vested interests." 
  
Most of the school administrators had been misinformed about the bill and thought it was a bill to take local 
control away from their districts. State Senator Donna Campbell explained that legislators appropriate tax 
dollars for education and are accountable to ( 1) to make sure those funds are spent efficiently and (2) to see 
that an adequate education is provided for Texas’ public school students. Senator Campbell also said that since 
CSCOPE is fraught with many errors and had been so shrouded in secrecy, a light needed to be shined on it. 
She said "SB 1406 does not take away local control. It makes sure that legislators are held accountable for the funds that are 
entrusted to them by the taxpayers". 
  
In conclusion, if CSCOPE was misrepresented to them, or if any school board members and/or 
administrators were unduly pressured into using CSCOPE, those things need to be dealt with after the use of 
CSCOPE is discontinued, and before more hard-earned taxpayer money is spent on a product of very 
questionable quality and motives. More information at; http://womenonthewall.org/cscope-tool-box 
http://dailycaller.com/2013/02/21/ten-shocking-things-a-huge-texas-curriculum-conglomerate- 
has-foisted-on-public-school-students/ 
  
We cannot put personal egos ahead of what is best for our children. They are our country's future.      
Elaine Bandy 
Kingsland           

 

Is your shotgun as lazy as mine? 

 
"Today I swung my front door wide open and placed my Remington 870 right in the doorway. I gave it 6 shells, I 

then left it alone and went about my business. While I was gone, the mailman delivered my mail, the neighbor 

boy across the street mowed the yard, a new neighbor moved in next door, a girl walked her dog down the street, 

and quite a few cars stopped at the stop sign right in front of our house.  

 

After about five hours, I checked on the gun. It was still sitting there in the wheelchair, right where I had left it. It 

hadn't rolled itself anywhere. 

It certainly hadn't killed anyone, even with the numerous opportunities it had been presented to do so. In fact, it 

hadn't even loaded itself. Well you can imagine my surprise, with all the media hype about how dangerous guns 

are, and how they kill people. Either the media is wrong, and it's the misuse of guns by PEOPLE that kills people, 

or I'm in possession of the laziest gun in the world.  

 

All right, well I'm off to check on my spoons. I hear they're making people fat."      

Cathy sent us this original piece: 

http://womenonthewall.org/cscope-tool-box
http://dailycaller.com/2013/02/21/ten-shocking-things-a-huge-texas-curriculum-conglomerate-
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Dear Editor:   

  

So many letter writers have based their arguments on how this 

land is made up of immigrants. Ernie Lujan for one, suggests we 

should tear down the Statue of Liberty because the people now in 

question aren't being treated the same as those who passed 

through  Ellis Island  and other ports of entry.  

 

Maybe we should turn to our history books and point out to people like Mr. Lujan why today's American is 

not willing to accept this new kind of immigrant any longer. Back in 1900 when there was a rush from all 

areas of Europe to come to the United States, people had to get off a ship and stand in a long line in New 

York and be documented. Some would even get down on their hands and knees and kiss the ground. They 

made a pledge to uphold the laws and support their new country in good and bad times. They made 

learning English a primary rule in their new American households and some even changed their names to 

blend in with their new home. They had waved good bye to their birth place to give their children a new 

life and did everything in their power to help their children assimilate into one culture. Nothing was 

handed to them. No free lunches, no welfare, no labor laws to protect them. All they had were the skills 

and craftsmanship they had brought with them to trade for a future of prosperity.  

 

Most of their children came of age when World War II broke out. My father fought along side men whose 

parents had come straight over from Germany, Italy, France and  Japan.  None of these 1st generation 

Americans ever gave any thought about what country their parents had come from. They were Americans 

fighting Hitler, Mussolini and the Emperor of Japan. They were defending the United States of America as 

one people.  

 

When we liberated  France, no one in those villages were looking for the French American or the German 

American or the Irish American. The people of France saw only Americans. And we carried one flag that 

represented one country. Not one of those immigrant sons would have thought about picking up another 

country's flag and waving it to represent who they were. It would have been a disgrace to their parents 

who had sacrificed so much to be here. These immigrants truly knew what it meant to be an American. 

They stirred the melting pot into one red, white and blue bowl.  

 

And here we are with a new kind of immigrant who wants the same rights and privileges. Only they want to 

achieve it by playing with a different set of rules, one that includes the entitlement card and a guarantee of 

being faithful to their mother country. I'm sorry, that's not what being an American is all about. I believe 

that the immigrants who landed on Ellis Island in the early 1900's deserve better than that for all the toil, 

hard work and sacrifice in raising future generations to create a land that has become a beacon for those 

legally searching for a better life. I think they would be appalled that they are being used as an example by 

those waving foreign country flags.  

 

And for that suggestion about taking down the Statue of Liberty, it 

happens to mean a lot to the citizens who are voting on the immigration 

bill. I wouldn't start talking about dismantling the United States just yet.  

 

Rosemary LaBonte           

 

Letters to the Editor continued: 
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 Why I Support the Second Amendment - and Democrats Should Too   

As Congress prepares to consider new gun control legislation, I stand firmly against any attempt to re-
strict the constitutional rights of responsible, law-abiding gun owners. As a concealed weapons permit 
holder, I value the freedom to exercise my Second Amendment right as protected by the Constitution and 
in accordance with gun laws designed to promote safe, responsible use. The right to bear arms is a 
unique and fundamental aspect of American liberty because, when exercised responsibly and in accor-
dance with the laws in place, it makes our families and our property safer. 

Last week, I announced I would join efforts to filibuster any gun control proposals that seek to restrict the 
rights of Americans who have never violated the law. Many Floridians, including our large number of 
hunters and sportsmen, use guns regularly and responsibly and do not deserve to be harassed or further 
regulated. Especially in light of recent shootings, safety is everyone’s priority. But the way to increase 
safety is not to take away the rights of responsible gun owners, including those wishing to protect them-
selves and their loved ones. Instead, by ensuring that those who obey the law can remain the first line of 
defense against violence, America will become better equipped to handle potential tragedies as they 
arise. 

Current gun control proposals being discussed by Washington Democrats – by the admission of their own 
authors – would not have stopped the tragedies in Newtown or Aurora. The perpetrators of these actions 
were mentally disturbed monsters with a complete lack of interest in laws or ethics. For this reason, any 
effective plan to deal with future violence must focus on addressing mental illness and identifying those 
Americans who should be forbidden to own guns. 

What advocates of indiscriminate gun bans fail to realize is that their efforts to legislate limitations on 
gun ownership will only work on those of us who are already predisposed to obey the law. Since a disre-
gard for law is the very definition of criminality, criminals will not be deterred by Congress’ efforts to re-
strict their access to firearms. We’ve seen this in urban centers like Chicago and Washington, D.C. – when 
these local governments enacted gun bans, only law abiding citizens respected the law. Criminals carried 
on, emboldened by the knowledge that their victims would be more vulnerable and could be easily over-
matched.  

So what can we do to prevent future gun violence? Legislators can take some measures, while others can 
only be achieved by society’s collaborative efforts. To address violence, we must treat it at its source. We 
must focus on measures that allow educators and families to identify and treat mental illness before it 
reaches a tragic breaking point. We must also ensure that the lack of adequate information sharing on 
mental health issues is addressed in a way, of course, that safeguards privacy rights.        

Marco Rubio is the junior Senator from Florida .  He is a hot property on the conservative lecture circuit.  

Rubio was considered for the Vice Presidential spot on the Romney ticket.  Rubio is a favorite among 

conservative Republicans and Tea Partiers, a frequent contributor to Town Hall Blog and a frequent 

guest on any TV or Radio talk show fortunate enough to book him.  South Florida is home to Marco, 

Jeanette and their four children.  
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Guest Article: Marco Rubio Continued . . . 

There are also societal factors that can lead to criminality. I believe that the breakdown of the American 
family has led to many of our society’s problems, both economic and cultural, including increased in-
stances of gun violence. Children are raised in a culture today that systematically desensitizes them to 
violence. The only way to counter this is to create a strong and supportive family structure that empha-
sizes compassion, respect and responsibility for our actions. Our schools should also instill in our students 
the belief that not only can they rise above the circumstances of their birth, but also equip them with 
skills and knowledge that give them real alternatives to the street. 

As with most of America’s problems, the power to effect change lies more in the hands of those who 
drive our culture than those who drive our government. Washington can’t stamp the hatred out of peo-
ple’s hearts, but families can block it before it takes hold. Washington’s primary role is to protect the 
rights of law-abiding citizens, not to restrict them in pursuit of political agendas that, by their own admis-
sion, don’t actually solve the problem they set out to fix in the first place. 

When they began their current terms, the president and members of Congress swore an oath to protect 
the entire Constitution, including the Second Amendment. This includes defending parts of it that they – 
for whatever reason – may disagree with. We don’t get to pick and choose which parts we’d like to pro-
tect, nor do we get to recast the intentions of the original text to fit our own ideologies. 

The Second Amendment is clear in both its scope and intention. Denying responsible citizens this Ameri-
can birthright is as unconstitutional as it is unnecessary. Disregarding the rights of law abiding citizens 
will not solve the problem of gun violence. Instead, all Americans, not just those in Congress must put 
politics aside and address the heart of the matter.      

Adam Lanza  
Newtown massacre  

James Holmes 
Colorado movie 

theater massacre 

Jared Laughner 
Tucson  massacre & 

Gabby Giffords 

Seung Hui Cho  
Virginia Poly Tech. massacre 

Sentinel Tip of the Day: 

If anyone living in your home resembles any of the people in the above pictures, 
it may be time to consider purchasing a secure gun safe. 
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A LITTLE BIT OF HISTORY TO THINK ABOUT… 

  
A LITTLE BIT OF HISTORY TO THINK ABOUT.......December 29, 2012 marked the 
122nd Anniversary of the murder of 297 Sioux Indians at Wounded Knee Creek on 
the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation in South Dakota.  These 297 people, in their winter 
camp, were murdered by federal agents and members of the 7th Cavalry who had 
come to confiscate their firearms “for their own safety and protection”.  The slaughter 
began after the majority of the Sioux had peacefully turned in their firearms.  The Cal-
vary began shooting, and managed to wipe out the entire camp.  200 of the 297 vic-
tims were women and children.  About 40 members of the 7th Cavalry were killed, but 
over half of them were victims of fratricide from the Hotchkiss guns of their overzeal-
ous comrades-in-arms.  Twenty members of the 7th Cavalry's death squad, were 
deemed “National Heroes” and were awarded the Medal of Honor for their acts of 
[cowardice] heroism. 
 
We hear very little of Wounded Knee today.  It is usually not mentioned in our history classes or books.  What little 
that does exist about Wounded Knee is normally a sanitized “Official Government Explanation”.  And there are sev-
eral historically inaccurate depictions of the events leading up to the massacre, which appear in movie scripts and 
are not the least bit representative of the actual events that took place that day. 
 
Wounded Knee was among the first federally backed gun confiscation attempts in United States history.  It ended in 
the senseless murder of 297 people. 
 
Before you jump on the emotionally charged bandwagon for gun-control, take a moment to reflect on the real pur-
pose of the Second Amendment, the right of the people to take up arms in defense of themselves, their families, and 
property in the face of invading armies or an oppressive government.  The argument that the Second Amendment 
only applies to hunting and target shooting is asinine.  When the United States Constitution was drafted, “hunting” 
was an everyday chore carried out by men and women to put meat on the table each night, and “target shooting” 
was an unheard of concept.  Musket balls were a precious commodity and were certainly not wasted on “target 
shooting.” The Second Amendment was written by people who fled oppressive and tyrannical regimes in Europe, 
and it refers to the right of American citizens to be armed for defensive purposes, should such tyranny arise in the 
United States. 
  
As time goes forward, the average citizen in the United States continually loses little chunks of personal freedom or 
“liberty.”  Far too many times, unjust gun control bills were passed and signed into law under the guise of “for your 
safety” or “for protection”.  The Patriot Act signed into law by G.W. Bush was expanded and continues under Barack 
Obama.  It is just one of many examples of American citizens being stripped of their rights and privacy for 
“safety.”  Now, the Right to Keep and Bear Arms is on the table, and will, most likely be attacked to facilitate the path 
for the removal of our firearms, all in the name of “our safety”. 
 
Before any American citizen blindly accepts whatever new firearms legislation that is about to be doled out, they 
should stop and think about something for just one minute- 
Evil does exist in our world.  It always has and always will.  Throughout history evil people have committed evil 
acts.  In the Bible one of the first stories is that of Cain killing Abel.  We cannot legislate “evil” into extinction.  Good 
people will abide by the law, and the criminal element will always find a way around it. 
 
Evil exists all around us, but looking back at the historical record of the past 200 years, across the globe, where is 
“evil” and “malevolence” most often found?  In the hands of those with the power, the governments.  That greatest 
human tragedies on record and the largest loss of innocent human life can be attributed to governments.  Who do 
the governments always target?  “Scapegoats” and “enemies” within their own borders…but only after they have 
been disarmed to the point where they are no longer a threat.  Ask any Native American, and they will tell you it was 
inferior technology and lack of arms that contributed to their demise.  Ask any Armenian why it was so easy for the 
Turks to exterminate millions of them, and they will answer, “We were disarmed before it happened.”  Ask any Jew 
what Hitler’s first step prior to the mass murders of the Holocaust was - confiscation of firearms from the people. 
 
Wounded Knee is the prime example of why the Second Amendment exists, and why we should vehemently resist 
any attempts to infringe on our Rights to Bear Arms.  Without the Second Amendment we will be totally stripped of 

any ability to defend ourselves and our families.        (Posted at http://www.marlinowners.com/forum/rkba/108535-bit-history.html ) 

 

Wounded Knee Creek on the Pine 
Ridge Indian Reservation in South 
Dakota 

http://www.marlinowners.com/forum/rkba/108535-bit-history.html
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Thresa Mathews is a local Texas Nationalist who has been working  on this issue for some years.  She forwarded 

the following original article with the notation that she has not been able to get it published.  The piece is edgy 

and, like most Sentinel content, an opinion piece.  Although overtly political and obviously intended as humor, 

the opinions are well made and factually supported.  In that vein, we offer it for your entertainment and 

edification.  

 

Guest Article: 

TEXAS, IS OBAMA A CRACKER? 
 

 
 
 

Well, to answer that, we’ll have to answer another question:  What IS a cracker?   

I don’t know…….no one who calls me that will ever answer that.   But it makes ‘em wet their jockeys 

when I ask…well, let us consult ye olde Wikipedia:  

Possible answer numero uno:  “A thin dry biscuit that is often salty and usually eaten with cheese”.  

If that is the definition, Obama is definitely not a cracker. 

Hold the phone……this little tid-bit looks interesting; seems the term “cracker” was used as early as 

the 1700’s in the British North American colonies!   A letter to the Earl of Dartmouth reads: "I should 

explain to your Lordship what is meant by Crackers; a name they have got from being great 

boasters; they are a lawless set of rascals …. 

Well…El Presidente Obama IS of European decent and a bonafide boaster and rascal, so by that 

definition, Obama’s could be a cracker…but be advised that the term “boaster” 

has been replaced by the term “audacious” and the term “rascal” has been replaced by the term 

“politician”.   

Uh-oh………here’s some cracker etymology for ya…. pret-ty touchy stuff too, but according to Wikipe-

dia, one theory (huh, nobody would tell them what it means either) regarding the ety-

mology of the term “cracker” holds that slavery foremen in the antebellum South used bull-

whips to discipline African slaves, with such use of the whip being described as 'cracking the whip'. 

The white foremen who cracked these whips thus became known as "crackers".[3][4][5][6]        

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Earl_of_Dartmouth
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bullwhip
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bullwhip
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/African_slaves
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cracker_(pejorative)#cite_note-3
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cracker_(pejorative)#cite_note-4
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cracker_(pejorative)#cite_note-5
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cracker_(pejorative)#cite_note-6
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Guest Article: Thresa Mathews Continued . . . 

Well, well.  If a cracker is someone who uses force or the threat of 

force to subjugate a people, Obama’s definitely a cracker, be-

cause he just publically denied Texas the right to take its rightful 
place among the nations as detailed in his administration’s response to that petition on the We the 

People website requesting that his administration Peacefully grant the State of Texas to with-

draw from the United States of America and create its own NEW government. The petition 

garnered 125,746 signatures before the White House stopped it and issued a summary “no” with a 

thinly veiled threat of violence. https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/peacefully-grant-state-

texas-withdraw-united-states-america-and-create-its-own-new-government/BmdWCP8B 

Of course one doesn’t petition one’s captors to set him free.  But the Whitehouse publically clari-

fied its position on the issue of our freedom and having done so, must now publically de-

fend that position.  

What’s your position on the issue of Texas Independence?  Would you join the union today?  

There are meetings going on all over Texas to discuss the option of Texas and Independence.  There 

was one held in Wood County on January 22nd and Van Zandt January 29th. 

For those interested, there will be a meeting in Rains County, hosted by the Rains County Tea Party 

to be held on April 9, 2013 from 7:00-9:00 p.m. at the Best Western Hotel in the Rutledge Room.  

And on April 23, there will be Citizens Consultation held at the Library in Quitman after 7:30 PM.     

 

https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/peacefully-grant-state-texas-withdraw-united-states-america-and-create-its-own-new-government/BmdWCP8B
https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/peacefully-grant-state-texas-withdraw-united-states-america-and-create-its-own-new-government/BmdWCP8B
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   Tea Party Meets In Emory 

  The Tea Party  of Rains County met in an open meeting to form a Citizens Consultation 
on April 9th.  Gus Metz, who usually leads the Rains County Tea Party meetings was 
absent due to a bout of pneumonia.  We pray for the restoration of his health.  Ruth 
Runnels called the meeting to order in Gus’s absence.  

The meeting featured a presentation on “How to Deal with a Rogue Government” given 
by Thresa Mathews.  After the presentation, Thresa read a resolution, the text of which is 
below, and a  lively discussion then ensued.  Also following is a written summation of the 
event from Thresa.        

 

Text of the Resolution 
WHEREAS, we the legal residents of Texas, have in the exercise of 
powers reserved to us, pursuant to our Bill of Rights under Article 1, 
Section 2 of the Texas Constitution, the right to form a convention 
composed of delegates from each of the 150 Texas House Districts; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the Texas Legislature by Joint Resolution, has estab-
lished precedent upholding and affirming the people’s right to act 
primarily when we believe our lives and liberties to be in jeopardy; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, we are alarmed and endangered by numerous political 
actions of the U.S. federal government and desire our grievances to 
be recorded and addressed; with particular reference to its failure to 
secure our border with Mexico, incentivizing foreign nationals to colo-
nize Texas, requiring the legal residents of Texas to bear the educa-
tional and healthcare expenses of foreign nationals, passing laws 
requiring expenditures of the State and legal residents of Texas that 
are unfunded by the federal government, recklessly devaluing our 
currency; and most savagely, depriving an entire class of humans, 
namely the unborn, from any protection whatsoever under the law; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, our Texas State Representatives have not yet seen fit to 
enact protective legislation on our behalf against these assaults upon 
our persons and liberties by the U.S. Federal government; and 
 

WHEREAS, we desire to reconcile these differences with our State 
and the U.S. Federal government or provide new safeguards for our 
future; be it  
 
RESOLVED that we, believing concert of action is desired, give our 
authorization to assemble of the body politic in Texas under Article 1, 
Section 2 of the Texas Constitution in order to elect delegates from 
each of the 150 Texas House Districts to assemble in order to ascer-
tain the state of affairs in Texas and to determine the future relation-
ship of Texas to the union with all powers and necessary and inciden-
tal to this undertaking; and be it 
 

FURTHER RESOLVED, that a standing committee be appointed, 
composed of legal and qualified residents of Texas to begin organiza-
tion of all business necessary to effect the election of delegates, to 
organize the convention and to carry out all business incidental to this 
monumental undertaking. 

Thresa’s Report 

RESOLUTION TO CONVENE THE PEOPLE UNANIMOUSLY 
PASSES IN RAINS COUNTY 

 A mass meeting of Texas House District  5 voters, hosted by 
the Tea Party of Rains County, was held in the Rutledge Room of the 
Best Western Plus located at 1026 E. Lennon Drive, Emory, Texas on 
April 9, 2013. 

 The only item for discussion was whether Texas voters should 
exert the powers reserved to the people under Article 1, Section 2 of the 
Texas Constitution in order to address the Texas government for its 
continued failure to affirm and uphold the sovereignty of Texas as de-
clared in Article 1, Section 1 of the Texas Constitution, or our individual 
rights as established in our Bill of Rights in both the Texas and U.S. 
Constitutions. 

 A resolution entitled, “Resolution to Convene, Pursuant to 
Article 1, Section 2 of the Texas Constitution” was unanimously 
adopted following lengthy debate over the tone and scope of the action. 

The resolution established: 

A process for Texas voters to address the Texas  government by 
passing a series of resolutions  to be transmitted within and 
between Texas House Districts for ratification or rejection by 
the people and transmittal to local and state officials; and 

Authorization for action under Article 1, Section 2 of the Texas 
Constitution in order to convene a delegation comprised of 
two members of each participating Texas House District, 
vested with the power to ascertain the state of affairs in Texas 
and to determine the future relationship of Texas to the union; 
and 

The formation of a Resolution Committee to present resolutions to 
the Assembly and to commence organization of all business 
necessary and incidental to this undertaking. 

 
 The next session in Rains County will take place at the call of 
the Chair and the date and time and place will be placed in the Rains 
County Leader, as assemblies within the House District need time to 
consider this action. 

 
 The LAKE COUNTRY REPUBLICAN CLUB will host a meet-
ing for voters of Texas House District 5, composed of registered voters 

residing in Rains, Wood, Camp, Morris, and that part of Smith 
County, by recent apportionment represented by Bryan Hughes,  to 
ratify or reject the resolution adopted by the Rains County Assembly to 
be held on Tuesday, April 23, 2013 at 7:30 p.m. at the Quitman Pub-
lic Library located at 202 East Goode Street, Quitman, Texas follow-
ing regularly scheduled business. 
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Fox's Juan Williams Gets It Half Right on Guns 

My latest book, "Dear Father, Dear Son," focuses on the importance of fathers -- and the increasing 
number of children who grow up in homes without one. Fox's Juan Williams understands this -- sort of. He 
gets the "what," but not the "why." 

Williams, in a Wall Street Journal piece called "Race and the Gun Debate," writes: "Gun-related violence 

and murders are concentrated among blacks and Latinos in big cities. Murders with guns are the No. 1 

cause of death for African-American men between the ages of 15 and 34. But talking about race in the 

context of guns would also mean taking on a subject that can't be addressed by passing a law: the family-

breakdown issues that lead too many minority children to find social status and power in guns." 

Williams is, of course, right. There is a direct link between no father in the home and an increased chance 

that the child will drop out of high school, go on welfare and have a criminal record. This is particularly 

acute in the black community, where over 70 percent of black kids are born outside of wedlock. In some 

communities, like Southeast Washington, D.C, a staggering 84 percent of children live in homes without a 

father. 

Roland Warren is the former head of National Fatherhood Initiative. Warren, a black man, read "Dear 

Father, Dear Son." He called it "powerful" and that it ought to be "required reading" in middle and high 

schools in America. And Vincent DiCaro, vice president of the NFL, told The Washington Times: "(People) 

look at a child in need, in poverty or failing in school, and ask, 'What can we do to help?' But what we do 

is ask, 'Why does that child need help in the first place?' And the answer is often it's because (the child 

lacks) a responsible and involved father." 

Williams gets the connection between no dads and violence. "The statistics are staggering," he writes. "In 

2009, for example, the Centers for Disease Control reported that 54 percent of all murders committed, 

overwhelmingly with guns, are murders of black people. Black people are about 13 percent of the 

population. The Justice Department reports that between 1980 and 2008, 'blacks were six times more 

likely than whites to be homicide victims and seven times more likely than whites to commit homicide.'" 

This brings us the "why." Liberals like Williams need to acknowledge the damage the welfare state -- 
and their support of it -- has done to the family. 

Economist Walter Williams says that census reports from 1890 to 1940 show that blacks were actually 

slightly (SET ITAL) more (END ITAL) likely to marry than whites -? therefore their children were slightly 

more likely than whites to be born into a nuclear, intact family. 

Enter President Lyndon Johnson's "war on poverty." Johnson established "neighborhood centers," whose 

workers went door-to-door, apprising people of their welfare "rights and benefits." Welfare rolls exploded -

- increasing 110 percent during one three-year period in the '60s. Instead of helping the needy, the "war" 

helped turn the needy into welfare dependents.      

 

Larry Elder, syndicated columnist and talk show host from Los Angeles, coined the phrase, “A fact to a 
liberal is like kryptonite to superman.”  To his radio fans, Elder is known as “The Sage of South  Central.” 
Elder knows his fans as “Elderados.”  However you know him, he is a small “l” libertarian and a true con-
servative.  He is a frequent guest on Fox News and a blogger on Town Hall.  Author of numerous books, 
his most recent of which is Dear Father, Dear Son. 
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How do we know that the well-intentioned but misguided "war on poverty" actually increased welfare 

dependency? We asked the poor. In 1985, the Los Angeles Times published the findings of a poll that 

asked both poor and non-poor people the following question: Do young, poor mothers "often" have 

children to get additional benefits? Most non-poor people (44 percent) said no. But 64 percent of poor 

respondents agreed that young poor women "often" have children to get additional welfare benefits! 

What does Juan Williams propose? Well, "dialogue." He encourages President Barack Obama to "speak 

out" on the issue: "When President Obama tried to speak to this crippling dynamic (of black 

fatherlessness and violence) in 2008, he was basically told to shut up by Rev. Jesse Jackson. ... The 

moment revealed the high cost of speaking honestly about social breakdown in black America." 

Getting Obama to "speak out"? 

Obama, then a community organizer, lawyer and part-time law lecturer, opposed the welfare reform act of 

1996. Never mind that it caused welfare rolls to decline by 50 percent, without a corresponding increase in 

abortion. The reform induced able-bodied people, previously on welfare, to get into the workforce. As 

president, Obama watered down the major component of the '96 reform, the work requirement. 

Years ago, the late liberal Sen. William Proxmire, D-Wis., held hearings on the impact of federal 

government anti-poverty programs known as "urban renewal." One resident after another testified about 

government waste, indifference, corrupt politics, over-taxation and the negative consequences of 

bulldozing old neighborhoods to make way for what became public housing. An exasperated Proxmire 

finally said to one witness, "You would probably have better neighborhoods today if there had been no 

federal programs at all! 

The question is not 
whether to help the needy, 

but how to do so in the 
most humane, effective 

way, which gives kids the 
best possible chance to 

succeed. Government does 
a rotten job of this. Now 
that thoughtful lefties like 
Williams understand the 
what, when and how, will 

they address the "why"?  

 

 

Guest Article: Larry Elder Continued . . . 

Who Said This:   

“How little a thing can 
make us happy when we 
feel that we have 
earned it.” 

Answer below the star on page 26 
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HIT  THE  

LINKS: 

To Break 

the Chains 

of Tyranny: 

To see your favorite link  

in the Sentinel ~ send it to:  

terrellaronspeer@peoplescom.net  
 

Wood County Republican Party: 

www.republicanpartywoodcounty.com  
 

Sentinel Links for March 

340 Sheriffs vs One Stupid Governor 

Cutting the Cuts 

Pro Life White Supremacists 

Relax | Go Cruzing 

Truth to Power 

 

Sentinel Inspirational Moment 

W Takes the Mound 

 

Sentinel Tribute to Margaret Thatcher 

Question Time with Maggie Thatcher 

Maggie Sums UP the End of the Cold War 

 

Sentinel Moments of Brilliance 

Brilliant Response Not to be Missed 

State of the Union Address | If Only 

Sentinel Humor Links 

BDIs and They Vote 

Gullible 

Undocumented Whats 

 

Sentinel Treat 

Wonders of creation 

Tea Party Connections:  

Tea Party 911 Website 

Tea Party911 Newsletter  It’s all new. 

To Subscribe to the Tea Party 911 Newsletter  Subscribe here. 

Tea Party 911 Blog Site  They are always interesting.                                              

http://www.bing.com/images/search?q=pictures+of+broken+chains&view=detail&id=30A675EB864AB827F5A2F68347F1E1DF99B29F1D&qpvt=pictures+of+broken+chains
mailto:terrellaronspeer@peoplescom.net
http://www.republicanpartywoodcounty.com
http://conservativebyte.com/2013/03/340-sheriffs-refuse-to-enforce-unconstitutional-gun-control-laws/
http://www.ijreview.com/2013/03/42187-making-cuts-senate-barbershop-runs-350k-deficit-every-year/?utm_source=EmailElect&utm_medium=Email&utm_content=Subscriber%2331280&utm_campaign=03-18-2013%20IJ%20Review
http://www.redstate.com/toddstarnes/2013/04/01/university-compares-pro-life-students-to-white-supremacists/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RzdZKg4l2b4
https://www.youtube.com/embed/mlwgZzeq8oI?feature=player_embedded
http://stg.do/ZRVc
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0ZBLML9seIo
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vVrYWk4dr5U
https://www.youtube.com/embed/rEM4NKXK-iA?feature=player_detailpage
http://adask.wordpress.com/2013/02/22/common-sense-on-gun-control/
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3gXOV_XWJck
http://www.flixxy.com/michael-carbonaro-the-magic-clerk.htm#.UTxcRtY4SSo
http://www.ijreview.com/2013/04/45140-hilarious-leno-reveals-new-politically-correct-term-for-illegal-immigrants/
http://vimeo.com/31158841
http://www.teaparty911.com/index.htm
http://www.teaparty911.com/newsletter/current.html
http://www.teaparty911.com/blog/email-updates/
http://www.teaparty911.com/blog/
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What An Independent Texas Would Look Like 

People are talking about a petition for Texas to secede. Obviously it’s never going to happen 

but it’s fun to think about, and so there have been blog posts about it, but it seems to me that 

they’re profoundly lacking in imagination. 

Bob Smiley at the Daily Caller points to Texas’ natural resources to suggest it can pull it off. 

But with the exception of Norway (more on which below), natural resources are more often a 

curse, generating the “Dutch disease”, exogenous shocks, and political corruption (think Rus-

sia). 

Annie Lowrey at Foreign Policy thinks an independent Texas would whither, but because it 

would be crushed by war and embargo from the remaining United States. The problem is that 

there’s no reason to think Texas independence has to be violent. 

Most likely, it would not be. This is the 21st century. The US is a democracy. If Texas had an 

independence movement akin to, say, Scotland’s National Party or the Bloc Québécois that 

achieved enough success to decisively win an independence referendum, would a sitting President really order an 

invasion? Would the American public, many of whom have family links to Texas, really stand for that? It is, at the 

very least, highly doubtful. 

And, as Joshua Trevino noted on Twitter, Texas’ natural resources include not just plentiful oil but uranium and facili-

ties that would allow it to quickly build nuclear bombs. A nuclear standoff would make the United States even less 

likely to try an invasion. Would Texas nuke DC? Probably not. Would the President of the United States call that 

bluff? Don’t mess with Texas. 

So, assuming a peacefully seceding Texas, would it be a successful state, or not? There’s reason to believe that it 

would be very much so. 

After all, it has in spades everything that made America’s economy so great–lots of land, natural resources, deep 

human capital (Texas universities are world-class), the rule of law, the “protestant work ethic”/”frontier mentality” (or 

whatever you want to call it), etc. plus something else that America used to have, which is a political and social con-

sensus which is hostile to regulation. 

Thanks to this Texas, already a very healthy economy in its own right, could essentially arbitrage America’s most 

egregious regulations to suck economic value away from America. 

A few examples: 

Obviously, the biggest room for arbitrage is immigration. Texas is well-known for being one of the most immigration-

friendly states, and to have a strong political consensus in favor of a relaxed stance toward immigration. You 

could argue that this would be different in an independent Texas. You could also argue that Federal policy has 

been holding Texas back, and that in an independent Texas a coalition of Latinos and business interests would 

create a pro-immigration equilibrium. In this case, Texas would become a giant vortex attracting human capital 

from everywhere. There are millions of people who want to move to the US and who would create tons of eco-

nomic value there but can’t because of byzantine immigration law. Even if many of these people would prefer to 

live in New York or California, I’m sure many (including, well, me) would take Texas as the next best thing.      

Pascal-Emmanuel Gobry is a Forbes contributor who writes about technology, markets and global 

strategic issues.  He is a Senior Research Analyst at Business Insider Intelligence.   He is the founder 

of Noosphere, a market research firm and co-founder at Card.biz.  Mr. Gorby was educated in Paris 

and resides in France. 

Map of the Republic of Texas, 1836–1845 
(Photo credit: Wikipedia) 

Mark Twain 

http://dailycaller.com/2012/11/13/secession-yall-why-texas-can-pull-it-off/
http://www.forbes.com/places/norway/
http://www.forbes.com/places/russia/
http://www.forbes.com/places/russia/
http://blog.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2009/04/16/foreign_relations_with_texas_if_it_secedes
http://www.forbes.com/places/united-states/
http://www.forbes.com/places/ny/new-york/
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With a devalued currency and very little labor regulations, Texas would become a manufacturing haven, with the 
English language, easy access to the American markets, qualified workers, but lower prices and less regulation than 
America. The South has already arbitraged a lot of manufacturing away from the North with right-to-work laws, but if 
you remove federal regulations and add a weak currency, the effect would be multiplied. 

Texas could also easily become a financial haven. With no Goldman Sachses and JP Morgans to block any reform, 
Texas could implement a handful of common sense, anti-TBTF regulations and deregulate everything else. That, 
plus low taxes, plus great weather, plus a highly-educated English-speaking workforce, creates the first real, serious 
rival to Wall Street. The behemoths who rely on TBTF legislation would have to stay put, but entrepreneurial financi-
ers would quickly come in droves to set up hedge funds, boutique banks, private equity funds and other investment 
firms, and create the good kind of financial innovation. 

In turn, Texas could become a technology haven. A big hurdle would be to have the right kind of patent reform, when 
Texas courts are known for intellectual property absolutism. But if that hurdle could be overcome, think about it: Aus-
tin is already a major startup hub in the US. It has all the right ingredients in terms of human capital, culture, universi-
ties, etc. If you add to that a giant wall of money, good patent law and good immigration law, you get something that 
can be a pretty strong rival to Silicon Valley, or at least something akin to the best of Israel’s vaunted “startup mira-
cle.” 

Same thing with healthcare. Again, patent law is a serious issue. But even disregarding that, it’s hard to argue 
that healthcare innovation isn’t being held back in the US due to overregulation and lack of access to capital. Texas 
already has some of the best facilities for medical research in the world. It’s interesting to wonder whether Texas 
healthcare policy would be a “free-for-all” or a kind of Friedmanite voucher/HSA utopia, but in either case it’s easy to 
see how starting a biotech or medical devices company could be made easier in Texas. 

Energy. As noted, Texas has not just oil but uranium and nuclear technology. A great way for Texas to balance 
the effect of oil on its economy would be to embark on a French-style program of nuclear plants build-outs. It wouldn’
t just be great policy, it would give Texas bragging rights, as the conservative, oil-guzzling state would end up with 
lower carbon emissions per capita than, say, Massachusetts. Texas is also well-placed to benefit from alternative 
energies, as it is placed in the US “wind corridor” and has plenty of sunlight. Subsidies probably wouldn’t be forth-
coming and it is an interesting academic question as to whether renewables can succeed without subsidies–but if it 
can, a free Texas would be the place. And something tells me that the companies that would arise in that context 
would be more resilient than their American, Chinese or German competitors. For oil, Texas would probably have to 
have an independent sovereign wealth fund funded by a resource tax that invests abroad to counterbalance the up-
ward pressure on the Texas dollar by oil demand. 

Education. I’m going further out on a limb, but there are two things that would be possible in Texas that that could do 
great things for education reform: 1) a full-voucher system with for-profit schools, modeled on Sweden, leading to 
innovative approaches in K-12 (and possibly even pre-K); 2) a higher education system based less on subsidies and 
more on innovative business models given the right regulatory structure. 

In this context, America would be placed in a bit of a bind. On the one hand, regulatory arbitrage from Texas might 
increase pressure for reform in the US. On the other hand, a Texas-less America would give the Democratic Party a 
lock on the Electoral College, and Democratic Party interest groups would be most opposed to the kind of reforms 
Texas would pursue. This might lead to further deterioration in America, and further relative prosperity in Texas. 

In any case, it would be interesting to see. 

Obviously, it’s never going to happen, so why am I talking about this? 

Well, for one, because it’s fun. 

But more importantly, because this little thought experiment shows how degraded the Federalist experiment has 
been in America, and how little wiggle room states have to experiment in terms of public policy. This lack of experi-
mentation makes all Americans lose. Perhaps the Texas reforms I’ve outlined would be terrible. Perhaps the best 
reforms would be the ones we would see in, say, an independent Massachusetts. I know: why don’t we try both at 
the same time! And why don’t we let states experiment much more broadly with policy to see what works and what 
doesn’t, let people vote both with ballots and feet, and bubble up the best ideas? 

Worth thinking about, y’all.        

Guest Article: Pascal-Emmanuel Gorby Continued . . . 

http://www.theatlantic.com/business/archive/2012/03/free-the-banks-the-case-for-massive-deregulation-of-the-financial-system/254313/
http://www.forbes.com/wall-street/
http://marginalrevolution.com/marginalrevolution/2012/09/patent-theory-on-the-back-of-a-napkin.html


28 

 

 

Comprehensive Education Reform in 14 Words   
Zero Hedge reports this morning the tragic statistic that 23% of Americans are illiterate. This explains many things, 
including why liberals keep getting elected to office. Too many Americans who are unable to read and, unable to 
think for themselves, swallow the pabulum they are fed by the “meanstream” media and the self-anointed elites in 
academia.  

The Massachusetts’ Bay Colony was the first to insist on universally available public education by passing the first 
laws to that effect in 1642, 1647 and 1648. The Puritans correctly regarded ignorance as a satanic device by which 
people could be deceived into making all sorts of personally and socially destructive choices, such as electing a fas-
cist as the leader of the free world.   

(Note: the term fascist is not used pejoratively here but descriptively. Under socialism, the government owns the 
means of production. A fascist such as President Obama allows you to own your own business, but tells you how to 
run it.)  

The law of 1647 is still known to history as the “old deluder Satan act” since its stated purpose was for children to 
learn “to write and read” so that they could spot lies and errors when they were presented to them.   

As we have gotten further and further from the true end of education, the American people have gotten progressively 
less knowledgeable and less able to fend for themselves intellectually. We have reached the point now where 
Barack Obama delivered the second dumbest State of the Union speech in American history, exceeded in literary 
vapidness only by George H.W. Bush’s final SOTU speech in 1992.  

Why do these speeches have to be dumbed down? Because they are being delivered to a dumbed down people, a 
people dumbed down by a hopelessly inept and corrupt system of public education.  

Here is the silver bullet solution to education reform: allow education dollars to follow each student to the 
school of his parents’ choice.  

(As a side note, Sen. Rand Paul made it clear in his SOTU response that this would be his education agenda as 
president.)  

Putting parents rather than government bureaucrats in charge of these decisions would so radically transform our 
education system we wouldn’t need to do anything else.   

If ordinary parents had the same choices that elites do - to put their children in the school of their choice - schools 
which were getting the job done would be rewarded and schools that didn’t would go out of business. Parents talk to 
other parents, and excellent schools would be identified almost instantly. And if such schools filled up, parents would 
insist on the startup of another one just like it.  

Parents love their children more than anyone else in the world, and are in the best position to select an educational 
environment that is best for them. To make things fair, every parent would receive the same amount for each child. 
Then let’s let them pick a school - any school, whether public, charter, private or parochial - based on the educa-
tional needs of their child and not on the basis of zip code or some outmoded notion of a mythical and unconstitu-
tional separation between church and state.  

No school should be off limits. The money is going to the parent, not to the school, and the parent - who provides 
those funds through the sweat of his own brow - should have complete discretion as to where those dollars are 
spent. Each taxpayer is a member of the public, and every school which serves the community is therefore a public 
school no matter who runs it.  

These schools should have complete latitude to decide curriculum and priorities based on serving the families who 
are depending upon them. If atheists want an atheist school, they should be able to send their kids to an atheist 
school, along with the other six atheist kids in town. If they want to send their kid to a failing secularized school, they 
should be able to do that too. And if they want to send their kid to a school where the Bible is read and prayers are 
prayed, they should be able to do that. After all, it’s their money.  

An educated people is an empowered people, empowered to think for themselves and choose for themselves. And 
that’s exactly what liberals in the education establishment are afraid of.        

Bryan Fischer, known to the left as a bible thumping hate monger for his positions on gay marriage, is the 
host of the daily 'Focal Point' radio talk program on AFR Talk, a division of the American Family Association. 
'Focal Point' airs live from 1-3 pm Central Time, and is also simulcast on the AFA Channel, which can be seen 
on the Sky Angel network. 

http://www.zerohedge.com/print/469695
http://www.zerohedge.com/news/2013-02-12/state-union-dumber

