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Big Brother, already a dirty phrase in the wake of 

the IRS and National Security Agency scandals, is 

getting even bigger thanks to the evolving Obamacare 

regulations pouring out of the Department of Health 

and Human Services.

A 253-page rule just issued requires state, federal 
and local agencies as well as health insurers to swap 
the protected personal health information of anybody 
seeking to join the new health care program, which 
will be enforced by the Internal Revenue Service.

Protected health information, or PHI, is highly 
guarded under federal law, but the latest ruling allows 
agencies to trade patient medical history and text and 
lab results to verify that Obamacare applicants are 
getting the minimum amount of health insurance 
coverage they need from the health insurance 
“exchanges.”

Already troubling congressional critics and 
potential users: The ruling does not mention any 
requirement that applicants fi rst OK the release of 
their PHI. Administration offi  cials, however, said the 
swapping of information is simply meant to help 
calculate the best insurance coverage for Obamacare 
users.

“This sounds as if HHS will have access to 
protected health info to me,” said a congressional 
leadership aide worried about how tightly the 
administration will protect that information.

Paul, Rubio, Perry 
lead 2016
Texas Gov. Rick Perry, who stumbled out of the GOP 
presidential primary blocks in 2012, appears poised 
for a revival in the upcoming 2016 primaries.

Perry joins Sens. Rand Paul and Marco Rubio as 
the Republicans favored to win the nomination, 
according to Senate insiders handicapping the 
upcoming race. Missing from their list: New Jersey 
Gov. Chris Christie, who the insiders called too blunt 
and politically moderate to punch through the early 
conservative presidential primaries and caucuses. 
Polls, however, show him among the leaders.

Paul of Kentucky is far ahead of others in laying 
the groundwork for a national campaign, having 
already visited or announced plans to visit key 
primary and caucus states while building his Tea 
Party brand in the Senate. Florida’s Rubio is banking 
his success on immigration reform, an issue key to 
the GOP, which is seeking to broaden support among 
Hispanics.

Perry’s emergence is something of a surprise. 
Insiders credit his ability to create jobs in Texas and 
hope that his fumbling fi rst campaign for president 
was just a bad dry run.

Poof! No Media 
coverage
That was fas–but not unexpected. The media 
frenzy over the IRS scandal, which dominated the Big 
Three networks for two weeks, has practically 
disappeared from the news.

The Big Story in May and early June when ABC, 
CBS and NBC crawled over each other for new details 
and provided 127 stories on morning and evening 
broadcasts has fallen to just a trickle, according to a 
Media Research Center analysis for Secrets. Overall, 
CBS ran 49 stories, NBC 44 and ABC 34.

The chairmen of the House Ways and Means 
Committee and Senate Finance Committee, however, 
promised in an interview that the scandal isn’t dying. 
In fact, they said the probes are quietly expanding and 
that there will be many more headlines as they collect 
more documents and conduct interviews with IRS 
agents involved in the Tea Party witchhunt.

‘No indication’ Dems 
will win back House
President Obama’s non-stop fundraising for 
congressional Democrats is building a huge campaign 
war chest for next fall, but there is little hope that his 
party will win back control of the House, according 
to an exhaustive new analysis.

But the report from the University of Virginia’s 
Center for Politics also shows that Obama may suff er 
the fewest losses of House seats for a second-term 
president since Ronald Reagan in 1986, itself a big 
victory.

The reasons for so little change, Kondik said, is 
that there are few vulnerable seats on either side and 
the the national political climate is “pretty neutral.”

The Democratic Congressional Campaign 
Committee scoff ed at the report, telling Secrets they 
prefer the analysis by congressional expert Charlie 
Cook that 51 Republican-held seats could be 
competitive. ◆

Personal health info will be 
shared with government
Senate insiders handicap GOP race, news media drop IRS coverage, Obama fundraising 
unlikely to win House for Dems  
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If the Senate immigration bill becomes law, federal 

health care spending would increase by $112 bil-

lion over the next decade as more people take advan-
tage of Medicaid, Medicare and subsidies from Pres-
ident Obama’s health care law, according to the 
Congressional Budget Offi  ce.

But the CBO also found that the immigration bill 
would reduce defi cits by $197 billion in the fi rst decade 
and $700 billion in the following decade, based on the 
assumption that a fl ow of new tax revenue would more 
than off set increased spending on federal benefi ts and 
other provisions of the law.

The CBO noted that the current language in the bill 
leaves it unclear which categories of immigrants would 
be eligible for various government benefi ts. Under CBO’s 
interpretation, passage of the bill would boost spending 
on subsidies to purchase health insurance on Obamacare’s 
health insurance exchanges by $82.3 billion from 2014 
through 2023; increase Medicaid spending by $29.3 
billion; and raise Medicare spending by $800 million. 
In the second decade following passage, the law would 
increase federal spending on low-income health programs 
by $400 billion, according to the CBO.

Obamacare extends eligibility to those “lawfully 
present” in the United States. Separately, the immi-
gration bill would create a new legal status for currently 
illegal immigrants: Registered Provisional Immigrant. 

The authors specifi ed that though those with new RPI 
status would become legal residents in general, they 
wouldn’t be considered “lawfully present” when it 

came to collecting subsidies to purchase insurance on 
Obamacare’s exchanges.  
PHILIP KLEIN,  Senior Writer

JUNE 24, 201304 / WASHINGTONEXAMINER.COM

BELTWAY CONFIDENTIALBELTWAY CONFIDENTIAL

ELECTIONS 

Biden says opponents 
of gun control will pay 
political price
Vice President Joe Biden angrily denounced opponents 
of gun control who helped block an expansion of back-
ground checks for gun sales two months ago.

“I would say to my friends in the House and Senate, 
the country has changed. You will pay a political price for 
not getting engaged and dealing with gun safety,” Biden 
said during a White House event aimed at reviving gun-
control bills in Congress.

Since the Newtown, Conn., elementary school 
shooting in December, Biden said, “more people have 
died at the end of a gun than we have lost in Afghan-
istan. Pretty astounding. And Iraq, really. That’s no 
way to run a country.”

Despite Biden’s warning, Congress has shown little 
inclination to reopen talks on gun control bills.
SUSAN CRABTREE,  Whte House Correspondent

NATIONAL SECURITY

Cheney calls Edward Snowden a ‘traitor’
Former Vice President Dick Cheney harshly criticized Edward Snowden, a government contractor who 
leaked information about top-secret U.S. surveillance programs.

Cheney defended the government’s widespread gathering of phone and Internet records, saying 
that Snowden’s disclosures carried national-security ramifi cations.

“I think he’s a traitor,” Cheney said. “I think he has committed crimes… I think it’s one of the worst 
occasions in my memory of somebody with access to classifi ed information doing enormous damage 
to the national-security interests of the United States.”

Snowden is believed to be hiding in Hong Kong, where he is hoping to avoid extradition back to the 
United States.

Cheney also raised questions about Snowden’s level of cooperation with the Chinese government.
“I’m deeply suspicious, obviously, because he went to China,” he said. “That’s not a place where you 

ordinarily want to go if you’re interested in freedom.”
BRIAN HUGHES,  White House CorrespondentRACE FOR OFFICE 

HEALTH CARE REFORM

CBO: Senate immigration bill 
would expand Obamacare 
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OFFSHORE ACCOUNTS 

G-8 leaders agree to crack 
down on tax evasion
World leaders at the Group of Eight summit in Northern Ireland signed off  on an agreement aimed at 
cracking down on tax evasion as part of trans-Atlantic trade negotiations.

U.S. and European leaders want to force large corporations to pay more taxes and reduce the incen-
tive for businesses to use off shore havens to reduce their tax burdens.

Many of the world’s leading companies, ranging from Apple to Google and Starbucks, employ com-
plex corporate structures involving multiple subsidiaries in several countries to minimize the tax bills 
in their home nation.

The leaders released a 10-point plan outlining a vague commitment to fi ght tax abuse internationally.
“Private enterprise drives growth, reduces poverty and creates jobs and prosperity for people around 

the world,” the plan states. “Governments have a special responsibility to make proper rules and promote 
good governance. Fair taxes, increased transparency and open trade are vital drivers of this.”

The Lough Erne declaration, named for the scenic lake where the leaders met, includes calls for tax 
authorities to share information and stop company profi ts from being shifted around to avoid taxation.
SUSAN CRABTREE,  White House Correspondent

TERRORISM 

After Congress blocks 
Gitmo closure, Obama 
taps envoy 
Under pressure to demonstrate a renewed commitment 
to shutter the prison at Guantanamo Bay, President 
Obama tapped a high-powered Washington lawyer as 
one of two special envoys dedicated to brokering a deal 
to close the facility.

Obama chose Cliff ord Sloan, an attorney with exten-
sive experience in all three branches of government, to 
reopen the State Department’s Offi  ce of Guantanamo 
Closure, which has been in limbo and eff ectively shuttered 
since the administration gave up attempts to close the 
prison in the face of ardent opposition in Congress.

Sloan, a partner at Skadden Arps, Slate, Meagher and 
Flom, has served in Democratic and Republican admin-
istrations. Most recently, he was an informal adviser to 
Secretary of State John Kerry, who recommended him 
for the post.

“Cliff  and I share the president’s conviction that Guan-
tanamo’s continued operation isn’t in our security inter-
ests,” Kerry told the Associated Press. 
SUSAN CRABTREE,  White House Correspondent

MEDIA 

‘Skinny’ Chris Christie 
promises not to wear 
a Speedo 
Appearing on “Morning Joe,”  the slightly thinner Gov. 
Chris Christie, R-N.J., used a joke to dodge speculation 
about 2016. 

“I can announce I’m not wearing the Speedo on the 
Fourth of July, that’s something I’m happy to announce,” 
Christie cracked after MSNBC’s Willie Geist pressed the 
governor about his presidential aspirations.

Christie has reportedly lost 40 pounds since he under-
went lap-band surgery earlier this year.

Later in the show, Christie explained that during a visit 
to the Jersey shore on Monday he was approached by 
several young women on the beach for pictures.

“This is the hardest part about being governor,” Chris-
tie deadpanned. “I had more young women coming up from 
the beach to come up and take pictures with me.”
CHARLIE SPIERING,  Commentary Staff  Writer
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TO TAX 
EVASION BY YEAR 

REVENUE LOST 
(US$ BILLION)

2010 305

2009 304

2008 357

2007 376

2006 350

2005 314

2004 272

2003 257

2002 269

2001 290

FEDERAL MONEY GOES MISSING

TOTAL REVENUE LOST:

$3.09
TRILLION

Sources: IRS, “Understanding the Tax Gap,” March 2005; IRS, “Update on Reducing the Federal Tax Gap and Improving Voluntary 

Compliance,” July 8, 2009; Congressional Budget Offi ce, Historical Budget Data, January 2011; author’s calculations. 

TAX EVASION 
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Sheep, goats and 
other stuff
The federal government funds a National Sheep Industry 
Improvement Center as part of the Agriculture Depart-
ment. Under the farm bill, the center gets $1 million in 
mandatory funding annually and is authorized to spend 
$10 million more.

The center provides grants to such trade groups as the 
American Goat Federation and the American Lamb Board. 
It also underwrites the National Lamb Feeders Associa-
tion’s jaunts to the annual Tri Lamb Meeting in Australia. 
That is so U.S. industry offi  cials can learn the latest in 
sheep ... stuff .  The funding announcement explains: “Con-
tinued involvement in the Tri-Lamb Group is important 
to the future of the U.S. sheep and goat industries.”

Rep. Trey Radel, R-Fla., has called for amending the 
farm bill to zero out the center’s funding. In a statement 
on his Facebook page, Radel says there is no need “to 
promote best practices for an industry that’s been per-
fected since Biblical times. Congress needs to stop count-
ing sheep, wake up and cut bloated programs like this.”
SEAN HIGGINS,  Senior Writer

LABOR 

Workers charge Indiana unions not abiding 
by right-to-work law 
Two Indianapolis residents have fi led claims with the National Labor Relations Board stating that despite 
Indiana’s right-to-work law, they are still having union dues deducted from their paychecks against their 
wishes. Right-to-work laws ban such practices. Indiana adopted one last year, but the cases charge that 
the unions there are deliberately dragging their feet in responding to the workers’ wishes.

Julie Huff man, a Kroger grocery store worker, says that United Food and Commercial Workers 
Local 700 continues to take dues out of her her paycheck more than a year after she resigned. She 
claims that despite refi ling her resignation this year, they continue to do so.

Joshua Sterrett, an AT&T Mobility employee, says he resigned from Communications Workers of 
America Local 4900 in January only to discover that deductions were continuing the following month.

In both cases, the unions says the workers made technical violations of the dues removal proce-
dures by submitting them at the wrong time. Both Huff man and Sterrett deny that. 
SEAN HIGGINS,  Senior Writer

MIDEAST POLICY 

G-8 leaders can’t agree on forcing 
out Syria’s Bashar Assad 
President Obama and other world leaders at the G-8 summit in Northern Ireland could not convince Russian 
President Vladimir Putin to join a call for the ouster of Syrian President Bashar Assad. Obama and Putin 
could not even agree on how to bring Assad’s regime and the Syrian opposition to the negotiating table.

Instead of putting heightened pressure on Assad, the leaders chose to keep the focus on atrocities in Syria, 
where 93,000 have died in two years of civil war.

“We strongly support the proposal for a 
conference to reach a political solution to the 
appalling confl ict in Syria through full imple-
mentation of the 2012 Geneva Communiqué,” 
the leaders said in a joint statement. “We 
condemn in the strongest terms any use of 
chemical weapons and all human rights vio-
lations in Syria.”

For its part, Russia dismissed as “un-
proven” U.S. claims that the Assad regime had 
used chemical weapons. The U.S. estimates 
that the deployment of chemical weapons — Obama’s so-called red line for intervention — has directly 
caused at least 150 deaths in Syria.

Obama has agreed to provide small arms and ammunition to the Syrian rebels, but the G-8 agreement 
doesn’t include a plan to give them weapons, an omission that refl ected Putin’s hard line. 
BRIAN HUGHES,  White House Correspondent

P
H

O
T
O

 ©
 I

S
T
O

C
K

P
H

O
T
O

/ 
T
H

E
H

A
G

U
E

“ We condemn in the 
strongest terms any use 
of chemical weapons 
and all human rights 
violations in Syria.”
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IMMIGRATION 

Senate kills amendments to toughen 
border security
The Senate defeated two amendments aimed at strengthening border security in the “Gang of Eight” 
immigration reform bill, including a provision that would have required a double-layer fence on the 
nation’s southern border.

The back-to-back defeat of the two provisions was a blow to critics of the immigration reform 
measure who say it lacks meaningful border security improvements.

Only 39 senators voted in favor of an amendment authored by Sen. John Thune, R-S.D., that would 
have mandated the completion of the fence along a 750-mile strip that divides the United States from 
Mexico before any of the nation’s 11 million illegal immigrants could obtain a green card.

The Senate also voted 58-36 to kill a provision off ered by Sen. David Vitter that would have 
required the implementation of a biometric visa system before anyone here illegally could obtain 
legal status.

Thune’s provision would have required completion of at least half the length of the fence before 
illegal immigrants could obtain legal status.

Democrats said the amendments would impose a lengthy delay in the legalization process, and 
Republican members of the Gang of Eight sided with them in an eff ort to maintain the Democratic 
support needed to pass the bill.

All four GOP members of the gang — Sens. John McCain and Jeff  Flake, both of Arizona, Lindsey 
Graham, of South Carolina and Marco Rubio of Florida — voted against the fence and visa amendments.

“Despite promising enforcement fi rst, the Gang of Eight led the opposition,” said Sen. Jeff  Ses-
sions, R-Ala., a leading critic of the immigration reform bill. 
SUSAN FERRECHIO, Senior Congressional Correspondent

ENVIRONMENT 

Can a carbon tax ever 
work as a conservative 
solution? 
Representatives from the Heartland Institute, Heritage 
Foundation, R Street Institute and Energy and Enterprise 
Initiative gathered in Washington to debate whether con-
servatives should support a carbon tax.

Those in favor argued that the tax could “substitute” 
for reduced taxes on income and fewer regulations, while 
those opposed pointed to the “pixie dust” belief that the 
federal government would ever make such an exchange.

Andrew Moylan, an R Street Institute senior fellow, 
argued that conservatives should support a carbon tax if 
it is “legitimately revenue-neutral,” “eliminates existing 
taxes” and “is combined with legitimate regulatory 
pre-emption to avoid layering a carbon taxation regime 
on top of a carbon regulation regime.” 
ASHE SCHOW,  Commentary Writer

INTERNATIONAL 

Vast majority of 
Americans oppose 
arming Syrian rebels
Public opposition to arming Syrian rebels has grown even 
as President Obama indicated last week that the admin-
istration is planning military assistance to some groups 
fi ghting President Bashar Assad’s government.

A Pew Research Center poll showed that a whopping 
70 percent of Americans are against the U.S. and its allies 
arming rebel forces fi ghting in the two-year civil war. Just 
one in fi ve support it, down from the 29 percent who fa-
vored arming the rebels in March 2012.

The White House said last week it will arm some rebel 
groups with light weaponry after U.S. intelligence reports 
confi rmed that Assad had repeatedly used chemical weap-
ons.

Seventy-one percent of Republicans and 66 percent 
of Democrats oppose arming the rebels. Just under 70 
percent in both parties think the U.S. is already overly 
involved in the foreign confl ict and a majority believes it’s 
likely the rebel groups are no better than the Assad regime.
STEVE CONTORNO,  Congressional Correspondent
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THERE ARE ONLY 12 STATES WHERE 
PEW ESTIMATES THAT ILLEGAL 
IMMIGRANTS MAKE UP MORE THAT 4 
PERCENT OF THE POPULATION.
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While veteran Washington operatives doubt the chances of pass-
ing tax reform legislation, Camp said the IRS’ malfeasance 
and the crisis of confi dence it created in the agency’s ability to fairly 
administration existing tax laws may actually give reform eff orts 
enough of a political boost to overcome the vested interests 
that typically rally against changes to a tax code that often 
benefi ts them.

“I do think it’s highlighted just how you are at the mercy of the 
IRS, and I think a lot of people are very fearful of an audit,” Camp 
told the Washington Examiner. “So yes, I think it does help the 
cause of tax reform, because it’s pointing out just how broken and 
unsustainable the code is. And I think a lot of people think: Do we 
really need 90,000 people in the IRS to make sure Americans are 
complying?”

Camp, 59, is viewed around Washington as a competent, pro-
fessional lawmaker. Long-time Republican operatives refer to him 
with phrases like “well-respected” and “a very decent guy.” But the 
congressman lacks the fl air of some of the previous chairmen of 
the infl uential tax-writing committee. 

The unfailingly polite Michigander doesn’t have the aggressive 
personality of Californian Bill Thomas, who held the post during 

the latter part of the Republicans’ previous majority. Nor does he 
have the fl air that made Rep. Charlie Rangel, D-N.Y., a cable news 
fi xture before ethical failings forced him to relinquish the gavel. 
Indeed, Camp isn’t even viewed as a power broker who can sway 
fellow Republicans.

But the explosion of the IRS scandal is casting a fresh spotlight 
on Camp and could upend perceptions of the 12-term representative.

Camp had been laboring quietly, albeit intensely, on a tax reform 
project that — while likely to be lauded by conservative activist 
groups supportive of slashing rates and simplifying the code — was 
viewed as noble but futile. Rather than facing the scrutiny of doz-
ens of Washington tax lobbyists, however, Camp now has a poten-
tial audience of millions of voters looking for answers about an 
IRS gone rogue.

The House Oversight and Government Reform Committee, 
led by Rep. Darrell Issa, R-Calif., remains central to the inquiry 
given that the panel is uniquely equipped and experienced to run 
investigations. But with Camp’s enhanced authority to view sen-
sitive IRS documents, Republican sources are referring to him as 
“critical” to the handling of a scandal that has already caused the 
Obama administration signifi cant political damage and could cause 

the Democrats problems in 2014. 
Camp, a former congressional staff er, said the 

scandal is “much broader and more complex” than 
the agency initially acknowledged. But in his typ-
ical understated fashion the congressman was 
more clinical than political in discussing his ap-
proach to the IRS investigation. To facilitate the 
inquiry, Camp created a website, where people 
who believe they were targeted by the IRS can 
fi le complaints for committee review.

“We’re going to follow the facts, we’re going 
to follow the facts wherever they lead,” he said. 
“We’re going to let the facts lead us and I’m not 
going to try to draw conclusions about where we 
may end up before we get there. This is going to 
be painstaking and take a long time. But it’s very 
important that we get the truth, and we hold those 
accountable who violated both the spirit and let-
ter of the law.”

Camp’s tenure as Ways and Means chairman 
ends in 18 months. House Republicans limit their 
members to three terms atop a committee, and 
the congressman is not expected to receive the 
occasional waiver granted to extend a chairman’s 
tenure. House Budget Chairman Paul Ryan, 
R-Wis., is in line succeed him.  ◆

Dave Camp is the man to watch 
on IRS troubles, tax reform

DAVID DRUCKER
Senior Congressional Correspondent

House Ways and Means chairman says the IRS scandal could boost chances of Congress 
approving changes to tax code

Few Americans have heard of Michigan Rep. Dave Camp, but he’s poised to become one of the most infl uential Repub-
licans on Capitol Hill. Mild-mannered and cautious after two decades in Congress, the Republican chairman of the House 
Ways and Means Committee has direct jurisdiction over the Internal Revenue Service and expanded access to confi den-
tial tax records, making him the point man in the on-going inquiry into the IRS targeting of conservative groups. At the 
same time, Camp is engineering ambitious legislation to overhaul the federal tax code, an uncertain, risky endeavor but 
one that could affect all corners of the U.S. economy.
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Obama, who weathered missteps throughout his fi rst four years in 
offi  ce, is facing the same breach in public confi dence that bedeviled 
his predecessors at the White House in their second terms. Even 
the most loyal of Democratic voters, new public polling shows, are 
questioning whether the president is meeting his own lofty 
standards for openness and accountability.

A CNN/ORC International survey released this week found 
that Obama’s approval rating has plummeted to 45 percent in the 
past month, falling eight percentage points amid the 
controversies,which have stoked fears of government overreach. 
Perhaps even more troubling for the president, half of those surveyed 
said they no longer fi nd him “honest or trustworthy.”

Obama insisted he was in the dark about the targeting of 
conservative groups by the Internal Revenue Service and the Justice 
Department’s secret monitoring of journalists. But he didn’t just 
continue the top-secret data collection initiated by President George 
W. Bush — he expanded such programs, and without fostering the 
public debate for which he is now clamoring.

“You can run a marathon for a long time, but there comes a point 
when even the best athletes get winded,” Republican strategist 
Patrick Griffi  n said of Obama’s newfound political problems. “We’re 
seeing the wholesale eff ect of a lack of successful policy and a 
growing lack of trust. People are saying, ‘This guy is just like the 
rest of them.’ ”

After it was revealed that millions of Americans’ phone records 
had been turned over to the federal government and that the NSA 
was seizing digital data from Internet companies, Obama didn’t 
give an immediate breakdown of the clandestine programs. Instead, 
he answered two questions at a hastily arranged press conference 
and left his senior aides to handle the public blowback. Such a 
strategy caused questions to mushroom, according to some White 
House veterans.

“For all presidents, trust is the key question in terms of their 
ability to govern. Obama always maintained high levels of trust. At 
the end of the day, that was why he was re-elected with a job approval 
below 50 percent,” said Chris Lehane, a former special assistant 
counsel to President Bill Clinton who managed the administration’s 
response to a series of scandals in the 1990s. “Clearly, the past two 
months have been a drag on his numbers. I do think the whole NSA 
issue is a bit of an infl ection point for them. It shows the challenge 
of balancing the prose of the campaign and governing.”

The conundrum extends beyond American soil. During his 
cross-Atlantic trek to Europe for the G-8 summit this week, the 
president faced crowds that once swooned but are now hardened 
by what they view as a basic violation of civil liberties by the former 
constitutional law professor. As Obama trumpeted U.S. ideals 
overseas, the pervasiveness of American snooping lingered not 
far behind.

Sensing a shift in public opinion, the Republican National 
Committee’s tagline in recent days has been, “Obama’s-out-of-
control-government.” For a president whose 2013 State of the Union 

address was an extended clarion call for the virtues of government, 
the recent string of controversies is particularly damning.

White House offi  cials shrug off  the so-called Obama scandals 
as the byproduct of a restless media captive to the insatiable appetite 
of a 24-hour news cycle.

“I’ve lost count of all the obituaries,” a senior administration 
offi  cial told the Washington Examiner. “Have things gone exactly 
as planned? Of course not. But as the president said, rumors of his 
demise are greatly exaggerated.”

Although Obama has run his last election, these political 
headwinds could carry into the 2014 midterms and hang over his 
bid for comprehensive immigration reform, among other legacy-
defi ning achievements.

It’s diffi  cult to immediately recognize the tipping point when 
the public starts tuning out a president. For Bush, it may have been 
his response to Hurricane Katrina. Obama isn’t approaching lame-
duck status yet, but analysts said these diffi  cult days — for better 
or worse — could determine his political relevance.   

“There is a possibility that the president has lost the benefi t of 
the doubt, and that could have repercussions further into his term,” 
said Nathan Gonzales, deputy editor of the Rothenberg Political 
Report. “Some of that shine has gone away — there’s more skepticism 
when he gives a speech or says something. I do think it has changed 
a framework of his presidency in that he faces far more scrutiny 
when anything comes out.” ◆

Obama risks likability with 
data collection programs
Polls show president’s approval rating plummeting over fears of government overreach

President Obama’s greatest asset has been his likability: people trusted him, even if they disagreed with his policies. But 
now, the slow drip of disclosures about his National Security Agency’s phone and Internet surveillance programs are 
eating at Obama where it hurts him the most: his credibility.

BRIAN HUGHES 
White House Correspondent
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POLITICAL BUZZ

New Jersey’s U.S. Senate race is generating a lot of chatter 
about the star-studded fi eld of Democratic candidates, 
including Newark Mayor Cory Booker, Reps. Frank 
Pallone and Rush Holt, and state Assembly Speaker 
Sheila Oliver.

On the Republican side, though, there are no big names 
and very little excitement, despite the GOP’s initial hopes 
of competing in October’s special election for the seat left 
vacant by the death of Sen. Frank Lautenberg on June 3.

The GOP’s top candidate so far, political consultant 
Steve Lonegan, is virtually unknown to voters despite 
having run for offi  ce before. A recent Quinnipiac Univer-
sity poll showed that 62 percent of voters didn’t know 
enough about Lonegan to have an opinion of him.

Still, Lonegan did run unsuccessfully in two previous 
GOP gubernatorial races, which at least had the ben-
efi t of giving him greater name recognition than his 
primary opponent, Alieta Eck, a physician who has 
never run for offi  ce.

So are Republicans simply giving up on the seat?
“I’m not sure it’s so much a white fl ag as the reality of 

New Jersey politics,” said Reed Galen, a GOP strategist 
and former deputy campaign manager for Sen. John Mc-
Cain’s presidential run.

“New Jersey is probably the bluest state in the nation,” 
he said. “The bench for Republicans is not very deep and 
running against the likes of a popular and charismatic 
Democrat like Cory Booker is like climbing Mt. Everest 
in board shorts.”

May the best Illinois 
political dynasty win 
The Illinois governor’s race suddenly got interesting 
with the likely entry of Bill Daley, the former White 
House chief of staff  whose father and brother ran Chi-
cago for decades.

Daley announced that he’s exploring a challenge 
to Gov. Pat Quinn, a fellow Democrat, in the 2014 
party primary. And Daley the candidate lost no time 
bare-knuckling the sitting governor for lack of lead-
ership in solving the state’s pension woes, the worst 
in the nation.

But the politics of the race will make it one of the 
most interesting in the country next year.

Daley became chief of staff to President Obama, 
another Illinois politician, when Rahm Emanuel 
left the White House to run, successfully, for mayor 
of Chicago. 

Though Daley has remained in the background of 
national politics, he shares political instincts with his 
legendary father, Mayor Richard J. Daley, and his 
brother, Richard M. Daley, who together ruled Chicago 
for 43 years.

But Daley may not be the only scion of an Illinois 
political dynasty joining the race. 

Also considering a run is Democratic Attorney 

General Lisa Madigan, whose father, Illinois House 
Speaker Michael Madigan, has been around almost 
as long as the Daleys and rules virtually all political 
turf outside Chicago.

It’s not a good sign for the incumbent Quinn, who’s 
saddled with basement-level approval ratings, though 
it certainly will raise the profi le of the race.

McCaskill endorses 
Hillary Clinton for 2016 
Sen. Claire McCaskill of Missouri endorsed Hillary 
Clinton in the 2016 race for the Democratic presidential 
nomination, even though Clinton hasn’t actually said 
she’s running.

McCaskill, who backed then-Sen. Barack Obama 
over Clinton in the 2008 Democratic primary, this week 
joined an eff ort by the Super PAC Ready for Hillary to 
draft the former fi rst lady and secretary of state for 
another run. “Hillary Clinton had to give up her politi-
cal operation while she was making us proud, represent-
ing us around the world as an incredible secretary of 
state, and that’s why Ready for Hillary is so critical,” 
McCaskill said. “It’s important that we start early, build-
ing a grassroots army from the ground up, and eff ectively 
using the tools of the Internet ... so that if Hillary does 
decide to run, we’ll be ready to help her win.”

Is GOP waving white fl ag 
in N.J. Senate race?
Hillary gets an early 2016 endorsement from Claire McCaskill – and political dynasties 
rise in Illinois

PRESIDENTIAL POWER RANKINGS

1. RAND PAUL
 Civil liberties chic.

2.  MARCO RUBIO 
Immigration bill irks base.

4.  PAUL RYAN 
Can he overcome Romney?

3.  CHRIS CHRISTIE
Hobnobs with Bill Clinton.

5.  SCOTT WALKER
Has all the right enemies.

1.  HILLARY CLINTON
First Tweet makes headlines.

2.   JOE BIDEN
 Gun Control: Is he out 
  of ammo?

4.   ANDREW CUOMO
He’s still from New York.

3.   MARTIN O’MALLEY
Did he raise taxes this week?

5. ELIZABETH WARREN
Excites dispirited liberals.
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OUTSIDE LOOKING IN

BYRON YORK 

There was a striking moment in the Senate 
Judiciary Committee’s debate on the Gang of Eight 
comprehensive immigration reform bill when 
Republican Jeff  Sessions and Democrat Charles 
Schumer argued over the number of immigrants who 
would be allowed into the country under the new 
legislation.

Sessions cited reports suggesting the fi gure would 
be more than 20 million over the next decade in 
addition to the 11 million or so who are already in the 
United States illegally. Schumer took issue with that, 
although he wouldn’t name a fi gure of his own.

Then Schumer declared the whole dispute beside 
the point. “It is not that, ‘Oh, this bill is allowing many 
more people to come into this country than would 
have come,’ ” he said. “They are coming. They’re either 
coming under law or not under law.”

The Democratic leader of the Gang of Eight 
continued: “This argument that there are going to be 
20 million new people in this country under this bill 
ignores the fact that there are going to be lots of millions 
… in the country illegally if we don’t have a bill.”

What made the exchange notable was that many 
Democrats who oppose more stringent border security 
measures argue that after recent increases in spending 

and resources the U.S.-Mexico border is already pretty 
secure — “as secure now as it has ever been,” in the 
words of Homeland Security Secretary Janet 
Napolitano. They also suggest that the number of 
illegal crossers is at an all-time low and will likely 
never rise again to levels seen in the 1990s and 2000s.

What Schumer conceded, perhaps in an unguarded 
moment, is that the border remains quite porous, and 
the U.S. can expect “lots of millions” to cross illegally 
in coming years if nothing more is done. The 
disagreement on Capitol Hill, of course, is over what 

should be done, but Schumer’s off -the-cuff  analysis 
provides a lot of material for Republicans pressing for 
a guarantee of greater security measures before 
millions of illegal immigrants are given legal status.

That GOP position received an even bigger boost 
Monday with a report from the border in the New York 
Times. The crux of the story is that the number of 
illegal crossings is rising, and in response to greater 
security measures in Arizona, the fl ow from Mexico 
has shifted east to the Rio Grande Valley in Texas.

Yes, the number of illegal crossers is down from a 
dozen years ago as the U.S. economy remains a less 
powerful magnet than it once was. “But after nearly 
a decade of steady declines, the count has started to 
rise again over the past year,” the Times reported. “The 
Rio Grande Valley has displaced the Tucson 
enforcement zone as the hot spot, with makeshift rafts 
crossing the river in increasing numbers, high-speed 
car chases occurring along rural roads and a growing 
number of dead bodies turning up on ranchers’ land, 
according to local offi  cials.”

“There is just so much happening at the same time 
— it is overwhelming,” a Brooks County, Texas, sheriff ’s 

deputy told the Times.
Border Patrol agents are outnumbered; extensive, 

passable stretches of the border are unwatched; whole 
groups of immigrants cross unseen. “People are just 
crossing without fear,” said an alderman in La Joya.

It’s happening in part because the American 
economy, hit so hard by the economic downturn, is 
finally improving, becoming a draw again for 
immigrants, especially those from Central America 
who travel through Mexico on their way to the Texas 
border. Also, crime remains a terrible problem in many 

immigrants’ home countries. And word is spreading 
that the U.S. Congress is contemplating a measure to 
legalize millions of illegal border-crossers.

That is the backdrop for this week’s Senate debate 
on border security in the Gang of Eight plan. Democrats 
are dead set against any proposal that would make 
permanent legal status and a path to citizenship 
contingent on measurable improvements in border 
security. On the other side, many Republicans believe 
those improvements will never happen unless the law 
says legalization won’t be allowed without security 
fi rst. The only question is whether Republicans will 
stick to their guns or give in to Democrats.

In the debate, supporters of the Gang of Eight bill 
will almost certainly pronounce the border more 
secure than it has ever been; such rhetoric is a staple 
of such debates. But the situation on the border remains 
troublesome, and if the American economy continues 
to improve, as everyone hopes it does, the problem 
could become worse.

Schumer is probably right. In coming years, “lots 
of millions” will seek to come to the U.S. illegally unless 
something is done. 

Illegal border crossings rise as 
American economy improves
In an unguarded moment, Chuck Schumer confi rms news reports that the southern 
border remains porous, with millions more expected to slip though in coming years.

“This argument that there are going to be 20 million 
new people in this country under the bill ignores the 
fact there are going to be millions ... in the country 
illegally if we don’t have a bill.”
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Undocumented Mexican immigrants walk through the Sonoran 
Desert after illegally crossing the U.S.-Mexico border
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CAMPAIGN TRAIL

SUSAN FERRECHIO
Chief Congressional Correspondent

Markey no longer a cinch 
in Massachusetts senate race

Massachusetts is a blue state that rarely elects a Republican to 
federal offi  ce. Last year, it voted overwhelmingly for President 
Obama, a Democrat, over its own former governor, Republican 
Mitt Romney. But a series of polls show Gomez within a few per-
centage points of Markey with one survey declaring the race a dead 
heat. Moreover, Markey’s support dropped below 50 percent, a 
bad sign for an incumbent politician and further encouragement 
for Republicans ahead of the June 25 election.

“I think Gomez defi nitely has a shot at winning,” said John 
McLaughlin, whose Republican polling fi rm recently found Mar-
key and Gomez statistically tied.

The state’s Democrats outnumber Republicans 3-to-1, but they 
still fear a repeat of the 2010 special election in which Republican 
Scott Brown picked up considerable momentum in the fi nal weeks 
of the campaign and beat Democrat Martha Coakley to become 
the fi rst GOP senator elected in Massachusetts in 50 years.

Democrats hope now that whatever Markey lacks in voter af-
fection, his campaign will make up for in voter mobilization. State 
Democrats have an extensive network of volunteers and staff  that 
can get the party’s voters out to the polls. Much of that machinery 
has been in place since it helped Elizabeth Warren beat Brown in 
the 2012 Senate race.

“Back in 2010, Scott Brown was the one who had the ground 
game,” Aaron Vega, a state senator from western Massachusetts, 
said. “This time, Markey is able to leverage the ground game and 
the support of the base off  Elizabeth Warren’s campaign.”

Democrats have poured millions of dollars into the race, much 
of it for television and radio advertising attacking Gomez. President 
Obama attended a fundraiser and campaign rally for Markey in 
Boston last week, and former President Bill Clinton traveled to 
Massachusetts to stand with Markey at a rally Saturday, to help 
energize a Democratic base critical to Markey’s success.

Still, Markey faces a head wind generated by a series of scandals 
swirling around the Obama White House, including revelations 

that the IRS was targeting conservative 
groups, the Justice Department is 
monitoring journalists and National 
Security Agency is collecting the phone 
and email records of millions of Amer-
icans. In addition, Markey has prob-
lems of his own making.

First elected to Congress in 1976, 
Markey is viewed by many as the ulti-
mate political insider, an aloof candi-
date who spends most of his time in the 
affl  uent D.C. suburb of Chevy Chase, 
Md., instead of the blue-collar district 
he represents. 

He is also struggling to win over the 
state’s independent voters, who make 
up more than half of the state’s regis-
tered voters.

“I just don’t get the feeling that 
Markey’s heart is with the people,” said 
one independent, Liz Shaw, of Marl-
borough. “It’s more with himself.”

Shaw and other voters looking for 
a change believe Gomez, a former Navy 

SEAL who became a millionaire businessman, represents that 
fresh start.

Gomez, 47, has never held public offi  ce, but his political views 
are moderate, an attraction for independents. But the Republican 
contributed money to Obama’s 2008 campaign and bucked the 
GOP’s conservative wing by proclaiming his support for gay mar-
riage and expanded background checks for gun buyers, among 
other issues.

“There are areas where I’m going to disagree with the Repub-
lican Party,” Gomez told the Examiner while campaigning across 
the state in a green Navy fl ight jacket. “Hopefully I’ll be able to 
move them toward where I am, but you know, I’m my own person 
and I’m not beholden to anybody.”

Gomez believes voters will trust him above Markey to “put 
people before any party or politics.”

Boston Democratic strategist Mary Anne Marsh said victory 
will hinge on which party gets the most supporters to the polls.

“Democrats,” she said, “have to pull out their base.” ◆

BOSTON – Massachusetts Republicans hope voter disenchantment with Washington incumbents and a string of Obama 
administration scandals will propel Republican Gabriel Gomez to victory over longtime Democratic Rep. Ed Markey in this 
month’s special U.S. Senate election.

Longtime incumbent congressman faces surprising challenge from an ex-Navy SEAL who 
paints him as a Washington insider

GABRIEL GOMEZ ED MARKEY
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FIGHTING WORDS

TIMOTHY P. CARNEY 

The Senate immigration bill would create 
a permanent federal program allowing politi-
cally connected businessmen to sell visas to 
Chinese millionaires.

The “immigrant investor” visa program would 
become permanent under S. 744, the “comprehensive 
immigration reform,” championed by Senators Marco 
Rubio and Chuck Schumer.

Congress created the immigrant-investor EB-5 
visa 20 years ago as a pilot program, and has renewed 
it consistently. Through this program, U.S. Citizenship 
and Immigration Services (USCIS) designates local 

governments or business coalitions as “regional cen-
ters” for foreign investment. 

The regional centers then solicit foreigners to make 
major investments in projects — mostly real estate 
development — within the region.  In exchange for half 
a million in cash to the private project, the foreigner 
can get a green card for himself and his family. Ac-
cording to the Wall Street Journal, a vast majority of 
these visas go to Chinese investors.

In short, the program allows businessmen who 
know the system to sell green cards — mostly to Chi-
nese millionaires. Unsurprisingly, you see these EB-

5s wielded by politically minded U.S. businessmen.
Virginia gubernatorial candidate Terry McAuliff e 

made his fortune in the murky waters of political en-
trepreneurship. Beyond the millions the Clinton pal 
made at politically active failed telecom giant Global 
Crossing, McAuliff e invested big in GreenTech auto-
motive, an electric car company.

GreenTech chose to build its cars in Mississippi 
instead of Virginia because Mississippi off ered more 
subsidies, as McAuliff e tells it. One factor in snubbing 
his home state: Commonwealth offi  cials were skepti-
cal about GreenTech’s plans to set up an immigrant-in-

vestor regional center.
GreenTech planned 

to solicit investments by 
going overseas and of-
fering EB-5 visas to 
Chinese investors. State 
development offi  cial Liz 
Povar wrote in an email 
about GreenTech and its 
EB-5 request: “[I] still 
can’t get my head 
around this being any-
thing other than a visa-
for-sale scheme with 
potential national secu-
rity implications that we 
have no way to confi rm 
or discount.”

Wealthy Demo-
cratic donor and devel-
oper Bruce Ratner used 

eminent domain and government subsidies to trans-
form a part of Brooklyn, building an NBA arena and 
a shopping mall. According to the Wall Street Journal, 
he built the arena with money raised through the im-
migrant-investor program — $228 million, according 
to a Businessweek report.

Developers obviously love this program. Andrew 
Kimball, developer of the Brooklyn Navy Yard, used 
the EB-5 to raise $60 million from China. “It was like 
a gift from the gods,” he told the business newspaper 
Crain’s New York.

But it was really a gift from the federal government. 

Businessmen like McAuliff e, Ratner, and Kimball see 
EB-5s as free tools to raise money. The program’s 
champions in Washington — like the White House, 
Leahy, and New York Sen. Chuck Schumer — tout the 
program as free to taxpayers.

And it’s true that the costs of administering the 
program is dwarfed by the billions of dollars invested. 
But there are economic and moral costs here.

Economically, it’s not clear that the U.S. wins from 
having the government steer money to politically con-
nected projects like Ratner’s remaking of Brooklyn, 
or McAuliff e’s dream of electric cars. Absent the EB-5 
program, at least some of that Chinese money would 
have gone to other projects that didn’t have politicians’ 
blessing, but did have more economic promise.

Those businessmen lucky enough — and connected 
enough — to have access to EB-5 visas fi nd themselves 
competing over Chinese investors these days. The schlubs 
trying to attract foreign investment simply on the strength 
of their business plan? They’re left in the cold.

But there’s a civics problem here, too: Is it appro-
priate for the federal government to let private com-
panies sell a scarce public good such as permanent 
residency? If a businessman wants money from a 
hesitant foreign investor, he could either pay a higher 
interest rate or pay the investor with a green card. The 
higher interest comes out of the businessman’s pocket. 
The green card doesn’t.

Democrats justify the program as an employment 
program. The law requires the investors to demon-
strate jobs created directly or indirectly. This is stan-
dard Democratic trickle-down industrial policy: give 
big businessmen corporate welfare in the hope the 
businessman creates jobs.

On the Republican side, the politics are also 
typical. The conservative base generally opposes 
loose immigration laws, while the party elite seeks 
to fulfi ll the demands of businessmen who pose 
as capitalists but don’t hesitate to demand govern-
ment favors.

If Rubio and Schumer get their way, they ought to 
appropriate a few bucks to add a line to the plaque on 
the Statue of Liberty: “Give me your successful, your 
wealthy; Your blessed elites yearning to invest with 
Terry McAuliff e.” ◆

How Chinese investors 
buy their way into the U.S.
Immigration bill makes permanent a program that lets foreigners get green cards in return 
for making major investments

Chinese immigrant Haikun Shi, 47, 
stands for a portrait before being 

naturalized as a U.S. citizen on 
March 22, 2013 in New York City
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PAST PRESENT FUTURE

MICHAEL BARONE 

Are Americans becoming more libertarian on cul-
tural issues? I see evidence that they are, in poll 
findings and election results on three unrelated 
issues—marijuana legalization, same-sex marriage 
and gun rights. 

Start with pot. Last November voters in the states 
of Colorado and Washington voted to legalize mari-
juana, by a 55 to 45 percent margin in Colorado (more 
than Barack Obama’s margin in the state) and by 56 
to 44 percent in Washington. 

In contrast, California voters rejected legalization 
53 to 47 percent in 2010. These results and poll data 
suggest a general movement toward legal marijuana.

State legislatures in Denver and Olympia have 
been grappling with regulatory legislation amid un-
certainty over whether federal law — and federal law 
enforcers — override their state laws. 

But marijuana has already become eff ectively legal 
in many of the states that have reduced penalties for 
possession of small amounts or have legalized medical 
marijuana. You can easily fi nd addresses and phone 
numbers of dispensaries on the Web. 

Same-sex marriage, rejected in statewide votes 
between 1998 and 2008 and most recently in North 
Carolina in May 2012, was approved by voters in Maine 
and Maryland in November 2012, and voters then 
rejected a ban on it in Minnesota.

Since then, legislators in Delaware, Minnesota 
and Rhode Island have voted to legalize same-sex 
marriage. A dozen states and the District of Columbia 
now have similar laws that would have been unthink-
able two decades ago. 

I have yet to see signs of political backlash. Polls 
show that support for same-sex marriage is well nigh 
universal among young Americans, but it has also been 
rising among their elders. 

To some it may seem odd to yoke together mari-
juana and gay rights, generally thought of as causes of 
the Left, with gun rights, supported more by the Right. 
Yet in all three cases Americans have been moving 
toward greater liberty for the individual.

One landmark was the fi rst law, passed in Florida 
in 1987, allowing ordinary citizens to carry concealed 
weapons. Many, including me, thought that the result 
would be frequent shootouts in the streets.

That hasn’t happened. It turns out that almost all 
ordinary citizens handle guns with appropriate re-
straint, as they do with the other potential deadly 
weapon people encounter every day, the automobile.

Concealed-carry laws have spread to 40 states, 
with few ill eff ects. Politicians who opposed them 
initially, including former Michigan Gov. Jennifer 
Granholm, have not sought their repeal.

In contrast, voters have reacted negatively to gun 
control proposals, even after horrifi c events like the 
massacre in Newtown, Conn. That was apparent in 
the Senate’s rejection of the Toomey-Manchin back-
ground check bill.

What about the cultural issue that most pundits 
mention fi rst, abortion? Attitudes have remained 
roughly the same: most Americans think abortion 
should be, in Bill Clinton’s phrase, safe, legal and rare. 

Young Americans, contrary to their libertarian 
leaning on same-sex marriage, are slightly less 
pro-abortion rights than their elders. They’ve seen 
sonograms and all of them by defi nition owe their 
existence to a decision not to abort.

And from the point of view of the unborn child, 
abortion is the opposite of liberating.

Back in the conformist America of the 1950s — a 
nation of greater income equality and stronger labor 

unions, as liberals like to point out — marijuana, ho-
mosexual acts and abortion weren’t political issues. 

They were crimes. And opposition to gun control 
measures in the 1950s and 1960s was much less wide-
spread and vigorous than it is today.

Is this libertarian trend a good thing for the na-
tion? Your answer will depend on your values. 

I’m inclined to look favorably on it. I think the 
large majority of Americans can use marijuana and 
guns responsibly. 

Same-sex marriage can be seen as liberating, but it 
also includes an element of restraint. Abortions, in fact, 
have become more rare over a generation.

But I do see something to worry about. In his best-
seller “Coming Apart,” my American Enterprise Insti-
tute colleague Charles Murray shows that college-ed-
ucated Americans have handled liberating trends 
of the 1970s like no-fault divorce with self-restraint.

But at the bottom of the social scale we have seen 
an unraveling, with out-of-wedlock births, contin-
uing joblessness, lack of social connectedness and 
civic involvement.

In conformist America the old prohibitions provided 
these people with guardrails, as the Wall Street Jour-
nal’s Daniel Henninger has written. In today’s more 
libertarian America the guardrails may be gone. ◆ 

A libertarian turn on marijuana, 
gay marriage and gun rights
Is this trend on social issues a good thing for the nation? Your answer will depend 
on your values
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BY BYRON YORK
Chief Political Correspondent

It’s not just the press. The Democratic clerisy, from grass-roots 
organizers to insider strategists to big-money donors, fully expects 
a Clinton candidacy. The 2016 Democratic presidential nomination, 
it appears, is Hillary’s for the asking.

But what if she doesn’t ask? What if Hillary Clinton chooses not to 
run, or for some reason is not able to run? After such a deep emotional 
investment in a Hillary candidacy, do Democrats have a Plan B?

If by Plan B you mean a two-time presidential loser and lifetime 
Washington player, then the answer is yes. The Democrats have Vice 
President Joe Biden.

“Biden would be the instant front-runner, in a class by himself,” 
says one Democratic strategist on what might happen if Mrs. Clinton 
doesn’t run. “He would inherit an awful lot of the Obama machine,” 
says another party politico. “He’s defi nitely going to run if she doesn’t.”

But Biden would also inherit the Obama baggage. And that means 
more than just the legacy of a diffi  cult second term. Although Obama 
remains popular with Democratic voters, he hasn’t always endeared 
himself to the people who help make future presidents. “Obama has 
not built up a lot of goodwill or confi dence in the Democratic estab-
lishment or, more importantly, among Democratic donors and 

members of Congress,” says one party insider. “Biden is a beloved 
fi gure, but there is a price to pay for the association.”

Then there is Biden’s age. He’ll be 74 on Inauguration Day, 2017 
— fi ve years older than Ronald Reagan, the nation’s oldest president, 
when he was sworn in. If Biden were to serve two terms, he would 
leave the White House at age 82. Democrats will tell themselves 
that’s OK — two diff erent strategists interviewed here claimed that 
“70 is the new 50” — but many voters will likely conclude that’s just 
too old to hold the world’s most demanding job.

It’s more than a little ironic that Democrats fi nd themselves in 
this fi x because Barack Obama chose to follow the example of George 
W. Bush by choosing a vice president with almost no chance of suc-
ceeding him. That’s the way leadership is handed off  when a party 
wins the White House, but Dick Cheney’s health and age made 
succession impossible, leaving the Republican fi eld wide open in 
2008. Now Obama’s choice of Biden has done the same thing for 
Democrats. If the vice president were 15 years younger, there would 
be no question he’d be the party’s next nominee.

As Democrats look at Biden, the twin factors of age and closeness 
to Obama point to a vexing question: How can the vice president 

“Here comes Hillary,” announced CNN recently in a breathless story on the 
likelihood that former fi rst lady, senator, and Secretary of State Hillary Clinton will 
run for president. The network, along with most other news outlets, interpreted her 

recent speech to her husband’s foundation as a sign of future White House 
ambitions, just as the entire political commentariat viewed her decision to start 

a Twitter account as a sure bet she’s going to run.

IF HILLARY CLINTON DOESN’T RUN FOR PRESIDENT

A DARK 
HORSE

Could Steal the Race 



credibly talk to voters about the future? 
“Biden cannot be a third Obama term — we 
learned that in the Gore campaign,” said 
the fi rst party strategist. “He has to run with 
a fresh new start and a vision for the future.” 
It’s not clear whether anyone really believes 
he can do that.

But if not Biden, who? Is there a non
-Biden Democratic Plan B? The answer is no.

If Hillary stays on the sidelines, a dark 
horse could steal the race, Among the pos-
sibilities: Maryland Gov. Martin O’Malley, 
New York Gov. Andrew Cuomo, Virginia 
Sen. Mark Warner, Massachusetts Sen. 
Elizabeth Warren, New York Sen. Kirsten 
Gillibrand, Colorado Gov. John Hicken-
looper, Massachusetts Gov. Deval Patrick 
and Minnesota Sen. Amy Klobuchar.

But all have what could generously be 
called stature problems. Ask insiders about 
O’Malley, for example — an East Coast gov-
ernor who has worked hard to put himself 
into position to run — and this is the answer 
from one pol: “Right now, he would be a 
perfect No. 2 if the No. 1 looked for somebody who has been a very 
strong governor. He passed gay marriage, he did guns — he has done 
the big issues. But his profi le is still not high enough for him to be a 
fi rst-tier candidate.” Of course, in a non-Hillary fi eld, O’Malley’s 
profi le would be high; he would probably be a fi rst-tier candidate 
from the get-go. But today he seems an also-ran.

Cuomo would have a higher profi le simply because of his name and 
the fact that he comes from the nation’s money and media capital. But 
he’s also had a checkered tenure in offi  ce, fi rst angering the Democratic 
base by crossing some unions and then pleasing the true believers by 
working on behalf of gay marriage and Draconian gun-control measures. 
At the same time, Cuomo has fallen short on a goal to control corruption 
in New York’s scandal-plagued capital. “First, he has to clean up Albany,” 
says one of the strategists. “He has his challenges.”

Mark Warner appears to have the whole resume: He’s been a 

successful businessman, making millions in the cellphone industry. 
(Warner likes to joke than when audiences wince at the sound of a 
ringing phone, all he hears is “ka-ching, ka-ching.”) He’s also been 
the governor of key swing state Virginia and is now the senior sena-
tor from the Old Dominion. As impressive as that sounds, Warner 
has spent years courting key Democratic constituencies, and there’s 
no evidence romance has bloomed.

Others? Warren would be a favorite of anti-business activists, 
and along with Gillibrand and Klobuchar would benefi t by being a 
woman in a non-Hillary race. Hickenlooper could have a heartland 
appeal. Patrick would be the only African-American. But there are 
no stars.

Back in 1988, when George H.W. Bush ran to succeed the eight-
year presidency of Ronald Reagan, Democrats fi elded such a weak 
fi eld that the group became known collectively as “the Seven Dwarfs.” 
(One of the dwarfs just happened to be Biden.) Now, Democrats could 
fi nd themselves with another cast of mini-candidates.

Given all that, one might conclude that Democrats fear the party is 

doomed if Hillary Clinton doesn’t run. But 
that’s not at all true.

 Of course, they worry about what might 
happen if their star candidate is not on the 
ballot. But party insiders believe Demo-
crats have a structural advantage regard-
less of who runs, due to demographic 
changes and the formerly red or purple 
states that have turned fully blue in recent 
years.

“Democrats start out with nearly a lock 
on 242 electoral votes, and Republicans 
start out with 102,” notes the second strat-
egist. “They can win in a number of diff er-
ent ways, while Republicans have to win 
everything.” Beyond the numbers, Demo-
crats believe deep down that today’s Re-
publican Party is in such a mess that it will 
fi nd a way to alienate voters no matter who 
runs on the Democratic side.

“There is a structural advantage for 
Democrats because Republicans just don’t 
get it,” says a third party insider. “You can-
not become president today if you’re going 

to demonize undocumented workers who are part of the culture, or 
if you’re going to demonize the gay community, or refer to 47 percent 
of the country as slackers.”

So Democrats remain confi dent. And of course, they still expect 
Clinton to run. But even if she does, things might not turn out as 
swimmingly as they hope. On the one hand, as the fi rst woman 
nominee, Clinton would be another history-making candidate, al-
lowing Democrats to relive some of the thrill they felt when they 
chose the fi rst black president.

But voters usually tire of the party in power after eight years. 
And Clinton will not be the new face Obama was in 2008. When 
2016 comes, she will have been a national public fi gure for 24 years, 
since Bill Clinton was fi rst elected president in 1992. 

Many analysts believe politicians have a “sell-by” date — that is, if 
they have not won the White House within a dozen or so years after 

entering the national scene, they never will. When 2016 arrives, Mrs. 
Clinton will be long past her date. She’ll also be 69 years old, just a few 
months younger than Reagan. And she had a signifi cant health scare 
in the past year after fainting, falling and suff ering a concussion and 
a blood clot in her head. It’s possible that, like John McCain, who lost 
a step between his 2000 and 2008 runs, Clinton could be a little slower 
and a little less dynamic the second time around.

But odds are still that she will be on the trail come 2016. If not, 
look for Democrats to engage in a bit of magical thinking, hoping 
that one of today’s no-names will rocket to glory the way the unknown 
Barack Obama did after his speech to the party’s convention in 2004. 
Maybe that will happen; maybe there’s a rock star waiting to be 
discovered deep inside Martin O’Malley or Kirsten Gillibrand. But 
it’s more likely that Democrats will face a long and tiring struggle to 
fi nd a new leader in a post-Obama, post-Clinton world. 

BYRON YORK can be contacted at byork@washingtonexaminer.com. His column 

appears on Tuesday and Friday at washingtonexaminer.com. 

“Look for Democrats to engage in a bit of 
magical thinking, hoping that one of today’s 

no-names will rocket to glory.”
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Many conservatives are disappointed that you’re 

supporting legislation that includes a path to citizen-

ship for illegal immigrants.

I don’t think you want to live in a country where you 
have millions and millions of people that are here 
permanently but can never become U.S. citizens. 
Why would we want to prevent someone who loves 
America from becoming an American — one day, down 

the road and in the future? All I’m trying to do is create a 
process where that can happen responsibly. It’s not 
perfect; I wish we didn’t have this problem. I didn’t 
create the 11 million. That was done by many of the 
same people that are now screaming at us — were 
around in 1986 when the mistakes were made that led 
to this. All I’m trying to do is solve this problem and 
make sure it never happens again.

You’ve maintained immigration reform isn’t about 

politics. But is there no political calculation?

Big Government, Obama-style, is hurting Hispanics 
and minorities worse than anybody in the country … 
The problem that I face and that [Republicans] face, 
is that when we try to talk about those issues, the 
Democrats don’t even have to engage us in that debate, 
they just point to immigration and they say, ‘But these 
people hate you, these people want to get rid of you, 
and they want to get rid of people that you love.’ It’s not 
true, it’s not fair, but they’ve been successful. So to the 
extent that that will no longer be something they can 
use to divert people’s attention, to the extent that now 
that this issue will be off  the table we can start having a 
debate about how Big Government hurts all Americans, 
especially those of Hispanic descent, I think that will 
be a net positive over time. As far as political calculus 
personally is concerned … The people that succeed most 
at future ambitions or whatever are largely the people 
that sometimes just avoid doing anything. They come 
here, they give speeches, they do fundraising appeals, 
they write letters, they grab headlines, but they don’t 
get involved in actually solving problems. If someone 
was interested in their political future, only, that might 
be the direction that you went, and some people counsel 
that. I just personally have a problem with that. 

Talk about the future of the Republican Party. 

In the end, it’s not about the Republican Party. To 
me, it’s about conservatism. What does limited gov-
ernment conservatism mean in the 21st Century? … 

Obama’s policies are going to be a disaster. By the 
end of his term, I predict he’ll be more unpopular than 
George W. Bush was at the end of his … When that hap-
pens, and that’s already happening, people are going to 
look for an alternative — what else is there [than the 
GOP]? And I think if conservatism is just ‘not Obama,’ 
we’re just not him, then I think we’ll win some elections. 
But I think that if we are an alternative, if we’re not 
just ‘not Obama’ but we’re actually an alternative, and 
alternative vision about what the appropriate role for 
government is in the economy and in our lives, if we can 
off er that to people, we won’t just win some elections, 
we’ll actually get a chance to govern.

Is conservatism at a crossroads?

It depends on the issue … There is danger in disen-
gaging from our global obligations because they 
end up visiting us … While it may look like a distant 
confl ict that has nothing to do with us, if that thing 
implodes, it’s going to impact us in a bad way, and absent 
American leadership around the world … that vacuum 
leads to chaos, and in that chaotic environment, that’s 
how Iran wins, that’s how North Korea wins, that’s how 
al Qaeda wins, that’s how radical Islamist terrorists win.

Is it unfair to consider you a potential presidential 

candidate in 2016?

At some point next year, I’m going to have to make a 
decision: Do I want to continue to serve in the Sen-
ate; do I want to run for something else, or do I want to 
give someone else a chance serve? At some point next 
year I’ll have to make that decision about what I want 
to do next. And I’m not there yet … Right now, what I’m 
focused on being the best Senator that I can and what 
I’ve learned is that if you do a good job at the job you 
have, you’ll always have a chance to do other things, even 
things you hadn’t anticipated.  

DAVID M. DRUCKER is The Washington Examiner’s Senior 

Congressional Correspondent.
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QUESTION & ANSWER

INTERVIEW BY DAVID M. DRUCKER

MARCO RUBIO
The Senator talks about the 
politics of immigration reform
After the issue is settled, he says, Americans can debate how Big Government, Obama-style, is 
hurting everybody, especially Hispanics and minorities

The Washington Examiner sat down with 

Sen. Marco Rubio to discuss the politics 

of immigration reform, the Florida 

Republican’s approach to governing and 

his political future.
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ERIC HOLDER REMAINS SECURE 
IN HIS JOB DESPITE SWIRLING SCANDALS

BY SUSAN CRABTREE 
White House Correspondent

PRESIDENT OBAMA’S

‘WING MAN’
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Why is Attorney General Eric Holder so cool, calm and seemingly 
secure in his job?

After all, he is at the center of a burgeoning scandal over the abuse 
of civil liberties by his Justice Department.

And Justice did not just snoop on anonymous citizens. It moni-
tored more than 20 private phone lines of Associated Press report-
ers and editors, as well as the phone and email records of Fox News 
reporter James Rosen in an attempt to plug national security leaks.

Holder said he didn’t know anything about Justice going after 
journalists for reporting classifi ed information, but later it was re-
vealed that Holder himself approved the Justice Department inves-
tigation of Rosen.

Republicans called for Holder’s scalp and even some on the Left 
— Arianna Huffi  ngton, Bill Press and former Rep. Dennis Kucinich 
of Ohio, to name just a few — wanted him gone.

Through it all, Holder has projected a what-me-worry attitude. 
The idea of leaving his post in shame never seems to have crossed 
his mind.

During a hearing before the House Judiciary Committee, Holder 
even went on off ense, personally attacking Rep. Darrell Issa, the 
California Republican who has been his chief antagonist. He accused 
the congressman of conducting himself in an “unacceptable and 
shameful” way.

Friends and observers say there is one big reason for his cool-
under-fi re response: his close personal friendship with Obama. A 
few months ago he told radio talk-show host Tom Joyner that he was 
the president’s “wingman.”

It’s no secret that Holder enjoys the closest relationship to Obama 
of any Cabinet member, and Michelle Obama and Holder’s wife, 
Sharon Malone, are also friends. The two couples go out to dinner 
from time to time. Michelle Obama, as well as Valerie Jarrett, the 
president’s senior adviser, grew to respect and admire Holder when 
he served as a senior legal adviser during the 2008 campaign.

Their deep bond also transcends friendship. Obama, the nation’s 
fi rst black president, chose Holder as the fi rst black attorney general. 
Malone, an obstetrician, is the sister of the late Vivian Malone Jones, 
famous for her iconic role in the racial integration of the University 
of Alabama.

“Gov. Wallace blocked her from enrolling, stopping her at the 
door,” said Jamie Gorelick, who preceded Holder as deputy attorney 
general in the Clinton administration. “That’s personal — that has 
got to be a central part of how he and Sharon see themselves and 
what they concern themselves with in their lives.” 

Holder made no bones about his intentions when he took over at 
Justice, memorably declaring that the Civil Rights Division was 
“back in business.” But the same fervor has stoked criticism that 
Holder dropped voter intimidation charges against the New Black 
Panther Party for racially motivated reasons.

Holder’s rocky tenure as attorney general has surprised some in 
Washington who remember him as a mild-mannered careerist who 
joined the Justice Department in 1976 and served 12 years as a 

prosecutor before President Reagan appointed him to be an associ-
ate judge on the D.C. Superior Court in 1988.

Five years later, President Clinton plucked him to be U.S. attor-
ney for D.C., where he took over the prosecution of then-Rep. Dan 
Rostenkowski, the powerful chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee who was ultimately charged with 17 counts of corruption.

The goodwill from the Right vanished, however, after Holder 
recommended that Clinton pardon Marc Rich, a billionaire fi nancier 
who had fl ed the country rather than face tax evasion charges and 
making illegal deals with Iran during the hostage crisis. Holder has 
since said he regrets the decision and was ill-informed, an assertion 
critics dispute.

Some point to the Rich pardon as an early sign that Holder, despite 
all his years in Washington, is politically tone-deaf.

“Eric is not as political as people think he is — it’s sort of shock-
ing,” said Joe DiGenova, a prominent Republican who also served 
as U.S. attorney for D.C. and has known Holder for years and likes 
him personally.

Others believe Holder is simply taking the hits that Obama would 
otherwise absorb for the administration’s most controversial policies.

“He’s the lightning rod for disagreements with the president’s 
policies. … Part of his job is to defl ect controversy from the president,” 
said Bob Bennett, a longtime Washington attorney who represented 
Rostenkowski in the corruption case.

To the frustration of his critics, the latest string of controversies 
may actually have extended Holder’s tenure as the nation’s top 
lawman. He never planned to stay for Obama’s full two terms and 
many expected him to step down shortly after Obama’s new national 
security team settled into their roles. 

But no one in Washington wants to leave on a low note, and with 
the media and Congress demanding answers on an array of govern-
ment spying revelations, Holder will likely be hanging around the 
halls of Justice for months, if not years, to come.  

Friends and observers say 
there is one big reason for 
his cool-under-fire re-
sponse: his close personal 
friendship with Obama.
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By Thomas J. Donohue
President and CEO 

U.S. Chamber of Commerce

At the end of spring, the U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce welcomed small business 
owners and entrepreneurs from across 
the country to our annual America’s Small 
Business Summit in Washington, D.C., to 
make their voices heard. Now, with summer 
heating up, we’re hitting the road to see 
small businesses in action in towns and 
communities nationwide.

We’re going “On the Road With Free 
Enterprise,” a cross-country summer road 
trip to find and tell free enterprise stories 
all over America. At the wheel are Nate 
and Joe, a two-man team selected from 
more than 900 tour guide applicants and 
ultimately chosen by thousands of online 
supporters. Nate and Joe are longtime 
friends originally from Boston, who 
have written and reported on topics like 
entrepreneurship, innovation, and culture. 

They will put their experience to work 

on the road. Through social media, video, 
blogging, and good old-fashioned man-on-
the-street interaction, they will tell the story 
of free enterprise where it lives. They will 
show what it means to our economy and why 
it is such an integral part of our daily lives.

The Chamber helped Nate and Joe 
kick off the tour at Nationals Stadium in 
Washington last week. The tour guides 
will visit more than 15 cities during their 
two-month journey, heading to the West 
Coast and back.

Along the way they will visit the 
mom-and-pop shops that run our economy. 
The tour will showcase examples of what 
makes this nation so great: hardworking 
folks who put it all on the line to 
pursue their dreams. When American 
entrepreneurs are free to build their own 
businesses, innovation thrives and jobs 
are born. What begins in the back of a 
food truck, or as a harebrained scheme 
in someone’s basement, can lead to 
businesses that enrich individuals and fuel 
our economy. Nate and Joe will also tour 

some major corporations and manufacturing 
plants that contribute significantly to our 
economy and way of life.

Businesses of all sizes and sectors 
represent the free enterprise system at work 
in America. As that system comes under 
attack in our nation’s capital and by business 
opponents, it’s never been more important 
to show just what free enterprise means 
to Main Street. It means innovation, jobs, 
opportunity, prosperity, and hope. That’s why 
free enterprise must not only be celebrated 
and showcased but also protected and 
advanced. The Free Enterprise Tour is just 
one way we’ll do that this summer.

Nate and Joe will share all their 
experiences through daily reports from 
the road. You can be a passenger on this 
trip by following along, stop-by-stop, at 
FreeEnterprise.com/tour and on Twitter  
@FreeEnterprise #FEtour.

Hit the Road With Free Enterprise
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“Ford Motor and Apple were started 

in sheds. Solyndra was started at

an Obama fundraiser.”
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“Our Embassy’s lone statement to 

injured Turkish protesters: “Get well

soon.” Most Hallmark cards say 

more than that.”
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“A poem inspired by this hearing: 

Dots need connecting/but the 

law we’re respecting/there are

just so many terrorists the 

#NSA’s suspecting”

RALPH REED, @ralphreed

“Is Claire McCaskill hoping

endorsing Hillary 3.5 years out 

will make up for endorsing Obama 

in 08? Fat chance. Hill & Bill

never forget.”

CHRIS CILLIZZA, @TheFix

‘”I think he’s been a great leader but 

I don’t want my daughter near him.“ 

– Claire McCaskill on Bill Clinton
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“Employee left job at US Govt 

Printing Offi ce for work at another 

fed. agency. Printing Offi ce 

mistakenly kept paying worker 

for 11 months.”
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“He’s taking over for Holder? RT @

mmcauliff: Rep Rooney: What’s next 

for Mr. Snowden? Dep. FBI Director 

Joyce: Justice.”

LACHLAN MARKAY, @lachlan

“An IRS bureaucrat said he’s 

a Republican? Oh, well I’m no 

longer concerned about the agency

singling out groups that teach 

the Constitution.”
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IN FOCUS

U.S. student debt has been on a his-
toric run. Americans now owe 
nearly $1 trillion on their student 
loans, an amount that has nearly 
tripled since 2004 and is now greater 
than credit card or auto debt. 

Some have labeled the student 
loan market a bubble or a looming 
crisis. In May, representatives of 
the banking industry serving on the 
Federal Reserve’s Federal Advisory 
Council warned that the student 
loan market has “parallels to the 
housing crisis.” 

But there are reasons to believe 
that the run-up in student debt is less 
a bubble than a response by consum-
ers to the economic downturn. 

Americans drastically curtailed 
mortgage borrowing when the 
housing market collapsed. As the 
fi nancial crisis became a broad recession, consumers 
began aggressively de-leveraging to ride out the storm. 
Five years after the crash, Americans are still reluctant 
to tap lines of credit to make purchases: Mortgage, 
credit card and auto loan credit are all still below their 
pre-recession highs. 

The growth of student debt, however, appears to 
be countercyclical. When times get tough, consumers 
are more likely to avoid large purchases with credit 
cards and to pay down their balances. Choosing to 
defer education, however, is not so easy.  Attending 
college or graduate school is a life-cycle decision, not 
a business-cycle one. Students graduating during a 
downturn cannot easily postpone their college plans 
until the market recovers.

There are several reasons why consumers may be 
more likely to take on student debt during a downturn 
than at other times. One is that people try to wait out 
problems in the labor market by spending more time 
in school or going back to attain new skills. According 
to the Law School Admission Council, the 
organization that administers the LSAT, the number 
of people taking the test for admission to law school 

spiked in 2008. 
The Educational Testing Service reports similar 

growth in the number of people taking the GRE, 
the test used in graduate school admissions.  

Dennis Carlson, chief economist for the consumer 
credit reporting agency Equifax, noted that the 

biggest increase in student loans has 
been among borrowers in their 30s.  
Carlson suggested that the “tough 
economic market” might make 
“seeking another degree desirous.”

In a February presentation for 
the Federal Reserve Bank of New 
York, staff  economist Donghoon Lee 
identifi ed a few reasons why the 
number of borrowers and the 
amount of student debt per 
borrower have risen. 

In addition to more people at-
tending college and grad school and 
spending more years there, 

Lee noted that borrowers are more likely now to 
delay repayments. 

Another factor might be that parents, facing the 
strain of an underwater mortgage or other recession-re-
lated fi nancial losses, aren’t able to contribute as much 
to their children’s education as they did in the past. 

The result: a “shift in costs borne from parents to 
children,” according to Rohit Chopra, a student 
loan ombudsman for the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau. 

The boom in student loans might have “more to do 
with the housing market than we think,” Chopra told 
the Washington Examiner.

In other words, at the same time that Americans are 
tightening other areas of their budgets, 
they’re stretching to afford even more education 
than before.  

JOSEPH LAWLER, Economics Writer 

Trillion dollar 
question  

STUDENT DEBT

When times get tough, consumers 
are more likely to avoid large 
purchases with credit cards and to 
pay down their balances. Choosing 
to defer education, however, is 
not as easy. 
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Sound Bites

Obama’s biggest problem

“There is a common element 

to the so-called Obama 

scandals … In each case, the 

Obama administration has 

helped make controversies 

worse by changing its stories, 

distorting facts, and lying.”

–RON FOURNIER, National Journal

STEVE CONTORNO, Congressional Correspondent 

Federal school 
takeover?
Conservatives argue that the common core curriculum 
shifts control away from locally elected boards

A broad, bipartisan eff ort to standardize what students 
across the country are taught at each grade level faces 
a stiff  challenge from conservative groups warning 
that states are turning local control of schools over to 
the federal government.

Republican governors and lawmakers once 
embraced the Common Core State Standards 
Initiative, but are now running from it. Several states, 
including Indiana, Pennsylvania and South Carolina, 
have slowed the program’s implementation after Tea 
Party activists lobbied hard against it. The Republican 
National Committee jumped into the debate, 
declaring the common core curriculum “an 
inappropriate overreach to standardize and control 
the education of our children so they will conform to 
a preconceived ‘normal.’”

Today’s harsh criticism of the curriculum is in sharp 
contrast to 2009, when Republicans and Democrats 
in state capitals across the country celebrated the rare 
bipartisan accord. Forty-fi ve states are signed on to 
the education overhaul, hoping it would ensure that a 
fourth-grader in Boise, Idaho, was learning at the same 
level as a fourth-grade student in Peoria, Ill. New tests 
would track student progress.

Education reformers thought they struck gold.
“States decided that they could work together to create 

standards that were set at the same level so it was 
preparing students to go into college and go into careers, 
rather than at an arbitrary level,” said Carrie Heath 
Phillips, director for Common Core State Standards at 
the Council of Chief State School Offi  cers. The group 
worked with the National Governors Association to 
develop the standards, which had the backing of education 
reform giants like former Florida Gov. Jeb Bush, a 
Republican, and the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation.

President Obama backs the common core initiative, 
though it isn’t a creation of the administration. But 
conservatives remain skeptical and see it as a drastic shift 
from locally elected school boards deciding what teachers 
should teach.

Nine Republican senators, including Chuck Grassley, 
of Iowa; Rand Paul, of Kentucky; and Ted Cruz, of  Texas, 
all signed a letter accusing the Obama administration of 
withholding education dollars from states that didn’t 
adopt common core-style standards. 

“What’s happening violates the structure of our 
education system, where academic content decisions 
are made at the state level giving parents a direct line 
of accountability to those making the decisions,” 
Grassley said. 

Backers of the common core curriculum insist that 
neither the administration nor any other national entity 
is dictating how teachers and school boards should 
develop curriculums.

“They’re standards. They’re expectations. They’re 
benchmarks,” said Mary Fergus, spokeswoman for 
the Illinois State Board of Education. “They establish 
what students need to learn but not what teachers 
need to teach.”

The opposition from the political right has 
emboldened critics on the left. 

The American Federation for Teachers and the 
National Education Association, the country’s two 
largest teachers unions, have been wary of the standards 
from the start because they worry that students’ test 
scores would be used to evaluate teachers. Both groups 
called for a moratorium on the implementation of 
common core, which is scheduled to be in place by the 
start of the 2014 school year.

But advocates want to move forward.
“We passed the standards in 2010 and we put them 

out there,” Fergus said. “I think that we’re moving along 
here in Illinois.”

Alaska, Minnesota, Nebraska, Texas and Virginia 
are the only states that chose not to participate in the 
curriculum program. Javaid Siddiqi, deputy secretary 
of education in Virginia, said the state believes it has 
more fl exibility on its own to develop standards specifi c 
to Virginia students. 

“The tradeoff  is, if you don’t do it, are you not being 
part of a larger conversation?” Siddiqi said. “Really, their 
assessments aren’t even field tested. Nothing is 
compelling us to come over the top and say ‘We need to 
be a part of this.”   
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Arlene Lebowitz, assists 
a student in her 
third-grade class.

TEACHING STANDARDS

War on war?

“Men feel that right now is 

a really bad time in terms of 

legal issues, they don’t get 

the kids as often, only 10 

percent of the time do they 

get child custody, their the 

ones paying alimony.”

–HELEN SMITH, Men on Strike

What happened?

“He said he was going to 

protect our privacy, he said 

he would protect the Fourth 

Amendment, he appeared to 

care and he still sounds like 

does, but then he does the 

complete opposite.”

–SEN. RAND PAUL on President Obama

Find peace

“No matter how many settlers 

you put out there [in the West 

Bank], the Palestinians are 

having more babies than the 

Israelis as a whole … You’ve 

got an existential question to 

answer.”

–FORMER PRESIDENT BILL CLINTON





ON THE RISE & ON THE SLIDE

The current economic land-
scape is not a hospitable one 
for the White House.  Its key 
features are a lingering jobs 
crisis, painfully slow growth 
and mounting federal debt. 
Advising the president on the 
economy is never easy, and 
it’s particularly tough right 
now. So it was significant 
that Jason Furman was al-
most universally regarded as 
the right man for the job. 

President Obama last week nominated the 42-year-old Furman 
as chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers, the three-member 
panel responsible for informing the president about his policy options 
on a range of economic issues. After bidding goodbye to the outgoing 
chairman, Princeton economist Alan Kreuger, Obama introduced 
Furman as “one of the most brilliant economic minds of his generation.”

Furman has the pedigree to justify that statement. The son of a 
prominent New York-based real estate developer father and a high-
profile liberal philanthropist mother, Furman made a name for 
himself in Democratic circles by serving on the staff of President 
Clinton’s CEA in 1996 while still a graduate student at Harvard. 

After obtaining his Ph.D., Furman set aside an academic career 
for a succession of policy jobs in Washington and gained a reputation 
for an ability to think critically. Although he is known as a political 
progressive, Furman has drawn attention for trespassing liberal 
orthodoxy on a variety of economic topics. In particular, his 2005 
paper defending Wal-Mart as a benefit to the middle class drew the 
ire of some labor groups and marked him as an independent thinker. 

After a stint at the Brookings Institution, Furman became an 
early member of Team Obama by joining the future president’s 2008 
campaign. Later, as deputy director of Obama’s National Economic 
Council, he played a role in developing the 2009 stimulus package 
and later in shaping the 2010 health care law. More recently, Furman 
has been featured in media accounts warning about the effects of the 
sequestration policy that took effect earlier this spring. 

Perhaps the most significant indicator that Furman is well 
positioned to run the CEA is that his nomination was met with praise 
not just from the Left but from the Right. A group of Republican-
affiliated economists wrote on the American Enterprise Institute’s 
blog that Furman “will serve the president and the nation with 
distinction.” Among the signatories were two of President George 
W. Bush’s CEA chairmen: Glenn Hubbard and N. Gregory Mankiw, 
who was also Furman’s dissertation adviser at Harvard.

Running the CEA is generally not a highly public or politicized 
job, but it is an important one in setting public policy and shaping a 
president’s legacy. Furman faces a tough job ahead, but he begins 
with the wind at his back.  

Virginia Gov. Bob McDonnell’s 
Boy Scout image is taking a beat-
ing in his fi nal year in offi  ce, and 
hopes of a national political ca-
reer appear to be fading with the 
news that the FBI and a federal 
grand jury are investigating the 
governor’s ties to an infl uential 
campaign donor.

Talk of McDonnell as a po-
tential 2016 Republican White 
House candidate — VP at a 
minimum — has all but ceased. 

And while his approval ratings in Virginia remain an enviable 59 percent, 
it’s not clear how long the cloud of a federal investigation will hang over 
him or whether it will do any permanent political damage.

Federal authorities are looking into McDonnell’s relationship with 
Star Scientifi c CEO Jonnie Williams. Williams for years showered 
McDonnell with campaign contributions and gifts, including vacations 
and use of his Ferrari. Williams also paid the $15,000 catering bill for 
the wedding of McDonnell’s daughter, something the governor failed to 
report for two years. 

In turn, Virginia’s fi rst family feted Williams at the executive man-
sion in August 2011 and, around the time of their daughter’s wedding, fi rst 
lady Maureen McDonnell fl ew to Florida to promote Anatabloc, a tobac-
co-based supplement Star Scientifi c hoped would be a major money-maker.

McDonnell insists that the supplement maker, which is suing the state 
over unpaid taxes, received no special consideration. He didn’t report the 
catering bill, he said, because state disclosure laws don’t cover gifts to 
family members.

The unfamiliar negative publicity is clearly taking a toll. The normally 
media friendly McDonnell was rushed out of a Northern Virginia event 
by his handlers earlier this month after news broke that a Republican state 
lawmaker was called to appear before the investigating grand jury. 

“Unfortunately, I cannot comment,” McDonnell told a Norfolk radio 
station. “I’ve never commented on any potential or possible investigations.”

Adding to McDonnell’s troubles is the embezzlement trial of his former 
mansion chef, Todd Schneider, who claimed in court papers that McDon-
nell and his family used the state-funded mansion as a personal pantry. 

McDonnell came to national attention when he won the 2009 gov-
ernor’s race just a year after President Obama had won Virginia. Months 
later, McDonnell was delivering the GOP response to Obama’s State of 
the Union address and, later, traveling the country raising money for 
other Republicans running for governor.

He was considered for, but didn’t get, the vice presidential slot on 
the 2012 Republican ticket, and he missed out on a likely Cabinet post 
with Mitt Romney’s loss to Obama. 

McDonnell rebounded somewhat this year by winning legislative 
approval for a historic transportation-funding package, but that won’t 
be enough if the FBI probe produces any charges.  

Jason Furman Bob McDonnell
JOSEPH LAWLER,  Economics Writer STEVE CONTORNO, Congressional Correspondent
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“Liberty,” Frederick Douglass once declared, “is 
not a device or an experiment, but a law of nature 
dating back to man’s creation.”

On Wednesday, House Speaker John Boehner 
hosted a dedication ceremony for a statue honoring 
Douglass in the Capitol’s Visitor Center, providing 
a welcome opportunity to ref lect on his legacy as 
an escaped slave, abolitionist, civil rights leader 
and political thinker.

In his book, “The Political Thought of Freder-
ick Douglass,” Nicholas Buccola cautions that 
Douglass’s political ideology was complex. But one 
common thread was his belief in individual liberty 
and advocacy for personal responsibility.

Douglass himself embodied these principles. 
Born into slavery in 1818 on Maryland’s eastern 
shore, Douglass covertly learned how to read and 
write. Lacking a pen or proper notepad, he practiced 
the alphabet by scribbling with chalk on fences, 
brick walls and the pavement.

When 20 years old, he was able to make a daring 
escape from bondage. Eventually, he used his own 
freedom as an opportunity to fight for the freedom 
of millions of others. His passionate lectures and 
first-person accounts drew attention to the brutal-
ity of slavery while exposing the lie that blacks were 
an inferior race.

As Buccola details, Douglass explained his op-
position to slavery in terms of self-ownership and 
natural law. Douglass insisted that “man has by 
nature a right to his own body, and that to deprive 
him of that right is a f lagrant violation of the will 
of God.”

During the antebellum era, the abolitionist 
movement included anarchist and socialist strands. 
But Douglass staked out his own path. 

Consistent with the classical liberal tradition, 

he argued that a state of anarchy could not truly 
secure individual freedom because some govern-
ment was necessary to prevent people from doing 
harm to one another.

At the same time, he rejected socialist descriptions 
of capitalism as “wage slavery,” drawing a clear dis-
tinction between actually being in bondage and cheap 
free labor, even while acknowledging the diffi  cult 
working conditions confronting the poor. 

He also consistently argued for personal respon-
sibility and the importance of hard work, confi dent 
that if slaves were just given freedom, they would prove 
themselves.

“What I ask for the Negro is not benevolence, not 
pity, not sympathy, but simply justice,” he told a Bos-
ton crowd months before the end of the Civil War. 
“The American people have always been anxious to 

know what they shall do with us. … I have had but one 
answer from the beginning. Do nothing with us! Your 
doing with us has already played the mischief with us.”

In an 1894 speech celebrating “Self-Made Men,” 
Douglass denounced the connection people often 
make between luck and success, arguing that “it di-
vorces a man from his own achievements, contemplates 
him as a being of chance and leaves him without will, 
motive, ambition and aspiration.”

Instead, Douglass said, “we may explain success 
mainly by one word and that word is WORK! WORK!! 
WORK!!! WORK!!!! Not transient and fi tful eff ort, 
but patient, enduring, honest, unremitting and inde-
fatigable work into which the whole heart is put, and 
which, in both temporal and spiritual aff airs, is the 
true miracle worker.” 

There’s a long-standing debate over how to place 
Douglass in the modern political context. Some argue 
that his commitment to equality would have eventually 
led him to embrace a more active role for the federal 
government, despite his many classical liberal posi-
tions.

Though that issue will continue to be a subject of 
debate, what’s beyond dispute is that Douglass’s in-
spirational biography and powerful words earn him 
a place as one of history’s greatest Americans.  

“We may explain success mainly by one word and 
that word is WORK! Not transient and fi tful eff ort, 
but patient, enduring, honest, unremitting and inde-
fatigable work into which the whole heart is put.”

Frederick Douglas escaped 
slavery, championed liberty
As a passionate speaker, he advocated personal responsibility and believed individuals 
had a natural right to self-ownership

PHILIP KLEIN
Senior Writer
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Disagreements happen all the time in Congress. It is 
a natural part of any democracy. But what doesn’t 
happen all the time is a sitting senator essentially 
calling a witness a liar.

And that is exactly what Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse, 
D-R.I., did to Heritage Foundation scholar Dr. Salim 
Furth during a Senate Budget Committee hearing 
on June 4th titled, “The Fiscal and Economic Eff ects 
of Austerity.”

During that hearing, Furth testified that 
“austerity” is an overly broad term often used to 
obfuscate the true mix of spending cuts and tax hikes 
governments use to lower their debt burdens. He said 
that while spending cuts can often improve economic 
growth, tax hikes only harm the economy and often 
make debt worse. 

To bolster his claims, Furth cited data from the 
Organization of Economic Co-operation and 
Development (OECD) showing that, “to date, ‘austerity’ 
in Europe has consisted mainly of tax increases.” 

For example in France, where unemployment is 
currently at a 15-year high, taxes as a percentage of GDP 
rose 2.6 percent between 2007 and 2012. By anyone’s 
defi nition that is austerity.

But during those same years, government spending 
as a percentage of GDP went up, not down, by 7.2 percent. 
That is in no way austere. And it cuts against everything 
Senate Budget Democrats are trying to do. Like France, 
Democrats want to hike spending and taxes.

So when Whitehouse got his turn to ask the 
witnesses questions, he lit into the Heritage expert. 
“Dr. Furth, I am very concerned about your testimony,” 
Whitehouse began, “I’ m concerned that your testimony 
to this committee has been meretricious.”

Whitehouse then produced a chart showing that, 
among other things, not only had France cut spending, 
contrary to Furth’s testimony but that France had cut 
spending far more than it raised taxes.

According to Whitehouse’s chart, 53 percent of 
France’s austerity measures have come from spending 
cuts compared to 47 percent from tax hikes.

“I am contesting whether you have given us fair 
and accurate information,” Whitehouse continued. 
“When you look at the actual balance between 
spending cuts and tax increases, that the OECD uses 
itself, to describe what took place in Europe, I cannot 
connect that to where you come out.” 

Clearly, Whitehouse believed he had caught Furth 
and The Heritage Foundation in a bald face lie. So 
happy was Whitehouse with his work that his staff  
quickly fed video of the exchange to The Washington 
Post’s Dylan Matthews, who then wrote a story on the 
exchange agreeing with Whitehouse. 

That post was then picked up by New York Times 
columnist Paul Krugman, who wrote, “one does 
wonder, by the way, whether Heritage may at this point 
be destroying its own usefulness... Is there anyone not 
a committed right-winger who, at this point, believes 
anything coming out of Heritage?” (Disclosure: This 
writer worked at Heritage for three years as assistant 
director of strategic communications.)

There is just one problem with Whitehouse’s big 
gotcha moment: The staff er who spoon-fed Whitehouse 
his OECD numbers on “the actual balance between 
spending cuts and tax increases” failed to also show 
Whitehouse the front page of the OECD report from 
which those numbers came.

That report is titled: “Fiscal consolidation targets, 
plans and measures in OECD countries.” 

Turns out, the numbers Whitehouse used to attack 
Furth for misreporting “what took place in Europe” 
were actually mostly projections of what governments 
said they were planning to do in the future (the report 
was written in December 2011 and looked at data from 
2009 and projections through 2015). 

At no point in Furth’s testimony did he ever claim 
to be reporting about what governments were going 
to do in the future. He very plainly said his analysis 
was of actual spending and taxing data “to date.”

Odds are that Whitehouse made an honest 
mistake. Senators can’t be expected to actually read 
the title page of every report from which they quote.

But, considering he was the one who was very 
clearly in error, and not Furth, he owes Furth and 
The Heritage Foundation an apology. Krugman and 
Matthews would be well advised to revisit the facts 
as well. 
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SU.S.Senator Sheldon 
Whitehouse (D-RI) speaks 
to reporters at a 
news conference.

“Dr. Furth, I am very concerned about your 
testimony, I’ m concerned that your testimony to 
this committee has been meretricious.”

CONN CARROLL 
Senior Writer

Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse 
owes Heritage an apology
Disagreements are common in a democracy. But suggesting that a think-tank scholar is a 
liar violates custom and civility
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“I don’t have to listen to your phone calls to know what 
you’re doing,” said the senator, mounting a vigorous 
defense of civil liberties against government intrusion. 
“If I know every single phone call you made, I’m able 
to determine every single person you talk to. I can get 
a pattern about your life that is very, very intrusive.”

That must have been Sen. Rand Paul, R-Ky., right? 
Perhaps Sen. Ron Wyden, D-Ore.? In fact, that was 
Joe Biden, now our vice president, speaking in 2006, 
on a USA Today report that the National Security 
Agency was broadly gathering data on Americans’ 
phone calls. Some people experience changes of heart; 
others, changes of party in the White House.

President Obama now fi nds himself defending as 

“a modest encroachment of privacy” the same NSA 
surveillance practices that Senator Obama specifi cally 
decried in 2007, of government going “on a fi shing 
expedition through every personal record or private 
document — through library books they’ve read and 
phone calls they’ve made.” After the AP scandal and 
the Justice Department’s legal stipulation that Fox 
News reporter James Rosen is a criminal co-
conspirator for merely doing his job, journalists can 
console themselves with the knowledge that they aren’t 
the only ones being spied on.

Many conservatives feel this is proof that George 
W. Bush was given an unfair shake. The media were 
not nearly as unfair on this particular issue as 
conservatives remember (even Chris Matthews, 

increasingly ideological and bombastic today, was 
circumspect on this issue in 2006), but the atrophy 
of the civil libertarian Left in the Obama era has been 
glaring in general. As MSNBC host and former 
Republican Congressman Joe Scarborough put it 
last week, “[I]t sure as hell was simple when George 
W. Bush was president. ... It was so black and white. 
George Bush and Dick Cheney, they were evil. Now 
suddenly, we’re launching drone strikes into 
countries, killing civilians, where we aren’t even at 
war … and we’re killing Americans, and suddenly 
everybody goes, ‘You know what, this is such a 
complicated thing.’ ”

Yet if Obama, congressional Democrats or the 
media have been inconsistent or hypocritical, the 

public has been just as bad. According to the recent 
Pew survey on NSA monitoring, about one-third of 
self-identified Republicans and half of self-identified 
Democrats have reversed their positions on 
government monitoring of phone calls since the issue 
arose when Bush was president.

Both sides have grounds to object in all cases. 
Conservatives have groused since the early days 
after 9/11 that government stupidly fishes for 
terrorists by trawling the entire ocean of the 
innocent, leaving no wheelchair-bound grandmother 
unfrisked. And many voices on the Left (and a few 
on the libertarian Right) were warning about the 
Patriot Act as early as 2001.

Still, at that time, the notion that this “Section 
215” would be used to gather full data on all 
Americans’ phone calls would have seemed like the 
fanciful ravings of the tinfoil-hat crowd. The statute 
allowing it requires the FBI director (or a high-
ranking subordinate) to stipulate, under oath, that 
the materials being collected are “relevant to an 
authorized investigation ... to protect against 
international terrorism or clandestine intelligence 
activities.” 

It may seem a stretch to extend such “relevance” 
to your 16-year-old daughter’s cellphone and the 
phones of all her friends, but that is how the law is 
being applied. Of the 98 senators who voted for the 
Patriot Act in 2001, how many believed this is how 
it would be used?

There are two lessons here. One is that neither 
side has a political monopoly on righteousness or 
foresight. The other is that government does not 
deserve implicit trust that it will not take new powers 
to whatever maximal and absurd conclusions are 
allowed in black and white. 

Obama defends surveillance 
practices he decried as a senator
What in 2007 was “a fi shing expedition through every personal record or private 
document” is now “a modest encroachment of privacy”

DAVID FREDDOSO
Examiner Columinst
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“It sure as hell was simple when George W. Bush 
was president ... It was so black and white.” 
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Sen. Jeff  Sessions, R-Ala., is not a Big Labor booster. 
He has a lifetime rating of just 11 percent on the AFL-
CIO ranking of lawmakers’ votes.

So it is more than a little ironic when he suddenly 
starts echoing the criticisms unions have made 
regarding the Gang of Eight’s immigration reform 
bill.

The bigger irony is that Sessions is actually 
making the case more ardently than Big Labor itself. 
Overall, unions are backing immigration reform. You 
will hardly fi nd a better example of the tangled 
politics and strange bedfellows involved in the current 
immigration debate.

To understand what is going on, it helps to look back 
to the last major immigration reform push, the 2007 
Kennedy-McCain bill. That was undermined in part by 
a war between the Chamber of Commerce and the AFL-
CIO over guest worker programs.

Big Labor succeeded in getting Senate Democrats 
to adopt an amendment by long time immigration critic 
Sen. Byron Dorgan, D-N.D., stripping the bill of its guest 
worker program.

The easily foreseeable result of this was the Chamber 
pulling its support, undermining the bill’s already-fragile 
GOP backing. (The backers of this poison pill amendment 
included Sen. Barack Obama, D-Ill.)

The Chamber and the AFL-CIO have made a point 
of trying to prevent a replay of that this time around. 
They struck a deal earlier this year on guest worker 
programs that allowed them but attached various strings.

For high-tech visas, for example, the agreement 
required that businesses prove that American workers 
were not already available fi rst before visas were issued.

Not everyone was OK with that. The high-tech 
industry lobbied hard in committee to loosen those 
requirements, straining the Big Labor/Big Business 
immigration alliance.

The current bill increases those high-tech visas from 
65,000 annually to at least 110,000 and potentially as 
high as 180,000. Some unions say as high as 230,000. 
You need a diploma from MIT just to understand the 
series of mathematical triggers in the bill that determine 
the number.

Unions that represent the high-tech sector are 
not happy with the changes. Communications 
Workers of America President Larry Cohen said in 
statement the Senate bill “will allow preferential 

treatment by corporations for foreign workers at the 
expense of U.S. workers.”

The International Federation of Professional and 
Technical Engineers has urged senators to vote against 
the bill. The real reason Silicon Valley wants foreign 
workers, it argues, is that they are cheaper.

Unions cite a study by the Economic Policy 
Institute that claims there is no shortage of high-tech 
workers. The U.S. colleges already graduate more 
people with high-tech degrees than there are 
job openings.

EPI isn’t exactly unbiased here. Nine of the liberal 
nonprofi t’s boardmembers are union leaders, including 
CWA’s Cohen. But the conservative Center for 
Immigration Studies has produced similar research. 
(Then again, it opposes immigration too.)

But while IFPTE opposes the bill, CWA does not. 
“We will try to gain improvements in (high-tech visas), 
but overall we support reform. There will be compromises 
on both sides,” CWA spokesman Candice Johnson told 
the Washington Examiner.

Last week, the AFL-CIO even announced an 
immigration lobbying blitz. “The labor movement is 
committed to putting its full weight behind the cause 
of citizenship,” President Richard Trumka said. 
Translation: Doubling or even tripling the number of 
immigrant high-tech visas is bad but not that bad.

Big Labor is willing to swallow it because they’ve 
gotten much better at organizing immigrant workers 
in recent decades. With unionization down to just 
11.3 percent of the workforce, legalizing 11 million 
immigrants would give Big Labor a chance to 
grow again.

That’s left it up to Republicans like Sessions — 
who simply opposes immigration, period — to make 
Big Labor’s case against it.

“There is no doubt that this legislation will hurt 
struggling U.S. workers — immigrant and native-
born, union and nonunion, poor and middle class 
— a fact about which too many politicians and labor 
leaders have been much too silent,” Sessions 
said recently. 
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“There is no doubt that this legislation will hurt 
struggling U.S. workers — immigrant and native-
born, union and nonunion, poor and middle class.”

SEAN HIGGINS
Senior Writer

Jeff Sessions joins Big Labor 
to fi ght immigration reform
The unlikely alliance sums up the tangled politics and strange bedfellows involved in the 
current immigration debate 
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A rain of abuse poured forth on the author of the war 
in Iraq on its 10th anniversary, and most of it from 
his own side.

Pundits fretted about how to purge his dark 
shadow.  He was the mad aunt in the attic, the next 
Herbert Hoover, the blot that had to be scourged 
from the party’s escutcheon before it could start 
to rebound.

On three days in April, Walter Russell Mead 
called Bush the huge rotting fish in the GOP parlor, 
whose odiferous legacy hung like a stench over his 
party, and would do so for ages to come.

Until it denounced him, the GOP couldn’t begin 
to gain traction. Most of the people, Mead said, saw 
Bush as a failure, “and that isn’t going to change any 
time soon.” But it was changing even as Mead wrote 
those words.

On June 6, Gallup published a poll that showed 
job approval for Bush’s eight years in office at 49-46, 
three points higher than the then-current approval 
numbers for his successor, and his first poll above 
water since 2005.

This wasn’t a fluke, nor did it come quickly: A 
2010 CNN poll put Bush in a statistical tie with 
Obama, as did others taken in April and May this 
year. In his worst days, Bush put his faith in history 
to judge and absolve him, and history is beginning 
to do it. How did this happen, and why?

The case against Bush made by his critics is that 
he left his party under the weight of Katrina, the 
fiscal collapse, and the war in Iraq, which they as-
sailed as the worst mistake ever, but all of these 
charges had caveats to them, which began to emerge 
over time.

Most of the blame for Katrina belonged to 
the mayor of New Orleans and governor of Louisiana. 
The fiscal collapse was caused by the housing im-
plosion, which was the result of mistakes made 
by Bush, Bill Clinton, both parties, and most 
members of Congress, that Bush tried at times to 
correct.

Iraq was a disaster in 2006 but Bush turned it 
around by July 2007 and it was stable when he left 
office.  Most of Bush’s critics ignored the decade’s 
most prominent challenge, making certain 9/11 was 
not repeated. It wasn’t.

Obama ran against them, then adopted to the 
letter all the Bush war on terror protocols and used 

them to capture Osama bin Laden. When your op-
ponent adopts your ideas, you are not unsuccessful, 
something that people have started to note.

Critics say the Bush years have disabled hawks 
for the next generation, but Sen. John McCain, R-AZ 
— tied to Iraq more than anyone except the president 
— was leading Obama in mid-September, before the 
fiscal implosion.

Mead says the failure to denounce the Bush years 
has “paralyzed the foreign policy debate” in the Re-
publican Party; but it hasn’t stopped Sen. Marco 
Rubio, R-FL, from embracing the Bush Doctrine, 

starting a lively debate with Sen. Rand Paul, R-KY.
“Like Bush, Harry Truman left office scorned,” 

wrote Charles Krauthammer, but “in time ... Korea 
came to be seen as but one battle in a much larger 
Cold War that Truman had been instrumental in 
winning.”

Bush’s revival came sooner than Truman’s, and 
can only rise as Obama keeps slipping. We know now 
that Bush will not be the next Hoover, in part because 
Obama has not been the next Franklin Roosevelt.

If Bush will be the next Truman now seems more 
likely, but also remains to be seen. ◆

George W. Bush may become 
the next Harry S. Truman

NOEMIE EMERY
Examiner Columnist

Ex-president’s reputation begins to climb as Barack Obama keeps slipping in the polls
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Pundits fretted about how to purge his dark shadow.  
He was the mad aunt in the attic, the next Herbert 
Hoover, the blot that had to be scourged from the 
party’s escutcheon before it could start to rebound.
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A “red line” has been crossed, deputy National Security 
Adviser Ben Rhodes told the media last week: U.S. 
intelligence has determined with “high certainty” that 
the Bashar al-Assad regime used sarin gas against Syr-
ian rebel forces.

Assad denies the charge, but we’re told that blood 
samples from multiple Syrians test positive for the 
nerve agent, and that perhaps 150 people have died 
from the attacks in a civil war that’s claimed some 
90,000 victims thus far.  

“The president has said that the use of chemical 
weapons would change his calculus, and it has,” Rhodes 
declared. So the Central Intelligence Agency will begin 
funneling military aid, starting with small arms and 
ammunition, to elements of the Syrian Opposition 
Coalition we think we can trust.    

I may be one of those “cynics” President Obama has 
warned our impressionable young people about, but 
when I hear the White House telling us we should get 
embroiled in yet another Middle Eastern confl agration 
based on “high certainty” about WMD, I start backing 
slowly toward the door.

“He gassed his own people” sounds all too familiar.  
(Also, is it really a “Weapon of Mass Destruction” if 
you have to wait for the bloodwork to fi gure out whether 
it was used?)

The polls show overwhelming opposition toward 
intervening in the Syrian Civil War.  The American 
people seem to have learned something from our fruit-
less, decade-plus Iraq entanglement, but the leadership 
class, apparently, has not.  So it’s once more into the 
breach — gingerly, this time. Trust us. 

Sorry — no.  What in the world are we trying to 
achieve here? 

The rebels insist that light weapons won’t turn the 
tide: “They should help us with real weapons, anti-tank 
and anti-aircraft, and with armored vehicles, training, 
and a no-fl y zone,” says a spokesman for the Free Syr-
ian Army. Senators John McCain, R-AZ, and Lindsey 
Graham, R-SC, the Bobbsey Twins of knee-jerk inter-
ventionism, favor the latter.

The Pentagon brass is much less gung-ho: “I don’t 
think at this point I can see a military option that 
would create an understandable outcome” Gen. Mar-
tin Dempsey, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff , 
said in March. 

We’re asked to believe that our intelligence is 

good enough to allow us to distinguish “good” rebels 
from bad.  

But as Milton Bearden, who ran the CIA’s covert 
aid to the Afghan mujahideen in the late ‘80s, ex-
plained to Foreign Policy magazine, “once you begin 
arming any rebellion that involves fractious parties 
in the same rebellion against a common enemy, 
you’ve got to understand that the materials you give 
to the group of your choice will be sold, traded, bar-
tered to most of the other players.”

The Congressional Research Service reports 
that “Sunni extremist groups seem increasingly 
active in Syria, including groups sympathetic to or 
affiliated with al Qaeda,” and, as General Dempsey 

notes, we have, at best, a “very opaque understand-
ing of the opposition.”

A gruesome video that went viral last month gives 
some sense of the nature of the confl ict the Obama ad-
ministration aims to join.  It features a Syrian rebel 
announcing “I swear to God we will eat your hearts out, 
you soldiers of Bashar. You dogs. God is greater!”— as 
he cuts out the heart of a dead enemy and takes a bite. 

No doubt we’ll have a rigorous review process 
to ensure that, while we’re winning hearts and minds, 
we won’t give weapons to rebels who eat hearts. But, as 
Bearden puts it, “once we start providing anything to 
the rebels, we better understand that if they win, we own 
it”— so perhaps we’d do better to sit this one out.  

G
E

T
T

Y
 I

M
A

G
E

S

Palestinians run for cover during clashes 
between Palestinian demonstrators and 
Israeli police during a protest against the 
civil war in Syria.

GENE HEALY
Examiner Columnist

United States would be wise 
to sit out the Syrian confl ict
Polls show overwhelming opposition to intervening in the civil war. Americans have 
learned hard lessons from the nation’s long entanglement in Iraq

“Once you begin arming any rebellion that 
involvesfractious parties in the same rebellion 
against a common enemy, you’ve got to understand 
that the materials you give to the group of your 
choice will be sold, traded, bartered to most of the 
other players.” 



Introducing a new idea that lets you work with 
fellow conservatives to achieve the influence 
already enjoyed by the Left and defeat the Left’s 
domination of our national debate. The Bradley 
Impact Fund is a public charity aligned with the 
Bradley Foundation to help you make informed, 
impactful decisions about your giving and avoid 
the hassle and time commitment of setting up 
your own personal foundation.

The Bradley Foundation has led the conservative 
agenda for over 26 years and has been cultivating 
and continuously refining a select portfolio of 
grantees that creates the framework for the most 
innovative and forward looking approaches to 
maintaining the American dream. Now, more than 
ever, there is a need for concentrated, focused 
action. We invite you to join with us.  To open up 
a Personal Giving Account or to make a donation 
in any amount, contact Robert Norton at 
855-299-FUND or visit 
BradleyImpactFund.org. 

The trouble with our
liberal friends is not that they

are ignorant, but that they know
so much that isn’t so.

‘‘ ‘‘
~ Ronald Reagan
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THINK TANKS

JOE VALENTI AT THE CENTER FOR AMERICAN PROG-

RESS:  According to the FDIC’s “2011 Survey of Un-
banked and Underbanked Consumers,” approximately 
17 million adults in the United States, or 8.2 percent of 
the population, do not have a checking or savings account 
— a group known as the “unbanked.” Another one in fi ve 
households in the United States are “underbanked,” 
meaning they do have some sort of bank account but still 
use alternative, nonbank fi nancial-services providers 
such as check cashers and pawn shops.

Living without a bank account means that these 
households, which rely largely on cash for fi nancial trans-
actions, may pay more for fi nancial services than those 
with bank accounts…. A low-income worker who is paid 
$700 every two weeks, for example, could spend more 
than $30 per month on fi nancial services alone if he or 
she cashes a check with a 2 percent check-cashing fee and 
then buys two money orders each month to pay the bills.

While millions of households lack bank accounts, or 
do not fully take advantage of them, 9 out of 10 American 
adults now have a cellphone. In seven states and the 
District of Columbia, there are more adults with cell 
phones than households with bank accounts. In every 

state there are more adults with cell phones than there 
are “fully banked” households — those that have bank 
accounts and do not use alternative fi nancial services.

This is a tremendous opportunity. Whether using 
smartphones or traditional cellphones, having access to 
a mobile device means consumers have access to bank-
ing information and tools at their fi ngertips. 

Gov’t can be cheaper 
than contractors 
DAVID CALLAHAN AT DEMOS’S POLICY SHOP: 

NSA leaker Edward Snowden may have earned $200,000 
a year working for Booz Allen, as he claimed. Or maybe 
he earned $122,000 a year, as the consulting company 
claims. Either way, we’re talking about a lot of money for 
a 29-year old systems administrator with a community 
college degree living in Hawaii. 

And herein lies an important dimension of this story: 
Some private contractors are routinely paying hefty 
salaries to employees doing government work that can 

and should be done more cheaply — even as many of other 
federal contractors barely pay a living wage. These in-
equities matter given that Washington spends over a half 
trillion dollars a year on contractors. 

Benghazi shows U.S. 
needs terrorism 
debate: 
AMBASSADOR RICHARD S. WILLIAMSON AT AEI’S 

THE AMERICAN: The Obama political spinmeisters 
inside and outside of government went to work: Deny, 
divert, and delay the truth. Throw out misleading 
information and watch the media scramble. Send out 
the U.S. ambassador to the United Nations to spin, 
spin, and spin some more. Have the president himself 
give interviews saying we don’t know if what happened 
was a terrorist attack, even though we did. Almost two 
weeks later, have the president go to the UN General 
Assembly and condemn that nasty video. Attack 
those who raise legitimate questions as politicizing a 
terrible tragedy, even as the administration through 
its misdirection, politicization, and outright misstate-
ments was dishonoring the fallen Americans. Politics 
is a tough business — a contact sport — and even on 
national security, the Obama team played politics the 
Chicago way.
        Why is this important? It matters because those 
who fail to learn from the past are likely to repeat the 
same mistakes. It matters because the families of 
those Americans killed in Benghazi on September 
11th deserve to know the truth. It matters because the 
terror attack in Algeria, the French military incursion 
into Mali earlier this year, and recent terrorist plots 
against U.S. embassies in Tripoli and Sana’a reinforce 
the message of Benghazi. Killing bad guys with drones 
hasn’t turned the tide in the war on terror. Al Qaeda 
has changed and the threat remains a clear and present 
danger. However well-intended, President Obama’s 
approach hasn’t succeeded. We need a real, substan-
tive, meaningful debate on how to protect America 
against a growing threat of Islamic extremists. That’s 
why Benghazi matters. 

JOSEPH LAWLER, Economics Writer

Big Ideas: On banking, costly 
contractors and Benghazi
Why people should use banks rather than fi nancial service providers, especially when 
cellphones put information at their fi ngertips
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Gen. Keith Alexander, director of the National 

Security Agency, testifi ed before the House Intel-

ligence Committee on Tuesday and vigorously 

defended collection of telephonic metadata. Al-
exander assured the committee that, despite wide-
spread public worries about the government collect-
ing private information on innocent Americans, there 

are ample safeguards in place to protect civil liberties. 
“These programs are limited, focused and subject to 
rigorous oversight,” Alexander told Congress. “They 
have distinct purposes and oversight mechanisms. 
We have rigorous training programs for our analysts 
and their supervisors to understand their responsi-
bilities regarding compliance.”

Alexander also reiterated the vital role these meta-
data-based programs have fi lled in protecting the U.S. 
and its allies from terrorist attacks. “In recent years,” 

Alexander said, “the information gathered from these 
programs provided the U.S. government with critical 
leads to help prevent over 50 potential terrorist events 
in more than 20 countries around the world.” Metadata 
collection was important to those successes.

Despite Alexander’s reassurances and claimed ben-
efi ts for the metadata program, legitimate concerns re-

main that these eff orts have the potential 
to encourage ever more expansive data 
collection by the government. If phone 
records are useful now in stopping terror-
ist attacks, how long before politicians 
and bureaucrats decide archiving the 
entire phone call would be even more 
useful? How long before the limitations 
and safeguards now in place are set aside? 

This remains the unavoidable point of collision between 
individual privacy rights and national security.

Deputy Attorney General James Cole testifi ed 
on that issue, claiming that “under the law, the Fourth 
Amendment does not apply to these records.” He 
cited a previous Supreme Court case saying that 
records without content (e.g., phone numbers, not 
conversations) aren’t covered because there is no 
reasonable expectation of privacy. As a matter of law, 
Cole is right because Americans share their phone 

records with the phone company, but that doesn’t 
obviate the ever-present temptation to abuse any 
unusual level of access to information about individ-
ual Americans.

 Cole admitted that mistakes are occasionally made 
and that the wrong person is sometimes targeted, but 
claimed such mistakes are quickly removed from the 
system. Targeting an innocent citizen, however, is the 
fundamental fear of most Americans regarding NSA 
metadata collection. Rep. Jim Sensenbrenner, R-Wis., 
an original author of the Patriot Act (which initiated 
these programs), makes clear that such fears are well-
grounded. Sensenbrenner pointed out that under the 
Obama administration’s interpretation of the Patriot 
Act and the role of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act court (which grants surveillance requests) 
process, an American citizen who believes he or she 
has been incorrectly targeted by the NSA cannot seek 
redress in a public court.

Without extremely rigorous accountability, the 
judicial process surrounding metadata collection and 
targeting of citizens could degenerate into something 
reminiscent of England’s Star Chamber. That’s not a 
reassuring prospect at a time when the IRS targeting 
of President Obama’s perceived political and media 
opponents is front-page news.. 

You hold in your hands something that is both reassuringly familiar and strikingly 

fresh. The Washington Examiner that millions of readers came to know and trust 
during the last seven years goes forward in the digital era in a new confi guration 
that is well-suited to produce compelling reporting and commentary about the 
people, events and policies in the nation’s capital.

Based in Washington, but with a profound appreciation for the values and 
traditions that built the country, washingtonexaminer.com and the Washington 
Examiner print weekly are produced by an experienced team of correspondents 
and investigative reporters who are dedicated to delivering the news without fear 
or favor. A distinguished staff  of opinion writers and columnists provide insightful 
commentary on issues aff ecting national legislation and policy.

The infl uential readership served by the Washington Examiner is deeply involved 
in government, community philanthropy, public policy, politics, non-profi t advo-
cacy, academia and business from Main Street to Wall Street. The web site and 
the weekly print edition combine web-only reporting and commentary throughout 
the day, amplifi ed by Washington Examiner-branded digital and social media. The 
website reaches millions of  visitors daily, while the print edition is delivered to 
45,000 infl uence leaders in Washington and legislative and executive offi  ces in 
the 50 state capitals.

Journalism that was once seen as a workman’s craft has more recently been 
viewed as an elite white-collar profession. But for the editors, reporters and com-

mentators at the Washington Examiner, journalism is a passion and a life’s work 
that is never satisfi ed until all the facts are on the table and the great diversity of 
thought — notably the views of independents, libertarians and conservatives, who 
often get short shrift in the mainstream press — is fully refl ected in this great re-
public’s daily debate. We will deliver the news straight and the views with clarity 
and logic. Our perspective will be rooted in an admiration for the intelligence, 
common sense and patriotism found in every precinct of this nation, from its 
capital to its heartland.  

Welcome to the new 
Washington Examiner

Despite reassurances, 
surveillance doubts remain

The news will be delivered straight and the 
views with clarity and logic. Our perspec-
tive will be rooted in an admiration for the 
intelligence, common sense and patriotism 
found in every precinct of this nation.

“These programs are limited, 
focused and subject to 
rigorous oversight.”
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Obama blunders 
into Syria’s civil war

Fire Wars
A few national security experts suggest that some of 

the forest fi res being set in America may be lit by 

terrorists. Al Qaeda’s online magazine, Inspire (the same 
magazine that claims to have inspired the Boston Mara-
thon bombings), published an article in 2012 titled, “It is 
of your freedom to ignite a fi rebomb.” The article described 
the immense damages wild fi res have caused over the 
years in America, and gave instructions on how to create 
an “ember bomb” to ignite such a blaze. After citing several 
instances of historically large wild fi res, the magazine 
encouraged its terrorist readers that they, too, could rec-
reate such catastrophic damage “in a shorter time and 
with much bigger destructive impact.”

In July 2012, former National Security Agency offi  cial 
and Aviation Week editor William Scott delivered an 
American Center for Democracy presentation on “Fire 
Wars” with a detailed discussion of how terrorists use fi re 
as a weapon of war. “Perhaps the most simple form of 
economic warfare is wildland arson,” Scott told a panel. 
“For any terrorists that are determined to infl ict signifi -
cant damage with very little investment or risk, fi re is an 
extremely high-leverage weapon of mass eff ect.” Scott 
said that Navy SEALs found documents after capturing 
Osama bin Laden that revealed a plot to set fi res in Amer-
ica. “U.S. offi  cials have pretty much determined that some 
of the fi res that burned in California [in 2011] were ignited 
by al Qaeda operatives,” Scott said.

So far this year there have been 19,894 fi res in the 
U.S., and 16 large fi res are currently burning in California, 
Colorado, New Mexico and Utah. The cause of many of 
these fi res has been reported as arson, but no offi  cial link 
has been claimed to al Qaeda. Even before 2012, the no-
tion of terrorists setting wild fi res was a possibility. In 
2003, the FBI reported that a detained al Qaeda terror-
ist claimed to have masterminded a plot to set wild fi res 
in the western U.S. Despite this warning, National Inter-
agency Fire Center spokeswoman Rose Davis said that 
the offi  cials noted the terrorist’s confession, but for some 
reason felt no need to act on the claims.

The evidence is there to be concerned about this threat. 
Most of the large fi res currently burning in the West are 

on federal lands and just miles from population centers. 
Dr. Rachel Ehrenfeld of the American Center for Democ-
racy’s Economic Warfare Institute has followed this issue 
closely, and writes that “in California alone, during the 
fi rst two weeks of June, wild land fi res have already sur-
passed the total cost of the last two years of fi refi ghting 
in rural areas.” She also notes that, as our economy is 
recovering (slowly), natural disasters could “easily deplete 
state treasuries.”

Those trying to downplay the threat of terrorism have 
dismissed such a possibility as paranoid. As Americans 
learned in 2001, and again as recently as 2012 in Benghazi 
and 2013 with the Boston Marathon bombing, terrorist 
threats are not something to take lightly. 

President Obama’s decision to provide weapons to rebels in Syria has the potential to become 

another foreign policy blunder at a time when the Nobel Prize winner’s second term is mired 

in scandal. Obama had been saying for months that he would not send troops into the region, but 
has now stationed 300 troops just outside Syria on its border with Jordan. Obama attributes the 
abrupt escalation in U.S. involvement to the use of chemical weapons by Syrian President Bashar 
al-Assad. But another factor could be Obama’s desire to appear tough on the issue during the G8 
summit this week and to divert attention from the IRS, NSA and Benghazi scandals.

Assad and Russian President Vladimir Putin deny that chemical weapons were used, but reports 
of their possible use have circulated for months. Trusting Syria and Russia on this issue would require 
a complete suspension of disbelief just when Obama needs verifi ed facts, not ideological fantasies, 
as he edges America closer to intervening in a bloody Middle East civil war.

 Back in 2007, then-Senator Obama promised to close Guantanamo Bay. Now into his fifth 
year as commander-in-chief, the prison remains open. This has angered his base and demon-
strated an ability to make lofty promises without fully thinking them through. Where would 
all those prisoners go? The question could not be answered, as no allied country would accept 
them. Similarly, candidate Obama promised to end the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan sooner 
than he was able to do as president because of unforeseen difficulties. Violence has escalated 
in both countries as well.

Then there was Libya. Not only did the administration provide aid to Libyan rebels during the 
Arab Spring (and, at times, drones), but long after the rebellion had ended, terrorists in Libya killed 
the US ambassador and three other Americans. To this day questions remain unanswered and those 
responsible have not been brought to justice.

Perhaps the Obama blunder that is most analogous to Syria was his approach to the rebellion in 
Egypt in 2011. Obama pledged support to the Egyptian rebels without fully knowing who they were. 
As it turned out, those who took power in Egypt were linked to the Muslim Brotherhood, an extrem-
ist group committed to destroying Israel and America. Many of the rebel factions fi ghting in Syria 
have close ties to al-Qaeda, and helping them could lead to another Egypt situation.

Obama also continues to anger his base with the use of drones to kill terrorists—including 
American citizens. Instead of capturing, charging or interrogating terrorists for information, Obama 
seems to have decided that killing them is a better solution. In other words, other than killing Osama 
bin Laden, Obama’s foreign policy has featured a succession of blunders on the big challenges. Going 
into Syria with weapons, air support, drones or other lethal assistance could involve the U.S. in an 
uncontrollable escalation, especially now that Hezbollah is prominently involved and Iran is send-
ing troops to rescue Assad.  

“Perhaps the most simple 
form of economic warfare 
is wildland arson.”
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VITAL STATS

News by the 
Numbers

278
MILLION

91
MILLION

$91 MILLION-$278 

MILLION ANNUALLY –that’s 

the predicted economic 

benefi t of an EPA rule on 

formaldehyde, per the EPA.

09
MILLION

48
MILLION

$9 MILLION-$48 MILLION ANNUALLY – that’s the 

predicted benefi t of the rule after the White 

House Offi ce of Information and Regulatory 

Affairs reviews the EPA’s work.

The percentage of U.S. residents 

with disabilities* who are 

participating in the workforce.

AGE, IN THE WORKFORCE

■ 16-19 22.3%

■ 20-24 39.8%

■ 25-34 42.3%

■ 35-44 37.1%

■ 45-54 31.3%

■ 55-64 26.8%

■ 65+ 7.4%

U.S. crude oil production jumped 

14 percent last year to 8.9 million 

barrels a day, the largest increase in 

the world and the largest increase in 

U.S. history, according to the Statisti-

cal Review of World Energy, an annual 

compilation of industry trends released 

by BP PLC last week.

A new CNN poll (out 

6/17) fi nds that 66 

percent of American 

adults believe that 

it’s “right” for the 

Obama administration 

to analyze and collect 

Internet data. Only 33 

percent believe the 

action is “wrong.”

Taken from Glenn Kessler in WaPo 

today, with last fi gure coming from 

Bureau of Labor Statistics:

* Noninstitutional population Source is Bureau of Labor Statistics

Onset of 
Recession

Obama 
sworn in

Low 
point

Prez touts
500k gain

Most
Recent

14
PERCENT

12/2007 02/201001/2009 07/2012 05/2013

13.76
MILLION

12.56
MILLION

11.46
MILLION

11.96
MILLION

11.97
MILLION

The number of White House tours that could be paid for with the 

cost of Obama’s Africa trip.

If so, how abut the YouGov/Economicst poll:

PRESIDENT: 2016 GOP PRIMARY* (among Republicans nationwide)

Percentage of each age group that uses the Internet:
US Census July 2011 supplement to Current Population Survey (WSJ June 15-16)

13% RAND PAUL

12% CHRIS CHRISTIE

10% PAUL RYAN

09% MARCO RUBIO

07% JEB BUSH

06% CONDOLEEZZA RICE

04% RICK SANTORUM

01% BOBBY JINDAL
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83%
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80%
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18-29

YES
33%
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As the House addresses WRDA, join Rep. Ed Whitfield (R-KY),  
Rep. Daniel Lipinski (D-IL) and 25 other bi-partisan co-sponsors in 
support of H.R. 1149—WAVE 4: Waterways are Vital for the Economy, 
Energy, Efficiency, and Environment Act of 2013.
Our nation’s waterways provide sustainable American jobs, support competition and increased exports, 
and reduce highway traffic. Waterways are our most energy-efficient mode of surface transportation, and 
are vital to our agriculture, manufacturing and energy sectors.

H.R. 1149—WAVE 4—recognizes the critical need for infrastructure modernization. Passage of a WRDA 
bill that contains WAVE 4 will be a win for American workers, a win for waterways stakeholders and a 
win for taxpayers.  Learn more at www.waterwayscouncil.org

Passage of WRDA with WAVE 4  
means a win for America.


