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        Kentucky has produced three towering statesmen: Henry Clay, Abraham Lincoln and John Sherman Cooper. They were men of strength and integrity who believed in compromise and credibility, unlike the current Senate Minority leader Mitch McConnell who told colleagues at the start of the Obama administration not to cooperate with Democrats at all or the TPM senatorial candidate Rand Paul who is opposed to the Civil Rights Act. They were also moderate Republicans which is a dying breed if the Tea Partiers succeed in eating them up or driving them out. The litmus test is radically extreme—they have to be right of Attila the Hun to be acceptable to their members.
        The decade after World War I was wilderness period for Democrats.  The Republican Party remained the nation’s majority party, chiefly by virtue of their success in delivering on the promises of the economic revolution of the late 19th and 20th centuries.  Their coalition with all the business interests added sufficient numbers of urban workers and Midwestern farmers to win the White House and Congress. Against the coalition, the Democrats were pulled three separate ways by city bosses, southern gentry and western mavericks shouting from the sidelines. If not for the split in 1912, the only president Democrats elected since the Civil War was Grover Cleveland.

        The Democratic Party (versus the Republican Party) has always stood and fought for the interests of the people, “the forgotten man at the bottom of the economic pyramid” versus the fact that government (GOP) had operated for the benefit of the wealthy, consigning the poor to the margin of public life. The Hoover administration has responded to the crisis by furnishing aid to the big banks and corporations, just like GWB and the Republicans had done, for which they now blame BHO. They hope the American people will have a short memory. We are dealing with dishonest and devious people here. The crisis before the country was far greater than the Hoover administration understood. This approach was characteristically Republican as we saw during the 2008 presidential campaign when the maverick Republicans, e.g., John McCain (suspended his campaign to fly to Washington), Sarah Palin (ignorant shrieking shrew), John Boehner (who spends more time playing golf and other fund-raising activities than in Congress) were frantic to pass TARP, or suffer the consequences. TARP was their baby. The liars are trying to disown it and when it looks like it was going down, they tried to pin it on BHO who is slowly turning it around and is judged to be a successful program.
         The Reconstruction Finance Corp, the embodiment of Hoover’s trickle down approach had achieved little. Yet he was constrained from taking stronger measures by his own self-help philosophy. He had to soft-pedal the country’s problem (just like GWB had done, knowing that a declaration of emergency might frighten people and make conditions even worse than they already were). There were many Americans who saw no compelling reason to look to the Federal Government, who accepted the Republican preference for relative inaction by government and for reliance on the business cycle to restore prosperity, if slowly. The American economy lacked balance between producers and consumers. While corporate profits had soared during the 1920s, wages grew by far less (today they even want to cut minimum wage), and farm prices stagnated. The excess profits piled up, the corporate coffers tilt as they spilled into the stock market, with results that became painfully apparent in October 1929. Under a saner system, the benefits of modern technology and the productivity it yielded would have been shared more evenly.

         It is time to bring the nation back to the golden years, recovery years and growth years of FDR’s tenure. He touched on this when he declared in 1932 that the Democratic Party, by tradition and continuing logic of history, past and present is the “bearer of liberalism (it’s not a dirty word) and progress.” He explained the role of government in matters touching economics and social life. The first sees to it that a favored few are helpful and hopes that some of their prosperity will leak through, sift through, to labor, to the farmer, to the small business man. The theory belongs to Toryism, but the Tories had not left. Instead, they had re-gathered as Republicans, and had administered the lopsided prosperity of the 1920s. Corporate profits had soared but weren’t shared. Consumers and workers were forgotten. The imbalance was unsustainable, and it had inevitably produced the stock crash ad the Depression. 
         FDR contrasted the Republican approach of every man for himself (the cause of Wall Street greed and subsequent meltdown) against a Democratic philosophy (except for the ball-less Blue Dogs) of all for one another. This had been the essence of liberalism from the beginning. It became even so under present circumstances.  The depression threatened city and country, farmers and workers, debtors and creditors,, management and labor. The Republicans, refusing to acknowledge the interconnections, had refused to take ameliorative actions (as they had done nothing in the past 2 years hoping for BHO to fail, and fail big). Only a Democratic administration could rectify the Republicans’ failure. It is time for the average American (forget the illiterate, ill-informed, xenophobic and racist) that we are “not merely a nation of independence, but if we are to survive, we must be a nation of interdependence,” as FDR put it.
         Republicans take the easy way out to protect their pocketbook. They pleaded helplessness in 1932 against what  they described as inexorable laws of economics. “While they prate of economic laws, people were starving. Economic laws are not made by nature. They are made by human beings.” Farmers knew this and rightly expected more of government than they were getting.” FDR proposed strong action to release crop surplus. Homeowners knew this as they struggled with their monthly payments. He promised measures to lower interest rates and prevent foreclosure (made harder today because of the synergy between the big banks and the GOP. Workers knew this in their search of jobs to replace the ones they had lost. FDR declared the government should enter the labor market and hire workers to develop the nation’s resources. Government needs to spend more to get people back to work as long as it doesn’t allow the big banks to take part in the process. Whatever they touch turns toxic!
         The campaign of 1932 was more than a contrast between two men, between two philosophies of government. Herbert Hoover characterized his own conservative philosophy as that which had built the nation. It put its faith in the individual and the private sector. He described FDR’s philosophy as one that looked to government. He was convinced that the country needed to change direction (not after just two years). He was convinced that the capitalist-tilting, status quo policies of the Republicans were unfair to the ordinary people of America and counterproductive to her national interests.

         During the campaign, the GOP characterized FDR as a radical. His “forgotten man” speech gave rise to charges that he was fomenting class warfare. His call for national planning inspired his enemies to bring about the specter of Socialism. Soon the antipathy would escalate into visceral hatred. Much of America’s upper echelon would hiss at “that man” in the White House culminating in an assassination attempt (by Giuseppe Zangara), resulting in the wounding of Chicago mayor Anton Cermak who died later. Sounds familiar?  

         Many of those who went to the polls and voted for FDR on Nov 8, 1932 were drawn there by his vision of an America united by equality of opportunity. Certainly many others were drawn there by their dissatisfaction with Hoover’s management of the American political economy. But there was no way to tell where the balance lay between two groups, between those who voted for FDR’s New Deal and Hoover’s old one! He beat Hoover by 7 million votes (23 millions to 16 million) and 413 electoral votes (472 to 59). He carried 42 of the 48 states, losing only PA, CT, DE, VT, NH and ME.

         Beware of the dirty tricks of Republicans in this election and their constant robo calls full of lies against their opponents. They’ll do anything to destroy our democracy by denying certain groups the right to vote because they are poor, minorities, constantly demonized for their poverty, et al. With the outpouring of undeclared funding at home and abroad regardless of Karl Rove’s denial to the contrary, everyone knows that these rogues are selling America for a pittance. Watch out for applicants of H-1B visa; most probably their company is one of the contributors to this big fund raiser. Isn’t it surprising that a Hispanic group (Latinos for Reform; now we know how they play this game) as the buyer of another ad telling Hispanics to sit out this election?  Well, Swift Boat for Truth (LIE) was identified as behind it, and the contribution of $80k was received by Robert de Posada (there are Judases in every group), formerly of the RNC, but was refused by Univision. These crooks can learn from the television channel’s ethics.  
         After almost 80 years, the Republicans have only changed for the worse. They are a party with no moral compass. They are shameless hypocrites who have a propensity for criminal wrongdoing to do anything to advance their agenda. They do not know how to manage (from RWR to GWB) because they bring on board incompetent people who are ideological zealots. A vote for them is a vote against a progressive and strong America. When you go to the polls next month, vote Republican if you want to bring back the Bush/Cheney years (don’t be fooled by their lies), otherwise vote Democratic.  Let these ignorant, intolerant, nitwit extremists know, loud and clear, that America is not for sale. God bless America and the real patriots, and not the Republican armchair warriors who evaded the draft and show off their patriotism (pseudo-patriots) by displaying the American flag in the lapel of their jacket. (10-20-10)
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An increasingly disquieting feature of today’s political discourse is that bits and pieces of misinformation are regurgitated endlessly, indulging the feeding frenzy that fills the airwaves and print media. Constant polling and partisan talking points are the order of the day whether or not they contribute to rational debate.

It’s only human nature to gravitate towards perceived winners, a tendency too often persuaded by the quick takes of glib correspondents who are not only poorly informed but who celebrate their ignorance, as the members of the Fox team do, by pointing to their ratings. That ratings are somehow meant to convey relevance is an all the more discouraging indication of how poorly voters are served by people who speak with authority but lack the background, intellect or education to make the kinds of critical assessments they so loudly broadcast. No doubt Dancing with the Stars gets good ratings too, but participants aren’t usually interviewed about their political inclinations.

From deep in a national psyche battered by the right-wing ridicule machine come the most absurd and insulting broadsides against the president. In one instance the suggestion was made that electing someone whose experience consisted of handin                   g out pamphlets on street corners was a choice that has brought the country down - - a reference to Obama’s work as a community organizer that ignores his other substantial credentials. Did such a person actually vote for George Bush, Dick Cheney, John McCain, Sarah Palin?

For it would be difficult indeed to find anyone less qualified to be president than Bush or more deeply enmeshed in energy-industry power brokers than Cheney. And what business exactly did McCain operate unless he opined about his wife’s extensive beer company holdings? As for Palin her service as mayor of a smallish city and her half term as Alaska’s governor aren’t what most people would call extensive business experience.

In fact W’s business ventures didn’t do well despite help from his father’s friends. As for his political credentials he served as governor in Texas, a state where the legislature only meets every other year and where his circle of supporters included Enron’s disgraced CEO, Ken Lay or as Bush labeled him, “Kenny Boy.”

So how do such insubstantial people rise to the level of serious consideration for the highest offices in the land if not for vast infusions of cash and willful misrepresentations that ignored their limited proficiency and nefarious relationships? A national economic meltdown that began before he was elected and bailouts that were structured in the previous administration are attributed in the heat of election-year politics to President Obama. And it is his wars and his debt though clearly the Bush tax cuts while we were at war, underwritten by borrowed funds that started a spiraling deficit impossible to restrain once the country fell into recession.

And because Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac are targeted Democratic malfunctions Republicans always make them the villains in the country’s financial collapse. They are far less likely to focus on malfeasance in the banking industry and Wall Street for their derivative machinations and deceptive mortgage-writing practices and far more likely to obstruct administration efforts to regulate those giants. In the face of all that has occurred, conservatives continue to insist that government should get out of the way and let unregulated markets prevail, a position that even former Fed Chairman, Greenspan now considers bad policy.

No matter what the issue, Republicans find a way to make it serve their purposes, stonewalling White House initiatives and framing their opposition in terms of liberty and constitutional rectitude whether or not that frame of reference has any factual basis. General Odierno says there has been progress in Iraq though some groups ‘want to halt the way forward’ and do it with car bombs. Here at home Congressional Republicans obstruct the way forward with filibusters and call it patriotism.

In a moment of introspection regarding the super-inflammatory issue of immigration and ‘the law’, someone observed it was a good thing there were no laws when the first settlers arrived or the indigenous population would have had them deported. But in the midst of a partisan sinkhole created by people who have less interest in making things work than in propagandizing every situation and staking out their personal political turf there seems to be precious little time for deep thought about our most important national concerns. (10-20-10)

*Ann Davidow, BuzzFlash Blog warning about people who try to exploit the recession.
