
        
            
                
            
        

     
   
    
 
    
 
    
 
    
 
   This book is dedicated to my family and progressive friends who truly care about others and do their very best to make this a better country. 
 
   Also, I’d like to acknowledge those family members and friends who, for one reason or another, support Teapublicans. I want to acknowledge that I believe them to be good and caring people who likely have neither the time nor the inclination to search for the information needed to expose the lies. Here’s hoping this book will start them on a mission in search of the truth.


 
   
  
 



FOREWORD
 
    
 
   Some time ago, I became aware of the numerous lies routinely told by Republican politicians. (Yes, both parties often have an aversion to the truth, but Republicans have taken it to a whole new level.)  
 
   During the 2000 presidential campaign, I was an advertising creative director and a registered independent still familiarizing myself with the wonders of the Worldwide Web. I had come up with a concept for an advertising campaign based on stupid quotes by celebrities. Since it was a political year, I wanted to incorporate stupid quotes from both Democratic and Republican politicians.  
 
   When I began searching for them, I easily found some outrageously stupid things said by Republicans. It was somewhat more difficult to find similar quotes from Democrats.   
 
   Then I spotted a section on the Republican National Committee website labeled “Gore Gaffs.” I was thrilled!  This was just what I had been looking for – a treasure trove of stupid things allegedly said by Vice-President Al Gore. But when I began reading them, it became apparent that “Gore Gaffs” was actually a collection of quotes by former Vice-President Dan Quayle that Republicans had falsely re-attributed to Gore.  
 
   I’m sure, somewhere in Washington, some Republican “strategists” were giggling with pride at their mischief.  
 
   But, as a former reader of the Quayle Quarterly, a publication that celebrated the many goofy statements of Dan Quayle, I recognized “Gore Gaffs” for what it really was – an obvious lie and an attempt to discredit the Democratic presidential candidate.
 
   I asked myself, “Why would a political party do something so disingenuous and so easily disproved?”  The only possible answer is that the party has so little respect for voters that it assumes voters won’t notice or take the time to research the truth.  
 
   That incident caused me to pay more attention to the party’s lies that were being accepted and reported as facts by Fox News Channel, Rush Limbaugh and the many other conservative and “religious” radio hosts. At first, I found the effort to ferret out the truth overwhelming. Not because the research was so difficult, but because the number of outright lies, half-truths and misstatements were so numerous.  
 
   More recently, websites such as Politifact.com and FactCheck.org have made the task easier.
 
   By 2008, when Senator John McCain began his campaign for president, I determined that I would send an email to McCain each time his campaign made a statement that I believed to be false or misleading. As it turned out, his campaign’s ability to make false and misleading statements exceeded my ability to keep up.  After several weeks and approximately a hundred emails, I quit with the campaign still months from its conclusion!
 
   When the Tea Party was created by Republican strategists and promoted by Fox News Channel, the pace of false and misleading statements quickened. Some are so obviously false and such blatant attempts to discredit the president that they do not deserve a response. For example, all but the most fervent right-wing ideologues know that President Obama is not a foreign-born, anti-American fascist, communist, socialist Muslim. But other lies are more subtle, more believable. So I began a series on my blog LaMastersCorner.com to refute the accepted “wisdom” with the truth. What follows is based on a collection of those blog posts.
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TEAPUBLICAN LIE #1:
 
   “Cutting taxes creates jobs.”
 
    
 
   This whopper has been repeated so often by so many that voters have come to believe it’s true. Yet when you examine the evidence, it defies belief.  
 
   For example, if cutting taxes created jobs, then why was there negative job creation during the Bush administration despite the vaunted Bush tax cuts? (And that was even before the economy was driven off a cliff during the last few months of 2008.) If cutting taxes created jobs, why did the economy flourish under the Eisenhower, Reagan, and Clinton administrations despite higher taxes? And if cutting taxes created jobs, why is our unemployment now so high despite the fact that US citizens are paying the lowest share of their income for taxes – all taxes – since 1958?
 
   Both political parties acknowledge that the vast majority of jobs are created by small businesses and, most especially, by new businesses. It doesn’t take a tax cut to encourage someone to start a new business. New businesses are the result of ideas. Their founders believe they have a better product or service, and they think that will help them make more money. Certainly they won’t turn down tax incentives that will help them start their business. But incentives are different from income tax cuts. 
 
   The people who benefit most from income tax cuts are the wealthy. In the past 60 years, they’ve seen their income taxes cut from 91 percent to 35 percent. They’ve seen capital gains taxes cut to just 15 percent. And since the wealthy make most of their money from capital gains on investments, is it any wonder that billionaire Warren Buffet complains that his secretary pays a higher percentage of her income in taxes than he does?
 
   In reality, the only thing cutting taxes on corporations and the rich does for our economy is to increase wealth for those who need it least as evidenced by the increasing disparity of wealth in the US.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #2:
 
   “US corporations pay the world’s highest taxes.”
 
    
 
   Even before Japan decided to cut its corporate income tax rate from 39.8% to 36.8% as of April 1, 2012, Teapublicans howled that the US corporate income tax was the “highest in the world.” That it was preventing our recovery from the Great Recession.  
 
   Their cries were supported by dozens of supposedly authoritative sources such as the US Chamber of Commerce. So the claim deserves close scrutiny.
 
   It is true that the top US corporate income tax rate of 39.2% (including state taxes) now ranks as the world’s highest compared to Japan’s new rate of 36.8%, Brazil’s rate of 34%; France’s 33.33%, Australia’s 30%, Germany’s 29.8%; and the UK’s rate of up to 24% (based on OCED data from 2005).
 
   However...and it’s a big HOWEVER...
 
   The rate of 39.2% is not the rate that most large US corporations actually pay. In fact, the effective tax rate for large US corporations (after deductions and subsidies) is much less. Or, as stated in Kenneth Rapoza’s article in Forbes magazine, “...the average US corporate income tax is just one percentage point below the median effective rate of their peers in the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development, OCED.”
 
   In its report Corporate Taxpayers & Corporate Tax Dodgers 2008-10, Citizens for Tax Justice studied the tax records of 280 companies from the Fortune 500 list. It found that the average effective tax rate of these companies over the 3 year period was 18.5%.  
 
   30 of the companies had a tax bill of less than zero and 78 had at least one no-tax year!
 
   Citizens for Tax Justice Director, Robert McIntyre, reported that “These 280 corporations received a total of nearly $224 billion in tax subsidies…money that could have gone to protect Medicare, create jobs and cut the deficit.”
 
   Further, Citizens for Tax Justice found that the 280 most profitable US corporations shelter half their profits from taxes, concluding “US corporations with significant foreign profits paid tax rates to foreign countries that were almost a third higher than they paid to the IRS on their domestic profits.”
 
   All of this may explain why US corporate tax revenues are near historic lows as a percentage of GDP and why, according to the IRS, the corporate share of all federal income taxes has dropped dramatically since the 1940s. In 1940, corporations paid 43 percent of all the federal income taxes collected in the US. But, in 2010, that percentage was only 8.9 percent – lower than most developed countries!
 
   So although the US does, indeed, have the world’s highest corporate income tax rate, the tax rates actually paid by US corporations are much lower. 
 
   And that’s the truth!
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #3:
 
   “Cutting deficits and debt will create jobs.”
 
    
 
   This is the most fashionable load of bull excrement being sold by Teapublicans. But nothing could be further from the truth.
 
   Certainly, the debt has a chilling effect on the long-term prospects of our economy. But the debt does not constitute a crisis. In fact, the total debt equals roughly one year of the US GDP. To relate that to a family’s finances (as Teapublicans are so fond of doing), it’s akin to a family earning $100,000 per year holding a $100,000 mortgage.
 
   Now let’s look at what making severe cuts to our deficit and debt will do to our economy in the short term.
 
   When the government cuts spending it cuts the budgets of government agencies. That forces those agencies to lay off many of their employees. So, inevitably, there’s a net loss of jobs.  Further, the decrease in employees results in less oversight of banks, food and drugs, Medicare payments, etc. - all of which make our economy and taxpayers less safe. 
 
   Moreover, government cuts can have a negative effect on private companies that act as vendors to those agencies. That means the vendors will have to make cuts to their payroll.
 
   Part of the reason for the slow recovery from Bush’s Great Recession is that state and local governments have experienced a loss of revenue from taxpayers. As a result, those governments have been shedding workers faster than private companies can hire them.
 
   One only needs to look to Europe to see how austerity measures can affect national economies.  
 
   According to the European Commission’s Eurostat, austerity cuts have resulted in the highest unemployment rates since the Eurozone was formed in 1999.  By March 2012, Spain’s unemployment rate had risen to 24.5 percent! And the economies of eight European nations had contracted for two quarters or more, a downturn that meets the definition of recession. 
 
   In short, there is abundant evidence that severe cuts to government, such as those recommended by the Ryan Budget Plan, will adversely affect the US economy. They will likely cause tens of thousands of Americans to lose their jobs. 
 
   Maybe you!
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #4:
 
   “The national debt was created by President Obama.”
 
    
 
   This is simply a figment of the Teapublican imagination. They know it’s a lie, but they’re fond of saying it anyway. Indeed, they’re fond of blaming President Obama for everything bad and taking credit for everything good.
 
   Who created the Great Recession? According to Teapublicans, it wasn’t Bush. It was Obama.
 
   Who’s responsible for the high unemployment rate? Why Obama, of course, even though more than 7 million jobs were lost on Bush’s watch while the Obama administration has overseen a steady increase in jobs.
 
   Who was responsible for tracking down Osama bin Laden? According to Teapublicans it was certainly not Obama...bin Laden’s death was the direct result of Bush/Cheney torture policies. You’ve heard all these lies and more.
 
   Now, back to the national debt:
 
   No less an authority than Bruce Bartlett, Ronald Reagan’s former domestic economic policy adviser has said that, of the more than $15 trillion national debt, in excess of $7 trillion is a direct result of George W. Bush’s policies – most especially his tax cuts and the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq. By the end of 2011, the Obama administration’s policies were responsible for only $1.4 trillion of the national debt. Almost all of that was the result of President Obama’s attempts to get our economy moving in the right direction! The remainder of the debt can be credited to all of the presidents prior to Bush.
 
   During a discussion about the deficit, debt and debt ceiling on MSNBC’s Hardball with Chris Matthews, Bartlett said, “I think a good chunk of the Republican caucus is either stupid, crazy, ignorant or craven cowards, who are desperately afraid of the Tea Party people, and rightly so.”
 
   Who could argue?
 
   I’ll finish by referencing a 2010 op-ed in The NY Times by David Stockman, Reagan’s Director of the Office of Management and Budget. Although not exonerating Democrats, Stockman’s op-ed headlined Four Deformations of the Apocalypse explains how his GOP destroyed the US economy.
 
   At least some Republicans are willing to speak the truth.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #5:
 
   “Regulations are bad for business.”
 
    
 
   For years, Teapublicans have been throwing this around like monkeys flinging feces in a zoo. “Businesses face mountains of government red tape that make it impossible for them to operate,” they say. I admit it sounds plausible, but it’s just not true.
 
   Certainly, every industry faces government regulations. But those regulations are not necessarily bad. For example, food growers must meet food safety regulations. They must maintain sanitary conditions and monitor the use of pesticides and chemicals. Not exactly onerous regulations, unless you actually want to contract a food borne illness. Similarly, restaurants must pass inspections for cleanliness and food preparation. Hotels must meet standards for safety and cleanliness…the list of such examples is long.
 
   Contrary to the Teapublican talking point, a 2011 survey and article by McClatchy Newspapers found that small business owners don’t feel that regulations and taxes are strangling their businesses at all. As a matter of fact, many of the business owners surveyed felt that the regulations actually create consumer confidence which is good for business.
 
   So, if small business owners don’t oppose government regulations, who does?
 
   One can conclude that the businesses most harmed by government regulation are those that don’t care about worker safety, consumer safety or our environment:  Refineries and mining companies that ignore safety concerns to maximize profit margins. Manufacturers that poison our groundwater with chemicals rather than pay to have their toxic waste disposed of properly. Oil companies that refuse to take extra precautions on deep sea drilling rigs resulting in environmental tragedies.  Toy companies and retailers that sell products painted with toxic lead because they’re cheaper and look better.  Pet food companies that purchase poisonous ingredients without testing them.
 
   These aren’t small businesses. They’re huge, multi-national conglomerates that seem more concerned about their bottom lines than the welfare of their customers or their planet.  
 
   If they don’t care about us, why on Earth should we care about them?
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #6:
 
   “President Obama’s economic stimulus failed.”
 
    
 
   You’ve heard this over and over again from the mouths of virtually every Teapublican. They loudly proclaim President Obama’s stimulus plan “a complete and utter failure.” Making it sound as if Democrats wasted $787 billion of taxpayer money, they offer as evidence the fact that the stimulus did not achieve its stated goal of holding unemployment to a maximum of 8 percent. But as you’ll see, it’s just another Teapublican lie.
 
   When the stimulus was first being considered, President Obama’s transition team based its projections on GDP numbers for the 3rd Quarter of 2008, which showed an economic decline of 3 percent. However, in the 4th Quarter of 2008, the US economy fell off a cliff, declining at a rate of 8.9 percent.  
 
   We now know that President Obama faced the worst economic decline in US history...even worse than the crash of 1929 which led to the Great Depression! Not only had the GDP declined at the rate of 8.9 percent, the economy shed more than 800,000 private sector jobs in a single month. Yet, despite unprecedented opposition by Teapublicans, the Obama administration’s policies dramatically turned those numbers around. The GDP turned from the 8.9 percent decline to a sustained growth rate of 2-3 percent and the economy has added roughly 200,000 jobs each month. 
 
   That’s a turnaround of 11-12 percent in GDP and a positive swing of more than a million jobs in a month!
 
   The Congressional Budget Office (CBO) estimated that, in just the second quarter of 2010 (one year after its passage) the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) had increased the number of people employed by between 1.4 million and 3.3 million and increased the number of full-time-equivalent (FTE) jobs by 2.0 million to 4.8 million.
 
   Similarly, in the second quarter of 2011, the CBO estimated that ARRA’s policies had lowered the unemployment rate by 0.5 to 1.6 percentage points, increased the number of people employed by between 1.0 million and 2.9 million and increased the number of FTE jobs by 1.4 million to 4.0 million.
 
   And even though the CBO has said that the employment effects will wane in 2012, it estimates that ARRA alone will raise real GDP in 2012 by between 0.3 percent and 0.8 percent and increase the number of people employed in 2012 by between 0.4 million and 1.1 million.”
 
   Some failure!
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #7:
 
    “Raising taxes on millionaires will hurt small businesses.”
 
    
 
   After all, most small businesses are owned by millionaires and billionaires, right? Rrrrright!
 
   This whopper seems to stem from the Teapublican definition of small business. The GOP House Economic Committee counts anyone who reports even a dollar on a Schedule C tax return as a small business owner. And a former US Congressional Representative told me that Teapublicans define a small business by the number of its owners rather than the number of its brands, offices, employees or income. 
 
   In other words, since Cargill is a closely held, privately-owned company, Teapublicans define it as a “small” business. Similarly, they define Koch Industries as a “small” business. In case you don’t already know, these are the two largest privately-held corporations in the world! Both measure their profits by the billions. Yet Teapublicans lump them into the same category as the owners of the small clothing store on Main Street or the corner café!
 
   In the interest of full disclosure, I’ve been a small business owner since 1987. Moreover, I’ve served hundreds of small businesses as clients. As it happens, I have also completed projects for both Cargill and Koch Industries. I can tell you beyond the shadow of a doubt that those companies have absolutely nothing in common with small businesses. And I can tell you that 99 percent of my other clients are not owned by people making more than a million a year in adjusted taxable income, let alone billions.
 
   There is no credible evidence that raising taxes on the wealthy will have a negative effect on the vast majority of small businesses. Indeed, it’s more likely to help them by leveling the playing field, creating more opportunities for sales and providing the revenue needed to improve our infrastructure. 
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #8:
 
   “Most Americans don’t pay taxes.”
 
    
 
   Lately, Teapublicans have been saying that 51% of Americans don’t pay any taxes at all. They say that those Americans should be forced to “have some skin in the game.” They call them the “Freeloader Class.” And they blame them for the nation’s economic woes.
 
   While it is true that 51 percent of Americans did not pay federal income taxes for tax year 2009 according to a 2011 report by the Joint Committee on Taxation, it is not true that they did not pay taxes. And it’s not true (as Teapublicans suggest) that they are poor, lazy, welfare recipients content to sponge off society. In fact, many of those who paid no federal income taxes in 2009 were among the wealthy and the upper middle class!
 
   From an article by PolitiFact.com, Roberton Williams, a tax policy specialist at the nonpartisan Urban Institute-Brookings Institution Tax Policy Center, said there are lots of popular tax breaks, which are sometimes called tax expenditures. “We estimate they total more than a trillion dollars a year in reduced taxes and, in fact, the bulk of those go to the top end of the income distribution,” said Williams.
 
   The rest of the people who don’t pay federal income taxes are mostly the elderly living on Social Security and those working at minimum wage jobs that don’t make enough to pay federal income taxes. (According to the 2010 Census, one in six Americans now lives below the poverty line.) Yet these people still pay taxes. Most have money deducted from their paychecks for Social Security and Medicare. All pay sales taxes.  Most pay state income taxes and property taxes (even if they rent). And most pay gasoline taxes, beer and liquor taxes, etc. So they do, indeed, “have some skin in the game.”
 
   The real freeloaders are those who are living off the hard work of others – those who have inherited fortunes from their ancestors, Wall Street bankers who are paid enormous bonuses to gamble with others’ money, and those who, by a stroke of luck, have found themselves in a position of power – and taking advantage of a host of tax shelters created by politicians to protect their benefactors.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #9:
 
   “President Obama is anti-business.”
 
    
 
   Since Barack Obama was elected president, the stock markets have recovered from one of the worst declines in US history. At the end of the first quarter of 2012, the Dow Jones Industrial Average is up approximately 60 percent and profits for large corporations are at all time highs.
 
   That’s anti-business?
 
   Further, the Obama administration has cut regulations for small businesses. It has provided billions in federal funds for projects under the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act. The administration has provided loans to the US automobile industry saving more than a million jobs and helping the industry become competitive again. It has loaned billions to high-tech manufacturing companies, particularly those investing in sustainable energy. And it has provided billions in tax credits for businesses that are creating jobs.
 
   When CNBC’s Jim Cramer was interviewed on the MSNBC program Hardball with Chris Matthews in 2011, he admitted that he couldn’t understand why big corporations hate Obama. He said he asked corporations what they dislike. They mentioned taxes and regulations, but taxes under Obama are either the same or lower than before he was sworn into office. And they couldn’t name a single regulation they want changed.
 
   “There’s never been a better guy in Treasury than (Secretary of Treasury) Tim Geithner,” Cramer said. “I really don’t understand why they don’t like Obama. They just don’t.”
 
   Cramer may not know. But I think I can tell you why big corporations don’t like Obama. He has fought to increase regulatory oversight of the financial giants that collapsed our economy by gambling with our money. He has tried to limit the destruction of our environment. And like most Democrats, he still fights for working people and the middle class.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #10:
 
   “Democrats are conducting Class Warfare.”
 
    
 
   Teapublicans haul this one out every time a Democrat talks about raising taxes on the wealthy. It sounds terrible, doesn’t it? How could anyone be for dividing America into classes based on privilege and wealth?
 
   Oh, wait! Teapublicans have been pursuing policies of class warfare for decades!
 
   Thanks to Teapublican policies, 400 people now control a combined $1.5 trillion as measured by Forbes magazine – more than half of all Americans combined.  Their average net worth in 2011 was $3.8 billion - a 12 percent increase from 2010! 
 
   In 2011, the median pay for CEOs at S&P 500 Index companies increased to more than $12.9 million, up nearly 20 percent from the average of $10.8 million they received in 2010. Meanwhile, according to the US Bureau of Labor Statistics, the average annual income for American workers increased just 2.8 percent to $34,053.
 
   While the wealthy pay a federal tax rate of 15 percent (or less) based on profits from their investments, middle class families pay a federal income tax rate of 25-33 percent on their salaries. While the corporations’ share of federal tax revenues has dropped from more than 30 percent in the 1950s to less than 10 percent today, the share of federal tax revenues contributed by individuals has remained at more than 40 percent. Over the same period, payroll taxes paid by employees (for Social Security and Medicare) have gone from 10 percent to more than 40 percent!
 
   Want more evidence of class warfare? Between 2000 and 2010, the US Census Bureau found that median household incomes dropped $3,719! And though the Great Recession forced millions of American workers into unemployment lines, corporate CEOs and bankers paid themselves multi-million dollar bonuses.
 
   No, Mitt Romney, John Boehner, Mitch McConnell, Sarah Palin and Fox News Channel pundits, making those who have benefited the most from our country pay their fair share is not class warfare. Continuing the Teapublican policies from the past 40 years is.
 
   


 
   
  
 



 TEAPUBLICAN LIE #11:
 
   “The United States is going broke.”
 
    
 
   On May 25, 2001, Grover Norquist of Americans for Tax Reform told National Public Radio’s Mara Liasson, “I don’t want to abolish government. I simply want to reduce it to the size where I can drag it into the bathroom and drown it in the bathtub.”
 
   Teapublicans have been trying to bankrupt the government ever since.
 
   Despite their efforts, the United States still has the world’s largest economy with a Gross Domestic Product (GDP) estimated at nearly $14.7 trillion in 2010. That represents approximately one quarter of the global GDP.
 
   In 2011, Paul Krugman stated, “Our current problem is insufficent aggregate demand.” In other words, not enough people are buying company products and services to maintain or increase production and staffing.
 
   Moreover, as a result of the Great Recession and the Bush tax cuts, we do not collect enough revenue to cover our government spending. Worse yet, much of the money spent is misallocated, i.e. to cover the costs of war, etc. 
 
   In order to fix our economy for the long term, we need to increase tax revenue from those who can most afford it.  And we need to create jobs by spending on infrastructure and other necessary projects while interest rates are at all-time lows.
 
   But, instead of dealing with the real issues, Teapublicans are using the debt crisis that they helped create to destroy labor unions, to eliminate employee benefits, to depress salaries and to eliminate our safety nets (the so-called entitlements).
 
   Contrary to Teapublican accusations, these programs are not the ones primarily responsible for our national debt.  Social Security and Medicare are mostly funded by payroll taxes while many other budget items, such as defense spending and corporate subsidies, are not. 
 
   For example, according to Wikipedia.org, our national defense budget is $716.3 billion – more than half of the estimated federal deficit of $1.327 trillion for 2012. Since 9/11, defense spending has doubled, and much of it has been squandered through poor oversight, lack of planning and corruption. In fact, the Commission on Wartime Contracting has stated that as much as $60 billion was lost to waste and fraud in Iraq and Afghanistan over the past decade!
 
   Yet Teapublicans refuse to consider cutting the defense budget. And at the same time, they steadfastly refuse to raise taxes.  
 
   So even though the US is not going broke, if we keep electing Teapublicans, it just may.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #12:
 
   “Social Security is a Ponzi scheme.”
 
    
 
   Former presidential candidate and Texas Governor Rick Perry must have scraped this notion off the bottom of his cowboy boots, because it smells a lot like Texas fertilizer.
 
   You see, far from being a Ponzi scheme, Social Security is insurance - insurance that guarantees a dignified retirement for hard-working Americans in our old age. Without it, we would likely be treated to scenes of the elderly living in cardboard boxes and digging through dumpsters for their meals.
 
   The premiums for this insurance are paid by withholding less than six percent of an individual’s annual income up to $110,100 per year.
 
   Currently, Social Security has a $2.7 trillion surplus according to the Congressional Budget Office, but given the impending retirement of Baby Boomers, the Social Security Board of Trustees estimates that the program will not be able to make full benefit payments in 2033. 
 
   But contrary to what Teapublicans would have you believe, Social Security can be easily fixed with relatively minor tweaking. (As with all insurance plans, the premiums for Social Security need to be increased from time to time.)
 
   The most painless option is to improve the economy, adding workers and increasing salaries enough to make up for the shortfall. Failing that, we could meet the shortfall by increasing withholding an estimated 1 percent. (After all, we enjoyed a payroll tax holiday following the Great Recession. As the economy recovers, it only makes sense that we pay it back.)
 
   Another option is to eliminate the cap on FICA deductions to include income above $110,100. If, at the same time, we maintain current benefit levels for those who make more than the cap, it would assure the solvency of Social Security far into the future.  
 
   Yet another option is to limit benefits to only those who actually need them – retirees with annual household incomes of less than $30,000, for example.
 
   Any of these options is preferrable to Teapublican recommendations that Social Security be converted to individually-controlled retirement accounts based on our volatile stock markets. Such a plan is far more likely to benefit large corporations and financial institutions than the people who will eventually need to rely on the funds.
 
   And what happens if an individual invests badly, or if the stock markets nosedive again? Do we then turn our backs on the elderly and hope our children don’t ask too many questions about those crazy old people trying to steal the food out of our dog dishes? 
 
   Social Security can be fixed. But not if the media and voters keep listening to Teapublican lies.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #13:
 
   “Immigrants steal our jobs.”
 
    
 
   That’s been a common accusation since the very beginnings of our nation. Previous generations despised the Irish, Italians, Germans, Scandinavians, Eastern Europeans, and others for simply trying to eke out a living. Nothing has changed since those days, except that now the charge is leveled against Latinos.
 
   In discussing her book, They Take Our Jobs! and 20 other myths about immigrants, Avi Chomsky, historian, teacher, and coordinator of Latin American studies at Salem State College says, “When people claim that immigrants take our jobs, underlying the statement are some flawed ideas of how our economy works. They don’t understand that the world economy is extremely integrated.”
 
   “In the US, there is a dual labor market,” she says. “One category consists of good jobs that offer security, benefits, decent pay and safe working conditions. The second category consists of jobs that are dangerous and unpleasant with no security and low wages. The jobs in the second category have always been done by those who are politically excluded, such as undocumented workers. By politically excluding workers, employers are able to exploit them. And others in our society rely on people doing these jobs.”
 
   In reality, the number of jobs taken by immigrants is a very small percentage of the jobs shipped overseas by our corporations. Moreover, immigrants actually create jobs because they purchase food and automobiles, and they rent or buy homes. They also pay sales taxes, property taxes, income taxes, even Social Security and Medicare payroll taxes. (In 2010, it’s estimated that undocumented workers paid $12 billion into Social Security. Yet they are not eligible for any of the government services provided by those taxes.)
 
   As Chomsky states, “The debate on immigration is a way of creating a scapegoat for very real problems, like the economy, even the environment.”
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #14:
 
   “The founding fathers intended the US to be a Christian nation.”
 
    
 
   This is simply preposterous when you consider the backgrounds of those who were living in our nation at the time it was founded. Many had been subjected to religious persecution and intolerance in the countries they left. Does it then make any sense that they would intend to establish an official religion in the US? 
 
   If they did, they would simply be creating an environment similar to what they left. That’s why they inserted the establishment clause in the First Amendment of the Constitution stating “Congress shall make no law respecting the establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof.”
 
   If you still aren’t convinced, consider this. From the website Monticello.org: Thomas Jefferson, author of our Declaration of Independence and one of the most influential founding fathers, “…was always reluctant to reveal his religious beliefs to the public… He was raised as an Anglican, but was influenced by English deists such as Bolingbroke and Shaftesbury.”
 
   Indeed, Jefferson made the following recommendation to his nephew Peter Carr in 1787: “Question with boldness even the existence of a god; because, if there be one, he must more approve the homage of reason, than that of blindfolded fear.”
 
   And, in Notes on the State of Virginia, Jefferson outlined the views which led to the separation of church and state: “The rights of conscience we never submitted, we could not submit. We are answerable for them to our God. The legitimate powers of government extend to such acts only as are injurious to others. But it does me no injury for my neighbour to say there are twenty gods, or no god. It neither picks my pocket nor breaks my leg. … Reason and free enquiry are the only effectual agents against error.”
 
   Another founder, Benjamin Franklin, labeled himself a deist in his 1771 autobiography. He was said to oppose any sort of authoritarianism, either political or religious.  
 
   Founder Thomas Paine was also a deist, having authored The Age of Reason, described as an assault on organized "revealed" religion and calling for "free rational inquiry" into all subjects, especially religion. 
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #15:
 
   “Cutting Medicaid and Medicare will save money.”
 
    
 
   Anyone who would say this is either lying or doesn’t understand how the healthcare industry works.
 
   Medicare and Medicaid are highly effective and efficient programs which could be made even more cost effective if Teapublicans would commit to more oversight. Due to an impossibly small number of regulators, it’s estimated that Medicare and Medicaid fraud cost taxpayers between $80 billion and $160 billion a year. 
 
   Imagine what eliminating fraud would do for the sustainability of these programs.
 
   Moreover, if we do as Teapublicans suggest and kick millions of people off of Medicaid and cut Medicare benefits for seniors, they will put off going to the doctor as long as they can. Minor ailments then become major ailments. When they’re finally forced to seek help, they have no place to go except the Emergency Room where the costs of treatment can be as much as 10 times that of a doctor’s office or clinic. Since hospitals are mandated by law to accept all patients, regardless of their ability to pay, the costs are then passed along to patients who have health insurance.
 
   So Teapublicans who don’t want to help pay for someone else’s healthcare treatments through an efficient, well-managed government program will actually wind up paying much more through the rise in premiums for their health insurance policies, through increased taxes, or both.
 
   Our nation’s healthcare costs are already four times higher per capita than healthcare costs in other advanced nations. Cutting Medicaid and Medicare will only make things worse.
 
   Some form of universal care, such as “Obamacare” (more precisely Dolecare or Romneycare, since they proposed the program first) could definitely help. If allowed to be fully implemented, it could offer healthcare insurance to 55 million people who are currently uninsured and it would institute some cost containment measures to an industry that has seen costs rise at a rate more than three times the rate of inflation.
 
   But it doesn’t go far enough.
 
   According to a hospital CEO whose opinion I respect, this nation needs to return to some form of managed care (Health Maintenance Organizations). Under this system, the healthcare providers would be charged with keeping us healthy. The providers would also be charged with following best practices, which have been shown to produce the best outcomes, and limiting unnecessary or unproven care. (Or, in Teapublican terms, “death panels” with the responsibility for reviewing extreme procedures that are proposed for patients with terminal diseases.)
 
   This position is supported by a 1984 article by economist Lester Thurow, Learning to Say No, in the New England Journal of Medicine. In his article Thurow says, “Healthcare costs are being treated as if they were largely an economic problem, but they are not. To be solved, they will have to be treated as an ethical problem.”  
 
   And in a 1991 speech at The Masters Forum, Thurow further stated that more than 70 percent of all healthcare expenditures in the US occur in the last six months of a patient’s life. In other words, we tend to ignore our health until something goes drastically wrong. Then we spare no expense to prove that the diagnosis of a fatal condition is essentially correct.
 
   It’s clear that we need an entirely new approach to healthcare and the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act could be an important first step. A Supreme Court decision to overturn it will only make matters worse. So will the current Teapublican proposals. (The author of Teapublican Paul Ryan’s insurance voucher plan now admits that his plan won’t work.) We can’t throw the poor off of Medicaid, cut Medicare for the elderly, maintain our out-of-control health insurance system and cut the deficit.
 
   The healthcare industry and the economy are like a large, overinflated balloon. If you push one place, it expands somewhere else. To make improvements, you have to change the entire entity at once.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #16:
 
   “Government is the enemy.”
 
    
 
   President Ronald Reagan once said, “The ten most dangerous words in the English language are ‘Hi, I'm from the government, and I'm here to help.’” Teapublicans have rallied around his words ever since.  
 
    
 
   Before they take the-federal-government-is-the-enemy philosophy too far, perhaps they should take note of another Reagan quote, “We the people tell the government what to do, it doesn't tell us.”
 
    
 
   If Teapublicans truly think government is dysfunctional, they should work with Democrats to improve it. Not try to “drown it in a bathtub” as Teapublican bully and power broker Grover Norquist suggests. Since the federal government is “of the people, by the people and for the people,” that would be akin to suicide. So in order to accomplish Norquist’s goal, we would have to collectively stick our heads under the water and inhale deeply.
 
    
 
   Without the federal government, how would we defend our nation against foreign aggressors? What would we use for currency? How would we build highways? How would we ensure that our airports and airplanes are safe?  How would we know which foods and drugs are safe to consume? And what would have happened to our savings and retirement accounts when the banks collapsed?  
 
    
 
   Without the federal government, there would be no safety standards in the workplace or for the products we use. Without government investment, space exploration and the resulting scientific discoveries would never have happened. Medical research would be unaffordable.  Without government regulation, our forests would have been clear-cut long ago. Much of our wildlife would be extinct. Our air would be unsafe to breathe. Our water would be poisoned. And the oceans would likely resemble the Dead Sea.
 
    
 
   Without the federal government, a college or even high school diploma would be unattainable for most children.  There would be no safety nets for the elderly, the chronically ill and the unemployed. Without the government that WE built and WE pay for, our free market system would degenerate into “buyers beware.” 
 
    
 
   Certainly, our government is not without problems.  With our population of more than 300 million people, the federal government has become necessarily big and due, in large part, to Teapublican obstructionism, regulators and watchdogs have been unable to maintain oversight. As a result, a few government workers and departments have been guilty of unnecessarily squandering taxpayer money.  
 
   But it’s unfair to condemn the entire federal government because of the excesses of a few.  
 
   Our federal government is proportionately smaller than most other advanced nations. And its problems are not substantially different than private industry. Waste and fraud are not unique to government workers. There are plenty of examples of abuses in the private sector.  Moreover, neither political party has a corner on wasteful spending. Some of the most egregious excesses happened under the watch of the George W. Bush administration which squandered billions on no-bid defense contracts in Afghanistan and Iraq. 
 
   Rather than condemning the federal government, it would seem the most effective way to control government spending is for us to elect representatives who will spend more time and energy overseeing their responsibilities than fundraising for their next election campaign. That can’t happen unless we find a way to take the obscene amounts of money out of politics.
 
   Simply taking an axe to government, as Teapublicans want, is likely to make the situation worse by further reducing the number of government watchdogs charged with overseeing the expenditures of your taxpayer funds.
 
   We not only need the federal government. We ARE the federal government. If the federal government is the enemy as Teapublicans believe. Then the enemy is us.
 
    
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #17:
 
   “The wealthy pay a disproportionate share of taxes.”
 
    
 
   Seriously? That’s what they want us to believe?  
 
   While it may be true that the wealthy contribute the largest portion of federal revenue, they also control an overwhelming portion of our nation’s wealth. And their share is growing every year. Meanwhile, middle class workers pay a significantly higher percentage of their incomes in taxes.  
 
   Nevertheless, Teapublicans insist that the tax rate for the wealthy should be lower.  
 
   To counter President Obama’s plan to raise taxes on the wealthiest Americans (aka the Buffet Rule), Teapublicans have gone on the offensive (yeah, I know, they were already offensive enough) to protect the wealth of their political puppeteers. Through a series of appearances on Sunday morning talk shows, they point to data from the Tax Policy Center showing that the top 1 percent of Americans pays 38 percent of federal income taxes.
 
   Assuming that data is correct, it actually disproves the Teapublicans’ point. According to Nobel laureate, Joseph Stiglitz, the richest 1 percent of Americans now own 40 percent of the nation’s financial wealth (excluding their multi-million dollar homes and, in the case of Mitt Romney, his car elevators). Therefore, the top 1 percent is actually paying less than its share of federal taxes. And, thanks to Teapublicans, the share of income paid in taxes by the 400 richest Americans has fallen by nearly 40 percent as reported by Forbes magazine, even as their incomes have approximately quadrupled over the same period! Is it any wonder, then, that our government is running at a deficit?
 
   It’s good to be rich. Especially in Teapublican America.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #18:
 
   “Teapublicans are patriots. Liberals are socialists, communists or worse.”
 
    
 
   Speaking at a town hall in April of 2012, Teapublican Congressman Allen West told constituents, “I believe there’s 78 to 81 members of the Democrat Party who are members of the Communist Party.”  
 
    
 
   Of course the statement is untrue. The fact that Democrats disagree with his politics does not make them “card-carrying communists.” The Democrats he was likely referring to are members of the Congressional Progressive Caucus; public servants who believe in improving America through fairness, compassion and common sense. Unlike West, they do not believe in tearing the nation apart by trying to vilify their political opponents.
 
    
 
   West’s statements not only echo the paranoia of Sen. Joseph McCarthy in the 1950s. They show how far Teapublicans will go to co-opt patriotism.  
 
    
 
   Like parasites, Teapublicans seem to attach themselves to American Legions and VFWs. Whenever possible, they make a public display of thanking soldiers and veterans for their heroic service (gratitude that is certainly well-deserved). But these same back-slapping “patriots” often vote against benefits for those heroes.  As one of my veteran friends once told me, “Republicans support the military. Democrats support veterans.” 
 
    
 
   To continue the point, the late Senator Paul Wellstone may have been the best friend veterans ever had, and he was considered the most liberal member of Congress.
 
    
 
   Teapublicans wave the US flag, the Gadsen “Don’t Tread on Me” flag and the flag of the Confederacy (Yes, that flag...a flag that literally screams racism. A flag that represents a treasonous segment of our past that started a war of rebellion resulting in 625,000 dead and nearly 282,000 wounded)! Is it mere coincidence that some Teapublicans have chosen to display this flag following the election of an African-American as president?
 
    
 
   Of course, it’s no more truthful to imply that all Teapublicans are racist than it’s true to say Democrats are communist. But it is true that many racist signs about President Obama were visible at Tea Party rallies in 2010. 
 
    
 
   It’s also true that just as many Democratic leaders served in the military as Teapublicans...maybe more. 
 
    
 
   President John F. Kennedy and President Jimmy Carter served in the military as did Vice-President Al Gore.  The late Sen. Ted Kennedy, Senator and former Democratic Presidential nominee John Kerry, former Sen. Max Cleland, former Sen. Tom Daschle, Sen. Chris Dodd, Rep. Richard Gephardt, Sen. Tom Harkin, former Sen. Daniel Inouye, former Sen. Bob Kerrey, former Rep. Jack Murtha, Senator Jim Webb, Rep. Charles Rangel, and many, many other Democrats are veterans.  They served with distinction, often heroically.
 
   And it’s true that many of the most outspoken Teapublican champions of military intervention avoided military service, including former VP Dick Cheney, Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell, House Speaker John Boehner, Sen. Jon Kyl, and presidential candidates Gov. Mitt Romney, former Sen. Rick Santorum, and former House Speaker Newt Gingrich.   
 
   Patriotism is red, white and blue. It cannot be claimed by one political party.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #19:
 
   “Private schools are better than public schools.”
 
    
 
   Because the wealthy send their kids to private schools, many Teapublicans consider public schools to be merely a “safety net” for the poor; a form of socialism. They believe public schools only really exist to indoctrinate children in such “liberal” and “wrong-headed” concepts as evolution. They believe public schools are anti-religious. They believe that only private and parochial schools are willing to teach children the truth. Some even believe that home-schooling is the only way to prevent their children from being exposed to evil, aka science.
 
   They rationalize this lunacy by convincing themselves that students in private schools out-perform those in the humble public schools.
 
   They’re wrong.
 
   According to a report entitled Multiple Choice Charter School Performance in 16 States published by the Center for Research on Education Outcomes at Stanford University in June 2009, only 17 percent of charter schools performed better than public schools, 47 percent performed at roughly the same level as public schools, and 37 percent performed worse!  In six states - Arizona, Florida, Minnesota, Ohio, New Mexico and Texas – gains in math and reading skills for students in charter schools were significantly worse than for those in public schools.
 
   Given the performance of private charter schools, it would seem that the parents and politicians who promote them are the ones in real need of an education.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #20:
 
   “Teapublicans are Pro-life.”
 
    
 
   It depends on whose life we’re talking about.
 
   Yes, Teapublicans do protect the unborn by fighting all abortion, even if carrying the child to full-term endangers the health of the woman. But, as far as they’re concerned, after the child is born it’s on its own. For example, Teapublicans have opposed or cut funding for stem cell research that could save lives, even if the stem cells are taken from umbilical cords after the birth of a child.
 
   Teapublicans have opposed or cut funding for so-called “Welfare Moms” that would help to feed and house children. They have opposed funding for SCHIP, the federal program that provides healthcare to children in families whose incomes are modest, but not low enough to qualify for Medicaid. They’ve opposed the extension of unemployment benefits forcing many families into homelessness. They’ve opposed programs such as Early Childhood Family Education. They’ve opposed contraception and sex education, which might result in fewer unwanted pregnancies and abortions. Indeed, they’ve opposed education in general, as evidenced by their draconian cuts to the funding of public education in virtually every “Red” state.
 
   What Teapublicans do favor is easy access to guns which result in the homicides of more than 11,500 Americans annually according to Bureau of Justice Statistics.  
 
   Teapublicans favor “Conceal and Carry” laws that encourage people to carry handguns and use them as a means of settling disputes. They favor the American Legislative Exchange Council’s “Stand Your Ground” laws that allow shooters to claim self-defense in order to escape criminal charges. They also seem to favor war, such as the “blood for oil” wars in Iraq and Afghanistan which have killed tens of thousands of Iraqi and Afghan children, not to mention more than 4,900 US troops as of April 2012.
 
   So even though Democrats favor a woman’s right to choose when it comes to her own body, tell me. Which is the true pro-life party?
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #21:
 
   “Welfare moms cost us more than CEOs.”
 
    
 
   For years, you’ve heard Teapublicans rail against freeloading welfare moms. They portray them as lazy, drug-addled minority women who turn themselves into baby factories to scam the system and live in relative luxury.
 
   In fact, a Teapublican candidate for the Nebraska Unicameral compared them to racoons saying, “They’re going to do it the easy way if we make it easy for them.” And Florida Governor Rick Scott signed into law a bill that requires Floridians to submit urine, blood and hair samples before they can receive cash aid from the state.
 
   According to the US Census Bureau, nearly half of all mothers who receive Aid For Dependent Children have never been married; another 40 percent are divorced, separated or widowed; almost half do not have a high school diploma; 29 percent had their first child when they were under 18; the majority are white; and nearly three-quarters come from families living in poverty.  
 
   Contrary to Governor Scott’s expectations, very few are chemically dependent. And they’re hardly living in luxury. 
 
   AFDC payments range from just $290 per month for one child to $582 per month for women with four or more children. Not exactly what Teapublicans want you to believe about so-called “welfare queens” is it? 
 
   In the US Federal Budget for 2012, a total of $113.5 billion is allocated for family and child services. Now, let’s contrast that with the “welfare kings” of corporate America. 
 
   We have given millions of acres to mining companies while requiring no royalties in return. We built and maintain thousands of miles of logging roads for the timber industry in addition to giving them subsidies of more than $111 million annually. Subsidies to oil and gas companies total more than $41 billion per year despite the fact that these companies are the most profitable on the planet. 
 
   We provide billions to corporations for the research and development of new drugs and new weapons systems, even providing foreign aid to other nations to help them buy our weapons. We offer corporations insurance at below market rates to encourage overseas investments in high-risk nations. We provide up to $30 billion annually to farmers and landowners, including Michele Bachmann, with the payments heavily tilted toward large, corporate farm owners. State and city governments provide all sorts of incentives to attract large corporations. They also provide millions to help billionaire owners of sports franchises to build new stadiums and sports arenas. 
 
   And, lest you think the Troubled Asset Relief Program was the first time we bailed out financial institutions, don’t forget that we forked over $500 billion to clean up the mess created by the savings and loan industry in the 1980s.
 
   In short, we allow large corporations to privatize their profits and socialize their risks. We allow them to send jobs off-shore and park their profits in foreign bank accounts to avoid taxes.  
 
   Compared to the government largess given to corporations and their greedy CEOs, the money allocated to welfare moms is a relative pittance.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #22:
 
   “A repatriation tax holiday will create jobs.”
 
    
 
   To avoid US income taxes, many large, multinational corporations have stashed much of their profit in overseas bank accounts. In mid-2011, all U.S. corporations held tax-deferred foreign earnings totaling an estimated $1.4 trillion. 
 
   So Teapublicans have concluded that the best way to bring that money “home” is to offer these corporations a tax “holiday” on their foreign profits. They claim that, in doing so, these multinational corporations will use that money to create jobs in the US.
 
   It sounds good. But it’s just not true.
 
   A 2004 repatriation tax holiday pushed by Republicans created no additional US jobs. The US Treasury Department found that five US firms received more than 25 percent of the benefits from the 2004 tax holiday.  And rather than creating jobs, those companies used most of the money to buy stock!  
 
   Why would we ever want to repeat that mistake?
 
   “But that was then, this is now,” you say. So let’s look at the 2011 survey commissioned by Senator Carl Levin.  It found that more than 25 multinational corporations holding nearly $540 billion in untaxed profits are already maintaining 46 percent of that money in US banks and other US assets. That means another repatriation tax holiday would be unlikely to create jobs.  
 
   What it would do is give large corporations another large tax break. And many of these corporations already pay very little in taxes. Indeed, 30 of American’s most profitable companies paid a tax rate of less than ZERO over the past three years!
 
   As Senator Levin stated, “Some multinational corporations say they want to bring foreign funds back to America, but can do it only if they get a special tax break. They claim their foreign funds are otherwise ‘trapped’ abroad, but new data show that is not true. Many U.S. multinationals have already invested a large portion of their foreign funds right here in the United States, taking full advantage of the safety and security of the U.S. financial system to protect their money while paying no U.S. taxes on those funds to support the U.S. system.”  
 
   It begs the question: When are American corporations going to place the interests of their country above the interests of their greedy CEOs?
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #23:
 
   “The housing collapse was created by Democrats, Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac.”
 
    
 
    
 
   If you listen to Teapublicans, you’d think Congressman Barney Frank was almost solely responsible for the collapse of the housing market and our economy along with his “co-conspirators” Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac.  
 
    
 
   They’d have you believe that the collapse is further evidence of an out-of-control federal government that forced banks to loan to the poor then guaranteed loans that could never be repaid.
 
     
 
   Yet it was actually legislation authored and passed by Republicans that led to the collapse.  
 
    
 
   For example, in 1986, the Reagan administration eliminated tax deductions for credit card interest. Since interest on mortgages was still deductible, that encouraged many Americans to use their homes as credit accounts through home equity loans and refinancing.
 
   The Republican-sponsored Taxpayer Relief Act of 1997 excluded capital gains taxes on home sales (available every two years) encouraging speculation on real estate investments.  
 
    
 
   The Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act of 1999 (passed by a Republican Congress and unfortunately signed into law by President Clinton) deregulated financial institutions permitting banks to risk their customers’ deposits on risky investments. The lack of regulations contributed to mortgage brokers and financial institutions writing questionable sub-prime loans in order to collect the origination fees. The loan originators then packaged the loans into mortgage-backed securities selling them to investors. They were even able to mitigate their risks through credit default swaps that allowed them to pass any risk onto other institutions, such as AIG.  
 
    
 
   The result of all this was to encourage Americans to view their homes as investments. Those who did not already own a home felt that they could be shut out of the housing market if they didn’t act soon. That encouraged them to overlook the balloon payments of Adjustable Rate Mortgages.  
 
    
 
   By 2006, the US housing market was a house of cards ready to collapse. And it did.
 
    
 
   As for Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, their only apparent role in the collapse was through the Community Reinvestment Act that encouraged banks to reduce discrimination by writing loans to borrowers in low and moderate income areas. Yet, in 2006, Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac insured only 24 percent of subprime loans, and the Community Reinvestment Act affected only one out of the top 25 subprime lenders.
 
    
 
   So Teapublican anger about the housing collapse is misdirected. In fact, they have no one to blame but themselves.
 
    
 
    
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #24:
 
   “Climate change is a figment of Al Gore’s imagination.”
 
    
 
   When Al Gore produced his highly successful An Inconvenient Truth, Republicans dismissed the movie as a liberal lie concoted to push renewable energy and to undercut the federal subsidies to the oil and gas industries. They also feared that increased environmental concerns would reduce the profits of their corporate masters.
 
   Republicans claimed there is no evidence of climate change and, even if there were, there is no proof that it is caused by human activities. Every time there was a large snowfall, they mocked climate change by saying, “Where’s your global warming now?”  
 
   Oil companies cited conflicting studies to raise questions about climate change. Teapublican contributors even commissioned their own studies to refute the opinions of most of the world’s climate scientists.
 
   One such study was commissioned in part by the Charles Koch Foundation, whose founder has contributed large sums to conservative causes. The study by a long-time skeptic of climate change, Richard Muller, confirmed that world surface temperatures are climbing rapidly. He found that the earth’s surface is 1.6 degrees warmer than in the 1950s; numbers that match those of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration and NASA.  His research even included temperature readings from as long ago as those recorded by Benjamin Franklin and Thomas Jefferson. 
 
   “There is no reason now to be a skeptic about steadily increasing temperatures,” Muller wrote in The Wall Street Journal. Although Muller’s research did not address the cause of global warming, he said it makes sense to reduce the carbon dioxide created by the burning of fossil fuels such as oil and coal. He said that greenhouse gases could have a disastrous impact on the world.  
 
   Indeed, the World Meteorological Organization released a report showing that global warming gases have hit record levels in the world's atmosphere with concentrations of carbon dioxide up 39 percent since the start of the industrial era in 1750. The report shows that CO2 levels have increased from about 280 parts per million to 389 parts per million. And WMO Deputy Secretary-General Jeremiah Lengoasa said, “…even if emissions were stopped overnight globally, the atmospheric concentrations would continue for decades because of the long lifetime of these greenhouse gases in the atmosphere."  
 
   The WMO report cites fossil fuel burning, loss of forests that absorb CO2 and use of fertilizer as the main culprits for the increase. And carbon dioxide may be the least of our worries. The methane being released by the thaw of the Arctic’s permafrost is potentially 23 times as powerful as carbon dioxide when it comes to global warming. This is why many climate scientists refer to a cascading effect that will cause irreversible changes that include the flooding of major cities and entire islands that will result in the displacement of millions of people.
 
   The Teapublican refusal to acknowledge the possibility that humans have played a significant role by burning fossil fuels may already have taken us so far down the climate change road that our very existence is threatened. 
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #25:
 
   “The unemployed are lazy.”
 
    
 
    
 
   According to many Teapublicans, the unemployed need to “just stop whining and go get a job.” They say they’re tired of people “sucking off the government teat.” They seem to think that these people don’t really want to work; that they just want to lounge around the house and wait for their unemployment check to arrive.
 
    
 
   Ah, yes, the old “personal responsibility” guilt trip that Teapublicans are so fond of.
 
    
 
   According to the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, the average unemployed American collected $295 in weekly unemployment benefits in 2010 based on slightly more than 34 percent of the person’s last salary.  
 
    
 
   Wow! Who wouldn’t be satisfied with that? That’s $29,205 over 99 weeks (or roughly $14,600 a year)!  
 
   And just imagine if that’s the only available source of income for a family. It would leave a family of four struggling to survive on an income $7,700 below the poverty line in 2010. And the unemployed often have to invest some of that money in materials for resumes, postage, and transportation to and from interviews, not to mention job training.  
 
    
 
   To receive benefits, the unemployed must show that they are actively seeking a new job. In many states, that means you have to meet with a counselor on a regular basis and show them the number of applications you’ve filed and the number of job interviews you’ve had.  
 
    
 
   For most, trying to find a job is a full-time job in itself.  It’s also frustrating and often depressing. Many unemployed struggle with feelings of low self-worth and the almost inescapable belief that they have let down their families.  
 
    
 
   If Teapublican leaders think that the unemployed are simply enjoying a paid vacation, perhaps they’d like to trade places with them. I’m certain many of the unemployed would do more good in Congress than John Boehner, Mitch McConnell, et al. 
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #26:
 
   “The US has the world’s greatest healthcare system.”
 
    
 
   During the healthcare debates, you’ve heard nearly all the Teapublicans say something like, “Democrats want to destroy the world’s best healthcare system and replace it with socialized medicine.” That sentiment has been the basis of the Teapublican attack on “Obamacare.” But like a lot of things Teapublicans say, it’s simply not true. 
 
   While it is largely true that our physicians and hospitals are among the world’s best, we don’t have the world’s best system. In fact, we don’t have a healthcare system at all.
 
   What we have is a dysfunctional combination of greedy insurance companies, hospitals that are mandated to deliver emergency care for millions of people who lack the means to pay for it, doctors who depend upon billing for a plethora of procedures and tests (many of them unnecessary) for their income, and several highly-efficient and effective government-run programs (Medicaid, Medicare and Veterans Administration Health Services).
 
   We also have pharmaceutical companies that take advantage of our citizens by grossly overcharging for prescription drugs. They pay millions to lobby our Congress for government grants to pay for research and development. Their research is also partially subsidized by state universities. Our government grants patents for the drugs created. The companies then turn around and overcharge US citizens for the drugs they helped create.  
 
   In addition, because Teapublicans in Congress have steadfastly refused to negotiate with these companies to lower prices in the US (Remember when President Bush said that would be tatamount to communism?), we help subsidize lower prices throughout the world.
 
   Teapublicans are even opposed to common sense regulation of Medicare and Medicaid suppliers. So criminals have been allowed to rake in billions through fraudulent medical supply companies and pharmacies.
 
   As a result of all this, healthcare costs in the US have soared. According to the S&P Healthcare Cost Economic Indices, costs covered by commerical insurance plans rose by 7.73 percent in the 12 months ending February 2012. Over the same period, overall inflation was less than 3 percent.
 
   A report by The Commonwealth Fund found that Americans spend twice as much on healthcare as residents of other developed nations, but receive lower quality and poorer results.
 
   The Commonwealth Fund, which regularly monitors healthcare performance, found that, in 2007, the US spent $7,290 per person as compared to $3,895 for Canada, $3,837 for the Netherlands, $3,588 for Germany, $3,357 for Australia, $2,992 for Britain and just $2,454 for New Zealand.
 
   Yet, according to the report, the US ranked last on safety and several other measurements of quality, including access to primary care.
 
   Despite spending more on healthcare than any other nation on the planet, the US ranks 42nd for infant mortality and life expectancy. In 2000, the World Health Organization ranked the US just 37th in overall performance and 72nd for overall level of health (among 191 member nations included in the study). 
 
   As for access to healthcare, the US Census Bureau reported that a record 50.7 million Americans were uninsured in 2009. The US is the only wealthy, industrialized nation that does not ensure that all citizens have some kind of private or public health insurance.  
 
   For many in the US, the lack of insurance is fatal. In 2003, an Institute of Medicine report observed "lack of health insurance causes roughly 18,000 unnecessary deaths every year in the United States." A follow-up analysis by the nonpartisan Urban Institute calculates, “Based on the IOM's methodology and subsequent Census Bureau estimates of insurance coverage, 137,000 people died from 2000 through 2006 because they lacked health insurance, including 22,000 people in 2006.” And a 2009 study by Harvard University estimated that 44,800 excess deaths occur annually due to lack of health insurance. 
 
   The repercussions of our dysfunctional healthcare industry are even felt in ways that extend beyond our health. For example, a 2001 study in five states found that medical debt contributed to 46.2% of all personal bankruptcies.  
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #27:
 
   “The Balanced Budget Amendment will control spending.”
 
    
 
   At first blush, it does sound reasonable. Teapublicans say that the government ought to operate like any business or family. “It shouldn’t spend more than it takes in,” they say.  
 
    
 
   However, businesses and families often spend more money than they make. Businesses float stock offerings to pay for their capital investments. And many families have mortgages, car loans and credit card debts in excess of their annual salaries.
 
    
 
   Government debt is no different.
 
    
 
   What would have happened following the 2008 economic meltdown if the US government had been forced to balance the budget because of a self-imposed, simple-minded balanced budget amendment? As government revenues plummeted, the government would have been forced to dramatically slash spending. Spending cuts would have caused more layoffs and loss of revenue which would have caused more cuts and so on and so on.
 
    
 
   Congress would have been forced to repeal the amendment or push the US government into a death spiral.
 
   Certainly, several states have been operating under balanced budget amendments without severe consequences. But as the non-partisan Center on Budget and Policy Priorities (CBPP) points out, “state balanced budget provisions differ significantly from the proposed federal constitutional amendment.”
 
   States with balanced budget provisions separate their operating budgets from their capital investments, whereas the proposed federal amendment does not. Also, states are allowed to carry deficits forward to the next year or to be covered through borrowing while the federal constitutional amendment would require a vote of three-fifths of the House and Senate to do so.
 
   Further, the federal amendment would require the budget to be balanced at the beginning of the budget year as well as at the end of the year. If revenues did not meet projections during the year, it would require spending cuts equal to the loss of revenue. The required cuts, if drastic, could even push the nation into an economic recession.  
 
   And unlike the state provisions, the federal amendment would prohibit “rainy day” funds that could be used to cover budget shortfalls.
 
   It’s clear that the Teapublican initiative is severely flawed. Yet they continue to push for it anyway. In their zeal to “starve the beast,” it appears that Teapublicans are willing to risk our nation and our future.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #28:
 
   “Corporations are people.”
 
    
 
    
 
   In the 1976 case of Buckley v. Valeo, the Supreme Court ruled that spending money to influence elections is a form of constitutionally protected free speech. Then in the 2010 landmark decision of Citizen’s United v. Federal Elections Commission, the conservative Court ruled that corporations have the same rights as people.
 
    
 
   The combined result of the two decisions is to allow the wealthy and corporations to buy elections.
 
    
 
   Of course, that’s music to the ears of Teapublicans who are quite literally sponsored by corporations and the extremely wealthy.
 
    
 
   If you think I’ve resorted to hyperbole to make a point, you must not be aware of the American Legislative Exchange Council (ALEC). This is a 30-year-old organization sponsored by a virtual Who’s Who of large, multinational corporations and one-percenters such as the Koch brothers.  
 
    
 
   ALEC’s membership consists of conservative legislators from every state in the nation. In addition, ALEC maintains a staff of attorneys and ideologues to generate bills for its legislators to offer up as their own. On its website, the organization brags that it creates nearly 1,000 bills each year.  
 
    
 
   Of course, most of these bills are intended to further the interests of ALEC’s corporate and industry sponsors. They range from anti-government, libertarian bills to bills that are designed to improve the corporate business environment.
 
    
 
   There is no equivalent organization that works on behalf of ordinary citizens. (Of course, we all naively thought that was what our legislators were elected to do.)
 
    
 
   But ALEC isn’t even the worst of our problems. If we are going to restore the notion of “government of the people, by the people and for the people,” we have to take the money out of elections so our representatives will spend more time working on solving our problems than fund-raising for their next election.  
 
    
 
   We also have to eliminate or reduce the lobbying influences of corporations and industries.
 
    
 
   We must never foreget that, unlike people, corporations aren’t born. They’re created by pieces of paper. They don’t breathe our air. They pollute it. They don’t drink our water. They foul it. They destroy our forests, our oceans and our land in search of cheap resources.
 
    
 
   As some have said, I’ll accept that corporations are people when Texas executes one.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #29:
 
   “Private companies are always more efficient than government.”
 
    
 
    
 
   Private corporations may be able to do some things better and more efficiently than government. But they are driven by profits and greed. And like government, they sometimes make the expedient decision.  Not necessarily the right one. And when working for the government, corporations often have been guilty of manipulation, cost over-runs and outright fraud.
 
    
 
   Military contractors are notorious for such behavior.
 
    
 
   According to a report prepared for Vermont Senator Bernie Sanders by the Department of Defense, hundreds of defense contractors that defrauded the U.S. military received more than $1.1 trillion in Pentagon contracts during the past decade.
 
   Sanders called the report "shocking," saying “aggressive steps must be taken to ensure taxpayer dollars aren't wasted.”
 
   "The ugly truth is that virtually all of the major defense contractors in this country for years have been engaged in systemic fraudulent behavior, while receiving hundreds of billions of dollars of taxpayer money," he continued.  
 
   The report detailed how the Pentagon paid $573.7 billion during the past 10 years to more than 300 contractors involved in civil fraud cases resulting in judgments of more than $1 million. Even more distressing, $398 billion was awarded to the same contractors after a settlement or judgment for fraud. And if you include awards to the contractors’ parent companies during the same time frame, the Pentagon paid more than $1.1 trillion to the 37 top companies engaged in fraud.
 
   The report found that yet another $255 million went to 54 contractors convicted of “hard-core” criminal fraud during the same period, including $33 million paid to companies after they were convicted of crimes!
 
   In Afghanistan and Iraq, billions have vanished through the mismanagement of private contractors which have been hired for security, construction, supply of materials and more.
 
    
 
   None of this is new behavior. Defense contractors hired to build weapons programs have long been accused of waste.  
 
    
 
   After many failures and significant cost overruns, spending on the Osprey aircraft is expected to be $9.15 billion through 2015. Yet a 2009 Government Accountability Office report found that the Osprey failed to perform as well as the helicopters it was designed to replace.
 
    
 
   And the Osprey is no exception. One of the most famous examples of government waste revolved around development of the Bradley fighting vehicle which was the subject of the book and subsequent movie called The Pentagon Wars by Colonel James G. Burton. 
 
    
 
   In fact, a 2006 Pentagon report found that there were major cost overruns on at least 36 of the Defense Department's major weapons systems. 25 of these programs actually had increases of more than 50 percent from their initial estimates. Eleven others cost at least 30 percent more than their original estimates. 
 
    
 
   And a 2008 report by the General Accounting Office on Defense Acquisitions found that of the 72 programs assessed, none of them had proceeded through system development meeting the best practice standards.
 
    
 
   It was exactly this kind of bureaucracy and wasteful spending that caused the late Senator William Proxmire to create the Golden Fleece Award given to those who have most “fleeced” American taxpayers.
 
    
 
   Of course, wasteful government spending isn’t limited to military contractors. There is the very recent example of the BP gulf oil spill. A story written by Kim Barker and co-published in 2011 by ProPublica and The Washington Post reported on the waste and dysfunction following the BP’s environmental disaster that led to the creation of a new title for private contractors: “Spillionaires.”  
 
   These examples point to the inherent problem of governments hiring corporations to do their bidding. The assignment of contracts often becomes an exercise in political paybacks. And the inherent Teapublican aversion to regulation and government oversight almost inevitably leads to waste.
 
   The truth is, that because it’s not bound by the need to deliver profits to shareholders, the federal government is often more efficient and accountable than private enterprise.  
 
   Medicare is a prime example.  
 
   According to the non-partisan Congressional Budget Office, this government administered program spends less than 2 percent in administrative costs compared to nearly 11 percent for private insurance plans that are part of Medicare Advantage.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #30:
 
   “Government is too big.”
 
    
 
    
 
   This may be the most oft-repeated lie by conservatives.  Teapublicans call for ever-larger and more frequent tax cuts in order to “starve the beast” and they seem to be gaining traction, likely because nobody likes paying taxes and almost everyone has, at some point, experienced frustration in dealing with the government.
 
   But have you ever tried to deal with tech support for a large corporation that exported its call center to India, Mexico or the Philippines? Have you tried to argue a claim with an insurance company? Have you tried to renegotiate your mortgage rate with one of the too-big-to-fail banks? Those experiences can be even worse.  
 
   In reality, both government and large corporations are cumbersome, often overly bureaucratic, and sometimes wasteful.  
 
   But is the government really too big? A better question is how big of a government do we need?
 
   According to the very conservative Heritage Foundation, as of 2009 the US government ranked 120th in the world as a percentage of GDP. And according to the US Census Bureau, in 2010 the total number of full-time US government employees was 2.5 million. That sounds like a lot, but 773,978 of those were in national defense, 185,295 were in Homeland Security and 220,762 were in law enforcement and corrections. So nearly half of our government employees are responsible for security. 
 
   Another 658,016 federal employees were in the US Postal Service, but the USPS is a quasi-governmental agency charged with raising its own revenue and managing its own P&L, so one could argue that it has no direct impact on government.  
 
   That means there are 661,949 full-time employees for all of the other functions of government, and some are woefully understaffed.  
 
   As reported by National Public Radio, the boom in shale oil and gas production has created a shortage of inspectors needed to make sure the sites aren't polluting. In Colorado, for example, there are just 17 inspectors for the state’s 47,000 active oil and gas wells! Medicare has too few compliance officers with too many claims to review, which results in undetected fraud by healthcare providers, pharmacies and medical supply companies resulting in the loss of billions. And although most everyone agrees that the cause of the 2008 economic collapse was a lack of regulation, oversight hasn’t substantially increased because Teapublicans continue to fight the implementation of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act. 
 
   Aggressively cutting the size of government, as Teapublicans wish, will only make matters worse!
 
   The truth is that a large and complex society requires a large and complex government. But the size of government is less important than having a government that’s properly staffed with the right people. 
 
   For example, in some areas, there is a much too cozy relationship between government watchdogs and the industries and companies they’re hired to oversee. Prior to 2008, the Securities Exchange Commission’s regulators were actually imbedded in the too-big-to-fail Wall Street institutions. Similarly, the watchdogs hired to oversee defense contractors often have previously worked for the same contractors. 
 
   To make matters even worse, companies and industries subject to government oversight are some of the nation’s most aggressive lobbyists, spending millions annually to help elect politicians sympathetic to their issues.
 
   It’s impossible to estimate the resulting cost to taxpayers. But it likely adds up to tens of billions a year.  
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #31:
 
    “Mainstream media are liberal.”
 
    
 
    
 
   You’ve heard Sarah Palin deride the many newspapers and magazines she claims to have read (but can’t remember their names) as “lamestream media.” Of course, she also applies that label to any television network not named Fox News Channel and every radio program not hosted by Boss Hawg Limbaugh, Sean Hannity, Glenn Beck, Laura Ingraham, Michael Savage or one of their conspiracy radio cohorts.
 
    
 
   Her derision is based on the conservative belief that all mainstream media have a liberal bias. Yet, as many media monitoring services have reported, the so-called liberal bias either doesn’t exist or is greatly overblown.  
 
    
 
   No matter the reality, as long as legitimate news services refuse to pass along conservative crackpot theories as “news,” conservatives will continue to rant about liberal bias. And conservative writers and media hosts will continue to claim that they alone are presenting the truth that the mainstream news media won’t.  
 
    
 
   Despite right-wing claims, much of the media lean to the right. For example, the leading cable news network, Fox News Channel, is essentially an arm of the Republican Party. The party provides the network with talking points and every Fox News host repeats them ad nauseum. The network even actively promoted Tea Party rallies. Indeed, without funding from American Crossroads and the unrelenting promotion by Fox News Channel, the Tea Party likely would not exist.
 
    
 
   MSNBC and Current TV lean to the left. But unlike Fox News, they don’t devote their entire schedule to partisan issues, their hosts don’t receive a list of talking points from political strategists, and, as relative Johnny-come-latelies, their ratings are lower than Fox.
 
   Turning to other media, radio has been dominated by conservative content since the demise of the Fairness Doctrine in 1987. The Structural Imbalance of Political Talk Radio, a joint report by the Center for American Progress and Free Press, concluded that 91 percent of talk radio was conservative by 2007. In cities like Philadelphia, Dallas and Houston, conservatives controlled 100 percent of talk show content. In no major city did progressive content match or exceed the conservative rants. Even in so-called liberal San Francisco, conservative content overwhelmed progressive content 69 percent to 31 percent.
 
   Thus, as you travel across the nation, you’ll be treated to conservative rants by dozens of Rush Limbaugh wannabes on thousands of stations.  
 
   Those who rely on these stations for news are, instead, given an earful of conservative opinions, half-truths and outright falsehoods...all presented as absolute facts.
 
   On the other hand, print media tend to be more balanced.  Most newspapers and magazines try their best to be objective. And among those that don’t, there are almost as many liberal-leaning publications as those leaning to the right.
 
   As for the blogosphere? Well, let’s just say that you can find most anything you want on the Worldwide Web. 
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #32:
 
   “Cuts to the military will leave us vulnerable.”
 
    
 
    
 
   The question is, vulnerable to whom or what?  
 
   Since the end of the Cold War, we have had no military foes, at least not in a traditional sense. The Soviet Union is gone, replaced by Russia and a host of independent states. China has gone from being a perceived enemy to our out-sourced manufacturing state and investment partner holding billions in U.S. bonds. 
 
   Our only enemies are al Qaeda, a disorganized and shrinking number of terrorists fighting us with improvised weapons and suicide bombers; the Taliban, which is fighting us with 20th century weapons and a 17th century mentality; the failing state of North Korea, which has a large infantry and a few nuclear-tipped missles incapable of reaching our shores; and Iran, which has a smaller infantry and, possibly, nuclear bombs in the making.
 
   Perhaps the greatest potential threat is Pakistan, our nuclear-armed “ally” in the war on terrorism which is under seige by fundamentalist Muslims. 
 
   Despite the lack of a serious and imminent threat, the U.S. defense budget for FY 2012 is $902.2 billion – up from $878.5 billion in 2011. Our 2011 military budget was greater than the next 18 nations combined, and it didn’t even include our spending for Homeland Security! 
 
   As of September 2011, the US had troops stationed in about 150 countries according to Wikipedia.org. That included approximately 109,200 in Afghanistan, 53,766 in Germany, 39,222 in Japan, 28,500 in South Korea, 10,801 in Italy, 9,382 in the UK...the list goes on. In addition, we had more than 100,000 on the “high seas” in a variety of naval task forces.  
 
   Why spend so much money to deploy so many troops in so many places?
 
   Following World War II, we maintained bases on the soil of our former enemies to ensure that they would not threaten us again. We deployed troops to project strength during the Cold War. And during the Bush administration, the intent was to project our power and protect our “economic interests” (aka corporations) as outlined by the Project for A New American Century.
 
   But those days are over.
 
   Today, the only legitimate argument for maintaining such a large military budget is that drastic cuts could negatively affect unemployment. But as demonstrated in previous chapters, we could shrink the budget without affecting capability by simply cutting waste.
 
   Instead of leaving us vulnerable, cutting our military budget would more likely contribute to our long-term security by reducing our annual deficits and helping to pay down our national debt.
 
   Even if we were to cut our military budget in half, we’d still be the biggest, baddest bully on the block.  
 
   And what if we used some of our bloated military budget to prevent poverty and other conditions that lead to war? What if all children had the opportunity to attend good schools? What if they had respectable jobs waiting for them after they graduate? What if their governments and economies were stronger? In the long run, would it not be cheaper to help people than to prepare to fight them? 
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #33:
 
   “States are better at managing public lands than the federal government.”
 
    
 
   Recently, Teapublicans have focused their anti-federal government fervor against national parks and other public lands.   
 
   They seem to have forgotten one of the major accomplishments of one of their own. Not only did President Theodore Roosevelt sign legislation establishing five national parks: Crater Lake, Oregon; Wind Cave, South Dakota; Sullys Hill, North Dakota; Mesa Verde, Colorado; and Platt, Oklahoma. Roosevelt enacted the Antiquities Act of June 8, 1906 which enabled the president to proclaim historic landmarks, structures and other objects of historic or scientific interest in federal ownership as national monuments.
 
   Now Teapublicans want the federal government to give public lands, including national parks, back to the states for them to “manage.” 
 
   They claim that states can better prevent wildfires by “thinning” forests. (In reality, they want to open the forests to commercial logging.) 
 
   In Arizona, they want to open the Grand Canyon to uranium mining in order to create jobs. (In reality, the uranium would be mined by foreign companies, there would be few jobs, the uranium would be exported to foreign countries, and both the land and water would be polluted.)
 
   In West Virginia, they want to remove the top of historic Blair Mountain to get at the coal underneath.  (In case, you don’t remember, Blair Mountain has great historic significance as the site of a battle between sheriff deputies working for mine owners and miners fighting for fair pay and safer working conditions.)
 
   Does that sound like “land management” to you? A better description would be state-sanctioned land destruction.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #34:
 
   “Guns are necessary for self-defense.”
 
    
 
   Since 1980, Republicans have perverted the Second Amendment to our Constitution in ways unforseen by the Founding Fathers. The amendment reads: “A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a Free State, the right of people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.”  
 
   Obviously, the amendment connects guns with a state militia (National Guard) in order to defend the state or nation against others. It does not guarantee that individual citizens can build an arsenal to rival small nations.  
 
   For decades, the Supreme Court agreed.  
 
   After all, it’s only common sense that there must be some limit on the definition of arms for the safety of our citizens. Without limits, what would stop people from owning fully automatic assault rifles, grenade launchers, shoulder-fired rockets, tanks, even nuclear weapons?   
 
   But the National Rifle Association and Teapublicans refuse to allow logic to get in their way. They’ve chosen to use the amendment for political purposes in order to gain more power and votes from those they have made fearful of their own government.   
 
   As a result, our nation produces more handguns than any other nation. Guns have become one of our largest exports – both legally and illegally.And virtually every state has passed gun laws more liberal than those of the gun slingin’ Old West.  
 
   Teapublicans defend their position by claiming that “guns don’t kill people; criminals do.” They argue that guns are needed for self-defense. Yet studies show that people who own guns are more likely to be shot by their own gun than to use it to defend themselves against an armed assailant.
 
   The easy access to cheap guns makes it even easier for a potential criminal to obtain one. Any citizen who has not been found guilty of a felony can walk into a gun store and purchase a dozen assault rifles. And anyone can walk into a gun show and purchase a gun without an ID or a background check.
 
   As a result of these insane laws, guns are involved in more than 11,500 homicide deaths in the US annually according to the Bureau of Justice Statistics.  
 
   Teapublicans must be very proud.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #35:
 
   “Torture is needed to fight terrorism.”
 
    
 
   We have former Vice-President Richard Cheney to thank for this gem.  Despite all evidence to the contrary, he and President George W. Bush determined that waterboarding and other forms of “enhanced interrogation” were not torture.  
 
   Following the ill-advised invasion of Iraq, they ordered the torture of an unknown number of prisoners in direct defiance of the Geneva Conventions.  
 
   To wit, Article 12 of the First Geneva Convention, which was convened in 1864, mandates that wounded and sick soldiers who are out of the battle should be humanely treated, and in particular should not be killed, injured, tortured, or subjected to biological experimentation. 
 
   This article is the keystone of the treaty, and defines the principles from which most of the rest of the treaty is derived.
 
   In addition, signatories of the Third Geneva Convention and the Fourth Geneva Convention officially agreed not to torture prisoners in armed conflicts. Further, Article 5 of the United Nations Convention Against Torture has been ratified by 147 nations, including the US.
 
   What part of these bans on torture do Teapublicans not understand?
 
   Nevertheless, contrary to international opinion, Teapublicans continue to insist that waterboarding is not torture. And despite abundant evidence to the contrary, they claim that it has saved lives.  
 
   Cheney even credits “enhanced interrogation” with providing information that led to the killing of Osama bin Laden, a claim that has been debunked by CIA interrogators and the obvious fact that, in more than seven years, the Bush administration could not find him.  
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #36:
 
   “Investments in sustainable energy are a waste of money.”
 
    
 
   Hmmm...let’s see. For a relatively small investment, you can purchase solar panels to power your lights, your TV, your computers, and your Internet. They can recharge the batteries in your phones, your electric razor, your electric toothbrush, even your car.
 
   If you have enough capacity, you will pay nothing more than a connection fee to your electric company, and during peak sunlight, your electric meter will actually run in reverse.
 
   Once they’re installed, the solar panels will create no pollution, no carbon emissions and will contribute nothing to cause climate change. Moreover, they will reduce the need for fossil fuels such as oil, gas and coal, cutting our dependence on foreign oiltocracies.
 
   And over a period of 7 to 10 years or less, they will pay for themselves.  
 
   Only Teapublicans could see harm in that.
 
   And it’s not just solar panels that help consumers save money. State of Charge: Electric Vehicles’ Global Warming Emissions and Fuel-Cost Savings Across the United States, a report by the Union of Concerned Scientists found that a battery-powered vehicle such as the Chevy Volt or the Nissan Leaf will yield measurable savings in the owners’ energy bills, while also reducing global warming. According to the report, the potential savings range from $580 to $1,220 per year.
 
   Yet, when you point out the advantages of sustainable fuel sources, Teapublicans almost immediately counter with the failure of Solyndra. They claim that it’s not only an example of the futility of investing in alternative energy sources. They see it as an example of misguided spending by the Obama administration.
 
   True, the Obama administration provided a federally-backed loan of $535 million to help Solyndra create thin film solar cells. True, the company went bankrupt. But before you join the Teapublican-led lynch mob to blame the administration, ask yourself: How much more money has been wasted on government loans and subsidies for oil companies? Have you ever heard Teapublicans complain about wasting taxpayer money on a dry well? Have you ever seen a House panel investigate loans or subsidies to carbon-based fuel companies?
 
   But that’s different you say. There’s no certainty in finding oil. Well, there’s no certainty that a new product will succeed, either.  
 
   The Energy Department took a chance that a government-backed loan would result in more US-based jobs, less dependence on foreign oil and lower carbon emissions. 
 
   Unfortunately, Solyndra failed as the result of increased competition from foreign manufacturers which are heavily subsidized by their governments. According to the administration’s former energy consultant Van Jones, during an appearance on HBO’s Real Time with Bill Maher, after the administration dedicated $2.3 billion in loans to the development of alternative energy in the US, China committed $30 billion in grants to its solar industry, putting US solar manufacturers at a huge disadvantage and resulting in Solyndra’s bankruptcy.
 
   The real problem faced by our sustainable energy manufacturers is that Congress has failed to pass a comprehensive energy bill that includes alternative energy sources. Instead, it protects subsidies for the oil and gas industry that is experiencing record profits.
 
   Oil production is heavily subsidized through tax breaks at virtually every stage of the exploration and extraction process. So, if the US is willing to risk hundreds of billions in exploration for gas and oil with great risk to our environment, why is it a problem for the federal government to risk taxpayer money to develop clean energy alternatives?
 
   Could it be that the solar and wind industries don’t have lobbyists that contribute to Teapublican election campaigns?
 
   Certainly, the conversion to alternative fuels is not without problems. But, by several magnitudes, they are smaller issues than for oil and gas.
 
   When you figure the cost of finding, drilling, extracting, refining and transporting oil, not to mention the government subsidies and military costs of protecting our access to oil sources, the actual cost of a gallon of gas is approximately $15 per gallon. Coal is much cheaper, but burning coal still creates greenhouse gases.  
 
   If you add in the possible repercussions of oil spills and climate change along with their potential damages, alternative fuels are much less expensive.
 
   Government investments intended to more rapidly develop solar, wind and other alternative energies are certain to save us all money in the long run.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #37:
 
   “President Obama was elected as the result of voter fraud.”
 
    
 
   Following the 2008 presidential election, Republicans were convinced that President Obama could only have been elected as the result of massive voter fraud. They blamed ACORN (which they have since destroyed as the result of a fraudulent video scam) and labor unions (which are under attack by Teapublican governors and Teapublican-controlled legislatures throughout the country).
 
   Now they have turned their attention to minority voters who overwhelmingly voted for Obama in 2008.
 
   Despite the fact that there have been no proven instances of widespread voter fraud (a US Justice Department investigation in 2007 found only 86 instances of voter fraud nationally), Teapublican legislatures are pushing bills to require photo IDs.
 
   Teapublican legislatures in Florida, Michigan, North Carolina, Ohio and Virginia have all considered photo ID legislation. Conveniently, these states also happen to be key battlegrounds for the upcoming 2012 presidential election. If the bills are successful, the new laws could have a profound effect on the outcome of the election.
 
   Looking at just one of the key states, North Carolina, the Charlotte Observer reports that as many as 800,000 registered voters currently lack a photo ID. More than 556,000 have no ID at all.  And, not surprisingly, the voters who would be most affected by the voter ID bill are low-income minorities.
 
   The Policy Brief on Voter Identification by the Brennan Center for Justice at New York University School of Law concluded that restrictive voter ID laws threaten to exclude millions of eligible voters. Other scholarly studies have found that the laws are likely to lower voter turnout by throwing up an extra barrier, particularly for less educated and lower income populations.
 
   As Rev. Al Sharpton stated on MSNBC’s Politics Nation, “The current push for photo IDs is not intended to fix a problem, but to fix an election.”
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #38:
 
   “The Post Office is evidence of government failures.”
 
    
 
    
 
   In a way, that statement is correct. But not in the manner Teapublicans intended it. You see, it was Congress that failed. Not the US Postal Service itself.
 
    
 
   Despite Teapublican claims that mismanagement of the USPS has led it to the brink, or that it has lost the competition with privately-owned FedEx and UPS, or that it has become the victim of email and the Internet, it’s Congress that has forced the Postal Service to deal with large deficits.
 
    
 
   Yes, the USPS is losing billions and it’s being forced to look at reducing service and branches. But it’s only because the Postal Service is bailing out the government.
 
    
 
   For years, Congress has raided Postal Service revenues to make their own deficits look smaller. The latest example happened during the lameduck session of the 2006 Republican-led Congress.  
 
    
 
   The Postal Accountability and Enhancement Act of 2006 forced the USPS to pre-pay health care benefits for the next 75 years. In other words, the USPS is being forced to pay for the benefits of people it hasn’t hired yet.
 
    
 
   In the past 4 years, those payments have totaled approximately $21 billion – more than the Postal Service’s current $20 billion deficit. Without the congressional mandate, the USPS would be in the black!
 
    
 
   There are other issues that have led the USPS to its current crisis. Many of them are the result of congressional meddling.
 
    
 
   But it seems Teapublicans don’t care about the cause of the problems. They see an opportunity to trash a quasi-government entity and send a message to labor unions by forcing the layoff of thousands of postal workers.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #39:
 
   “Democrats banned Thomas Edison’s light bulb.”
 
    
 
   For some time now, Teapublicans spurred on by Rush Limbaugh have claimed that Democrats have killed one of America’s greatest and most iconic inventions – the incandescent light bulb.
 
   Their anger is aimed at a series of new lighting standards being implemented by the US Department of Energy which began in 2012. In fact, House Teapublicans are so horrified they slid a provision into an omnibus spending bill which blocks the funding necessary for the Department of Energy to enforce the new standards.
 
   I guess that’ll show those damn socialists who want to stand between us and our constitutional right to run up our electric bills!
 
   But wait! The Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (EISA 2007) which established these efficiency standards was passed by a bipartisan majority and signed into law by President George W. Bush – hardly a socialist.
 
   Further, the new standards don’t actually ban the Edison-style bulb. The standards, which phase in between now and 2014, simply say that bulbs need to use about 25 percent less energy than in the past. And most of the new bulbs will save even more.  
 
   Compact Flourescent Lightbulbs (CFLs) and Light Emitting Diode bulbs (LEDs), which have been on the market for several years, use up to 80 percent less energy than older incandescent bulbs. They’re also available in a wider range of colors and brightness. True, the new bulbs cost more. But they last much longer and they can help cut electric bills.  
 
   According to the Department of Energy, replacing 15 traditional incandescent bulbs in your home could save you about $50 per year.
 
   If every home were to install the new bulbs, we could greatly reduce electric demand which would reduce the amount of fossil fuels burned to generate the electricity which would reduce greenhouse gases which would reduce global warming.
 
   Ahh, but there’s the real rub!  
 
   Because Americans were introduced to the realities of global warming by former Vice-President Al Gore, Teapublicans are convinced that it’s a phantom crisis.  They believe that it’s all a liberal, socialist plot to undermine America and create the New World Order that Teapublicans seem to fear so much.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #40:
 
   “Wall Street can regulate itself.”
 
    
 
   Following the Wall Street collapse that led to the Great Depression, Congress passed the Banking Act of 1933, aka the Glass-Steagall Act, designed to prevent another such calamity.  
 
   Along with numerous other reforms, the law created firewalls between investment banks, insurance firms, and banks of deposit. The idea was to keep Wall Street investors from taking extraordinary risks with consumer banking deposits. 
 
   Then in 1994, a Republican Congress passed the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Banking Modernization Act which repealed Glass-Steagall allowing financial institutions to freely comingle funds, risking consumer deposits on complex mortgage-backed derivatives and credit default swaps.
 
   It was an unregulated house of cards that was certain to collapse. And it led to the catastrophic failure of our economy that, in some ways, was even worse than the Great Depression.
 
   Despite the obvious failure of their laissez-faire policies, Teapublicans refuse to assume blame. They continue to stand by their free market, anti-government, anti-regulation principles.
 
   Who cares about the failure of Lehman Brothers and the forced sale of Merrill-Lynch? Nevermind the near bankruptcies of AIG, Bank of America, Citigroup, Morgan-Stanley Chase, and Wells Fargo.
 
   You have to admire their stubbornness, if not their stupidity.  
 
   In order to rein in the unfettered greed of Wall Street, a majority Democratic Congress passed the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act. Of course, Teapublicans were horrified. They not only voted against the bill. They’ve been trying to sabotage it and repeal it ever since.
 
   Are Teapublicans really that committed to the priniciples of a free and unfettered market? Or are their actions merely the product of greed?
 
   Even before the passage of Dodd-Frank, Wall Street institutions began flashing fistfuls of money around Congress. (Of course, given the status of these institutions prior to the Troubled Asset Relief Program, it’s likely that much of the money they’re offering is from the government.) In addition, the financial industry unleashed one of the most intense lobbying efforts in history to stop financial regulations.  
 
   And their combined efforts seem to have worked - at least on Teapublican members of Congress.  
 
   Not only did Teapublicans vote against Dodd-Frank. Once they gained control of the House of Representatives, they have done everything possible to weaken it.  
 
   More than a year after Dodd-Frank became law, the Securities and Exchange Commission still has not created the rules needed to rein in derivatives. And there are still no anti-corruption regulations.
 
   Teapublicans have even gone out of their way to block the establishment of the new Consumer Financial Protection Bureau. They strongly opposed the efforts of Elizabeth Warren to set up the bureau. Then they refused to move forward the nomination of the highly-qualified Richard Cordray forcing President Obama to install Cordray in a controversial recess appointment. 
 
   For now, the greed of the financial industry is somewhat restrained. But beware. Teapublicans will eventually take control of the Senate and/or the White House. And when they do, Wall Street will likely be allowed to, once again, run wild.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #41:
 
   “The liberal EPA is destroying business.”
 
    
 
   In fact, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) was not created by liberals. It was proposed by President Richard Nixon following the 1969 Cuyahoga River fire.  You read it correctly. The river was actually in flames.
 
   For decades corporations had dumped chemicals and untreated industrial waste into the Cuyahoga River causing the river to burst into flames at least a dozen times before 1969. But fire number 13 caught the attention of Time magazine. The ensuing story described the Cuyahoga as the river that “oozes rather than flows” and in which a person "does not drown but decays."
 
   To address the problem, the EPA began operations on December 2, 1970. Since then, it has employed   engineers, scientists, environmental protection specialists, and lawyers to clean up the nation’s water and air.  
 
   It regulates companies to ensure that they properly dispose of chemical, biological and radiological waste.  
 
   You see, although Mitt Romney and other Teapublicans believe that corporations are people, corporations tend to lack a conscience. And they don’t drink the water or breathe the air. So, prior to the EPA, many dumped anything they no longer wanted into our streams 
 
   Far from being an onerous intrusion, the EPA works with companies to achieve voluntary compliance. It only becomes a nuisance to companies if they fail to comply with its common sense regulations. Yet, even with a staff of 17,000 full-time employees, the EPA has a difficult time keeping polluting companies and individuals under control.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #42:
 
   “Labor Unions are destroying American businesses.”
 
    
 
   This may be the mother lode of Teapublican horse doo-doo. To put it in perspective, you need to look at the history of collective bargaining in the US.
 
   In the mid-1800s and early 1900s, American “industrialists” had everything going their way. They hired men, women, even children as workers and paid them little. They forced employees to work 6 or 7 days a week. Many workers were encouraged to live in company-owned homes and to purchase goods from company stores. Salaries were so low that workers often ended up owing more than they made and, of course, they couldn’t leave their jobs until all of their bills were paid. As a result, many worked for the same company from early childhood to the grave, and given the dangers of the industrial age, that wasn’t long.
 
   It took what amounted to a series of shooting wars to end the control of the industrialists who were appropriately nicknamed “Robber Barons.”
 
   Labor unions were unwelcome at first as they contradicted the American spirit of individualism and independence. In addition, there were many examples of poor organization, jurisdictional disputes and corruption. But the Wagner Act of 1935 led to renewed growth of unions eventually contributing to increased pay and benefits, better working conditions and improved safety.  
 
   Without labor unions, we might not have child labor laws, the Equal Pay Act, and Occupational Safety and Health Administration. Without unions and a few understanding business owners, such as Henry Ford, we might not enjoy the 40-hour, 5-day work week. And without labor unions, we might not have a middle class.
 
   As stated in a 2003 report by the Economic Policy Institute, “Unions have a substantial impact on the compensation and work lives of both unionized and non-unionized workers.” The report further noted that unions improve fringe benefits, such as vacation time, paid leave, employer-provided health insurance, and employer-provided pension plans. 
 
   Keep in mind, these things often weren’t given willingly to workers. In some cases, they were won as the result of hard-fought battles. They were won at places like Blair Mountain, West Virginia. They were won on the picket lines.
 
   Unfortunately, some CEOs and business owners never accepted the concept that workers deserve a reasonable wage and a say in business operations. So when low-cost imports began flooding into the US in the 1970s, corporations began looking for ways to cut expenses. Of course, that meant finding ways to circumvent labor unions by moving their factories to “right to work” states in the southern US. To cut labor costs even more, they moved their manufacturing to Mexico, Korea, Indonesia, China, and Vietnam.  
 
   The reason?
 
   Workers in those places were so desperate they were willing to work for almost nothing. They didn’t demand benefits. Most important, they hadn’t yet discovered the power of organized labor.
 
   Teapublicans have been unwavering allies in the mass exodus of American jobs. They have provided tax incentives to companies that export jobs. They have refused to penalize American corporations for creating post office box “headquarters” in places like Bermuda, the Caymans and Dubai, or for stashing cash in off-shore bank accounts like Gov. Mitt Romney. And they have pushed for “tax holidays” to permit multinational corporations to “repatriate” the money they have sitting off-shore at greatly reduced tax rates.
 
   So who’s really more responsible for the demise of American industry? Labor unions? Or greedy Teapublican-backed corporations?
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #43:
 
   “Democrats are soft on crime.”
 
    
 
   This is a canard that began during the 1960s race riots.  Because Democrats had passed civil rights legislation, the white ethnic population in northern cities turned against the Democratic Party.  
 
   At the same time, Richard Nixon and Spiro Agnew exploited a rise in inner city crime by campaigning as “law and order” candidates.  
 
   Then, in the early 80s, the National Rifle Association saw an opportunity to serve its interests by immersing itself in partisan politics on behalf of Republicans. 
 
   They were spectacularly successful.  
 
   In recent years, gun ownership has (no pun intended) exploded.  So much so that conceal and carry laws are now in place throughout the nation. Even the traditionally blue state of California has an extreme “Three Strikes and You’re Out” bill that has given severe sentences to small-time, non-violent criminals and filled the state’s prisons to overflowing.  
 
   Far from being soft on crime, Democrats have persistently tried to reduce the number of guns on our streets which are used in crimes. They have also tried to restrict ownership of the types of guns most preferred by hardened criminals – handguns and assault rifles with high-capacity magazines. 
 
   More important, Democrats have tried to address the economic and social issues that lead people to crime. They have fought to improve education and help children who are mired in nearly impossible economic circumstances. And they have worked to lower recidivism among those who have completed their prison terms.
 
   Finally, the American Reinvestment and Recovery Act, which Teapublicans so despise, included funds to help states retain highway patrolmen and to help cities keep cops on the streets.
 
    There is plenty of evidence to show that all of these approaches work. But they don’t create fear in campaign commercials the way “law and order” and “soft on crime” claims do. So we continue to arm our citizenry and send petty criminals to prison as a sort of finishing school to turn them into violent sociopaths and predators.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #44:
 
   “Democrats are soft on national defense.”
 
    
 
   The common “wisdom” of the political punditry is that Teapublicans are strong when it comes to national defense, while Democrats are weak - likely a continuance of the “soft on crime” label.
 
   This notion has become so accepted that it deserves close examination.
 
   So here’s a short history lesson.  
 
   Democrats have a number of successful “war” presidents. For example, Franklin Delano Roosevelt masterfully led the US during WWII. Harry Truman ended WWII by dropping the atomic bomb, and he remained in office during the Korean War. John F. Kennedy faced down the USSR during the Cuban missle crisis. Right or wrong, Lyndon Johnson escalated the Vietnam War he inherited from Dwight Eisenhower and JFK. And President Barack Obama ended the Iraq War while escalating the Afghan War in an attempt to bring it to a worthwhile conclusion.  
 
   Exactly how did these gentlemen earn the “soft on defense” label?  
 
   If you think Obama is weak on national defense, perhaps you should talk with Osama bin Laden, Anwar al Alaqi and Mohammar Khadaffi. Oh wait! You can’t...because President Obama helped end their reigns of terror.
 
   You should also ask Richard Clarke, former Chair of the Counter-terrorism Security Group. Clarke, as you may remember, was the man who first pointed to Osama bin Laden as a serious threat. Bill Clinton then tried to take out bin Laden and an al Qaeda base in Afghanistan with a cruise missle, an action Clinton’s successor, George W. Bush, derided as “attacking a camel tent with a million dollar missle.”  
 
   On the other hand, it is true that Democrats are more reluctant to vote for large increases in the US defense budget. But it’s often because they want more accountability of defense contractors, and the fact that they don’t see a benefit in increasing a defense budget that already dwarfs the defense spending of the rest of the world. 
 
   It seems Democrats would rather spend the money on American citizens who need help and on creating jobs by repairing our crumbling infrastructure.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #45:
 
   “Liberals are creating a Nanny State.”
 
    
 
   Whenever Teapublicans see a law that dictates some form of behavior, such as mandatory use of seatbelts, they cry “Nanny State.”  
 
   This would seem an odd accusation coming from the people who want to tell women what they can and can’t do with their own bodies. From people who want to ban contraception. From people who want to tell others who they can love and marry. From people who want to force their religion on all Americans by displaying the 10 Commandments in government buildings and forcing everyone to accept Christian prayer in public schools.
 
   It’s not liberals who want to violate women’s bodies with ultrasound wands to determine if they can or cannot have a legal abortion. It’s not liberals who want to force the unemployed and welfare recipients to pay for drug tests to prove they aren’t using illegal drugs before they can receive money. And it’s not liberals who want to cut funding for women’s health centers.
 
   It’s Teapublicans who want to do all of these things and more.  
 
   Teapublicans want to make voting difficult for the elderly and poor who don’t have driver’s licenses. They want to restrict the ability of employees to join labor unions and to negotiate contracts. And they want to force us all to continue our addiction to oil.
 
   Liberals, on the other hand, want to level the playing field to provide opportunities for all Americans, regardless of race, gender, religion, sexual preference and economic background. They even want to conserve the environment for generations that have not yet been born.
 
   So who’s really in favor of a Nanny State designed to control our lives?  
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #46:
 
   “Democrats are waging a war on Christianity.”
 
    
 
   The origin of this whopper stems from the 1979 alliance between Republicans and Evangelists known as the Moral Majority or the New Christian Right. 
 
   Together, they immersed the church in partisan politics. They not only encouraged church members to vote. They asked ministers to give their congregants “guidance” in choosing candidates.  
 
   Ironically, the first Democrat they helped defeat was the evangelical Christian President Jimmy Carter.
 
   Even after the Moral Majority ceased to exist as an organization, those who had tasted the power of religion in politics have continued to campaign for Teapublicans on so-called social issues such as “the sanctity of marriage” and “pro-life.”
 
   To further their cause, they have used their evangelical platforms of radio and television to rally Christians to oppose Democrats on the basis of the “War on Christianity.” They point to the pro-choice stance of Democrats on the issue of abortion; nevermind that most liberals dislike abortion, too. But liberals think it should be a decision made by the woman and her doctor.
 
   Right wing evangelists rail against “activist” judges who have ruled to end mandatory prayer in schools and overtly Christian displays on public property, such as nativity scenes at Christmas.  
 
   What they and their Teapublican allies refuse to acknowledge is the establishment clause in the Constitution which requires separation of church and state.  They also ignore the religious diversity of our nation.  
 
   According to a survey by the Pew Forum on Religion and Public Life, 78 percent of Americans come from a Christian tradition, yet many no longer attend church.  In addition, the US is home to citizens of many faiths, including Buddhists, Hindus, Jews, Muslims, Unitarians and more.  
 
   More than 16 percent of the population describe themselves as aethist or unaffiliated, and that number is increasing. The survey also found that Catholicism has experienced the greatest loss of members, and that Protestants are on the verge of becoming a minority for the first time.  
 
   But you can’t blame Democrats for that.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #47:
 
   “The Endangered Species Act costs jobs.”
 
    
 
   Those who support the Endangered Species Act are often derisively called “tree huggers” and “obstructionists.” They are accused of putting the interests of Spotted Owls ahead of the need for cheap lumber. Of placing the interests of spawning salmon ahead of cheap energy. And of putting the interests of wolves ahead of ranching.
 
   But instead of calling them names, we should be celebrating their victories. Because without them, not only would our planet be less interesting. It would be less healthy.
 
   The Endangered Species Act was signed into law by President Richard Nixon in 1973 to protect species in danger of extinction as “a consequence of economic growth and development untempered by adequate concern and conservation." 
 
   Since most businesses prioritize profits over environment, we can’t count on them to do the right thing. If they find it more profitable to clear-cut a forest than to harvest only full-grown trees, many will choose clear-cutting. If they find it’s more profitable to dump tailings in a stream than to contain them or rebury them, many will dump them in the stream.  
 
   Although the Endangered Species Act may sometimes cause products to cost a bit more, the effect on jobs is relatively small. Moreover, the jobs can be replaced. But extinction of species is forever.
 
   In fact, it’s because of the Endangered Species Act, which is implemented by the US Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, that we now have a thriving Bald Eagle population. It’s the reason Whooping Cranes, Kirkland’s Warbler and Peregine Falcons have come back from the brink.  
 
   It has saved the Gray Wolf, the Red Wolf, the Grizzly Bear, the Gray Whale, and the Black-Foot Ferrett. And with the help of groups such as the Sierra Club, World Wildlife Fund and Greenpeace, it gives many other species a chance for survival.  
 
   The list of endangered species is lengthy. The list of endangered corporations less so.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #48:
 
   “The US can drill its way to oil independence.”
 
    
 
   Remember the Republican mantra of the 2008 presidential race? “Drill, baby, drill” was shouted at every rally. Not only are conservatives still chanting it today, they’ve added “frack, baby, frack” to their lexicon.
 
   Of course, frack refers to hydraulic fracturing, the process of pumping a toxic mix of chemicals into the earth under high pressure in order to fracture underground rock formations, thus releasing trapped oil and gas. The problem with fracking is that it can pollute highly sensitive aquifers which are the source for much of our drinking water. (You may have seen videos of people lighting their water faucets on fire.)  
 
   There are similar environmental problems with other types of drilling, most notably deep sea drilling that led to the underwater gusher in the Gulf of Mexico.  
 
   Aside from the environmental concerns, the underlying problem with the slogans is that they represent a misguided belief that US property holds all the gas and oil required to meet our energy needs well into the future. In fact, Teapublicans seem to believe that all that’s standing between us and oil independence are Democrats and environmentalists.
 
   But it’s simply not so.
 
   Since big oil companies are multinationals, all of the oil they produce is offered for sale on the world oil market. It doesn’t matter if it was produced in the US or in Canada or in Saudi Arabia. Therefore, the supply of oil is determined by worldwide production and world demand.  
 
   According to the World Fact Book published by the Central Intelligence Agency, the US consumes an estimated 19.1 million barrels of oil each day. We have 4.5 percent of the world’s population, yet we consume more than 20 percent of the world’s oil. And according to the US Energy Information Administration, we have just 1.5 percent of the world’s oil reserves. 
 
   Domestic oil production cannot meet the demand. So, obviously, drilling alone is not the answer.  
 
   That’s why President Obama has pursued an “all of the above” strategy of drilling (domestic drilling is at an all-time high), increased use of natural gas, nuclear generation, alternative fuels such as wind and solar, and conservation.
 
   It’s a strategy that makes sense to everyone but Teapublicans.
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #49:
 
   “The Keystone XL Pipeline will create jobs and lower gas prices.”
 
    
 
   Let’s begin by admitting that President Obama did not kill the Keystone XL Pipeline proposal. He delayed a decision on the proposed route across the important Ogalala aquifer pending further study. And he approved the southern portion of the route.  
 
   Seems reasonable, right?
 
   Not to Teapublicans. The tempest over this issue was created when, in an attempt to score political points, the Teapublican Congress imposed a 60-day deadline for action on the pipeline permit. As a result, the president was forced to reject the permit in order to study concerns that a break in the pipeline could pollute one of the most important sources of fresh water in the US.
 
   As for the other potential impacts of the pipeline, they are numerous.  
 
   TransCanada, the Canadian company behind the proposal already exports a lot of oil to the US through pipelines to the Midwest. The proposed Keystone XL Pipeline is intended to carry oil from the Canadian tar sands to refineries in the Gulf and then on to world markets.  
 
   The benefits to the US are unclear.  
 
   The oil carried by the pipeline will not be dedicated to the US, so its impact on gasoline prices will likely be minimal. (If anything, experts predict that it will cause a rise in fuel prices across the upper Midwest.)  
 
   Further, the number of jobs created by the pipeline is a matter of great dispute. The company claims that it will create 20,000 jobs in the US. That number has been inflated by the Teapublican-leaning US Chamber of Commerce to a claim of 250,000 jobs. The US State Department in charge of approving the pipeline sets the job estimate at a much more modest number of 5,000 to 6,000 US jobs. And a review by the Cornell University Global Labor Institute found that the pipeline would add only 506 to 1,387 jobs.
 
   The final, and most important, concern about the pipeline is its potential impact on climate change. Some claim that oil from the large oil sands deposits will drastically accelerate greenhouse gases leading one critic to describe completion of the pipeline as “game over” for our environment.
 
    
 
   


 
   
  
 



TEAPUBLICAN LIE #50:
 
   “The auto bailout was unnecessary.”
 
    
 
   In fact, by most estimates, government loans to General Motors and Chrysler saved jobs at all levels of the auto industry including 850,000 in manufacturing, 1.8 million in auto dealerships, and untold numbers in related industries.
 
   Moreover, the loans came at a critical juncture.  
 
   Without the government loans, the two automakers would have almost certainly gone bankrupt. In normal times, that might not have caused a crisis in the US. But at the time (immediately following the collapse of our housing and financial markets), their bankruptcy might have dealt a fatal blow to our economy.
 
   If you remember, the biggest issue following the bank bailout was lack of available credit for business owners and consumers. Had General Motors and Chrysler been allowed to go bankrupt as Gov. Mitt Romney recommended, virtually no one would have been able to find the money needed to rebuild the companies or purchase their assets. The almost certain result would have been mass layoffs throughout some of the hardest hit regions of the US.
 
   So Congress and the Obama administration decided to use $24.9 billion of the $700 billion Troubled Asset Relief Program (TARP) to rescue the two automakers.  
 
   As a result of the loans, both companies are back on solid footing and the government has already recovered much of the money.  
 
   General Motors has reclaimed its position as world leader in auto sales. Chrysler was given a soft landing by being allowed to merge with Fiat, and it’s forecasting a profit of $1.5 billion for 2012.  
 
   Both manufacturers have hired additional employees.  And both have introduced some very successful new models. In fact, the Chevrolet Volt was named Motor Trend Car of the Year for 2011 and European Car of the Year for 2012!
 
   So the government loans not only saved jobs. They helped create them.
 
   


 
   
  
 



BONUS LIE:
 
   “The US must lead through bullying and intimidation.”
 
    
 
   Teapublicans have perfected this strategy, not only in international diplomacy, but in politics. In some cases the strategy has worked. But just as often, it repulses other nations and voters.
 
    
 
   Obviously, I’m among them.  
 
    
 
   Teapublicans have taken President Theodore Roosevelt’s “speak softly and carry a big stick” philosophy to extremes. Only they’ve forgotten the “speak softly” part.
 
    
 
   Take 2008 Republican presidential candidate John McCain’s “Bomb, bomb, bomb, bomb, bomb Iran” comment. Or the threatening statements by the crop of 2012 GOP presidential candidates in regard to Iranian nuclear ambitions.
 
    
 
   You need only look back to 2003 to see the consequences of Teapublican bullying in the lead-up to our military misadventures in Iraq. The Bush administration assured us that the US was under immediate and dire threat of attack by Iraqi weapons of mass destruction. The administration assured us that we would be welcomed as “liberators” by the Iraqi population. The administration assured us that its pre-emptive war would pay for itself. (Indeed, they implied that the US might make money from the war through the sale of Iraqi oil.) The administration questioned the patriotism of Americans who opposed the war. And they questioned the courage of nations that refused to join the US in our invasion. (Remember “freedom fries?”)
 
    
 
   More important, the invasion sent a message to all Muslim nations that the Christian-dominated US had begun a “crusade” (George W. Bush’s actual choice of words) in the Middle East. And, by employing torture in our “enhanced interrogations,” we repulsed allies as well as enemies. It sent a chilling message to all those who might disagree with us.
 
    
 
   These very same attitudes have permeated our domestic political arena.  
 
    
 
   Teapublicans took guns to Tea Party rallies, even Presidential appearances. They chose the Gadsen “Don’t Tread on Me” flag as a symbol of their protest against a presumed illegitimate, foreign-born president.  
 
    
 
   They called themselves “patriots” and questioned the patriotism of all who opposed them. They shouted down congressional representatives at town hall meetings. 
 
    
 
   They obstructed most legislation and most appointments by the Obama administration. Not for the good of our nation, but for political points. And they have used Teapublican megaphones such as Fox News Channel and conservative talk radio hosts to verbally attack and intimidate political opponents.
 
    
 
   All of this leads me to finish on a personal note:
 
    
 
   More than 50 of my ancestors fought in the American Revolution. My ancestors fought in the War of 1812, the Civil War, World War I and World War II. I understand that my relatives have served during every war in our nation’s history. My dislike for bullies is genetic. From age 5, my parents and grandparents taught me to fight bullies wherever and whenever I encountered them.  
 
    
 
   Although I was raised Republican, the shift of the Republican Party from the party of Lincoln and Eisenhower to its current sad state caused me to transition from Republican to Independent to Democrat.  
 
    
 
   The Republican Party and its Tea Party allies have taken bullying to new heights. Which explains why I had to write this book.
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