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Thanksgiving to God for all His Mercies and Blessings
A CONGRESSIONAL PROCLAMATION

Following the Revolutionary War, the Continental Congress recognized the need to give thanks for deliver-
ing the country from war and into independence. Congress issued a proclamation on October 11, 1782.

By the United States in Congress assembled. PROCLAMATION.

IT being the indispensable duty of all Nations, not only to offer up their supplications to ALMIGHTY
GOD, the giver of all good, for his gracious assistance in a time of distress, but also in a solemn and
public manner to give him praise for his goodness in general, and especially for great and signal
interpositions of his providence in their behalf: Therefore the United States in Congress assembled, tak-
ing into their consideration the many instances of divine goodness to these States, in the course of the
important conflict in which they have been so long engaged; the present happy and promising state of
public affairs; and the events of the war, in the course of the year now drawing to a close; particularly
the  harmony of the public Councils, which is so necessary to the success of the public cause, the per-

fect union and good understanding which has hitherto subsisted between them and their Allies, notwith-
standing the artful and unwearied attempts of the common enemy to divide them, the success of the arms
of the United States, and those of their Allies, and the acknowledgment of their independence by another
European power, whose friendship and commerce must be of great and lasting advantage to these
States:

Do hereby recommend to the inhabitants of these States in general, to observe, and request the several
States to interpose their authority in appointing and commanding the observation of THURSDAY the
twenty-eight day of NOVEMBER next, as a day of solemn THANKSGIVING to GOD for all his mercies:
and they do further recommend to all ranks, to testify to their gratitude to GOD for his goodness, by a
cheerful obedience of his laws, and by promoting, each in his station, and by his influence, the practice
of true and undefiled religion, which is the great foundation of public prosperity and national happiness.

Done in Congress, at Philadelphia, the eleventh day of October, in the year of our LORD one thousand
seven hundred and eighty-two, and of our Sovereignty and Independence, the seventh.

JOHN HANSON, President., Charles Thomson, Secretary.
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President’s Message

Dear Members and Friends of The Conservative Forum,

It was five years ago that a few of us received an invitation from Townhall.com
to be part of a conservative meetup group. Twenty of us met at a restaurant
in San Jose for 90 minutes to discuss the politics of the day. Since that night, we
have had tremendous growth in an otherwise liberal area of the world.

Next month, we are hosting a major event, and we would very much appreciate
your attendance. We are going to have a major policy debate as our Special
Event on November 18, 2008. The topic will be Global Warming, and our event
will be done in conjunction with San Jose State University.

We have been told by the media for the past decade that man-made global
warming is "settled scientific fact." We have observed Al Gore use propaganda
to win both an Academy Award Oscar and the Nobel Peace Prize. Doubters
were linked with those who believe the earth is flat. The media and Al Gore
have persisted in providing images of rising tides and natural global havoc. In
recent years, thousands of scientists have raised many questions about the as-
sumptions made by the alarmists.

Nowhere have I ever seen a debate between those who believe global warming
is man-made and those who do not - UNTIL NOW! The Conservative Forum of
Silicon Valley is going to provide just such a debate - between four scientists
who are going to argue the resolution: "Global Warming is Not Man-Made."
Two will argue the affirmative, and two will argue the negative.

MARK YOUR CALENDARS NOW for Tuesday, November 18th at 7:00 PM
at the Fourth Street Summit Center. More details can be found in this newsletter
on page 13. It will be a SELLOUT, so get your tickets.

Richard E. Geno
President
The Conservative Forum

At 6:10 pm on Sunday, November 16th, your president, Richard Geno,
will be interviewed on KSFO, AM Radio 560 by Barbara Simpson.

Barbara and Richard will be discussing The Conservative Forum and the

Global Warming debate scheduled for two days later

November 18th at 7:00 pm.

—— Tuesday,

SPECIAL
EVENT

Tuesday,
November
18, 2008

GLOBAL
WARMING
THE DEBATE

Doors Open at 6:00
PM Debate begins
7:00 PM Sharp

SPECIAL
LOCATION FOR
THIS EVENT

88 South
4th Street,
San Jose




Sarah, Don’t Blame Yourself For This Fiasco by Bill B. May

Some conservatives will blame you for the election
loss. The liberals might also but only because they
are afraid of you. The truth is that the cards were

stacked against you and John.

First of all, the media have been unrelenting over
the last 4 years. They have blamed Bush and the
Republicans for all that is wrong, both here and
across the World. Bush was blamed for the pro-
longed battle in Iraq. Yet when the situation turned
and we have a real chance of a Democracy in the
Middle East (basically the only one except for
Israel), the press totally ignored the situation. They
took their shots at Bush when the going was rough,

but nary a complement when success is at hand.

It was Bush's fault when the oil prices were nearing
$5 per gallon, but no kudos since they've dropped
back to the $2 range. What happened? Well, the
economy slowdown helped prices, but all the talk
of drilling no doubt affected the speculators. No
longer could they be sure that oil prices were at the

mercy of dictators throughout the world.

The economy was Bush's fault according to the
media, yet all the studied analyses show that it
started with housing and that started with Democ-
rats forcing banks to lend to unqualified poor and
minority borrowers. What irony. They screw up and

yet they win.

So, Sarah, you have the media belittling the incum-
bent President unfairly. That is a huge mountain to
climb by itself. But worse, they not only attacked
the incumbent, but they mercilessly attacked you.
Had they spent a fraction of the time searching for
tidbits on you investigating Obama's background,

he could not have been elected.

A Democrat has admitted that the media in the past

have affected elections by about 15%. I submit
that in this election, the number must be closer to
20% or more. What states would you have won

with an extra 20% margin - virtually all of them.

And your partner, John McCain? Obviously, John
has a lot of character, but was he a true conserva-
tive? Some of his alliances in the Senate were far
from conservative. The Republican base never
really got behind him and only when he chose

you, did many of us reach into our pocketbooks.

I wrote early in the year that the best strategy was
to donate to Republican Senatorial candidates.
With either a Democrat in office or even John, the
real savior would be to have a Senate minority
block large enough to stop bad legislation. I even
said then that McCain's history of compromise
with the Democrats could get us into more trouble
than a Democratic President. I'm not sure I had in
mind Obama at the time because I didn't know

how socialistic he really was.

And finally and maybe most importantly, Sarah,
you were bucking Affirmative Action. The coun-
try elected a man whose only reason to be elected
was because he was black. Haven't we learned that

affirmative action was a mistake all along?

So it is over - time to look ahead. Sarah, you are
one of the brightest stars in the Republican ranks.
We will need you in 2012 so don't change any-
thing, just because you lost. It wasn't your fault,
not the clothes you wore or the TV interviews
with extremely hostile liberal hosts. You are genu-
ine and that is an attribute found in few politi-
cians. Between you and Bobby Jindal, we have the
makings of a real comeback, Reagan style. Keep

the spirit.




Are You Ready To Redistribute Your Wealth?

by Jack Ward

Throughout his presidential campaign, Barack Obama has been
preaching that we need to spread the wealth although he has been

careful not to spread his wealth to his poverty stricken relatives.

A Rasmussen Reports found that 69 percent of Democrats thought
that Obama’s plan to ‘spread the wealth’ is a great idea. By promis-
ing ‘goodies’ Obama insured their votes. Now that that he has been
elected president, he and the Democrat Congress Critters will begin
to implement his plan. But are you ready to redistribute your

wealth?

Time for a quick logic test.

Who is most likely to hire employees — a person waiting for

Obama’s handout or a busines

If you failed to select the business owner you flunked the logic

test you should stop reading now.

Many on the Left ask what is wrong with spreading the wealth? I’d
reply nothing as long as it is voluntary. Most of us voluntarily give
to religious and charitable organizations. But the ‘spread the
wealth’ plan envisioned by Obama is not voluntary. Your wealth
will be confiscated by force by the government and given to those
that Obama determines worthy. Another example of silliness was
where Vice Presidential candidate Joe Biden said it is patriotic to
pay higher taxes. Confiscating money from you is no more patriotic

than allowing a pickpocket to do the same.

Obama suggests that spreading the wealth around is ‘Change’ and a

“new kind of politics”.

But the idea of redistribution of wealth is not a new idea and can be
found in the Communist Manifesto. The class warfare ideas in the
Communist Manifesto aren’t new and have been tried before with
tragic results. Robert Mugabe was elected president of Zimbabwe
on a promise to spread the wealth. He instituted a land reform plan
that confiscated property from the property owners and gave it to

those he thought were more deserving. Zimbabwe went from an

exporting nation to a financial basket case. Zimbabwe has experi-
enced a severe food shortage which left about two thirds of the
population starving. Mugabe and Zimbabwe is a single example of
the failure of Socialism and the spread the wealth mentality. Most

third world countries followed a similar path.

When confronted with the Socialism charge, Obama equated So-
cialism with sharing his toys as a youth. Sharing his toys was vol-
untary — confiscating property for ‘fairness’ is Socialism. Obama
went on to dispute the Socialism charge and said “That's how
we've always grown the American economy — from the bottom-
up.” I disagree. Obama’s vision of sharing the wealth mimics

Mugabe’s faulty vision.

I think we need to encourage business growth. Any successful
farmer can tell you not to eat the seed corn. You need the seed
corn for planting next year’s crop. Wealth is the seed corn for a
growing economy. Oppressive taxes on businesses and entrepre-
neurs will dry up the seed corn. The wealthy have more flexibility
with their money. They can choose to spend their money or not. If
they choose not to spend or invest their money, fewer businesses
will be started, more business will close, and more people will lose
their jobs. A radical plan to redistribute the wealth didn’t work for

Mugabe and won’t work for Obama.

Taxing the wealthy has been a popular mantra for those on the
Left because it is easy to mobilize those that want a handout. Mug-
abe succeeded in selling the Socialist message and Zimbabwe has
suffered wealth flight. The wealthy are the segment of society that

can easily move and take their wealth with them.

Many of our states have already seen businesses and individuals
leaving a high tax state for a low tax state. Some businesses have
even left the U.S. and restarted in a low tax foreign country. These
businesses relocated to escape oppressive taxation and regulation -

not for lack of patriotism.

To prevent wealth flight, the government should cut taxes and
focus on encouraging individuals and corporations to create more
wealth rather than confiscating the wealth and destroying the seed

corn.
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Shariah Compliant Financing (SCF) — Jihad with money! by Mary Washington

While America struggles with the sub-prime and credit market crisis, Shariah Islamic Finance, also known as Shariah-
Compliant Finance (SCF), is quickly infiltrating our financial markets — and bringing Islamic Shariah law with it. As one lead-
ing Islamic authority on Shariah-Compliant Finance has stated, itis“ j i had wi t h money. "~

A new video by Joy Brighton, describing the emerging and serious threat of Shariah-Compliant Financing, or “Jihad with money.

On Thursday, November 6th in association with the Islamic Finance Project of the Harvard Law School, the U.S. Treasury hosted a forum
entitled “Islamic Finance 101.” The forum was aimed at educating “staff from U.S. banking regulatory agencies, Congress, Department of
Treasury, and other parts of the Executive Branch.” According to the Treasury document, http://www.saneworks.us/uploads/news/
applications/7.pdf the purpose of this forum is “...to help inform the policy community about Islamic financial services, which are an in-
creasingly important part of the global financial industry.”

SPEAKERS INCLUDED Assistant Treasury Secretary Neel Kashkari. If that name sounds familiar it’s because he is the person Treasury
Secretary Henry Paulson designated to manage the government purchase of distressed assets called for in the $700 billion “bailout plan.”;
Talal DeLorenzo.- one of the half dozen most important Shariah advisors. He is a product of the radical jihadist madrassa Jamia Uloom Isla-
mia in Karachi. Among his many prior positions is the Director of Education at the Islamic Saudi Academy. If that name sounds familiar it’s
because that academy was the focus of a U.S. Commission on International Religious Freedom Report earlier this year. That report docu-
mented material in the academy’s textbooks that, among other things, called for the killing of “apostates” from Islam and approved of the
killing of “polytheists.”  The Islamic Saudi Academy is also known for one of its more famous alumni, Ahmad Omar Abu Ali, who was
convicted on charges of terrorism and attempting to assassinate President Bush.; and Rushdi Siddiqui. founder and ‘global director’ of the
Dow Jones Islamic Market Index Group.

So what is Shariah Banking you ask? Shariah banking was created by radicals like Sheik Qaradawi, a terrorist who foday is banned
from entering the United States and Great Britain. Who foday leads international Islamic Finance agencies. How does he describe Shariah
Finance? "I like to call it Jihad with money, because God has ordered us to fight enemies with our lives and our money."

On Saturday, October 8th, in Washington, D.C., Frank Gaffney and the Center for Security Policy, came together with a growing coalition to
oppose the U.S. Treasury's submission to Shariah in the form of cheerleading SCF. Representative speakers for the coalition at the press
conference held at the National Press Club gathered to begin contesting seriously a seditious program that authoritative Islam describes as
Shariah. “We have come together to call attention to and to counter the insinuation of Shariah into our society and those of other freedom
loving people through various means, both stealthy and nonviolent and through the use or threat of the use of force."

Frank Gaffney described the efforts to expand SCF as a threat "aimed at the very heart of the American economy." He noted as efforts to
combat Shariah have gained ground that the proponents of Shariah have renamed Shariah-Compliant Finance as "Islamic finance," "ethical
finance," or "structured finance”.

Robert Spencer told the press that there has been a history of those who have sought to integrate Shariah into America's political policies. He
provided the example of Harvard University's Noah Feldman as "one of the leading proponents of Shariah finance and of the spread of
Shariah norms in framing of the Iraqi constitution as well as the spread of the idea of the acceptability of Shariah in the west. Mr. Spencer
pointed out "the accommodation to the norms of Islamic law that goes under the name of Shariah cannot be separated from the accommoda-
tion of Islamic law in general. Shariah financial provisions are not in any sense within Islam juridically or in any other sense separate from or
separable from the larger aggregate of Islamic laws." Shariah institutionalizes discrimination against women and non-Muslims. It denies the
right of the human person to make the choice to hear to what he has come to believe in good conscience is the truth. It muzzles its own critics
and the critics of the Islamic religion and even forbids dispassionate analysis of how Islamic texts and teachings are being used by Islamic
Jihadists to justify violence and Islamic supremacism, and to gain recruits for violent and supremacist Islamic groups."

*"Islam wishes to destroy all States and Governments anywhere on the face of the earth which are opposed to the ideology and pro-
gramme of Islam regardless of the country or the Nation which rules it. The purpose of Islam is to set up a State on the basis of its own
ideology and programme, regardless of which Nation assumes the role of the standard bearer of Islam or the rule of which nation is un-
dermined in the process of the establishment of an ideological Islamic State." sayyid Abul A'la Maududi (aka Mawdudi), 20th century Shariah activist and writer

"Islam does not intend to confine this revolution to a single State or a few countries; the aim of Islam is to bring about a universal revo-
lution." sayyid Abul A'la Maududi (aka Mawdudi), 20th century Shariah activist and writer

Have our leaders become so blinded with greed that they are willing to sell our soul,
and endanger our National security, in exchange for Arab money?



http://www.actforamerica.org/
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The End by Janie Polizzi

The war of the United States of America, a Representa-
tive Republic, vs. Socialism is in its final stages.

We, as a country, have defeated many socialist, com-
munist and left wing governments and societies over
the past hundred years, only to ultimately loose the war

to internal forces.

The country’s morals and values that so many of our
friends, relatives and ancestors fought and died for are
gone. Those brave citizens have died in vain.

A major battle in this was lost with the election of
Obama. Conservatism, Constitutionalism and personal

freedom as we now know it, is over.

When the Communist and Socialist realized they could
not defeat us with conventional warfare, they elected to
undermine our society from within. In some respects,
we had it coming. It started with the formation of labor
unions. These unions sought to redistribute the wealth
created by industrialist, entrepreneurs and risk takers to
others. In so doing, they espoused the socialist philoso-
phy that all should be rewarded equally by society
regardless of their contribution.

The socialist dominated unions spread throughout the
country, primarily due to the industrialist unwillingness
to provide humane working conditions and pay for their
employees.

In time, these unions took over our school teach-
ers. They indoctrinated these teachers with their social-
ist views, who in turn (and by design) indoctrinated
their students. This can be seen by looking at what our
school children of the sixties and beyond have been
taught.

As a result, religion, traditional moral values and per-
sonal expression have all undergone a dramatic
change. The children that entered the polls this year for
the first time have no first hand knowledge of what this

country was like before the Viet Nam conflict. They
don’t know why we fought and died there, or in Korea,
or during WWII and WWI. They have been taught that
in many instances our government was wrong in fighting
these wars. They are told that our involvement in the
Middle East now is immoral and wrong, and that we
should get out.

Politicians are equally to blame for this state of af-
fairs. Most, if not all, politicians have no morals. They
say, do and support views only to get elected and then
re-elected. Everything a politician does can be traced
back to his desire to get political support and votes.
Since those who support minority views are so vocal and
represent  voting blocks, the politicians cozy up to
them. It doesn’t matter if those views are detrimental to
society in the near or long term. If they bring in votes,
the politician is for them. It’s a good thing old folks die
off, because if they did not, many a senior politician
would be taken out behind the woodshed and be given a
sound beating by their fathers or grandfathers.

Because the children of this educational system will be
the voting majority, if not this November, surely in four
years, they will vote for The Change they have been
taught is needed and is their right. The Socialist does not
refer to Change a move to Socialism, as that is not politi-
cally correct. But a move to Socialism it surely
is. Totalitarianism is next.

I read somewhere that today’s youth are like turkeys.

Turkeys are fed and cared for by the man for 1000
days. On the 1001* day the butcher shows up. It’s a big
surprise for the turkeys, but not for the butcher.

I’m afraid that we have become a nation of turkeys.
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Media Bias, The Economic Meltdown, Fundraising by Richard Geno

The celebrations at Berkeley and around the country on Tuesday night reminded me of scenes from the classic movie, "Dr. Zhivago." From everything I have
observed and read over the past year, it begins to look more and more like we have elected a smooth-talking, amiable Bolshevik. The Bolsheviks were defined

as the Marxist Social Democratic Labour Party. That seems to include each of the factions who contributed to Barack Obama's election last Tuesday.

Needless to say, labor unions were very influential, especially in the industrial Midwestern states of Michigan, Indiana, Ohio and Pennsylvania. Today's De-
mocratic Party is no more democratic than were the Bolsheviks of 1917. The "Social" part of this title seems a little bit superfluous. The Marxist Democratic
Labour Party sufficiently identifies both the Bolsheviks and today's majority party. As evidence of President-elect Obama's Marxist ties, should one reference
his associations (Frank Marshall Davis, William Ayers, Jeremiah Wright), his words ("spread the wealth around," "economic justice," "wealth redistribution")

or his past actions (the most left-wing voting record in the United States Senate)?

Okay, enough already. This has all been discussed. The race is over. Barack Obama won. Not enough people cared about his background, associations or past
actions. The question for conservatives is "How did this happen?" How did it come to pass that the voters of the United States of America elected the most far

left candidate from one of the major political parties to ever run for the presidency?
Let's examine the primary reasons:

1. Media Bias. At no time have the media more promoted a candidate for president as they did Barack Obama. It began over four years ago before he was even
a United States Senator. The media idolatry grew after he spoke to the Democrat National Convention in August, 2004. He still had not even been elected to
the United States Senate. It continued against the beloved Clinton Dynasty. Even Saturday Night Live parodied the media's favoritism toward Obama during
the primary season against Hillary Clinton. It continued into the Fall both in Obama's favor and against Senator John McCain and Governor Sarah Palin. The

mainstream media's support for Obama was blatant and unapologetic.

2. Three-to-One financial advantage of Obama over McCain. This extreme advantage came from three sources: (i) From enthusiastic Democrat big busi-
ness and individual Obama supporters; (ii) From wealthy Socialist-Americans like George Soros; and (iii) From foreign donations. It is not so much that the
category (iii) supporters will expect or even get a quid pro quo for their contributions; but that substantial edge in money enabled the candidate to purchase
valuable television time, and have a substantially stronger get-out-the-vote effort. Not to mention, foreign donations are illegal. In this particular election, a

strong case could be made that this area alone elected Obama.

3. The Economy. Going into September, the economy was slowing down; but the country was still coming off the longest period of sustained growth in many
decades. The timing of the subprime mortgage crisis, and the resulting stock market crash was devastating to the McCain campaign. With all of the Democrat
ties to Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, a strong case could be made that the subprime mortgage crisis emanated from the left side of the political spectrum; but
the Republican candidate made no effort to make that point. Moreover, this same Republican candidate flew back to Washington, and jumped in with both feet

to support the corporate welfare bailout that ensued.

4. The candidates. President-elect Obama was perceived by many to be an attractive, extremely articulate, high energy candidate. Senator John McCain was
perceived by the middle-of-the-road voter as being old, stiff, and not particularly articulate. Senator Obama was quick to answer every accusation not only
made by his opponent, but also made by popular conservative media personalities like Sean Hannity. Senator McCain was extremely hesitant to capitalize on
the most vulnerable areas of Senator Obama until it was too late. The person with the best personality has won the presidential election in each of the past eight

presidential campaigns.

5. Being in the same party as President Bush, and being a Republican. Thanks to a relentless effort by the media and the Democrat Party for the past six
years, President Bush's approval rating has stabilized around 30% for the past few years. As the economy started to wobble, the Party in power - in this case,
the Republican Party - took the brunt of the blame. Those who provide a truly objective perspective could tell you that the economy had done exceptionally
well during most of the Bush presidency, and that free market systems experience cycles. However, that is not the way the media and the unchallenged argu-

ments of the Democrats communicated it.
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Media Bias, The Economic Meltdown, Fundraising  continued

Perceiving President Bush as being "damaged goods," Senator McCain could only offer the same criticism of the economy that the Democrats were offering.

6. The lack of emphasis on the war in Iraq, the war to save the western world and foreign affairs in general. Two years ago, when Senator Obama was proud
to be the only candidate who opposed the Iraqi war from the beginning, who would have thought Iraq might be an issue that could favor the Republican candi-
date? On top of that, this is one area that Senator McCain had a natural advantage based on his vast experience. Yet, as the Surge succeeded, the media and

Senator Obama directed the discussion away from foreign affairs, and Iraq in particular.

Is this just a litany of post-mortem whining? To the contrary, my reaction to these reasons is "so what?" The bottom line is that on January 20, 2009, there will
be an inauguration for Barack Obama, the Democrat candidate. The same party will have an 81-vote majority in the House, and close to a filibuster-proof

United States Senate.

Where do conservatives go from here? What can be done to regain the presidency and the congress? Let's examine each of the aforementioned six

areas:

The media has been "in the tank" for the Democrat Party for more than fifty years. As a matter of fact, with the relatively recent addition of Fox News and the
expanding popularity of conservative talk radio, the overall media probably is more balanced than it has been in years. However, the primary mainstream me-
dia - the New York Times, Associated Press, Washington Post, the Los Angeles Times, NBC, CBS, ABC, CNN, and Time Magazine - were not only more

consistently supportive of Obama, but they shielded him from potentially mortal attacks.

This media disparity must be confronted in both the long and short term. There needs to be more young men and women who support the ideals of liberty and
freedom going into journalism. There are scores of institutions supporting young conservatives going into the news field; we need to support those organiza-
tions. That effort is going to take many years, perhaps decades; but it can change things in the long run. In the short run, it is incumbent for politicians to take
on the media. Brent Bozell of the Media Research Center can provide the evidence that the 2008 election cycle was reported overwhelmingly unfairly and

unbalanced. This must be communicated other than on Fox News and on conservative talk radio.

There needs to be a thorough investigation into the potential of $60-100 million that came into the Obama campaign from foreign donations. It will not change
the election results; but it needs to be exposed. Republican senators and congress people must speak up courageously and persistently on this topic. The illegal
contributions must come to an end. As far as the huge advantage Obama had over McCain without foreign contributions, that is based on the fact that the Re-

publicans nominated a poor candidate. The left was excited about Obama, and conservatives were at best lukewarm for McCain.

Furthermore, we must stop chewing each other up during the primaries. We need to bring back Ronald Reagan's 11th Commandment - "Thou shall not speak
ill of any fellow Republican." We should save our venom for the Democrat opponents. Our 2008 candidate had it exactly backwards - he criticized his fellow

Republicans, especially President Bush; but practiced a collegial approach with his "good friend and colleague, Senator Obama."

Up until the mortgage crisis and resulting stock market crash occurred, the economy should have been an advantage for the Republican candidate. How is that
we can go from a very inarticulate president to an ineffective communicator in Senator McCain? We need to communicate our point of view and support our

record rather than try to appease the media by agreeing with them as Senator McCain did on the economy.

That leads us to the issue of candidates. The Democrats have a much larger farm team than the Republicans. Democrats relish serving on school boards, city
councils, and boards of supervisors because they believe in government. The leaders who are Republicans instead are in business taking advantage of the free
enterprise system. [ have a six-year plan to first elect ten very articulate conservatives to the House, and then to the Senate. I am talking about having people
like Sean Hannity, Neal Boortz, Mark Levin and Laura Ingraham run for Congress, get elected, be as outspoken as they are on radio and television, and then
run for the Senate. It is time for these very successful people to forego the financial gain of their talk shows for the best interest of the country. Besides lots of

money can be made in politics. Do the names of Lyndon Johnson and Bill Clinton come to mind?
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Media Bias, The Economic Meltdown, Fundraising  continued

As far as the anchor of succeeding an unpopular Republican president, that gets us back to intensity and articulateness of the candidate. Timing
and delivery of message are everything. Senator McCain showed nothing in these areas. Wouldn't it have been exciting to watch Sean Hannity
questioning Senator Obama day-after-day? How about Mark Levin debating Senator Schumer? How about Neal Boortz taking on Senator Harry
Reid? Can you imagine Laura Ingraham debating Nancy Pelosi? We simply must provide more articulate and attractive candidates. If Al Franken
can run a competitive race for the United States Senate, why can't Michelle Malkin, Ann Coulter, Dennis Prager, Hugh Hewitt, or Michael Med-

ved do the same?

The great Ronald Reagan said, "Whatever else history may say about me when I am gone, I hope it will record that I appealed to your best hopes,
not your worst fears, to your confidence rather than your doubts." Throughout the past year, not a single alleged conservative candidate created

the images of a shining city on the hill, or prominently mention the reasons that we celebrate the greatness that is America.

Conservatives must discontinue with the whining about media bias and financial imbalances, and take charge of their own destiny. We must
stand up for ourselves; all of the ideas that have made America great are on our side. We must stop trying to pacify the left and the media. What
did all of the efforts President Bush made with Senator Kennedy back in 2001 get him? Absolutely nothing but abuse and disdain. President Bush
approached Senator Kennedy on both a personal level (inviting him to the White House for a preview of a new movie about President John Ken-

nedy) and on a policy level (No Student Left Behind legislation); and it got him nothing but abuse for his efforts.

We can learn how to best function by studying the efforts that MoveOn.org has made over the past eight years. They did not kow tow to the
middle, or "cross the aisle" when they lost; they just tried harder. Our principles of liberty and freedom and free markets are worth fighting for.

Let’s get some attractive, articulate candidates for the presidency and the senate, and go to work.

The preceding article by Richard Geno appeared in the Canada Free Press on
Sunday, November 9, and on ChronWatch on Monday, November 10.

It is actually the same article.

Canada Free Press entitled it ""Conservative Lamentations”

ChronWatch, called it "Let's Overcome Those Conservative Handicaps"'.



http://www.canadafreepress.com/index.php/article/6164
http://www.chronwatch-america.com/articles/3908/1/Lets-Overcome-Those-Conservative-Handicaps/Page1.html
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A Call for the Abolishment of the Media as We Know Them by Sylvia Thompson

If anybody has any doubts about the worthless character
of the American media, that person is living in an alter-
nate universe. After their shameless coronation of Barack
Obama, there should be a move afoot to rid the nation of
this scourge.

My preference would be to work seriously on a repeal of
that section of the First Amendment of the U.S. Constitu-
tion reading “Congress shall make no law...abridging the
freedom...of the press...” Why should we allow those
among the least honest of the country’s inhabitants to
have control over what and who we hear and when we
hear it? Why do Americans allow themselves to be at the
mercy of people with the principles of used-car salesmen
and the intellect of bimbos? I’m genuinely puzzled by this

phenomenon.

The author James Bowman thinks it more prudent to
expose that segment of the populace for what it truly is: a
bunch of psychotics whose symptoms include extreme
paranoia, illusions of objectivity, and a serious withdrawal
from reality.

Bowman is currently a resident scholar at the Ethics and
Public Policy Center, and his little book Media Madness
reveals in no uncertain terms the media’s role in willfully
corrupting our political culture. In it, he discusses the twin
illusions of media “objectivity” and “professionalism.”
Journalism is not a profession, but media types like to
think of it that way. It gives them undeserved prestige.

Greta Van Susteren recently made an interesting point in
her FOX News show “On the Record,” after becoming
completely frustrated at the vicious media treatment of

Sarah Palin, as compared to Joe Biden. She commented
that in comparison to real professions, which, for example,
produce doctors and lawyers (of which she is one), journal-
ists take no certifying exams, receive no board credentials,
and need only announce that they are “journalists,” to be
recognized as such. That’s a pathetically low standard.
This no doubt accounts for the level of mediocrity in the
overall field.

Although Bowman very successfully proves that there is
no such thing as objectivity in media coverage and that the
media cling to the notion of objectivity as one of their
prime tenets because they are delusional, I proffer that
objectivity is not necessary, primarily because it’s not
possible. Human observation is influenced by the
observer’s worldview, and that worldview is ultimately
biased one way or the other. Bowman makes the telling
point that in a world where it is ever more difficult to know
whom to trust, people are much more ready to trust those
who share their prejudices and worldviews. Thus the
popularity of blogs and talk radio. So, why would anyone
seek objectivity in news and events reporting?

The views that creators of media outlets espouse should be
transparently delivered with the express goal of capturing
the audience that agrees with them. That is essentially what
is being done. The travesty is that the media in general are
still touting ridiculous slogans such as “fair and balanced”
and “unbiased.” The New York Times is rabidly left-
winged; Human Events is decidedly right-winged (which is
why I read it and not the New York Times). Newsweek is
rabidly left and National Review is decidedly right (which
is why I read it and not Newsweek). It would certainly help
the discourse if everybody stopped pretending and billed
themselves as what they are—either for this or the other
side—and be done with it.
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Memories of the Great Depression by Keith De Filippis

As a child of the Great Depression I have memories
of failed government programs to reignite the econ-
omy. To put things in proper perspective we need
to look at the cause of the depression. There were
warning signs then as now.

At that time the euphoria was over growing stock
prices.  People were borrowing money to buy
stocks. As long as the prices kept going up no
problem. Does this remind anyone of real es-
tate? As with real estate the stock prices started to
drop. Stock holders owed more than the stock was
worth. Those who invested cash lost their money
those who borrowed money were in real trou-
ble. Many of them committed suicide. Businesses
that had capital invested in the market, lost their
capital. They couldn’t make payrolls and laid off
workers. Other companies lacked the capital to buy
raw materials. As jobs went away so did markets
for products. The result was mass unemployment.

The Hoover administration tried to wait it out and
fix itself. The people however demanded change
and elected Roosevelt. The Roosevelt administra-
tion chose to create jobs via government pro-
grams. The National Recovery Administration
(NRA), the Works Progress Administration (WPA),
the Federal Emergency Relief Administration
(FERA), and the Civilian Conservation Corps
(CCC) come to mind. These programs created

bureaucracies and a few jobs but not the econ-
omy. Year after year and program after program
produced the same results - failure.

The United States hadn’t officially entered the
war in Europe, but the U.S. was supporting the
British. The economy began to grow as we be-
gan building machines of war and sup-
plies. When the Japanese bombed Pearl Harbor
we officially entered the war. At that point we
began making machines of war in force. Not
only airplanes, tanks and ships jumped dramati-
cally but numerous side industries grew with
government contracts and subcontracts. We
went to full employment almost immedi-
ately. Even though government contracts were
the drivers the nation was producing real prod-
ucts.

We have a President elect who promised us
“change.” He has surrounded himself with the
same old political hacks that he railed
against. He has promised to “spread the wealth
around.” What can we expect from this man but
more big government?

It wasn’t big government that brought us out of
the Great Depression. It was stimulated
business.




Our next meeting
Time:

This is a

well be one of the most important events you ever attend!
myths that relate to Climate Change and man
issue.  This is an event you do not want to miss!

-made Global Warming.
Seating is limited so reserve yours early!
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- Third Tuesday in November, November 18th, 2008
Doors Open at 6:00 PM, Meeting begins at 7:00 PM

"SPECIAL DEBATE EVENT"

The Conservative Forum of Silicon Valley is proud to present a very special

DEBATE . The subject is GLOBAL WARMING!
This event will provide you a real opportunity to learn the facts and
There will be two scientists debating each side of the

It may

***NEW LOCATION FOR THIS EVENT***

Where:

Downtown Rotary Club, 88 South Fourth Street, San Jose, CA 95112

(On 7th Floor of the Fourth Street Parking Garage)

**FREE to 2009 Members** Please RSVP your attendance to jjjstone@earthlink.net

Dr. D!rﬁ Hollars

Dr; Eugene Cordero
. : s~ Wl

e
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Of? Alex Gershbnson: Robertdohen, M.S.

i
Dr_Eugene Cordero; Associate Professor, Department of Meteorology
at San Jose State University. Researcher of climale change processes
through observation & climate modeling,

Dr. Alexander Gershenson: PhD from UCSC, Summer of 2007. Focus
of research: interaction between climate change and forests, and also
US climate change policy. Currently instructing at SJ State University.
Dr. _Dennis Hollars: Astrophysicist. Worked extensively in plasma
physics, satellite operations, and solar & high altitude nuclear physics
Founder of a solar cell production company.

Robert Cohen, M.S: American Meteorological Society Certified
Consulting Meteorologist. 26 years working in marine meteorological

and oceanographic applications for a wide variety of chents worldwide.

Presents:

Global Warming - The Debate

Man-Made Phenomenon or a Bunch of Hot Air?
Two college professors and two local scientists square off in
a quest for the facts, fallacies, and forces behind the factions

in this global discourse.
When: <'New -
Tuesday, November 18, 2008 at 7:00 PM =, Dafel =~
Doors open and registration begins at 6:00PM. i

Please arrive early. The debate will begin at 7:00 sharp.
Where:
SPECIAL LOCATION for This Event!
Downtown Rotary Club
88 South Fourth Street
(on 7™ Floor of the Fourth Street Parking Garage)
San Jose, CA 95112
Cost:
« Members: $10 ($15 at the door)
Silver, Gold and Platinum Membership Levels: No charge.
o Non-members: $20 ($25 at the door)

New Members who join in September or October, 2008; No charge
Individual Membership Fee is $60 per year

» College or High School Students: Free with Valid Student ID Card
Purchase tickets by credit card at: www. theconservativeforum.com
or send your check to:

The Conservative Forum, PO Box 26922, San Jose, CA 85159



mailto:jjjstone@earthlink.net
https://co.clickandpledge.com/advanced/default.aspx?wid=21149

