Kosher Politics

Political reform has failed in the past because those who
claimed to want change just wanted to throw the other bums
out. As long as their bum “brought home the bacon” they
remained content. The obvious result of everyone wanting to
keep “their” bum was that all of the bums remained.

Scott Brown’s election in to Ted Kennedy's seat was a
watershed event, a warning of what was to come. But the
greater indication of a real change was the rejection of Ben
Nelson’s acquiescence to the health care plan in exchange for
major concessions for his state of Nebraska. His governor and
his voters loudly protested his compromise.

That indicated that the age of pork may be over. The voters
make have rejected the old pork barrel politics for the sake
of the greater good. In fact the blatant payoffs and coercion
used to pass the vastly unpopular bill was as damaging as the
bill itself. By pushing too far the administration has caused
rejection for both the means and the end.

It is a common political axiom that one does not want to see
how laws and sausage are made. Perhaps this change will merit
a bigger change than just another swing of the political
pendulum.

Post Partisan Politics
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The Senate election in Massachusetts may signal much more that
dissatisfaction with the current administration; it may signal
and end to partisan politics as we have known it.

Given the euphoria and high expectations at Obama’s election
in the midst of the worst financial crisis in half a century,
it was already difficult not to disappoint. Given the
generalities that accompany a campaign and the utter lack of
experience he was elected more as an act of faith and hope
than for noted qualifications and solutions. Wedding pictures
fade.

The first year is often a learning year for a president. Many
errors in judgment can be corrected and lead to a successful
term and re-election. But this first year has been a year of
firsts. The tea party movement should not have been taken
lightly. This was a bottom up political movement. Protesters
were neither praising or condemning parties; they were
condemning their actions.

Independents have been critical to election outcomes in our
last 50 years. Independents offer an accountability that
party loyalists do not. Unfortunately they also have fewer
clear principles that accompany party affiliation. They can be
swayed by charisma; they elected Obama. And on January 19,
just more than year later, they rejected him.

The rise of the independents may be heralding a new age that
renders both political parties irrelevant. The reaction to Ben
Nelson’s capitulation on health care from his own state was a
note on the change coming. Anti incumbent attitudes are
nothing new. But when the opportunity came to turn them out we
usually found that unpopular incumbents were always those in
other states and districts; we tended to tolerate our own as
long as they ‘brought home the bacon’.

Nebraska ended that. They soundingly thrashed Nelson in spite
of the lucrative special deal he made for his constituents.



This should have alarmed the administration more than Brown’s
victory.

Brown’s victory was a vote against the style as well as the
substance. When George H. Bush broke his clear pledge (“Read
my lips”) and raised taxes he lost the independents and many
of his own party. The independents do not like blatant lies
and promises broken. Obama promised bipartisanship and tried
to force through one of the biggest changes in a decade with
no Republican support. He promised transparency yet closed
door meetings with no press were common. He promised a five
day posting period to review all legislation yet thousand page
bills were voted on with little to no time to read them.

He was going to shun special interests yet cut special deals
with unions. Did he think nobody would notice?

If a bill has merit, it doesn’t need bribes and closed doors
to pass. The more they bribed and gave into special interests
the more it was rejected. All the speeches and interviews
only made it worse.

The voters have a sense of fairness and truth. They expected
more of it and get less. That a party with bigger majorities
in both houses than their opponents have had in a century
could not get a major bill through signals that either that
their bills stink or that they are politically incompetent.

Anger vs Nasty
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I find that following and being followed by a few thousand
people on Twitter gives one a certain feel of the pulse of the
electorate. I realize that most of my followers are right of
center, thought I aim to get beyond left and right.

I have a few rules of who I follow. I avoid personal coaches,
anybody blatantly selling anything, religious zealots, and
language that crosses the line from information and opinion to
vile hatred.

The right is angry. They largely attack the president for his
policies. They are upset about the Ben Nelson payoff, the
special deal to the union on health care, the deficit, etc.

Some twitterers may have more substance than others. But while
the right is angry the left is often just downright nasty. I
try to find left of center sources, but this is typical of one
leftist Twitterer that I just unfollowed. These are excerpts
from just one page of his posts:

“conservative assholes”

“spout lies”

“RACIST ASS”

“raped and pillaged this country” (Republicans)
“hateful racist worthless piece of shit”

“I'd vote your ass to a cemetery, you shitbag”
“You fucking idiot.”

“You're a piece of shit.”
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This Twitterer has over a thousand followers and follows many
more. He claims to be retired. I have thousands of followers
and I have yet to see one of the conservative Twitterers as
vile as the one I am spotlighting. It is not an isolated
example.

These people suck any intelligence out of the political
debate.



