The answer to the question, “Why do otherwise liiggeht people choose to believe this stuff?!”
regarding Tea Party propaganda.

Dear friends and patriots,

As many reading this letter are already aware, been looking to answer this question for
several weeks now. Sometimes, as is the caselhareyw how | want to answer a question or
frame a letter, and yet finding the way to writddést is elusive. It would be easy to just call it
writer's block, but often if I just let it stew faawhile the words suddenly fall into place, and
other times an event will happen that perfectlyteggs the sentiment I'm looking for. The latter
happened to me this morning. This letter, by tley,ws specifically written to people who

would happily call themselves liberals, although Iuessing conservatives will appreciate it
more, which in both cases is the opposite of letfee tended to write recently.

My wife and I live with our children in Clintonvi, which is a proudly liberal area of Columbus,
Ohio. More on the overly-broad term “liberal” ifew paragraphs, but suffice it to say we have
more than a few vegans, a larger than typical ptepoof same-sex couples, mostly women, a
popular vegetarian farm market and a Unitarian dmurl would assume that better than two-
thirds of us voted for Obama. We also have anratere elementary school here which has a
lottery only enroliment policy. The education sty less rigid than your typical public school
and very participatory on the part of the studeril; understanding is that only one in nine or
so get in, supposedly based entirely on the lucthefdraw, and the students consequently are
from all over the city. Meaningful to us is thectfahat the parents who send their kids here,
going through the lottery system, have to reallsec@bout their children’s education. We felt
very fortunate when our son received one of thaxgpets.

So this morning | dropped my son off, and comingkbthrough the parking lot there was a
woman dropping off her two daughters. She had mesdiat downtrodden, haggardly
appearance, her clothing, her hair, her face, tha@evwackage, a hard expression that held just a
hint of embarrassment, and there was a lit cigateihging out of her mouth. The seatcovers on
her small, long-driven, poor-person’s car had peguthat appeared to be serpent heads, or
devils. | was not offended in the least, but sigeddaw my attention, if only for the fact that she
looked so out of place. What did offend me wastii® women who passed by and glanced at
her in the ten-or-so seconds she was in my viewu buld say the two women who expressed
their disapproval with stares were well to do. fTHaesn’'t mean to suggest that they were
wealthy, but they looked well taken care of in lzefial, suburban woman kind of way, and if
you'd seen the contrast between all of them withryamwvn eyes, you probably wouldn’t fault me
for drawing the conclusion that the lives of thetataring were a hell of a lot easier than the
poor one. I'd go further and suggest that theslitheey would return to later that evening were a
lot easier and more carefree than the home anlife¢hthat the poor woman goes home to every
night. In fairness, one of the two was merelyistadisdainfully, but the other practically
sneered at her, and it hurt me to see it.

It reminded me of a story from the Bible. In thierg related by Jesus wealthy people at the
temple are tossing their coins in the offering detighting in the jingling sound, verifying to the



crowd how much they've given. Among them a poodaw, in quiet shame, throws in two
pennies and then moves on. Jesus tells his folotat her gift is the greater, because while
they have given of their abundance, she has giléhat she has. While the circumstances with
the poor woman today weren't precisely the samgotitme thinking how, while the woman was
unkept and dirty, her two daughters were cleanir thair was done well, and they were
appropriately dressed. While many similar motheeosild simply let their children get on the
bus and go to whatever neighborhood school theg assigned, this woman was getting up and
taking her girls, pretty girls, to a school thaediad sought for them because she cared about
their education. These two children were her tworpes, and the two well to do women were
sneering and glaring at her for smoking in a schp@oking lot, as if this should be among the
biggest of her concerns. It's really kind of hbagtking if you think about it. And while the
poor “white trash” woman was unusual, the womemirggaat her disdainfully were merely
typical. They were simply acting as women likenthieave been programmed to act. And this is
not written so much to defend the woman'’s righsrwoke in a school parking lot as to point out
that the other women had no business, no rightetglaring at her in this manner. There was
absolutely no love in it, and this level of hosyilin the U.S.A. is the norm, not only accepted but
openly encouraged.

The purpose of this letter is to address the questivhy do otherwise intelligent people believe
this stuff?,” and since the answer is very muchuastion of perception, | have a simplified
example of what people perceive. While these @addd terms, we have a picture in our minds
of conservative guy and liberal guy, and sometiareverly simplified example provides the
best illustration. On one hand we have a guy dg\a big SUV, or an oversized pickup truck,
and he hammers down the highway, and when he géisd another driver he gets to within
two or three feet of the car in front of him toimidate the other guy to get out of the way. Most
people who have experienced this might be ablagtantly envision the scenario, and the knee-
jerk reaction is, “l hate that guy.” Converselyguyhave another guy who drives a small,
economically responsible car, in the fast lane g&® miles per hour in a 65 mile per hour speed
zone, and he refuses to get over. When you maogugess him on the inside lane and look over,
he gives you this bland “you should be driving stoidook. Most drivers have experienced this
as well, and the first-blush reaction is the sarhbate that guy. While only a small fraction of
drivers fit either of these two descriptions, iessy for people of average sensibilities to discer
which is “hard-core conservative guy” and whicHublra-liberal guy”’, and it demonstrates well
enough how the extreme opposite of an A-hole igally a different kind of A-hole.

| have some related stories more personal to raystérring “ultra-liberal guy”. About six years
ago we were watching some close friends of ourg, dod, unbeknownst to me, it escaped from
our front porch on my way to work. Upon arrivingrhe from work | discovered it was gone,
and | was absolutely panicked. Maybe an hour ldter riding my bike around the
neighborhood putting up fliers, and, while tryirgghold fliers and a staple gun while putting a
flier on a telephone pole, my bike slipped out fronder me and | ended up on the sidewalk. It
was only slightly painful, but genuinely irritatingnd gathering myself | see a guy about four
driveways up who gestures to me and says somethiBg.l ride my bike over, genuinely
inquisitive, and politely ask, “excuse me?” Andhaspoints to his head he says in his sickly-
whiney liberal, I-know-better-than-you tone, “Weahelmet.” Now many of you think I’'m over
reacting, but there are others reading this whoerstdnd the hopeless feeling of being a



somewhat-physical guy and desiring to smash somian¢hat in the face for not minding his
own business and attempting to boss me aroundhamdhaving to simply turn around and walk
away filled with anger. And there was no love ia suggestion/command. It was simply, “do
as | tell you,” or “obey our laws.” My apology fasking you to take my word on events, but it
was simply hostility. It is still hard for me torite or talk about that without getting a littledd

up.

About a month ago an ultra-liberal guy who livesthp street from us said they were having a
public meeting to discuss putting speed bumps enrtain road leading into our neighborhood,
apparently his idea. My immediate comment, usingiae of genuine concern, was, “so have
there been accidents there?” His response wasptrigpeople come flying through there all the
time.” Flying through there, those were his wordsteresting to me because | drive through
there four to ten times per day, and walk or jogthat area often, and | can’t specifically
remember noticing a person going over 30 (in a 2/ mone). Most cops won't even write
tickets for that. A couple of streets over themre maybe six speed bumps on a half mile stretch,
and | avoid that street, not because you can’t@yd8t because you can’t go 20. You hit one of
those speed bumps going 12 and your car scrapssréet, so you have to crawl down the street
at about 10 mph. The next how many dozen streeth don’t have speed bumps, but you have
to avoid that one because someone wanted traffitheir street. Liberal hostility. And now if
this guy in my neighborhood gets his way, every oines will risk tearing up the bottoms of our
cars going 20 mph because he perceives anythinglwvepeed limit as “flying.”

In 2004 we had our first child. There were cleatBsignated smoking areas outside of the
hospital, but that apparently was no longer goazligh as there were signs up in those areas that
said no smoking near the entrance to the hospall, it was not a big deal, and | was fine with
moving to the outer sidewalk. We had our secornilil dhur years later, and in that relatively
short period of time the hospital had installeddspeakers at every entrance to bark out, at
roughly one-minute intervals, that smoking is netrpitted on hospital grounds, including the
parking areas. Understand that being at a hospitadt a simple matter of choice any more than
is taking your kids to school. There is no lovehis effort to control people’s behavior to such
a degree. This is not about doing unto your nesglas you would have him do unto you. This
is hostility. This is social conditioning in itsugest form. People who choose to smoke are a
captive audience in this case, and this partidutespital is at a busy intersection where a person
would have to walk about a half mile to safely havagarette.

I can come up with a myriad of similar examplesie Quy who yells at another guy in a park for
not having his dog on a leash when that dog igrétleast bit dangerous and no one is being
harmed. The jackasses who have yelled at me tdnaxong a helmet on my kid riding his bike,
with training wheels, on a paved trail with no magized vehicles. Zero tolerance policies in
schools where 6 and 8-year old children are exgpétle miming a gun and saying, “bang bang.”
Zero tolerance policies where children are expeltech school for having aspirin. Seat belt
laws. Car seat laws that become more and moit afrithe years go by. Teachers can’t paddle
children, even when they need it, but they'll expklldren from school over things that are
completely harmless. Liberal hostility. Publitheols, struggling financially, are told that they
can't require their students to be taught in Eigéad have to go to the expense, and separation
of kids by race, to teach children in other langgagl’'m all for people being able to speak their



own languages, and necessary services being pobwideultiple languages, but what public
good can come of this? This one does not quadifigastility, but it's certainly liberal driven and

I have yet to have someone explain to me how tis@ipes outweigh the negatives on this one.
Maybe someone will educate me.

In order to qualify as a form of slavery, or gerauiclass warfare, the mass dumbing down of
sensibilities (although in this case it's ratchgtiop sensitivity and the dumbing down of
tolerance), there has to be someone making a @fofite expense of the freedom of others. In
this case there is, and it's the insurance indug&gnks go under. Finance companies go under.
People lose jobs, the economy tanks, and the inseraompanies just make more money.
Health care is a mess, and the costs just contiouenultiply. The government has an
opportunity to provide a cheap public option andatregislation to get costs under control. So
what is the solution to this mess? Let’s requuergone to buy the product of one of the players
most responsible for the problem.

Car seat laws. They only last year made car seat tricter, again. | heard a commercial just
yesterday with the sweet voices of children indtngcme that 75% of car seats are being used
improperly. 75%!! And yet they just came out witbw specifications that required millions of
Americans to buy new car seats, and apparently @bds aren’t using them properly. So if we
get into a car accident and our child is seriourglyred, the insurance company now has a new
legal justification not to pay the claim. That do& necessarily mean that they won't pay the
claim, it's a complicated calculation, but it iseomore factor in the insurance companies’
defense of nonpayment, and the multiple millionsinaurance company profits that it will
generate is impossible to predict. Now there’sapply/angry/utterly incensed, liberal face on
this picture standing beside parents who haveclogdren in car accidents who weren’t properly
buckled into their seats, and those standing almegide them are wagging their fingers and
demonstrating how much more they know than yout iBwasn't a parents group that paid the
lobbying dollars to lawmakers to only recently make law of the land more strict than it
already was. Some of the money came from car reaaufacturers to be sure, but the vast
majority of it came from the insurance lobby, whigll make a great profit on their investment.
And who is the biggest recipient of the insuranoengany lobby? Democrats, although both
parties receive millions. So it shouldn’t be a ®igprise that the attempts to really reform health
care, fought tooth and nail by the Republicans tnedTea Party in particular, ended in a big
mess with no affordable public option, which theurance companies paid plenty to fight
against, and the ultimate solution is that we haveurchase the insurance companies’ product.

In fairness to people who have lost children inideats not buckled into car seats, it is hard for
me or any person who hasn’t experienced it to kttevpain of losing a child, but this is not a
valid justification to require all people to confoto a standard of behavior and to pay fines and
risk having insurance claims denied if we don’'tndAthis example fails to consider the face to
face time lost between parents and children. Wheas a child my father worked night shift,
and there were times when we rarely had opporamit just sit and talk. The best of those
opportunities came riding in the car. When we wlodifive down to Georgia once or twice a
year my mom would get in the back seat and slegpdaa would drive all night and | would
keep him company. My dad (a truck driver) realhjoyred car games, such as read the signs
where we took turns reading the road signs (I asrs that trip), and if the law then was what



it was now, I'd have been robbed of that, as my @wiyear-old son now has been, and
apparently | won't get to have a conversation \kith sitting beside me in the car until he’s nine
or ten. |treasured those car rides. How do yeasure the value of literally billions of hours of
face time conversations between parents and chiloirderms of lives saved? If you don't
believe me, try the following experiment. Have yagignificant other ride in the back seat just
for a year, or you ride in back while he or sheyesi and see how your conversation is affected.
And it has gone past making your child wear a bedt(which we as children didn’t have to do
and probably should have) to the potentially fexy seven, eight and nine year olds who will be
killed by an airbag deployment. As far as I'm cemed the choice should be mine, but
insurance companies, and their profits, have ddaidfr me, and legislators and, yes, liberals,
have put those companies’ right to profit over oght to decide. (I just checked it, and Wiki-
answers indicates that a child must be 12 to mdié front seat!!! Even I'm surprised.) Like
analyses would prove similarly valid regarding smgklaws, seat belt laws, requiring random
mail-in verification on car insurance, and othenifar aspects of our social lives. Angry people
speak, insurance companies pay, legislators adtjresurance companies profit multiple times
what they paid. That's a big part of how insuraoempanies afford to advertise continuously. |
saw not three months ago a guy crying who'’s sod dmng crazy skateboard tricks without a
helmet. So now when | ride on the bike trail (notonized vehicles) and let my son ride without
a helmet, | have about one liberal jackass pemthp yells at me, unprovoked, “Put a helmet on
that kid!!"” Does anyone think this level of disesa is good for our society? And so far not one
of the actual bike trail police has said a wordni® about it.

And a final aspect of this to be discussed hethadevel of dialogue to which we’re now asked
to conform. You may have seen or read that BiRé&Illy was on “The View” and they were
discussing the so-called Ground Zero Mosque. VBi#rO'Reilly said, “Muslims killed us on
9-11,” Whoopi Goldberg and Joy Behar stormed off ¢let in anger. | have to say that | have
always found Whoopi Goldberg to be very likeabléseaseeming, and | don’t agree with Bill
O'Reilly on most issues. If anything, Bill O’'Rajlishows flashes of journalistic integrity
compared to many of his ilk, like saying he thimkpublic option for insurance might be a good
thing, but he always goes back to the companyifintée end, which kind of makes him worse
because he knows better. And | am a firm beligkat those building this community center
should have the right to do it without undue irgeghce from the public. But Bill O’'Reilly
certainly should have the right to voice a reastaa@losition concerning the Mosque, and the
others suggesting he doesn’t have the right to ‘9dyslims killed us on 9-11” is exactly the
kind of liberal intolerance I'm writing about. HmMment was certainly loaded with additional
meaning that may not be fair to Muslims in gendoal, this is not a fair situation. The Muslim
terrorists that attacked America on 9-11 didn’tt jnappen to be Muslim. Their perception of
their faith was a core part of their actions. dttainly didn’t justify America retaliating against
another country that in no way attacked us becthesewere Muslim (particularly when certain
among us had vast profits to gain from doing sa),His statement was not untrue and should be
a part of the dialogue. It is incumbent upon ug\ahe more reasonable to say why his position
is wrong, or misleading, but in a free country Hewsd have the right to make a simple
statement that is true. But the reaction from wamen on the show is exactly the kind of
intolerance that this letter is addressing.



I had a similar experience in 1996 at the Democigational Convention. | was simply

there as a errand doer for my employer at the {immeted for Bob Dole), but | met and

hung out with a couple of girls who were extremmetals. Unfortunately | made a
comment about someone being a redneck, and ore ajfitls got extremely angry and
they stormed off. Given that my mother has comeeetd me that our family is a bunch
of rednecks multiple times, it was cold water ir ttace for me when they were so
incensed. There are certainly things people simugdy, and maybe that was one of
them, but there are limits to how far we shouldtppsople in telling them what we can
say, what we can think, how we can treat our bodiess we should raise our children,
etc. Certainly there should be limits that societyn and should impose on individuals.
We can't, for instance, allow parents to burn tlgitdren with lit cigarettes as a form of
punishment, but we have already gone too far inother direction, for the profits of a

few that already have too big a hand in controlllmg government, and this level of
intolerance, this hostility, needs to be reigned little bit, maybe more than a little.

One final story. Back in September | took my samping and met friends at a small,
rural campground near where | was born and raidédekre was a volleyball game going
on some distance away from us, and | joked to nends that apparently the net wasn't
enough for the participants to know which team thveye on. They were playing shirts
versus skins in cloudy, 60-degree weather, and liMead a big laugh about that. I'm

certainly not going to say they were rednecks, bgeahat clearly, as | have learned,
would be too insensitive. It is probably an exaggen, but it is possible that every adult
there was smoking, and up late partying and playmgic. Everyone seemed to be
having a good time, and no one got hurt. As | t@&eg in the scene, it occurred to me
that here was a great recruiting ground for the Hady.

So that brings me back to the initial question: hHy\Mlo otherwise intelligent people
choose to believe this stuff?!” regarding neo-covetave or Tea Party propaganda. The
simplest answer is that people just want to betledthell alone, and they feel that the
government has gone too far in telling them howy thigould live their lives. | feel their
pain, and | understand their angst, and it wellarg why so many who are struggling,
who are in need of jobs and simply want to provatetheir families, are willing to jump
on board when wealthy companies tell them thatgbeernment is socialist when it
chooses to allow the tax cuts on the wealthiest@%xpire. When companies say that
the environmental impact of fossil fuel burningnisgligible, and that liberals are just
pushing a social agenda on them, they want to\melte Why shouldn’t they? When
they can see, or at least feel, the impact of amand simpler social agendas, why
wouldn’t they believe those who are telling theneythare victims of liberal, or
“socialist”, government agendas that are more caa@d?

| received a few weeks ago an email forward desgryhe “massive tax increases”
coming in January. | have endeavored to explaudtipte times in various letters, that
allowing the tax cuts to expire on the wealthie® & a reasonable way to start paying
down the deficit, a deficit that strengthens Chanma other countries. The tax cuts were
scheduled to expire now when they were enacted iba2R01, when we still had great
prosperity and had not gotten involved in two umssary wars, and the current



government administration has fought to keep thxect#ts on the other 98% in place
while letting the top 2% expire, raising the top tate from 35 to 39.6%. Republicans in
Congress, along with some Democrats, voted agéiast They are taking a serious
gamble, like a fireman setting a house on fireapds of looking like a hero when called
to the rescue. In the last 70 years, the top margax rate has been higher virtually our
entire lifetimes, 60 or 80% or more for long pesoaf time, with the main exception

being the last ten years. All this talk of so@aliis entirely misplaced on this issue.
Taxing the wealthy is how it has been throughosetdteat years of our society. In fact,
when the top marginal tax rate was considerablidrigit was considered unpatriotic to
fight the higher tax brackets since the revenua® wsed to promote the public good, at
least to some extent. But the wealthy deceiverstiviated by greed and power, are
trying to trick the common people into believingtlhhings are the opposite of what they
are, and why wouldn’t they try? If people are ingj to buy into nonsense, why should
we be surprised that the rich want to keep as nmchey that they’ve made from the

public good as they can? And for some reason thendarats are too stupid or too
disorganized (or too interested in partaking in treed on behalf of their wealthy

donors) to properly explain to the average Amerisdiat's going on. Hopefully people

who believe themselves to be conservatives wik ks simple explanation to heart. As
in the first paragraph, this analysis on taxatige Written many times has been intended
for conservatives. Appealing to the reason antébaature of the people fighting for the
wrong things and against the right things is they w@ attain positive change in a

democracy.

Continuing briefly with this theme, apparently thigcoming midterm election primarily
concerns this issue and the cap and trade lawrdingoto the Ohio election ads that
have been running continuously. But it's touchadlee bank bailout as well. Not being
an economist, | can't help but wonder if the baaltot wasn't a good thing. And the
stimulus. Bailing out the auto industry certaiaBems to have been for the best. But the
opponents of these government efforts, who tendedipport the people who got us into
the jam in the first place, talk as though theyeverchestrated by the devil himself, and
people who want the government out of their lived 8 be left alone are all too happy
to believe it.

And that’s the answer to the question posed. Bgreasy to assume that these beliefs
are just a function of racism. Your average whiteerican has seen his relative state of
power go down while others have risen. Ignoring fifict that the Tea Party has been
funded and fueled by mostly white Americans who fiprdvandsomely from
obstructionism, why wouldn’t a racist jump on boavih the people who claim that
government interference is the cause of all yoabl@ms, and that the answer is to fight
government regulation on all fronts? But the faetains that the average white
American is acting on this impetus to their ownride¢nt. The average Tea Party
member is not a racist, any more than your aveliageal wants to control the way we
all think and believe. We live in an extreme tinagd we are being manipulated by
extremists. So | wrote this answer to people wiowld call themselves liberals to get
them to take a hard look at their beliefs and hiogytare perceived and to see how this



perception they create, or allow to be created ikg-rhinded individuals who are
extremists, is no solution but rather a very sigaiit part of the problem.

This letter is much more rife with generalizatiahein my typical efforts. Of course
many conservatives are pro-helmet laws, etc., §sstmany liberals are pro Second
Amendment. The sphere of politics is complicat&dit there are consistent patterns and
perceptions. When a conservative candidate salys @pponent, “X wants to take away
your right to own guns,” why wouldn’t people whoodse to own guns believe it? It is
not as though the people at the forefront of trjtm¢jmit the rights of others have shown
restraint. A pro-Bush, pro-lrag War friend of mjrtaree or four years ago said, “It
doesn’t matter that there were no weapons of mestsuttion in Iraq. They just said that
because people are too stupid to understand whsewieére.” On the personal social
issues detailed throughout this letter, you get same sense from liberals. “Those
people are too stupid to know what’'s good for tlerBo-called conservatives have to
understand that it's their responsibility to edectitemselves on the truth of the issues
that are at the forefront now, but liberals haveattnowledge their own responsibility
for the state of things. Are any of the serioud gotentially world changing, society
destroying problems affected by people choosingmoke cigarettes, etc.? If the answer
is no, and it is, then why do we continue beatinghos issue? The answer is that you're
being manipulated by people with a profit motivehieh is more or less the same
motivation as the “otherwise intelligent people ob® to believe this stuff?!” regarding
Tea Party propaganda.

Soitis.
Bob Young.



