First of all, let me say how impressed I was with Bush’s demeanor tonight.  President Bush seemed much more at ease tonight.  For quite awhile now I’ve been complaining that President Bush and many congressional Republicans have lost their savvy.  Tonight, President Bush displayed some of the classic Reagan charm.  Simply put, Bush proved that Republicans are the funny faction of American politics.  For instance, when Kerry took Bush’s statement that he ‘wasn’t too worried’ about Osama bin Laden, Bush shot back with the kind of matter-of-fact tone that makes me proud to be a Republican:  “That’s kind of one of those.. (buildup) exaggerations (BAM)!”  The last question of the debate also revealed the true comic nature of our President and his party.  When asked about the women in his life, and particularly his wife, Bush quipped that his wife spoke better English than him.  Bush, for the first time that I know of, acknowledged the perception of his oratory skill as severely lacking.  He did so in, what appeared to me, complete humility.  In contrast, his opponent did not show much class in trying to match Bush’s droll remark.  Kerry is known as a good debater; he is smart, cunning and spontaneous.  Yet, the best retort he could come up with was that he, like the President married above himself.  I do not have a problem with that statement in itself, but what came next I found most distasteful.  Kerry then quipped:  “And some would say maybe me moreso than others.”  I knew what he was saying.  Most Americans knew what he was saying.  It’s true, and it was funny.  However, if you were watching, you could not help but notice the haughty air with which Kerry said this.  Perhaps I am mistaken.  I am not sure that he meant to do this, but it just turned me off.
President Bush is known for his conviction and steadfastness.  Senator Kerry is known for his charisma and his skills as a debater.  Over the course of this campaign, these roles have switched.  This was highlighted tonight as well.  As this campaign has progressed, John Kerry has found a message he has chosen to stick with for the duration of his campaign.  In light of the release of the Duelfer report and Kerry’s charges that Bush is the real flip-flopper, President Bush has been kept on his toes.  Thus, a shadow of doubt has clouded President Bush’s message.  Bush has had to rely on more than the strong defense of “we were right” and “we’re making progress.”  Tonight, Bush was the one with charisma and, what is more, he actually defended himself with his plan for the future, instead of defense of the past.  While I do not think Kerry displayed as much charisma as he did in the first two debates, he did accomplish that for which his campaign was aiming.  Kerry had two big positives on the evening:  1) he clearly laid out his plans for his economic policy, healthcare, education, and the like,  2) he called Bush on the carpet for not answering several questions.
Quick note here:  It really upsets me that Bush will not call Kerry on the carpet for dodging questions.  Either Bush is not aware of Kerry changing the subject or he is too nice to point it out.  Both cases do not make for effective political debate, strategy, or policy.  You can’t be aloof if you’re President; and, you have to play politics, ethically of course, but you still have to play.  Some people would call that ‘playing dirty,’ but that’s the game.  People who say politics is a ‘dirty game’ and is for ‘crooked swindlers’ just do not grasp the concept of confrontation and the very nature of resolving problems.  Well, politicians are all liars, you may say.  Let me correct you, politicians are spinners, not liars.  Both President Bush and Senator Kerry spin the truth to their side.  It is an effective tool to get people to see your side of things.  That is what debate is all about.  You may say they are misleading people.  Well, I’m sorry, people should be informed.  Our founding fathers foresaw that ignorant people would play a large role in American politics, and, indeed, in any political system.  That is why they set up the Electoral College.  Even John Locke in the fifteenth century commented on the effects of an ignorant electorate.  This is a major factor in why I would support a poll tax.  A poll tax would cut down on people who say they are going to vote for “Jim Kerney” (this was on Hannity’s radio show, no joke) because they don’t like “Bush and that Cheney deal.”  This would prevent west Texas hicks from voting for Bush just because they see a sign with Bush riding a horse or shooting a rifle that reads:  ‘Texas is Bush Country.’
Kerry, however, also made some mistakes.  Well, actually, is it really a mistake if you just don’t have a clue?  “How will you pay for this Mr. Kerry?”  Heh, I have an idea.  Let’s do a synopsis of this.
Scheiffer – How will you pay for this Mr. Kerry?

Kerry – Well Jim, it’s simple really.  This is a President that has giving the rich a tax cut and stuck the rest of America with the tab.  Things will be different under my administration.  This is the first President to lose jobs.  I’m going to put America back to work.

Scheiffer – Yes, but how will you do this?  And how will you pay for your healthcare program?

Kerry – That’s an excellent question and I’ll come back to it in a second, but right now I want to go back to Bush’s failure in Iraq.  He led us into war prematurely.  It was a mistake.
Scheiffer – Yes, but HOW are you going to pay for your healthcare plan?

Kerry – Jim, let me just say that I love your tie.  And I’m proud to be here at Arizona St.  Mr. President, good to be with you.
To wit, when Kerry lectured, "Every plan that I have laid out -- my healthcare plan, my plan for education, my plan for kids to be able to get better college loans -- I've shown exactly how I'm going to pay for those," the President replied in fine style: "I want to remind people listening tonight that a plan is not a litany of complaints, and a plan is not to lay out programs that you can't pay for. ... It's an empty promise. It's called bait-and-switch."

Finally, I would like to air my disgust with the two Senators for bringing up Vice President Cheney’s daughter in the debates.  That is none of their business.  It is clear that they used her as a political tool.  Mentioning her did not add a thing to their argument.  It was already apparent to me, but I think they proved once & for all that they are both sleazebags.  I was very proud of Vice President Cheney for the way he reacted to this guised attack.  I am not what you would call a ‘Cheney fan,’ but I couldn’t help but be impressed by him replying with:  “thank you for those kind words about my family.”  Edwards looked kind of surprised, like, ‘I got away with it?’
