12/31/99





TO HARRIS: I don't remember you and I can't imagine why. I moved to Andover a


week before I entered PA as a day student, so I knew no one in the town or the


school. The people I remember most were faculty kids and day students and there


were so few of them. Did I do or say something stupid? [That's a rhetorical


question. I don't want to hear what an asshole I was in the past. I cringe when


I think of things I did. For a while, I gave up saying anything at all because


I knew that I would look back on it with horror. But a couple of years ago I


had a revelation. 1. I'm not going to get any smarter or wiser (just the


opposite) so I'll probably think the stupid things I say and do now are pretty


clever. 2. I probably won't remember a stupid action long enough to regret it.]


I think I remember that your father was very strict. Maybe you weren't suppose


to hang around with me because I was a bad influence. Actually, I was not a bad


influence. My brother Roger, though, was definitely a very bad influence and


so I can understand how people could have thought the same of me.


Farewell: This will be my last e-mail because, of course, the world is going to


end today. I have lived the last 25 years of my life based on this truth. I


have never had a good job and never worked a whole day since 1981. Instead I


have lived by borrowing from anyone naive enough to lend me money and acquiring


more and more credit cards to pay the minimum payment on my existing cards. I


have timed my debts so that my personal day of judgment would fall after


1/1/2000. They will cut off my gas on the 15th and my electricity in February;


but the joke's on them because the bank forecloses on the 3rd. A quarter of my


remaining teeth are decayed and another quarter are broken. Take that Mr.


Dentist. I've offended everyone who might give me a kind word. My children have


long since emancipated themselves so that I can't take out credit cards in


their name. I have no money and no prospects for getting any but I have a plan


for tonight. My neighbor carelessly left a stack of returnable bottles in his


garage and I think I can steal enough of them to get $2.10, enough to purchase


two 40 ounce bottles of King Cobra malt liquor. I'm not sure exactly how the


end is coming. I thought that the Russians might launch an all out attack on


the USA; but if their computers think it's 1900, they might attack with mounted


Cossacks. Oops, I've got to go now: Susan is turning into some kind of lizard.


See you in next world, suckers.


AllenMessages : Message 32 of 34572   Thu Jan 1, 1970  2:59





Bryce Muir: "I'd been watching a hockey playoff game on my brand new 10 inch color tv,


when Nixon came on to tell us that he/we had invaded Cambodia. I was furious. 


It was then that I felt that I had to do something to stop the war - something."





The had a big celebration of the shootings at Kent State there this week. I


heard a student being interviewed on the local radio. He didn't care much for


the festivities. It seems that he wasn't too happy about going to a university


whose main distinction was that they shot their students.


My sister-in-law sent us a picture of little Elian and Danato in the closet,


with the caption, "Drop the Chalupa!"


Allen5/12/2000


Messages : Message 3381 of 34572   (Date Unavailable)


Subject:  Re: [pa64] Re: Being Reasonable


     


[Lastly, could you elaborate on your construction of "mental


dictatorship."]


Whenever I read political comments in this forum or talk to those around me, I


get the feeling that people actually believe that they have the power to change


or influence the laws of this country. They also seem to believe that changing


the laws will make people act in accordance with those laws in a


straightforward and uncomplicated manner.


If I had this imaginary power, which so many think is real, I would never use


it.


It's wrong.


Allen





Messages : Message 3494 of 34572   (Date Unavailable)


Subject:  Re: [pa64] Turkey shoots


     


"It's amazing how much wildlife there is around here in a relatively urban


area."


I know exactly what you mean. With all this protection of the environment, it's


getting so you can't throw a beer bottle out of a car without hitting an


endangered species.


Allen





Messages : Message 3907 of 34572   Wed Jun 14, 2000  8:43


am


Subject:  Re: [pa64] Re: old wounds Vijay Shah


     


From Auld


One advantage of being in Japan is that I can smoke Cubans


What do they cost there? I think the US is the cigar smokers' paradise. If


you go to JR Cigar, you can usually find some excellent Honduran handmades


for under a dollar. Good Cuban cigars are great but no cigar is worth $5 or


$10.


I read somewhere that it has


cost us taxpayers something close to $2 million to provide safe


harbor to him and his entourage, so far. A lot of money as a sop to


the anti-Castro crowd in FL.


I don't follow what you're saying. It didn't cost us anything when little


Elian was living with Tio Lazaro. The $2 million (which includes the cost of


brainwashing the kid) is a sop to Castro, isn't it? Isn't that what this


whole thing is about? Bill Clinton's desperate search for a communist


leaders he can sell out to?


For all I've heard about Clinton, I still have one question: Is he a simple


criminal without beliefs or is he some kind of Manchurian candidate intent


on destroying America?


Allen





Messages : Message 3908 of 34572   Wed Jun 14, 2000  8:59


am


Subject:  Re: [pa64] old friends


     


Henry Hobson asks,


"Are homosexuals born or do they learn the behavior?"


This question can not be answered scientifically because it has political


implications. In fact, merely asking the question has been declared


homophobic, so you did well to ask it diffidently. That almost showed the


proper sensitivity.


I don't think the phrase "learn the behavior" is quite right. I think it's


something like "Are homosexuals born or are their desires created by the


environment?" I once heard a doctor say that he had never meant a homosexual


who came from a happy two parent apple pie type home. He's probablly telling


the truth but what percentage of the population comes from such a home? And


suppose that you are a homosexual is "born" into such a home. Wouldn't he


regard that home as a bit screwy? Wouldn't he screw it up a bit himself?


"Are homosexuals born or do they learn the behavior?" No scientific answer


this decade.


Allen





Messages : Message 4085 of 34572   Mon Jun 19, 2000  7:06


pm


Subject:  Re: RE: [pa64] Grandchild


     


Congratulations on the granddaughter. However, Susan and I liked you better


when things were looking bleaker for you. I printed up your pre-canoeing,


pre-granddaughter e-mail and we referred to it several times during the past


week when our own childern were visiting. At least, we thought, we don't


have to go through that. It's a funny thing about not having any money (we


don't): We always have enough money to do what we want to do, but, for some


strange reason, we don't have enough money to do the things we don't want to


do.


Should we visit relatives? Not enough money. Should I get that medical test?


Not enough money. I'd sure like to go to the opera, but, not enough money.


You know what? I think I have just enough money to buy myself a box of Hoyo


de Monterey Rothchilds.


Allen





Messages : Message 4279 of 34572   Mon Jun 26, 2000  9:25


am


Subject:  Green Party


     


The Green Party held its convention this weekend and C-Span has been getting a lot of Green Party members calls. I'm surprised at the amount of excitement it is generating and its numbers in the polls. This listserve is highly Green with two registered members and a lot more Green-leaning major party members. My own feeling is that Greens, Libertarians, Reformites, Natural Lawyers, etc. would do better to form PAC's and other organizations to move a major party in their direction.


 


All this running for president business is a lot of ego gratification. Nader and Buchanan both think they should be in the presidential debates and I'm sure they'd be happy to exclude each other. If they really wanted publicity (and weren't afraid of opposing positions), they'd forget the Bush and Gore debates. (They are going to be boring anyway.) They'd schedule dozen or more debates with the top 6 3rd party candidates. I think the Republicans succeeded in getting their message out with their multi-candidate debates. Debates among the various 3rd party candidates would be very educational and might eventually get better ratings than the Gore Bush debates.


 


Allen





Messages : Message 4304 of 34572   Wed Jun 28, 2000  4:52


pm


Subject:  Re: [pa64] RE: (pa64) Agenbite of Inwit


From: Randall M Roden


Same with the press "attacks" on GWB for the death penalty-- he


gets seen by more people and comes out ahead despite the


controversy over the issue.


I think these are attacks by television news and I also think they have


backfired. There have been more than 50 executions in the US since GWB


entered the national stage and 3 of them have received national attention


(all in Texas). The people who tell us what's news and what's not must


assume that everyone sees the death penalty as barbaric but I understand


that more than 60% of Americans favor it. (By the way, Susan is not strictly


against the death penalty, she just want to privatize it.)


The other reason that all this attention has backfired is that television


news is treating GWB as though he were already president. It looks like he's


sticking to his convictions (although some argue he really can't do much


about these executions) and he doesn't sound like a raving idiot.


Allen





Messages : Message 4322 of 34572   Sat Jul 1, 2000  9:04


am


Subject:  Parity


     


The Green party continues to poll well. This weekend is the Libertarian convention and the Mexican election. I thought of good motto for a Mexican political party: "Better than the Aztecs."


 


Susan, I, and many others refused to join the Libertarian party at its formation in 72(?) so I guess we are real pioneers. All these 3rd parties have a comic opera tinge to them, especially when you consider the unbelievably huge egos of their candidates. The Libertarian party, to its credit, pledges to refuse any matching tax money from the state for its candidates.The Green party is drooling at the prospect of getting $$$ from the federal government. 


 


I had an interesting idea this morning. When people talk about admission to the presidental debates and receiving matching campaign funds, they often try come up with formulas so that candidates without a reasonable chance are excluded or penalized. One idea was to let 3rd party candidates in one or two debates and then exclude them from the others.


 


Why not take a lesson from the NFL and strive for parity?


 


Set up a pot of federal $$$, say a billion, and distribute it so as to equalize every candidate's chance. For every dollar Bush and Gore received, Nader and Buchanan would receive 7. And for every dollar Nader and Buchanan received, the other candidates would recieve 7. Same with the debates: Bush and Gore would be excluded. Nader and Buchanan would be allowed in one debate. The other candidates would be in 5 debates.


 


I say let's bring parity to these elections. Just think what it will mean to the ratings.


 


Allen





Messages : Message 4396 of 34572   Fri Jul 14, 2000  9:40


am


Subject:  Re: [pa64] Parity


     


"Allen, I have an idea. Why not take all the money being wasted at the


Republican and Democratic conventions (since the candidates are already


chosen), cancel the conventions and give the money to charity?"--Randy H.


This is certainly a noble thought and it sounds like a good idea, but


there's a problem: What charity should they give it too? The Republicans and


Democrats would probably decide to get together and vote about where the


money should go. This process could be more tasteless than the conventions


themselves. You know that stupid one-annoying-note horn that some drunk


keeps blowing at inappropriate times during the convention? Imagine that


every time anyone mentioned cancer someone would blow that horn. Remember


those cute hats with donkeys and elephants on them? The people who want to


give the money to the United Negro College Fund might have tasteless Negro


hats; and the pro-Life people might sport frightening aborted fetus hats.


As the decision process went on and on, the representatives of the competing


charities would see the money slipping through their fingers. The delegates


would keep spending it on the convention itself with a little revelry on the


side. The charities could turn ugly in an effort to get the dwindling prize


for themselves. They could turn on each other. Do you really want to see the


spectacle of abused children attacking AIDs sufferers? Imagine the fury of


Mothers Against Drunk Driving if they thought PETA had a chance to get the


money. You'd see them throttling bald eagles, stomping kittens, and bashing


baby seals with their picket signs.


If the convention turns out the way most campaigns do, the chosen charity


would end up owing the the parties money. I know it sounds good, but I think


we should keep politics and charity separate.


Allen





I get the impression that chili is to Super Bowl Sunday what Turkey is to 


Thanksgiving. I always make it. The first time I remember making chili for the 


Super Bowl was in 82. It's the logical food. It's cold out so a hot stew is nice. You 


prepare it in advance. It's sort of festive. It makes one think of beer (but what 


doesn't?)








Those who watch football may be tempted to conclude that Blacks are superior 


atheletes. If this were true, one could equally conclude that Blacks were mentally 


superior (or inferior). This question of racial attributes is a tricky one, but there is a 


set of facts that put the matter into perspective for me.








There was a race of people who were far superior to Blacks in atheletics. This was 


a race of 16 million people (.004 or the world at the time). Nevertheless, they won 


15% of all Olympic medals. Had they competed head to head with the world's 


hundreds of millions of Blacks, they would probably have won. This race was the 


called "The East Germans," and the time was the 1970s. The division of Germany 


provided such a good experiment in so many areas that the history of the two 


Germanies would be a great subject for a book or a college class. It's about as 


close as we can get to a controlled experiment in politics, sociology, etc.








It seems natural to look at race when considering inherited characteristics, but the 


trouble is that humans are all so closely related that there really are no races in the 


sense that other animals have them. There may be certain families that produce 


notably deviant individuals for good or ill. These families may be a certain race or 


nationality, but the whole race or nationality will average out to pretty much the 


human norm.








The East German atheletes in the 70s show the possibilities of any group. Under 


the right (read wrong here) set of circumstances, a tiny population can achieve 


superhuman statistical success.








Allen





. I don't know 


what the thread was, so I can't be of help to others with a similar problem. As I 


mentioned before, I find it difficult to be against the proposed war because of the 


company it puts me in. It's sort of like when I was in college: I wanted to try drugs 


(maybe even get addicted) but I didn't want to deal with the sort of of people who 


provide those drugs. My gripe is against US foreign policy, which I think should be 


militarily isolationist and absolute free trade. The present foreign policy of world 


involvement is not opposed by either party. The war against Iraq is simply a logical 


consequence of our foreign policy. There may be other options, but they all involve 


active hostility to Iraq. It appears that there will be hostilities one way or another. I 


repeated my freeway metaphor to Susan last night. When you're going 65 miles an 


hour, you don't throw the car into reverse; you look for an exit, get off, and starting 


going the right way. She replied, "That may be so, but those other countries should 


pick a lane."





I heard that Bush was going to say that our forefathers founded this contry on the 


basis of "human dignity." I missed that part so I don't know if he said it. Why didn't he 


just say that they founded the country on the basis of "self esteem." Does anyone on 


this list think that there should be any limits to government or does everyone agree 


with the totalitarian idea that if it's bad you should make it illegal and if it's good you 


should subsidize it? Do you all believe that it's the proper role of the government to 


fund research on a hydrogen motor? Does everyone think that we should spend 15 


billion fighting AIDS in Africa? This is a cause I wouldn't give a penny to if I had an 


extra penny. First let the countries of Africa demobilize their armed forces (which 


spend their time murdering their own citizens) and institute sane government and 


spend some of their own money on AIDS, then ask me about giving them some help.





If there is anyone out there who believes in limited government, isn't it time to give up 


on the Republican Party? They've got the presidency and congress. Is there anything 


being proposed that might not have passed under Clinton?





In other news, Sharon will be the next prime minister. The Likud party will get 30% to 


35% of the seats, which will require him to make deals with all sorts of parties, 


especially since the Labor party will not cooperate with him. Did Israel base its 


government on the Italian model? This is yet another example of Israel's violation of my 


Ohio rule. That is, no nation, religion, culture, or group of any kind with a population 


less than Ohio is entitled to be in the world news more than twice a year (I think twice 


is pretty liberal of me). Israel's constant violation of this rule may cause me to take 


action. If they don't knock it off pretty soon, I'm going to deplore them.





You may not think that's much of a threat. But after I deplore them a few dozen times, 


I plan to condemn them. And if you don't think that's serious, just ask Northern Ireland.





Allen








Date: Thu, 30 Jan 2003 09:41:10 -0500





<bigger>Some one asked whether so many people would be for the war if they 


had to send their kids to fight in it. The argument was a little 


melodramatic for my taste.








Here's my feeling: America should not go to war unless it is willing to 


use atomic weapons. It is obvious that we can destroy Iraq without 


taking a single casualty and yet this option is not dicussed. The 


government's refusal even to consider nuclear bombs leads me to one of 


two conclusions, maybe both.








1. Iraq is not a threat to the US.





2. The government of the US is not acting solely in the interest of 


American citizens.








Number 1 may be true or false. Number 2 is obviously and apparently 


true. Our leaders intend to sacrifice American lives for the good of the 


world. They have become cosmopolitan. What Eric Chase and others 


view as noble and altruistic, I see as "malgovernance." Get my lawyer. 








If we are to have a state, that state should work for the interest of its 


own citizens. When I work for the interest of a foreign power, the state 


imprisions or shoots me as a spy. Am I not entitled to hold the president 


to the same standard? 








If my doctor decides he will take a kidney from me to give a needy 


child, I don't regard that doctor as noble and altruistic. I am inclined to 


seek medical attention elsewhere. When my government does essentially 


the same thing, my only choice is to move to some other country. My 


expense would be great and my new land would certainly be worse in 


other regards.








As a matter of praciticality, we have seen enough evidence against 


Saddam. Just attack. Let's not risk the lives of our own agents or Iraqi 


heros to get the French or Germans on our side. French and German 


support for this war is not worth a human life, especial the life of an Iraqi 


with the bravery to oppose Saddam.<smaller>








<bigger>Allen<smaller>





Date: Fri, 31 Jan 2003 19:28:43 -0500





The way Africans contracted AIDS doesn't bother me. I'm less sympathetic to Americans, 


95% of whom know exactly how they go it and knew at the time they were taking a 


chance. I think that saving the lives of Africans is like those doctors that prison wardens 


call in to save the lives of condemned prisoners who try to kill themselves. They save them 


so they can be executed properly. Giving billions to help the African AIDS problem would 


be akin to giving Hitler billions to save Jews from cancer--in more ways than one. I don't 


doubt that a lot of the money will be used in murdering the very Africans that the US is 


setting out to help. I would not be surprized if there were a net decrease in African life 


expectancy because of US aid.





I read an interesting attack on the idea that AIDS is so widespread in Africa. The author's 


point was that AIDS (as opposed to, let's say, dysentary) promoted contributions from 


the rest of the world and so African governments had an interest in calling every death 


AIDS-related. I don't know how true this is, but I suspect some of it is going on.





Allen








I've been thinking about this war thing  and have come to the conclusion that America is 


going to try something different with Sadam. I predict that the first action against Iraq will 


be some sort of attempt to cut the head off the government, to get Saddam and Co. It will 


be more like a coup than a war. Only if that fails will the bombing start. Prediction 2/8/03.





On the news this morning I heard a talking head say that sorting out Saddam from his 


double would be, "like walking a cat backwards," to which I replied "uh?" He was in some 


branch of the military so I thought it might be a military saying. There is a possibility, 


though, that it's some kind of West Virginia saying, in which case I'm stumped. The last 


WV simile I heard was reported to me by a guy I used to work with. "It's just like shittin' 


in bed wide awake." I asked what the speaker meant but the guy who reported it was as 


puzzled as I was.





I figure we have both the military and WV pretty well covered here, so I won't trouble 


myself. I'll simply wait for enlightenment. Susan who is pretty hard headed about most 


things is a sap about cats. She's afraid the saying may be feline incorrect.





Allen








On 8 Feb 2003, at 10:45, DEWOLF wrote:





> I've never heard "like walkin' a cat backwards," but I assume it is akin


> to "like a mule up a ladder," or just about nearly impossible. Neither


> beast would do either.





Your (and others) interpretation makes sense but what's so hard about sorting out 


Saddam from his doubles? As they say, let Allah sort them out. I guess the speaker just 


had this simile in mind and forced it into the conversation.





Here's the hard part. Keeping Saddam from torching the oil fields. Stopping him from 


lobbing missiles into Israel and provoking a nuclear attack. Preventing him from using 


chemical or biological weapons on attacking troops or, possibly, his own citizens (and 


then blaming the US). All these threats make me think that the US will take a chance on 


some unorthodox plan in order to rid Iraq of his regime without going through the 


"softening up" bombing.





Allen





Date: Wed, 19 Feb 2003 09:08:05 -0500





I was talking to my mother Monday and when the subject of Iraq was brought up, she 


immediately said that Bush was taking too long. This is from a political point of view; I 


assume her leanings are isolationist since she substantially agrees with me. While Bush is 


busy building a coalition, the left is building an infrastructure of protest. They are blazing a 


path that they can travel again whenever Bush tries to do anything else, such as picking a 


non-leftist for the Supreme Court. By November 2004 this path will be very well worn.





Now consider Clinton. Does anyone remember the debate over Haiti, Iraq, or 


Yugoslavia? Clinton was 10 times more unilaterist and cowboyish; and it worked for him 


politically. Bush's desire to have people agree with him is a very grave weakness in 


achieving this end. In the latest foolishness, Bush will go back to the UN one more time. 


The idea is to reward Tony Blair whose opponents want another UN meeting. Of course 


they want more UN time, they want it to humilate Bush and Blair.





In the meantime, there is talk of Saddam's abdication. Maybe if the world were unified 


against him, he would leave. That would be the best possible conclusion for mankind but it 


wouldn't work very well for Bush politically. A quick, successful war with lots of TV 


coverage would work best for him. My mother said she thought that Bush honestly was 


doing what he thought best for the country. A lot of people seem share that opinion. I told 


her that I agreed, but that his best trait was that he wasn't Clinton, or Hilary.





Allen





Date: Tue, 25 Feb 2003 19:17:15 -0500





From this point on, I will frame all my points on the Iraq war in the thought-provoking 


form "Briar patch or tar baby?" I might give up other rhetorical devices altogether.





Tony Blair's quest for a new UN resolution: "Briar patch or tar baby?"





Hans Blix's demand for missile destruction: "Saddam's briar patch or tar baby?"





Post-war Iraq: "America's briar patch or tar baby?"





I think that the discerning among you will see the aptness of these questions.





Allen 





On 28 Feb 2003, at 11:05, Holland, Franklin wrote:


> Certainly there are irrational and unprincipled people and you don't have


> to cut them any slack at all, if you don't want to.  I don't.  BUT, first


> you have to identify "them", not typecast them, and confirm, not merely


> speculate, that they hold the opinions which you can't abide, and that may


> require you to listen to them.





Here's how I identify "them."





I will not listen to anyone who is not on record opposing Clinton's war against Serbia, or 


who didn't complain when he started bombing Iraq in an abortive effort to get out of 


impeachment. As far as I'm concerned, everyone else is simply anti-Republican-war or 


anti-American.





Of course, the war is wrong, but it is the natural consequence of a wrong-headed altruistic 


foreign policy. Free trade with all; military alignment with nobody.





Allen





Date: Fri, 7 Mar 2003 09:01:56 -0500





I enjoyed insane liberal pollster Pat Caddell's ranting on Hardball last 


night. However, I don't understand why he kept referring to White 


House hawks as "Jacobins." I can only guess that he was trying to tar 


them with the "worst abuses of the French Revolution," but that doesn't 


seem very relevant. "Jacobites" may make a little more sense.





Please advise.





Allen Thornton





Thomas Friedman:





> Fact: The invasion of Iraq today is not vital to American


> security. Saddam Hussein has neither the intention nor the capability to


> threaten America, and is easily deterrable if he did.





Of course this true, but I'm beginning to see the relevance of Iraq to the War on 


Terrorism. If the US is to fight fundamentalist Muslim terrorists, it has to establish 


credibility and a greater military presence in the area. I don't think Saddam would give 


terrorists any weapon that they could use against him, but that's not the point. How is the 


US suppose to get states like Iran, Syria, etc. to give up terror-sponsering when Saddam 


is thumbing his nose at the US? Is the US suppose to invade Iran? It all makes a kind of 


sense. The problem is that once you abandon isolationism things become very complex. 


For a number reasons, I can see how Bush might regard post-war Iraq as a briar patch 


rather than a tar baby.





Allen





Date: Tue, 18 Mar 2003 19:29:19 -0500





If I believe the reports of the power of the America military (and I do), it would appear 


that Saddam's only strategy now is to inflict maximum death and destruction on his own 


people. His generals may not mind killing and maiming a bunch of Kurds or Shiites, but 


Saddam will certainly not make his stand among those people. That means that his military 


leaders will be asked to act in a way that will create suffering among their friends for the 


sake of Saddam. Even if Saddam were beloved, you'd think that his military leaders would 


see the logic of sacrificing him.





I am a bit put off by the administration's unwillingness to offer Saddam and Co. immunity 


from prosecution as criminals. All their lives and freedom are not worth a sprained ankle, 


let alone the lives of thousands. Pinochet was a terrible precedent. Let all these criminals 


live and prosper with Idi Amin. Who can say what justice is? Just find a way to get them 


to step down.





Allen





Date: Wed, 19 Mar 2003 19:15:10 -0500





I hope it works out some other way; but I'm afraid that we are about to see the ultimate 


logic of the state. Thousands, maybe tens of thousands, of people will probably die and 


more will be injured, all for the sake of a man that most of them detest.





Everyone is capable of violence, but the people that we call civilized have assigned their 


right to use violence to the government. This government, which is nothing but other 


people, feels itself protected from the consequences of using violence. And why not? The 


murder of sovereigns is a rarity in this world.





Dewey has remarked on my tragic comic view of life. I'm not sure what he means. Maybe 


I'm so bad at conveying my meaning that when I try to be tragic it ends up comic. Here's 


a chapter from Laws of the Jungle. When I wrote it, I had Jonesville in mind. I was 


horrified, but I didn't convey that sense to Susan, who regards it as funny. I guess my 


writing is a lot like Rousseau's painting, only without the talent. He once remarked that 


some of his jungle paintings frightened him.





10 





To understand ungovernability, imagine a cult with a dictatorial leader. He takes his 


followers' money, tells them how to behave and frequently uses corporal punishment to 


keep them in line. The cult leader has his own set of laws and his own police force. Such 


an organization resembles a theoretically good government deriving its "just power from 


the consent of governed."





Let's say that you, as a cult member, became disillusioned with the leader but were 


intimidated by the reprisals his guards might take against you. You could band together 


with others of the same opinion, kill the leader, and overpower his guards. Then you could 


reform the cult and make yourself the new leader. This course of action is analogous to a 


revolution. 





But maybe you have a revelation of the cult as outsiders see it: a band of fools who believe 


ridiculous doctrines and are led by a maniac. You'd walk away in disgust. You'd still fear 


the guards, the cult's police force, but your attitude would have changed. What you had 


seen as legitimate force would now appear as criminal activity, and you would not be 


inhibited from striking back however you could. From the cult's point of view, you would 


have become an anarchist. 





Now imagine that everyone in the cult shared your vision. All the members, even the 


guards simply go home and try to forget the whole stupid organization, leaving the leader 


to drum up a new set of idiots to follow him. 





That's what anarchy means: going home and minding your own business.  





Date: Fri, 21 Mar 2003 19:28:01 -0500





The Bush administration made the very intelligent decision to "embed" reporters into 


military units. The reporters will obviously become enmeshed with their companions and 


identify with them. Many of them have picked up the vocubulary. On top of that, we have 


dissonance: "Here I am sweating and suffering in this dessert; obviously I am doing 


something important."





This is propaganda on the level of Hollywood's "Casablanca." It's pretty clear that our 


personal problems aren't worth "a hill of beans" compared to world events.





Allen





Date: Sat, 22 Mar 2003 09:03:30 -0500





This is the subtlest war. While the Americans are doing everything they can to keep the 


country intact and kill as few people as possible, the possibly living Saddam's greatest 


threat is to destroy as much of his own country and kill as many of his own people as 


possible. What sense can we make of it? The only explanation is that the Iraq regime and 


the Americans are acting as though the Americans have already won.





After Cyrus defeated Croesus (according to Herodotus), he had a conversation with him. 


Looking down on his conquered city, Croesus asked Cyrus, "What is it that those men are 


so intent on doing?"


"They are plundering your city and carrying off your treasures," Cyrus told him.


"Not my city or my treasures," Croessus answered. "Nothing there any longer belongs to 


me. It is you they are robbing."





Allen





Date: Sun, 23 Mar 2003 09:24:39 -0500





For about 20 years now, I've used Radio Baghdad as the acme of authoritative sources. It 


seems that time moves on and that we now have TV Baghdad. Pictures from Abu Doubai 


TV and Al Jazeera this morning showed a slow manhunt for a non-existent downed 


American pilot. It started out with police or soldiers firing automatic weapons into the 


water, seemingly at random. When Susan asked why they were shooting at the water, I 


explained to her that water doesn't shoot back. By the way, I would advice Saddam (may 


Allah either praise his name or have mercy on his soul) to shoot his scuds at Syria or Iran, 


who would be taken by surprise. Getting back to the manhunt: How many Iraqis does it 


take to find an American pilot? Judging from the Al Jazeera, I would guess more than 


1000. At this point, the Iraqi officials are surrounding a reedy riverbank less than 100 


yards long and 10 yards deep. Once they set some of the reeds on fire. Mostly we see 


police or soldiers standing in one place for 5 or 10 minutes, poking at the reeds with a 


stick. This display is calculated to show an Iraqi success. Watching this show, I had my 


doubts about the war myself. Is it morally right to fight a war against the retarded?





In the US and throughout the world, we have massive protests. The aim of these protests 


is to stop the war and to protect the genocidal fascist government somewhat in power 


there now. Pundits on TV frequently refer to these protesters as "stupid" and 


"uninformed." The critics of the war often call its proponent "simplistic" or similar terms. 


I'm supposed to believe that these protesters are "subtle" and "intelligent." It is pretty clear 


that they are no more than 3-year-olds shouting "Look at me." This war is simply the 


logical conclusion of a foreign policy  that I disagree with. But in the context of that foreign 


policy, I believe it to be right. Osama bin Laden explained it best when he said that 


everyone wants to walk with the strong horse rather than the weak one. America was the 


weak horse to him and for very good reason: America has shown restraint. America has 


begged other nations (e.g. Angola) for permission to defend itself. When the US shows 


itself to be the strong horse, a lot more people will want to walk along with it.





Allen





First a Saddam update. In an effort to prove that he's still breathing, Saddam awarded 


two medals to the Iraqi suicide bomber who killed 4 Americans. This is so transparent. 


Why two posthumus medals? Obviously he intended one of them for himself, thereby 


providing further evidence for his death. In another move, the British claim he fired his 


cousin for shooting up surface-to-air missiles that land on Baghdad. Since the deaths of 


Iraqi civilians is the best publicity that he's had in a long time, it would appear that 


someone else fired Saddam's cousin, someone who doesn't want Iraqi citizens killed. We 


all know Saddam's cousin, Chemical Ali. Susan assures me that this is his other cousin, 


Boomerang Ali and that his defense will be "What goes up must come down; I'm not 


Newton, you know."





On the radio today, I heard John Denver's "Sunshine." While rushing to the find a rap 


station to get that horrible sound out of my ears, I considered whether I hated it more than 


"Hey, Jude." I think I would have run into that Great White concert rather than listen to 


"Hey Jude." This put a question in my mind: What are the 10 worst popular songs of the 


last 50 years?





Allen








Date: Wed, 2 Apr 2003 19:13:15 -0500





It seems that during this pause in the war America has substantially defeated the 


Republican Guard.





War's over. Now all that's left are the war crimes. 





I'm not sure where the 10,000 suicide bombers are. At this rate the last one will suicide 


bomb in 2084.





Allen





Date: Fri, 11 Apr 2003 19:31:45 -0400





It is beginning to appear that Syria is much more involved with Iraq than we were told 


before. The WMD may have been moved there, along with high Saddamist officials.





If this is the case, the logic of the "war on terror" dictates that the US immediately and 


aggressively takes on Syria. The US should use military action if there is not an immediate 


dismantling of terrorist groups and a full accounting of WMD.





We now know how Patton fumed on the banks of the Rhine and how MacArthur went 


apoplectic. The result of the US's not confronting the Soviets was 45 years of Cold War.





This Cold War was very useful to the state. Are we going to be treated to 50 years of the 


"War on Terror?" How fortunate for those who want totalitarian control in the US.





From "Laws of the Jungle":





But it's your own fault. If you are asked to name good presidents, you're sure to include 


Lincoln and Roosevelt. The first presided over more American suffering than any two 


other presidents and the second ruled over a depression and a world war. If asked to 


name bad presidents, you would probably choose men like Grant, Harding and 


Eisenhower, presidents who held office over peaceful and prosperous times in our 


country. The message is clear: Good leaders fight wars. If the president can't find some 


foreigners to attack, he'll declare war on poverty or drugs or witchcraft or rock and roll or 


anything else that a majority of the voters can be persuaded to oppose.





Allen





Date: Wed, 16 Apr 2003 19:23:55 -0400


Rope-a-Dope, Briar Patch, or Tar Baby?


This was the question Susan asked me in regard to Clinton's speech castigating Bush's 


foreign policy. I had to disappoint her because I don't think it fits into any of those 


categories. I think it was a gambit, i.e., an apparent sacrifice that gains something that is 


not apparent to your opponent. In this case, Clinton encourages the leading Democrats to 


take the suicidal anti-war position while Hilary remains quiet on the subject. After they 


have all disqualified themselves as leaders of the free world, Hilary steps up and says, "I 


never took an anti-war position. I understand these things."





Congratulations to Jim Bron.





More is coming out about the museum in Baghdad, but there never seems to be enough 


information on these things. I wonder what intelligence led the US to believe that Saddam 


was alive. I wonder what really happened at the museum. Apparently the records were 


destroyed. I see pictures of soldiers speaking to the head of the place as though he were 


an American librarian. Even Fox treats his words as though he were not a member of the 


regime. We may know about Saddam's fate eventually, but I doubt that we will ever know 


what happened to the material at the museum. Maybe some future Peter Lorre and 


Sydney Greenstreet will track it down for us.





Allen





Date: Sun, 20 Apr 2003 08:42:36 -0400





My Parents Looted the Museum of Antiquities in Baghdad and All They Got Me Was 


This Stupid Swivel Chair





Happy Easter. We've had good  news this week from Jim Bron and Rob Dieter. Christ 


has arisen and I'm a grown-up so no one can make go to church. I think I'll dig in the dirt 


this morning. I came up with the perfect gift for the Bron family: The Chipmunks' Gospel 


Album (When you hear Alvin singing "Amazing Grace," it will change your life). 


Unfortunately Napster closed down, so I would have had to spend actual money to get 


the record. Since we can't have that, I have decided to give something more personal and 


more valuable: my advice and ideas to the world.





When car jacking was more popular, I thought I should make a public service 


announcement instructing criminally-minded youth how to hot wire a car. With this 


information, the delinquents could have avoided long prison sentences and a heavy karmic 


load. I don't know if there's enough car jacking these days to justify the expense so I came 


up with another way to be helpful. I watched about 15 minutes of a show called "Blind 


Date," and I realized that today's young people are going through a living hell just to get 


some sex. I propose to make a 1-minute commercial instructing people how to 


masterbate; it could be shown every third antidrug announcement. I think it would prevent 


more suffering than the antidrug messages do.





Inventors out there, get working on a beer patch. Here's another one for inventors. Susan 


and I were discussing our retirement plans. These amount to a lottery ticket and prayers 


for deaths of wealthier relatives. They send out those Social Security estimated payoff 


statements now, and I figured that we could pay our fixed costs and eat all the dog food 


we wanted. This put me in mind of a much needed product: Elder Chow. Someone get 


busy, and make mine Ranch.





Allen  





On 24 Apr 2003, at 13:53, Randy_Elkins wrote:





> "Irreplaceable" is in the eye of the beholder.  Let's not get gushily


> sentimental over stuff that may well have been viewed as junk by its


> contemporaries 4000 years ago.





Hey, for all we know, ripping down the Sadam statues may be the cultural equivalent of 


destroying those Buddhas (I know you gave me a way to remember the spelling, John D-


B, but I forgot it. I hope this is right) in Afghanistan. Poetry fans may recall "Ozimandias" 


on this issue.





Allen





On 26 Apr 2003, at 10:33, Richard Kalin wrote:





> In my opinion, allowing the Baghdad museum to be looted, when we could


> have easily prevented it, was a crime against history, akin to the


> Caesar's burning of the library at Alexandria.





OK, you've got me interested; I'll read something about the Summerians. However, the 


idea that "allowing" something to happen is equivalent to doing something strikes me as 


odd. Did the troops there understand what was happening? Could they have prevented it? 


I'm not so sure. America "allowed" the greatest per capita slaughter by ignoring 


Cambodia. Is America to blame for every bad thing that happens in the world? Your 


remarks seem to lean in that direction.





Allen





On 2 May 2003, at 8:14, Nat Semple wrote:





> I would conjecture


> that gay twins raised separately would be 100% gay. 





I would guess that this has been researched. Maybe we can dig it up on the internet. I'm 


inclined to believe otherwise. I just reread your sentence and it's either humor or stated in 


shorthand. Let me restate: If there is an identical twin, raised separately from his sibling, 


and that twin is gay, then his sibling is also be gay. That's the statement I'm inclined to 


disagree with. However, the percentage of non-gay siblings should be fairly substantial. If, 


say, 85% of siblings are gay, we might attribute the other 15% to social pressure and false 


reporting. In other words, if the statement is true for more than 90% of identical twins 


raised apart, I have to accept an almost purely genetic cause for homosexuality.





If there are no available statistics, I think we have to conclude that the statistics would 


show otherwise and have been surpressed. Political correctness (at this time) dictates that 


one is born gay.





Allen





Date: Mon, 5 May 2003 09:05:53 -0400





William Bennett, author of The Book of Virtues, admits to heavy gambling, hundreds of 


thousands a night on slots and video poker. Those who know say he lost 8 million over 


the last few years; he says he probably broke about even and doesn't consider gambling a 


vice. If you believe him, put a million in a slot machine and see how much comes out. My 


understanding is that $850,000 or so will come out. That makes the claim of an 8 million 


dollar loss sound about right and suggests that Bennett is in denial. The mere fact that he 


wrote The Book of Virtues is enough to make him unbearable.





Original estimates claimed that 180,000 items were taken from the Baghdad Museum. 


Last week Americans conducted an inventory with someone on the museum staff (the 


director?). They found that 29 items had been taken, of which 3 were returned. I had the 


feeling that some (John D-B, take notice) that I was overly suspicious of news reporting 


on the subject. I think it's fairly clear, now, that we have no idea of what really happened 


at the museum.





Still no WMD. What are we to make of that? Is Bush creating a tar baby for his 


opponents to swing at? I did hear that the US is not making any deals with the high-


ranking Iraqis in custody because (they claim) they can't offer them anything until 


jurisdictional matters are ironed out. This may be true, but still no WMD. Weird.





Allen





Date: Thu, 8 May 2003 09:51:30 -0400





I few days ago I was hunting around for statistics on twins and homosexuality and I came upon a 


site that presented a number of statistics about homosexuality that I thought were carefully selected 


from studies that were designed to show negative things about homosexuality. This morning I 


thought I'd hunt around for some good statistics.





I really couldn't find anything more. That fact is telling in itself. I did find the source of the 


unbelievably bad figures on homosexual life expectancy. Here's a portion of some guy's argument. 


It contains a citation:





"In Omega, "The Journal of Death and Dying," Volume 29, No. 3, three investigators report on 


their survey of the average life span of homosexuals. "The Longevity of Homosexuals: Before and 


After the AIDS Epidemic" is the source of the data and analysis that are included in this article. . .





Group Average Life Expectancy Percent who die at 65 or older 





MEN: 





(heterosexuals, married) 75 (life expectancy) 80% die at 65 or older





(heterosexuals, unmarried) 57 (life expectancy) 32% die at 65 or older





(homosexuals) 41 (life expectancy) Less than 1% die at 65 or older





WOMEN: 





(heterosexuals, married) 79 (life expectancy) 85% die at 65 or older





(heterosexuals, unmarried) 71 (life expectancy) 60% die at 65 or older





(homosexuals) 47 (life expectancy) Less than 8% die at 65 or older"





I hope this comes out in the e-mail. I notice I sometimes lose the hard return character. Let's say 


that these statitistic are somewhere close to the truth. Think of all those public health messages on 


drugs, seat belts, smoking, etc. etc. Think of how we are constantly encouraged to regard 


homosexuality.





President Clinton's first U.S. surgeon general stated, "Homosexuality is simply a different lifestyle." 


On another occasion she characterized homosexual sex as "normal" and "healthy."





American-style totalitarianism is funny.





Allen


Date: Thu, 8 May 2003 19:18:19 -0400





On 8 May 2003, at 14:17, Nat Semple wrote:





> I can safely


> say there is no accurate or reliable study on this subject





I'm inclined to agree, but also think the same can be said about a number of facts that are 


"self-evidently true."





Allen





On 9 May 2003, at 16:54, Randall Roden wrote:





Thanks for the compliment. I break myself up, but I'm afraid that my remark required two 


pieces of knowledge and so fell into Dennis Miller territory. I watched him on Monday 


Night Football once and the only joke I got involved the Plantagenetts. The others were 


over my head. Here's something you can work on yourself. Assad (sp?), son of former 


dictator and current dictator of Syria, used to be an ophthalmologist in England. There has 


to be something funny in that. So far, all I can come up with is the idea of an eye chart in 


Arabic, but I don't know how to work it in.





Temporary congratulations to Randy Elkins. Hey, you have a job; you send my daughter 


money.





Allen


n 8 Jul 2003 at 6:42, David T Mason wrote:





>  But this wasn't the slaves' 


> fault, it was in the nature of the institution of slavery and its economics.  In the 


> end, I think slavery victimized most of the free people in the South as well as the 


> slaves themselves.





I couldn't agree more. The message to rulers is clear. Actual slavery 


is inefficient: Better to take 15% of everyone's money than all of 


15% of the people's money. Then we have the Laffer curve, which 


shows that the government starts losing money if it raises taxes too 


high. There is an "optimal" tax rate, i.e., a rate that will produce the 


greatest amount of revenue to the ruler. I have two points to make 


on the Laffer curve.





1. When we use the word "optimal" we are looking at the matter 


from the government's point of view, not the taxpayer's.





2. Speaking of the "optimal" rate for the government does not take 


into account the long term effects of low taxation. Assume that the 


"optimal" rate for this year in income tax is 23%. It could be that 


the government will actually optimize its take over 20 years if it 


reduces taxes to 10% because the low taxation will lead to a much 


stronger economy. This is debatable, of course, but I think one 


might consider the effects over different periods of time: 5 years, 


10 years, 100 years. How do you get the most golden eggs out of 


the goose?





Allen





Date: Sun, 13 Jul 2003 09:27:47 -0400





This is a very good example of  the Scrooge McDuck school of 


libertaianism. My main disagreement is his apparent belief that 


making money (without the use of violence) is the purpose of life. 


In order to make money honestly, you must do something that 


another person wants you to do. 





A friend of mine once said, "I don't even want to do something I 


"like" for 8 hours a day." If someone wants to wake at 6AM, work 


hard all day, and come home at 9PM, God bless him. We need 


more like him. I'm don't worship the god Government and I'm not 


going to worship the god Work. 





Allen





My text for today comes from Tony Bryant concerning the "mens 


rea."





"A criminal act is one that has two components - the actus reus or 


the


actual physical act constituting the offence and the mens rea or the 


guilty


mind. A criminal act without a criminal mind is not criminal. The 


killings


in Iraq are not criminal because the soldiers do not have a criminal 


mind.


The executioner does not commit murder when he pulls the switch 


because he


does not have a criminal mind."





I stopped reading after the warning about gruesome details and so 


I'm not sure whether the woman mistreated her daughter during the 


child's life. The eating of the child's corpse seems to horrify a lot 


of people, but I'm a lot more distressed by what may have 


happened during the child's life. Dining on the remains seems 


irrelevant to me except that it shows insanity or an attempt to 


suggest insanity. 





Assuming that the woman is truly crazy and unable to understand 


that her act was wrong, punishment is useless. However, as Dennis 


Miller commented, "Sometimes, you just need to cull the herd." 


When I was a kid, we had a weasel in our henhouse once and I'm 


sure it was as innocent as a newborn baby. No one was particularly 


interested in its mental state. Someone shot it. Pleas of insanity 


seem a little odd to me. I see nothing wrong with tax evasion. In 


other words, I can't tell right from wrong. Would I be innocent if I 


cheated on my taxes? There's another question: If a murderer can't 


tell right from wrong, is he entitled to the same treatment as a 


human being or does he fall into the weasel category? Personally, 


though, I'd be inclined to be merciful toward Tony's client if she 


treated the child well during its life.





What interests me is the "mens rea." Where the state rules without 


the active consent of the population, the individual has the mind of 


the subject. In democracies, though, he becomes a citizen and has 


the mind of the ruler. The state is the organization that excercises a 


monopoly on the rightful use of force. The trick of democracy is 


encouraging the people to identify with the state. 





But what is the inducement for the people? 





First, violence and theft exist. They have to be dealt with. No 


Utopia will ever end them. The resort to violence is distasteful and 


dangerous. Most people would rather other people took care of this 


problem. There is nothing inherently wrong about hiring someone 


to provide protection, revenge, whatnot, or finding some other 


arrangement. From the anarchist's view, though, there is something 


wrong with creating an organization that has a monopoly on the use 


of violence. The first governments were probably created with the 


excess wealth that agricultural revolution generated. Since then, 


people have tried to correct the inevitable problems with such a 


setup.





The American solution was federalism and "a well-regulated 


militia," that is to say, a small central government and dependence 


on citizen enforcement of law. Even though American citizens 


historically ceded their power to use violence to state controlled 


agencies, they retained the minds of the rulers. Here is the origin of 


19th century utopianism. Consider the 19th century intellectual. He 


has freed himself from having to confront or commit violence; his 


surrogates in the state do that. He feels himself innocent and safe. 


On the other hand, he has the mind of the ruler. If you have the 


power to commit violence innocently, you can institute all sorts of 


wonderful reforms. You can create Utopia. Prohibition springs to 


mind as the most striking example. Those who would never break 


into your house and threaten you with guns for drinking felt secure 


and righteous in voting the state to do it for them. The state turns 


the use of violence into a civic virtue.





In the science fiction movie "Forbidden Planet," the punchline is 


that the Krell (the original inhabitants of a deserted planet) created 


a machine that could translate their thoughts into reality. But they 


forgot the id. [Good line from the old "Lost in Space." A monster 


tells little Billy Mumy, "I'm your id." "What?" he asks. "Id, id, id," 


the monster screams. Billy calmly replies, "You can't scare me 


with your big words."] It turns out that the Krell harbored 


unconscious resentments, envies, etc. and all murdered each other 


the night their machine went on line.





The mind of the citizen is an innocent mind. That's what makes 


him so dangerous. The same may be said of certain religious 


zealots.





What is anarchy? Anarchy is society composed of anarchists just as 


democracy is made up of democrats and monarchy is made up of 


monarchists. What is an anarchist? An anarchist is one who does 


not believe in the state. That is to say, the anarchist does not have 


the mind of the citizen and so must find some justification for the 


use of violence other than civic virtue.





Allen





Date: Sun, 27 Jul 2003 08:59:40 -0400





The problem with this TV show is that it's on Bravo and some 


cable companies don't carry it. If you get Bravo, it was on at 6 and 


7 last Saturday.





Take one part "The Magnificent Seven," two parts  "The 


Birdcage," make it into a reality makeover show, and you have 


"Queer Eye for the Straight Guy." This one hour program starts 


with a heterosexual who has a problem. The shows I watched 


involved a man who wanted to give his wife a birthday party and 


another man who wanted his girlfriend to move into his apartment. 


In the first case, the husband had forgotten his wife's birthday for 


the past few years and had no idea about what she would like. The 


suitor's apartment was a complete mess, with aging food strewn all 


over the place, under the bed, in the closets, wherever.





What are these clueless heterosexuals to do? Call the "Fab Five," 


five homosexuals, for a life makeover: decorating, grooming, attire, 


cooking, and culture. The cameras follow the makeover team 


members as they waspishly assess the situation. "Did they get these 


curtains as a prize in a cereal box?" After the makeover is complete 


and their work is done, the team retires to watch the results on their 


own TV as they sip cocktails. When the suitor picks up his 


girlfriend, who is wearing a miniskirt with kneehigh black leather 


boots, the Fab Five hoot. One comments cattily, "There's a hooker 


in Trenton looking for her boots." 





Those familiar with "Mystery Science Theater 3000" remember the 


postmodern device of having the heroes commenting on the action 


on the screen. "Queer eye for the Straight Guy" is fun. Take a look 


sometime if you get Bravo.





Allen





Date: Wed, 30 Jul 2003 19:08:35 -0400





This war is driving me crazy. Susan keeps demanding a rocket 


propelled grenade launcher and we just don't have the money. She 


tells me, "Every asshole in Iraq has one. Why can't I have one? I 


really need it." I can understand the way she feels with our families 


and neighbors, but what can I do?





I'm still willing to bet that Sadam was killed on the first day of the 


war, but I need pretty good odds now. It's interesting how everyone 


was worrying about Iraqi skepicism over the deaths of little Uday 


and Qusay, and now we have "Saddam" mourning their deaths on a 


tape. I heard one pundit say that he was skeptical about Iraqi 


skepticism; I agree. I can't help but wonder whether the tape came 


from the CIA. If it didn't, I figure that the resistance there feels that 


it is more important that Saddam be perceived as being alive than 


that doubt be spread over the little princelings. I was shocked that 


they fought back.





That's it for now. Anyone know where I can get a rocket propelled 


grenade launcher cheap?





Allen





Date: Tue, 05 Aug 2003 19:15:05 -0400





Al Jazeeri (sp?) has sent a taped message from Al Qaeda, warning 


of  retribution if the the prisoners in Cuba are harmed or tried. This 


tactic is reminiscent of something that happened a long time ago. 


Susan wrapped up something to send (a TV?) and the the man at 


UPS or wherever commented, "With the way this is wrapped, I 


can't guarantee that it won't be broken." To which, Susan, in her 


innocence, replied, "If it were wrapped better, would you guarantee 


that it wouldn't be broken?"





Taped messages from dead people are obviously an art form in the 


Middle East. Here's a quick analogy quiz: 





Al Jazeeri:Bin Laden::Snoop Doggy Dog:???





OK. A serious question: I have always asserted (with the certainty 


that comes from ignorance) that Lake Erie was warmed more by 


sunshine than by ambient air. We have had a cool and bright 


summer here and the lake is relatively cool. Given a big body of 


water whose temperature changes with the seasons, what provides 


more warmth, a high amount of sunshine or high ambient 


temperatures?





Allen





Date: Fri, 08 Aug 2003 08:36:17 -0400





Why would anyone want to be governor of California?





I propose a new field of study: "Post-Socialist Governance."





My general impression is that socialistic governments lead first to 


stagnation and then to decline. What can you do to turn this around 


when the population is accustomed to a strong central government? 


You could say that China is showing some growth, but that may be 


the exception that tests the rule. It be could that China was so 


economically repressive that merely moderating socialism was 


enough spur to growth. Also, the limited area of partial freedom 


may attract the most ambitious. Still, it might be a plan for others to 


follow later.





I also wonder if the US itself is now doomed to a kind of European 


stagnation. Interest rates are at historic lows; everyone wants 


growth; productivity is probably still increasing. However, the US 


may be stuck. Some of the big problems are OSHA, EPA, 


corporate taxes, protection of favored minorities in the economy, 


and a government that dictates what many larger industry produce. 


Lately we've seen a new problem: a runaway judiciary. I'm thinking 


of producing a "Judges Go Wild Video." The tobacco industry, gun 


manufacturers, Microsoft, and now the fast food industry have all 


been targeted by lawsuits (not the legislature.) I'm sure there are 


others, but I wonder how many hundreds of billions of dollars these 


business earn.





All this protection has protected the people from getting rich.





Meanwhile, the US is making sure that Iraq retains its socialist 


economy. I sort of liked the Russian idea of issuing stock to 


everyone for government owned industries but I don't know all the 


details of why that failed. It might work for the Iraqi oil industry. 


There are 25 million Iraqis and they must have at least 25 billion 


dollars worth of oil fields. Instead of keeping that resource in the 


hands of the state, why not give all citizens a thousand (or more) $1 


certificates of ownership in the fields and let the market sort it out? 





A similar plan didn't seem to work in Russia, but I don't know the 


details. I suppose that Post-Socialism Studies won't be on the 


curriculum until the 22nd century.





Allen





On 8 Aug 2003 at 8:03, Harris, Ned wrote:





> Al- Consider the problems that Germany has had getting the former East


> Germans back into the fold. 





When I see something in history like the partition of Germany, I 


almost wish I were a scholar. It's like a controlled experiment in 


government. You could write an encyclopedia on the subject. 


Communism vs. mixed economy? Post-communism? Did the 


Marshal Plan save Europe or was it market policies? I'm surprised 


that some economist hasn't written a series of books on the subject.





Allen





On 11 Aug 2003 at 16:51, MCCULLOUGH, JOHN A wrote:





> Rob' comment from Alexander Tyler fits with this a bit. Tone, humor 


> and content of thought are reminiscent of Allen Thornton.





I think the answer to the criticism comes from George 


Washington(?) and Alan Keyes. They assert that the people must 


be moral and have some understanding for democracy to work. 


That's how the religious right links morality and politics. 





I think that the experiment failed, but failed slowly enough to 


produce a fabulous (relative) success.





Allen





Date: Tue, 12 Aug 2003 19:03:33 -0400





As I was copyediting a book on forensics today I came across the 


entry "cremains." It turns out that cremains are the remains after 


cremation. I thought this was interesting and yelled it into the 


next room for Susan to appreciate. She heard the word as 


"premains," and, on the analogy with prequels, asked if that what 


our bodies are now.





Don't thank me. I just want to give everyone a power vocabulary.





Allen





Date: Fri, 15 Aug 2003 08:17:02 -0400





We live in Vermilion, 40 miles west of Cleveland and on the lake. 


Hence, our power went out and we took our turn at being the 


subject of schadenfreude. It was pretty bad. We couldn't 


microwave our sub sandwiches for dinner. We had to listen to 


local radio. It was stuffy. The ice cream had gotten a little soft. 


We didn't have any of those hand held wicker (?) fans from our 


youth. But we were pretty goddamn intrepid. We went for a drive 


after dinner and picked up a couple of quarts of home grown 


tomatoes. Lots of people around here leave boxes of vegetables 


out in front of their homes with a can to put the money in. We 


had many a merry laugh every time we turned on a switch and 


nothing happened. Susan believes that repetition is the soul of 


wit. She was very amused by the announcements on the radio 


that people should not call the fire department or police to report 


that their lights were out, and so she kept suggesting in different 


ways that we should inform these authorities of our plight. I was 


thinking about sleeping on the porch but I feared West Nile virus. 


Then, miraculously, the power came on at 9:30 and the  


schadenfreude was on the other foot. Propelled into the 20th 


century, we gloated over the scenes of the primitive existence on 


TV. 





Allen





On 25 Aug 2003 at 15:05, WARREN EVERETT wrote:





> Quagmire looms as the next word


> in the lexicon come reelection time.  400


> years we fought the Indians and someone will


> expect to call Iraq a failure if it isn't


> turned over in two years.





In the context of having a government, I'm an isolationist. But 


no reputable politician has suggested that course. I'm beginning 


to think that terror really is worldwide problem. To me, that 


means that we ought to get out of the way and let the world 


react, just as we should have gotten out of the way and let the 


world react to National and international socialism.





However, that's no fun. I need to choose sides (Yankees vs. Red 


Sox, Michigan vs. Ohio State): I do pay taxes; I ought to be 


able to bitch. 





What if TV reported every soldier and every policeman killed in 


the US. What if it reported all the murders and robberies in NY 


City? It would become clear that the US government does not 


control the US. What do people expect it to do it Iraq? The US 


now controls Iraq better than can be expected. If someone said 


that the Iraqi army would be defeated in a month and that we 


would suffer only a hundred or so deaths in the process and an 


additional two hundred deaths in pacifying the country 


afterward, the pundits would have said that he was being 


insanely optimistic.





Allen





Date: Sun, 31 Aug 2003 09:19:26 -0400





Why do Muslims make an artform of mourning? From the 


comfort of my couch, I've been watching hundreds of Shiites 


performing strange acts in sorrow over the death of that 


Mullah in Najaf. Sometimes, the bereft were clapping and 


swaying. It looked like rhythm grieving. 





On the up side, the Shiites are already adopting American 


customs. Thousands of them took to the street to demand 


that America give them better security. That's the American 


way: hold a protest and demand that Washington do it. Next 


thing they'll be eating hot dogs. Looking at the crowd of 


demonstrators, I allowed a very unAmerican thought to seep 


into my head. It was an obtrusive thought, maybe 


treasonous. If these people put as many man hours into 


providing their own security as they did on this one 


protest, they wouldn't need America. These thoughts trouble 


me. Maybe I should seek professional help. Every time I see 


a dozen Palestinians sitting around a table, drinking 


bottled water, discussing politics I think, "Your country 


can't afford you. If you and your friends all got goddamn 


jobs, you'd be living in a rich society."





Youth wants to know category:





1. I am a native English speaker, but I have no idea of the 


precise meaning of a person's laying his finger beside his 


nose and giving you a shrewd look. Is there a precise 


synonym for that?





2. Why do all Italians have different surnames? They seem 


to have more surnames than people. Nine times out of ten 


when you hear someone's name (English, Spanish, German, 


Chinese, etc.), you've heard it before. The Koreans are 


never going to surprise you; who knows, maybe they're 


inbred. Half the time you hear an Italian name, you've 


never heard it before. Or so it seems to me.





May Allah grant you peace.





Allen





Date: Wed, 10 Sep 2003 09:19:40 -0400





Why do we keep hearing about "rebuilding" and 


"reconstructing" Iraq? When you take out the palaces of 


dead Baathists and other Baathist shrines, the US probably 


did about $43 worth of damage to the country. They should 


say the "building" or "constructing" of Iraq. Apparently, 


the US wants to install a European style democratic 


socialist government there, and you have to have money 


before you can redistribute it.





To this end, the US is turning to the UN and our friends, 


the French. I can't say that I approve of seeking the help 


of people who desperately want you to fail, but maybe I'm 


not subtle enough. I don't have that Old World 


understanding that you acquire by being born in a country 


that has screwed over its citizens for a millenium. Susan, 


though, does have a plan.





Remember all those deaths in the European heat wave? The 


French keep reporting huge numbers of deaths (mostly old 


people). I suspect that they have inflated these numbers in 


order to get US federal $$$. Don't ask me how. I just know 


that any time I hear about some tragedy, federal $$$ are 


supposed to follow. The recent figure is 15,000 deaths, 


equivalent to 90,000 deaths US per capita.





Susan's plan is as follows, and I like it. France gives us 


full cooperation in our "reconstruction" of Iraq. In return 


we send them 15,000 golden agers to make up for their 


losses. Hey, we're a rich country; we could spare 30,000 of 


them. I have a few candidates.





Allen





Date: Thu, 11 Sep 2003 09:53:04 -0400





I was glad to hear that Clinton is going to campaign for 


Gray Davis [Even his name is dull; his main claim to 


charisma is making out with Cybill Shepherd when she was 


jail bait. I'm fairly certain that a number of other 


gubernatorial (Susan had to spell that for me: I never 


realized that it was spelled like goobernatorial") 


candidates could make the same claim, maybe even more lurid 


ones. Cybill seems to think that an episode that came close 


to child molestation is a good qualification for governor. 


Maybe it is in California. (Country Western song I will 


write some day. "The judge called it stalking, but I call 


it love"]. Davis is destined to lose the fight and hand 


Clinton another embarrassment. A large percentage (majority 


or more?) of Democrats who vote are going to vote for 


Bustamante, and voting for Bustamante means voting yes on 


the recall. I expect Davis to be crushed at the polls.





Maybe Clinton is going to have a talk with certain judges 


to pressure them to call off the election on the grounds 


that Latinos and Blacks are too stupid to use punch cards.  


Personally, I believe that neither Latinos nor Blacks are 


that stupid, but the judges know best. Also, I suspect that 


many among the aforementioned minorities would celebrate 


this canard with glee.





Arnold's problem is to win the election without appearing 


to be so popular now that the court will throw it out. 


McClintock is very useful for this purpose, and I wonder if 


they are in collusion.





The winners in this are Bustamante and the Republicans. 


Bustamante will either win the race or be in a position to 


win it next time around after Arnold fails to solve 


California's problems. And he will fail because every one 


else in California politics wants him to fail.





The Republicans have an opportunity to make inroads into 


the Latino vote. [I understand that "Hispanic" is out 


because it suggests Spanish origin and the Spanish are the 


colonialists. I'm not clear why they want to suggest Latin 


origin. Well, as they say in Guatalajara, de gustibus no 


est disputandum.] Clinton, Feinstein, Davis, and McAuliffe 


take the position that Democrats should vote no on recall 


and not vote on an alternative. In other words, "Latinos 


need not apply."  If I were a Republican, I would see this 


as an opportunity. 





Maybe someone can clear up something for me. Latinos and 


most other immigrants tend to vote more to the left than 


native born people. I think even a lot of Cubans favor 


leftist positions but vote Republican because of their 


hatred for Castro. Look at the Mexican-Americans. They left 


their own country and language to come to America. I assume 


that there was a reason for this. The only obvious 


difference between San Diego and Tijuana is government. If 


the US extented a few miles south, Tijuana would be a 


suburb of San Diego. Why, then, do Mexican-Americans favor 


a government in California more similar to Mexico's? Some 


even want it returned to Mexican control. If that happened, 


they'd be crossing the border into Oregon. It makes no 


sense to me; but, as I said yesterday, I lack subtlety.





Allen





On 11 Sep 2003 at 14:00, Cathcart, Mike wrote:





> I had visions


> of Lake Erie several years ago when it caught on fire.





This is so unfair; and a little bit hurtful, too. Lake Erie 


never caught on fire. It was the Cuyahoga River, which flows 


through Cleveland.





I don't know if that was on Kucinich's watch. He did manage to 


offend the local powers so much that they forced the city into 


default (or something). I lived in Columbus at the time.





Allen





Date: Sat, 13 Sep 2003 08:39:24 -0400





"DAVE MASON: The sense that every Jewish life is infinitely 


precious is


what makes suicide bombing viable.  People who react like


that should not be living in Israel under present


conditions."





Maybe Israel's problem is their sense that every innocent 


Palestinian life is precious. Personally, I would be inclined to 


capture or kill everyone linked to terrorism I could. Then, when 


they had one of those parades of mourning, I'd capture or kill 


everyone in it.








"Son of John K. Galbraith: Talk in Washington these days is of 


Rome . . ."





How can you take this seriously? Bush is simply pursuing the 


logic of a 100 years of American foreign policy. When I read 


this sort of thing, I ask myself what the writer would say if 


Clinton did the exact same things.





I happen to agree that America is forming a new sort of empire, 


but that's a bipartisan issue. Bush speaks of  fighting evil. 


Who is he? Spiderman? Gephart wants be elected so he can "put 


the world back together." Nothing crazy about that.





Assuming fascism, communism, and terrorism were real problems, 


US foreign policy has tended to make them US problems and so 


encourage complacency among those directly affected. The 


partisan aspects of US foreign policy have become more 


pronounced since the days Republican isolationists opposed 


Roosevelt's belligerent policies. Now, terrorism is not just 


solely a US problem, but a problem only of the Republican party.





THAT'S MY GIRL


MY WHOLE WORLD 


BUT THAT AIN'T MY TRUCK





Great song, and very heartfelt. There's another one that's a 


little more tongue-in-cheek, "I'm going to burn down the trailer 


park."





Allen





On 13 Sep 2003 at 11:14, David T Mason wrote:





> Although the Chechens could conceivably drive Russia out of the


> North  Caucasus region, they don't threaten Russia's very


> existence





I think this is what most Americans see as the problem. Arafat 


and company won't be satisfied until the state of Israel is 


destroyed. They might not be satisfied until the Jews are 


expelled from the area. 





If I wanted to destroy Israel, I'd play along until I had my own 


state. I think I could make more trouble if I had total 


sovereignty over a specific geographical area. There's something 


counterproductive about the Palestinian tactics (even if their 


end is the destruction of Israel). The problem may be that 


violence has become an end in itself. I guess that suicide 


terrorism is the last phase. After all, suicide is a violent 


act. Well, as Susan asks, aren't suicide bombers part of the 


solution?





Allen





On 13 Sep 2003 at 15:38, Randy_Elkins wrote:





> Doctor visits have become a


> social activity





This brings to mind 2 things: the endless repetition of "the 


demand for health care is inelastic" during the campaign for 


Clinton's health plan and the decrease in mortality during the 


Israeli doctors' strike.





Allen





On 15 Sep 2003 at 14:37, Eric Chase wrote:





> <<CNN.com - Appeals court blocks California recall





I mentioned that Clinton's defense of Davis might be more direct 


than mere campaigning in Black churches. Let's assume that the 


court's logic is not that Blacks and Latinos are too stupid to 


figure out punch cards. What then is its logic?





This is what I got: There exists more than one voting system. 


Some of the voting systems produce more voter errors than 


others. Therefore, some of the voters have a greater likelihood 


of disenfranchising themselves. This may create lawsuits that we 


will not throw out as partison garbage. In order to protect the 


people of California from our moronic decision to listen to 


nonsense, we will hold the election later. (Of course, we'll 


listen to whatever stupidity that may come up later anyway.)





By the way, doesn't this mean that any election in which more 


than one means of voting is used is inherently unconstitutional?





I'm confused.





Blacks and Latinos are too stupid to use punch cards. I 


understand that.





Allen





On 22 Sep 2003 at 17:12, Randy_Elkins wrote:





> I think of him as I see Gray Davis.  Very good looking,


> charming, smart, but with a core of nothing but ambition.





I guess he must be pretty smart since he was number 1 in 


his class at West Point. However, he has obviously crossed 


that fine line between genius and insanity. I saw him a few 


weeks ago. He was acting as though the whole country was 


just waiting for him to enter the election and that he was 


mulling over whether to make the sacrifice of running. This 


was at a time when his recognition numbers were in the 


single digits (base 5). Today we hear that he would have 


been a Republican if Rove had returned his calls. This was 


obviously a cry for help. Why didn't he just say, "I'm 


running for president because I'm a hopeless egomaniac. 


Please intervene on me."





Allen





On 25 Sep 2003 at 16:22, Cathcart, Mike wrote:





> I thought about it, but my Lottery ticket was only worth $2, and


> the filing fee was $3,000.





How do the Republicans install a governor in California? Very 


tricky, and probably not worth the effort. First, I'd like to 


bet that "Yes" for recall wins fairly easily. I would give 5% 


over an average of the polls. My calculation is simple. The 


Democratic vote is split the same way as the Republican vote is 


even though the split doesn't get much press. There are a number 


of voters who prefer Bustamante to Davis. I assume that these 


people will say that they are voting "No" in a pro forma way, 


but many of them will vote "Yes," enough to throw the polls off 


by the 5% I mentioned.





The Republicans' big problem is to appear weaker than they are. 


Had Arnold looked like a shoo-in, the court might have decided 


differently. It now appears that this was not as much of a 


danger as I anticipated; however, it was a real danger. Who 


knows how the court would haved decided if Arnold had 55% in the 


polls? Even now, Arnold does not want to appear so strong that 


he provokes a response from the Democrats. As I said, the 


Democrats are split. At any time, Davis can drop out of the 


running and throw his support to Bustamante. If I were 


orchestrating the Republicans (or the Democrats), I would have 


McClintock (or Davis) drop out of the race on October 5th or 


6th. Of course, everyone has his own private ambitions (Davis 


probably thinks he can be president). Politicians may be as 


divorced from reality as movie stars, a situation which inclines 


them to make decisions that are not always in the best interest 


of their parties or even themselves.





Allen   





On 30 Sep 2003 at 21:31, Jim Bron wrote:





> Novak: Wilson's Wife Not a


> Covert CIA Agent





This story is really hard for me to understand. However, I 


am completely unsympathetic with reporters' alleged rights 


to protect their sources. Freedom of the press is for 


everyone, not just major news outlets. Any right Novak has, 


I have; and I don't have the right to refuse to answer.





Here's an idea. Instead of spending millions of dollars 


investigating this matter, let's put Novak and others in 


front of some Judge (Eric Chase et al. can work out the 


details), ask him who leaked, and throw his ass in jail if 


he doesn't answer truthfully. That should cost about 


$43/day. That's what the government would do with me if I 


refused to answer and I have as much freedom of the press 


as Novak.





I hear the new strategy being suggested in California is 


for Bustamante to fall on his sword (surprise, surprise). 


Couldn't Davis quit and totally screw up the recall? But, 


the Clintons are backing Davis. I'd prefer Bustamante's 


open, good-natured corruption over having a Clinton friend 


in office. I honestly feel that Clinton's tactics threaten 


what little is left of democracy in this country. I don't 


think Bustamante is in a mood to quit. I understand that he 


goes out of his way not to say "hello" to Davis. Besides, 


if he loses, Bustamante will still be Lt. Gov. and he might 


form a partnership with Arnold. An Arnold victory might 


work for Cruz. I heard it suggested that Bustamante could 


win by changing his name to Tom Cruz Bustamante.





Allen 





Date: Sun, 05 Oct 2003 09:12:09 -0400





This all sounds like work. Personally I think the Libertarian 


Party ought to turn itself into a pressure group like the Moral 


Majority. I guess they get some publicity by running a 


presidential candidate.





One way to separate people is Utopianists vs. non-Utopianists, 


and a lot of Liberatarians are Utopianists. They think they can 


create the perfect government. A lot of Democrats are non-


Utopianists who are afraid of the religious right and don't 


think about much else. Of course, the Democrats keep 


implementing social control and the Republicans keep increasing 


government spending, so it's all talk.





Allen








