
A right-wing letter-writer to the Inky got my email address from a letter of mine in the paper a few 
years back, we exchanged a few messages and recently, I sent him the following message after he 
sent me something that claimed that Benghazi was a real scandal:

On Tuesday, January 7, 2014 11:54 AM, Rich Gardner <rlg3526@ix.netcom.com> wrote:
A strong majority (63% 
http://thehill.com/blogs/global-affairs/terrorism/330111-public-skepticism-on-benghazi-rekindles-ca
lls-for-probe) wants to see an investigation of Benghazi, but here's a view from the “mainstream” or
as lefties call it, the “traditional” press on the subject 
(http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/plum-line/wp/2014/01/06/the-benghazi-fication-of-obamaca
re/):

 Senator Ron Johnson  has announced he is going to file suit in Federal court to force Congress to 
cut the pay of its members and staff. I’ll explain why below, but that is quite literally his intention. 
This bizarre action is indicative of the state of Obamacare acceptance on the right. 
Back in October, conservatives had convinced themselves that the law was going down in flames. 
But now that it looks to be basically functional (if far from perfect) conservatives are fumbling for 
any reason at hand to delegitimize the law. Going by past history, the answer will be to turn it into a 
conservative pet rock: like Benghazi and the IRS stories, an initially suspicious happening which 
turns out to be a non-scandal or an example of run-of-the-mill governing incompetence, but lives on
forever as a Watergate level episode in the conservative fever swamps.
Rich

I knew of course, that the last sentence would drive him crazy. He cc'ed a buddy of his who wrote:

Sent: Jan 16, 2014 9:46 AM 

Nick,

Why argue with people such as Gardner (obviously raised a liberal Democrat, and unwilling to use 
any rational thought processes and think for himself, and he will simply defend his "party" whether 
right or wrong)?  
First it was a "spontaneous event", then Hillary uttered "what does it matter now".....now that the 
facts are out, Democrats will defend their own, the left wing-controlled media will ignore the story, 
and dopes like Gardner will be talking about lane closures in NJ.  You simply can't argue with that 
type of ignorance.

So I responded:

Date: Jan 16, 2014 1:38 PM

Actually Tom, the reason I rarely agree with the right-wing side of any argument is because of 
statements like the following:

"Republican critics say the administration was reluctant to deal publicly with a terror attack weeks 
before the presidential election."

That doesn't make any sense. Clinton got all kinds of political mileage out of bombing Saddam 
Hussein's Iraq every time Saddam misbehaved and Clinton felt like pushing his poll numbers up. 
Why would going easy on a known enemy like al Qaeda seem like a better political posture? 

mailto:rlg3526@ix.netcom.com
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/plum-line/wp/2014/01/06/the-benghazi-fication-of-obamacare/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/plum-line/wp/2014/01/06/the-benghazi-fication-of-obamacare/
http://thehill.com/blogs/global-affairs/terrorism/330111-public-skepticism-on-benghazi-rekindles-calls-for-probe
http://thehill.com/blogs/global-affairs/terrorism/330111-public-skepticism-on-benghazi-rekindles-calls-for-probe


Seems more likely to me that Republicans were and are desperately reaching for some reason, any 
reason to criticize the Obama Administration. 

Rich

Sent: Jan 17, 2014 7:52 AM 
 
It doesn't take much "desperation" to find something to criticize this regime about.  IRS abuse of 
power, ObamaCare disaster, 
The Stimulus, Solyndra payback, ignoring Constitutional law, playing politics with the dangerous 
terrorist Gitmo detainees, but in my opinion, the most egregious is dividing the country for political 
gain.  Leaders bring people together, they don't divide people by race, class, gender etc - purely for 
political gain.  

There's no

Sent from my iPad

Date: Jan 17, 2014 11:13 PM

At least half of your "parade of terribles" are fake scandals that have long since been discredited. 
If the public feels that Occupy Wall Street is correct and that the 1% is collecting the great majority 
of the country's wealth for itself and denying it to the rest of us, Obama has little or nothing to do 
with that. The interests of the 1% are different from the interests of the rest of us. If people realize 
that, that has nothing to do with propaganda, that's just people recognizing reality.  
Rich

Sent: Jan 19, 2014 9:06 AM 
 
Anyone who talks about the "1%" is a delusional, class envious liberal, or a DNC member 
attempting to foster class envy purely for political gain.  
Some facts for the uninitiated.  The top 1% in America pay 37% of all income tax! while the bottom
40% pay a negative 9% - meaning they get tax credits that refund them more money than they pay 
in to the government.  That is the classic definition of makers and takers.  
Your party - the Democrat Party - invests in class, race, gender, age, sexual orientation etc warfare, 
all for the intent of dividing people by classes, pandering to that class with rhetoric or small tokens -
solely for political,power (vote buying).  Those too intellectually deficient (Rich Gardner?) to 
understand this, or unsuccessful in life through laziness (Occupy Wall Street losers) are always 
going to be fooled by the populist rhetoric of charlatans.  
Keep drinking the Kool-Aid!

Date: Jan 19, 2014 8:51 PM

Tom,
Here's a Marketwatch story from the 2012 election time period.
http://www.marketwatch.com/story/is-250k-a-middle-class-income-2012-10-17
The essential takeaway from it is that people in the top quintile (People who are making a little over
$100,000 a year) are pulling in 51.1% of all the income. 
Another commie source of info,

http://www.marketwatch.com/story/is-250k-a-middle-class-income-2012-10-17


http://blogs.wsj.com/economics/2013/09/10/some-95-of-2009-2012-income-gains-went-to-wealthie
st-1/
states that of all the income gained since 2008, the top 1% got 95% of that. The bottom 99% of 
income earners? We shared a 0.4% gain between us all. 
So, no I'm not terribly impressed that the wealthy are paying 37% of all income taxes. That's 
impressive only if you ignore how much of the national income they're taking in the first place. 
"Populist rhetoric" isn't fooling anybody. It's just relaying the reality of the situation to us.
Rich

Sent: Jan 20, 2014 1:10 PM 

Rich,

Class envy will never go away, especially with a Democrat Party that never fixes problems, but only
exploits them for political gain!  The top 50% that you mention also pay 97% of all income taxes, 
while the bottom 40% pay negative 9%.  Is that "fair" Rich?  I certainly don't think so.  The bottom 
40% get the same benefits of roads, bridges, public education etc, that our tax dollars provide, why 
shouldn't they pay their "fair share"?  Why should others pay their way through life?  They had the 
same opportunity to achieve the financial success as most of the folks in the top 50%, right?  The 
majority made different choices, sacrificed, worked hard and set goals, therefore got a different 
result.  We are all given free will - to choose how we want to live our lives.  It's no secret that some 
will achieve great things, while others don't.  Why do liberals want to punish success? 
And who cares if the top 1% are making more money than the rest of society?  It's not rocket 
science to figure those holding the most capital, or real estate, or brain power, or working the 
hardest etc will profit when the economy presents opportunities, or the stock market, or real estate 
prices, or corporate profits, etc go up.  Most of the 1% are entrepreneurs, corporate executives or 
business owners - of course they make the most money - and also pay their "fair share" of taxes, 
right?  Let's not forget that they also create jobs and employ citizens, before we demonize their 
success.  How many jobs do politicians create (without taking tax dollars from others to pay for 
their job "creation"?). Again, this demonization is all about exploiting the low-achievers (at the 
expense of good, upstanding successful Americans) for their vote.  Are you one of them?   
America is about equal OPPORTUNITY, not equal OUTCOMES.  If you don't like a free 
market-based (capitalism) economy, would you want to try a centrally planned economy 
(communism/socialism)?  As we certainly know by the fall of the Soviet Union etc 
Communism/socialism is a system that simply doesn't work.  Socialism, what you are proposing, is 
nothing more than trickle up poverty, whereas capitalism (a rising tide lifts all boats) has made 
America the most prosperous nation ever in the history of man.  
Now stop the whining and go out and make something of yourself!  

Date: Jan 20, 2014 2:07 PM

From the end of World War II to the mid-1970s, Americans had a very "flat" income distribution, 
the bottom made a proportion of money that was a substantial chunk of what people at the top 
made. Starting in the mid-70s, our incomes diverged. 
http://www.economist.com/blogs/dailychart/2011/10/income-inequality-america
The lower quintiles have seen a very gradual rise in our incomes, the top quintile has grabbed up a 
huge quantity. You speak of incomes as though they've been of the same proportions all along. 
That's incorrect. You obviously have no answer for why the proportion that goes to the rich has 
increased so dramatically over the years. 
I read the line you suggested and that's true. People should work hard, but the country is currently 
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subsidizing mega-corporations like WalMart and McDonalds by paying to supplement miserly 
incomes from the big guys.
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2013-11-13/how-mcdonald-s-and-wal-mart-became-welfare-quee
ns.html
We're being ripped off by the big corporations. As the Bloomberg piece emphasizes, the two big 
corporations are not breaking the law in any way, it's the shape of the laws itself that are the 
problem. 
Rich

Date: Jan 20, 2014 9:41 PM

Tom,
Oh, and just for the fun of it, I looked up your "97%" assertion. A fellow asked a liberal website 
FireDogLake about that and the answers essentially respond that yes, the figure is accurate but only 
if you define the question very, very narrowly. 
http://my.firedoglake.com/booradley/2008/12/21/do-the-wealthiest-americans-pay-97-of-federal-inc
ome-taxes-as-the-national-taxpayers-union-asserts/
And by the way, Gallup looked at how satisfied people are with our current income distribution. 
The answer is "Not at all." 
http://www.gallup.com/poll/166904/dissatisfied-income-wealth-distribution.aspx
Naturally, Democrats are more dissatisfied than Republicans, but over half of Republicans are 
unhappy with it. 
Rich

Sent: Jan 21, 2014 7:35 AM 

Again Rich, some of the silliest drivel I've read in a while!  I repeat: anyone trying to support a 
family (or themselves) in a minimum wage job is someone lacking education, initiative, or both.  
How can an article blame the corporation for paying clerks minimum wage?  These jobs are set up 
for kids who work part-time, or retired folks not wanting to make too much so the government can 
cut their SS checks.  Anyone else working in these jobs as a career lacks any employable skills.  I 
did menial jobs like that when I was in school for spending money. 
Again, America is about equal opportunity, not equal outcomes or results.  Anyone making 
minimum wage has an opportunity to gain an education to improve their value to potential 
employers.  Burger flippers aren't paid as well as college-educated folks!
That's not a big secret.  It's also not a secret that education improves one's earning potential.  Of 
course, it's easy for liberals to blame the corporation, because the uneducated, low-to-no-skill 
worker votes for their party.  
Rich, seriously, get your head out of your butt, and start seeing the world the way it is, not as the far
left socialist crowd would like it to be!  Participation trophies only happen in youth soccer.  In the 
real world you have to bring value and work hard to prove your worth every day.  And just as in 
professional sports - the best get paid the most.  
I think when you graduate college and get into the real world, you'll understand what I'm saying.
Work hard in school, get good grades, connect with people, plan for what you want to do in your 
professional career.  This is what those successful people that the far left (liberal/socialist) crowd 
disdain did to become successful.
Good luck kid!  And remember to embrace success, don't disdain it!
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Date: Jan 21, 2014 11:49 AM

Tom,
You're describing America as it WAS, before the events of the mid-70s. It's no longer that way and 
over 80% of the minimum-wage workers are 25 or over. The reason doesn't have to do with lack of 
desire or energy, it has to do with lack of jobs that pay better. Jobs have been de-skilled and sent 
overseas. This is the reality that wasn't true during your youth, but which has become true today. 
Anyway, it's been an interesting conversation, but as you clearly didn't read anything past the 
headlines of the links I sent, I can see that I'm butting my head against a brick wall. 
Rich

Date: Jan 21, 2014 1:29 PM

Rich,

You're obviously not out here in corporate America.  I read your links, I read the WSJ every 
morning, read several business and financial magazines, and read the Philly Inquirer daily.  
There are jobs out here for those skilled enough to garner them.  And I agree, there aren't enough 
jobs because of the climate of uncertainty that the present administration has created for the 
business climate (ObamaCare, no reformation of corporate tax rates, huge increase in the regulatory
state, etc).  But seriously, the minimum wage isn't an issue, not matter what your professors are 
telling you!

************
Heh! He thought I'm a young fella who's still in college! And as one can see, I left the conversation 
there. My frustration was that the comments on the FireDogLake piece showed that, yes indeed, the 
97% claim was accurate, but only when you cherry-picked the data to support a particular 
conclusion and ignored everything that didn't fit the called-for thesis. Tom's comment showed very 
clearly that he never grasped this point because, as I said,  I don't think he ever read those comments
to begin with (Liberal sources have cooties, don'cha know?). Also, the Gallup piece showed very 
clearly that people aren't dissatisfied with their own personal situation as much as they think the 
economy itself is broken for everybody. 
It's just too bad that someone who “... read[s] the WSJ every morning, read several business and 
financial magazines, and read the Philly Inquirer daily” could be so woefully uninformed about how
the 99% is getting by. 


