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PREFACE

The following is a collection of blogs written by the creator of News Folder 19, TX Morralda, a pen name for the two-time former candidate for state office and former business owner. Virtually all blogs are based on the writer’s opinion of current events – mostly in the United States. Such events, and opinions on them, have been sourced from numerous news outlets, which are listed following many of the blogs. Blogs with unlisted sources were either honestly forgotten omissions or entirely my words.

This e-book is provided DRM-free so it can be read on multiple devices. However the author would appreciate your respect in not sharing it with others beyond your immediate family. Writers put a lot of effort into what they produce and would like a little spending money for the time involved. 

All content meets general copyright laws and is the property of DLRoot and the sources used in the writing of such opinions. Content may be used for non-financial purposes if such usage is kept in its full context.

Thank you to the creators of Linux Mint LMDE, Libre Office software, Dell computers, and my local ISP, which allows for me putting this all together. 

A special thank you to everyone who took the time to purchase this e-book and for caring enough to read.
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Armed Citizen Controversy – 7/18/2025

After the Supreme Court in 2022 made it harder to restrict who can arm themselves in public, some states took a different approach. Five Democrat-led states passed laws that prohibit bringing a handgun onto another person’s property without that person’s express consent. 

Property owners have always had the ability to restrict weapons. However, Hawaii’s law creates the default of handguns not being allowed unless there’s express permission, rather than being allowed unless there's express prohibition. Since the Second Amendment to the US Constitution guarantees the right to bear arms, one should never have to seek permission to carry anywhere in public. Nor should they be denied on private property by default. On the other hand, I do believe it to be common courtesy to ask first, especially if children are present.

New York had passed a law that required state residents to have "proper cause" to carry a handgun. Thankfully, legal challenges to such a silly law were successful in striking down that requirement. After all, what’s so hard to understand about “shall not be infringed”?

Other states have tried to make gun ownership by 18-20 year old persons illegal. Exercising common sense, US Circuit Judge, Edith Jones, wrote, "The history of firearm use, particularly in connection with militia service, contradicts the premise that eighteen to twenty-year-olds are not covered by the plain text of the Second Amendment." 

Exactly! Eighteen-to-twenty year old persons serve in the US military every day. They help defend our country. We hand them highly deadly military firearms to do so if needed. Then they come home to states that want to tell them they can’t own a much simpler firearm for personal use. How crazy and illogical can states’ get?

The words “shall not be infringed” must be obeyed by all state and local governments, as federal law trumps them. However, “shall not be infringed” assumes you are not using that right to deny the rights of others. You can’t use that right to kill other people except in self-defense of yourself or another person. You shouldn’t be allowed to use that right, and the threat of death, to commit an armed holdup, an assault, or robbery. It’s no different than the First Amendment right to free speech not being allowed to commit slander or libel against another person.

Guns are not the problem. Certain people holding guns are the problem. In an alleged free country, where every person should retain the right of innocent until proven guilty, “shall not be infringed” needs to be strictly adhered to -- at least until said person is proven unworthy of said right. Even then, that denial needs to be on a case-by-case basis, rather than society as a whole.

 

Privacy in Public and An Alleged Affair – 7/21/2025

Many of you may have seen the footage from a Coldplay concert that went viral last week. A “kiss-cam”-like camera caught two people hugging on the Jumbo-tron. So what, you ask? Couples always show up on concert cameras, especially if footage is being used for a concert video. Problem was… the two people weren’t just embarrassed, but, as time would tell, should not have been standing together in a spooning-style embrace. 

Internet junkies quickly figured out that they were a CEO and a chief people officer of a little-known tech company, called Astronomer. When they saw themselves on the big screen, her jaw dropped, her hands flew to her face and she spun away from the camera. He ducked out of the frame, as did she. Naturally, the assumption, because we all seem to love naughty stories, is that they were having an affair. Records seem to indicate that both are married... but to other people.

Astronomer, based in New York, provides big companies with a platform that helps them organize their data. While the company said little at first, apparently they didn't like the situation after having had time to come up with a response.

Astronomer addressed the situation, announcing in a LinkedIn post, that the man had been placed on leave, and that the board of directors had launched a formal investigation. Eventually, the man “resigned”. I have yet to find of what, if anything, happened to the woman. 

The company stated, “Astronomer is committed to the values and culture that have guided us since our founding. Our leaders are expected to set the standard in both conduct and accountability, and recently, that standard was not met.”

Here’s my problem with that. In a free country, what one does outside of the workplace, (unless it’s the intentional degrading of the company one is working for), should be none of the company’s business. One should be allowed to drink, smoke marijuana, go skydiving, and yes, have an affair if that’s what was happening.

As long as one shows up for work every day and does their job according to the quality/quantity specified, and they’re not doing anything obviously illegal outside of work, then the policy should be a Metallica song title, “Nothing Else Matters”. It didn’t when I hired someone.

This should be a reminder to us all. Once you leave your house, you lose all of your right to privacy - at least until such invasion constitutes harassment. Cameras are everywhere, just as the eyes of the public are. Assume you are being watched and act accordingly.

 

America’s Damn Dam Problem – 7/22/2025

Does America have too many dams? If so, are those dams a disaster waiting to happen?

First, the latter question. The average age of a dam in the US is 61 years. After 50 years, a dam can be at risk of complete failure from deteriorating structures. Dams are also prone to buildup of sediment, and chemical runoffs which impact their structural integrity. Risk factors can include mechanical and hydraulic failures, spillway damages, and improper maintenance. Failures can occur with little warning and be disastrous to human life and property, depending on their location.

Like the rest of the US’s aging infrastructure, the country’s dams need to be consistently maintained. It’s estimated that 30% of them suffer from a high or significant risk factor. When you consider that replacing a dam isn’t as simple as tearing up a highway and replacing the surface, maintenance becomes even more important. Of the nearly $7 billion Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act of 2021, FEMA is scheduled to spend $733 million to enhance dam safety, and rehabilitate or remove aging dams.

Enter the paranoia anti-Trump crowd! They claim Trump cuts in spending will not only cost the jobs of some of those who attend to their safety, but also put hundreds of thousands at risk should dam breaks occur causing massive flooding. Considering the bloat in virtually every government agency, and the fact that only 5% of dams are federally regulated, I have my doubts about such a claim, which also begs the first question… how many dams?

The US has close to 92,000 dams within its borders. Sixty-five percent (65%) of them are privately owned with various government agencies owning 31%. Four percent are classified as other. Texas has the most dams, followed by Kansas, Mississippi, and Georgia. 

Recreational use (not a life necessity) is the primary use of most dams - equal to flood risk reduction, irrigation, water supply, and hydroelectric power use… combined! In fact, only 3% of dams are used for power production. Texas, with 7,381 dams, only produces as much hydro-power as tiny Vermont, with a mere 370 dams.

All of this brings up a third question. With only a little over one-third (not counting usage overlap) being used for flood control, irrigation, water supply, and hydroelectric, just how much money should be poured into saving our dams instead of letting them age out or simply removing them? With recreation, by far being the largest primary use of dams, I say let those who use the lakes behind those dams… pay for the dams.

 

Mamdani’s Socialism Threaten NYC – 7/25/2025

 

Industries often gather in central locations - health care in Minneapolis, energy in Houston, insurance in Hartford, and finance in New York. Despite several spells of bad management which made New York City a difficult place to live - including the 1960s 1970s, and late 1980s - the financial industry still remains. The largest banks and the biggest hedge funds are all located in New York. However, 158 firms with $1 trillion in assets have left NYC in the last five years due to several factors. Times just aren’t what they used to be. For example, the New York Stock Exchange market share of stock trading has dropped to just 10% in today’s digital world. Most financial exchanges are electronic and can be conducted from almost anywhere. During the pandemic, most of the big banks' trading floors operated virtually.

Some fear that avowed socialist, and mayoral candidate, Zohran Mamdani, might make NYC a bad place to live once again if elected. Some even speculate that New York's profitable financial industry could relocate to places such as Nashville, Austin, Miami, or Atlanta should he be put in charge.

There were once endless beneficial networking effects from joining in groups. However, when business can be conducted online with few, if any issues, the clustering benefits begin to disappear. The enormous hedge fund, Citadel, is in the process of setting up an office in Miami. Even Goldman Sachs is setting up a large presence in Dallas and Miami – cities located in mostly conservative and tax friendlier states. (Though not financial, In-and-Out Burger CEO recently announced a second headquarters to be built in conservative Tennessee. She is moving her family away from liberal California. Might the CA headquarters close in the near future?)

Mamdani threatens to raise taxes in NYC, which is the most heavily taxed jurisdiction in the country already, with a top marginal rate of 14.775 percent. He also wants to impose rent control. Mamdani was not alive during New York City's last big experiment with the concept, which resulted in "urban decay." He pledges to freeze the rent, which will lead to a further shortage of apartments and destroy any incentive for landlords to keep maintaining existing ones. History has shown, time and again, that the fastest way to destroy a city is through rent control. Yet socialists keep coming back to it because it sounds like a kind thing to do for those less fortunate or less successful.

In addition, Mamdani has let it be known that billionaire contributions are not appreciated, though apparently, not unwelcome. Should additional companies - with trillions of dollars in combined assets - continue to leave, they would also take a significant portion of the tax base with them. Destroying the tax base is a good path to bankruptcy, which NYC has come close to previously. Socialists fail to recognize the most basic fact – eventually you run out of other people’s money.

Are Liberals Falling Out of Love with EVs – 7/30/20285

US liberals have become so disgusted with Elon Musk, that they are now far less likely to purchase a Tesla vehicle. That’s fine, every person has the right to buy whatever car they want, and for whatever reason. However, the same study also shows that they are less willing to buy any type of electric car.

So the liberals, who love to scream about saving the environment from atop their moral high-horse, have just proven… that politics is more important. They have proven that the environment is nothing more than a political agenda, and not a actual real-life concern. Follow the money, people. Follow the money!

While liberals claimed mostly positive intentions around buying an electric car in August of ‘23, their overall support for EVs has fallen off a cliff in the wake of Elon Musk aligning with conservative politics. 

Alexandra Flores, a psychologist at Williams College, and lead author of the study, which was published in Nature (an environmental magazine), stated, “The suspicion is that Elon Musk became so synonymous with EVs in the US, that perceptions of him affected the entire class of vehicles. This made them way less appealing to liberals.”

Meanwhile, on the other side of the coin, the study found that Musk’s right-wing shift has not made conservative Americans more likely to buy a Tesla or any electric car. Now, I know politics is just politics, and this is only one example, but… who’s party is the disingenuous party when one man can influence your environmentally moral high-ground?

Heck, liberals even considered buying an EV to be more important than installing solar panels. Not anymore! They are now equally unlikely to buy any EV, as they are a Tesla. EV sales in the US dipped year-on-year, and sales are likely to dip further with the elimination of $7,500 tax credit for buying one. Again, follow the money!

Erin Keating, executive analyst at Cox Automotive, stated that total market share for EVs may not break 10% this year, as previously forecast. If you listen to my podcast, you may recall… that I long predicted that EV’s will never make up more than 25% of all vehicles. There are too many shortcomings, and mandates will likely be pushed back time and time again – perhaps even eliminated. Good! Mandates are the opposite of personal choice and freedom.

It not just liberals. Both major parties seem to support “selective freedom”, not true freedom. In this case, it is the liberals proving politics and dollar signs are far more important than their ‘trust the science’ mantra. Yes, follow the money!

 

Trump’s Insane Tariff Policies - 8/8/2025

Yes, I’m one of a small percentage of Americans that actually support tariffs… WHEN USED CORRECTLY! Many Americans don’t understand the purpose of tariffs, and apparently, after six months of sending off tariff balloons just to see where they land, President Trump doesn’t, either.

There is only one legitimate reason to use tariffs. That’s to enable American companies to compete with foreign companies that have pennies-on-the-dollar labor costs and/or pennies-on-the-dollar supply costs. Numerous foreign companies, with far lower expenses, can flood the American market with extremely low-priced goods, putting American companies out of business. Either that, or American companies will be forced to outsource their labor in order to survive, which still puts Americans out of work.

America once had companies with names like Zenith, RCA, American Printing Company, Lockheed Shipping, Cannon Mills, United States Rubber, and more. North Carolina used to be known as a furniture capital, but try finding American-made furniture today. Those that do exist, likely cater to “those with money”. Electronics, textiles, shipping, rubber, and furniture haven’t become obsolete. They will always be in demand. Tariffs, implemented with common sense, could potentially bring the return of such businesses. However, that also requires government quit adding competition-reducing regulations on America’s industry.

With the ‘when’ stated, let’s talk ‘when not’. Tariffs should not be used on products that would be difficult to manufacture/grow/mine in America. Coffee, cork, bamboo, bananas, curry, turmeric, lithium, cobalt, etc., come to mind. America could never produce enough of its own, if at all. There is zero reason to tariff these products.

Nor should tariffs be used to support protectionism. Protectionism permits companies to slacken off on quality, reasonable wages, and technological advancements. We saw that with the American car market in the 1970’s. Detroit grew complacent and foreign vehicles started becoming more noticeable. 

Trump has now imposed rates of 10% to 41%, with the highest on countries such as Switzerland, Brazil and Syria. Imports from Syria only amount to $11M, so why? We import $44B from Brazil, mostly things we could make here such as distillates and iron, so that makes some sense. We import $66B from Switzerland, mostly pharmaceuticals and precious gems. One could argue, as I do, that US pharmaceutical production is a health security issue. Remember COVID, when everything was in short supply?

Sad to say, Trump seems to mostly impose tariffs in an attempt to force other countries to bend to his political will. While he espouses economics, it seems much more like a power trip. In reality, it’s a combination, the latter of which should not exist.

So, yes! This somewhat tariff supporter is tired of the circus. The circus needs to leave town. If tariffs can’t be used wisely, they need not be used at all.

 

Mandated Sick Pay Reversal – 8/12/2025

Missouri Republican legislators repealed a paid sick leave mandate that the state’s voters approved 58% - 42%. The move follows an aggressive lobbying campaign by the Missouri Chamber of Commerce and Industry, as well as other business industry groups. 

According to Bill Thompson, 58, a long-time fast-food worker, “It was a literal gut punch. As an older worker, I have health issues from working on my feet, and with my hands for many years with no breaks for eight to 10 hours a day. I have done it for 38 years now, living paycheck to paycheck.”

(Sorry! No cry-baby sympathy here. Try crawling on your hands and knees for 40 years, as I did, as a self-employed flooring installer. It’s called work for a reason.)

Thompson gathered signatures for the once mandated sick pay initiative due to his personal experiences with his health, as well as to take care of his mother who suffered health issues. Following the repeal, workers and labor groups in Missouri strongly criticized the move, arguing elected officials chose to side with “greed” over workers.

They would be wrong. It has nothing to do with greed. It has to do with businesses’ ability to stay afloat. Every employer mandate is an added expense that does one of three things. 1) It causes the company to raise prices adding to inflation, 2) it causes the company to cut workers in favor of automation adding to unemployment, or 3) a combination of the two. Companies only have so much money to work with. Every dollar of benefits one receives is one less dollar available for future raises – a long-term effect most workers fail to understand.

If Mr. Thompson wanted sick pay, maybe he should have tried to improve on his work value by seeking a more highly-skilled, better paying job, with better benefits, rather than living, as he stated, “paycheck-to-paycheck”, in the fast-food industry for 30 years. Surviving week-to-week is what happens when socialism and mandates take over. For many people, guaranteed “getting by” kills the incentive for self-improvement.

I state it time and time again. If one doesn’t like the agreement they have with their employer… QUIT! Change jobs! Better yet, start your own business and be your own boss. Oh, wait! Then you’ll have hundreds of bosses. They’re called customers. Those people one needs to satisfy to avoid shutting down – something that 80% of startups do within the first five years.

Mandates are nothing but government overreach. People love to talk freedom, then often vote against it. True freedom requires employers and employees to work out their own work agreement to the benefit of both. Any interference by government (other than basic safety requirements) is a violation of freedom in favor of a dictatorship. Unfortunately, the world runs on hypocrisy.

 

Trump Takes Over D.C. - 8/15/2025

Residents in one Washington, D.C., neighborhood lined up recently to protest increased law enforcement as National Guard troops were sent into the city. The action comes following President Trump’s unprecedented announcement that his administration would take over the city’s police department for at least a month.

The Republican president has said crime in the city was at emergency levels that only federal intervention could fix — even though District of Columbia leaders pointed to statistics showing violent crime at a 30-year low after a sharp Covid-based rise.

Once again, it’s President Pompous who is incorrect. Based on FBI data for 2024, of the 200 most populated cities in the U.S., Washington D.C. ranks 38th in highest crime rate – which includes violent crimes such as murder and rape, as well as property crimes such as theft. If DC is at emergency levels that only the federal government can fix, then why not the 37 cities that rank higher?

The answer is simple. Under the U.S. Constitution, the U.S. Congress holds exclusive jurisdiction over the District of Columbia. This is so despite the Home Rule Act of 1973 that created a local government for the District. This local government consists of a mayor, and an elected council with 13 members. The Council passes laws and ordinances within the restrictions provided. The U.S. Congress must approve all legislation passed by the Council prior to its enactment. The law does allow a sitting president to take over the police force for 30 days. Anything beyond that time frame requires approval from Congress, which, arguably, has enough Republican sheep to do his bidding.

On Wednesday, agents included Homeland Security, DEA, and the National Guard. About twice as many arrests were made than on a normal day. Council member, Christina Henderson, however, categorized the arrest reports as “a bunch of traffic stops”. She stated, “I’m looking at this list of arrests and they sound like a normal Saturday night in any big city."

Her comparing a Wednesday to a Saturday made me curious, so I investigated. One would think that Friday/Saturday weekend rates would be higher than weekday crime rates. Not true. Mondays and Tuesdays have the highest crime rates, Sunday the lowest, with the rest being basically equal.

Trump, in the pompous manner he always exudes, suggested he would call on Congress for endless extensions. “… but we’re gonna want extensions. I don’t want to call a national emergency. If I have to, I will,” he said.

Can this country, please, quit voting for presidents in their late 70’s who are slowly losing their minds in one fashion or another? To those of us who have spent any time around dementia patients, Biden obviously showed early signs in 2000. Trump, on the other hand, has delusions of hyper-authority. One can only hope 2028 gives us two reasonable options, but experience states otherwise.

 

Import Tariffs and Your Cup of Joe – 8/16/2025

I spent over an hour trying to research the import cost of green coffee beans compared to the retail cost found on store shelves. It’s hard to find an answer that isn’t put out there by coffee shops using tariffs as an excuse to raise prices. But just how much should they raise their prices?

There are a huge number of variables, so there is no distinct answer to that question. As a result, I need to generalize from the information I was able to gather. It seems that a rough estimate for the import/shelf ratio is triple. This means the shelf price is triple the import cost of “green” beans. The difference is due to roasting costs, grinding, packaging, transportation, and profit margins. The ratio is even higher at cafes where they have to add labor, coffee shop overhead, and more. Probably a ratio of 4-1. Again, there are many variables, so this certainly isn’t set in stone.

Hence, a 10% tariff should equate to approximately a 3% increase in cost at the store, and a 2.5% increase at your coffee shop – for every 10% of tariff. The Trump administration has targeted Brazil with steep tariffs of 50%, which should loosely translate to a 12.5% increase in coffee shops that source their coffee from Brazil.

I just purchased, and received, a five-pound bag of high-quality Kenyan Peaberry beans for $118, not counting taxes and shipping. Keeping the 3-1 ratio in mind, the online store I bought it from probably paid a $40 import price (the price that tariffs are imposed on) prior to roasting the beans and bagging them for sale.

A five-pound bag of bean coffee is estimated to make 127 cups, or about $1 per cup based on the Kenyan coffee I purchased. Naturally, this depends on how strong you like your coffee. Kenya’s most recent proposed tariff rate is 10%. With a 10% tariff rate equating to a 3% rise in cost of the shelf price, my per cup cost of coffee would become $1.03. I don’t know anyone who’s going to quit drinking coffee over three cents. Remember, this is higher-quality coffee, not the stuff from Folgers or Maxwell House. Even if the coffee in question was high-quality Brazilian coffee, the increase shouldn’t be more than about 15 cents per cup. It’s far more likely that weather, affecting supply, will be a greater factor in your cup of java..

Now, here’s the disclaimer. A cup of coffee is generally considered to be 6 ounces, so that 18-ounce high-quality caffeine jolt you order could see a 45 cent jump. However, if the local coffee shop is just serving basic Folgers or some other basic brand, they may just be using tariffs as an excuse for a huge increase or sympathy.

 

A Small Win for Cheaper Housing – 8/18/2025

A concern among a lot of people today is the cost of housing. I have been arguing that government regulations make it difficult for contractors to build small homes and still be profitable. Safety regulations that go overboard, and even one child per bedroom rules exist in some places. Sometimes those regulations even ban the construction of certain sized homes. Recently, there was a small victory in the state of Georgia for those who can’t afford homes. 

Tiny House Hand Up won an important legal battle in their challenge to the City of Calhoun’s ban on building homes smaller than 1,150 square feet. (Footage generally excludes non-finished rooms). For the record, that would ban both of the homes I have bought in my lifetime. The first was a small 850 sq. ft. cottage in Pennsylvania. Sixteen years later I sold that home and bought an 1,100 sq. ft. home in South Dakota, in which I reside. My first home previously held a family of four, while my present home previously contained a family of five. Proof it doesn’t take a mansion to sufficiently house a family.

Tiny House is a Calhoun nonprofit that wants to use donated land to fill a niche for smaller, less costly homes. Fortunately, with the help of the Institute for Justice, they will be able to so. A written order will be coming from the court in the next few weeks. I assume, however, some extra work may be required to inspire contractors to build them.

Attorneys in the case made a number of statements, including, “Small homes offer flexibility for people who might not be able to afford larger homes or who just prefer to downsize,” and “Imposing arbitrary limits on home size makes no sense and violates the Georgia Constitution.”

Why common sense must prevail: Between 2020 and 2024, the median house price in Georgia rose from $249k to $381k. That’s more than 50% in under five years. Who can afford that? Not many – especially in Calhoun. Its poverty rate is more than twice the national average and its rate of home ownership is lower by 36%. Nearly 20% of homeowners and 40% of renters in the city live in housing that costs more than 30% of household income, a percentage which is generally considered unaffordable. Twenty-five percent has long been considered the standard for rent or mortgage.

Government busybodies, and often times your neighbors, increasingly want to dictate not only what you may do on your property, but also what kind of home you are allowed to live in. Cities and neighbors should have zero rights on your property barring a direct denial of rights on theirs. Elect leaders who will ease up on rules and regulations that hurt your ability to afford a home. Victory isn’t impossible.

 

Scientists Surprised by Arctic Meltdown Slowdown - 8/20/2025

It can’t be real. Surely it’s an August Fool’s Day joke! What is it? 

The melting of Arctic sea ice has slowed dramatically in the past 20 years, with no statistically significant decline in its extent since 2005. The finding is surprising researchers, given that carbon emissions from fossil fuel burning have continued to rise and trap ever more heat over that time.

Dr Mark England, who led the study while at the University of Exeter, stated, “It is surprising, when there is a current debate about whether global warming is accelerating, that we’re talking about a slowdown.” The scientists pointed to natural variations in ocean currents - that limit ice melting - as a probable balancing out of the continuing rise in global temperatures. 

Or maybe… the natural variations is what caused the melting in the first place. Perhaps the natural variation had reached a natural maximum of which scientists refuse to accept for financial reasons.

Not surprisingly, despite the new data, most climate change scientists are choosing to ignore it. The alarmists claim it’s only temporary and melting is highly likely to start again at an even higher rate. The Arctic, they prognosticate, is still expected to see ice-free conditions later in the century, harming people and wildlife. Never mind that “ice-free conditions” were supposedly going to happened by 2020.

“We-are-right-even-though-we-were-wrong’ is the ultimate in agenda-based ego and desperation for continued funding of which most scientists livelihoods depend upon.

Published in the journal Geophysical Research Letters, the research used two different datasets of Arctic sea ice levels from 1979 to the present day. The scientists analyzed the sea ice area for every month of the year and the slowdown was seen in all cases. The natural variation causing the slowdown is probably the multi-decade fluctuation in currents in the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, which alters warmed water flowing into the Arctic. 

After running thousands of climate model simulations on natural variations, England stated, “This is not an extremely rare event – over a century, it should happen a couple of times.” Despite that, he continued to claim, “Climate change is unequivocally real, human-driven, and continues to pose serious threats. The fundamental science and urgency for climate action remain unchanged.” 

I suspect the only urgency is the funding of his job.

Prof Andrew Shepherd, of Northumbria University, said: “We know that the Arctic sea ice pack is also thinning, and so even if the area was not reducing, the volume still is. Our data show that since 2010 the average October thickness has fallen by 0.6cm per year.” Why did he pick October instead of the yearly average? Simple: nit-picking oscillations in data can prove whatever one wants it to prove.

Global warming may be real, but I’ve read enough opposing data to firmly believe that mankind is a splash in the cause, not a tsunami. 

Source of origin: The Guardian

 

Foster Children  and Child Support – 8/22/2025

Anna (not her real name), has a story beginning in 2018 when she first sought help from Georgia’s Division of Family and Children Services. That’s when she and her six daughters became homeless. Her ex-boyfriend was arrested after she learned he was sexually abusing one of them. Despite working three jobs, Martinez couldn’t afford rent, so they were evicted.

As a result, the agency placed her children in foster care. She was among the 700 families who had children removed due to “inadequate housing”, which usually means homeless or non-stable housing. That, in itself, is another argument. That said, keep in mind, another sibling and I were removed from our home at the ages of one and two – just prior to the birth of LBJ’s welfare nation. 

Hundreds of low-income parents in Georgia, whose kids were sent to foster care, have been billed years of child support they say they can’t afford. In Anna’s case, she was ordered to pay $100 per month until officially being ordered to pay $472 per month, despite living below the federal poverty line. She has filed a lawsuit. If she has no money… well, I’m assuming it’s pro bono. 

The lawsuit argues that state agencies knew these families were impoverished and couldn’t afford to pay foster care fees, but charged them anyway. Well, good! Taxpayers didn’t bring these children into the world – the parents did – and the parents should pay – if not now, eventually.

The lawsuit also asks the state to stop seeking child support for most children who have aged out of the system (which I disagree with if back pay is due), or have been adopted (which I agree with). 

This story has a glitch, though. Anna eventually gave up parental rights for all six daughters at the agency’s urging. In my mind, giving up parental rights should release one from support and put it on the foster parents who are, in theory, that child’s new parents. I know my foster parents received some funding, but it’s too late to follow the money trail and its origins.

There is also a second glitch. Two of Martinez’ daughters have been adopted (which should release Anna), three have aged out of foster care (for which any back pay should be due), and one is expecting adoption soon. Yet the state still seeks the full $472 per month.

In addition, Anna now stays home to care for the two children she has custody of. So that means she has eight children, not six. Has she never heard of birth control? She has a partner, whose income goes towards child support. The article fails to mention whether the partner is a father of any of the children. All tolled, she owed over $13,000. A nonprofit raised money to cover that, so I guess that frees her up for the lawyers.

The moral of the story: If you can’t afford children, DON’T HAVE EIGHT OF THEM!

 

Religious Colleges and ‘Faith Statement’ Bans - 8/25/25

The Minnesota Department of Education banned ‘faith statement’ requirements for religious colleges in 2023 when Democrats gained control of the state Senate and House, as well as Governorship. The aim was to enact protections for LGBTQ rights. The change was part of a broader education funding bill. 

A group of parents, as well as some high school students who were earning college credits, sued to overturn the law, saying it violated their religious freedom under the First Amendment. They claimed they could no longer benefit from schools with campus atmospheres that reflect their values. 

A recent ruling from a US District Judge has overturned that ban, stating that religious colleges can require students to sign a statement of faith. In addition, those colleges cannot be excluded from a popular 40-year old Minnesota program that lets high school students take college courses for credit.

The ruling was a victory for two conservative Christian colleges in the state: Crown College and the University of Northwestern. Those two institutions require their students to pledge to follow the school’s values and conduct rules, which allegedly bars students, who aren’t Christian, or who are LGBTQ, from campus activities.

The judge said the dispute required the court “to venture into the delicate constitutional interplay of religion and publicly‐funded education.” That, is exactly what I am going to address. According to the judge, U.S. Supreme Court rulings give special solicitude to the rights of religious organizations. While states need not subsidize private education, once they do, they can’t disqualify private schools “solely because they’re religious.

Here’s my thought, based on one of my widespread principles. Government has no right to tell a person, or any entity, what they can or can not do, barring direct harm to others. Denial of a non-necessity is not direct harm. However, once that person or entity accepts government grants, funds, etc., that person/entity loses some of their full autonomy to run things as they see fit.

Hence, if the religious college is getting funds directly from the state, the state has some right to set the rules for accepting those funds. In addition, if the student is getting funds from the state, the state has some right as to how those funds can be spent.

Following the logic, if the money is going directly to the student, who will use the funds to study at a particular college, religious or not, the college should not be subject to particular government regulation – in this case, banning statements of faith.

Based on the wording of the article, however, it appears as though the two colleges received direct payments from the state, so I would disagree with this ruling. Full college autonomy should require full college self-reliance. 

Source used: Associated Press

 

The Blackmailer-in-Chief Strikes Again - 8/27/2025

 

Yes, Donald Trump (aka, President Pompous) has just become the world’s highest ranking blackmailer. You might also want to add highest ranking socialist to the list. Intel has agreed to sell the US a 10 percent stake in the company. This follows what could only be considered threats to go after Intel CEO, Lip-Bu Tan.

 

Trump had previously called for Tan to resign, accusing the CEO of having "concerning" ties to the Chinese Communist Party. The president claimed that Tan "walked in wanting to keep his job and he ended up giving us $10 billion for the United States." That sounds a lot like blackmail to me. 

 

Then Trump made a statement one would likely only hear in a mafia movie. “I think it would be good having the United States as your partner.” Doesn’t that sound a lot like, “I made him an offer he couldn’t refuse,” from the Godfather movie. It sounds a lot like Don has taken his first name a little too seriously.

 

Even Commerce Secretary, Howard Lutnick, has gotten in on the blackmail concept. He has advocated the idea of the US buying large stakes in various chip-makers in exchange for access to CHIPS Act funding that was passed by the Biden administration. Even admitted socialist, Senator Bernie Sanders got behind the plan, noting that "if microchip companies make a profit from the generous grants they receive from the federal government, the taxpayers of America have a right to a reasonable return on that investment." I agree, but that return should be in the form of repayment (as would happen in a loan), not in the form of a stake in the company (which is the very definition of socialism – state controlled businesses).

 

Trump supposedly likes the idea of approaching other chip-makers that he alleges fail to commit to increasing their investments in the US. It’s a “do as we tell you or else” mentality. He has no constitutional authority to tell businesses what they should or shouldn’t do. I also find it interesting that a weak-minded American company is cowering while TSMC, a Taiwan company, has not shown any inkling of being receptive to the idea of selling the US a stake in its chip business just to keep CHIPS funding. TSMC executives even suggested handing back their subsidies if the administration asks to become a stockholder. Just more proof that American businesses/people will never pass up a handout no matter the cost.

 

For the record, socialism is an “economic and political philosophy encompassing diverse economic and social systems characterized by social ownership of the means of production, as opposed to private ownership,” as defined in Wikipedia. I have been of the opinion that America passed into a “socialist-country-in-theory” status many years ago.  We are now seeing it happen first-hand. 

We renamed the Gulf of Mexico, so I guess renaming the USA to the USSA can’t be too far behind.

 

Source used: The Guardian

 

Is Trump Becoming Part of an Evil Trinity? - 8/28/2025

Is Trump connected to alleged covert propaganda scheme in Greenland?

Danish Public broadcaster, DR, said the Danish government, and various unnamed security sources, as well as other unidentified sources, in Greenland and the U.S., believe that at least three American nationals, with connections to Trump, have been carrying out covert influence operations in the territory.

One of the three allegedly compiled a list of both U.S.-friendly Greenlanders, and names of people opposed to Trump, as well as convincing locals to point out cases that could be used to cast Denmark in a bad light in American media. Two others have tried to nurture contacts with politicians and business persons, in addition to the locals.

So, in essence, they are alleging that the Trump administration is exercising a propaganda campaign encouraging the Greenland’s citizens to revolt against their Danish masters. Hmm! What do think President Pompous’ response would be if it was China or Russia encouraging Guam, or another US territory, to revolt against the United States.

As a result the accusations,  Denmark’s foreign minister summoned the top U.S. diplomat in the country for talks. In addition, the White House did not offer an immediate comment on the accusations, but common sense reasoning tells me they will be denied.

DR said its story was based on information from a total of eight sources, who believe the goal is to weaken relations with Denmark from within Greenlandic society. DR did, however, admit that it had been unable to clarify whether the Americans were working on their own initiative or on commands from higher up. The names of the accused were known, but allegedly withheld to protect sources.

Considering Trump has repeatedly said he seeks U.S. jurisdiction over Greenland, I find myself leaning toward this story being based in truth. Furthermore, Trump has not ruled out military force to take control of the Arctic island, which is rich in minerals and strategically located.

So, I guess, if Putin and Netanyahu can get away with whatever their evil takeover desires are, why not Trump? Might as well make an Evil Trinity out of the Evil Empires, right? No!

Whether true or not, having yet another administration allegedly interfering in the internal affairs another country is wrong and almost always unacceptable. We always seem to have a government that accuses other nations of political propaganda, while committing the same deed ourselves. It’s typical DC hypocrisy.

According to Danish Foreign Minister, Lars Løkke Rasmussen, “We are aware that foreign actors continue to show an interest in Greenland and its position in the Kingdom of Denmark. It is therefore not surprising if we experience outside attempts to influence the future of the Kingdom in the time ahead.” Denmark, a NATO member, as well as Greenland, have said the island is not for sale, and condemned reports of the U.S. gathering intelligence there.

I would argue gathering intelligence is fine. Propaganda to divide a country, however, is not.

Source used: BBC

 

A Labor Day Message - 8/29/2025

Nearly 1,000 “worker over billionaire” protests are being planned, in all 50 states, during the Labor Day weekend. The protests are actions organized by labor unions, and advocacy groups, in opposition to the Trump administration’s policies. The actions include marches and rallies in cities such as Chicago, Los Angeles, New York, and even Palmer, Alaska and Freeport, Maine. 

Let me remind you of two things. First: while union numbers are high, as a percentage of the workforce, membership is lower than it’s ever been. Second, having been both an employee and an employer, employers can almost always be choosier than employees. The why is simple. There is almost always someone more than happy take your job if you don't want it. Unless one is willing to risk their life savings to start a business of their own, employees are far more dependent on employers than the other way around. The protests prove that argument. How? Because people who aren’t dependent on others… have no need to protest Trump labor policies. They earn their money despite any government policy.

Among the policies being protested, are the Trump administration’s attempts to rescind collective bargaining rights from 1 million federal workers. I will admit, this is wrong. Everyone should have the right to bargain their wages. On the other hand, every employer should have the right to fire your ass if they can find cheaper labor. Your employer is not your parent. They have no obligation to support you. 

Allegedly, Trump wants to cut minimum wage requirements for federal contractors from $17.75 an hour to $13.30 an hour. Personally, there shouldn’t be a minimum wage… anywhere. Supply and demand will dictate what wages are proper for any given job. If an employer offers too little, no one will take the job. Only when an offered wage is high enough, will someone accept it. That becomes the minimum wage for that job at that given period in time. Governments don’t need to set one.

The actions come as public support for labor unions supposedly remains strong. A national poll conducted by the AFL-CIO, and David Binder Research, found trust in labor unions is at 55% – larger than either political party. Despite that, remember… the percentage of union workers is at an all-time low. Unions once had a legitimate purpose, but today they protect too many workers that should be fired, not coddled. Unions also caused companies to send hoards of manufacturing jobs overseas to countries with pennies-on-the-dollar labor.

If you really believe in workers over billionaires, put your actions where your mouth is. Give up that Amazon account, that Facebook account, that X account, that Google account, that Microsoft account. Quit shopping at Walmart. You’re the reason Bezos, Zuckerberg, and the Walton family are rich. Start shopping locally instead of online. Support local jobs provided by mom and pop local businesses. Small towns aren’t going by the wayside because of Trump.

If you don’t like your wages, quit and start your own business. I promise you, for most, riches don't come easily or by only working 40 hours per week. Instead of protesting on Labor  Day because you feel used by billionaires, celebrate Labor Day... because in America, one still has the right to create their own work destiny - and no, it won't be easy. It's called work for a reason. Labor Day isn’t about dependence; it’s about the independence to control your own career.

Immigration Conundrum and Scare Tactics - 9/2/2025

 

Supposedly, more than 1.2 million immigrants, both legal and illegal, disappeared from the labor force since the start of the year, according to preliminary Census Bureau. 

 

Immigrants make up almost 20% of the US. workforce, and that data shows 45% of workers in farming, fishing and forestry are immigrants. About 30% of all construction workers are immigrants, and 24% of service workers are immigrants.

 

To the writers of this story, I would ask, why be disingenuous? Your numbers include legal immigrants as well as illegals. Is it to inflate numbers to make Trump look like Darth Vader? Is it to make people fear they will lose access to food and housing? I’m guessing it’s both. 

 

Lidia (no last name) is a farm worker  in California’s Central Valley. She fears ICE could upend her life more than 23 years after she illegally crossed the southern border at the age of 13. “The worry is they’ll pull you over when you’re driving and ask for your papers.  We need to work. We need to feed our families and pay our rent,” she told the Associated Press via an interpreter.

 

So let me get this straight. She came here as a teenager, has been here for 23 years, and still required an interpreter for the interview? Seriously?  How does one live somewhere for two-plus decades without learning the language? That’s insane! I would never move to Mexico… and not become proficient in Spanish.

 

Enter the inflated numbers factor: Allegedly, immigrants fill 50% of all new jobs created. Note that the percentage includes both legal and illegal immigrants. Obviously liberals choose to include both since using only illegals wouldn’t make Trump’s crackdown look Evil Empire enough.

 

Enter the fear factor: In McAllen, Texas, corn and cotton fields are about ready for harvesting. Elizabeth Rodriguez worries there won’t be enough workers available for the gins and other machinery once the fields are cleared. In other words, crops may not make it to market, and prices will soar.

 

The story then goes on to scare us about potential loses in the construction industry. “Construction employment has stalled or retreated in many areas for a variety of reasons,” said a chief  economist. Adjusted for inflation, so have construction wages. I know. My entire work life was construction-based. 

 

Contractors report they would hire more people if only they could find more qualified and willing workers, and tougher immigration enforcement wasn’t disrupting labor supplies. There is one, usually unnamed reason, contractors and other industries, have a hard time finding workers – and it’s self-imposed. They don’t want to train anyone like they did decades ago. They expect perfect employees from Day One, and AI hiring algorithms will only make it worse.  Instead of hiring actual citizens at good wages and risking a loss if the worker can’t develop the skills, companies hire illegals at cheap hourly minimum wages, which basically equals a full day’s pay in Mexico and many other countries.

 

It’s another way to interpret the old saying, “Can’t live with them, can’t live without them.”

 

Source used: Associated Press Your Phone, and Encrypted Apps, Are Not Private - 9/3/2025

 

In late 2024, the Biden Administration entered into a contract with Paragon, a company founded in Israel, and now owned by a US firm. The $2m contract was put on hold pending a compliance review. What is Paragon? It’s a company that produces spyware which can be used to hack into any mobile phone – along with encrypted applications, such as Signal and WhatsApp.

 

The pause has now been lifted, and US immigration agents (i.e., ICE) will have access to it. Logic would also dictate it won’t be long until every government agency will eventually be granted access. I’ve said it before - if you think the digital world was created to make your life easier, guess again. While there are some benefits, the digital revolution was about tracking everything we do, for better or worse.

 

The software, called Graphite, can take control of any mobile phone, track an individual’s whereabouts, read their messages, look at their photographs, and open and read information held on encrypted applications. It can also be used as a listening device through the manipulation of the phone’s recorder.

 

No matter your opinion of ICE and deportation, such software is not good for privacy and individual rights. Contracts with other nation governments could even result in it being used against the US. Paragon claims that it only does business with democracies, however, they refuse to disclose who its clients are, or knowledge of how its clients use the technology against targets. They also claim they have a ‘no tolerance policy’ and will cut off government clients if they discover the spyware is used to target members of civil society. 

 

To Paragon’s credit, last year they did cut off ties with Italy after discovering 90 people, including human rights activists who had been critical of Italy’s dealings with Libya, had been targeted by the Italian government.

 

Let’s do a reality check, though.  Governments, especially ours, are the biggest spy organizations on the planet. Paragon is now a US company, which means government can punish it for not cowering to every whim it wishes to use the spyware. Naturally, spyware makers say their products are intended to be used to prevent crime and terrorist attacks. 

 

While spyware is arguably a necessary evil to help protect our nation from those who may choose to do us harm, evidence of its abuse is rampant. I know what you’re thinking. You don’t do anything that the government cares about so they have no reason to spy on you. Now think about all the data centers being built. Also know it’s estimated that only 15% of data being stored is actively being used. They are recording everything.

 

How long until you don’t agree with the latest government dictator agenda, you make a verbal or written statement, and you become a target of government harassment? 

 

Source used: the Guardian

 

Murdered and Missing Indigenous Still a Problem - 9/4/2025

Leaders in Alaska have promised action, time and time again, to address the state’s consistent failure to solve the murders and disappearances of Indigenous people. Federal legislation, backed by Alaska Sen. Lisa Murkowski, called for improving data collection and information sharing among law enforcement and tribes. Governor Mike Dunleavy, repeatedly said that the state government would work with Alaska Natives to solve the unsolved.

Sadly, little has been done since I did a podcast on the topic a few years ago. When an Alaska Native group recently asked state law enforcement officials for something as simple as a list of murders investigated by state police (an average of 22 per year), the state denied them. That’s when Charlene Aqpik Apok, trying to collect the names of those missing or murdered to read at a rally, discovered that while the missing get listed, those who are murdered, do not. 

This past June, she started a nonprofit which filed two public records requests with the Alaska Department of Public Safety concerning investigated homicide cases since 2022. The group asked for victims of all races, and then for those identified as Alaska Native. Simple enough one would think.

However, the state rejected the requests a week later, claiming time restraints and a lame state regulation allowing denial if providing information would require employees to “compile or summarize” existing public records. In other words, four years after creating a council on murdered and missing Indigenous people, Alaska cannot readily identify murder cases involving Indigenous victims. 

The department also claims it receives thousands of records requests each year, is a leader in data transparency, and that “to imply that we are not invested in this work due to the denial of one records request from an advocacy group is absurd.” It also cited examples of transparency in  their requests for federal grants.

My own research shows Alaska generally has between 50-70 total murders per year. How hard can it be to compile five dozen records into a list? That sounds like a project a high-school student could accomplish given the data to do so.

In 2021, Data for Indigenous Justice published its first report on the crisis in Alaska. A council, appointed by the Governor, even relied on Apok’s findings which concluded that little data is available. So the only question that remains is, “Why?”

There can only be one answer. The authorities simply don’t care. I’m not stating that murders aren’t looked into, I’m sure they are. However, when the state can’t come up with something as simple as a list, the optics would imply that investigations seem to not be a priority. In addition, without a list, how would they even know if a serial killer was on the loose? 

For families of the victims, this isn’t just sad, it’s appalling. Till things improve, Apok said her group will continue making public records requests while also building its own database through community connections. Good for her! At least one person cares.

Sources used: Pro Publica and Alaska Daily News

 

Vaccine Mandates vs. Personal Autonomy - 9/5/2025

Florida is planning to end all vaccination requirements in the state, including requirements for school children to get routine childhood vaccinations that allegedly protect them and their communities from severe and life-threatening diseases, such as whooping cough, diphtheria, measles, tetanus, RSV, and polio.

A lot of people aren’t going to like that I used the word “allegedly” in that sentence. Granted, while many vaccines have decades of proven protection, others do not. Experts like to say that the Covid vaccine saved millions of lives. That’s impossible to know. Why? Take me, for example. I took no vaccine, contracted Covid, was sick for one day, and fine the next. Had I gotten the vaccine, the government would have said the vaccine saved my life, even though that wouldn’t have been true. Dying “with” Covid is not the same as dying strictly “from” Covid. It’s believed that 94% of deaths involved those with underlying conditions. I won’t even get into the “cause of death” on death certificates fiasco.

Florida’s Surgeon General, Joseph Ladapo, stated, "What I'm most excited about is an announcement that we're making now, which is that the Florida Department of Health, in partnership with the governor, is going to be working to end all vaccine mandates in Florida law… every last one of them."

To that, I say, “Great!” However, do not interpret that as me being anti-vaccine. I am not. I actually recommend a number of them. On the other hand, I also believe that Big Pharma has conned us into thinking we need more vaccines than we actually do. Scare tactics work great. Most of us will never have our house burn down, yet we all buy insurance to cover such a loss. You never hear anyone running around claiming that buying insurance kept their house from turning into cinders.

I really don’t care what one’s beliefs about vaccines are,  be it pro or con. What I do care about… is bodily autonomy and the freedom to choose what one does with their own body, including what one puts into it. Laws that require a person to inject, swallow, or otherwise put something into their body that they may oppose is nothing more than medical rape. Those who cry, “My body, my choice” as a medical choice, seemingly have no problem forcing vaccines upon others. It’s hypocrisy.

Others will cry, “we must protect the vulnerable.” Sorry, not if it requires force. One person’s vulnerability is not a viable excuse to impose actions upon the other 99% of society. It’s unethical and dictatorial, and should not occur in any free society. 

If Florida moves forward with the plans, they will become the only state in the country to not have vaccination requirements for public school attendance. Let’s be honest, not fearful. Even if every state eliminated every vaccine mandate, most of us would still “get the insurance” due to the innate fear of our “medical house” being turned to ashes.

 

America’s “Becoming more socialist” Mistake - 9/9/2025

 

A new Gallup poll finds that while the majority of U.S. adults generally have a more positive view of capitalism than socialism, Democrats do not. According to the survey (albeit with only an 1,110 person sampling), just 42% of Democrats view capitalism favorably, while 66% have a positive view of socialism. Positive views of socialism have grown among older and younger Democrats.

 

Based on the sampling, the overall rate of those with a positive view of capitalism is down from the 61% rate of fifteen years ago, and sitting at just 54% today. Even independents’ view of capitalism has shrunk. In addition, less than 20% of Democrats said capitalism “makes sure everyone’s basic needs, such as food, health care, and housing, are met.” 

 

That said, I don’t see any law that bans these Democrats from donating to charity rather than stealing it via socialist taxation. Apparently, the “my body, my choice” crowd has no problem altering their ethics since “your money, your choice” is never spoken by them. Either one believes in self-reliability and autonomy, or one doesn’t. Socialism doesn’t.

Even fewer Democrats (17%) have a positive view of big business, while 60% of Republicans do. Yet most of those Democrats will continue to use Facebook, Amazon, and other companies whose founders make billions. 

 

While I am certainly not a big fan of Big Tech, Big Pharma, or big anything else, I don’t want socialism replacing capitalism. Why? Let’s look at the EU, which is far more socialist than America.

 

The average EU household does not have an ice-maker, nor do they have a clothes dryer. Air-conditioning is considered a luxury in the EU, even in the hotter southern countries. When accounting for the cost-of-living, Americans earn as much money in the first nine months, than what Europeans earn for the entire year. 

 

When it comes to company output, goods and services produced per hour by the EU equals 80% that of America. Thirty years ago, that number was 95%. Just ten years ago, the EU had 28 of the world”s Top 100 market valued companies – today they only have 18. 

 

Thanks to green energy policies, EU industrial electricity prices are 2-5x that in America, making goods more costly to produce, and consumers to buy. Firings and layoffs are almost unheard of. Their largest market value employer, SAP, allegedly had to pay out three years of salary when laying off 10,000 workers. Paying for those no longer producing drives up prices even further.

 

Wanting to start a business? EU startups require 3x as much bank borrowing as US startups because Americans have much better access to venture capital and private equity. 

 

After factoring in the taxes and welfare distributions that socialism brings, Europeans’ disposable income remains 14% lower than that of Americans. Only the poorest 10% of Americans are worse off than the average European in spending power. 

 

Does capitalism have its flaws? Damn right it does. However, socialism has far more, which results in a lower financial well-being. Consider that while sucking down that iced-tea in your air-conditioned home or apartment. Oh, wait! Most Europeans have neither of those.

 

Sources used: Associated Press and Reason

 

Plane Seized Due To Six-pack of Beer - 9/11/2025

Ken Jouppi, a then 72-year-old Alaskan bush pilot, was convicted of a misdemeanor in 2012, when state troopers searched his plane before takeoff, and discovered that a passenger was attempting to bring three cases of beer to her postmaster husband living in a "dry" village where alcohol is prohibited. Jouppi was deemed culpable for just one of the six-packs that troopers said was in plain sight, and served three days in jail, plus a fine.

 The state wasn't through with Jouppi. Defying trial court decisions, for the past 13 years, state prosecutors have sought to seize his Cessna U206D, worth $95,000, through asset forfeiture - which allows police and prosecutors to seize property connected to criminal activity. Seriously? A $95k punishment… for a misdemeanor? Can government get more oppressive? 

The man is petitioning the Supreme Court to consider whether the seizure of his plane, over a six-pack, is an excessive fine under the Eighth Amendment. Along with the Institute for Justice, he is asking the Supreme Court to rule on whether states should consider the gravity of a defendant's specific offense, rather than an abstract view of the general crime.

"The Excessive Fines Clause of the constitution was built for cases like this. As government agencies increasingly exploit fines and forfeitures to pad their budgets, it's vital that the Supreme Court make clear that the Excessive Fines Clause is a meaningful check on government overreach."

Why has Alaska gone wild on this case? The ruling states, "Alcohol abuse in rural Alaska leads to increased crime; disorders, such as alcoholism; conditions, such as fetal alcohol spectrum disorder; and death, imposing substantial costs on public health and the administration of justice. Within this context, it is clear that the illegal importation of even a six-pack of beer causes grave societal harm. This factor strongly suggests that the forfeiture is not grossly disproportional."

I’m sorry, but yes it is. A six-pack of beer is barely enough to get two people legally drunk for two hours. In this case, the beer was intended for just one person, a husband. This is hardly “grave” societal harm. I don’t blame my local convenience store for displaying freshly baked chocolate-chip cookies for my, or society’s, overweight issues.

In the past, the Supreme Court ruled that while states are bound by the Eighth Amendment, each state court can determine what constitutes an excessive fine. Many states adopted proportionality tests that involve some analysis of personal culpability. The Alaska Supreme Court, however, has focused on the maximum penalties for worst-case offenders of alleged “grave social ills”. Under that insanity, the Alaska Supreme Court ruled that the forfeiture of Jouppi's plane was not excessive.

To every legislator out there, no matter what state you are from: ills of society can not be legislated away into oblivion. Last century’s Prohibition laws proved that. Unless Alaska can prove the pilot, now 85, had purposeful ill-intent on his mind, Ken Jouppi’s plane needs to remain his.

Source used: Anchorage Daily News

 

Are Car Loans the Next Big Bailout? - 9/11/2025

Americans are drowning in auto loan debt, delinquencies, defaults and repossessions.

Cars are more expensive than ever, according to a Consumer Federation of America report. The average vehicle now sells for nearly $50,000, and almost 20% of new car buyers are paying $1,000+ per month. Twenty percent of those loans are for seven years. Naturally, I did the math. The full $50k, over 84 months, at 7.5%... equals $766 per month. Considering a down-payment is required, a $1,000 monthly payment would equate to a very expensive vehicle.

A seven-year loan is three more years than the standard loan of three decades ago. The longer the loan, the more you pay in interest. In the above example, the interest adds $14,420 to the cost, or an additional 28%.

Americans owe more than $1.66 trillion in auto debt and – wait for it – a “crisis”, is happening as our alleged federal watchdogs have supposedly reduced oversight and enforcement of predatory practices in the auto market.

I can see it now! I can almost guarantee it will happen eventually. Car payment loan forgiveness - just like educational loan forgiveness. There no doubt in my mind since American citizens no longer seem to be held responsible for their own bad decisions. 

CFA is sending the report to members of Congress, calling for an end to "exploitative practices," such as interest-rate kickbacks, in which dealers and lenders allegedly conspire to secretly inflate interest rates and share in the extra profits. We don’t need more protections. There are plenty.

What we need is smarter consumers. However, because America has been dumbed down over the last few decades, few of those exist. Let me make it easy with three simple rules.

Rule #1: Never buy what you can’t afford. That’s a lost concept. Everyone wants the best of everything, even if only earning a small paycheck. Settling for less is not evil or degrading. It’s smart.

Rule #2: Banks will usually give you better rates than a car dealer. (A dealer wanted to charge my friend 5.9% for six years on a one-year-old car. My friend told him he could get 4.1% at his bank [not a bluff]. The dealer matched it. He then proceeded to pay the car off in four years because he followed rule #1.

Rule #3: Always ask about all fees involved and NEVER SIGN ANYTHING without a full understanding of what you are signing. Yes, read it – or get a lawyer to do so. We’re talking tens of thousands of dollars.

The report claims the Consumer Finance Protection Bureau is receiving record high numbers of complaints about auto loans.  I can’t help but wonder, what percentage of those are because of consumer’s lack of financial skills? Based on the number of delinquent education loans to those who couldn’t afford them, my guess is the percentage is rather high. 

Perhaps if schools worried more about teaching life’s necessities instead of multi-culturalism and inclusion, this country wouldn’t be so financially inept and begging Congress to be their life-long Nanny.

Source used: Ars Technica

 

Credits Reports in Hiring Practices - 9/15/2025

A bill reintroduced by Senator Warren from Massachusetts, and Steve Cohen, a Tennessee representative, would ban most employers from using credit checks to vet potential hires. If passed, it would amend the Fair Credit Reporting Act to stop employers from requiring job applicants to disclose their credit history, as well as the acquisition of consumer reports on applicants. Even the “suggestion” of providing your credit history as a “good idea” would not be permitted. 

Amazingly, I’m actually agreeing with Elizabeth Warren on an issue, at least to some extent. Part Two of the bill would also prohibit credit reporting agencies from providing reports to employers. Based on that, if agencies can’t release reports, employers have little reason to ask in the first place.

Democrats argue that denying jobs based on a candidate’s financial history “makes no sense”. I would agree, with some exceptions - such as national security roles or positions in financial services. For the record, those exceptions are in the bill. There’s also another exception which I’ll address shortly

Democrats also argue that financial reports discriminate against minorities, intentionally or otherwise. She also includes women in that category because, they too, tend to have lower credit scores. While I can see discrimination as a possibility, most employers will want the absolute best person they can find for a job. Hence, I’m not convinced race or sex is a major factor, though I’m sure it happens.

Versions of the legislation have been proposed since the 2008-09 housing bubble collapse, and the following economic recession. That was a time when many people went into additional debt and had a hard time keeping up with payments.

Just how many employers use credit reports as a factor in hiring? According to the Urban Institute, about half of employers use information from credit reports in their hiring processes. I think that sounds like an extreme exaggeration. Why? Over half of companies have fewer than five employees – and over 80% have fewer than twenty. I just don’t see those small operations doing credit checks unless those employees will be manning cash registers. Even then, many businesses have security cameras aimed at the register.

As for the additional exception, I can see larger employers using credit reports because they often show those with outstanding medical debt. With large employers usually having to provide some type of mandated health insurance, I can understand not wanting to hire “medical cases” due to costs of those programs and lost time on the job.

A study from thirteen years ago, reported 10% of people have been refused a job due to a credit check. Probably not a lot when one allows for the exceptions, but that could be higher today if the “half of companies” statement is actually correct.

With the opposing party in control, I honestly don’t see this bill passing, either, though maybe it should. What do you think?

Source used: Guardian

 

Did US Military Trade Due Process for Murder? - 9/16/2025

The US military destroyed an alleged Venezuelan drug vessel traveling in international waters on the way to the US. A 30-second video was also released, which appeared to show a sea-going vessel exploding and bursting into flames. Trump stated that three men were killed in the attack on "violent drug trafficking cartels". At the time, he provided no evidence that the boat was carrying drugs, despite claiming, "All you have to do is look at the cargo - it was spattered all over the ocean - big bags of cocaine and fentanyl all over the place." 

This wasn’t the first boat. An earlier attack on a boat, said to be carrying drugs from Venezuela, resulted in the deaths of all eleven on board. Washington claimed "100% fidelity and certainty" that the vessel was involved in trafficking to the US. Some evidence supposedly suggests otherwise. 

International waters, while not completely lawless, refers to areas of the ocean that do not belong to any country or fall under any country’s jurisdiction. Territorial waters, on the other hand, extend twelve nautical miles from the coast of all nations with a coastline, with each nation having sovereignty over such waters. These two definitions are important. They basically decide which country can do “what” based on “where”.

All of this brings me to one question. Whatever happened to the concept of due process? If those killed in these attacks were truly drug traffickers, why did they not get their day in court? America is suppose to be a country where people are innocent until proven guilty. Did Trump, and our military, simply decide that high seas murderous anarchy, aka Pirates of the Caribbean, should rule the day? 

Trump defended himself by saying, "These extremely violent drug trafficking cartels pose a threat to US national security." No! They don’t. Those in the boats were allegedly trafficking drugs, not a nuclear weapon or military arms. The US isn’t going to fail to be a nation because a certain percentage of citizens decide to waste their lives consuming illicit drugs. Trump has a habit of claiming “national security” to achieve whatever he wants, that existing laws would otherwise prevent.

I believe drugs that serve little purpose other than to escape reality, are one of society’s biggest scourges. However, I also believe every human being, for better or worse, has the right to indulge in arguable self-destruction. Freedom is not freedom when self-autonomy is denied. Prohibition of alcohol in the last century proved that banning “desirable pleasures” doesn’t work. We would be better off legalizing drugs, along with regulating them. Overdoses would be reduced, impurities would mostly be weeded out, and the taxes could provide for rehabilitation.

Even more important, though, is that everyone deserves due process. Your life should not come down to politics of association.

 

Another Health Care Data Breach - 9/18/2025

Health care records get hacked on a regular basis, seemingly every day. The latest breach happened in Anchorage, Alaska. Alaska’s KTUU reported previously this month that an anonymous hacker group claimed the stealing of 10,000 patient records. If the group’s latest claims are accurate, an additional 50,000 patient records will have been compromised. 

Chloe Martin, an FBI Anchorage Public Affairs officer, said in a statement. “As a matter of longstanding policy, the FBI can neither confirm nor deny the existence, or otherwise provide status updates of an investigation, unless, if and until charges are filed.” When the FBI won’t deny breaches, odds are… it’s confirmed. This is especially true in the US, where government regulations for personal privacy are basically non-existent.

Anchorage Neighborhood Health Center confirmed the data security incident occurring on their network, via their website. As a result, you should be asking, “If the health center admits it, why won’t the FBI?” 

ANHC immediately initiated response protocols and proactively took the affected systems offline to protect their data and patients’ information. The health center stated, “We are working with third-party cyber-security experts to conduct a comprehensive investigation into the nature and scope of the incident and we have also notified law enforcement.” 

I don’t know about you, but personally, if they have to work with third-party cyber-security, then the health center’s IT isn’t smart enough to be running a system that is online around the clock.

Here’s a bit of advice for every health center out there. Take all your systems offline and contain them in house. If another facility needs info on a patient, take your choice. Send an encrypted file, or even an old-fashion fax. Both are better than being online 24/7 for anyone to hack into.

ANHC is eligible for funding under the Public Health Service Act and qualifies for “enhanced reimbursement from Medicare and Medicaid.” Maybe this is why they were hacked – to commit Medicare and Medicaid fraud. That, too, happens just about every day.

Abhishek Karnik,  of McAfee Threat Research, stated, “Data breaches have become a regular part of the digital landscape — and healthcare providers are often targeted because of the sensitive and valuable information they hold. We commonly see names, addresses, phone numbers, Social Security numbers, driver’s license details, emails and sometimes even medical histories exposed. That’s the kind of data scammers can use for identity theft, phishing, or even impersonation months or years down the line."

We should all know the dangers by now. Unfortunately, you have little recourse. Government has forced any hospital taking government money to put your information into an easy-to-access national database. That’s great if you’re in another state and are in need of emergency medical care. But based on numbers, you’re far more likely to have your data stolen, than need care away from your home base.

Pretty much the only thing you can do, because government won’t protect you, is to not get sick. And if you do, don’t give any information that isn’t absolutely necessary for your care.

Source used: KTUU, Alaska

 

The Jimmy Kimmel Controversy – 9/19/2025

Numerous hosts of late-night shows, such as Jon Stewart, Jimmy Fallon, Stephen Colbert, Seth Meyers, and even former host David Letterman, have all been critical of ABC’s decision to indefinitely put Jimmy Kimmel on hiatus. The move follows his questionable comments about the murder of right-wing activist, Charlie Kirk.

Due to space requirements, I won’t repeat all of their comments, but they generally referred to free speech and/or Trump’s alleged suppression of such speech. Jon Stewart was quoted as saying, “Read your Constitution!” to a round of applause.

I have! Many times over. Read it closely. While the First Amendment gives everyone, including the press, the right to free speech, it does not give one the right to use a format that isn't owned by said person. When I signed up with Hostinger to develop the webpage you’re reading right now, I had to agree to follow their guidelines. You do the same thing when you sign up for Facebook, X, your banking app, etc. Read the terms of service!

If the hosts of those shows want the guarantee of saying whatever controversial thing pops into their brain, they need to start their own production/media outlet company, and send it over the free air waves - which also requires an FCC permit to avoid hundreds of people using the exact same frequency at the exact same time. They could even start their own magazine if they want. No permit required.

Virtually everyone is guilty of saying things that would be better left unsaid, even making empty threats at times. Trump, who often seems to lack a filter, has often threatened and insulted numerous people. Sadly, that''s his style. As president, though, his threats need to taken somewhat seriously.  Entities shouldn't have to cower wondering what will happen if their decisions aren't liked by the head Overlord.

But let’s get to the real reason these hosts are getting dumped. It boils down to two issues – lack of ratings... and lack of advertising dollars. 

At their peak, in the ‘90s and early ‘00s, Johnny Carson, Jay Leno (who superseded him), and  David Letterman were pulling in audiences of more than 10 million viewers - each. In the second quarter of this year, Colbert, who leads the pack, averaged just 2.4 million viewers, and Kimmel 1.8 million. In addition, the target audience of 19-49 year-old viewers only made up a fifth of the overall audience. That sounds like bad management. In addition, advertiser spending on late-night shows across ABC, CBS, and NBC dropped by about half since 2018, from $439 to $221 million in 2024. One of the shows was even losing money.

Granted, part of this is due to more competition, but let’s face the inevitable. Late night shows on major networks are dying just like Saturday morning cartoons died decades ago. In my opinion, it’s because talk shows' skits gave up being funny… for being politically insulting. What do you think?

Sources used: Guardian and Business Insider

 

The Downward Trend in Public Schools – 9/21/2025

 

Often times when I’m out in retail public, forced to deal with late-teens and 20-somethings, I find my myself not questioning their intelligence, but rather their knowledge of things I once thought everyone should know. I separate intelligence from knowledge because they are two different things. Intelligence is basically the ability to learn, while knowledge is actually learning something... and remembering it.

 

As someone who almost always uses cash, I’ve lost track of how many times a young cashier had to repeatedly look at the computer screen in order to count out the correct change – something that anyone with basic math skills should be able to do with just one glance, maybe twice as to avoid a mistake. To be fair, it happens with older generations, but not as often.

 

I’m also stunned by studies that show how little knowledge younger generations have of what was once considered basic history. Many can’t name the first three presidents or which country we gained our independence from. Less than one-third of college students know that only Congress can officially declare war, or that ‘Government of the people, by the people, for the people,” is from the Gettysburg Address. One-third don’t know that the tilt of the Earth’s axis as it revolves around the sun determines seasons. Despite two decades of global warming paranoia, one-third don’t know that natural gas is a fossil fuel.

 

Last year, the average reading and math scores of American high school seniors fell to their lowest levels in two decades, according to the National Assessment of Educational Progress. Reading scores for 12th graders were 10 points lower than in 1992, when the test was first administered. Math scores fell to their lowest level since 2005, when the math assessment began.

 

The test, administered by the National Center for Education Statistics (part of the US Department of Education) assessed approximately 20,000 12th-graders in math and reading, and 23,000 eighth-graders in science. 45% of 12th graders scored below the ‘basic’ level in math, while only 22% scored at or above “proficient’. One-third of students scored below the ‘basic’ level in reading, with about the same scoring at or above ‘proficient’.

 

Many experts blame lack of attendance and online teaching due to COVID, but the decline has been happening for two decades - long before the ridiculous response to the pandemic occurred. Other experts point to other potential factors, including increased screen time and smartphone use, which spits out info at the touch of a button, no memorization required. Carol Jago, a literacy expert at UCLA, simply stated that today’s students read fewer books and spend less time with longer texts. “To be a good reader, you have to have the stamina to stay on the page, even when the going gets tough.” As for math, calculators have replaced our brain.

 

However, perhaps what amazes me most in education, is the number of people wanting to continue the federal Department of Education. It certainly can’t be about performance, so like most things in government, it has to be about “Follow the money!”

Government Hypocrisy and Iranian Diplomats - 9/22/2025

The Trump administration has barred Iranian diplomats, based in or visiting New York, from shopping at wholesale club stores, like Costco and Sam’s Club, and purchasing luxury goods without specific permission from the State Department. I don’t know whether we should laugh or shake our heads. The concept basically equates to being a parent overseeing what their child spends their allowance on. So why the parental oversight?

According to the department, “We will not allow the Iranian regime to allow its clerical elites to have a shopping spree in New York while the Iranian people endure poverty, crumbling infrastructure, and dire shortages of water and electricity.”

Wow! This statement comes from an administration that has crumbling sanctions on Iran that make it extremely difficult for them to produce a successful economy. Sanctions are imposed on their energy sector, financial sector including its Central Bank, shipping, construction, mining, textiles, automotive, and manufacturing. Foreign corporations that invest in, and/or buy, sell, or transport Iranian oil, are included in those sanctions.

Yet this administration maintains the the insane attitude of blaming Iran for its poverty, crumbling infrastructure, and dire shortages of water and electricity. How is a country suppose to succeed when most everything it does is sanctioned by the richest country in the world? Why would they not despise us? Is there picture of Congress as the definition of the word ‘hypocrisy’ in the dictionary? 

Membership stores have been a favorite of Iranian diplomats living in or visiting New York because they are able to buy large quantities of products not available at home due to the aforementioned reasons. Numerous countries are in dire economic straits, allegedly due to their oppressive governments, yet only Iranian diplomats were targeted with such child-like treatment.

In another ridiculous statement, the State Department said, “By preventing Iranian regime officials from exploiting diplomatic travel to the UN as a means to obtain goods unavailable to the Iranian public, we are sending a clear message: When the United States says it stands with the people of Iran, we mean it.” Could that be any more idiotic? The answer to that can be heard from the mouth of any Iranian with a heartbeat negatively affected by our sanctions.

In case you wanted to know what “luxury goods” are according to the government, the Office of Foreign Missions’ list includes a lot of what many average Americans are likely to own. Such as: watches, leather apparel, footwear, handbags, wallets, fountain pens, cosmetics, perfumes and toilet waters, carpets, rugs, tapestries, electronics and appliances, recreational sports articles, musical instruments, cigarettes and cigars, wine, spirits and beer.

Here’s the twist many of our own citizens may fail to recognize. In many parts of the world, everything I just listed is a luxury. We need to be more grateful for what we do have than be jealous of what we don’t have. On the other hand, no one should need government permission.

Sources used: Associated Press and congress.gov

 

The Need for Old-Fashioned Hiring Practices - 9/24/2025

I’m not going to use all the examples The Guardian provided, but let’s just say… hiring isn’t what it used to be. Today, AI and other computer models leave perfectly qualified candidates wondering what happened. 

Philip Kowalski lost his job earlier this year, but had faith in his credentials - a master’s degree and years of experience managing American foreign aid contracts. Instead, he discovered he was but a single fish swimming in a sea full of other fish… all looking to chow down on the same opportunistic morsel of food.

“I’ve put out maybe 400 job applications in the last five months. [However]...I’ve only gotten a handful of interviews…. It’s a really bleak situation.” Well, he at least got some interviews. The last four jobs I applied for, with the intent of working at least eight or so years into retirement, didn’t result in any interview. The jobs that required experience... hired those with less.

From the high-tech coasts to the mid-west heartland, job seekers describe a market where even advanced degrees, decades of experience, and thousands of applications often yield little more than silence, or even scam calls.

With an ambiguous labor market, things aren’t likely to get any better. The unemployment rate increased to 4.3% last month, the highest rate since 2021. However, keep in mind, 5% unemployment has long been considered full employment as there are always employees in transition from one job to the next.

Long-term unemployment has climbed, with 1.9 million Americans out of work for at least 27 weeks, double the figure from early 2023. Underemployment is growing as more people are working part-time involuntarily, or accepting jobs far below their skill level simply to secure benefits or cover bills. Newsflash! It’s been that way since most of the population moved off farms and into city jobs. It’s called earning a living. One does what they must. It’s not new.

A 32-year-old Kentucky woman thought her MBA would open new doors. Instead, she says she graduated “in what is apparently the most difficult year to get a job with an MBA in the history of the degree”. She has sent “over 2,000 applications over the last six months”, often tailoring them for consulting, healthcare operations, HR and sales jobs. Yet she says “very few people reach out for an interview anymore. It’s mostly scams that contact me.” She points to AI-driven hiring tools that “aren’t really catching actually qualified people.”

Which brings me back to the title of this blog. There used to be a day when virtually everyone walked into a company of interest, asked if they were accepting applications and, if the answer was “yes”, filled out a paper application. Occasionally, one got hired on the spot. Most were even willing to train. Hiring was mostly local, not nationwide or even worldwide. One was usually paid well because the company didn’t want to lose you. Why? Because that sea of workers was more like a lake. Sadly, the digital age has turned most of us into something AI-dependent Big Corp would rather spit out than partner with.

 

Americans Caught Up in DNA Testing of Immigrants - 9/25/2025

According to recently released data analyzed by Georgetown Law’s Center on Privacy & Technology, the Department of Homeland Security, which oversees Customs and Border Protection (CBP), collected the DNA of nearly 2,000 innocent US citizens caught up in immigration procedures, between 2020 and 2024. The data was then sent to CODIS, the FBI’s nationwide system for policing investigations. 

“Those spreadsheets tell a chilling story,” according to Stevie Glaberson, director of research and advocacy at GCPT. “They show DNA taken from people as young as 4 and as old as 93—and, as our new analysis found, they also show Customs flagrantly violating the law by taking DNA from citizens without justification.”

The entries included travelers never charged with a crime, and dozens of cases where agents left the “charges” field blank. In some cases, officers invoked civil penalties as justification for swabs that federal law reserves for criminal arrests. Such actions almost certainly defy privacy rights as laid out in the Constitution.

CODIS is suppose to be a tool for violent crime investigations. However, thanks to policy changes and the present administration’s immigration agenda, the system has become a genetic bank on those outside the criminal justice system.

Department of Homeland Security data shows that cheek swabs from seemingly innocent immigrants— and in many cases, innocent US citizens—get entered into CODIS. The program now sweeps in children at the border, families questioned at airports, and people held on civil—not criminal— violations. In fact, as of April ‘25, the “detainee” index contained over 2.6 million profiles. Supposedly, 97 percent were collected under civil, not criminal, authority.

Under Trump’s January executive order, DHS agencies were instructed to deploy “any available technologies” to verify family ties and identity, a directive that explicitly covers genetic testing. Recently, new bids for Rapid DNA at local booking facilities around the country were being asked for.

Advocates, and some lawmakers, have raised alarms about the program. Four years ago, the DHS nspector general discovered the department void of central oversight of DNA collection, while citing public safety as an excuse. Granted, public safety should be a concern, but where does the line get drawn? Rights organizations allege that CBP’s DNA collection program has morphed into a sweeping genetic surveillance regime. Again, where does surveillance of potential evil-doers and privacy rights meet?

As someone who considers myself as a defender of the Constitution. no one - barring violent criminal activity - should be forced to give up DNA and have the results stored forever in some data bank for future reference. Any exceptions better have extremely extenuating circumstances. I would also argue that DNA testing is a violation of the Fifth Amendment right not to incriminate oneself. It’s the government’s job to prove one is guilty, not a suspect’s job to prove themselves innocent.  Government’s abuse of the procedure is another step back on the ladder of freedom.

Source used: arstechnica.com

 

The Barnum & Bailey Tariff Circus Continues – 9/27/2025

President Trump said he will put import taxes of 100% on pharmaceutical drugs, 50% on kitchen cabinets and bathroom vanities, 30% on upholstered furniture and 25% on heavy trucks starting on Oct. 1.Trump did not provide a legal justification for the tariffs, yet stated on Truth Social that the taxes on imported kitchen cabinets and sofas were needed “for National Security and other reasons.” Cue the Twilight Zone Music.

How can kitchen cabinets and sofas even be remotely considered a threat to national security? That’s not a redundant question. I seriously want to know, how? Are arms shipments being smuggled into the US via sofa cushions? Is fentanyl being trafficked in those little mounting hardware bags included with cabinetry? Is our president watching too many Jason Stratham movies?

I support tariffs when they are used intelligently. However, in the latest political version of the Barnum and Bailey Tariff Circus, I can’t help but to think... Trump just spins a wheel to see what products are next month’s winners…. uh, I mean losers.

The only losers are the American people. Tariffs make sense when they are imposed to create fair competition between domestic and foreign manufacturers. They don’t make sense when protectionism or tax revenues are they only excuse for them. Low-income citizens can barely afford the necessities of life to begin with. Now the White House warlock wants to cast an evil spell of inflation horrors on them. 

I liked Trump 1.0 to some extent, and I had hopes that a Trump 2.0 would be better than his predecessor, President Alzheimer’s. But no! It just gets crazier.

He believes that tariffs would result in increased domestic manufacturing. We already have full employment (generally defined as anything under 5%). Even if a new furniture plant or kitchen cabinet manufacturer opened up, they would have a hard time filling positions.

According to Federal Reserve Chair, Jerome Powell, “We have [already] begun to see goods prices showing through into higher inflation.” We don’t need to make it worse with even more tariffs on essential home goods. 

In 2024, America imported nearly $233 billion in pharmaceutical and medicinal products, according to the Census Bureau. That could probably be reduced immensely if Americans actually practiced healthy lifestyles, but that’s an argument for another day. We certainly don’t need the prospect of skyrocketing prices for those who depend on imported medicines. 

While some pharmaceutical companies, including Johnson & Johnson, AstraZeneca, Roche, Bristol Myers Squibb and Eli Lilly, have announced investments in U.S. production, the question remains: do we have the workers to fill those future positions? Deporting immigrants who have worked for here for years, contributing to tax revenues, certainly isn’t going to help.

Trump could still win back my hopes for improvement, but as of now, this independent libertarian says, “Trump 2.0 Has Got To Go!” Oh, damn! I may have just given Democrats a motto for ‘26.

Source used: Associated Press

 

Is Venezuela Next in Trump’s Crosshair? - 9/30/2025

The Trump administration has continued this country’s empirical interference with a major naval deployment in the Caribbean Sea, including a series of air strikes on Venezuelan boats that have killed at least 17 people. I wrote a blog on this not long ago. Washington claims its attacks are part of an offensive against Latin American drug cartels who are smuggling cocaine and fentanyl into the US. In my previous blog, I asked what happened to due process, something this administration seems to like only for itself, but not others.

So what is Venezuelan president, Nicolás Maduro’s, reaction to this. Allegedly he is ready to declare a state of emergency in the event of a US military attack on Venezuela, according to the country’s vice-president, Delcy Rodriguez. She warned of “catastrophic” consequences if such an onslaught materializes. Really? What can they do? I suppose there’s the possibility of some illegal immigrant sleeper cells in the country. Hence, we can’t be totally oblivious to terrorist threats. 

She alleged the US’s campaign was not about stopping drugs, but rather seizing the natural resources of the country, which has the largest proven oil reserves on earth. Considering Trump wants to buy/annex Greenland, it’s not hard to see this as a truth.

“[The US] has only one purpose and objective: the reserves of oil, gas, gold, minerals [and] the biological wealth that Venezuela has – and which they need for this new era in which the US government declares war on the entire planet,” said Rodríguez. She also accused US Secretary of State, Marco Rubio, who she called “the Lord of War,” of warmongering. I’ve been accusing our military industrial complex of warmongering for decades. Heaven forbid we don’t interfere in some war, somewhere, to keep the dollars flowing in the name of “national security”.

The state of emergency would immediately give Maduro special powers to mobilize the armed forces, to seal the country’s borders and to place the military in charge of key infrastructure. “We will never handover our homeland – never!” she vowed. Newsflash, Delcy! Venezuela would not come anywhere close to the success that little David had against Goliath. 

Trump’s deadly strikes – which I oppose, and which legal experts and Latin American leaders have denounced as unlawful killings – have left some thinking further escalation is in the cards. NBC News recently reported that US military officials were drawing up options to target drug traffickers inside Venezuela using drones. This would be an act of war, which only Congress can approve. Unfortunately, that legality was thrown out the window decades ago. Congress has been shirking their duties in increasing amounts since the turn of the millennia.

The one constant in politics, as well as in life, is the more things change the more they stay the same. Who isn’t for national security? Who isn’t for eliminating unnecessary drug usage? Sadly, the psychology of those issues is abused by governments around the world as an excuse to do whatever they want, to expand domination, and trounce on liberties and self-rule.

 

Risks of Complete Reliance on Overseas Semiconductors - 10/1/2025

Ever since the tech revolution occurred, Taiwan has become, and remained, the semiconductor chip capital of the world. Virtually everything today that plugs into the wall, or runs on a battery, has Taiwanese chips built-in. The fact that most chips are built 9,000 miles away is not a good thing. It becomes a national security issue, especially when it comes to military, healthcare equipment, and communications.

According to the US Commerce Secretary, Howard Lutnick, the Trump administration is pressuring Taiwan to rapidly move 50 percent of its chip production into the US if it wants ensured protection against a threatened Chinese invasion. Fifty percent is a lofty goal, hence, I don’t see that happening anytime soon. Even the experts recognize this won’t be possible in a single administration. Nvidia CEO, Jensen Huang, puts the time frame somewhere between one and two decades.

Taiwan currently makes about 95 percent of chips used in smartphones and cars, as well as in critical military defense technology. Were the US to lose access to Taiwan's supply chain, due to a Chinese attack, or an unforeseen occurrence, the US risks defense capabilities while also taking an economic hit. 

Another consideration is whether Taiwan would be willing to move a sizable amount of its production to the United States. They have made some promises, such as TSMC committing $100 billion for plants in the US, but nowhere close to the 50% Trump wants. Also, will Taiwan be willing to sacrifice domestic jobs to their American counterparts, whom they see as not having a workforce technologically smart enough?

Then there’s the protection factor for Taiwan. Numerous countries depend on and purchase Taiwan-made semiconductors in exchange for providing “protection” in case China pushes invasion rhetoric. If the US and other countries start mass producing their own semiconductors, such assumed protection could disappear and leave Taiwan abandoned to a Chinese power grab.

To close the deal with Taiwan, Lutnick suggested that the US would have to offer "some kind of security guarantee". Taiwan should reasonably expect that the moving of some of their supply chain to the US won't harm their own safety. Additionally, Taiwan will also want to be assured that the US will remain "fundamentally reliant" upon Taiwan chips.

He also claimed that if the US acquired a 50 percent market share, it would ensure that “we have the semiconductors we need for American consumption." I think that we can all recall the semiconductor supply chain issues during and after Covid. Virtually everything that required chips were in a state of shortage due to ill-advised worldwide job shutdowns.

For those few who followed my brief political hopes, they know I’m a huge supporter of producing as many of our own semiconductors as possible. I believe every country should do the same due to the aforementioned issues of national and economic security. Please note my wording, though: “producing as many of our own”, not “importing Taiwanese jobs.” It’s in our interest for American companies to be more self-reliant.

Source used: Arstechnica.com

 

SCOTUS Judge Fears Democracy is Dead? - 10/2/2025

Retired US Supreme Court justice, Anthony Kennedy, fears “democracy is not guaranteed to survive, and that “partisanship is becoming much more prevalent and more bitter.” If that’s his honest opinion, then thank you for retiring. Why? America has never been a democracy, and a Supreme Court justice should know this. 

The US is, and always has been, a democratic republic – same as Congo, Vietnam, and… North Korea. We elect our leaders with the expectations that they will rule as we wish them to rule. If they don’t, there’s always the next election. Had former justice Kennedy spoke correctly, he would have stated, “[our] republic is not guaranteed to survive.” 

He should know that in a true democracy the people rule at all times – and a Supreme Court would be irrelevant. Hence, until US citizens are permitted to vote on every bill/proposal, rather than just our leaders voting on them, we are NOT a democracy.

As for his partisanship comment, he stated, “We live in an era where reasoned, thoughtful, rational, respectful discourse has been replaced by antagonistic, confrontational conversation.” Quite honestly, I have only a tad of opposition to that. 

Reasoned, thoughtful, and rational usually means compromise. Decades of compromise has lessened self-responsibility while increasing dependence on the success of others via theft (i.e., taxation). Compromising self-reliance and collectivism takes us further away from independence and closer to insanity. Governments need to be one or the other, not both. The wider the gap between the two, the more likely there will be civil unrest.

Sad to say, that unrest has also crept into everyday life; into things in which politics should never play a role. Remember the Bud Light transgender ordeal? If you’re a true Bud Light drinker, why would you give it up because Anheiser-Busch may support someone who, in all likelihood, will never affect your life? If Target is where you like to shop, why would you boycott them because they want to hire based on merit instead of DEI decisions? Boycotts usually harm store employees simply trying to provide for family, not the corporate executives one disagrees with. It’s silly!

Has the Supreme Court become more politicized, or has it always been that way? Let’s go back to the Constitutional Amendment that allowed for income taxes. Previous Supreme Court decisions had declared income taxes as unconstitutional. However, a little sway from President Wilson and the ambiguous “ratified” vs. “declared ratified”… Let’s just say politics is politics and it always has been.

My point is this: The Supreme Court is made up of nine persons. Nine persons with opinions, beliefs, and varying interpretations of what our founding fathers, and their successors, intended. They are not perfect. The Court will always be altered based on the latest president who made the latest nominations. We can only hope they interpret the Constitution in the best interests of freedom, human rights, and consistency as much as humanely possible… and they will never please everyone all the time.

 

American’s Medical Love Affair - 10/6/2025

According to new polling data, nearly 80 percent of Americans support extending Obamacare’s enhanced premium tax credits (ACA), set to expire at the end of this year. The enhanced credits are yet another freebie left over from ridiculous Covid spending that should have expired years ago, but didn’t, thanks to President Biden and America’s love affair with getting someone else to pay for what one should pay themself. Such credits are at the center the present shutdown of the federal government… as of this writing.

However, it’s not just the Democrats playing the role of piglets sucking off the government/taxpayer teat. Even 59% of Republicans support extending the credits. The Democrats approval of extensions stands at 92%, for an overall rate of 78%. This blows my mind. Over three-fourth (¾) of adults, many of whom probably claim they want the government out of their lives, insist on remaining an irresponsible child looking to the nanny state to support their sorry a$$es! What have we become?

If the credits are not extended, monthly premiums for ACA Marketplace plans could double, from an average premium of $888 to $1,904 in 2026. How unhealthy are we that premiums are now that high? Barring the births of my two children, I’ve never had $2,000 worth of actual medical bills in an entire year, let alone premiums. Then again, I remain physically active and watch what I eat.

The polling also suggest six in ten adults say they have heard "a little" or "nothing at all" about the credits expiring. "There is a hot debate in Washington about the looming ACA premium hikes, but our poll shows that most people in the marketplaces don’t know about them yet and are in for a shock when they learn about them in November," KFF President and CEO Drew Altman said in a statement.

So… despite the lack of subject knowledge... 78% still support maintaining the tax credits. If this isn’t proof that citizens will sponge off of others at every opportunity, then I don’t know what is.

Yet more ambiguously concerning, the poll found that among people who buy their own insurance plans, 70 percent said they would face a significant disruption to their household finances if their premiums were to double. Of course, private insurance isn’t government insurance. Hence, tax credits, which hide the real cost of rising insurance and the rising numbers of unhealthy Americans, won’t cause private insurance costs to suddenly double. Private enterprise generally doesn’t have the option to kick the can down the road.

Democrats are bent out of shape over alleged Medicaid cuts. Republicans claim illegals are getting benefits they’re not entitled to. Here’s the truth, since I read the bill. 98% of citizens aren’t having their Medicare cut, and immigrants aren’t collecting Medicare unless by fraud. Both parties present a false narrative. The issue is about whether immigrants who are here legally, but who are not citizens, should be entitled to any benefits. I say, “No citizenship, no benefits!” What say you?

Source used: Associated Press

 

Subsidies Only Increase Prices of Their Target - 10/8/2025

Tesla just debuted a more affordable version of its popular Model Y SUV. The Model Y will cost about $5,000 less than the previous model which had a glass roof, leather seats, and light bars. Tesla could have been making a lower cost version all along, but they didn’t. “Why,” you may ask? The reason is simple.

Until recently, buyers of many electric vehicles could claim a $7,500 EV tax credit on their federal tax forms. Tesla, and others, knew this. Hence, instead of offering you a car at less cost, they simply decided to make a more costly vehicle, steal most of your subsidy, and leave you with higher monthly payments than necessary.

Need clarity? Tesla could have been making a $40k Model Y from the get-go, However, Tesla, in their greedy wisdom, decided to add thousands of dollars worth of fancy, needless features. Hence, instead of being able to buy their Model Y for $32,500 - which would lower monthly payments so you had more money for, say… food, Tesla designed their car so you would still have to fork out $40k, even after the subsidy. 

So who did that subsidy actually go to? You guessed it. Tesla! They’re hoping the lower prices will attract more buyers after losing their gift from the taxpayers. In other words, when the government handouts end, people/businesses make wiser consumer decisions.

Sadly, the expensive subsidy circus occurs pretty much everywhere government determines assistance is a worthy goal. Education subsidies don’t make it cheaper to attend college; it makes it costlier. When subsidies are available, colleges just jack up prices so they end up with both your subsidy and the original cost of your degree.

Medical care? Same thing. The government offers medical insurance, medical payments, and more. Doctors and hospitals see the extra money being thrown around, so guess what they do? They jack up the prices of medical care. Again, they get the subsidy/insurance payments, plus the same amount of out-of-pocket payments.

The medical care issue has a second problem. Doctors claim that one-third to one-half of all medical illnesses are preventable with better diet and exercise. Subsidies – and insurance - encourage people to be less responsible with their own care since their not footing much of the bill. 

Imagine how much insurance premiums could be reduced if America had one-third less medical needs. Doctors, instead of being overbooked, might actually have to compete for patients. That would alter the supply and demand equation greatly, with doctors/hospitals charging less in order to attract “customers”. That would lower insurance expenses and premiums even further. 

Simple fact is this: Since government has gotten involved in education, medical care, housing, and now cars, those costs have skyrocketed way beyond overall inflation rates. Subsidies never benefit the consumer. They only benefit the entity to whom the consumer is dealing with. All subsidies need to end… unless you actually like higher prices.

Source used: CNBC

 

Israel is Losing its Luster, and Support - 10/9/2025

[Update: As I release this, there is an alleged agreed upon first stage of a peace deal between Gaza and Israel… perhaps for the reason stated in this blog.]

It only took two years, but sympathies for Palestinians falling victim to mass genocide… is finally outranking support for Israel. The margin is small – only 35% to 34%, within the margin of error – but human decency is slowly prevailing. I felt that sympathy more than 60,000 lives ago.

The war in Gaza has left more than 67,000 Palestinians dead, including over 19,000 children. The images of widespread starvation has caused popular support for Israel to plummet to previously unseen lows. In addition, I can promise you, of all the children who remain alive in Gaza, very few, if any, will have anything less than complete hatred of Israel for the long-term.

Politicians – Democratic and Republican – who would once have bitten their tongues rather than voice the mildest criticism of Israel, are slowly beginning to condemn the non-ending Gaza offensive. Many now admit it’s a genocide, which I have done for over a year and a half.

However, despite all the new alleged heart-felt emotions, nothing has interrupted the billions of dollars in US military aid flowing to Israel year after year. More than once I have stated that the US could stop this genocide in a day, or a week at most. How?

It’s easy. Cut off EVERY SINGLE DOLLAR we send to Israel… IMMEDIATELY! No cash, no weapons, no humanitarian aid, and more important… no “back pay”. Every dollar not paid is a dollar lost, forever!

How does the at-large public feel? A Pew Research Center survey revealed 59% now hold a negative view of Israel. A separate Economist/You Gov poll in August found that 45% of the public believe Israel is committing genocide, and that includes nearly 40% of American Jews. Well, welcome to the world of common human decency. What has taken so long? As for the rest of you, are you the Tin Man with no heart?

Support for Israel is declining among all voter groups – with potential implications in future elections.

One potential candidate, El-Sayed, vying to be Michigan’s Senate representative, stated,  “People think, ‘Finally there’s a politician [himself] who’s willing to name the obvious … our tax dollars are being sent abroad to do unspeakable things instead of investing here at home.’ Over the past few years, we’ve watched as life has become more unaffordable. People are struggling to afford everything from groceries to gas to healthcare, watching their schools crumble. So the idea that our tax dollars that could be used to invest in our children here at home are instead being used to destroy other children is beyond the pale for a lot of folks.”

My sentiments exactly. I couldn’t have written it any better. The US has involved itself in Israeli affairs for decades, and the only beneficiary is Benjamin Netanyahu – the world’s new Hitler. I don’t say this often, so pay attention. Young people may not be as world-experienced as the older generations, but even they can see bull crap when it lies out in the open.

Source used: the Guardian

 

Every Generation Was Unaffordable - 10/10/2025

 

Most of us have seen the memes about how life was more affordable in the past.

 

So lets get to the truth of the matter. Most of these memes reference the ‘50’s, ‘60’s, or even the ‘70’s. Most people who post these memes weren’t even alive during those times. with few others having reached adulthood. If they had been, they would know these memes are 80% BS and 20% half-truths. So let’s look at life “in the affordable good-old days”. 

 

There were no home computers, smart phones, or internet with instant information seconds away. One had to do research in an encyclopedia which was usually years out of date. Most families couldn’t afford to buy them, so they had to use the set at the library or at school, often times fighting with someone else wanting to use the same book out of the set.

 

Families had a single, corded land-line phone, so it had to be shared with all other family members. If your family was well-off, they were able to avoid having a party-line (phone service that was shared with neighbors). 

 

Most families had just one car as most couldn’t afford a second car. The only safety features were brakes and a shoulder-”less” seatbelt. Mechanical repairs often required guess work and took several attempts to fix because computerized diagnostic tools had yet to be invented. 

 

The average house was half the size of a home today. Families were larger and most kids shared a bedroom with at least one other sibling. Many of the rooms only had two outlets because there wasn’t a need to have more. Families shared one television set, with the largest available being 23”. There were only four channels (NBC, ABC, CBS, and PBS). That was it. If you were lucky, your family could afford a color TV instead of boring black and white. There were no Nintendo, Xbox, or other gaming systems. Board games and cards were it for indoor entertainment.

 

Few families had a dishwasher or a clothes dryer. Mothers hung the wet wash on an outdoor clothes line to let them dry in nature’s breeze. Everyone saw your underwear and whatever stains existed in them.

 

Most kids didn’t go to college. They went to jobs in factories before those jobs got shipped overseas to pennies-on-the-dollar labor because people couldn’t afford to buy union labor products with their union labor retirement packages. Families didn’t divorce as often so a second home or rent wasn’t needed.

 

Junk food, while it existed, wasn’t nearly as prevalent. Colas came in one flavor, as did chips, pretzels, and most other snacks. Microwave ovens were for the rich. Bicycles were mostly one-speed, with no brakes other than slamming on the pedal in reverse to stop the chain from spinning the rear wheel. Cancer was an instant death sentence and aspirin was about the only over-the-counter pain killer.

 

People like to claim life is harder now, but for most of us, it’s only more difficult because keeping up with societal expectations has grown exponentially. Our grandparents were about one step up from being Amish. A lot more rungs have been added to the separation, with few willing to step back down to affordability.

 

The Tariff Circus Goes Hollywood? - 10/14/2025

 

US film and television production has suffered in recent years due to Covid-19, the strikes of 2023, and the recent wildfires in the Los Angeles area. In addition, incentive programs have allegedly lured producers away from California, to states such as Georgia and New Mexico, as well as other countries where production can be much less costly.

 

Laura Friedman has spent 20 years working in the movie industry. She states her interests began when she was young as she stayed up late to watch old Humphrey Bogart and James Cagney flicks. “It definitely gave me big dreams and I moved to Hollywood to follow those dreams,” she recalls.

 

However, as film producers increasingly outsource to cheaper locations, she fears that opportunities for others to get in the business will become less. Maybe she’s missing the fact that anyone with a phone, internet, and social media, can become a producer of something. We’re no longer limited to Hollywood and five television stations. Maybe she’s ignoring it’s all remakes, sequels, and prequels. What are we on? Superman 37? Maybe if ‘Holly-WOULD’... try bringing back creativity instead of digging through the recycle bin...

 

To make matters worse, last month President Trump claimed that movie production “has been stolen” from Hollywood, and the US in general, and proposed slapping a 100% tariff on movies made outside the country. I’m sorry, but production hasn’t been stolen. It just moved on.

 

Like any good business person, when it becomes too expensive to operate in one area, the wise decision is to vote with their feet and move to some place cheaper. That’s what I did when I left one state to live in another. Smart people see the writing on the wall and head for greener pastures… or at least less brown pastures. 

 

It was unclear how these tariffs would operate since movies and TV shows can be transmitted digitally without going through ports. Also remaining unclear, would the tariffs be slapped on US movies filmed in foreign locations? What about the legal basis? 

 

Friedman is currently a member of the House of Representatives, and the only one who has worked in the film industry. She stated, “I am concerned about his suggestion of tariffs because primarily I’m very nervous that this will end up raising the prices for consumers on movie tickets and on streaming services.”

 

I don’t want to see tariffs on foreign film and television production, either. I watch a fair amount of foreign films/television via Mhz. I watch them for one reason. What they put out is far better than most of the recycled garbage put out by the American film and television industry. Do we really need Fast and Furious… 39 it seems! I simply wish Hollywood would come up with more original content. The need to “outdo” the last version also hurts. American film, and book writers, fill so much of their works with so many unrealistic action sequences, they completely forget to include a quality story line. Mistaken Police Raids and Legal Liability - 10/15/2025

 

In an ongoing story that dates back to June of 2022, an Indiana woman, whose home suffered excessive damage during a police raid, is not legally entitled to compensation, as recently ruled by a federal legal panel. I have no problem with this, assuming… that the raided house is the correct house, which it was not.

 

Amy Hadley’s then 15-year-old son, Noah, was the only one present at the time of the raid. The son was handcuffed and transported to the police station even after officers admitted, on body-cam footage, that he was clearly not the suspect being searched for.

 

Police believed that the suspect in a nearby shooting, had been hiding out in the  home. They based this on a mistaken IP address via Facebook. As a result, the police smashed windows, used 30 tear gas canisters, ransacked furniture, destroyed security cameras, ripped down a panel and a fan, and punched holes in the walls. Can you say, overkill?

 

Thirty gas canisters? Seriously? Ransacked furniture? Really? Did they think he was hiding in the sofa cushions? How small and skinny was this guy? Even the vertically-challenged can’t hide inside of a security camera or behind a home fan. In addition, if the shooting just happened, I don’t think the guy had time to panel himself inside of what was likely a standard 2x4 studded wall. 

 

Despite the grievous error and on-site idiocy, the government refused to compensate her for the $16,000 worth of damages. Insurance was of no help because most insurance policies explicitly refuse to reimburse damage caused by the government. As a result, she sued based on the Takings Clause of the Fifth Amendment which states government cannot take private property without providing "just compensation". I’m not a lawyer, but I believe that to be the incorrect basis for the lawsuit. There was no “taking”, just destruction.

 

The Fifth Amendment supposedly does not require the state to compensate for property damage resulting from police executing a lawful search warrant. Okay, I can support that… assuming one has the correct house. The fact that they had the wrong house proves at least some level of negligence, further supported by the things they destroyed for which no criminal could have hid behind… or in. Some experts suggested she should have used the Fourth Amendment for improperly executing a search warrant. How about wanton destruction of property?

 

The Supreme Court has generally declined to weigh in on such decisions in the past due to the importance of public safety. However, two justices, Sotomayor and Gorsuch, signaled they may consider the issue in the future. 

 

This all goes back to qualified immunity, which pretty much allows “authorities” to do whatever they want without fear of being sued, or having to be correct in their actions. While some level of immunity needs to exist, the level that exists today leans far too much on the side of government while ignoring the private citizen. Enough with the irresponsible authoritarian actions.
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Oklahoma’s School “Bible Mandate” Canceled - 10/16/2025

 

OKLAHOMA CITY (AP) — Oklahoma’s new superintendent of public schools just announced he is rescinding a mandate from his predecessor that forced schools to incorporate the Bible into lesson plans for students. Superintendent, Lindel Fields, said in a statement he has no plans to distribute Bibles or a biblical curriculum into the classroom. A toast to the new superintendent for upholding the First Amendment separation of church and state. 

 

The decision is a reversal of the former superintendent, who resigned last month, and who drew immediate condemnation from civil rights groups, and prompted a lawsuit from a group of parents, teachers and even religious leaders. (That lawsuit is pending in the Oklahoma Supreme Court.) 

 

The former superintendent also identified as a far-right Republican, who had announced plans to team up with Lee Greenwood seeking donations to get Bibles into classrooms. He fought to end far-left ideology, and to ban certain books from school libraries. While I do support adult-oriented books being banned in elementary schools, more importantly, I support getting politics out of the classroom. I don’t care whether it’s left-wing or right-wing. I simply want schools to teach facts and thinking skills that will be of actual use in adulthood.

 

In order to be balanced, fair, and non-discriminatory, either all major religions need to be taught, or zero need to be taught. Personally, I prefer zero to be taught. Religion, and its beliefs and principals, are a personal choice, and should be restricted to one’s personal life. It has no place in taxpayer funded endeavors in which our children, for all intents and purposes, are forced to attend. 

 

Many schools districts across the state had already decided not to comply with the Bible mandate. That’s another deserved toast. In addition, a spokeswoman for the state education department said Fields believes the decision on whether the Bible should be incorporated into classroom instruction is one best left up to individual districts, and that spending money on Bibles is not the best use of taxpayer resources.

 

I certainly agree with the latter part of the statement. However, incorporation of the Bible into classroom instruction should not be left to individual districts. It should be left to one word: “No!” - not only in Oklahoma, but throughout the US. If I’m a Hindu, or Buddhist, or any religion other than Christian, I wouldn’t want my children being forced to listen to a mandated set of spiritual beliefs determined by the state. I would, however, encourage them to research other religions on their own free time. I have always encouraged my children to broaden their horizons on everything, and to believe and do things in a way that enables them to be a responsible adult, even if it’s a path different than my own. Why? Because quality parenting involves allowing children to become the best version of themselves, not a brainwashed clone.

 

Source: LinkedIn

 

AI Resumes Still a Negative in Hiring - 10/17/2025

 

While AI has become a powerful tool for creating resumes, like all things, it has a negative side. Most AI-generated resumes fail the test in what hiring managers look for in a job applicant. Truth be told, 80% of hiring managers automatically reject resumes generated by AI. In addition, 57% of those managers dismiss job applications the moment they suspect automation was involved. That’s a lot of closed doors for those dependent on AI. These facts are provided by a person with years of experience as a certified professional resume writer and career coach.

 

While you may think it’s because hiring managers consider AI to be “new” or “different”, that’s not the case. They dislike AI-generated resumes because they lack what any manager craves when reviewing a job application—authenticity. As much as we want to think AI is capable of thinking, it’s still all based on computer algorithms. As a result, it spits out lifeless, robotic, and generic data that doesn’t do a thing to set you apart from any other applicant. 

 

Hiring managers also view these automated documents as shortcuts. They believe if you’re not willing to put in the effort to get the job, you’re probably not going to put in the effort once you have the job. A resume that lacks originality suggest laziness or a lack of genuine interest in the role.

 

Here’s what often sets off red flags: Lack of personalization and specific details, generic language or language that reads as too formal, buzzwords such as “dynamic professional” and “proven track record”, and AI inconsistency in tone which implies it wasn’t your writing.

 

AI doesn’t need to be the enemy, though. It can be a starting point by suggesting phrasing which should then be altered to sound more like you. When you fail to alter what AI spits out, it confirms the laziness factor to the hiring manager. Human input is critical as AI algorithms can’t match originality. The author claims that developing a quality resume with 0% AI detection is an art, but that just may be him spitting out a “hire me” ad to pad his income. 

 

People have been writing resumes long before AI ever existed. Those who were eventually chosen were hired due to one factor. They stood out on their own merits. Let’s face it. If there’s an interview involved in the hiring process, AI won’t be there to help you. Remember, the “A” in AI stands for artificial. As a former employer myself, my BS meter was usually quite accurate. Detecting BS isn’t so much a skill as it is a gut feeling that something doesn’t seem legitimate. 

 

As someone who had been of the impression that most hiring today was done by algorithms with little oversight by humans, this article surprised me. Admittedly, I am not a fan of AI. I believe it stifles creativity, thinking skills, and dehumanizes humanity. I’m glad to see those in charge of hiring seem to think that, too.

 

Another Taxpayer Bailout Due to Unwise Tariffs - 10/20/2025

 

Anyone who has followed my political opinion career knows I love to gripe about bailouts, handouts, grants, and other taxpayer-funded giveaways. It’s robbing Peter to pay Paul, and it’s wrong. Thanks to Trump, we may have yet another bailout.

 

His administration is expected to announce a plan to bail out U.S. farmers stung by trade disputes, brought on by Trump’s own idiotic tariff circus. The initial outlay could total up to $15 billion. That’s $15 billion paid by everyday consumers for “spin-the-wheel” tariff implementations… just to farmers. Other industries will expect their bailout, too.

 

Let’s not forget, farmers generally voted for President Trump even though he announced, in advance, he was going to put tariffs on goods, especially from China. They should have expected the retaliation that occurred. China, the largest buyer of U.S. soybeans, has basically boycotted purchase of our soybeans. They are now buying from Brazil and Argentina, instead.

 

Farm income is expected to rise by 41% this year bringing it close to the ‘22 record. However, that’s mostly due to government payments, and strong livestock prices which we all see at the grocer. Farmers like to say they don’t want government in their lives, yet few refuse a taxpayer-funded check, whether it’s in the form crop insurance assistance, pricing supports, or this latest potential bailout. Need proof?

 

During Trump 1.0, they accepted over $23 billion in tariff-related, taxpayer funded bailouts. Farmers are already set to receive more than $40 billion in overall taxpayer aid this year based on economic packages passed by Congress last year. A bump to $55 billion would total over $330 per American worker this year alone. Rather than bailouts, perhaps Ag could market to the aforementioned Brazil and Argentina. Unfortunately, Trump has imposed various tariffs on them, too.

 

In addition, farmers are also being buried, price-wise, by their own crop-growing success. Technology has permitted far greater crop yields per acre, and the glut of such success usually means supply far outpaces demand, which isn’t good for sellers. The farm industry seeks further ethanol mandates to fuel their incomes. They insist on year-round sales of E-15 – but why? E-85 already exists and most car-buyers have turned a blind eye to flex-fuel vehicles. I don’t want to use E-15 as my car isn’t warranted for fuel rated over E-10. 

 

Farmers also complain about the adverse price of fertilizer in their success, and truth be told, the price increases since Covid-19 have been atrocious. However, I also believe most farmers could cut back on fertilizer, herbicides, pesticides, and all the other “...cides” they put on fields. Food production is far and away the largest cause of water pollution.

 

Certainly, we need farmers to succeed. However, the point is this. Government needs to get out the Ag business, eliminate the tariff circus on life’s necessities such as food, and let the economy work the way it works best – unfiltered, unaltered supply and demand. That way, farmers can benefit, or suffer, from their own intelligent or ignorant decisions, not the government’s.

 

Amazon Just Doesn’t Respect Anyone’s Privacy - 10/21/2025

 

It’s been less than two years since Amazon removed a feature making it easy for law enforcement agencies to request footage from owners of Ring doorbells. But have no fear, Amazon has partnered with two companies that will accomplish the same undesired invasive of privacy.

 

Amazon announced partnerships with Flock Safety and Axno. Flock is a company that sells surveillance tech, including drones, license-plate reading systems and other tools. Axon builds other tools for police and military applications.

 

So, in essence, your personal Ring doorbell can once again be used to track anyone driving/walking through your neighborhood. The reverse also holds true. Ring doorbells can track every neighborhood you drive through. The doorbells could also be used by ICE, the Secret Service, and the military. Since government violates Fourth Amendment warrant laws on a regular basis, don’t expect them to get one unless they need it for a court case.

Ring, of course, describes this as a positive. It says an agency that’s verified with Axon Evidence, which Axon owns, could submit a community request that includes a specific location and time frame of a nefarious incident. seeking details. The request would appear publicly in the Neighbors feed for people in that area, giving them the option to provide footage for that incident. Allegedly, only local public safety agencies can initiate Community Requests. 

 

"If you ignore the request, the agency will not know; your anonymity and videos are protected. The choice is entirely yours," Ring said in the post. Really? Any 8-year old can deduce a camera angle to find its origin. The partnerships would also give those agencies more entry points for creating these requests, and Amazon hinted that it may add partnerships with additional companies. 

 

Supposedly there are all sorts of regulations and protections, but let’s be honest. What doesn’t get hacked and abused in today’s digital age? While the footage from Ring devices is supposedly only given to local organizations for investigative purposes, that doesn't mean innocent people -- such as someone walking their dog or children playing in a neighborhood -- are free from potential privacy issues if captured on camera. Think child-molester hacking the system.

 

"This arrangement creates a tricky problem from a privacy standpoint for consumers because the people who never signed up for surveillance in the first place could be watched," said Erik Avakian, a technical counselor at Info-Tech Research Group. "[Footage] could be used for other investigations, shared with others (think car insurance), or… capture biometrics such as facial recognition (usable for creating fake accounts). The videos might also end up revealing more about neighbors, visitors, or passersby than about the actual incident itself."

 

A recent incident in my neighborhood had one neighbor calling the police, claiming another neighbor had his Ring doorbell purposely aimed at the former’s house, and was using it to spy on him/her. Police made the privacy-invasive neighbor re-aim the camera. One can only imagine the potential for violence, or lawsuits, should a Ring owner not cooperate in the best interests of everyone.

 

Source used: cnet.com

 

Guns, Marijuana, and the Supreme Court - 10/23/2025

 

The US Supreme Court said it will hear a case on whether people who regularly smoke marijuana can legally own guns. Instantly, I had two thoughts. First: since it’s not illegal for people who drink alcohol regularly to own a gun, why should marijuana users be singled out? Second: what part of the Second Amendment that states “shall not be infringed” is so hard to understand? Owing something, no matter what it is (unless we’re talking nuclear-bomb level type stuff), should not be illegal. Using something for nefarious reasons, should be.

 

The case is being brought up by Trump administration attorneys seeking to revisit a case against a Texas man who acknowledged being a regular pot user, while also owning a gun stored at his home. A previous ban that kept people who use illegal drugs from owning a gun had previously been struck down by a lower court as a blanket restriction. Government attorneys argue such a ban is a justifiable restriction The original felony charge, which was tossed out, did come with a caveat. The lower court also stated the ban could still be used against people accused of being high and armed at the same time. In my opinion, that’s a more logical argument. High and armed... is not the same as high and owning.

 

Were such a ban to exist, a broadly written law could put millions of people at risk due to a technicality. At least 20% of Americans have tried pot, which includes medicinal treatment in states that allow it. Federal laws, however, still put marijuana in the same category as heroin and other more dangerous drugs.

 

The Justice Department argues regular drug users pose a serious public safety risk. Note the terms “drug users” and “serious”. Hence, I did some research and extensively scanned through three research papers. Yes, there are plenty of incidents involving shootings while someone had marijuana in their system. However, most of the perps in the examples given, had at least one other drug in their system. The list included prescription drugs with depression known as a possible side effect. 

 

People aren’t robots running on computer chips that send out the same data using the same input. We all have our own set of reactions and side effects from the usage of drugs, prescription or otherwise. Implying that marijuana usage ensures violence is different than stating violence sometimes results from marijuana usage. Only a minuscule percentage of marijuana users will ever shoot someone. 

 

Consider that up to 10% of deadly vehicle accidents are due to medical incidents involving the driver. Nearly everyone drives. That seems a far more likely scenario to fall victim to. For lawmakers, and possibly SCOTUS, to make a blanket statement alleging public safety, while denying a specific group of persons who have committed no violent crime, their right to self-defense, is morally wrong. Whether it be a pot smoker owning a gun, or a driver with an unknown medical condition, legislation usually does far more to deny rights than guarantee safety.

 

Source used: Associated Press

 

Why Politicians Can’t be Trusted with AI - 10/24/2025

 

Just how intelligent are politicians? Sadly, the answer can possibly be summed up in one word. Smartphones! That thing most of us, including politicians, carry in our hands and pockets virtually 24/7.

 

For politicians, those phones can be a career killer.  News stories about offensive and ill-advised text messages have blown up the careers of Republicans and Democrats, alike. Remember the inadvertent inclusion of a journalist on a Signal chat where Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth, and other leaders, discussed military strikes? Let’s just say it wasn’t good.

 

For reporters, politician’s smartphone behavior is like being a fly on the wall seeking insight into those who look to lead us. Many of us think our messages are private; they are not. As I have reported numerous times in my former podcast life, everything you do online, or over a cellular network, is recorded and stored... somewhere! They aren’t building data centers just for AI.

 

Paul Ingrassia, President Trump’s pick to lead the Office of Special Counsel, withdrew his name from consideration following a Politico report. In a text chain he stated he had a “Nazi streak” and believed the federal holiday honoring Martin Luther King Jr. should be tossed into hell. Not something you want to say in print, which has no layer of seriousness, cynicism, or joking set as a default.

 

Politico also exposed a Telegram chat group of young Republican group leaders who were involved in casual racist and violent talk. Seven people lost jobs due to the story.

 

Texting has become an everyday, normal means of communication. Personal texts are considered one of the few remaining bastions of authenticity, where people often share their true thoughts because they think they aren’t public. Rules of socializing that people hide behind when talking face-to-face are often missing when online or in an app. It seems like people don’t understand that they’re communicating on a medium where conversations can be saved on screen shots. Even worse, it seems that politicians, who should know, don’t. 

 

Sadly, the situation gets even worse than political careers being destroyed by thoughtless, ill-conceived digital comments. The real serious situation is this: politicians who lack the simple knowledge that all things digital are recorded and stored in perpetuity, are the same politicians that will be making rules and regulations about AI… which is far more complex and harder to understand.

 

As an advocate for privacy, I’m somewhat tech savvy. However, I don’t even pretend to present myself as an AI guru. From what I do know, right now there’s as much potential for harm as there is for good. AI has reportedly instructed youth how to slash their wrists and to put glue on their pizza to get the cheese to stick to the crust. If politicians can’t understand something as simple as text privacy (or actual lack of it), why should anyone trust them regulating the safe use of AI in our children’s lives? 

 

Source used: Associated Press

 

Democrats’ Obamacare Government Shutdown – 10/27/2025

 

Democrats continue to insist on a permanent extension of Obamacare’s enhanced premium tax credits as ransom payment for reopening the government. The added subsidies are a financial con job on the taxpayer that never should have started to begin with. No matter your opinion of programs for the needy, many of the enhanced tax credits go to rich people, not those in actual need. Want examples?

 

A family of five with a 60-year-old household head in Prescott, Arizona can make $500,000 per year and still qualify for an $8,423 subsidy. 

A married couple in West Virginia making $580,000, and a single individual in Vermont making $180,000 could both qualify for subsidies. 

Democrats love to complain about the 1%, but those incomes aren’t that far off from the $633k required to join that group in 2022.

 

Individual cases abound, including a real estate investor owning 20 properties who received government-subsidized health insurance due to depreciation, expenses, and deductions which reduced his reported adjusted gross income. A married businessman who had over $10 million in liquid assets upon retirement at age 50 qualified for a $1,450 per month subsidy because they kept their realized investment returns below $50,000 each year.

 

The program supposedly is aimed mostly at those earning less than 400 percent of the federal poverty line – presently $62,600 in earnings for an individual or $128,600 for a family of four. However, rather than setting traditional income cutoffs, the enhanced subsidies tie eligibility to a sliding scale that caps premiums at 8.5 percent of household income. This category consists of over 1.5 million enrollees/households, with over half being older adults who retired early, often voluntarily due to wealth, but who can’t yet qualify for Medicare. 

 

Arguably, Obamacare has helped needy people get medical care they couldn’t otherwise afford or obtain. On the other hand, it has been a complete taxpayer disaster. Coverage costs have skyrocketed more than three-fold due to coverage mandates, subsidies, and America’s poor level of attention to their own health habits. America is the second fattest nation on the planet, trailing only the conglomeration of South Pacific nations. 

 

The Congressional Budget Office report estimates that permanently extending the enhanced subsidies will increase total spending by nearly half a trillion dollars over the next decade. They also estimate that a permanent extension would attract an additional 6.9 million people, furthering economical harm and the nation’s deficit. Such an expansion would account for 89 percent of the subsidy’s additional costs over the same period. 

 

Remember, Democrats are the ones who consistently attack the rich, complain about their tax breaks, and insult the Trump administration for his outrageous spending. Yet, they offer no compromise on health-care subsidies – not even to kick rich people off of them. If the Democrats are going to continue supporting those whom they claim to despise, while continuing to add to the country’s debt, then it’s they who hold the taxpayers hostage while government remains closed. 

 

Source used: Cato Institute

 

The Truth of the Rich and Taxable - 10/28/2025

 

According to International Monetary Fund forecasts, the Trump administration is on course to push US debt levels above those of Italy and Greece by the end of the decade. 

 

Thanks to the reckless spending from 2008 financial crash, the Covid-19 pandemic, and continued ill-begotten budgets, the IMF predicts the US will see its debts rise to 143% of GDP by 2030. Greece, which in 2020 had a debt ratio of 210%, is expected to drop to 130%. Italy’s debt is expected to flat-line at 137% of GDP. Both countries had to make extremely hard financial decisions which involved numerous, undesirable cuts in spending.

 

Two issues are being blamed for the rise in debt. The first is increased defense spending. Trump wants to build a “golden dome” defense shield, which could cost almost $1 trillion. While I strongly support having the world’s best defense system, I believe it should be paid by redirecting our military expenditures from overseas, not at the confiscation of even more taxpayer money.

 

The second reason being blamed for deeper debt is alleged tax cuts for the rich – that group which democrats, socialists, and liberals love to attack. So, just for the fun of it, let’s see how much the rich actually pay:

 

As of 2022, a $663k income put a person/household in the Top 1% of wage earners. That overall group had an average tax rate of 26.1%, paid an average of $561k in taxes, and totaled 40.4% of all income taxes paid to the US government. The Top 10% had an average tax rate of 21.1%, paid taxes just shy of $100k, totaling 72% of all income taxes. How is this “not paying their fair share? 

 

The bottom half of all taxpayers – that group the socialists and liberals believe deserve better treatment – had an average tax rate of under 4% while paying only 3% of all income taxes, meaning… the Top Half of all taxpayers paid 97% of all income taxes. Let me add, the numbers for the lower half do not include tax credits such as the earned income credit and other assistance programs which reduce their taxes to, in effect, ZERO! Again, how are the rich not paying their fair share?

 

The Trump administration is being blamed for tax breaks that will benefit mostly the middle and high income groups. How can it not? One can’t pass tax cuts for the lowest income groups when most already pay NOTHING!

 

Both Italy and Greece have learned something the leaders and voters of this country need to learn. In order to maintain budget surpluses, and reduce the debt – or at least keep it from getting any worse – it requires cuts in spending to below revenues from taxation. Yet both parties spend and spend again.

 

Defense spending needs to be cut, assistance programs need to be cut, and Social Security needs to return to its original aim. Government needs to get out of education, health care, housing, and the plethora of other programs for which its intrusion caused prices to skyrocket way beyond inflation.

 

Source used: Tax Foundation

 

Libertarianism, Argentina, and US National Debt – 10/30/2025

 

Argentine President, Javier Milei, won a clear victory over the opposition in the midterm elections, ensuring that his ambitious reform agenda will continue. Milei’s coalition, La Libertad Avanza (LLA), obtained 40.7 percent of the national vote, whereas the Peronists (Fuerza Patria) received 31.7 percent. The LLA carried 15 of 24 provinces.

Two things of note here: First, the LLA and Milei are Argentina’s closest version of America’s Libertarian Party, and… second, the two major parties only received 72% of the vote. The latter fact shows that, unlike the US, third parties actually play a role in politics. Voting is mandatory in Argentina, though not everyone does so.

Milei’s victory is rather significant. He won by a large margin and also captured the province of Buenos Aires, where he was expected to lose. The province of Buenos Aires had been a source of trouble for Milei as late as September, when his coalition lost a state election 47 percent to 34 percent against the Peronists. This triggered a wave of pessimism in the markets, a run on the peso, and a controversial, alleged bailout by the US.

Milei’s victory will enable him to uphold his vetoes of bills that threaten budget stability or bills that go against his reform agenda. This makes yet another country (see my previous blog) which understands that in order for a country to be profitable, it must reign in spending to no more than revenues. The LLA coalition will have 107 seats in the House, or 42 percent of all seats, basically making the president veto-proof, as vetoes can only be overridden by two-thirds of Congressional vote.

Though the LLA is still 20 votes short of a majority in the House, Milei and his allies will now have one-third of the Senate - exactly the same proportion as the Peronists. Again, if two parties control just two-thirds of the Senate, that means third parties have some influence. 

Meanwhile, in the US, Libertarians and other miscellaneous parties have been seeking such influence for decades. Sadly, American voters continue to reject them, often citing the worn-out mantra of the “lesser of two evils.” They do so, despite the fact that year in and year out they claim they want a legitimate third party.

Newsflash! If you never vote third party you’re never going to have one. Quit voting for Coke and Pepsi, and vote for Mountain Dew or Seven-Up... just once! Show some initiative!

Milei is a mix of libertarian freedoms, via a reduction of government control and spending. The government recently signaled it wants to further deregulate the economy, open up more trade, end capital controls, and privatize state-owned enterprises. US voters and politicians, on the other hand, seem to want more of each. Few understand that the train that heads to “More-ville” rather than “Less-ville” will only end up in “Broke-ville”. Greece, Italy, and Argentina have decided to pay the piper instead of kicking the can down the road. I can only hope the US is next… and soon.

Source used: Cato Institute

 

The Trump Economy and China’s Link - 10/31/2025

 

President Trump described trade talks with the Chinese president, Xi Jinping, as amazing, stating that disputes over the supply of rare earth minerals had been settled. While Xi Jinping made no official statement, he did state the trade teams had reached a basic consensus. 

 

According to China’s commerce ministry, the agreement included a ten percentage-point reduction in the so-called “fentanyl tariff” imposed by Trump on Chinese goods, as well as reciprocal measures by Beijing to suspend export controls. The tariff linked to fentanyl will drop from 20% to 10%, thereby reducing overall tariffs from 57% to 47%. Any drop in tariffs is usually a good thing.

 

The Chinese leader agreed to work “very hard” to prevent the production of fentanyl, a synthetic opioid that has caused a surge of deaths among Americans. This is a noble gesture, however, can one really believe it? The War on Drugs is basically unwinnable. In addition, China also said it would lift restrictions on rare earth exports to the US and purchase our soybeans one again. As I reported previously, China had switched to buying soybeans from Argentina, the world’s largest producer, in retaliation for tariffs. 

 

The rare earth minerals agreement would last one year and be negotiated annually with the expectation that it would be renewed on a regular basis. I would have preferred to see a longer-term agreement, or better yet, an agreement that would have kept both governments out of it completely. Business deals, for the most part, should be void of government interference. Either way, though, this is a positive. The US has few rare earth minerals, which are required for many renewable energy sources, while China, by far, has the largest known supply.

 

“All of the rare earth has been settled,” Trump said. “And that’s for the world, worldwide, you could say this was a worldwide situation, not just a US situation. There is no roadblock at all on rare earth. That will hopefully disappear from our vocabulary for a little while.” Only time will tell.

The US president said they had agreed to work together on Ukraine, acknowledging that China buys a lot of Russian oil. However, that topic was not discussed in any detail. Another issue, not discussed, was Taiwan – the world’s semiconductor giant. Both men ignored a question about the island nation, amid concern in Taiwan that Trump may be willing to make concessions to Xi, who has vowed to “reunify” it.

 

Likening the US-China relationship to an ocean-going vessel, Xi said the countries should “stay on the right course” and “be partners and friends”. Xi stated he and Trump “don’t always see eye to eye with each other”, but added it was “normal for world’s two biggest economies to have frictions now and then”.

 

In a worldwide economy, with countries inter-dependent upon each other, we should always strive to keep business relationships wide open at all times, even with those often perceived as foes. When multiple countries benefit economically from agreements, hostilities and the controversy of immigration become far less important and divisive.

 

Education Amid the Government Shutdown – 11/3/2025

The government shutdown has been a source of anxiety for school leaders wondering how long the money will last. The quick answer is… July, as most of the billions of dollars the Education Department steers to schools each year goes out shortly after the school year begins. Money is still flowing for key programs, so it’s hard to argue that schools and states are completely on their own, though they should.

President Trump claims he wants states to have full reign of education policy with little or no influence from the federal government. I have been of that viewpoint for decades. Education doesn’t need to be federalized. Buffalo, NY is not Buffalo, SD. What works in one social environment seldom works in another. The Carter administration’s creation of the federal Dept. of Education was never necessary. In fact, it’s been a financial disaster.

Since the DOE’s inception in the late ’70s, education costs have skyrocket four-fold — after adjusting for inflation. Sadly, today’s school leaders and teachers have no idea of how well education actually worked, and at a reasonable cost, since all they’ve known is federally assisted education.

Prior to the shutdown, mass layoffs had left the agency with 2,400 employees, down from 4,100, and remaining workers have mostly been furloughed during the budget impasse. This has left some 330 people who are responsible for carrying out duties that are deemed essential. Good — on all counts. If something or someone is not deemed essential, taxpayers shouldn’t be funding it or them. Taxpayers have their own financial problems to deal with.

Though correct in wanting to end the department, Education Secretary, Linda McMahon crazily stated, “Two weeks in, millions of American students are still going to school, teachers are getting paid, and schools are operating as normal.” Well, no kidding. Reread the first paragraph — the money was already sent! Could she say anything more disingenuous?

Other programs that aren’t funded in advance face more uncertainty. That includes federally funded Head Start and school nutrition programs. Districts are required to cover the cost of school meals and then seek reimbursement from the Department of Agriculture, which claims it only has two months of reimbursements left. Here’s an idea for parents. Pack a lunch for your kids. It’s what numerous parents did before the cradle to grave nanny state arrived. Kids would even swap sandwiches or snacks.

There’s also other issues such as student loans, legal obligations to students learning English, and adult education to name a few. Why should the government be involved? Could adults please start being adults again? Society shouldn’t exist to be your kid’s babysitter from birth to graduation. Society shouldn’t have to pay to teach English, via the government enablers, to children of immigrants. Every generation has had it’s difficulties. Only recently have we become responsible for other people’s problems as well as our own. It’s not working! It needs to end. “It Takes a Village”… or a government agency… is destroying us.

 

Drug Boat Attacks: Security or Murder – 11/4/2025

 

The Trump administration continues to commit deadly strikes on alleged drug trafficking boats off the coasts of South America, specifically Venezuela. The few survivors who managed to return back to their home countries has raised questions as to whether the US has any strong evidence that the vessels were transporting drugs. The boats are so wrecked after the strikes, any evidence they carried such cargo vanishes into the sea.

 

Trump administration officials say the strikes are part of a sweeping counter-narcotics operation.   Various officials, including Pentagon Chief, Pete Hegseth, have stated U.S. intelligence determined that the boats carried drugs, and that the passengers on them were parties to criminal trafficking. My question is: so what? Since when do we just attack and kill alleged drug dealers, without discretion, and without arrest and due process?

 

As of this writing, the Defense Department has provided zero evidence. Some lawmakers, even Republicans, say that these strikes are illegal. I would agree. However, Trump administration officials have opted to withhold details. Why? Since when does something such as illegal drugs require secrecy? Drugs are generally consumed voluntarily while generally posing little to no threat others, barring violent acts while under the influence.

 

According to Hegseth, “One thing that's been highly misconstrued here is that in some way we don't know precisely who we're striking and why. We know how to map networks and hunt enemies of our country, and in this case, that's what's happening." What a load of manure - to put it politely.

 

Enemies generally are defined as those who want to execute devastating attacks on national security or commit mass murder - not a group of dealers providing an illicit product to the small minority of persons who want to escape reality via brain-altering chemicals. 

 

Many of the targeted boats departed from Venezuela, and the strikes appear to be tied to a campaign to force President Nicolás Maduro from power. If this is the case, can we just admit it. Can we simply admit that the US, like always, has an administration that can’t mind its own business rather than adopt a policy of non-interference. At least 61 people have been killed by the strikes off the coasts of South America. For those who manage to survive, they must wonder, “If the U.S. had enough evidence to attack their boat, why wasn't that evidence sufficient to try them in an American court?” 

We are a nation that supposedly believes in “innocent until proven guilty”. Trial by jury is enshrined in our Constitution. However, attacks on boats sailing in foreign waters, without no declaration of war, not only denies those rights to the accused, it becomes an act of murder at best, and at worst, an act war in itself. Is the Trump administration trying to start a war with Venezuela via provocation? It’s a question we all should be asking, because it certainly seems to be the case.

 

New York City: America’s Socialist Bastion - 11/5/2025

Well, they did it! The Democratic Socialists of America (DSA), and Zohran Mamdani, have taken over New York City. Even worse, countless numbers are celebrating. If NYC wasn’t enough of a hell-hole already, it’s only going to get worse. Our independence-minded forefathers must certainly be rolling in their graves. 

The voters in New York City had a choice between Zohran Mamdani, Andrew Cuomo, and Curtis Sliwa, and ultimately chose the 34-year-old democratic socialist shocking the party establishment. Washington, Franklin, and Jefferson must be ruing the death of the American experiment. The traitors to freedom have won.

“I’ve been a DSA member for over 10 years,” said a 40-year-old health department worker expressing joy. Why not be joyful?  Government workers have no competition, are paid by forced taxation of ordinary people, can rarely be fired, and… as a result, have zero initiative to perform their jobs with utmost quality and/or quantity. Heaven forbid, that person ever holds a job which requires satisfying real customers shopping at a business that faces actual competition. The worker also stated, “This just shows that our politics are not radical… what we believe is sensible... maybe the rest of the country is ready for… democratic socialism.”

No! The rest of the country is not ready for such idiocy. Just look at the red/blue political map of the US. With few exceptions, the only blue counties are those in, and around, huge cities. Red, more conservative counties, are overwhelmingly the majority. The only good thing about the NYC election result is this: I no longer need to sarcastically offer the socialist wannabees an airplane ticket to Europe, I just need to suggest a one-way drive to the armpit of the east coast. (sorry New Yorkers, been there, it’s my honest opinion).

Mamdani’s campaign was packed with big policies aimed at lowering the cost of living for everyday city-slickers, from free child care, free buses, affordable housing, and a rent freeze for people living in rent-regulated apartments - much of it funded by raising taxes on the wealthy.

That’s great if one chooses to ignore that fact that whenever government gets involved in anything, the costs go up… not down. Governments, over the last few decades, have become involved in education, healthcare, child care, and housing, always promising to make things more affordable for all. Sadly, though, the facts don’t support their false claims. Decades have seen the costs of all four skyrocket at a much higher rate than overall inflation. Europeans have less than Americans for a reason.

New York City calls itself the financial capital of the world. However, in today’s world of digital technology, transactions can occur anywhere, and in mass quantity. It wouldn’t be very difficult to make Miami, Dallas, Nashville, or any other city, the “new” financial capital. The wealthy don’t like taxes any more than any one else. That’s why there’s so many loopholes. Mamdani will simply join the loophole-elite, and his sheep will only see their disappointment continue.

The Supreme Court and Trump’s Tariffs - 11/6/2025

 

President Donald Trump claims that the United States will be rendered “defenseless’’ and possibly “reduced to almost Third World status” if the Supreme Court strikes down the tariffs he has imposed, basically on every country in existence. This is yet another Trumpism, facts twisted to the extent of just being plain stupid. We weren’t defenseless prior to his tariff circus, and barring extreme circumstances, we won’t be in the future without said tariffs.

 

The U.S. Constitution specifically gives the power to tax and impose tariffs to the Congress. However, Congress has shirked its duty and delegated some of that authority via various statutes, though it limited the ways the president could use such authority. One of them is the 1977 International Emergency Economic Powers Act (IEEPA). Another is Section 301 of the Trade Act of 1974, which permits the United States to carry a big stick against countries it accuses of engaging in “unjustifiable,” 

“unreasonable” or “discriminatory” trade practices – three terms that are highly ambiguous.

 

At the latest hearing, lawyer Neal Katyal, representing small businesses suing to get the tariffs struck down, argued Trump didn’t need the boundless authority he’s recently claimed to impose tariffs. They state Congress had already delegated tariff power to the White House in the aforementioned statutes. I’m confused! If they are admitting the White House already had tariff powers, isn’t that a contradiction to them suing in opposition to the most recent tariffs? 

 

The Trade Act of 1974 seems to be the big issue. As a cornerstone of Trump’s foreign policy, he has imposed double-digit “reciprocal” tariffs on most countries by associating long-standing trade deficits to being a national emergency. To some extent, I would agree. However, just how can a trade deficit be a national emergency?

 

Any dependence on a foreign country to provide necessary products which we aren’t providing ourselves could be considered a national emergency – depending on the product. Semiconductors are an extremely important product. The world runs on them. The U.S. should be making far more of its own. The shortage of them during Covid-19 provided a hint to what could happen should the foreign supply sharply dwindle or be cut off – say via a Chinese attack on Taiwan.

 

On the other hand, the U.S. isn’t going into an economic collapse should bananas or coconuts no longer be available. Yes, some food-related industries may suffer, but it certainly wouldn’t be a national disaster. In my opinion, most of Trump’s tariffs fall into the latter category of NOT being a national emergency. Hence, I do not support the majority of his tariff circus since there seems to be no consistency or logic in them.

 

Sadly, no matter how the Supreme Court rules, Trump will still have plenty of options to keep taxing imports, and do so aggressively. According to Georgetown trade law professor, Kathleen Claussen, “It’s hard to see any pathway here where tariffs end. I am pretty convinced he could rebuild the tariff landscape he has now using other authorities.”

 

Thank you, Congress, for shirking your constitutional authority and handing it over to the President. Yes, that was sarcasm!

AI, Mental Health, and Suicide – 11/10/2025

 

In a departure from politics, this blog is a serious one involving the mixture of humanity and artificial intelligence, and whether it’s safe to “trust the machines”. Most specifically, it’s about whether we should trust AI with our children, and in some cases, our children’s lives.

 

Seven families filed lawsuits against OpenAI last week, claiming that the company’s GPT-4o model was released without effective safeguards. Four of the lawsuits insinuated that ChatGPT had a role in the suicide of a family member, while the other three claim that ChatGPT reinforced harmful delusions that resulted in necessary psychiatric care.

 

In one case, 23-year-old Zane Shamblin had a conversation with ChatGPT that lasted more than four hours. Let me repeat that. Four hours… “talking” to a machine. Not a person with feelings, but... a machine. In the chat logs, Shamblin explicitly stated multiple times that he had written suicide notes, put a bullet in his gun, and intended to pull the trigger once he finished drinking cider. He repeatedly told ChatGPT how many ciders he had left and how much longer he expected to be alive. ChatGPT encouraged him to go through with his plans.

 

My first question is this: Why is he talking to a machine about wanting to commit suicide vs talking to a parent, a priest, or another adult who he could trust, even if not fully? I don’t want to blame the parents without knowing the exact situation, but when a teenager or a 20-something wants to commit suicide, I have to wonder whether there was proper communication lines, and if not, how long were those lines in a state of non-existence. But for argument’s sake, let’s say they did exist and he kept everything inside for fear of what those whom he knows would think.

 

That brings us to the AI factor. In addition to Zane, there was Adam Raine, a 16-year-old who died by suicide. ChatGPT sometimes encouraged him to seek professional help or call a helpline… which is what AI should have suggested. However, Raine was able to bypass these guardrails by simply stating he was asking about methods of suicide for a fictional story he was writing. In defense of ChatGPT, such a search would be a valid reason to give such information to the person seeking it. As someone who has tried twice to write a fictional book, I have researched things I wouldn’t necessarily want a child researching. As a promoter of individual responsibility, I tend to lean towards defending ChatGPT.

 

To summarize, we could sit down around a cozy campfire and argue about AI till the world goes dormant, but the fact is fairly simple. Everything, from a hammer to a gun to a computer, can be used for good or evil. The internet needs to be treated like any large city in the middle of the night, where very little good happens at 0300 hours. It is not wise for children, teenagers, and even some adults, to wander through without strict supervision. Counting on a machine for advice and companionship is not healthy behavior. More people should limit their phone use to its original purpose – talking to real people.

 

The Insanity of a 50-year Mortgage Approval - 11/12/2025

 

The White House says it is considering backing a 50-year mortgage to help alleviate the home affordability crisis in the country. Bill Pulte, grandson of a corporate home builder founder, and present director of the Federal Housing Finance Agency, said that a 50-year mortgage would be “a complete game changer” for home buyers. 

 

It would certainly be a game changer, but a terrible one for buyers. The longer the loan, the more it costs a buyer in overall payout. That’s due to a much higher percentage of your money going to interest compared to principal. The announcement drew immediate criticism from policymakers, social media, and economists. They agree that a 50-year mortgage would do nothing to resolve the core problems in the housing market: lack of supply and high interest rates.

 

The 30-year mortgage became the default way to buy a home thanks to FDR and the New Deal. Politicians at the time wanted to create a standard mortgage that most borrowers could pay off during their working years, when the average lifespan for an American was just 66 years.

 

Today’s average lifespan is 79 years, meaning one would have to buy their first home by the age of 29 to avoid post-death debt. Failure to pay off the mortgage prior to death would fall on one’s children as both wealth and debt gets passed down. While selling of the home would likely cover any remaining debt, the extra interest in a 50-year mortgage is money that the estate, and its heirs, will never get to use for their own wants in life. The bankers will appreciate it, though.

 

To make matters worse, even though a mortgage  of 50 years would reduce the monthly payment by about 10%, it would also bring more buyers into the market, further disrupting supply and demand. The result of that would be even higher home prices, possibly canceling out the 10% lower payment. Common sense should be obvious here. A potential 10% lower payment with 67% more payments is a terrible concept that only a banker could love.

 

According to the National Association of Realtors. the average selling price of a home in the U.S. was $415,200 in September. With a standard 10% down payment, and an average interest rate of 6.17%, the monthly payment on a 30-year mortgage would be $2,288 while the payment on a 50-year mortgage would be $2,022. A borrower would pay an additional $389,000 in interest over the life of the 50-year mortgage, or about the original cost of the home. That’s also presuming the bank would not require a higher interest rate - a standard practice due to risk factors of a longer loan.

 

It would take 30 years before a borrower would accumulate a paltry $100,000 in equity, compared to the 13 years it presently takes.  A 30-year loan generally means one pays at least twice the cost of a home. A 50-year loan would mean at least triple.

 

In a free society, it should probably be an option. However, it’s an extreme and financially stupid option that no president should ever endorse.

 

Source used: Associated Press

 

Immigrant Drivers, the Trucking Industry, and You – 11/13/2025

 

California, the state that loves to claim its sanctuary status for illegal immigrants, plans to revoke 17,000 commercial driver’s licenses given to immigrants upon discovering such licenses went past the expiration date of being allowed to be in the U.S. The announcement follows criticism from the Trump administration about states granting licenses to people in the country illegally. 

The issue received national attention earlier this year when a tractor-trailer driver, not authorized to be in the U.S., made an illegal U-turn causing a crash in Florida, killing three people. Fatal truck crashes in Texas and Alabama also added to questions about these licenses. A fiery California crash, which also killed three people, involved a truck driver in the country illegally.

 

Transportation, Secretary, Sean Duffy, stated that California’s action is an admission that the state previously acted improperly with its licensing standards. However, Newsom’s office claimed that every one of the drivers whose license is being revoked had valid work authorizations from the federal government. His office did eventually admit that California state law requires the licenses expire by the time a person’s legal status to be in the United State expires.

 

Duffy stated that California, as well as five other states, had improperly issued commercial driver’s licenses to noncitizens. California is the first state Duffy has taken action against due to it being the first one with a completed audit. I presume that to be because of its high population, which would theoretically address more licensing incidents. Reviews in the other states had been delayed by the government shutdown, which just recently ended.

 

Duffy revoked $40 million in federal funding stating California isn’t enforcing English language requirements for truckers. While most road signs are pretty much the same worldwide, there are always some signs that are text only. Hence, the language requirement. Duffy also threatened another $160 million in funding over the improperly issued licenses should the state fail to address said concerns. Revoking the licenses is part of the state’s effort to comply.

 

The most resent safety rules could eventually threaten a portion of the trucking industry. Under those rules, only 10,000 of the 200,000 noncitizens who presently have commercial licenses, would qualify for them. Only drivers with an H-2a, H-2b or E-2 visas would be eligible. The good news the remaining 190,000 drivers is that the rule won’t be enforced retroactively, probably due to ex post facto legalities. The bad news is that it’s only temporarily. Those drivers were given notices that their licenses will expire in 60 days. Perhaps it’s just me, but changed expiration times still appear to be a violation of ex post facto laws.

 

Like every other industry, there seems to be a shortage here, too. Presently, there are nearly 2.1 million commercial truck drivers. 190,000 non-citizen drivers is equivalent to 9% of the industry workforce. Road safety is a worthwhile concern, but cutting driver numbers could cause product shortages and higher prices at stores. While a possible option, driver-less fully autonomous 20-40 ton trucks just aren’t worthy of our full trust any time soon.

 

More People Falling Behind on Utility Payments - 11/17/2025

 

According to a recent report, more people are falling behind on paying their utility bills, such as electric and natural gas. Past due balances to utility companies jumped 9.7% annually to an average of $789. The increase is the result of a 12% jump in monthly energy bills during the same period. It will only get worse, especially in areas where data centers are being built. Studies show that when data centers arrive, so do higher utility costs – sometimes two-fold.

Most consumers, as they should, prioritize their utility bills, along with their mortgages and auto debt. We all need a home for shelter and transportation to earn a living. Most other things can usually be compromised to some extent, or completely. 

 

Troubles paying utility bills reflect something of an economic quandary for Trump, who is promoting the artificial intelligence industry with an ever increasing number of data centers. It’s a part of an economic boom he has promised for America. Personally, I believe data centers are an economic bust for America that will do far more harm than good, putting many out of work. AI data centers use massive amounts of electricity. The obvious escalation of demand will only result in an escalation of consumer costs... barring equal escalation of supply, which isn’t happening.

 

Americans are already fed up with the high cost of living. The havoc that visited us during the insane response to the pandemic created  higher prices due to mass shortages. The shortages may have eased, but consumer costs still outpace normal inflation levels.

 

Trump has been trying to convince the public that prices are falling, and some are. Eggs and gas aren’t nearly as expensive, however, they fall into the exception category. Fast-rising electricity bills could be an issue in some congressional battlegrounds next year as savings from gasoline are likely to be overrun by higher heating bills and electricity costs.

 

Nearly 6 million households (about 1 in every 21)  have utility debt “so severe” that it will soon be reported to collection agencies. That’s an increase of 3.8% since Trump took office. However, the administration has said it has no responsibility for any increases in electricity prices. Those prices are often regulated by state utility boards. Treasury Secretary, Scott Bessent, stated, “Electricity prices are a state problem. There are things that the federal government can control. Local electricity prices are not one of them.” That’s a half-truth.

 

The Trump administration has been accused of impeding renewable energy generation such as solar and wind. One needs to be careful on how they define impeding. Eliminating subsidies is not the same as eliminating projects. Both have happened. I explained in a previous blog how subsidies actually increase prices rather than lowering them.

 

Despite the delinquencies, the New York Federal Reserve declares delinquency rates of 90 days or more are low for most categories of debt. In addition, an analysis of debit and credit card spending by the Bank of America Institute showed that consumers’ “overall financial health looks sound.” What do you say? 

 

Source used: Associated Press

 

Criminal Activity Can Be a Permanent Job Killer - 11/18/2025

 

How difficult is it for someone with a criminal record to find a good paying, seemingly permanent job? I imagine it depends on the type of crime committed. Sadly, this sourced article from the Guardian didn’t distinguish crimes committed, so some objectivity is required.

 

In Florida, hundreds of thousands of workers with criminal records end up accepting jobs at temporary staffing agencies, often with lower wages and no benefits. Former prisoners describe feeling “disposable”, being stuck in temporary jobs with no advancement, and unable to obtain direct employment. Temp work has become the default entry point for such people according to Beyond the Bars, a non-profit organization advocating for workers with criminal records.

 

This is where a definition of crimes committed would have been appreciated. I can understand a convicted murderer or rapist not being able to find a good job because of employer concern for the safety of fellow employees. On the other hand, employers shouldn’t fear someone who did time for a small marijuana bust when they had no previous criminal record.

 

Nearly 6.2 million people in Florida - 36% of the state’s population – have a criminal record. Maybe I’m out of the loop on society, but that seems to be an extremely high number. How does one-third of the population manage to have a criminal record? It’s mind boggling.

 

Direct employment is often complicated by the demands of state or county supervision, curfews, mandatory parole, and/or court appointments. As a result, more than 70% of individuals coming home from prison in south Florida seek employment through a temp agency inside of three years. Temp agencies and labor pools are often the only employers willing to hire workers with criminal records. 

 

Such agencies profit by charging employers a fee, and in return, assume worker’s compensation and other risks and liabilities. They may also charge steep placement fees that serve as barriers for temp workers being hired permanently. Some warehouses in Florida are entirely staffed by temp workers.

 

Temp construction workers earn about $6.47 less per hour than direct employees, equivalent to over $13k of lost income per year. One example is a gentleman who claims that after release, he was placed as a temp on a construction site working for the same company for nine years. He did the same work as everyone else but was never offered me a permanent position. No benefits, no security. Let’s hope he’s the exception.

 

According to a 2022 survey of temp workers by the National Employment Law Project, 24% of temp workers reported wage theft of some type by their employer. Forty-one percent reported that they personally covered their own healthcare costs – which I think all Americans should have to do, but that’s a story for another day. In addition, 71% of temp workers reported experiencing some form of retaliation for raising workplace issues with management.

 

With that said, if you know someone who could be a border-line criminal, please find a kind way of telling them that following through with any nefarious activity can be a life-long job killer with permanent financial difficulties.

 

Yes, Government is Watching You - 11/21/2025

 

Ever have that feeling you are being watched? You are. Every day and everywhere you go. The U.S. Border Patrol is monitoring millions of American drivers nationwide in a “secretive” program to identify, and detain, people whose travel patterns it deems suspicious. It’s not just at the borders.

 

‘… people it deems suspicious’ is an understatement as every driver gets caught up in the system. Tens of thousands of license plate readers across the United States scan every car that goes by. The data is then entered into a central data base. Shame on you if you think data centers are just for innocent purposes.

The predictive intelligence program results in people being stopped, searched, and in some cases arrested. A built-in algorithm flags vehicles deemed suspicious based on where they came from, where they were going and which route they took. Federal agents may then notify local law enforcement. It’s not just one government level working to spy on you, it’s multiple levels of government.

 

If flagged, drivers could be stopped for reasons such as speeding, failure to signal, the wrong window tint or even a dangling air freshener blocking the view. Some are aggressively questioned and searched, with no idea of the true reason for the stop. Such a program allows authorities to monitor ordinary Americans’ daily actions rather than targeting actual suspects. The program has greatly expanded in recent years.

 

The Border Patrol has grown even more powerful with endless cooperation. The Drug Enforcement Administration, private companies such as Flock, and local law enforcement programs are funded through federal grants. Texas law enforcement agencies insists Border Patrol use facial recognition to identify drivers.

 

Authorities, when not lying about the programs existence, like to state it is for our safety. However, let’s be honest. It’s a domestic intelligence operation… on everyone. Screw the 14th Amendment right to privacy. Yes, I realize being in public is not private, but tracking our every movement is like being subject to tens of thousands of private investigators following us just for the hell of it. To make matters worse, AI, with all its faults, is a key factor in pulling people over, rather than human intelligence. 

 

The details of its license plate reader program was hidden for years. Charges against numerous people have been dropped when risk of the program becoming known was possible. This was especially true when individual camera locations were at risk. Such readers, we now know, are often disguised along highways, hidden in traffic cones, crash barrels, electrical boxes, and job site equipment. Even drones are being used.

 

“They are collecting mass amounts of information about who people are, where they go, what they do, and who they know … engaging in dragnet surveillance of Americans on the streets, on the highways, in their cities, in their communities,” stated Nicole Ozer, executive director of the Center for Constitutional Democracy.

 

The potential for abuse is high. People in witness protection, those with protection from abuse orders, whistleblowers, and others with legitimate reasons for privacy should be highly concerned. This is not freedom, and it’s not the republic our forefathers ever would have condoned. 

 

Source used: Associated Press

 

Facebook Scam Ads: Are They Responsible? - 11/27/2025

 

US senators, R-Josh Hawley, and D-Richard Blumenthal, want the Federal Trade Commission and the Securities and Exchange Commission to investigate revenue from user ads on Facebook and Instagram, that they claim, promote scams. They state that should investigations find such accusations to be accurate, Meta should have to give up associated profits, pay penalties, and agree to cease running such advertisements.

Meta claims it has already reduced user reports of scams by 58% over the last 18 months. Note the wording – “user reports” vs actual incidents. Intentional wording... or simply an honest misspeak? Meta states, “We aggressively fight fraud and scams because people on our platforms don’t want this content, legitimate advertisers don’t want it and we don’t want it either.” Personally, I want absolutely zero ads, but as long as Facebook is free… let’s just say, ad abundance has made me brain-dead to them.

Hawley and Blumenthal express doubt over Meta’s efforts to combat illicit advertising. “Even a short review of Meta’s Ad Library…. shows clearly identifiable advertisements for illicit gambling, payment scams, crypto scams, AI deepfake sex services, and fake offers of federal benefits.” They added, “Scams have been allowed to take over Facebook and Instagram as Meta has drastically cut its safety staff, including for FTC mandated reviews, even as it dumps unimaginable sums into its generative AI projects.“

Reportedly, Meta (owner of Facebook and Instagram) earns $7bn in revenue from scam ads every year – or about 3.6% of their revenues – hardly a takeover. Meta’s anti-fraud rules arguably didn’t apply to some ads that regulators, and some of their own staff, ‘thought’ contradicted its advertising rules.

It is estimated that Americans lost $158bn due to scams last year. Knowing that, I have two simple questions. 1) How much of that amount was lost by people with dementia or other mental illnesses vs those who are just too stupid/trusting to see a blatantly obvious scam?… and, 2) Should we really expect Meta to be able to diagnose every scam ad as a scam? 

Addressing the latter, I believe it impossible for a company (even as large as Meta) to analyze EVERY person wanting to run ads on their platforms. Almost 18 million ads appear in their Library. If scam ad rates match revenue rates, that’s over 600,000 scam ads. Algorithms won’t catch everything, and neither will humans, assuming one could even hire enough people. Could they do better? Maybe!

As for the first question, it’s impossible to fix stupid, albeit a disease or just plain ignorance. If you have a relative with dementia or other mental illness, their online activity should be monitored in the same way every parent should consistently monitor their child’s online activity. The digital world is just as dangerous as the real world. 

Then there’s just the everyday stupid who couldn’t find their way to Oz even with the Yellow Brick Road to guide them. For them, no legislation or crackdown on the nefarious will cure their idiocy. Freedom, even online, requires self-responsibility, which is far more protectionist than any government action.

Source used : The Guardian Photograph: Anadolu/Getty Images

 

Price-Gouging Foreign Tourists Isn’t Very American - 11/28/2025

 

 (AP) — Interior Secretary, Doug Burgum, announced a new $100 per person fee on foreigners entering several popular national parks. It takes effects Jan. 1. Foreign tourists also will see a sharp price increase for an annual parks pass, to $250 per vehicle, while U.S. residents will continue to be charged $80 for the same. Some businesses that depend on tourism fear this could affect their bottom line should foreign tourists cut back on travel to the States. Personally, I quit going to most national parks because they’ve become nothing but overcrowded, hard-to-find parking, no-longer peaceful places to be.

Visitors already pay up to $35 per vehicle to enter many of the more desired parks. A local businessman near Glacier National Park stated the additional fee “is a sure-fire way of discouraging people from visiting Glacier.” Actually, from my point of view, the lesser the number of tourists, the more likely I am to start revisiting such parks.

 

For Yellowstone park alone, the $100 charge would supposedly generate $55 million annually to help fix deteriorating trails and aging bridges, according to Brian Yablonski with a free-market research group based in Bozeman, Montana. A nationwide national park fee would supposedly bring in $1 billion from the average 14 million yearly international visitors. He also claims visitor numbers would drop only about 1% in response to the higher price. He’s probably correct. After all, as an American, if you were planning a $4,000 trip to Italy, would $4,100 or $4,200 stop you? Probably not.

 

In addition to Yellowstone and Glacier, the new fee will also apply to Acadia, Bryce Canyon, Everglades, Grand Teton, Rocky Mountain, Sequoia & Kings Canyon, Yosemite and Zion national parks. Note that Acadia is the only one east of the Mississippi River. Interior officials described the new fee structure as “America-first pricing” that will ensure international visitors contribute to maintaining parks.

 

I’m sorry, but how stupid is that comment? International visitors already contribute to maintaining parks. They spend to get in, and they spend within the park. One official claims that Americans pay more than international visitors because [Americans] are paying taxes. Maybe he’s forgetting that tourists stay at hotels which pay taxes to local, state, and federal governments.

 

Many other countries charge international visitors an extra fee to visit public sites. According to tourist websites, foreign visitors to Ecuador’s Galapagos Islands pay $200 per adult, while Ecuadorian nationals pay only $30. I can’t help but to think, “If your friend jumped off El Capitan…..”

 

A coalition of current and former park service employees denounced the new charge, as do I. National Parks should be available to everyone who is physically, and financially, capable of enjoying them, be they domestic citizens or foreigners. Maintenance for the parks should be shared by all visitors equally by paying the same entry fee and the same in-park services. As a person who despises taxes, I’m not so sure the national parks shouldn’t be like all other businesses should be – pay to play. If one never visits, one shouldn’t be taxed for them? That’s how free markets are suppose to work. 

 

Consumer Confidence Shrinks: Is It Valid? - 12/1/2025

 

According to the Conference Board, U.S. consumers were less confident in the economy in November than in previous months. This is blamed on the recent government shutdown, weak hiring, and stubborn inflation. The confidence index dropped to 88.7 in November from an October reading of 95.5, and it’s the lowest reading since April. Is this confidence level a valid one, or just a perceived level based on what we are influenced to believe? The following is an examination.

 

The confidence level is based on 1985 being rated at 100. So let’s look at 1985. Inflation was 3.5%, about what it is today. The only difference? In 1985, that was the lowest rate in 12 years. From 1973-82, the inflation rate was never lower than 6%. From 1979-82, it was never lower than 10%. Perspective matters. 

Unemployment in 1985 was over 7%, following several years where unemployment rates had hit 10%-plus. I was in my 20’s during that time. A good job was almost impossible to find – something people are claiming today as they beg for $20 per hour jobs anyone off the street could do with little training. I was fortunate. I made $17.6k ($52.9k today) working skilled labor and putting in 50 hours per week.

 

Mortgage rates in 1985 averaged 11.8%. According to bankrate.com, the average 30-year mortgage rate now sits at 6.33%. Today’s $400,000 home with 10% down and 1985 rates would result in a $2.425 monthly payment BEFORE real estate taxes and mortgage insurance are added in.

 

Upswings and downswings play a major role in the confidence factor. Economic statistics from 1985 would be considered completely horrendous if they occurred today. However, in 1985, those statistics were reason to go out, get drunk, and celebrate. Compared to the economic horrors of the preceding ten years, the mid-80’s were glorious. Today’s statistics, far better than 1985, get compared to 21st century 2% inflation, 3% unemployment, and 3% interest. Again, perspective matters, at least to Boomers having lived in both periods, which brings up an irony.

 

Boomers allegedly are the least confident. Why? Health care? Lack of saving? In fact, those over the age of 35 are less confident about today than those under 35, which seems illogical based on social media and news reports. 

 

More Conference Board stats: 25% rate their current financial situation as good vs 22% bad; 30% rate their future financial status as good vs 18% as bad; 64% rate a recession in the next 12 months as either ‘not likely’ or ‘somewhat likely’ vs 36% ‘likely’ or ‘already in one’. Today’s confidence level is still higher to, or equal to, any of the Obama years. In addition, the economy is growing at a 3% rate – a rate Obama never saw in his eight years as president. 

 

Less-confident consumers may spend less, though the connection doesn’t always play out. In recent years, consumer spending has held up even when data implies they’ve grown more worried. Americans continue to have affordability concerns, as they should, but that level of concern needs some added perspective. Things have been worse, much worse, and not just once.

 

Source used: Associated Press

 

San Francisco’s Misguided Junk Food Lawsuit - 12/2/2025

 

San Francisco plans on filing one of the most ill-aimed lawsuits in history. They plan on suing food manufacturers over ultra-processed foods (UPFs), arguing that local governments have been shouldering the costs of treating diseases that stem from public consumption of the companies’ products – which in itself, is stupid. The lawsuit blames greedy global corporations, not individual choices or the FDA’s lax efforts, for the rise of UPFs, which are listed as a leading cause of the “chronic disease pandemic”.

 

As implied, the lawsuit targets the wrong people. Food manufacturers aren’t holding weapons to anyone’s head, holding relatives hostage, or using funnels to jam fake foods down anyone’s throat. Consumption of such food is being done by consumers, voluntarily and willingly. Manufacturers are simply providing what most consumers want: quick and easy.

I’ve debated parents via Facebook who argue they need ready-made food they can quickly pop into an oven or microwave. They argue that if they took the time to cook food from scratch, they wouldn’t have time to run their children to all their different activities – which brings up my favorite question to these food-stupid parents. What’s more important? Making sure your child makes it to baseball and cheerleader practice… or making sure they eat healthy? Feeding them crap food is setting them up for a lifetime of disease and bad health. Shame on those parents. They need to make the time and effort… or shut up about their health care issues.

 

UPFs are industrially manufactured food products containing ingredients not found in the average home kitchen, such as preservatives, flavor enhancers, artificial colors and emulsifiers, with little to no whole food content. Allegedly 70% of the US food supply is composed of foods commonly considered ultra-processed, such as sugary drinks, chicken nuggets, frozen pizzas, potato chips, and sugary breakfast cereals. Even many breads and granola bars make the list. 

 

Did you see one item above that is commonly made from scratch at home? No! Why? Because it’s not REAL food… QUIT BUYING IT!. If it comes with a nutrition label, put it down - odds are it’s not good for you. Lawsuits should target the FDA instead, for allowing such additives.

 

When I turned 50, I took label reading seriously and decided I didn’t want to put that garbage into my body. Why? The health of older people around me, and their medical costs. I’m surrounded by people with cancer, obesity, type 2 diabetes, depression, heart disease and cognitive decline. If you mostly grab boxed and canned foods from the aisles in the grocery, that’s what you’re heading for.

 

Occasional ultra-processed food is okay (who doesn’t love soft chocolate chip cookies), but the lesser the better. An immune system can only handle so much before you destroy it and it quits doing its job.

 

Is healthy eating more expensive? Not really… if you know how to shop. Even if it is, shouldn’t a little extra money be worth your children’s healthy well-being, and yours? Doing so will save money and aggravation in the long run due to fewer healthcare needs.

 

Mass Shootings at a 20-Year Low - 12/4/2025

 

Yet another mass shooting happened last week. They never seem to stop or slow down… or do they? Numbers matter. The recent shooting at a children’s birthday party in California, that left four dead, was the 17th mass killing in the US this year – the lowest number recorded since 2006. Of course, how one defines a mass shooting is important. There are many different descriptions. 

 

In this case, it includes incidents in which four or more people are killed in a 24-hour period, excluding the killer.  The database is maintained by the Associated Press and USA Today in partnership with Northeastern University. The current drop in numbers is most likely what statisticians call a “regression to the mean”, stated Alan Fox, a criminologist.

 

Is this the start of a new trend? Hopefully! Fox says mass killings were down about 24% this year compared to 2024, which was also about a 20% drop compared to 2023. Thus far, none of the mass killings recorded this year took place in a school, and only one mass killing at a school was recorded in 2024. Let’s hope this trend continues as mass shootings in schools, especially elementary schools, defies all logic – barring a student seeking revenge for excessive bullying. 

Mass killings are actually rare, which means numbers can be volatile. It doesn’t take a high case variance to make climb and drop percentages seem large. Coincidentally, there has also been an overall decline in individual homicide and violent crime rates, which peaked during the Covid-19 pandemic, thanks to government’s idiotic, now-debunked response.

 

Crime, arguably, is a very complex issue, and academics have a hard time agreeing on the reasons for varying crime rates. So enter my opinion. Crime has three basic elements: Money, jealousy, and power. If one were to lump it into one word: Frustration. Frustration in having things not go the way one wants can cause many people to act out in negative and violent ways. No money? Kill and steal it. Girlfriend cheated on you? Kill her and her family. A new drug gang shows up in town? Take them down. All of them bad choices.

 

Another example of homicide rates dropping occurred in the 1990s. I don’t think it’s rocket science as to why. The economy did fairly well at that time and people were happier, less divisive. Hatred via social media had yet to exist.

 

About 82% of this year’s mass killings involved a firearm. It’s a statistic that coincides with 81% of the 3,200+ deaths from mass killings since 2006 being shooting victims.  Emma Fridel, assistant professor of criminology at Florida State University, stated, “If you look at the deaths from firearms, both in homicides and suicides, the numbers are staggering…. The number one cause of death for children is guns.”

 

Sorry, Emma! That’s a flat-out lie! According to the NIH (National Institute of Health), injury-related causes rank number one representing 60% of adolescent deaths. Vehicle-related deaths are second at 20%.  Firearm deaths (intentional, suicidal, and accidental) rate third at 15%.

 

Conclusion: any shooting death decline is a good decline.

 

Source used: The Guardian

 

Drugs Are Not Terrorism – 12/6/2025

 

In the ever-escalating issue of a Caribbean Sea military buildup, it has been revealed that Trinidad and Tobago have approved the installation of a US military radar on the island. While I’m sure the US has guaranteed the island’s safety, is it a smart idea for the island to do so? Do they really want to be drawn into a possible clash between the US and Venezuela? 

 

Trinidad and Tobago’s prime minister, Kamla Persad-Bissessar, had attempted to calm concerns about a US C-17 aircraft landing in the country. The cover story was that the aircraft was carrying marines to assist with a road construction project, and she also claimed that no marines remained in the country.

 

“We’re here! Oh, you don’t want us? We’ll leave right now.” Give me a break! She must think people are stupid. We’re not! Camera apps are everywhere!

 

Images and videos emerged of US marines at a Tobago hotel and of a radar installation on the island. Eventually she admitted that at least 100 marines were in the country, along with a military-grade radar, believed to be a long-range, high-performance system used for air surveillance, defense, and counter-fire. That would explain an aircraft capable of carrying 102 fully-equipped paratroopers or 84 tons of cargo. She also confessed she withheld details by invoking national security, and to avoid alerting drug traffickers.

 

The radar installation is a mere seven miles (11km) away from Venezuela at its closest point. It’s part of Trump’s internationally illegal drug trafficking counter-strategy - that murders alleged drug-traffickers without arrest and/or any due process of law. Trump doesn’t even have the military wait to see if the boats reach US waters before bombing them into to bits of scrap and DNA. 

 

The US launched at least 21 airstrikes over three months at alleged drug smugglers in the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean, killing at least eighty, using terrorism as an excuse. Some Trinidad citizens were among them.

 

Here lies the problem. Drug trafficking is not terrorism. Bombing a stadium is terrorism. Mailing anthrax in envelopes is terrorism. Hostage taking is terrorism. Shipping illicit drugs into a country where idiot consumers choose to use them... is not. It’s just a disgusting way of providing losers another way to be more pathetic. It’s far easier to avoid drugs… than it is an unknown bomb or a hidden toxin.

 

The prime minister claims the radar installation is not to support the US’s campaign against Venezuela. Seriously? A former national security minister, Marvin Gonzales, accused his government of misleading the country. “They have sold the soul of the nation for a mess of pottage. Caribbean ancestors … are all turning in their graves for what has befallen our beautiful Caribbean.” Others have accused the prime minister of using the war on drugs to justify her sucking up to the Trump administration. They also fear, quite correctly, that having an installation on the island will subject them to possible attack. I would agree.

 

I fear Trinidad and Tobago’s ancestors aren’t the only ancestors turning in their graves. Americans should be appalled.

 

Source used: The Guardian

 

Personal Data Exposed in Jury Duty Breaches - 12/8/2025

 

A security flaw in several websites, which allow courts to manage personal information of potential jurors in the United States and Canada, contain a security flaw. The flaw exposed sensitive data, often beyond just names and addresses.

 

An anonymous security researcher identified at least a dozen juror websites created by government software maker, Tyler Technologies, which were easily vulnerable. Tyler told TechCrunch that it is fixing the flaw after being alerted of it.

 

Actual jurors were provided a unique, sequentially incremental number. The article doesn’t mention whether the number acted as a password or username, but it virtually implied the number was the only requirement to login. [If a reader knows, perhaps they could inform me.] The platform also did not have any programming mechanism to prevent flooding the login pages with endless guesses. In other words, no “3 tries left” scenario.

At least one jury management portal in Texas exposed full names, dates of birth, occupation, email addresses, cell phone numbers, and home and mailing addresses. In some cases, exposed data contained information included in questionnaires that potential jurors are required to fill out for jury qualification purposes.

 

Potential data exposure could involve the person’s gender, ethnicity, education level, employer, marital status, children, if the person was a citizen, whether they were older than 18, and whether they have been convicted or faced indictment for a theft or felony. Even personal health data was vulnerable in some cases. For example, if a juror had requested to be exempted from service for verified health reasons.

 

TechCrunch alerted Tyler of the issue on November 5, however, Tyler didn’t acknowledged the vulnerability until 20 days later. I’ll assume to keep additional nefarious culprits from knowing.

 

In a statement, Tyler spokesperson, Karen Shields, said that the company’s security team confirmed “A vulnerability exists where some juror information may have been accessible via a brute force attack. We have developed a remediation to prevent unauthorized access and are communicating next steps with our clients.” Follow-up questions, such as whether Tyler has the technical means to determine if there was any malicious access, or whether it plans to notify people whose data was exposed, went unanswered. My question would be, “Do victims get free credit monitoring paid for by Tyler?” They should.

 

It’s also not the first time Tyler left sensitive personal data exposed on the internet. Just two years ago,  a separate security flaw revealed sealed, confidential, and sensitive data, such as witness lists, testimony, mental health evaluations, detailed allegations of abuse, and corporate trade secrets.

 

Here’s a ‘data-safe’ remediation. Get all this stuff off the cloud/internet. Last time I was in the jury duty pool, none of it was online. I simply had to call in each morning and ask if I needed to show up that day. If not, it was off to do my normal, everyday job. The only way to hack info was to go through a security check in the courtroom and con a court employee into giving out such information. Our data was much safer in the analog-world.

 

Source used: TechCrunch

 

Food Affordability Revisited - 12/10/2025

 

Many Americans believe that grocery prices are slipping out of reach. Admittedly, inflation has left a mark on household budgets in recent years, but let’s take a timeout for a food reality check. 

 

Using Bureau of Labor Statistics data on blue-collar pay (versus usually higher white-collar pay), and the Consumer Price Index for food purchased to make at home, a truer affordability can be calculated. Over the past two years, wage inflation outpaced food inflation 8.1% to 4%. Over 10 years, those numbers were 50% to 30%. Thirty years: 169% to 111%. Fifty years: wages 558% to food’s 403%.

 

Last year, wages grew about 40 percent faster than food prices. Are there exceptions? Of course. Not everyone’s wages rose fast enough and certain food items rose more than other foods. That’s where common sense comparison shopping plays a role. Buy less of what one can’t afford and more of what one can. For me: less beef, more eggs.

Americans may buy goods with dollars, but those dollars require work hours and/or taxpayer-funded handouts to achieve. The best way to look at affordability is to link prices to the number of work hours required to purchase a good or service. To calculate a time price, divide the dollar price of a good by one’s hourly wage. The result is the number of hours a worker must spend on the job to earn that good. The American Farm Bureau Federation did just that, with this year’s Thanksgiving meal as an example.

 

Thanksgiving for a family gathering of ten rose from $28.74 in 1986 to $55.18 in 2025, a 92 percent increase. Hourly wages over that same time frame rose from $8.92 to $31.33, a gain of 251 percent. Converted into hours of work, 1986 required  3.2 hours vs 2025’s 1.7 hours. Granted, 1986 was very expensive. It followed the 1973-82 period that saw yearly inflation rates range from 6.1 – 13.5%. However, every ten-year period previous to today required more work hours to afford groceries.

 

Here’s why. Modern technology has allowed for better seeds and fertilizers, machinery, transportation, refrigeration, and inventory/data systems to raise agricultural productivity. Competition from global trade also pushes producers to deliver more for less in today’s economy.

 

In 1960, U.S. consumers spent about 17 percent of disposable personal income on food. As of 2019, that share had fallen to 9.5 percent. Even with the recent inflation spike, Americans now spend about 10.4 percent of disposable income on food. Granted, those stats do have a bit of ambiguity in them. Families were larger fifty years ago. On the other hand, today’s Americans have far more non-necessities competing for their purchasing dollars.

 

Naturally, not every household benefits equally. The pressure of higher rents, insurance premiums, and attention to health puts stress on wages – and not everyone can work. Policy debates about safety nets, housing supply, and tax burdens remain important. My generation will never forget their grandparents saving aluminum foil so it could be reused. Intelligent shopping has always been required. For some, it’s a real need. For others, it’s simply a denial of proper priorities. 

 

Source used: Cato Institute

 

Trump’s Xenophobia - 12/11/2025

 

I want my country free of violent offenders, thieves, and those intending harm to the United States. Despite not being a fan of tourist havens, I don’t want my country free from foreign tourists. They bring money to spend here. 

 

However, the president’s latest insane plan is for all tourists to the US to reveal their social media activity from the last five years. Is that even possible? For those who live on social media, it could be encyclopedic in length. (I once had 40,000 minutes of political podcast video). Customs and Border Protection (CBP) would also require any email addresses and telephone numbers visitors have used in the same period, as well as names, addresses, birth dates and birthplaces of family members, including children. It’s an invasion of privacy that would do little, if anything, for public safety.

 

The proposed “mandatory” disclosures for entry into the US would apply to people of all countries, even our closest allies. That includes visitors from Britain, Australia, Germany and Japan, who are not required to get a tourist visa. Members of the public have two months to comment.

Many states depend on tourism. Tourism to the US has already dropped dramatically during Trump 2.0. His crazy crackdown on immigrants include recent moves to ban all asylum claims and stop migration entirely from more than 30 countries. While I have, and still do support a crackdown, his method of implementation is economically idiotic. 

 

California’s tourism industry is already predicting a 9% decline in foreign visits to the state this year. Las Vegas has been badly hit by a decline in visits. Canadian residents traveling to the US by car dropped 37% in July 2025 compared to July a year ago, while commercial airline travel from Canada dropped by 26%. 

 

Presently, the CBP claims authority to search devices of any prospective entrant to the US. One can refuse, but that person may be denied entry. Last year (2024) CBP claims it searched 47,000 devices of the 420 million persons crossing the border, just over 1%. Inspecting ALL tourists would be an insanely time consuming deterrent.

 

Other actions have included crackdowns on visas for people hoping to live and work in the country, demanding prospective foreign students unlock their social media profiles for diplomatic inspection before receiving educational and exchange visas, and detaining several high-profile foreign-born students for showing support for innocent Palestinians (which I have also done).

 

This is not how a president should run a country that is supposedly free. We’re a country that supposedly respects other opinions even if contradictory to our own. We supposedly believe in privacy and freedom. We supposedly believe in “innocent until proven guilty”. That last one is why the only thing we should be demanding of foreign visitors is a criminal background check via respective governments listed in passports. In a world of AI, anyone sent as a spy or terrorist will already have had a fake background created and edited for them. For a president who always cries of trade imbalances, he seems to be doing everything he can to keep foreign money from coming here.

 

The Fallacy of Obamacare – 12/15/2025

 

Flashback! 2010. Long before I started a former podcast, Facebook political page, or my present blogging career, I warned people I knew about the passing of Obamacare. The former president said it would reduce the cost of healthcare, and we’d pretty much all be happy. I knew he was wrong. Government’s involvement in everything only makes it costlier. Healthcare, and insurance for it, is no exception. 

 

Coverage under the health law enacted under former President Barack Obama is getting more expensive -– and for worse coverage. The possible expiration of COVID-era enhanced tax credits (i.e., taxpayer funded handouts) is just around the corner. Many are about to get a real dose of what poor diet, lack of exercise, and unfortunate accidents really cost.

 

For one Wisconsin couple, the loss of taxpayer-funded health subsidies will mean choosing a lower-quality insurance plan with a higher deductible. For a Michigan family, it means going without insurance altogether. For a single mom in Nevada, the spiking costs mean fewer Christmas gifts this year. She is stretching her budget while she waits to see if Congress will act.

 

I repeat… coverage under Obamacare is getting more expensive - and for worse coverage. For the couple from Wisconsin, the husband is a 58-year-old military veteran who had to leave his firefighting career early because of arm and back injuries. He and his wife, Kelley, 60, both retirees, cut their own firewood to reduce their electricity costs in their home. They rarely eat out and hardly ever buy groceries unless they are on sale. Why are both of them retired? The “official” full-benefits retirement age is 67. If they can cut their own firewood, they’re physically capable of working to pay the added expense.

 

In Michigan, “Dave’s” family of four has been on ACA insurance since 2014. Back then, the accessibility of insurance on the marketplace helped him feel comfortable taking the leap to start his own business. Great! I consistently promote self-employment. Now, with the possible expiration of extension subsidies that kept their premiums down, the 53-year-old said their $500 per month insurance plan is jumping to at least $700 a month, along with spiking deductibles and out-of-pocket costs. Again, “Obamacare: more expensive, for worse coverage”.

 

There are many others, including numerous single parents. If Congress does not act, many will drop insurance for themselves and keep it only for their children. For single parents who may have lost a spouse, I can sympathize. For those who just made bad choices, not as much sympathy. Actions have consequences. Again, “Obamacare - more expensive - and for worse coverage”.

 

We should all see this as a reason to get government out of the economy and let true supply and demand work. Handouts alter that equation, and not to your favor in the long run. Sadly, most will cry for continued/more government intervention. Again, coverage under the health law enacted under former President Barack Obama is getting more expensive -– and for worse coverage. Government doesn’t deserve another chance when they keep making it worse. Eventually, the piper needs paid.

 

Source used: Associated Press

 

Silly Gun Proposals Following Bondi Beach - 12/19/2025

 

Australian leaders promised to immediately overhaul already-tough gun control laws after a mass shooting targeted a Hanukkah celebration on Sydney’s Bondi Beach. Why? Because unlike all of the hundreds or even thousands of previous gun regulations, the next one is guaranteed to end all killings with a gun. Yes, sarcasm! I said it before; I’ll say it again. Anyone hell bent on destruction… will destroy. Those types don’t care if they get caught… especially if suicidal. 

 

At least 15 people died in the Australian attack, and at least 38 other people are/were being treated in hospitals. The attack has fueled criticism that authorities are not doing enough to combat a surge in antisemitic crimes… because authorities can’t. See last paragraph. Anyone hell bent….  That’s right!

 

Among the new measures proposed would be a limit on the number of guns someone can own. This is a silly attempt by those with small minds. Unless one has eight arms like an octopus, one can only hold two pistols/revolvers at a time. A shooter would have to drop at least one in order to reload. In addition, unlike in the movies, no one is going to be handling and firing more than one rifle at a time. Kickback and weight distribution requires two arms for the average person.  Hence, once a person is armed with guns #1 and #2, owning guns #3 and up become pretty much irrelevant. 

 

Another proposal would be a review of licenses held over time, because… we all know that murderers and killers will apply for a license, and then patiently wait ten years before committing their deadly acts. Yes, more sarcasm... because anyone who thinks licensing makes a difference isn’t thinking like a criminal.

 

Those, and other actions, would allegedly represent a significant update to the landmark national firearms agreement, which virtually banned rapid-fire rifles, following a gunman who killed 35 people in Tasmania in 1996. Sorry, but any updates won’t stop the next hell bent, psycho nut-job. It only deters those seeking self-defense.

 

Of course, politicians must be seen as doing something because most people can’t emotionally deal with senseless evil deeds – something that has existed forever and will continue to do so. Hence, Prime Minister, Anthony Albanese stated, “The government is prepared to take whatever action is necessary. Included in that is the need for tougher gun laws.” Again, anyone hell bent...

 

The police shot the two suspected gunmen, a father and son. Good! The 50-year-old father died at the scene. Good! His 24-year-old son remained in a coma in hospital as of Monday. Good! In my opinion, pull any plug that may be keeping him alive.

 

I never mention a murderer’s name, but I will mention the name of the man who apparently tackled and disarmed one apparent assailant, before pointing the man’s weapon at him, then setting the gun on the ground - Ahmed al Ahmed. You are fine citizen that everyone should be proud of. You risked your life and received a shot in the shoulder for your efforts. May you heal quickly. 

 

Source used: Associated Press

 

Is Minnesota the Fraud Capital - 12/22/2025

 

Wherever there’s a government program, there is going to be fraud. Past reports have stated that fraud could be as much as 20% in some programs - something I’m been repeating for years. Minnesota has taken that fraud to new extremes. Fraud in Minnesota human services programs is so bad, it’s infamous across the country. One safety net program was so easy to scam, it even attracted tourist, according to Assistant U.S. Attorney, Joe Thompson.

 

Two Philadelphia men, who shall remained unnamed in my blog, heard that Minnesota’s Housing Stabilization Services program was easy money for fraudsters. They traveled to Minnesota, enrolled their companies into the program, returned to Philly, and submitted fraudulent claims from there. They were so successful that they were able to obtain $3.5 million in fraudulent Medicaid payments… from a non-resident state.

 

Providers in 14 state-run Medicaid programs have billed $18 billion worth of services since 2018, of which more than half may be fraudulent. Sadly, that’s just the beginning. The actions become even more disgusting. One story I read on the fraud involved a doctor who performed chemo treatments on people who didn’t even have cancer, then billed Medicare for payment. “Trust your doctor” should be a bond, not a hope.

 

Around 36% of all Minnesota Medicaid dollars comes from the state, while the rest is funded by the federal government. That mean’s that taxpayers all across the country are being robbed by Minnesota’s lax auditing and oversight of assistance programs. Why do I oppose government-run, taxpayer funded assistance? Endless evidence of fraud.

Federal agents raided the Bloomington office of Ultimate Home Health Services, executing a search warrant that is part of a federal investigation into Integrated Community Supports. The program started in 2021 to help disabled adults live more independently in apartments rather than an institution. The program is vulnerable to fraud and costs included payouts of $170 million in 2024. 

 

The ongoing federal investigation found that, instead of providing services, many Integrated Community Supports providers acted more like rental agents, then billed the program for services not provided. Providers are permitted to bill hundreds of dollars a day, often adding up to more than $100,000 per year, per client. On at least one occasion, they billed for services linked to a dead man.

 

Fraud continues to be evident in Minnesota politics. Gov. Tim Walz, and House and Senate Democrats, criticized the House Fraud Prevention and State Oversight Committee for “playing politics” with fraud. He went on to praise the federal charges and also claimed Minnesota doesn’t tolerate fraud.

 

Excuse me, Mr. Governor, but apparently you do. You’re in charge of the state, and have been for a while. House and Senate Democrats are also in charge of the state, yet… the fraud is so bad… it attracts tourists. Walz was a vice-presidential candidate, and still has eyes on the White House. Maybe Kamala wasn’t the problem. 

 

This man must never be president – nor should anyone who wants to grow taxpayer-funded, mandated, assistance programs. Government handouts attract endless fraud. True charity is personal, not tax transferable. 

 

Source used: minnesotareformer.com

 

Importance of Mining Our Own Graphite - 12/26/2025

 

Be it nuclear reactors, pencils, heat-resistant coatings, lithium-ion batteries, or lubricants, they all have one thing in common. Graphite! The United States shut down most if its graphite mining seven decades ago. Why? Simple. We sold our soul to China’s inexpensive exporting of the product. Right now, not a single U.S. graphite mine regularly produces a commercial product. 

That could be changing. Demand for graphite is surging as trade tensions with China persist. With federal officials concerned about the steady supply of a number of critical minerals, several companies have plans to mine graphite.

In New York, Titan Mining Corp. has recently mined a limited amount from a deposit. It’s aiming for commercial sales by 2028. Company officials believe the geopolitical winds are at their backs to sell graphite concentrate for high-tech, industrial and military uses, as well as anodes in large lithium-ion batteries connected to electrical grids – national and infrastructure necessities.

“We believe there is a real opportunity here,” said company CEO, Rita Adiani. “We have the ability to supply a significant portion of U.S. needs. And that’s largely because you can’t see China now as a reliable supply-chain partner.” - which we should never see any country as, no matter how loving the relationship is at any given time.

Graphite can conduct electricity and withstand high temperatures, making it useful for a host of commercial and military applications. The Department of Energy has said the need for graphite is critical, and the Department of the Interior lists it as one of 60 critical minerals. 

Global graphite demand is expected to continue well into the next decade, coinciding with the battery boom. China’s dominance in supplying both natural and synthetic graphite has worried U.S. policymakers for years. Federal officials, trying to shore up supply chains for critical minerals, included a tax credit for critical mineral production in the 2022 Inflation Reduction Act. In addition, the Trump administration struck critical mineral deals with other countries to diversify supplies.

According to Gregory Keoleian, co-director of the Center for Sustainable Systems at the University of Michigan, “I think you just don’t want to be completely reliant on other countries when you have resources that you could develop.” There’s a guy with economic common sense. 

The Titan mine is one of five active projects, which also includes two in Alabama, and one each in Montana and Alaska. The Graphite One Inc. project in Alaska is at the site of what state officials say is the largest known large-flake graphite deposit in the United States. “When we are sitting with one of the largest graphite deposits in the entire world … there’s no reason why we need to rely on China for our graphite,” said Anthony Huston, president and CEO of Graphite One.

Titan has an early advantage, however, because its graphite deposit was discovered several years ago at the site of its existing zinc mine. Titan expects to eventually produce about 44,000+ tons of graphite concentrate a year, which the company says is roughly half the current U.S. demand for natural graphite. Good news for the move towards self-reliance.

Source used: Associated Press

 

Does College Increase Home Prices - 12/30/2025

According to a recent article, the writer was standing on the soccer sidelines talking to a friend. The friend, who owned a small, successful construction company, complained that his son was starting at a nearby university that fall. The cost? Nearly $200,000 over four years. The friend stated, “I could take the same money and set him up in a contracting business. It would be a much better investment.”

I could have been that friend. I’ve always advised people to get into the trades. 

According to the Associated General Contractors of America, 92% of firms have had a hard time filling positions, and 45% delayed at least one project due to labor shortages. Nearly half a million workers are needed to meet 2026 demand. The National Association of Home Builders estimates the annual number to be over 700,000. Lack of workers is a major reason homes and rents are priced exorbitantly high. Construction can’t keep up with demand. 

Why the shortage? Let me be brutal. The butt-sitting, raised-on-game-console generations have sat endlessly on their butts instead of going outside to play from sunup to sundown like in the old days. They hav