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August 1, 2011 
REPUBLICAN CUTS AND FUZZY MATH!


Here a million!  There a billion!  The recent rhetoric out of Washington has now run “off the charts” as the cliché describes things when intelligent, hard-working people just plain old give up.  

The term “fuzzy math” was used often during the Bush Administration, and it seems Republicans in Washington, to this day, have not learned there is a Democrat standing by who can add and subtract, or at least has a calculator or an assistant who can use one.  


The disclosure last week that Republican-proposed cuts offered during the debt limit debate tallied no where near the claimed amount led to receipt of an e-mail from a “loyal” reader that sent this writer searching for confirmation of the “unbelievable” programs on a list making the rounds.  Forgotten by Bush supporters is that such programs were in existence throughout the Bush Administration, and many at the most highest and outrageous levels.  (The complete list was found on the U.S. News.com website.)  
Space and time does not allow addressing every item on the list, but what follows is a sample of the most “unbelievable” ones, a sampling that hopefully will give the reader cause to undertake some research on their own.  Remember, the annual savings figures are provided by the Republican side of the aisle, and are unsubstantiated by this writer.  

International Fund for Ireland - $17 million annual savings:  The International Fund for Ireland website describes the fund as “A Fund for Goodwill; established in 1986 by the British and Irish governments; financed by contributions from the U.S. of America, the European Union, Canada, Australia, and New Zealand.  What it does:  building foundations, building bridges, building integration, leaving a legacy, enterprise equity.   What can I say – leaves this writer speechless?  
Hope VI Program - $250 million annual savings:  A funding program established by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) in 1992 to “address distressed public housing units across the U.S.,” with as many as 100,000 units deteriorated to the extent they were no longer habitable.  Goals of the program include diversity (in ages, races and incomes), safety and civic engagement, local architectural character with interconnected streets and public open space, and compact neighborhoods where all aspects of daily lives are available within walking distance.  Need it be pointed out, such a program would not have become “necessary” had proper maintenance occurred from the time of construction, just as private homes, businesses and roadways must have maintenance.  This is also the type of federal program that fails due to lack of government oversight and that it attracts scammers from the four corners of the Earth.  Too often, record keeping is so inept, it is impossible to track the money spent. 
Mohair Subsidies - $1 million annual savings:  The mohair subsidy program works in the same way as cotton and other commodities when market prices dip below a certain point.  Mohair has been subsidized for years, more than $100 million annually at one time, but now in the 2011 spending bill (H.R. 1473), the amount is down to $1 million.  One interesting bit of information surfaced – goat growers in of all places Texas (home of George W. Bush and his father) were the largest recipients of mohair subsidies.  Texas is also the headquarters for the Mohair Council of America.  And you thought Texas only raised cattle!  Who knew!  

Former Congressman Anthony Weiner, D-New York, led the charge on eliminating the subsidy, along with Representative Jason Chaffetz, R-Utah.  Should you need confirmation of just how gone awry things are in Washington, Weiner and Chaffetz ended up voting AGAINST the spending deal that included eliminating the mohair subsidy.  Why?  Chaffetz claimed the measure would spend too much money, and Weiner voted against H.R. 1473 because it included reductions in spending for programs he supported.  Yes, this is the same Anthony Weiner who was so proud of his physique he e-mailed it to numerous females and ultimately resigned from Congress.  

Economic Assistance to Egypt - $250 million annual savings:  Little background on U.S. economic assistance to Egypt was included in the incessant coverage given the recent Mubarak exit as president of Egypt.  According to the director of Egypt’s International Economic Forum, for years U.S. economic assistance to Egypt was second only to Israel.  In 2008, economic assistance was at $415 million annually, but planned cuts were to bring that down to $200 million annually.  The director opined that U.S. generosity toward Egypt has been a reward for “Egypt’s bold initiative which culminated in peace with Israel.”  That “rewarding” camaraderie has fallen apart in the last decade according to director Ashraf Swelm, with both sides finding fault as to just how beneficial the relationship is in the present-day world situation.  

Swelm places U.S. economic assistance over the course of 33 years at an “impressive total of $28 billion.”  (Note, his figures were as of 2008).  The U.S. Agency for International Development did not address the 2008 level of American military assistance to Egypt -- $ 1.3 billion, which Swelm stated both sides agreed to maintain at that level.  Think what $1.3 billion annually could do here on American soil where ostensibly none of it would be going to fund foreign political corruption.  
USDA Sugar Program -- $14 million annual savings:  The sugar industry lobby is probably one of the strongest/most powerful in Washington.  In September of 2010, a bill was introduced by Representative Joe Pitts of Pennsylvania which hopefully sets in motion a movement to “begin the end” of the sugar program administered by the USDA (as in U.S. Department of Agriculture).  Pitts’ remarks about the Free Market Sugar Act reflect the feelings of most Americans on subsidy programs.  Pitt said, “The USDA sugar program is a needless waste of government money that is actually counterproductive to the goal of creating jobs in the U.S.  Using taxpayers’ money to back loans to the sugar industry and buy sugar should not be a function of our federal government.  Since the program actually raises the U.S. price for sugar, we see some food industry jobs shipped overseas.”  

Pitts’ letter to fellow Congressmen listed problems that have existed for decades and emphasizes just how American citizens are sold out by their own government:  “The U.S. Department of Agriculture is keeping sugar prices at all-time highs by limiting the amount of sugar that can be grown in the United States and imported each year to meet domestic needs.  The sugar program is being run solely for the benefit of sugar growers and processors, with complete disregard for consumers and other sugar users.  The net result is that consumers are paying more for food products and workers are losing jobs at food processing and manufacturing plants.”  The same scenario takes place in the rice industry.  Small rice farmers in Haiti who grew enough rice to support themselves and their families have been forced off their small farms and had to find minimum wage jobs.  

The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
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