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Apparently, it takes tax 
and spend liberals to 
support a tax and spend 
liberal. President Obama 
and Vice President Biden 
headed back to New Jer-
sey this week to stump 
for Governor Jon Corz-
ine.  It’s no secret that 
Jon Corzine’s term as 
Governor of the Garden 
State has been an abso-
lute failure.  No politi-
cian in their right mind could promote such an 
abysmal record.  According to New York maga-
zine, “even Democrats acknowledge Corzine has 
been a major disappointment as Governor.”  
That isn’t stopping Obama and Biden from help-
ing their favorite Wall Street tycoon. 
 
In his four years as Governor, Corzine has 
watched New Jersey’s unemployment rate sky-
rocket from 4.8 percent to 9.8 percent (an in-
crease over 100%!!!).  According to The Tax 
Foundation, Corzine has allowed New Jersey to 
become the “Least Business-Friendly State in 
2009,” based upon an index comparing taxes 
that affect business.  Corzine has done nothing 
to ease New Jersey’s overall state/local tax bur-
den, which is the worst in the nation at 11.8 per-
cent of income.  Further, it appears Corzine ac-
tually enjoys raising taxes.   

Deeds And Obama Gamble Deeds And Obama Gamble Deeds And Obama Gamble Deeds And Obama Gamble     
On Each Other On Each Other On Each Other On Each Other     
    
President Obama finally returned to the Com-
monwealth of Virginia on October 27, 2009, to 
campaign for Democrat gubernatorial nominee, 
Creigh Deeds.  Just a week before the election, 
the President and his advisers have decided that 
showing up for Deeds, albeit late, is better than 
giving him the cold shoulder.  But at this point, 
will it do more harm than good? 
 
An average of polls taken for the Virginia Gover-
nor’s race show that Bob McDonnell, the Repub-
lican nominee, is leading Deeds by about 10 per-
centage points.  Much has happened since Mr. 
Obama carried Virginia in the presidential con-
test last November.  For one, the President now 
has a record.  His partisan stimulus bill has not 
worked, and his healthcare plan is an unaccept-
able experiment in the midst of our current eco-

nomic situation.   
 
Most damaging is that 
many Americans have de-
cided that Mr. Obama is 
substantially more liberal 
than he let on during the 
campaign.  This is exactly 
the reason why the White 
House has been reticent 
about diving back into 
Virginia politics.  
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Over the past several months, various agencies, groups, and 
experts have been trying to predict how much President 
Obama’s healthcare bill will end up costing taxpayers over 
the next decade.  It has become the talk of the town amongst 
the chattering class in Washington, D.C.  Will it cost over a 
trillion dollars?  How much will it add to the deficit?  Will it 
save money in the long run?   
 
The Congressional Budget Office (CBO) has been the most 
trusted number cruncher during the current national health-
care debate because they are regarded as non-partisan.  In 
Washington, D.C., CBO numbers are gold.  In fact, CBO-
scored bills have been given so much weight during this de-
bate that they could probably make or break the bill.  Why is 
that?  Do these accountants and budget analysts really know 
the true outcome?  The answer is, of course not. 
  
Even though it got little attention, a senior healthcare budget 
analyst at CBO recently told The Washington Post that he “is 
the first to admit that his painstaking numbers are almost 
certainly wrong.”  This is an absolutely astonishing state-
ment when considering how much impact these numbers 
have on the debate.  
 
Historically speaking, should the American people believe 
that a government program of this magnitude may actually 
save money?  Anyone who says yes is being disingenuous.  A 
recent study in the Wall Street Journal took a look at the 
early estimates for Medicaid and Medicare:  “Start with Medi-
caid, the joint state-federal program for the poor. The House 
Ways and Means Committee estimated that its first-year 
costs would be $238 million. Instead it hit more than $1 bil-
lion, and costs have kept climbing… Medicaid now costs 37 
times more than it did when it was launched…Medicare has a 
similar record.  In 1965, Congressional budgeters said that it 
would cost $12 billion in 1990.  Its actual cost that year was 
$90 billion.” 
 
Our federal government is running a budget deficit that is 
well over a trillion dollars.  Our national debt is ten times 
that.  If this healthcare bill is enacted, and history is any in-
dicator, we could reach deficit and debt levels that are liter-
ally incomprehensible and completely unsustainable.   
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…………Gamble continued from page 1Gamble continued from page 1Gamble continued from page 1Gamble continued from page 1 
    
Conservatives in the Old Dominion are ener-
gized and ready to make a statement at the bal-
lot box, a la 1993, and Democrats are decidedly 
cool on Deeds, who continues to make costly 
missteps.  
     
The central question is, will Obama hurt Deeds 
or help him?  With Mr. Deeds appearing on a 
stage beside Mr. Obama this close to the elec-
tion, will those images cement the idea that 
Deeds is too liberal for Virginia?  Conversely, if 
Obama didn’t come to Virginia, and Deeds loses 
in a landslide, will it be seen as a referendum 
on his job performance?  Recently, the White 
House offered a clue as to where the Presi-
dent’s heart might be when it comes to Deeds.  
According to U.S. News and World Report, an 
Obama spokesman said that Mr. Obama will 
work hard for candidates who “share his priori-
ties.”  According to the polls, there is little 
doubt that many of Mr. Obama’s priorities are 
out of touch with the people of Virginia, and 
that could spell trouble for Mr. Deeds. 

… Failed Record continued from page 1Failed Record continued from page 1Failed Record continued from page 1Failed Record continued from page 1 
 
As Governor, he helped pass 18 new taxes and 
fees, and property taxes have gone up 17 per-
cent!   
 
Governor Corzine is a tax and spend liberal in 
the mold of President Obama.  Their prescrip-
tion for economic growth:  More government 
spending, more taxes, more burdens, and less 
freedom.  What has this philosophy done so far 
to get people working again in New Jersey and 
around the United States?  Absolutely nothing!  
As a result of this record, Corzine’s support has 
virtually collapsed.  In heavily Democrat New 
Jersey, only 33 percent of the state’s residents 
approve of the way Corzine is handling his job 
as Governor.  What does this say about the judg-
ment of Obama and Biden as they go “all in” in 
support of Corzine’s performance? 
 
As if Corzine’s resume couldn’t get any worse, 
let’s not forget that he was CEO of Goldman 
Sachs from 1994 to 1999.  Goldman Sachs re-
cently announced that they are once again mak-
ing huge profits and will be handing out bo-
nuses again, despite being bailed out by taxpay-
ers to the tune of $10 billion in October 2008.  
Apparently, it’s back to business as usual on 
Wall Street.  On Main Street, however, unem-
ployment continues to charge toward 10 per-
cent nationwide.  Corzine’s official biography 
boasts about his leadership in making Goldman 
Sachs a public company, a move which some ar-
gue helped lead to its financial meltdown:  “He 
left Goldman Sachs in May 1999 after convert-
ing the investment firm from a private partner-
ship to a public company – a bold move that 
yielded handsome profits both for stockholders 
and Goldman employees.”  The problem is that 
this also paved the way for irresponsible risk 
taking and government bailouts.   
 
President Obama supporting the likes of Jon 
Corzine is par for the course. 

Notable QuotablesNotable QuotablesNotable QuotablesNotable Quotables    
    
Rep. Barney Frank (D-MA): “We are trying on 
every front to increase the role of government 
in the regulatory area.” 
 
Sen. Judd Gregg (R-NH): “… we’re basically on 
the path toward a banana-republic-type of finan-
cial situation in this country.  And you just can’t 
do that.  You can’t keep running these programs 
out and not paying for them.  And you can’t 
keep throwing debt on top of debt.” 
 
Rep. Charlie Rangel (D-NY) In 1980:  “I think I’m 
going to start an investigation of the Internal 
Revenue Service - by not paying my taxes.” 
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A paltry 25 percent of the American people ap-
prove of the way Congress is handling its duties 
under Democrat control, and about 67 percent 
disapprove.  With Speaker Pelosi and Senator 
Reid trying to push so much bad policy so 
quickly, it’s easy to miss exactly what is causing 
their approval ratings to stay in the tank. 
 
Earlier this month the federal budget deficit 
reached its all-time high, and there is no indica-
tion the Democrats are interested in reversing 
course.  The deficit is at $1.42 trillion and 
climbing. When will enough be enough? 
 
The U.S. Senate is about to increase the national 
debt limit once again, this time it’s heading 
north of $13 trillion.  The U.S. pays about $400 
billion in interest on the debt alone.  Eventually, 
this could bankrupt the nation.  What’s worse is 
how Senate Democrats plan to pass an increase 
on the debt ceiling – by attaching it to the De-
fense Department appropriations bill.  This will 

make it impossible for fiscal conservatives to 
vote against the measure.   
 
And last, but not least, after promising the most 
transparent government in the history of man, 
the Senate and White House are not letting the 
American people watch the healthcare negotia-
tions on television.  These negotiations of 
course, will have a huge impact on one-sixth of 
our economy, and will be drawn up in a whop-
ping 1,500 page bill.  The American people are 
demanding three simple things from their Mem-
bers of Congress concerning the healthcare de-
bate.  First, the final negotiations need to be 
open to the public, as promised.  Second, all 
representatives must actually read the entire bill 
for a change.  Lastly, the final bill should be 
posted on the internet so hardworking Ameri-
can taxpayers have a chance to review it before 
Congress votes. 

If the Democrat leadership can’t follow through 
on these simple demands from their constitu-
ents, they could pay at the ballot box for their 
broken promises in 2010.   

Obama v. Fox News Obama v. Fox News Obama v. Fox News Obama v. Fox News     
    
Despite campaigning as the “post-partisan” 
candidate throughout last year’s presidential 
election, President Obama has made an abrupt 
about-face by launching what could be the 
most partisan and least presidential attack 
since the Nixon years. By unleashing the power 
of the White House on any organization that 
dares to challenge his policies, Mr. Obama is 
drifting into dangerous territory.   
 
While there can be no dispute that FOX News 
Channel has a number of opinion shows that 
regularly criticize the administration and its al-
lies (sometimes with the utmost effectiveness, 
as in the cases of Van Jones and ACORN), that 
makes it little different than its counterpart, 
MSNBC.  What sets FOX apart is the vitriol with 
which the Obama Administration has attacked 
the channel.   
 
Notwithstanding the fact that FOX regularly 

dominates its cable 
news competitors in 
ratings, the Obama Ad-
ministration has de-
cided to boycott the 
channel in its entirety, 
but also label it as “not 
a news organiza-
tion.”  What does that 
say about the White 
House’s opinion of the 
millions of viewers that 
FOX draws each and 
every day?  Are they merely the “bitter” people 
in the Midwest that “cling to their guns and re-
ligion” for comfort?  Did President Obama 
mean to say “guns and religion and FOX 
News?”   
 
Republicans and Democrats alike have regu-
larly attacked the media for negative coverage 
but neither party, up to this point at least, 
 Continued on the next page...Continued on the next page...Continued on the next page...Continued on the next page...    
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has gone as far as the Obama Administration 
has in recent weeks.  It is common practice to 
put an organization or a reporter in the dog-
house and favor competitors with “leaks” for a 
short time, but the Obama Administration’s re-
cent behavior is a coordinated effort and com-
pletely beneath the presidency.  It is unseemly 
for a President of the United States of America 
to utilize the official resources of the U.S. Gov-
ernment to attack one particular news outlet 
because it happens to disagree with what the 
White House is doing.   
 
Sadly, FOX has not been the only target of the 
Obama Administration.  In recent weeks, the 
U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce, 
an organiza-
tion represent-
ing the inter-
ests of hun-
dreds of thou-
sands of busi-
nesses across 
America, and 
A m e r i c a ’ s 
Health Insur-
ance Plans, 
which was an 
ally of Presi-
dent Obama’s, until it became politically expe-
dient for him to turn his back on it, have both 
come into the Obama Administration’s cross-
hairs.  Senior White House staffers, including 
Chief of Staff Rahm Emanuel and Senior Advi-
sor David Axelrod, have recently taken to the 
Sunday political talk shows to vilify these or-
ganizations by name.  
 
In FOX’s case, the White House has urged other 
media outlets to turn on FOX to curry favor 
with the Obama Administration, and the White 
House has told businesses that the Chamber of 
Commerce does not represent their interests. 
 
The only thing that these organizations have in 
common is that they have opposed the Presi-

dent on policy proposals that they feel are not 
in the best interests of their members or view-
ers.  The message that the White House is send-
ing with these unprecedented attacks is clear 
and frightening: don’t oppose us or we’ll do our 
best to destroy you.  What happened to 
“disagree without being disagreeable?”  What 
happened to all the post-partisan rhetoric from 
the campaign, where then-candidate Obama 
promised a different kind of politics?  The re-
cent actions by the Obama Administration 
hearken back to the bad old days of “enemies 
lists,” but this time, the list is being made very 
public, and opposition groups are being 
branded as enemies, not just of the President, 

but of the coun-
try. 
 
P r e s i d e n t 
Obama’s new tac-
tic threatens to 
bring an entirely 
new level of parti-
sanship to an al-
ready partisan 
city, despite the 
fact that he 
promised to do 
just the opposite 

during his bid for the presidency.  No longer 
are political attacks reserved for those who 
chose to enter into the political arena, but for 
anyone who has the audacity to disagree with 
the President on policy issues.  It used to be 
that political parties launched attacks at one 
another, but in the new age of the Obama Ad-
ministration, no person, corporation, or organi-
zation is safe unless they toe the Obama line.   

This year’s epic healthcare debate has exposed 
the Obama White House as a hyper-partisan 
machine. Further dividing Americans is exactly 
what Mr. Obama promised he wouldn't do in 
office.  

Robert Gibbs David Axelrod Rahm Emanuel 

Hyper-partisanship hurting Obama Administration 
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Poll:  Amnesty = More Illegal Poll:  Amnesty = More Illegal Poll:  Amnesty = More Illegal Poll:  Amnesty = More Illegal     
Immigration Immigration Immigration Immigration     
    
President Obama has stated that he will be 
ready to deal with immigration reform some-
time in the year 2010.  A recent poll by Zogby 
International should give the President pause 
before reintroducing another flawed amnesty 
bill.  Mr. Obama of course favors rewarding ille-
gal immigrants with a “pathway to citizenship 
so they don’t have to live in the shadows.” 
 
The poll’s results are nothing more than shock-
ing.  Mexicans, by a margin of 56 percent to 17 
percent, believe amnesty will cause more illegal 
immigration!  If the Democrat leadership fails 
to consider compelling statistics such as this 
from a reliable source like Zogby, they are sim-
ply not acting in the best interests of their con-
stituents.   
 
Granting amnesty to the millions and millions 

of illegal immigrants already in the United 
States will do nothing more than embolden 
people to break the law and not go through the 
normal channels to become lawful citizens of 
the United States.  Amnesty rewards illegal be-
havior and sends the wrong signals.  It says un-
equivocally that if you come here illegally, 
eventually the U.S. government will get around 
to letting you stay, no questions asked. 
 
You’ll never read this in the liberal media, but 
Democrats see the amnesty bill as an easy way 
to get millions of new voters, and that’s the 
bottom line.  Fixing our immigration problems 
calls for real leaders to make difficult deci-
sions.  Unfortunately, the liberals in charge of 
our federal government refuse to do the right 
thing if it means alienating a potential voting 
bloc.  The right thing is to make people follow 
the naturalization laws already on our books. 

Obama Praises GraysonObama Praises GraysonObama Praises GraysonObama Praises Grayson 
 
President Obama once again broke with his campaign promise to reduce 
the partisan temperature in Washington, DC this week when he ap-
plauded radical Congressman Alan Grayson (D-FL).   Speaking at a fund-
raiser for Democratic campaign committees in Florida, President Obama 
referred to Congressman Grayson as an “outstanding member of Con-
gress.” 
 
This presidential pat on the back comes amid bipartisan criticism of 
Grayson’s antics, including calling a Federal Reserve advisor a “K street 
whore,” referring to the healthcare system as a “holocaust in America,” 
and proclaiming that the Republican healthcare plan was to tell people to 
“die quickly.” 
 
Democrats and Republicans alike have blasted Grayson for his behavior.  Democratic Representa-
tive Anthony Weiner asked, “is this news to you that this guy’s one fry short of a Happy Meal?”  
 
President Obama is not the only member of the administration to shower praise on Grayson.  This 
summer, Vice President Biden headlined a fundraiser for Grayson, saying , “we owe you one 
buddy…This is a guy who doesn't back away from a fight, and doesn't back down from what he 
believes in." 
 
Time will tell if Rep. Grayson is on his way to becoming a one-termer.  
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Holder’s Vegas Night Out Holder’s Vegas Night Out Holder’s Vegas Night Out Holder’s Vegas Night Out     
    
There is no question that Attorney General Eric 
Holder is a busy man.  So far during his tenure, 
Holder has been busy dealing with 
closing Guantanamo Bay, releasing 
terrorists, and putting an end to wa-
ter boarding.  All this hasn’t stopped 
the Attorney General from being seen 
out and about on the party circuit. 
 
Earlier this month, it was reported 
that Attorney General Holder was 
seen out at a Vegas night club by the 
name of “Pure”.  According to Las Ve-
gas Review-Journal insiders, Pure is a 
“hot spot” that was “raided 18 
months ago by the IRS and is still awaiting re-
sults of the investigation.”  ABC News filed this 
report at the time of the raid in February 
2008:  “In an early morning raid last week, in-
vestigators carted off more than 16 boxes of 

material, including laptop computers, from 
PMG [Pure Management Group] headquarters in 
Las Vegas. Federal agents also spent hours at 
LAX and Pure, two of the company's most suc-
cessful clubs.” 

 
Whoops!  Should the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States, who hap-
pens to be our nation’s chief law en-
forcement officer, really be spending 
his leisure time at hot spots on the 
Vegas strip?  Aren’t there more ap-
propriate places for the Attorney 
General to relax and unwind?  Fur-
thermore, doesn’t the Attorney Gen-
eral have someone in his army of bu-
reaucrats making sure he doesn’t visit 

clubs that are under federal investigation?  This 
is an embarrassment for the Obama Admini-
stration and the American taxpayers who fi-
nance Holder’s salary.  America deserves better 
from the highest levels of its government!  

Citizens United Productions PresentsCitizens United Productions PresentsCitizens United Productions PresentsCitizens United Productions Presents    
    
Rediscovering God in America II: Our Heritage is now available for purchase! 
The film is the much-anticipated sequel to our first film hosted by Newt and 
Callista Gingrich. Follow the Speaker and his wife on a journey that covers our  
nation’s history from 1607-1865. The film illustrates how belief in our Creator  
has been a major part of our history and woven into the fabric of our govern-
ment and most memorable historical landmarks and events. Check our 
www.RediscoveringOurHeritage.com to order your copy today. 
 
We are also proud to announce that Citizens United Productions is nearing the 
completion of its next two groundbreaking documentaries! The first film, Gen-
eration Zero, written and directed by Stephen K. Bannon, takes an unabashed look at what really  

caused America’s recent economic meltdown. The next film, Nine 
Days That Changed The World, is the exhilarating story about Pope 
John Paul II’s historic 1979 pilgrimage to his homeland of Poland. 
This is the second installment in a three-part series on the people 
most responsible for the fall of the Berlin Wall and the Soviet Union. 
 
Both films are scheduled to be released over the next few months so 
be sure to keep an eye out. Also, visit www.CitizensUnited.org for 
more information on all of our productions. 
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A FINAL THOUGHT FROM  
CITIZENS UNITED PRESIDENT 
DAVID N. BOSSIE 
  
Dear Friends, 
 
Last week, Senators McCain and Feingold, au-
thors of the infamous Bipartisan Campaign Re-
form Act of 2002, took to the Senate floor to 
urge the Supreme Court to rule against Citizens 
United in our landmark First Amendment case 
to strike down a significant portion of that law.   
 
To accept Senators McCain and Feingold’s re-
marks on the Senate floor at face value would 
require an objective listener to turn a blind eye 
to the facts at hand.  Senator Feingold took an 
alarmist tone, warning that elections would 
somehow turn into corporate sponsored events 
like a NASCAR race.  But that statement belies a 
willful ignorance of elections, such as the one 

about to take place in Vir-
ginia, in which corporate 
spending is legal and no al-
legations of any impropri-
ety have been made. 
 
Senator McCain’s umbrage 
at Justice Scalia’s observa-
tion that Congress is self-
interested, and that his 
comment in that regard is 
“an affront to the thou-

sands of good, decent, honorable men and 
women who have served this nation in these 
halls” similarly defies reason and logic.  If a sim-
ple statement by a Justice of the Supreme Court 
can impugn the integrity of every man and 
woman who has served in Congress, what of a 
law that, at its essence, is a testament to Sena-
tors McCain and Feingold’s apparent belief that 
Members of Congress lack the integrity to resist 
corporate influence?  
 

But most fundamentally, 
the Congress’ job is to 
pass legislation and the Su-
preme Court’s job is to de-
termine whether or not 
those laws infringe on the 
fundamental rights deline-
ated by the Constitu-
tion.  The restrictions on 
free speech that Senators 
McCain and Feingold so 
passionately defended last week led the govern-
ment to state in open court that the only thing 
standing in the way of banning commercially 
published books containing the phrase ‘vote for 
X’ was that the legislature had not yet passed 
such a law.  Such a law cannot be far down the 
long and slippery slope that Senators McCain 
and Feingold so proudly grease under the guise 
of campaign finance reform legislation. 
 
Our fight is not for, or against, Senators McCain 
and Feingold.  Citizens United v. Federal Elec-
tion Commission is a battle to preserve the First 
Amendment rights of every citizen of the United 
States of America.  Laws like McCain-Feingold 
that, wittingly or unwittingly, made it a criminal 
offense for Citizens United, an organization 
funded by regular people exercising their right 
to band together and make their voices heard, 
to advertise a film are an affront to everything 
that the Founders’ believed in when they drafted 
the Bill of Rights.  The government should never 
be able to restrict criticism of elected officials 
simply because they are running for re-election. 
 
It is my hope that the Supreme Court will recog-
nize the dangers that lay ahead if we continue 
on our current path and put an end to the pat-
tern of unconstitutional attempts by the legisla-
ture to erode our First Amendment rights as 
citizens of the United States. 

Sincerely, 
David N. Bossie 


