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Is Paying Little Tax Unpatriotic?
(posted by Steven W. Baker / SteveB, Sept. 25, 2012)
The rich don’t want to pay more. They want you to pay more. What does that say about them?
Oh, and feel free to use hospital emergency rooms if you’re uninsured.
“The Rich Haven’t Always Hated Taxes” by Shamus Khan, Time
Sept. 18, 2012, (http://ideas.time.com/2012/09/18/the-rich-havent-always-hated-taxes/)

Once upon a time, the wealthy elite took pride in the fact that they paid higher rates than other Americans
Oliver Wendell Holmes, the U.S. Supreme Court justice pictured here in 1931, was known to "enjoy" his taxes.
"With them I buy civilization," he said.
Mitt Romney has proclaimed, “I pay all the taxes that are legally required, not a dollar more.” While most Americans
may not agree with his tax rate (14%), few would disagree with his sentiment. Almost no one willingly pays more
taxes than required. Yet there was a time when elites willingly acknowledged that they should pay far higher rates
than others. In fact, when the income tax was first regularly put into place in 1913, the well-off were the only ones
required to pay it.
Before that time, our government relied upon a system of tariffs for revenue. But as the nation grew in population
and economic prowess, it required public works like more efficient transportation to grease the wheels of capital,
public goods like schools to create more skilled workers, and public protections to help those who the market failed.
Our leaders — many of whom came from the wealthy elite — turned to the idea of an income tax. In 1909,
Republican president Teddy Roosevelt argued in favor of income and inheritance taxes, as they would promote,
“equality of opportunity.” The programs required a constitutional amendment, and by 1913, 88% of states agreed
that it was time to tax the income of its citizens. But not all its citizens — instead the income tax burden fell solely
on couples who made over $4,000 (in today’s terms, around $88,000). If you made less, you paid nothing. And the
more you made, the more you paid.
For the next 60 years Americans lived under a progressive tax structure. And while elites were not overjoyed to pay
higher taxes than other Americans (and some sought ways to avoid them), most understood their tax burden as
their civic duty. Franklin Delano Roosevelt argued that, “Taxes shall be levied according to ability to pay. That is the
only American principle.” Supreme Court Justice (and Boston Brahmin) Oliver Wendell Holmes was known to “enjoy”
his taxes. According to Felix Frankfurter’s book Mr. Justice Holmes and the Supreme Court, Justice Holmes told a
young law clerk who complained about paying them, “I like to pay taxes. With them I buy civilization.” When John
D. Rockefeller Sr. died in 1937, the estate tax was nearly 70%, yet complaints from his family would not be publicly
heard. Two years earlier his son earned more than $5 million; this gave him the distinction of being the only person
in America’s highest tax bracket (at a rate of 63%). No editorials were written by John Jr. to suggest class warfare,
or that the rich were being unfairly singled out.
Yet in the 1970s, this attitude began to change. Elites began to use their increasing political power to lower their
taxes, an effort that came to fruition under Ronald Reagan. Today our elites employ what political scientist Jeffrey
Winters calls “the income defense industry” to greatly reduce their taxes. These lawyers, lobbyists, and tax
consultants have worked to protect the wealthy with special laws, legally move money to special places like the
Cayman Islands and Switzerland, and undermine progressive taxation.
The results have been successful. As economists Thomas Piketty and Emmanuel Saez have shown, between 1970
and 2004 the rich cut their overall effective tax rate by more than half — from 75% to 35% — while the American
average has remained at 23% (this includes individual, corporate, payroll and estate taxes). But at what cost?
Inequality has increased, mobility has declined, and the American Dream is dying. Not every wealthy American
believes they are being robbed — both Warren Buffet and Bill Gates have taken the position that loopholes for the
wealthy should be closed, taxes should be raised, and billionaires should pledge to give away at least half their
fortunes. (When Warren Buffett was married in 1952 he had a discussion with his new bride about the fact that
they were going to be rich. “We agreed with Andrew Carnegie, who said that huge fortunes that flow in large part
from society should in large part be returned to society.”) But the rich who lobby against progressive taxation have
replaced the civic principle of taxing on the basis of the ability to pay with the individual principle that nothing
should get in their way of being as rich as possible.
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“Military Will Defeat Any Militia Type Rebellion on US Soil According to
Study”

“Military Will Defeat Any Militia Type Rebellion on US Soil According to Study” by Jack Swint, OpEdNews
Sept. 24, 2012, (http://www.opednews.com/articles/Military-Will-Defeat-Any-M-by-Jack-Swint-120924-591.html)
Report Will Make Every American Well Rehearsed In What Our Government & Military Is Prepared To
Do If Ever Confronted With Homegrown Insurgents
For the past several months, a debate has been ongoing whether or not Tea Party members could actually instigate
an all out rebellion against our government? Some say yes, most say no. According to their platform, Tea Party
groups are focused only on advocating strict government adherence to the United States Constitution, reducing U.S.
government spending, taxes, reduction of the U.S. national debt and federal budget deficit. All through peaceful
means.
To most Americans, that doesn't sound like a violent group of insurgents.
Some of the questions I have been asked are: Why is the military targeting the Tea Party agenda as the catalyst for
a rebellion? What factual evidence exists that a possible homegrown revolution could happen in the US? Does the
government believe front line Tea Party members are directly involved? Are militia extremists associated with the
Tea Party capable of inciting a rebellion? Or, is this all just a mock form of "War Games" for the military, just in
case?
I personally don't know the answers to those questions being raised, but there is one thing for certain, the military
feels there is enough probability for a rebellion that they have adopted a mock operational training exercise. One
that uses a combination of offensive, defensive and stability support by the Army & Marines. And, their declared
enemy in this report is both extremist militia members and the Tea Party.
That report is titled" "Full Spectrum Operations In The Homeland: A Vision Of The Future." You may have read
media accounts of its existence, but have you actually examined the report and the depth of the strategy behind
this mock military operation?

On July 15th 2012, Small War Journals published a 2010 Study written by former Army Colonel and military
strategist Kevin Benson, and Ph.D History Professor Jennifer Weber. It details a mock training scenario for the Army
that portrays an extremist militia, motivated by the goals of the tea party movement, physically taking over the
entire city of Darlington SC, including the local government. There is also a very detailed outline of how the military
and homeland security take action after the President enacts the Insurrection Act in order to regain control of the
city.
It should be noted that the military did not enlist Benson or Weber to produce this study, but the Army did adapt
and include it in the "U.S. Army's Operating Concept 2016-2028." TRADOC Pamphlet 525-3-1, dated 19 August
2010, p. iii. Hereafter cited as TD Pam 525-3-1. If for no other purpose, this report will allow every American to
become well rehearsed in just what the military is prepared to do if confronted with a rebellion on US soil.
I recommend everyone read this 2010 Study (http://smallwarsjournal.com/jrnl/art/full-spectrum-operations-in-thehomeland-a-%E2%80%9Cvision%E2%80%9D-of-the-future)
About The Authors
Kevin Benson, Ph.D., Colonel, U.S. Army, Retired, is currently a seminar leader at the University of Foreign Military
and Cultural Studies at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. His credentials are impressive and impeccable. He holds a B.S.
from the United States Military Academy, an M.S. from The Catholic University of America, an MMAS from the
School of Advanced Military Studies and a Ph.D. from the University of Kansas.
During his career, COL Benson served with the 5th Infantry Division, the 1st Armored Division, the 1st Cavalry
Division, the 2nd Cavalry Regiment, XVIII Airborne Corps and Third U.S. Army. He also served as the Director,
School of Advanced Military Studies.
Jennifer Weber, is an Associate Professor of History (Ph.D. Princeton, 2003) at the University of Kansas. She
specializes in the Civil War, especially the seams where political, social, and military history meet. She has spoken
extensively around the country on Lincoln, politics, and other aspects of the Civil War.
Introduction"How to Crush a Tea Party Motivated Uprising
In this section of the report, Benson first writes that" "The Constitution allows the president broad leeway in times
of insurrection. Citing the precedents of Abraham Lincoln during the Civil War and Dwight D. Eisenhower sending
troops to Little Rock in 1957, the president mobilizes the military and the Department of Homeland Security, to
regain control."
He goes on to detail that "this scenario requires us to consider how domestic intelligence is gathered and shared,
the role of local law enforcement (to the extent that it supports the operation), the scope and limits of the
Insurrection Act--for example maintaining a military chain of command but in support of the Attorney General as
the Department of Justice is the Lead Federal Agency (LFA) under the conditions of the Act--and the roles of the
local, national, and international media."
Benson points out that, "While invoking the Insurrection Act must be a last resort, once it is put into play Americans
will expect the military to execute without pause and as professionally as if it were acting overseas. The Army
cannot disappoint the American people, especially in such a moment. While real problems and real difficulties of
such operations may not be perceived until the point of execution, preparation will afford the Army the ability to not
be too badly wrong at the outset."
The design of this plan is to restore the rule of law and will include information/influence operations designed to
present a picture of the federal response and the inevitable defeat of the insurrection.
The Scenario & Military Reaction (taken from the study)
The Great Recession of the early twenty-first century lasts far longer than anyone anticipated. After a change in
control of the White House and Congress in 2012, the governing party cuts off all funding that had been dedicated

to boosting the economy or toward relief. The United States economy has flat lined much like Japan's in the 1990s,
for the better part of a decade. By 2016, the economy shows signs of reawakening, but the middle and lowermiddle classes have yet to experience much in the way of job growth or pay raises.
Unemployment continues to hover perilously close to double digits, small businesses cannot meet bankers' terms to
borrow money, and taxes on the middle class remain relatively high. A high profile and vocal minority has directed
the public's fear and frustration at nonwhites and immigrants. After almost ten years of race-baiting and immigrantbashing by right-wing demagogues, nearly one in five Americans reports being vehemently opposed to immigration,
legal or illegal, and even U.S.-born nonwhites have become occasional targets for mobs of angry whites.
Then, in May 2016, an extremist militia motivated by the goals of the "tea party" movement, takes over the
government of Darlington, South Carolina, occupying City Hall, disbanding the city council, and placing the mayor
under house arrest. Activists remove the chief of police and either disarm local police and county sheriff
departments or discourage them from interfering. In truth, this is hardly necessary. Many law enforcement officials
already are sympathetic to the tea party's agenda, know many of the people involved, and have made clear they
will not challenge the takeover. The militia members are organized and have a relatively well thought-out plan of
action.
With Darlington under their control, militia members quickly move beyond the city limits to establish "check points"
-- in reality, something more like choke points -- on major transportation lines. Traffic on I-95, the East Coast's
main north-south artery; I-20; and commercial and passenger rail lines are stopped and searched, allegedly for
"illegal aliens." Citizens who complain are immediately detained. Activists also collect "tolls" from drivers, ostensibly
to maintain public schools and various city and county programs, but evidence suggests the money is actually going
toward quickly increasing stores of heavy weapons and ammunition. They also take over the town web site and use
social media sites to get their message out unrestricted.
When the leaders of the group hold a press conference to announce their goals, they invoke the Declaration of
Independence and argue that the current form of the federal government is not deriving its "just powers from the
consent of the governed" but is actually "destructive to these ends." Therefore, they say, the people can alter or
abolish the existing government and replace it with another that, in the words of the Declaration, "shall seem most
likely to affect their safety and happiness."
While mainstream politicians and citizens react with alarm, the "tea party" insurrectionists in South Carolina enjoy a
groundswell of support from other tea party groups, militias, racist organizations such as the Ku Klux Klan, antiimmigrant associations such as the Minutemen, and other right-wing groups. At the press conference the masked
militia members' uniforms sport a unit seal with a man wearing a tricorn hat and carrying a musket over the motto
"Today's Minutemen." When a reporter asked the leaders who are the "red coats" the spokesman answered, "I
don't know who the redcoats are"it could be federal troops." Experts warn that while these groups heretofore have
been considered weak and marginal, the rapid coalescence among them poses a genuine national threat.
The mayor of Darlington calls the governor and his congressman. He cannot act to counter the efforts of the local
tea party because he is confined to his home and under guard. The governor, who ran on a platform that
professed sympathy with tea party goals, is reluctant to confront the militia directly. He refuses to call out the
National Guard. He has the State Police monitor the roadblocks and checkpoints on the interstate and state roads
but does not order the authorities to take further action. In public, the governor calls for calm and proposes talks
with the local tea party to resolve issues. Privately, he sends word through aides asking the federal government to
act to restore order.
Due to his previous stance and the appearance of being "pro" tea party goals, the governor has little political room
to maneuver.
The Department of Homeland Security responds to the governor's request by asking for defense support to civil law
enforcement. After the Department of Justice states that the conditions in Darlington and surrounding areas meet
the conditions necessary to invoke the Insurrection Act, the President invokes it. By proclamation he calls on the
insurrectionists to disperse peacefully within 15 days. There is no violation of the Posse Comitatus Act. The

President appoints the Attorney General and the Department of Justice as the lead federal agency to deal with the
crisis.
The President calls the South Carolina National Guard to federal service. The Joint Staff in Washington, D.C. alerts
U.S. Northern Command, the headquarters responsible for the defense of North America, to begin crisis action
planning. Northern Command in turn alerts U.S. Army North/Fifth U.S. Army for operations as a Joint Task Force
headquarters. Army units at Fort Bragg, N.C.; Fort Stewart, Ga.; and Marines at Camp Lejuene, N.C. go on alert.
The full range of media, national and international, is on scene.
The design and execution of operations to restore the rule of law in Darlington will be complicated. The Fifth Army
will retain a military chain of command for regular Army and Marine Corps units along with the federalized South
Carolina National Guard, but will be in support of the Department of Justice as the Lead Federal Agency, LFA. The
Attorney General may designate a Senior Civilian Representative of the Attorney General (SCRAG) to coordinate the
efforts of all Federal agencies. The SCRAG has the authority to assign missions to federal military forces. The
Attorney General may also appoint a Senior Federal Law Enforcement Officer (SFLEO) to coordinate all Federal law
enforcement activities.
Operations Pace to Restore Order (taken from the study)
The pace of the operation needs to be deliberate and controlled. Combat units will conduct overt "Show of Force"
operations to remind the insurrectionists they are now facing professional military forces, with all the training and
equipment that implies. Army and Marine units will remove roadblocks and check points both overtly and covertly
with minimum essential force to ratchet up pressure continually on insurrectionist leadership.
Representatives of state and local government as well as federalized South Carolina National Guard units will care
for residents choosing to flee Darlington. A focus on the humanitarian aspect of the effort will be politically more
palatable for the state and local officials. Federal forces continue to tighten the noose as troops seize and secure
power and water stations, radio and TV stations, and hospitals. The final phase of the operation, restoring order
and returning properly elected officials to their offices, will be the most sensitive.
Movements must be planned and executed more carefully than the operations that established the conditions for
handover. At this point military operations will be on the downturn but the need for more politically aware military
advice will not. War and the use of federal military force on U.S. soil, remains an extension of policy by other
means. Given the invocation of the Insurrection Act, the federal government must defeat the insurrection,
preferably with minimum force.
Insurrectionists and their sympathizers must have no doubt that an uprising against the Constitution will be
defeated. Dealing with the leaders of the insurrection can be left to the proper authorities, but drawing from
America history, military advice would suggest an amnesty for individual members of the militia and prosecution for
leaders of the movement who broke the law.
This fictional scenario leads not to conclusions but points to ponder when considering 21st century full spectrum
operations in the continental United States.
Use of Military Force (taken from the study)
All federal military forces involved in civil support must follow the standing rules for the use of force (SRUF)
specified by the Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff. Much like the rules of force issued to the 7th Infantry Division
during operations in Los Angeles in 1992 the underlying principle involves a continuum of force, a graduated level of
response determined by civilians' behavior. Fifth Army must assume that every incident of gunfire will be
investigated.
All units involved must also realize that operations will be conducted under the close scrutiny of the media.
Operating under media scrutiny is not a new phenomenon. What is new and newsworthy about this operation is
that it is taking place in the continental United States. Commanders and staffs must think about the effect of this
attention and be alert when considering how to use the media.

Study Cautions Local Law Enforcement May Have Sympathy for Tea Party (taken from the study)
Receiving support from local law enforcement is critical to restoring the rule of law in Darlington. City police
officers, county sheriff deputies and state troopers can contribute valuable local knowledge of personalities,
customs and terrain beyond what can be found in databases and observation. Liaison officers and noncommissioned officers, with appropriate communications equipment must be exchanged. Given the suspicion that
local police are sympathetic to the tea party members' goals special consideration to operational security must be
incorporated into planning.
In Closing
After reading the military scenario, are the feds singling out the Tea Party, the militia or both? It's evident that the
military has plans in place to crush any disobedience or violent uprising by any members of any group using any
means necessary. Up to and including deadly force.
To target the Tea Party's agenda for being the catalyst behind such a rebellion, the government must assume their
members’ agenda has drastically changed between the Tea Party's beginnings and the May 2016 mock date of the
uprising. Is there any evidence to support that? Possibly, the Tea Party is no longer made up of just peaceful
protesters who just want to restore democracy through non-violent protests. Corporate and online social media
reports are slowly surfacing that describe allegations of racism, bigotry and supporting of white nationalists by some
Tea Party Organizations.
Hybrid Tea Party groups are popping up across the US that are actually alliances to groups like "The Patriot
Movement" who define themselves as opposed to the New World Order, engage in groundless conspiracy
theorizing, or advocate or adhere to extreme anti government doctrines. Many warn of impending government
violence or the need to prepare for a coming revolution.
In 2010, the NAACP brought attention to the prejudice side of the mostly white Tea Party by both accusing and
presenting evidence of members practicing racism. Studies also have been conducted that reflect that same
contention. The Institute For Research & Education On Human Rights (IREH) concurred with the NAACP's in it's
findings. The IREH report also details findings that militia and white nationalist are being welcomed by the Tea
Party.
After the NAACP exposure, the Tea Party Federation expelled Mark Williams, then-president of the powerful and
politically connected Tea Party Express for racially offensive public statements.
Law enforcement has announced arrests and convictions of violent tea party members. One example, Doug Story ,
who was a member of at least 2 different groups, "The Tea Party Fund" and the "Patriot Action Network" was
convicted on weapons charges and for threatening the life of the President.
Times and beliefs in the Tea Party movement may be changing".
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Fw: Avaaz Petition: Amend Big Money Out of U.S. Politics!

from Avaaz:
Right now, CEOs across the country are cutting checks to support their favorite candidates to make sure
whoever is elected this November ultimately works for them. Unless we’re organizing ourselves right now to
respond, there’s no way we’ll be able to address the most pressing issues facing our generation.
It’s been said that there’s nothing we can do to get big money out of politics -- but the Avaaz community has never
accepted “can’t.” We know that when we come together -- especially now that we’re 16 million strong -there’s nothing our massive people power can’t tackle. And if we act now to back those calling for a

Constitutional Amendment to get money out of politics once and for all, we can turn this into the #1 issue our new
Congress takes up when they start in January.
Here’s how we’ll do it:
• First, we’ll organize prominent voices from across the political spectrum to announce a bipartisan effort
to support an Amendment.
• Second, we’ll call on the presidential debate moderators to force the candidates to say how they’ll
lead on this issue if elected.
• Third, we’ll send field teams into key battleground Senate and House races to follow around
candidates from both parties and force them to commit.
• Fourth, we’ll track which candidates are with us and which are against on a great new website and then
plaster those lists in newspaper ads in swing states on the weekend before the election.
Constitutional Amendments are challenging to enact, but we’ve done it before and if we come together now we can
do it again.
Now that corporations and billionaires are allowed to spend unlimited sums to influence our campaigns, everyone
from Big Oil to Big Pharma to Big Tobacco can downright buy policies favorable to them and harmful to the rest of
us. Solving climate change? Forget it if the coal companies own our Congress. Protecting the poor from
exploitation? Not if Wall Street is calling the shots. Preventing the next war? Don’t bet on it with Senators taking
their cues from the Defense lobbyists.
Las Vegas casino mogul Sheldon Adelson, has vowed to spend more than $100 million dollars
supporting Mitt Romney’s candidacy. Adelson is a savvy investor -- a new analysis shows he stands to win
back more than $2 billion in tax breaks if Romney ends up in the White House. The system is broken and most
Americans know it: in poll after poll, a supermajority of Americans of all political persuasions say they want common
sense limits put on what the super-rich can spend on our elections.
Now we can fight back. Sign the petition and share with everyone and when we reach 100,000 we’ll put this
plan into motion. Join the movement we’re calling “Elections not Auctions” and send to everyone and let’s launch a
counteroffensive of the many against the money:
http://www.avaaz.org/en/us_election_i/.
This may be the most daunting challenge we’ve taken on yet, but it’s also the most important. In just a few short
years we’ve already done the impossible, from stopping DC’s biggest lobbyists from squashing the free Internet to
passing a clean elections bill in Brazil. We can do this too but only if we have faith in ourselves and start today.
With hope and determination and fighting spirit, Ian, Joseph, Morgan, Dalia, David and the entire Avaaz team
Sources:
“Poll: Americans largely in favor of campaign spending limitations” (LA Times / AP),
http://www.latimes.com/news/politics/la-pn-poll-citizens-united-20120916,0,7468934.story.
“Resolve to Overturn 'Citizens United' Spreads Through the States” (The Nation),
http://www.thenation.com/blog/168346/resolve-overturn-citizens-united-spreads-through-states.
“Right-Wing Billionaires Behind Mitt Romney” (Rolling Stone), http://www.rollingstone.com/politics/news/right-wingbillionaires-behind-mitt-romney-20120524.

“Obama Grows More Reliant on Big-Money Contributors” (NYT),
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/09/13/us/politics/obama-grows-more-reliant-on-big-moneycontributors.html?pagewanted=all.
“Jim Lehrer to moderate DU presidential debate Oct. 3” (The Denver Post),
http://www.denverpost.com/breakingnews/ci_21301449/jim-lehrer-moderate-du-presidential-debate-oct-3.
“Obama, on Reddit, proposed overturning Citizens United” (LA Times), http://www.latimes.com/news/politics/la-pnpresident-obama-reddit-ama-20120829,0,7159605.story.
“National Survey: Super PACs, Corruption, and Democracy” (Brennan Center),
http://www.brennancenter.org/content/resource/national_survey_super_pacs_corruption_and_democracy/.
“How One Mega-Donor Could Save $2.3 Billion Under Romney’s Tax Plan” (Think Progress),
http://thinkprogress.org/economy/2012/09/11/825851/romney-adelson-taxes-billionaire.
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Photo: Green World (Aurora Borealis in Norway)

http://32minutes.wordpress.com/
Earth and Space: Runner up). The aurora borealis traces the shifting patterns of the Earth’s magnetic field, creating
a spectacular midwinter show in Nordland Fylke, Norway. The green light in this image comes from oxygen atoms
high in the atmosphere, which have been energised by subatomic particles from the Solar Wind.

“Green World” by Arild Heitmann
—Friends of the Middle,
Steven W. Baker (SteveB), Editor/Moderator

You can subscribe to this free, no-obligation, daily Newsletter filled with lively, intelligent discussion centered on
politics and government, but ranging to anything members feel is important, interesting, or entertaining. To
subscribe, use the form on our website or blog, or simply reply to this email with “Yes” or “Start” in the Subject line,
then add our email address (below) to your Contacts or Safe list. To opt-out, reply with “No” or “Stop” in the
subject line.
Welcome to all our new members who may be here for the first time. We want to hear from YOU! To submit your
comment, you can use the form on our website or blog, or reply to this email with your two cents worth. Be sure to
sign with your desired user name.
Your email address will always be kept strictly confidential.
Feel free to forward this Newsletter to anyone you know on the Right or the Left, though your motives might be
different in each case. Regardless, PASS IT ON! Help keep your friends and acquaintances informed and thinking.
http://www.FriendsOfTheMiddle.org
FriendsOfTheMiddle@hotmail.com
original material ©2012 Steven W. Baker, all rights reserved

