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Are these the new call letters for 
the Democratic Party and other 
progressive voters?  You all know 
we are being shoved hard by the 
Republican Administration on so 
many issues, and if we allow them 
to succeed, this country is going 
to spin itself right off the founda-

tion on which it was built.  So we are pushing back, and we are 
pushing from the grassroots up. 
    This is a story about a most incredible sea change within the 
Democratic Party.  While the election of a new Chair for the 
Democratic National Committee (DNC) received slight cover-
age in our local media (and considerably more coverage on C-
SPAN), there is pure drama in the story behind the story, and the 
leadership of the Association of State Democratic Chairs 
(ASDC).  The ASDC consists of chairs and vice-chairs from 
each state and the territories, and its membership of 112 is ap-
proximately 25% of total delegates to the national committee.     
    For very many years the choice of chair for the DNC rested 
among the powerful within the Washington Beltway.  After the 
November 2004 election, potential candidates began to crop up, 
many with ties to the Old Guard.  It looked like business as 
usual when newspaper articles appeared quoting some members 
of the Democratic Governor’s Association who said there would 
have to be a move to the center, a more compromising attitude 
toward the Republicans.   
     Then the ASDC weighed in.  For the first time, all potential 
candidates were invited to the ASDC meeting held after the 
election.  Each was asked several prepared questions about their 
concept of the role as head of the Democratic Party, followed by 
their own statements. 
    Then committees of the ASDC began work on a DNC Plan 
2005 – 2008.  The Plan opens with:  “The State Chairs and Vice 
Chairs have collectively prepared this 4-year plan for the De-
mocratic National Committee.  As the ASDC considers which 
candidate for DNC Chair to endorse, we will weigh each candi-
date’s responses to this plan.”  A second first…this had not been 
done before.   
    The states are divided into four regional caucuses - western, 
southern, eastern and Midwestern - which were scheduled to 

meet in January around the country. Oregon is part of the West-
ern States Caucus which met in Sacramento.  Before that time, 
each declared candidate was sent the DNC Plan and asked to 
respond by mid-January, and was invited to attend each regional 
caucus - another first. 
    The members of the ASDC had agreed not to endorse any 
candidate until all caucuses had met. As the caucuses pro-
gressed, candidates began to withdraw, one by one.  Eventually, 
Howard Dean remained standing, but the powerful political bro-
kers in the Capital did not go down easily, and a number of at-
tempts were made to derail his campaign.  Even a week before 
the DNC meeting, a late candidate had been fielded and the ex-
ecutive committee of the ASDC voted against Dean, but the 
next day all 112 members rejected that recommendation and 
gave him its full support.  On January 31st the press was noti-
fied, and soon thereafter the opposition to his chairmanship 
crumbled.       
    While it may not seem as exciting as the election of a new 
chair, the five-page DNC Plan 2005 – 2008 is written in precise 
outline format.  A key component under DNC Governance and 
Management is the proposal to adopt the Fowler Amendments, a 
set of changes to the DNC Charter and Bylaws which would 
greatly open up participation by the regional caucuses and the 
states.  At the DNC meeting, these amendments were referred to 
the Rules Committee for further consideration.  With the elec-
tion of Chairman Dean, our state leadership predicts that with 
fine tuning, most will be adopted.   Points bulleted in the ASDC 
press release said the “plan for reform at the DNC includes:  A 
focus on the grassroots, a commitment to the DNC’s diversity; 
an escape from the consultant culture of Washington, D.C.; re-
building, partnering and investing in state parties; a 56 state and 
territorial strategy, and; accountability and transparency at the 
DNC.”      
    And where did we come in?  We pushed.  Our Jackson 
County Resolution (see last month’s newsletter) was added to 
the expressed opinions of counties all over Oregon, the summa-
tion of which was carried by our Democratic Party of Oregon 
Delegates to the Democratic National Committee.   We asked 
for a Chair who would lead from the grassroots principals of the 
Democratic Party and would carry us forward into the future.  
This time we got what we pushed for! ▲ 
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SENATOR RON WYDEN LISTENS TO US 
On February 24th Senator Wyden met with folks to listen to our concerns about Social Security. He got an 
earful!  Even a few Republicans stood to tell him to avoid privatizing Social Security. People are adamant 
about protecting not only retirees, but folks who need the benefits provided to widows, children and the dis-
abled which make up a third of the program. There was a lot of support for eliminating the salary cap so that 
wealthy wage earners pay a larger share, and lots of folks took advantage of the fact that Ron was here to 
listen to tell him about their concerns on the war and 
other issues.         
     The Senator said he didn’t see how privatization ad-
dresses the challenges facing Social Security and that 
he felt the health care programs (Medicare and Medi-
caid) were really the ones in crisis.  We are grateful for 
his sterling record on all these issues.  
     Now let’s start writing to Senator Smith, who is 
sitting there on the fence. ▲ 

Senator Wyden’s  
Medford office is: 

 The Federal Courthouse 
310 W. 6th St., 
Medford 97501 

Senator Smith’s 
Medford office is: 

Security Plaza, Suite 2-D 
1175 E. Main St., 
Medford 97504  

HOWARD DEAN HAS A PLAN. IT’S VERY SIMPLE. SHOW UP! 
 Never concede a single state, county, district, or voter. Build a truly national party that wages a perma-
nent campaign in all 50 states.  
 

 Strengthen State Parties and the Grassroots. Better integrate state and national party operations and 
support Democrats organizing in local communities.  
 

 Focus on Our Core Values. Articulate core Democratic values strongly and clearly, and show people how 
our agenda for reform reflects those values.  
 

 Take Advantage of Cutting-Edge Technologies. Leverage the Internet and cutting-edge technologies to 
better organize, empower, and communicate with people. 
 

 Train Tomorrow's Leaders. Strengthen our leadership institutes so we can recruit new talent, cultivate new 
leaders, and elect Democrats at every level of office. ▲ 

A HOUSE DIVIDED AGAINST ITSELF IS IN TROUBLE!  
Serving across the nation in the legislatures of all the 50 states are 3657 Republicans and 3656 Democrats - 

can’t get more divided than that.  

CATHY SHAW TELLS IT LIKE IT IS 
Cathy Shaw shared her election analysis with precinct committee people and other interested Democratic ac-
tivists at the February JCDCC meeting. Everyone who attended will get a booklet of the data she compiled  to 
search out the factors that won or lost specific elections in Jackson County last November.  
   There are clear voting patterns that she has been tracking for some years, and her emphasis was on the 
trends that are building, and where there is potential for growth in the Democratic support base.  Without giv-
ing away any secrets, we can report that she was clear about avoiding those areas of the valley which are 
heavily Republican and concentrating on the swing precincts. The goals of the JCDCC and those of individual 
candidates are not identical, though, and she was helpful about where building a nucleus of known supporters 
will be fruitful, and where to let sleeping dogs lie.   
   Chuck Keil is certain that each precinct can make good use of her data, and there will be booklets available 
at Headquarters for precinct captains who couldn’t attend this important meeting.  This data will be useful to 
the Precinct Organization Committee as it makes plans to build our party precinct by precinct. ▲ 
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PRECINCT ORGANIZATION MEETING 
Thursday, March 17th from 6:30-8:30pm  
The Adams Room, Medford Main Library 

 

     The Precinct Organization Committee - formerly known as the 
Precinct Captains Committee - is expanding it's membership to in-
clude all Precinct Committee Persons (PCP's) as well as Captains. 
Beginning with this March meeting, all Captains and PCP's will be 
welcomed with open arms. The meetings take place every third 
Thursday of the month.  
     The Committee has a very proactive agenda for the next two 
years and we need enthusiastic leadership in all precincts to achieve 
our goals.  In February we began learning to facilitate small group 
meetings with Democrats and like-minded folks by using tools devel-
oped by Compassionate Listening. Our goal is to “discover" the val-
ues we hold dear as Democrats.   
    Those precincts which meet in small groups to continue the proc-
ess will take notes and send them to nantrout@mind.net. The ques-
tions that we are exploring are What are the values that you hold 
dear that you want to see reflected in our society?  How is the 
value you are most passionate about important to you in your 
life? How do you want your government to translate values into 
programs?  Our answers will be collated and categorized by the ad 
hoc committee, and will ultimately be used by the Platform Commit-
tee to help shape our philosophy and position on issues. Our prelimi-
nary findings will be part of the March JCDCC meeting. The goal is 
to work out how to frame our message locally, and the final step will 
be to reach out to voters with a message and vision framed to win 
elections.   
Please, join the Precinct Organization Committee and be a part of 
this exciting work! ▲ 

JCDCC MEETING 
HOW TO FRAME 

 OUR MESSAGE 
 

Thursday, March 24, 2005   
6:30 - 8:30pm @ OEA Offices  

2495 S. Pacific Hwy 
Medford 

 

We will begin the meeting with a 25 min-
ute George Lakoff DVD called “Language 
Wars”. Now is the perfect moment to be-
gin thinking about how Democrats will win 
back the hearts of  the American people 
to the goals that are the historical exten-
sion of those Jefferson, Lincoln, Roose-
velt and Kennedy set for them. It’s a mat-
ter of matching our rhetoric to the deeply 
held beliefs about a community that looks 
after its own. 
 

There will be an update on how our 
‘precinct gatherings’ are going, and we 
will allow ample time to hear from you and 
record your thoughts.   

Everybody come!  

BATES AND BUCKLEY KEEP IN TOUCH 
E-NEWSLETTERS: Both Senator Alan Bates and Rep. Peter Buckley want to hear from you and have 
created newsletters intended to keep us all in the loop. You can ask to be put on their mailing list.   
Contact Alan’s office and ask for “House Calls” - sen.alanbates@state.or.us  or phone 503-986-1703    
Contact Peter’s office and ask for “District 5 Digest” - rep.peterbuckley@state.or.us  or phone 503-986-1405  

CONFERENCE CALLS: In addition, each Wednesday morning at 7:30 both Alan and Peter sit on 
the Ashland Chamber of Commerce Hotline along with concerned citizens and community leaders from both 
the public and private sectors. They look forward to these calls as a time to check in with the communities 
that they serve, and to offer a perspective on news from the Capitol.  

RVTV LIVE FEED: Each Tuesday evening, members of the Southern Oregon Delegation do a live 
feed with Rogue Valley Television. This is another opportunity for them to talk with their districts about what 
they’re doing in Salem. You can watch this live from your computer every Tuesday at 4:30pm. Peter and 
Rep. Sal Esquivel will be trading off weeks as the host of this program. You can also call in questions and 
comments during the program at 503-986-1793 (this line will only be active during the program). Go to 
www.roguetv.org and click on the government link to tune in. The Calendar at peterbuckley.org has all of the 
live-feeds on RVTV that Peter is doing from Salem. They are all on Channel 30 and the host and guest is 
listed on the calendar. (http://www.peterbuckley.org/Calendar.php).▲ 

 

“Democrats are the proud creators and defenders of the good life for all!”...Perry Casilio 
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 Jim Wallis has attracted a bevy of admirers over the 
years, including Bill Moyers, Archbishop Tutu, and 
U2’s Bono. These three notables, in fact, contributed 
flattering blurbs to the book’s dust jacket.  Neverthe-
less, I was mildly shocked when God’s Politics 
zoomed to #4 on the New York Times non-fiction 
list. What gives?  What’s so compelling here?   
    Well, looking at it one way, not much.  For the 
most part, it’s another scathing indictment of the 
Bush administration on nearly every issue.  The Iraq 
war tops the list, but corporate greed, manipulation of 
the truth, and callous disregard for the poor follow 
close behind.  Familiar 
stuff to most of us, and 
it was all more lively 
and entertaining in –  
for example – Fahren-
heit 9/11. 
    So the novelty here 
is not raw content, but 
rather Wallis’s peculiar 
perspective. He is a 
self-professed evangeli-
cal Christian, a claim 
for which he carries 
impeccable credentials.  
He knew the Bible bet-
ter in third grade than 
George W. Bush did when he was – well, ever. 
Raised by devout parents in a working-class Detroit 
suburb, Wallis shed the confined theology of his 
childhood (though holding to the core faith) while at 
Michigan State, where he logged the first of his doz-
ens of arrests during the 1960s civil rights and anti-
war movements.  When the sedate seventies set in, he 
enrolled at Chicago’s Trinity Evangelical Divinity 
School, where he and other like-minded activists 
started the still-thriving Sojourners magazine and 
community. 
    Although Wallis and Michael Moore share strik-
ingly similar Michigan childhoods, I believe Wallis 
and this book represent far greater promise for pro-
gressives – and more of a threat to the Right – than 
Moore’s hit movie.  The reason is simple: once you 
get past about 10 degrees Left, moving toward the 

center, Moore hits a wall.  Suddenly, all credibility in 
the “moral middle” disappears. 
    Not so with Wallis.  Rather than ranting and pos-
turing for a camera, Wallis patiently guides readers to 
those parts of the Bible – and there are many – that 
the religious Right desperately wants their followers 
to ignore.  While television studio Pharisees piously 
belabor isolated passages on “deviant” sexual behav-
ior, Wallis points out that there are literally thousands 
of passages in Scripture that decry the plight of the 
poor and powerless, and shame the powerful and de-
ceitful – often doing both in the same passage.  And 

then there’s this guy Jesus, 
who, Wallis reminds us, 
seemed less concerned with 
sexual immorality than he 
was in showing compas-
sion toward those (notably 
women) who were con-
demned for it. 
    So, what’s going on 
here?  Would the real Jesus 
Christ please stand up?  
“Since when did Jesus be-
come pro-war, pro-rich and 
pro-American?” Wallis 
asks bluntly.  Since when 
indeed!  Whose Bible 

translation are they reading, anyway? 
    Strangely enough, the evangelical Christians who 
voted for Bush (78% according to one poll) actually 
were reading the same Bible. It’s just that they were 
instructed – hello, Mr. Lakoff! – to frame the Bible in 
one certain way.  Nobody suggested that they try 
framing it differently. 
    Fortunately, here Jim Wallis is doing just that.  
And he can use all the help we can give him.  You 
don’t have to be a Christian, or even religious at all, 
to appreciate the significance of this book. It could be 
the surgical instrument we need to separate from the 
religious Right those vacillating Christian voters in 
the “moral middle” who could be pulled one way or 
the other depending on who frames their faith more 
convincingly.  Into the dark redness of the heartland, 
this book shines a ray of hope. ▲ 

WE ARE THE ONES WE HAVE BEEN WAITING FOR 
God’s Politics: Why the Right Gets it Wrong and the Left Doesn’t Get It...by Jim Wallis 

 

Reviewed by Bruce Borgerson, PR Committee Chair 
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The Bush administration has gone out of its way to 
obfuscate the truth about Social Security, making the 
public task of understanding and balancing the needs 
of this important program difficult. 
    The number of Americans 65 or older will double 
in the next 30 years. We need to understand what this 
means for our society and then make appropriate, if 
difficult, changes in public policy to meet the new 
challenges for our aging population. So let’s not kid 
ourselves that there is not a real problem, but it’s 
clear to me that the Democratic response should be a 
variant of the win-win model that Roosevelt gave us 
in the 1930s where we formed a partnership with the 
private sector and recognized the positive side of hav-
ing an aging population instead of just looking at 
them as a burden to young taxpayers, which the Bush 
administration has tried to do. 
    What I want to focus on in this essay is whether we 
should be concerned that the Social Security trust 
holds nothing but US Treasury Bonds, and to clear up 
some of the misconceptions that some people have 
around this issue. 
    Neo-conservatives argue that Social Security will 
go bust in 2018 because payroll tax revenues are pro-
jected to be less than benefits paid out. Most objec-
tive analyses of the program recognize it will con-
tinue to add to its $1.5 trillion trust fund surplus for 
many years to come and cover all promised benefits 
for close to four decades and after that three-quarters 
of promised benefits even if nothing is done.  How-
ever, critics argue the trust fund is not real.  They 
claim that, since Social Security is part of the govern-
ment and its assets are government bonds, then this is 
analogous to individuals “owing” money to them-
selves.  The problem here is with the logic of the neo-
cons.  
    If they are right that Social Security cannot be 
separated from the general revenue accounts of the 
Federal government, then it cannot be in crisis unless 
the whole government is in financial crisis, which the 
Bush administration denies.  Or, to continue the anal-
ogy, individuals cannot have one of their accounts in 
bankruptcy while they have plenty of resources in 
others.  On the other hand, if you argue that Social 
Security is a separate program and financed differ-

ently from other government programs -which it is - 
then you must count those interest earnings and assets 
separately from the general revenues of the govern-
ment.  You can’t have it both ways.  
    If the Social Security trust is going bust then so are 
the other 174 other trusts the government maintains 
which are truly dependent upon the general revenues 
of the Federal government; for example, the trust 
fund for retired military personnel, which has nothing 
but US securities in it. Is the government going to 
default on its responsibilities to pay military pen-
sions? Of course not, and it will also meet its obliga-
tions to Social Security and to those individuals and 
businesses who have US bonds in their personal fi-
nancial portfolios.  If the Social Security trust is not 
secure then neither are the other accounts throughout 
the world that hold U.S. Government bonds.  A coun-
try cannot be forced into involuntary bankruptcy 
since it exists in an infinite time horizon, and to think 
that a future president or members of Congress would 
voluntarily decide the United States should default on 
its obligations is silly and those who make this argu-
ment are irresponsible.  
   If the neo-cons are so concerned about Social Secu-
rity having government IOUs, then they should advo-
cate that the trust sell its bonds to other financial 
groups and swap some of them for stocks.  This 
would allow the trust fund to receive the higher re-
turns the neo-cons talk about, and, given its large re-
sources and power in the market,  (Cont’d next page) 

Is the Social Security Trust Busted? - Ric Holt 
Ric teaches economics at SOU and will be writing a series of articles on Social Security for the DEMOCRAT in the 
next few months. Your comments are welcome .                                                                                                the editor  
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 the trust is in a better position to protect individual bene-
ficiaries from the volatility of market forces than individ-
ual accounts.  

    The reality is that the neo-cons are not interested in sav-
ing Social Security but in destroying it. The real problem 
is not Social Security, but the budget policies of the Bush 
administration. Its reckless and unsustainable tax cuts to 
the wealthy are creating an economic problem five times 
greater than the so-called Social Security “crisis”.  Bush’s 
addiction to spending and borrowing has run up trillions of 
dollars in debt for the American taxpayer, far surpassing 

the $3.6 trillion Social Security shortfall projected 40 to 
50 years from now.       
      If the administration was really concerned about the 
future well-being of Social Security it would focus on its 
economic policies that are causing large trade and govern-
ment deficits, which could truly jeopardize the program in 
the future.     
 

    In the next installments I will discuss the pros and cons 
of personal accounts and look into the argument that the 
number of workers to retirees is declining and whether we 
should be concerned about this.  

A  CAUTIONARY  TALE 
Let’s go beyond name calling and look at the facts. It 
has actually been good for the government to borrow 
from the Social Security trust when it needs to. When 
the Social Security Trust was established in 1983, the 
United States at that time was spending more money 
than it was bringing in 
just to pay for Reagan’s 
tax cuts to the rich and 
to build up our military 
capabilities to fight the 
former Soviet Union. 
Today we are doing 
roughly the same thing 
to pay for Bush’s tax 
cuts to the wealthy and 
to fight the war on ter-
ror.  
 

Bill Clinton, you might 
remember, actually de-
creased government 
spending to an all time low and created a surplus. We 
can debate whether it was the right policy to borrow 
money for tax cuts and expand our military capacity 
during the Reagan and Bush years, but these deci-
sions were made and the majority of Americans sup-
ported them and the neo-cons have had no problem 
with borrowing for these policies. 
 

 Now, when the government runs a deficit it can ei-
ther borrow money internally, financed by other gov-
ernment agencies, or externally from Wall Street and 
foreign countries. The advantage to borrowing money 
internally is that it increases the level of aggregate 
savings which the private sector can borrow from for 
investment and economic growth. If the government 
went to private markets to borrow funds this would 
cause a “crowding out” effect in financial markets, 

forcing interest rates up as the government competes  
with businesses and mortgages for those limited sav-
ings that can otherwise be used for investment or 
home ownership. When we borrow money abroad the 
citizens of that country receive the interest payment 

and our national income 
declines equal to that 
amount. On the other 
hand, if the government 
borrows money internally 
from existing government 
trust funds - or American 
citizens - then the income 
stays in the United States, 
although it is redistrib-
uted. 
 

In 2003 the United States 
had a debt of $6.5 trillion. 
Because the government 
was able borrow internally 

- 54% of our debt was internal to the government - 
the actual external debt the American people owed 
was only $2.8 trillion, of which 62% was held by 
U.S. individuals and firms and 38% was held by for-
eign investors. Today, the debt is approaching $7.4 
trillion and the percentage owed foreign investors  
has risen to 43% of the portion not borrowed inter-
nally. This is a primary concern with Bush’s borrow-
ing.   
 

We will not be able to continue our internal borrow-
ing, and the government  will have to borrow more 
externally from foreigners and capital markets, forc-
ing interest rates up and again causing a “crowding 
out” effect.  The problem isn’t that the Social Secu-
rity trust in not “real”, it is the Republicans’ addiction 
to borrowing. ▲ 
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To students of language, politics, and history, 
George Bush's inaugural address was unusual 
and potentially historic for many reasons. To us 
Democrats who have disagreements with his 
policies in action, we have to admit that the lofty 
nature of his speech marks a break rhetorically 
from the pragmatism of previous Republican ad-
ministrations.  
 

In light of the reality of Republican policy, one is 
hard pressed to know for sure what the Inaugu-
ral speech means. It'll take time to see how for-
eign policy will be affected by it. To the hopeful 
amongst us, it shows that Republicans have tac-
itly, though they’d be loath to admit it, endorsed 
the ideals of Jimmy Carter. To the more cynical 
of us, we see the nature of the language used as 
a chance to speak differently than one prac-
tices.   
 

Either way, it appears that Republican foreign 
policy rhetoric is turning away from Reagan's 
Kirkpatrick Doctrine of the ‘80s. This was the 
time when Republicans actively courted and 
supported friendly dictators like Saddam Hussein 
and General Pinochet of Chile. 
 

Even if one sees this change in Republican for-
eign policy language as a clever co-opting of a 
Democratic theme, as in the ambivalent  phrase 
"Compassionate Conservatism," this offers a 
chance for Democrats, the standard bearers of 
human rights, to sternly - in a big brotherly sort 
of way - hold the Republicans accountable for 
how Reagan's Kirkpatrick Doctrine created a 
muddying of our foreign policy, and helped to 
promote unbearable dictators such as Saddam.  
 

In looking back, could it be that some Republi-
cans actually see fault in the way they openly 
supported dictators during the ‘80s?  
 

The most poignant quote from Bush's Inaugural 
is. "All who live in tyranny and hopelessness 
can know the United States will not ignore 
your oppression or excuse your oppressors. 
When you stand for liberty, we will stand with 
you." One can hear echoes of President Carter 
in Bush's new rhetoric.  
 

As many know, it was because of Carter's sheer 
force of will and sincere humanitarian genius, 
that we’ve had 30 years of peace between Israel 
and Egypt. As time goes by, the strength of the 
monumental peace reached by Carter's Camp 
David Accord grows. When one realizes that 
Egypt and Israel had fought several major and 
devastating wars through the ‘40s, ‘50s, ‘60s and 
‘70s, it’s almost unbelievable to fathom the 
beauty of what Carter achieved. 
 

A quote that sums up the poignancy of Carter‘s 
commitment to human rights follows: 
"Throughout the world today, in free nations 
and in totalitarian countries as well, there is a 
preoccupation with the subject of human 
freedom, human rights. And I believe it is in-
cumbent on us in this country to keep that 
discussion, that debate, that contention alive. 
No other country is as well-qualified as we to 
set an example."  
 

Since it seems that President Bush and the Re-
publicans have been influenced rhetorically by 
Jimmy Carter, Democrats will do well to hold 
President Bush to his Inaugural Pledge to re-
spect human rights throughout the world. This 
will be especially important when Bush faces the 
major foreign policy tests of North Korea and 
Iran. In both situations, Bush confronts countries 
that won’t respond  complacently to military 
power. ▲ 

Let's Hold the President to his Inaugural Pledge:  by Perry Casilio  
 

 


