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CONGRESS WATCH: 
Chameleon Bob and 
the Ghost of Old Tom 
Joad
by Laurence D. Schiller

Read about reactions to the first Republican Presidential Debate on pages 2 & 6.

by Rosemary Heilemann

Tenth Dems University (TDU) is the College of Grassroots Politics, 
and the Wednesday evening, August 19 “class” with the inspiring 
and energizing William McNary, of Citizen Action/Illinois, was a 
challenge.  He challenged us to become more informed voters 
and more effective political volunteers, exactly the goals of TDU.  

We All Do Better When We ALL Do Better

continued on page 5

continued on page 7

Congress is in recess so Chameleon Bob 
Dold, the 10th District Congressman who 
will tell any group of constituents what 
they want to hear, is scampering all over 
the district meeting with seniors, vets, small 
businessmen, women’s groups, etc. His 
comments to them sound very supportive. 
He tells them he’s pro-choice, supports vets 
and seniors, wants programs for kids with 
seizures, and the like. The problem is, as has 
been pointed out in this column repeatedly, 

In his exciting oratorical style, McNary rapidly shot out 
truth after truth to the rapt crowd at the UAW Union Hall in 
Lincolnshire.

We all do better when we ALL do better.

Bigotry and economic exploitation have a malignant 
kinship.

http://www.tenthdems.org
mailto:newsletter@tenthdems.org
http://www.tenthdems.org
tel:8472668683
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Watching the Republican 
Debate
by Adrienne Kirshbaum

I had determined not to watch this year’s series of Republican 
presidential debates, but I received an email from Tenth Dems 
saying that it would be a good idea to see the initial entry, 
scheduled for August 6th on Fox News.

First of all, my television set was a virgin.  It had never been 
tuned to that channel.  I didn’t even know what number Fox 
was and had to perform a search just to find it.  None of the 
moderators were familiar to me.  I had heard of Chris Wallace 
and Megyn Kelly but hadn’t watched their shows.  The third 
questioner, whose name I don’t remember, was a completely 
new face to me.

I had followed the hue and cry regarding the arbitrary decision 
by Fox that only 10 candidates would appear, and the idea that 
national polls would determine which of the 17 Republicans 
running for president would be eligible for this “great debate.”  
It seemed fairly incredible that a television station was actually 
acting as the governing body of one of our major political 
parties.  The Republican National Committee was certainly 
taking a back seat when it came to the implementation of this 
first foray into selection of their 2016 candidate for President of 
the United States.

I’m sure many of you share with me the idea that our campaigns 
are much too long.  We are over a year away from the election, 
and here we are debating issues that may be forgotten when 
the actual time to vote rolls around.  Theoretically, at least, 
we are debating issues.  I didn’t hear much of that on August 
6th.  Between savaging Hillary Clinton and lying about their 
own records, there wasn’t much time left for the candidates to 
talk about policy at all.  Except to vie for which one was most 
adamantly against Planned Parenthood and immigrants!

I watched for about an hour, mostly interested in how 
outrageous Donald Trump’s answers could be.  Apparently, Fox 
felt similarly, because it seems as if the questions directed his 
way were meant to elicit memorable responses.  But sometime 
after the first commercial, I realized that my reaction to all of 
this was falling somewhere between anger and boredom and I 
mercifully fell asleep. ■

Republican Presidential Debate 
Season:  Watch Out for the Big 
Lies
by Barbara Altman

There was much about the August 6 Republican presidential 
debate to upset a progressive Democrat, but what drove 
me crazy was the wanton disregard for facts shown by both 
the questioners and the candidates.  Anyone watching the 
debate who didn’t know any better would have thought that 
the Obama administration has grown government, stifled 
the private sector, and raised everyone’s taxes.  In Republican 
Presidential Debateland, the U.S./Mexico border is more porous 
than ever and Americans are clamoring for the jobs taken by 
undocumented workers.  Invading Iraq was a great idea, and 
it was only Obama’s mishandling of the exit that has left us 
in the pickle we’re in.  And any Republican governor whose 
state’s economy has improved in the last six years deserves 
full credit, having accomplished that improvement in spite of, 
rather than because of, the Obama administration’s economic 
policies. (If you think that Ohio’s economy benefited from the 
General Motors bailout, you don’t live in Republican Presidential 
Debateland.)

I wasn’t taking notes during the debate, so I can’t quote the 
many distortions, exaggerations, and outright lies told by each 
candidate (and even implicit in many of the questions).  But 
a small article buried in the Business Section of the August 8 
edition of the Chicago Tribune focused on one false statistic 
put out there by just one of the candidates and thus provides 
valuable insight into how facts are treated in Republican 
Presidential Debateland.  

The Tribune article debunked Marco Rubio’s claim that “over 40 
percent of small and midsize banks have been wiped out since” 
the passage of Dodd Frank and the Consumer Protection Act 
(CPA).  The reporter cited the following two facts and statistics 
that contradict Rubio’s assertion:  (1) The banking industry 
has been undergoing consolidation for decades, long before 
the passage of Dodd Frank or the CPA, and (2) from the time 
Dodd Frank was signed until March 31, 2015, that consolidation 
caused a 19 percent reduction in the number of U.S. banks and 
thrifts.  

An actual 19 percent shrinkage that continues a trend is, of 
course, entirely different from Rubio’s claimed 40 percent 
shrinkage caused by legislation President Obama signed.

So did the Tribune reporter take Rubio to task for peddling such 
baloney?  To the contrary, the reporter searched for a way to 
legitimate the lie, positing that “Rubio’s 40 percent number is in 
the ballpark when it comes to Florida.”  

Why Florida?  Just because it’s Rubio’s home state?  Rubio 
didn’t say he was talking about Florida.  And what if Rubio had 
been talking about Florida?  According to the Tribune, since 
the passage of Dodd Frank, the number of Florida banks has 
decreased by 34 percent.  Since when is 34 percent the same as 
40 percent?  Only in Republican Presidential Debateland could 

continued on page 6
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Once again, energetic Tenth Dems volunteers and interns came out 
to the Lake County Fair to set up and staff the Democrats’ booth, 
which attracted a great deal of foot traffic, including Nancy Rotering, 
Democratic candidate for Congress from the 10th District.  

TenTh Dems VolunTeers aT The lake CounTy Fair
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TenTh Dems VolunTeers aT The lake CounTy Fair
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Chameleon Bob’s votes in Congress don’t support his rhetoric. 

First and foremost, what you need to know about Chameleon 
Bob is that Paul Ryan thinks he is a great conservative. Yes, 
the same Paul Ryan whose budget plan guts the very social 
programs Dold tells us he supports. Yes, the same Paul Ryan 
who came to Chicago this summer to host a fundraiser for Dold 
and who has praised Dold for supporting his party 83.8 percent 
of the time, which is even more than he did in his first term in 
Congress. Yes, the same Paul Ryan whose buddy, Wisconsin 
Governor Scott Walker, has virtually destroyed Wisconsin’s public 
secondary education and the University of Wisconsin through 
draconian budget cuts and attacks on teachers and whose anti-
union legislation has earned him the praise of the Koch brothers 
and other GOP billionaires who act through dark money political 
PACs—the same PACs that are now funding Dold’s 2016 election 
run. 

Chameleon Bob sounds all independent and moderate when 
he is sending emails to us and meeting with constituent groups, 
but back on the floor of the House, he votes as his anti-choice, 
anti-social programs, pro-Koch, pro-corporations, and pro-war 
party tells him to.

Dold smiles at seniors but has voted multiple times to limit and 
reduce Social Security payments for those who have contributed 
to the program throughout their working lives. Rationalized by 
the lie that Social Security is about to run out of money, his votes 
would force 50 percent of seniors below the poverty line. Worse, 
he has voted for Paul Ryan’s disastrous budget, which would 
privatize Social Security, putting it into the hands of the same 
Wall Street bankers who crashed the markets in 2008. He has 
additionally voted three times this session to replace Medicare, a 
program that has saved millions of seniors’ lives, with a voucher 
program, under the false promise that private health accounts 
would somehow be enough to pay for the services Medicare 
now covers. In fact, replacing Medicare with a voucher program 
would force seniors to pay more of the cost of their healthcare—
something most of them would not be able to afford.

Dold has his picture taken with veterans, but Ryan’s budget 
would virtually eliminate the VA and other services for them. 
Dold has never voted against the Ryan budget.  Dold talks to 
women’s groups and pledges his support for government-
funded women’s healthcare programs, including Planned 
Parenthood, but back in Congress, he votes for the Ryan budget 
even when it would defund Planned Parenthood.

Dold tells small businessmen he supports repairing the nation’s 
infrastructure, but he has refused to vote to extend long-term 
funding for the Highway Trust Fund, instead kicking the can 
down to the fall when House Republicans have vowed to close 
down the government if their extreme Right Wing agenda isn’t 
passed as part of major spending bills. Nor has he signed on to 
fund Amtrak, our national passenger rail system.

Dold also complains about the high cost of elections, but he has 
yet to sign as a co-sponsor of H.R. 20 “Government by the People 

Congress Watch
continued from page 1

Act,” a bill that would take the dark money out of elections 
and free elected officials from having to spend an estimated 
70 percent of their time soliciting campaign donations. But 
then Chameleon Bob would have to give up the majority of his 
campaign contributions, which come, not from small donations 
from people in the 10th Congressional District, but from GOP 
PACs and their billionaire backers.

Chameleon Bob’s votes in Congress are a disaster for working 
people, small businesses, veterans, seniors, women, and 
children. We the People need to oppose him and his billionaire 
Robber Baron buddies of the 21st century before they ruin 
America for the rest of us.

And that brings us to Tom Joad, the main character in John 
Steinbeck’s Pulitzer Prize winning novel, The Grapes of Wrath. 
Tom Joad was a victim of the Robber Barons of the 1920s 
and the policies of unrestrained capitalist exploitation and 
oppression that brought on the Great Depression. After he and 
his family were forced out of their farm in the dust bowl, they 
traveled to California where they suffered great privations just 
trying to survive. President Herbert Hoover and the big business 
Republican Party he represented not only did nothing for people 
like Tom Joad but also persecuted them. 

It was only when the Democrats, led by FDR, began to pass the 
social reform legislation of the New Deal that a new era of justice 
for working people began to unfold. Combined with the G.I. Bill, 
the foundation was laid for a solid middle class, where home 
ownership was expected and children went to college.  With the 
election of JFK, we entered an era where the rights of oppressed 
minorities—blacks, women, gays—began to be championed. 

But now the Robber Barons are back, trying to dismantle the 
New Deal and subsequent civil rights legislation like the Voting 
Rights Act while destroying the middle class. Make no mistake, 
Bob Dold is their creature and he does their bidding. We need to 
fight them, and Dold, with all our being. We should remember 
Tom Joad’s words, conveyed in Bruce Springsteen’s song, “The 
Ghost of Tom Joad,” and act on them:

Now Tom said, “Mom, wherever there’s a cop beatin’ a guy 

Wherever a hungry newborn baby cries 

Where there’s a fight ‘gainst the blood and hatred in the air 

Look for me, Mom, I’ll be 
there 

Wherever there’s somebody 
fightin’ for a place to stand 

Or a decent job or a helpin’ 
hand 

Wherever somebody’s 
strugglin’ to be free 

Look in their eyes, Ma, you’ll 
see me.”  ■
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By Steven Gan

When  I wrote about Donald Trump last month, I was feeling 
pretty confident that he would be nothing more than a flash-in-
the-pan Republican candidate whose meteoric rise in the polls 
would be met with an equally disastrous descent once people 
realized that only his perfectly coiffed bouffant was the source of 
his strength. 

Like the millions of people across the globe who watched the 
first Republican presidential primary debate, my reaction was 
that Trump was sending many viewers on an emotional roller 
coaster. From the very outset, when Trump as the lone wolf on 
stage would not commit to supporting the eventual Republican 
nominee, to his sparring with and even scolding Fox News’s 
Megyn Kelly for her question regarding his degrading language 

Big Lies
you say 34 percent is “in the ballpark” with 40 percent.  In the 
real world, 34 percent and 40 percent aren’t even in the same 
neighborhood.  

So the Tribune may have shown a glimmer of functioning as 
newspapers are meant to when it exposed this one lie of Rubio’s, 
but it did so in a tiny article buried on an inside page and, 
although it corrected the record, it failed to take the candidate 
to task for making up facts.  Indeed, the Tribune searched for a 
way to rationalize Rubio’s lie.  

And that’s the danger in a series of highly-rated televised 
Republican presidential debates.  How many viewers took 
Rubio’s claim at face value and were persuaded that Dodd 
Frank and the Consumer Protection Act—and, by extension, 
Democrats—have damaged small and midsize banks?  How 
many other made-up statistics did viewers accept as fact? If 
the Tribune, or any other media outlet, exposed the litany of 
made-up facts and revised history that pervaded the August 6 
Republican presidential debate, I didn’t read it.  

Without rigorous post-hoc debunking, televised debates 
can become the equivalent of campaign ads—platforms for 
disseminating Republican Right Wing dogma.  So go ahead 
and watch the rest of the Republican presidential debates, but 
keep your skepticism and a search engine close at hand.  And 
remember how pernicious big lies can be. ■

continued from page 2

Donald Trump - He’s No 
Laughing Matter Anymore about women, his my-way-or-the-highway style came roaring 

through. 

Subsequent to the debate, I thought Trump would be toast, 
especially since most women should have been offended by his 
use of revolting language portraying them in tasteless and vulgar 
terms. However, despite all of the continued rancor between 
Trump and Kelly, and regardless of the nasty and childish Twitter 
exchanges between Trump and some of the other Republican 
candidates, he’s still leading in the polls! Who they are polling and 
how remain a complete mystery to me, but since I rely on CNN 
and MSNBC for a rational perspective of all this Trump political 
drama, I accept the poll results they report at face value. 

I find myself continuing to shake my head, feeling like I’m in the 
twilight zone with the media’s insatiable coverage of Trump’s 
every word and move, reporting on even the slightest hair being 
out of place. Every time I turn on the news, there he is again 
saying outrageous things like, 

• We’re going to destroy China and Japan with new trade deals. 

• We’re going to get rid of Obamacare and replace it with great 
insurance plans. 

• We’re going to make Mexico pay $100,000 for every single 
person they send over our border. 

• I have never gone (personally) bankrupt. ...This country owes $19 
trillion dollars, and they need someone like me to straighten out 
this mess.

• We’re going to make this country really really really (only three 
really’s) great again.

etc. 

As I continue to listen to Trump, the funny thing is, I have 
cautiously started to change my opinion of him.  I no longer see 
him only as a loudmouth, arrogant, obnoxious, self-centered, 
narcissistic egomaniac (who’s secretly very insecure).  Now I see 
him more as a political nuclear bomb who might actually do some 
real damage to the Republican Party. Whenever any of the other 
Republican candidates tries to challenge Trump’s comments, he 
doesn’t let any of them get away with it; and he comes back with a 
powerful punch, no matter how hard it hurts them, and often well 
below the belt. There’s no doubt that they are afraid of him. 

I’m sure that every Republican candidate, except for possibly Ted 
Cruz (who in the words of Senator McCain is a “wacko bird”), is 
not only horribly jealous of all the attention that Trump has been 
garnering, but also is secretly intensely envious of the fact that in 
spite of every single outlandish and irrational comment for which 
they themselves would have been crucified, Trump continues to 
dominate them in the polls. According to CNN’s poll as of August 
12, Jeb Bush’s measly five percent is making him look like cold 
pizza, and that’s got to hurt. 

As Ohio Governor John Kasich has stated, Donald Trump has 
hit a nerve in which people are tired of the same old, same old 
politicians who do a lot of talking but very little doing. I’ll grant 
you that Trump’s rhetoric in some weird way is refreshing, but how 

continued on page 12
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TDU Kicks Off the School 
Year with Three Exciting 
Programs

McNary: We All Do Better
Attacking the middle class will not produce prosperity.

States with more union members have a higher standard of 
living.

If our country is supposed to be a democracy, and not a 
corporate state, its people must have freedom….freedom 
from hunger, want, and poverty.

One definition of democracy is shared prosperity.

Unions give working people a voice in the political process.

Business and corporations outspend labor in election 
campaigns ten to one.

You can read William McNary’s entire speech, which is posted 
on the Tenth Dems website, by following this link.  Doing so will 
remind you why we support progressive ideas.  But notice that he 
warns us not to become smug.  We will not attract supporters by 
being dismissive and antagonistic.  This battle for human rights 
is a battle for the hearts of America.  We can speak the truth, but 
the truth must come from our hearts.  We must convince people 
that we truly care about them, that our needs and concerns 
are the same.  And we must not be daunted by the seemingly 
insurmountable wall built by greed and self-interest.  We must 
keep doing what we’re doing, “but step it up a notch.”  We must 
learn the facts, educate our members and then our neighbors, 
identify those who support our ideals and get them out to vote, 
and support those who share our vision while fighting those who 
don’t.  He told us to “put a little extra in your ordinary and a little 
super in your natural.”  The crowd came to its feet and cheered 
and clapped and laughed.  We were re-charged.  A wonderful 
experience.

The After-Talk

Here is a man who has devoted his life to progressive action, 
starting as a lobbyist in Illinois and Washington, D.C.   Now, 
William McNary is the Legislative Chairman of the Responsible 
Budget Coalition, board member of the both the Center for Tax 
and Budget Accountability and the Voter Participation Center, 
which empowers underrepresented groups to participate in 
the democratic process.  William McNary became co-Director of 
Citizen Action/Illinois in 2000.  Citizen Action is the state’s largest 
public interest organization and a progressive political coalition 
committed to creating social change.  He has committed himself 
to traveling to places of worship, community gatherings—
wherever he is invited—to speak about progressive values and 
how we can improve the lives of our people.  Yet on this August 
evening, after most of the crowd had left the hall, he took the 
time to linger and talk with a small group of us about candidate 
leadership qualities.

McNary said it is a myth that only someone who moderates 
his/her message can win an election.  He pointed out that the 
candidates on the left and on the right will each have staunch 
supporters based on specific principles.  Each candidate must 
try to win the “swing” voters, those in the middle.  And there are 
six characteristics (plus one) that will swing those voters.  The 
candidate must be perceived to:

continued from page 1

Watch your email.  Tenth Dems University, your “political party 
school,” is following William McNary’s August 19 program on the 
Republican Agenda with two more free programs in September 
and October.  

On Wednesday, September 9, at 7:00 p.m., TDU presents a 
Conversation on Current Events with Chicago Sun-Times 
columnist Neil Steinberg at the Renaissance Chicago North 
Shore Hotel, 933 Skokie Boulevard, Northbrook.

Steinberg is a popular speaker and acclaimed author whose 
writing is both highly entertaining and deeply moving.

Then on Thursday, October 1, at 7:00 p.m., also at the 
Renaissance Chicago North Shore Hotel in Northbrook, TDU 
presents a panel on Women in Politics featuring Cook County 
Board President Toni Preckwinkle.  Preckwinkle will be joined by 
Josina Morita, candidate for Commissioner of the Metropolitan 
Water Reclamation District of Chicago.  A third panelist will be 
announced.

The panel will be moderated by author and lecturer Rebecca 
Sive,  Academic Director of the Women in Public Leadership 
Executive Education Program at the Harris School of Public 
Policy, University of Chicago.  She is the author of Every Day is 
Election Day: A Woman’s Guide to Winning Any Office, from the 
PTA to the White House.

Both of these programs are free of charge.  For more information 
or to RSVP, visit tenthdems.org/TDU, email events@tenthdems.
org, or call (847) 266-VOTE (8683).

continued on page 12, pictures on page 8

http://tenthdems.org/?p=36381
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You Can’t Squeeze Politics 
Out at Remap Time
By Michael Kasper

Redistricting – the process of redrawing 
Congressional and legislative districts 
after each census to ensure equal 
representation—is full of political 
consequences. Which citizens are 
grouped together in a district helps 
determine the political leanings of 
representatives elected from that 
area, which in turn helps determine 
the partisan balance of Congress and 
the state legislature. That is why the Supreme Court has called 
redistricting an “inherently” political process.

After the 1990 census, awareness of political demographics led to 
the creation of Illinois’ first majority Latino Congressional district. 
Continued attention to political data has sustained this district 
over the past two decades despite population shifts, changing 
demographics, and gentrification.

After the most recent census, Chicago lost about 200,000 in 
African-American population. Awareness that much of this 
population moved to the southern suburbs allowed the state 
to redraw legislative districts to follow this movement with no 
reduction in majority African-American districts. Political data 
permitted the creation of African-American and Latino “influence” 
districts in Springfield/Decatur and Aurora—the first deliberate 
minority voting empowerment in these areas. Awareness of these 
consequences produces political empowerment that ought to be 
celebrated, not condemned.

In recent years, there have been proposals suggesting that 
Illinois ought to turn a deliberately blind eye to these political 
consequences and, instead, implement a “non-political” system 
with districts drawn by a computer, like Iowa’s. Keep in mind that 
Iowa has sufficient minority population to support exactly zero 
minority districts: no African-American districts and no Latino 
districts. It’s easy to be colorblind when everyone is the same color. 
In a state as ethnically and culturally diverse as ours, a colorblind 
system could do nothing but hurt minority representation.

Others have proposed replacing the current system—in which 
districts are enacted by our elected representatives—with a system 
allowing appointed “experts” to draw the districts. That would 
remove the only real check that we have on our government—
the power of the ballot—by putting this function in the hands 
of people with no accountability to the voters. Be suspicious of 
anyone who says, “I’m going to empower you by taking away your 
power.”

Today, redistricting is in the hands of elected officials. If we don’t 
like their product, we can vote them out of office. The word for that 
is democracy. And, as Winston Churchill famously said, “Democracy 
is the worst form of government, except for all the others.” ■

Michael Kasper is a Chicago lawyer who practices in the area of 
voting rights and redistricting. This opinion piece was originally 
posted by the Chicago Sun-Times on April 5.

Blundering Bruce
By Eleonora di Liscia

For the sake of argument, let’s assume Gov. Bruce Rauner’s heart 
is in the right place.  I said “for the sake of argument.”  Let’s assume 
he does really want to solve Illinois’s budget crisis and fix our state.  

Unfortunately, his ineptitude is working against him.  Which is 
about what you would expect from someone who never served 
a day in public office before buying his way into the top state 
government job.

When politicians aren’t branding themselves as “experienced,” 
they go for the “outsider” label.  Many voters seem to find this 
appealing.  But why?  You wouldn’t want your lawyer to be a 
courtroom outsider.  Or your heart surgeon to be someone who 
disdains hospitals.  You would want someone who knew how to 
get the job done.  The job at hand.

Getting a bill passed has been compared with making sausage.  
You don’t want to watch how it’s made.  But even if you don’t want 
to look at an array of meat scraps being stuffed inside a pigskin, 
you want your sausage maker to make the very best chorizo 
possible.  You don’t want an ignoramus who’s going to pick the 
stuff covered in pink slime and deliver that to your plate.  

Now some people think running a corporation is great training 
for getting things done in the public sector.  The problem is 
corporations and government are completely different animals.  
There are different sets of rules.  In the corporate world, you can 
be a dictator.  In government, that only happens in Wisconsin.

Below is a list of some of Gov. Rauner’s misfires:

 1)  Insulting the Illinois State Supreme Court:  In April, Rauner told 
the Daily Herald: that he did not trust the state’s Supreme Court 
to be rational in its decisions: “We have a system where we elect 
our judges, and the trial lawyers who argue cases in front of those 
judges give campaign cash to those judges. It’s a corrupt system.”  

Where to begin? 

First, Rauner made those remarks as the court reviewed a 
2013 law cutting pension benefits for state workers.  The state 
constitution says that these benefits cannot be “diminished 
or impaired,” and the State Supremes think their ruling should 
adhere to the constitution.  In Rauner’s view, this makes the 
court “activist.”  And he wants a constitutional amendment to get 
around this language protecting worker’s benefits. This from the 
man who makes $145,000 an hour.  

Second, the remark makes no sense.  Are the “trial lawyers” who 
donate to judges somehow more corrupt than the pro-business 
donors? Are all lawyers anti-business?  If so, who’s representing all 
those corporations on the other side of litigation in court? Since 
these judges are elected statewide, do the voters not play any 
role? 

Third, why are you going out of your way to insult the court that 
is going to rule on the legality of your own proposals?  On second 
thought, go ahead and keep insulting them.

What Rauner’s remarks display besides profound ignorance is that 
only his constituencies—the pro-business advocates who got him 

continued on page 12
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TenTh Dems VolunTeers aTTenD naaCp eVenT

On Saturday afternoon, August 15, Tenth Dems Community 
Connection volunteers brought President Barack Obama (the 
cardboard version, alas) to Waukegan’s Bowen Park to support the 
Lake County NAACP Education Fund’s Block Party.  Pictured with 
cardboard Obama are Tenth Dems volunteers and NAACP of Lake 
County Education Fund leaders.  At the table with Tenth Dems 
Founding Chair Lauren Beth Gash is Lake County Commissioner 
Mary Ross Cunningham.
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The Truth about Planned 
Parenthood
By Mark Rosenberg, M.D.

Listening to news reports, one would think that the major 
service provided by Planned Parenthood is abortion.  In fact, 
abortions account for less than three percent of the services 
Planned Parenthood provides.  And no federal funds pay for those 
abortions.

Unfortunately, the distortions disseminated by certain anti-
abortion Republicans have clouded the issue and now threaten 
funding for essential services to women in the United States.  
Without those services, the rate of unwanted pregnancies would 
likely soar, resulting in higher healthcare spending.  And the 
effect would be worst for younger women and the poor.  The fact 
is that teen pregnancies have been declining over the past few 
years and are likely to decrease even further with new funding for 
contraception services as a result of provisions of the Affordable 
Care Act.  

So when Republicans complain about government funding 
for Planned Parenthood, it is useful to understand what that 
funding consists of and where it goes—that is, what services 
Planned Parenthood provides. The $500 million that Planned 
Parenthood receives from the federal government comes from 
two federal programs, Title X and Medicaid.  Title X, the source of 
approximately 
25 percent of 
the $500 million, 
is a federal 
family-planning 
program for low- 
income families.  
Medicaid, which 
accounts for the 
other 75 percent, 
is jointly funded 
by the federal 
government 
and the states. 
Medicaid 
also provides 

Would You Pay 17 Cents More 
for a Big Mac?
By Mark Rosenberg, M.D.

Would you pay 17 cents more for a Big Mac—$4.16 instead of 
$3.99, on average?  According to a Purdue University study, that 
is what the cost to hungry consumers would be if we raised the 
minimum wage in Illinois to $15 per hour for fast food restaurant 
workers.  Increasing wages to $22 per hour would result in a 25 
percent increase in prices, according to the Purdue researchers.

The Purdue University study also found that offering healthcare 
benefits to workers at fast food restaurants with fewer than 25 full-
time employees would have minimal effect on prices as a result of 
tax credits in the Affordable Care Act.  

While some might take issue with a couple of the premises of the 
Purdue study, including the relatively low impact of labor and the 
fact that many fast food restaurants hire part-time employees, if 
all restaurants were playing by the same rules, it would level the 
playing field among consumer options. It is also likely that after 
paying higher wages and providing health insurance, employers 
would benefit from reduction of the current 93 percent turnover 
rate in fast food restaurants.

The overriding issue that raising the minimum wage would 
address is income inequality and how our economy has 
changed over the past decade, in some part as a result of the 
Bush recession of 2008-09. Without a delineation of the wealth 
of Americans in upper-income brackets, another way to look at 
the issue is job growth and job loss in different sectors of the 
economy.  In the past five years, low-wage industries—including 
fast food restaurants and service sectors—have gained almost 
four million jobs after losing two million jobs during the recession, 

family-planning services to low-income women in the form of 
contraception.  In addition, Medicaid covers the gamut of basic 
health services for low-income women, including screening and 
treatment of sexually transmitted diseases, mammograms, and 
PAP tests (cervical cancer screening).  

According to the Government Accountability Office, 79 percent of 
women receiving these services from Planned Parenthood live at 
150 percent of the Federal Poverty Level or lower, which is about 
$18,500 or less for a single woman. 

Taking away Planned Parenthood’s federal funding would impact 
the availability of basic healthcare for low-income women, 
including contraceptive services, but it would not prevent 
abortions since federal law prohibits the use of either Title X or 
Medicaid monies to fund abortions. If anything, limiting access to 
contraception would increase the number of abortions, because 
the rate of teen pregnancies and other unwanted pregnancies 
would rise.  

So, like the Republican Congress’ serial votes to repeal the 
Affordable Care Act, the move to defund Planned Parenthood 
appears to be just one more assault on the ability of low-income 
families to obtain quality, affordable healthcare. ■

continued on page 12
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according to the National Employment Law Project.  In contrast, 
higher-wage industries have added 2.6 million jobs after losing 
3.6 million jobs during the recession.  Thus, many workers have 
essentially traded high-paying jobs for jobs in the service sector 
and with temp agencies.  There are many consequences to that 
shift, including the impact on health insurance, home ownership, 
and the ability to afford college costs, to name a few.  

These issues must be addressed during the next election 
campaign.  There already has been some discussion on the 
Democratic side.  However, in the first Republican primary debate, 
the terms “minimum wage” and “income inequality” did not come 
up.  

Have you decided which party you will be voting for? ■

 1.  Be a fighter who will be on the people’s side.

 2.  Be a person of integrity in public, and increasingly, private life.

 3.  Be committed.  “Stands for something and stands still.”

 4.  Be effective and strong.  Can go toe-to-toe with world leaders.

 5.  Have a vision for the state or nation or world.

 6.  Inspire the people.  If you help me, we can do this together.

 (+1. Be likable.)

Our little group of lingerers truly felt we had received a gift from 
this man of so much experience and wisdom.  Sometimes it pays 
to stay after class.  So, be sure to come to future TDU evenings, and 
don’t hurry off.  You never know what might happen and what you 
might learn. ■

the heck he thinks he’s going to make Mexico pay $100,000 for 
every person that he perceives they’re sending over is just mind-
boggling. And how is he going to simply snap his fingers and 
get rid of Obamacare? 

Hopefully all of Trump’s bluster, bravado, and tempestuous 
statements will eventually sink his ship—but not before the 
other Republican candidates, the Republican Party leadership, 
and the party as a whole reel from the disarray that the Trump 
campaign has brought upon them. ■

Minimum Wage
continued from page 11

elected—matter, and all those other constituencies should have 
no say.

2)  The Help:  Rauner froze “nonessential spending,” then hired 
a $100,000-a-year chief of staff for his wife.  Since he’s making 
$145,000 per hour, why doesn’t he just pay this salary out of his 
own pocket?  It’s less than an hour’s earnings to him.  

Furthermore, while attracting talent to government is a laudable 
goal, government can’t pay private sector salaries.  Rauner’s 
outside budget consultant cost $30,000 per month.  His two top 
picks at the Illinois State Board of Education together make more 
than $500,000—despite proposing numerous cuts to education 
and pensions.  His own staff got hefty raises over Quinn’s 
staff—about 25 percent overall.  In government, as opposed to 
the private sector, it’s not permissible to lavish goodies on the 
executive pool while spitting at the lower echelons.

3)  Illinois’ Film Tax Credit:  Rauner instructed the Department of 
Commerce to defer all new applications for the film tax credit.  
First, a 2008 law established the credit through 2021, and so 
Rauner may not have the power to undo it.  Second, suspending 
the credit makes Hollywood film producers insecure.  While 
producers’ insecurity may be good business for their shrinks, it’s 
bad business for Illinois.  Movies and TV shows that might have 
brought their industry dollars here are already looking elsewhere. 

McNary: We All Do Better

Even existing shows like Chicago Fire may have to move, since 
many shows apply for the credit on a yearly basis.  

The credit allows television and film producers who spend 
$100,000 in the state to get a 30 percent tax credit.  According to 
Crain’s Chicago Business, Illinois has given out $204 million in tax 
credits, but the industry has in turn spent about $2.8 billion.  Is 
Rauner’s effort to defer all new applications for this credit worth 
it?  You do the math.

4) Blowing Federal Dollars:  Some of Rauner’s proposed budget 
cuts might seem like good economics, if you ignore their 
heartlessness—except when they cost our state federal dollars. 
For example, Rauner proposed cutting the Department of 
Children and Family Services program that assists state wards 
who are too old for foster care but still need support for things like 
college.  Not helping this population get a leg up leads to social 
costs such as homelessness, delinquency, and unemployment. 
And the proposed cuts would cost Illinois millions in matching 
federal dollars.   

See, in business, when you throw people out of work, you 
don’t have to deal with what happens to them afterwards.  In 
government, when you yank away a safety net, the public pays.

As one perceptive commenter wrote on the Crain’s Chicago 
Business site:  “I get tough decisions need to be made, but he fails 
to look at the big picture every time he makes a cut.” ■

Rauner’s Blunders

continued from page 7

continued from page 9

Donald Trump
continued from page 6
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By Brian Dupuis

Elderly people are the fastest growing demographic group to be 
living in poverty or to have below-poverty-level incomes. 

Among elderly Social Security beneficiaries, 22 percent of 
married couples and 47 percent of unmarried persons rely on 
Social Security for 90 percent or more of their income.

There are proposals by some Congressional representatives to 
change the formula for Social Security benefits to favor low- and 
middle- income retirees by boosting minimum benefits amounts 
for those reaching the full retirement age (65-67 depending on 
your date of birth) to 125 percent of the poverty line.  Another 
less costly proposal would be to adopt minimum COLA (cost of 
living adjustment) increases that would raise monthly payments 
even in years in which inflation was supposedly flat or nearly so.

Surprisingly, however, little or no discussion seems to be taking 
place to help low-income or struggling-to-stay middle-class 
seniors by having the government tax their Social Security 
benefits less. These include:        

 1. Raising the income floor at which Social Security benefits 
begin to be taxed ($25,000 for single, $32,000 for joint filers in 
2014);

 2. Lowering the percentage of income that is eligible to be 
taxed for low and middle incomes (currently starts at 50 percent 
on income over the $32,000 family, $25,000 single 2014 floor 
and gradually increases to a maximum of 85 percent of eligible 
income above the floor but below the ceiling which for 2015 is 
$118,500);

3. Raising or eliminating the income ceiling on those with very 
high incomes (currently no Social Security tax is paid on 2015 
income above $118,500).       

All these proposals would benefit many seniors and middle-
class people and families.  We currently have a reverse doughnut 
hole. The taxes on Social Security are collected from people 
with incomes above $25,000 through incomes below $118,500.  
Lower-income people are exempt from tax on Social Security 
benefits as are higher-income people (who only pay on income 
above the $25,000 floor and below the $118,500 ceiling).  For the 
super-wealthy this is an immense amount of exempt income. 

Many view the double taxation of Social Security benefits 
that were earned and paid for through payroll and/or self-
employment taxes as grossly unfair.  This dates back to 1983, 
when Ronald Reagan’s Greenspan Commission first adopted the 
tax on Social Security benefits—one of numerous tax increases 
during the Reagan administration.

We do need to understand that since the taxes on Social 
Security benefits are used toward funding Social Security, in 
order for any tax reduction to be revenue-neutral there would 
need to be substitute funding as part of an overall solvency 
solution. Preferably that would come from those who receive 
benefits and have not shouldered the working-people taxation 
rate on Social Security (as a percentage of total income). Hedge 
fund managers, those with large capital gains, and people with 
incomes millions or billions of dollars above the 2015 $118,500 
ceiling on Social Security tax come to mind. The monthly benefit 
ceiling of $2,642 for 2014 might then be raised to reflect higher 
contribution levels by the very affluent.                                                                                                         

Many decry the current flow of wealth to the top one percent 
and the erosion of the American middle class.  Yet our 
representatives in Congress could take some almost obvious 
steps to counter this transfer of wealth.  Instead, they are 
allowing past legislation that is exacerbating the income divide 
to continue unabated.  Too many switches that would benefit 
the majority of us are flipped to benefit a small elite group.  

Maintaining a strong—and, better yet, growing—middle class is 
both morally and inherently the right choice for working people 
and for America.  Policies that reduce the size of the middle class 
by enlarging the number of people living in poverty or near-
poverty are wrong-headed, even if a few millionaires are created.  
We don’t need to design policies to reward millionaires or 
billionaires as job creators—they have already been rewarded.  
We need to design policies that reward the creation of more 
middle-class income jobs. Just channeling more money to the 
already wealthy—no strings attached—does not do that.    

Ensuring long-term solvency in our Social Security funding 
is an opportunity to actually move forward in restoring and 
strengthening an American middle class. The danger is that the 
process may be hijacked by those far removed from it. ■

Earlier versions of this article were published in the NALC Branch 
#825 newsletter, March/April 2015 edition, and the Fox Valley 
Labor News in July 2015.

Social Security at 80 Years 
Old: How to Ensure Solvency 
and Fairness
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