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ROBERT DOLD’S WAR ON WOMEN
The week before Mother’s Day, Rep. Robert Dold 
(R-IL) voted for H.R. 3, confirming his agreement 
with the Republican anti-choice agenda and 
showing his support for the GOP war on women. 
Happy Mother’s Day indeed, Mr. Dold.

“Robert Dold can try to appear moderate all he 
wants, but after today’s vote there’s no way 
Illinois will buy it,” said EMILY’s List President 
Stephanie Schriock. “Dold showed his true 
colors by standing with his Republican leaders 
and against the women of Illinois. Dold may have 
run on job creation, but he has done nothing to 
create jobs since getting to Washington. Instead, 
he’s done plenty to take away women’s freedoms 
and their opportunities to keep themselves and 
their families healthy.”

The Pro-Choice Community Opposed H.R. 3. This 
bill bans tax subsidies for private health insurance 

plans that include abortion as a covered service, 
prevents citizens from deducting abortion as a 
medical expense unless it was the result of rape, 
incest, or to save the life of the mother, and invites 
the potential for the Internal Revenue Service to 
investigate how women who had 

The Doldrums Continue
Bob Dold Repeatedly Votes to Dismantle Landmark 
Healthcare Reform Bill

✶ ✶Pg. 5: Wow! What A Great Event!: Our First Annual Poetry and Prose Slam
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by Steve Sheffey

There’s no question where 10th District Republican 
Congressman Robert Dold stands on healthcare reform. Since 
the start of his first term in January, he’s voted in lockstep 
with ultraconservative members of his party to dismantle 
last year’s Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act (ACA). 
Demonstrating his true priorities, he’s consistently voted for 
legislation that denies tens of million of uninsured Americans 
access to healthcare—all for the sake of protecting insurance 
and healthcare industry profits. 

After voting with his party on January 19 for H.R. 2—the bill 
proposing the outright repeal of the ACA—Dold has consistently 
supported his Republican leaders as they carried out their Plan B, 
which aims to repeal the ACA by dismantling its cornerstones brick 
by brick. So far, Dold has supported this effort every step of the 
way, voting for the passage of all of the following measures aimed 
at defunding the major provisions of healthcare reform. 

H.R. 1214: Dold voted on May 4 for this bill which proposed to 
block $200 million in mandatory funding for the construction 
of school-based health centers (SBHCs). These centers have 

proven highly effective and cost-efficient in improving academic 
performance and reducing absenteeism by providing medical 
care (including mental health and social services) in public 
schools. SBHCs currently serve nearly two million children and 
adolescents (many of whom have no other access to healthcare) 
across the country. Numerous studies have shown that SBHCs 
increase academic performance, as students do better when 
they come to school healthy. SBHCs are also linked with lower 
emergency room usage, hospitalizations, and Medicaid costs. 
The bill passed the House but is unlikely to make it through the 
Senate.

H.R. 1213—Dold also voted YES on this House bill which proposed 
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Doldrums continued from page 1

to repeal funding for another cornerstone of healthcare reform—
state health benefit exchanges (SHBE). Section 1311 of the ACA 
requires all states to establish a SHBE. These exchanges allow 
individuals and small businesses to compare the costs of various 
health plans and health coverage benefits. By making the health 
insurance market more transparent and competitive, SHBEs 
increase competition, lower costs, and improve quality of service. 
This bill also passed the House on May 3 but is expected to fail in 
the Democratic-controlled Senate. 

H.R. 1217: Dold joined his Republican colleagues on April 13 in 
passing this measure, which proposed to repeal the prevention 
and public health fund. The fund was created by the ACA to 
provide approximately $15 billion over 10 years to assist state 
and community efforts to prevent illness and promote health, 

enabling all Americans to lead healthier, longer, and more 
productive lives. 

Dold’s support for each of these measures aimed at dismantling last 
year’s landmark healthcare reform comes as little surprise to most 
of us who have known since his arrival on the campaign trail that 
despite some false claims to being a moderate, Dold is, in truth, a tea 
party politician committed to serving the corporate interests that fund 
his party and his campaign—regardless of the cost to the American 
public. We never expected more from him. 

We’re hopeful that now that he has demonstrated his true 
priorities and questionable moral compass, 10th District voters will 
recognize the need to replace Bob Dold in the next election with a 
Democratic representative who is truly committed to protecting—
rather than dismantling, the foundations of American democracy 
and the New Deal. TD

War on Women continued from page 1

abortions became pregnant and how they paid for their abortions.

Leaders of the pro-choice community opposed the 
bill that Dold supported:

Stephanie Schriock of EMILY’s List stated, 
“Republican leaders once again showed American 
women they care more about taking away their 
access to healthcare than they do about creating 
jobs. The economic recovery they campaigned on 
was just the first half of a bait and switch. Turns 
out, the number one GOP priority is an obsession 
with taking away women’s freedoms and their 
opportunities to keep themselves and their families 
healthy.”

Nancy Keenan, president of NARAL Pro-Choice 
America, said, “Despite facing intense public 
backlash for bringing the government to the brink 
of shutdown over defunding Planned Parenthood, 
Speaker Boehner and his allies have resumed their 
War on Women with the passage of H.R.3. This bill 
is so extreme that it manipulates the tax code to 
advance anti-choice policies and could spur the 
IRS to audit rape and incest survivors who choose 
abortion care.”

Nancy Northup, president of the Center for Reproductive Rights, 
agreed, stating, “True to form, the House majority has cast a wide 
net in its attack on women’s health and rights–this time, trying to use 
the tax code to eradicate all insurance coverage for abortion. This 
move is the height of hypocrisy, because politicians who regularly 
rail against big government today voted to raise taxes on millions of 
families and small businesses– merely to stop them from purchasing 
insurance plans that cover abortion.”

Dold Is Not Pro-Choice. Under Dold’s unique definition of “pro-
choice,” anything except a complete abortion ban is okay. Maybe 
that definition works for him, but that’s not how the mainstream pro-
choice community sees it. The right to choose is meaningless without 
the means to choose. By making abortions prohibitively expensive 
and treating them differently than other medical procedures a 

woman can choose, Dold is saying that you can choose an abortion 
if you can afford it, but if you’re poor, you’re out of luck. Moreover, 
as NOW points out, these types of restrictions are “unjustly harmful 

to the health of poor and low-income women 
by burdening access to otherwise safe and 
legal medical procedures. Furthermore, women 
who cannot pay for abortion services may be 
forced to choose a self-induced or illegal, life-
threatening abortion.” No wonder that Planned 
Parenthood, NARAL Pro-Choice America, 
and JACPAC all agreed prior to the November 
election that Dold was not pro-choice. With his 
vote in favor of H.R. 3, Dold proved them right.

Party Labels Matter. Many of us pat ourselves on 
the back for our “independence.” We like to think 
we are above party politics. I am not advocating 
voting blindly based on party affiliation or any 
issue, but since we all recognize that there 
is a partisan divide in this country, how can 
we ignore which side of the partisan divide a 
candidate is on? 

EVERY Republican voted in favor of H.R. 3. If 
there was a Democratic majority in the House, 
this bill probably would not have even come to 
the floor for a vote, and if it had, it would not 

have passed. If you know nothing about a candidate except his or 
her party affiliation, you can correctly predict how he or she will vote 
about 90 percent of the time, sometimes more. 

Another example: Dold says he’s against defunding Planned 
Parenthood, but he voted for the Republican budget that defunded 
Planned Parenthood. He had no choice, in his mind, because he 
liked some of the other cuts, and the bill was a package deal (as they 
so frequently are). But with a Democratic majority, the defunding 
provision wouldn’t have been there in the first place. Even if a 
Republican says he would vote against a particular part of the 
Republican agenda, the fact that he is a Republican advances that 
very agenda.

Both parties are reliably pro-Israel, so we should rebuke anyone who 
uses Israel as a partisan football to win an election. But on the 

continued on page 3
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War on Women continued from page 2

other major issues we care about, including reproductive choice, tax 
fairness, healthcare, gun control, and providing a safety net for the 
poor, there is a vast partisan divide, which is why so many of us tend 
to vote Democratic.

I know many of us don’t like to hear that we should consider party 
affiliation when we vote. It feels like we are being robbed of our 
free will and conjures up images of the old Daley machine. I’m not 
suggesting that we vote solely based on party, but I am suggesting 
that among the three or four key issues we consider when making 
our choices, party affiliation—and its consequences—should be 
one of them. Saying you vote the person, not the party, is like saying 
you vote the person, not the person’s stand on Israel, or choice, or 
whatever your key issues are. The party a candidate chooses to 
affiliate with is a key issue, and if we ignore it… well, if we ignore it, 
we wind up with someone like Dold.

The Rest of Dold’s Record. Dold is good on Israel, which means he’s 
in step on that issue with our district and with the vast majority of 
members of Congress in both parties. If Dold draws a Democratic 
opponent who is also good on Israel, then that means the difference 
will be the other issues we value.

In the short time that Dold has been in Congress, he has managed 
to vote against net neutrality, against sensible gun control, against 
environmental protections (at least 17 times), and against healthcare 
reform (at least six times).

But he still managed to find time to become one of only 38 (as of this 
writing) co-sponsors of H.R. 497, the Ronald Reagan Commemorative 
Coin Act of 2011, which would require the Secretary of the Treasury 
to mint coins in commemoration of Ronald Reagan, whose misguided 
policies and rhetoric set in motion the culture of greed and anti-
intellectualism that still plagues our nation. Just what our district needs.

Of course, if all you know about Dold is that he’s a Republican, you 
could have correctly predicted these votes (the Reagan coin has not 
come up for a vote, but all the co-sponsors are Republicans).

Let’s elect a Democrat in 2012. TD

Republicans relentlessly attack Social Security, Medicare, 
Medicaid, and spending for nearly all purposes other than defense. 
It seems they will do and say anything, factual or otherwise, to 
kill these programs. Death through legislation has not worked, 
though, so a while back they switched their strategy, starting with 
Ronald Reagan.

He could not have been more clear when he declared, 
“Government isn’t the solution to our problem; government is the 
problem.” His message was that getting rid of as much government 
as possible was the goal. But instead of moving to kill social 
programs through legislation, he and his Republican pals deviously 
began to spend as much money as possible.

Reagan took World War II battleships out of mothballs and did the 
same with other obsolete weaponry, all at fantastic cost. His run 
up in debt over the eight years of his presidency was staggering. In 
four of his eight years, he set new debt records—that means record 
increases to the national debt—that eclipsed all former debt figures in 

Brilliant—and 
Monstrously Harmful
by Jack Altschuler

We Get By…
Tenth Dems is a grassroots organization, and like all groups of this kind we depend on our friends. The money we acquire 
through fundraising events and membership drives is used for our principal mission, which is to elect Democrats to office at all 
levels of government. We don’t have much left to buy office supplies and furnishings. That’s why when we find we are low on 
things, we turn to our members and ask for help. The items listed below are necessities and we would appreciate any or all of 
them. Please take a look and see if you can contribute something to Tenth Dems.

• Lined pads of paper

• Blue gel pens

• Staplers

• Manila folders

• Colored folders, especially blue

• Legal-size accordion folders

• Plastic boxes that hold legal- or letter-size hanging files

continued on page 10

• Printer paper

• Printer ink – Dell 1600n

      HP Laser Jet 4000N

      HP Deskjet 940c

• Toilet paper

• Paper towels

• Dry erase markers
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In Isaac Bashevis Singer’s short story, “The Slaughterer,” 
a religious Jew is persuaded to become the town’s ritual 
slaughterer. However, the man is so sensitive that he is plagued 
by thoughts of how his animal victims suffer. So overwhelming is 
his sense of guilt, that he is driven to his death.

Like many readers of this newsletter, I am a bleeding-heart liberal. 
Through email, snail mail, and telephone calls, innumerable 
organizations solicit me for something—usually money. Like 
many other people, I donate to several organizations, based on 
which ones best reflect my values. Unfortunately, so many of 
them do and, even more unfortunately, in our current economy 
their need is growing. At some point, the email requests become 
overwhelming, but unlike Singer’s character, I start hitting the 
delete key.

However, in April I received an amazing request from an unlikely 
source.

MoveOn.org is famous for its grass roots organizing for 
Democratic campaigns and liberal causes. Frequently, these 
are political demonstrations, such as the one held on April 18, 
“Tax Day,” to protest the “dirty dozen” corporations that pay 
no corporate taxes. Invariably, the organization’s work is both 
political and secular in nature.

Yet, in April it urged its members to take part in “…a rolling fast 
to protest the immoral budget cuts Republicans are pushing in 
Washington.” As a result of this request, MoveOn.org claimed 
that over 30,000 Americans participated in a one-day fast, 
including twenty-eight members of Congress. Mentioning this 
protest to a friend over lunch, I learned that she was one of those 
who had fasted and that she was deeply moved by this spiritual 
form of protest. It affected her in a way no other request from 
MoveOn.org had.

As Democrats, we generally advocate a strict line between 
politics and religion, unlike some conservative Republicans who 
use religion for selfish political ends. However, as I’ve mentioned 
in an earlier column, religion has played a crucial role in both 
America’s Civil Rights and anti-war movements. And while one 
doesn’t need to be religious to fast, fasting is usually placed 
within a religious context.

In The Sacred Art of Fasting, Thomas Ryan, a Catholic priest, 
traces the role of fasting in the world’s major religions. Fasting 
can be an intensely personal experience, linking oneself closer 
to God. In Judaism it is an expression of sorrow and penitence. 
During Yom Kippur, a Jew fasts to substitute his own fat and blood 
for that of ancient animal sacrifices in the Temple. In Christianity, 
St. Paul believed that fasting should be voluntary and that such 
action emulates the sacrifice of Jesus. It demonstrates that God 
is more important than food. In Islam, it brings “…inner reflection, 
Allah-consciousness, and self-control.” For Hinduism, fasting 
keeps God close, and for Buddhism it helps subdue the coarse 
desires that prevent us from focusing on true happiness.

But Ryan emphasizes the communitarian aspect of fasting as 
being at least of equal importance. Isaiah 58.6-7: “…this is the fast 

I desire: To unlock fetters of wickedness/ And untie the cords of 
the yoke/ To let the oppressed go free/ To break off every yoke/ It 
is to share your bread with the hungry/ And to take the wretched 
into your home….” In Christian theology, Ryan states that fasting 
was both turning to God and a “…corresponding openness to 
loving and serving our neighbor.” Perhaps this communitarian 
nature of fasting is best seen in Islam. During the month of 
Ramadan, Muslims are required to fast from sunrise to sunset. 
Ryan contends that this sense of spirituality is communal, rather 
than individual, which heightens a sense of compassion for one’s 
less fortunate neighbors.

Probably the person most famous for his use of fasting was 
Mohandas Gandhi. Interestingly, as Bhikhu Parekh, one of 
Gandhi’s biographers, points out, for Gandhi the purposes of 
fasting were “…to purify oneself and energize the consciences 
of those addressed by it.” His choice of fasting as a tactic was 
influenced by both Hinduism and Christianity. In fasting, Gandhi 
hoped to atone for the misdeeds (usually the use of violence) 
of his followers, stir their consciences, and bring quarreling 
parties together to resolve their disputes peacefully. Indeed, his 
fasts often helped to end political and labor disputes as well as 
sectarian violence.

Gandhi’s actions are not as remote as they seem. In the face 
of national crises, both presidents John Adams and Abraham 
Lincoln called for a national day of prayer and fasting. An official 
National Day of Prayer was passed by Congress and signed by 
President Truman in 1952. In 1988, Congress set the annual date 
as the first Thursday in May. Currently challenged in court, this 
Day of Prayer is being supported by the Obama administration. 
That a Democratic president is supportive of this concept could 
be considered a cynical attempt to curry favor with religious 
conservatives. However, it could also be viewed as recognition of 
the power of religion as a moral force.

A few weeks ago, I received a visit from my friend Larry. He 
still lives near where he grew up, in a small town in Michigan 
not far from the Indiana border. The area remains conservative 
Republican territory. When I asked how he came to be such a 

To Unlock Fetters of Wickedness by Ron Levitsky

continued on page 10
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Wow! If ever there was an event that moved the 
audience to tears with pride and a feeling of community 
involvement, it was the Poetry and Prose Slam on May 
12 in Waukegan at Tenth Dems Community Connection 
Center. The theme of the work presented was 
“Connections.” I felt great pride in just being a small 
part of this event. Endless kudos go to Elizabeth Bloom 
Albert, Laura Tomsky, Samantha Thomas and, of course, 
Lauren Beth Gash, who first and foremost was the force 
behind the Community Connection in Waukegan. Their 
incredibly hard work with the schools in North Chicago 
and Waukegan was impressive as they brought students 
from the area high schools into the fold. I don’t think we 
can adequately appreciate the devotion and time and 
effort that went into giving these teenagers a feeling of 
self-worth. You could see the pride in their faces and in 
those of their families. 

These brilliant young students expressed their feelings 
about the difficulties of their lives and how they cope 
with suffering and pain through the creation of poetry 
and prose. They are all college material. Will they get 
the opportunity to go in that direction? It’s going to 
be a long road, but they can do it. They should. Their 
work moved many to tears. Some of us take our lives 
for granted, yet we’re so lucky. The two communities, 
Waukegan and North Chicago, are suffering 
disproportionately in this economy, and they navigate it so well. 
We, as a community, need to help them. It’s such a rewarding 
feeling to be there for them. I was a special education teacher. I 
know the great feeling of pride when students succeed. We need 
to be their support system, and we have the talent to guide and 
motivate them not to give up.

Our judges were local poets, Judith MK Tepfer and Jacqueline 
Harris. Harris’ upcoming book, Random Acts of Verse, will be 
available on amazon.com this summer. She read a powerful 
performance poem, which highlighted the disparity between the 
excessive attention given to Michael Jackson’s death and the 
absence in the media of a story about a missing child. Tepfer, 
the editor-in-chief of the local journal of art and literature, East 
on Central, read her own poems on the subject of “Connections” 
and offered her services to students who would like assistance 
with their writing. And special thanks to Elizabeth Bloom Albert’s 
mother, Augusta G. Bloom, who shared an adorable, clever, and 
funny poem. She gave us a good laugh.

Crystal Hurtado, who wrote a poem entitled “Love Those; 
Love With,” won the first prize for poetry, and Chanel Lewis 
wrote “Gwendolyn,” which took first place for prose. The other 
awardees were: Rachel Joyce Rodriguez of St. Martin de Porres 
High School, 2nd place in poetry, for “Struggles;” Alberto Ulloa 
of Waukegan High School, 3rd place for “Blind;” Kiara Kilpatrick 

of North Chicago Community High School, hoorable mention 
in poetry for “Courage;” Neschelle Sagun of Waukegan High 
School, honorable mention in poetry for “Different Views;”  Ulises 
Acosta of St. Martin de Porres High School, 2nd place in prose 
for “The Junkie;” Rachel Joyce Rodriguez of St. Martin de Porres 
High School, 3rd place in prose for “What’s Expected;” Lamonte 
Brown of North Chicago Community High School, honorable 
mention in prose for “Carnations and Dandelions;” and Jamie 
Turcios of Waukegan High School, honorable mention in prose 
for “Unstoppable.” Actually, all the students are winners, having 
submitted excellent work, which must have made it a very difficult 
decision for the two judges.

We’d like to extend a special thank you to the Baskin-Robbins 
in Waukegan for providing the participants with gift certificates 
for free ice cream as well as to Community Connection Center 
volunteer Phil Carrigan for all the work that he put into this event.

Finally, our slam emcee was Bill Wynn, a local jazz composer, 
performer, and poet, who made the kids feel very comfortable, 
laughed at his own mispronunciations of their names, and just 
seemed to have a strong sense of self. In fact, he sang his poem 
at the end of the evening, and it was simply beautiful.

So it was a great night—one to remember—and next year will be 
even better. Thanks to all who did such a phenomenal job. TD

Wow! What A Great Event!: 
Our First Annual 
Poetry and Prose Slam

by Sharon Sanders
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Scene: A courtroom.

A woman enters escorted by a bailiff and a reporter carrying a steno 
pad.

Bailiff: “Oyez, oyez. All rise. This is the Department of Material Culture. 
The Court of Public Opinion is now in session. The Honorable Judge 
Gilbert Goodgreed presiding.”

The judge enters and takes his seat. He is wearing an expensive 
red-and-black leather Bulls jacket and a Chicago Blackhawks cap on 
top of his white judicial wig. Pounding his gavel, he states: “The Court 
of Public Opinion is now in session. We have assembled here today 
to consider a matter of the utmost gravity–namely, whether we, as a 
society, hate the poor.

Bailiff, you may proceed.

Nearly 20 years ago, I wrote an article for a Jesuit university alumni 
magazine titled “Do We Hate the Poor?” It began with the opening 
scene you just read. The bailiff led the woman—shall we call her Viola 
Collins?—to the witness stand and administered the oath. Then the 
judge read the charges against her. 

Judge: “You were brought here today before the Court of Public 
Opinion to face the following charges, Ms. Collins, charges–I might 
add–that are quite serious indeed.

“You are accused of carelessness in matters of conception; of endan-
gering the life of an unborn child; of bad planning in personal affairs; 
of undue persistence in seeking government support; and, finally, Ms. 
Collins, you are accused of being poor. How do you plead?” 

[Today, the judge might have added the following to the list of charges: 
accused of being underwater on your balloon mortgage and going into 
foreclosure; accused of losing your job; accused of spending all your sav-
ings and going without healthcare insurance; accused of suffering from 
high blood pressure and depression; accused of losing hope and faith.]

Do we hate the poor? It certainly seems that 
way. Actually, I think public opinion swings back 
and forth. At times the view that people are poor 
because they are lazy and irresponsible, that they 
just aren’t willing to work hard and pull themselves 
up by their bootstraps, is ascendant. Yet, many 
recognize that there but for the grace of God go I, 
that people can be caught by huge economic and 
political forces beyond their control, that we don’t all 
assemble at the starting line with equal gifts, skills, 
and talents.

For my article of years ago, I interviewed theology 
professor Paul Knitter, who said, “When we can 
look upon the poor as responsible for their own lot, 
then we are justified in maintaining the status quo, 
which is our own control and power. It’s really an 
excuse to protect and defend our own economic 
class and privilegesprivileges.  “Excuse the theo-
logical jargon,” Knitter said, “but we should have a 
‘preferential option’ for the poor. They are to receive 
our first attention. And I think this is part of what it 
means to be a Christian and part of what it means to 
be a human being.”*

I chose this topic because it certainly seems today that the pendulum 
has swung toward greed instead of grace, that instead of defining 
ourselves as a society by our generosity, we define ourselves by our 
utter self-absorption and lack of care for those less fortunate, for 
those of different race or religion, and for the very planet we inhabit. I 
hope I see the swing back to generosity in my lifetime. TD

*Xavier University Magazine, Winter 1993

Do We Hate the Poor? by Debra Shore



7

Despite unwavering Republican opposition, Barack Obama has 
accomplished quite a lot of change in his first term, much more 
than many Democrats realize. This series is designed to highlight 
the good news about the Obama administration, news too often 
drowned out by the “glass half empty” approach of even some 
progressive media. 

Sure, not everything on this list has been perfectly implemented. 
Did you think you’d elected a magician? Even the best intentions 
can get stymied by existing rules (after all, we’re Democrats; we 
don’t ignore them), bureaucracy, and a Republican mission to de-
stroy one’s presidency. Nonetheless, the Obama administration has 
made substantial progress. 

Here are a few highlights:

LIMITING THE LOBBYISTS! No, they haven’t all lost their jobs, but 
President Obama has taken big steps towards reining them in. 
Upon taking office, he required all presidential appointees to sign 
an ethics pledge, banning them from accepting lobbyist gifts. In 
addition, an appointee cannot participate in governmental matters 
that concern a former employee for two years. Nor can an appoin-
tee leave governmental office to take a job that lobbies his former 
agency for the duration of Obama’s administration. 

In late 2009, Obama further enraged lobbyists with an initiative to 
boot them off federal advisory panels. The panels advise agencies 
on government policies, such as the environment and consumer 
protection. While Obama is not able to directly ban lobbyists 
overseen by federal agencies, most cabinet secretaries refused to 
renew or appoint lobbyists to these panels.

Obama further limited lobbyists’ influence on spending Recov-
ery Act dollars. He expanded the 
restrictions on oral communica-
tions to unregistered lobbyists, 
such as CEOs who call an agency 
to bend an ear after an applica-
tion for funding has been made. 
This communication must now be 
immediately disclosed. 

LETTING IN THE LIGHT! Obama 
aired out the musty vaults of the 
secretive Bush administration. 
The Open Government Directive 
ordered all departments to imple-
ment a transparent, participatory, 
and collaborative government. 
In addition, Obama overturned 
Bush’s limits on access to federal 
documents and ordered agen-
cies to comply with the Freedom 
of Information Act.

Obama made a wealth of govern-
ment information available online, 
including White House websites 

that track air quality, unsafe product recalls, wait times at airport 
security lines, economic stimulus spending, and workplace injuries. 
The e-Rulemaking Initiative allows the public to comment online 
regarding proposed federal rules.

ENDING SWEETHEART CONTRACTOR DEALS! Obama curbed 
wasteful spending by limiting the use of no-bid and cost-reim-
bursement contracts. He also directed the Office of Management 
and Budget to work with agencies to identify wasteful contracts, 
which could then be changed or cancelled. In 2010, Obama in-
stituted the “Do Not Pay List” to weed out contractors who have 
committed fraud or abuse before issuing checks and to bar them 
from future government business. TD

Sources: 
1) www.whitehouse.gov
2) http://www.whitehouse.gov/open/highlights
3)  http://www.whitehouse.gov/goodgovernment/actions/reforming- 

government-contracting
4) http://www.whitehouse.gov/blog/2009/07/27/closing-lobbyist-loopholes
5)  http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2009/11/26/

AR2009112602362.html: “Lobbyists pushed off advisory panels.” (11/27/09)
6)  http://content.usatoday.com/communities/theoval/post/2010/06/obama-

administration-to-create-do-not-pay-list-to-bar-shady-contractors/1

Yes, We Did! 
The Obama Record on Ethics and Open Government

by Eleonora di Liscia
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The crown jewel of downtown Waukegan, the Genesee Theatre, 
escaped the fate of many another movie palace thanks to city 
support and a dedicated cadre of volunteers. Now the theatre 
regularly hosts events, such as weddings or bar mitzvahs, as well 
as performances such as Da-
vid Sedaris and Second City.

The Spanish Renaissance-
style, 1,799-seat theatre 
debuted Christmas Day, 1927 
with the silent film, Valley 
of the Giants. The theatre 
was the brainchild of three 
Waukegan businessmen who 
wanted to create a com-
munity center, according to 
Rena Morrow, Special Events 
Manager at the Genesee. At 
the time, Waukegan boasted 
three other movie palaces, 
but the Genesee, the lone 
survivor, was the grandest. 
The Academy, originally across the street from the Genesee, 
burned down, while the other two buildings were converted to 
different uses.

Besides the theatre, the Genesee boasted apartments and retail 
space. Silent films and vaudeville acts were quickly followed 
by talking pictures. Truly a community center, the theatre also 
featured fashion shows, beauty pageants, cooking demonstra-
tions, magic shows, and barn dances. The 1940s Genesee also 
contributed to the war effort by collecting scrap iron and selling 
bonds. In the 1950s, the theatre was completely renovated with 
new seats, a marquee, and a sound system. 

But in the 1980s, as multiplexes gained in popularity, the movie 
palaces declined. 

“It was harder to bring people downtown to see a movie,” said 
Morrow. “Waukegan started to decline. Industry and department 
stores moved away. They tried to keep the theatre going with 
plays and Broadway shows, but they just couldn’t keep it open.”

In 1989, the Genesee closed its doors, lying fallow for the next ten 
years. Then in 1999, as part of a downtown renovation project, 
the City of Waukegan purchased the theatre with plans to return 
the Genesee to its original 1927 glory, according to Morrow.

Enter the Friends of the Historic Genesee Theatre. According to 
Barbara Dunakin, Front of House Manager for the Genesee, Jim 
Neal, a Gurnee teacher who had encouraged drama performances 
at the Genesee in the 1970s and 1980s, “kind of pushed things, got 
some like-minded individuals, and they put together a committee 
that worked...to develop interest in restoring the theatre.” 

The Friends had approximately 400 volunteers with a dedicated 
core of 100. Volunteers came from all walks of life including retir-
ees, engineers, artists, and high school students. They manned 
the many committees for history, restoring the organ, the news-
letter, cleaning the theatre, and doing office work. 

“Volunteers did a little bit of everything, wherever they were need-
ed,” said Carol Anderson, a retired school teacher and volunteer. 
“I remember being called, and there were 300 doors that had to be 
moved from one side of the basement to the other. So one morning, 

the volunteers came down and 
were given a pair of gloves and 
told, ‘They go over there.’”

“The first real project by the 
volunteers was removal of 
the old seats,” said Dunakin. 
“And they showed up with 
their tools and tossed the 
seats out the backdoor into 
the dumpster.”

Volunteers conducted theatre 
tours to generate interest and 
solicit donations. 

“Everybody wore a hard hat,” 
said Anderson. “We wanted 
to make people aware that the 

Genesee was coming back to life, and it was a community effort 
and still needs to be.”

The volunteers also drummed up interest by marching in parades 
as the Lawnchair Brigade. Marchers would create formations, 
such as mimicking a theatre aisle, according to Anderson.

Apart from the volunteers, theatre restoration guru, Ray Shepard-
son, oversaw the refurbishing. Using old photos and paint chips, 
the theatre was painstakingly restored to its original look. Many 
chandeliers, sconces, and other lighting fixtures came from other 
theatres of the same era. For example, the chandelier in the grand 
lobby came from Seattle’s Orpheum Theatre, which also opened 
in 1927. The Genesee purchased the chandelier for less than a 
third its $350,000 value from a man who was storing it in his base-
ment. The plaster moldings, dome, some light fixtures, and the 
ceiling are from the original Genesee, according to Morrow. The 
marquee is a reproduction of the 1927 version.

The pipe organ on the second floor became damaged while the 
building was empty. Morrow said that  the Genesee is unable to 
repair the organ at this time due to cost.

Thanks to this community undertaking, the Genesee reopened its 
doors December 3, 2004, to two immediately sold out Bill Cosby 
shows. The theatre now hosts a variety of live events and still 
shows movies.

Anyone who wants to support the theatre can join the Friends or 
make a donation. (See http://www.geneseetheatre.com/ 
index.php?file=c-friendsofgenesee .) The Genesee also offers 
packages for parties and other private events, such as weddings 
and birthday parties. 

“The best thing people can do to support the theatre is to come 
and use it,” said Anderson. TD

Genesee Theatre by Eleonora di Liscia



Call to Arms
On April 12, 2011, the United States commemorated the 150th an-
niversary of the Confederate attack on Fort Sumter, signaling the 
beginning of what was to become the American Civil War. The 
war lasted four years and took the lives of over 600,000 people. 
In 150 years, our country has wrestled with incredible challenges 
and undergone fundamental changes. Among the events that 
have shaped our nation are: World Wars I and II, Viet Nam, the 
struggle for civil and women’s rights, Watergate, the tragedy of 
September 11, and the election of Barack Obama to the presi-
dency. The journey has not been an easy one but it has been 
transformative. Sadly, however, for all the progress made, we 
continue to resurrect and fight over some of the very same issues 
that divided us so deeply as a nation that we yet again threaten to 
unravel the very fabric that holds us together. 

Much like the years leading up to the Civil War, fundamentalist 
religious zealotry and intolerance are on the rise. Political 
debate has ceased to be rooted in public policy and governance. 
Instead, Evangelical Christianity has increasingly sought to force 
the nation into a more and more radically conservative social 
agenda. The right-to-life crowd demands a total ban on abortion 
services even in cases of rape and incest and when the health 
and welfare of the mother are endangered. They proudly shout 
at the top of their lungs about the sanctity of all human life, yet 
choose to remain strangely silent when a doctor, who happened 
to provide abortion services, is gunned down in his church by 
a pro-life extremist while attending Sunday worship. It would 
appear that, perhaps, some human lives are more valuable 
than others.

Those who adhere to the extreme doctrine of Christian Domain be-
lieve that, as stated by Chris Hedges in American Fascists, “Christian 
values form the basis of our educational system, and the media and 
the government proclaim the good news. Labor unions, civil rights 
and public schools will be abolished.” The fight to disenfranchise 
unions, as we have seen in the states of Wisconsin, Indiana, and 
Ohio, is already in full swing. Collective bargaining, a right that was 
hard fought and gained by Wisconsin union workers over 50 years 
ago, is history. In the United States, as envisioned by Evangelical 
Christian Conservatives, government funding of Pell Grants and 
Head Start programs is expendable. Medicare, as well as other 
entitlement programs, should be privatized or eliminated. Unemploy-
ment insurance encourages the jobless to remain unemployed and 
the minimum wage puts undue strain on businesses. Safety nets for 
the marginalized, elderly, poor, or just unlucky are luxuries that our 
country cannot afford and in which the federal government should 
not indulge. The conservatives believe that when it comes to the 
federal government, it must be kept small and of very limited scope. 
It must be large enough to fulfill its duty to provide for national secu-
rity and defense while remaining small enough to fit snuggly inside a 
woman’s womb. All other obligations must revert back to the states.

Another parallel that can be drawn between the America of the 
1860s and today is the Far Right’s obsession with the concept of 
governmental “overreach.” When the federal government “over-
reaches,” as in the case of President Obama’s healthcare legisla-
tion, the states, feeling their sovereignty has been usurped, deem 

it both necessary and obligatory to threaten secession. The via-
bility of the secession argument hinges on two primary concepts. 
The first is to contest the legitimacy of the federal government 
and/or the president himself.  The other is to portray the president 
as a dictator as was done to President Lincoln, which ignores 
the tenets of the Constitution and co-opts the powers granted to 
the states, Congress, and the courts, incorporating them into the 
executive to use as he sees fit. When put in this context, seces-
sion is presented as an act of great patriotism. South Carolina 
planter and State Senator John Townsend, a staunch proponent 
of slavery and states’ rights, stated, “Our enemies are about to 
take possession of the Government, that they intend to rule us ac-
cording to the caprices of their fanatical theories and according 
to the declared purposes of abolishing slavery.” Similar opinions 
were echoed across the South in newspaper editorials, political 
speeches, and declarations. 

 The idea that we must “take back our country” is not a new 
one. In April 2009, Texas Governor Rick Perry addressed a “tea 
party” rally whipping the audience into a flag-waving, “Secede!” 
- shouting frenzy with his strong anti-federal government, pro-
states’ rights rant. The level of hate and distrust directed toward 
this president has provided fuel to a wide variety of right-wing 
whack jobs, among them the birther movement and their newly 
found ringleader, Donald Trump. The birthers insist that president 
Obama was not born in the United States and is, therefore, not 
really the president and probably a Muslim to boot! Even after 
president Obama released his long-form Hawaiian birth certifi-
cate, an act that no other elected official has ever been pressed 
to do, some birthers remain skeptical. “The Donald,” however, 
wasted no time announcing that he was taking full credit for forc-
ing the president to come clean and, without missing a beat, stat-
ed that we now must be allowed to see the president’s college 
transcripts. Mr. Trump stated in an interview with the Associated 
Press, “I heard he was a terrible student, terrible. How does a 
bad student go to Columbia and then to Harvard? I’m thinking 
about it, I’m certainly looking into it. Let him show his records.” 
Mr. Trump continued, “I have friends who have smart sons with 
great marks, great boards, great everything and they can’t get 
into Harvard. We don’t know a thing about this guy. There are a 
lot of questions that are unanswered about our president.” When 
the president is de-legitimatized, it somehow becomes okay to 
shout, “You lie,” from your seat on the floor of Congress. It be-
comes okay to portray the president and his wife as a “pimp and 
ho,” and it is even okay to portray the president as a chimpanzee. 
It’s okay because he really isn’t the president, right? 

Throughout our history, the United States has come face to face with 
daunting challenges, and we have risen, as a nation, to meet them. 
The challenges with which we are now confronted are monumental. 
They go to the very soul and character of who we are. We are at a 
crossroads. Progressives and Democrats can no longer afford to 
act like an undisciplined rabble who every so often coalesce into 
an almost viable political party. The stakes are too high. The con-
servatives are extremely well-funded, meticulously organized, and, 
according to them, have God on their side. TD
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Brilliant and... continued from page 3

US history. His spending was so massive that he managed to set those 
debt records even while increasing taxes six times.

As he spent mind-numbing sums of your money, Reagan forged 
ahead to deregulate the economy. Safeguards against such 
disasters as financial meltdown came under attack, with Reagan 
and his followers declaring that free market forces will always 
produce the best result and that government merely needed to get 
out of the way. All regulation, they told us, was bad.

George H.W. Bush came next, and the amazing thing about him 
was that he put us under even higher piles of debt in two of his four 
years in office. In other words, in half of the twelve years of those 
two Republican presidents, from 1981–1993, the leaders who called 
themselves conservatives ran up the biggest debt ever seen in the 
United States. Actually, it was the biggest debt ever seen in the 
world. Clearly, there is nothing conservative about that, but there 
was far worse to come.

Starting in 2001, the unbridled spending mania of George W. 
Bush, coupled with huge, unwarranted tax reductions primarily 
benefitting the rich, resulted in national debt increases that 
dwarfed all those that had preceded them. In all of US history, from 
1776 to January 20, 2001, the total of all increases to the national 
debt was $5.6 trillion. In just eight years in office, Bush ran up over 
$4 trillion on the government’s credit card. He did it with off-budget, 
unfunded wars, an unfunded prescription drug plan, massive 
tax reductions, and more. The resulting debt is so enormous that 
even if all debt increases were to end right now, our great-great-
great grandchildren will still be paying for Bush’s debt. That was 
supposed to be okay, though, because conservative Vice-President 
Dick Cheney told us confidently and boldly, “Deficits don’t matter.”

Bush left office, handing to President Obama a country mired 
in two wars and an economy in freefall as a result of decades 
of brainless adherence to Reagan’s polarized notion about free 
markets and deregulation. In addition, the new president inherited 
an opposition party that was intent upon stopping anything curative 
that he might propose, even if those same Republican legislators 
had promoted exactly the same things themselves. After 30 years 
of preparation, it was the perfect storm to eliminate all social 
programs and ensure long-term Republican control of America.

The Republican strategy boils down to a simple mandate: Spend the 
country to the brink of bankruptcy so that there can be absolutely 
nothing we can do but slash every government program, with the 
possible exception of mindless spending on defense.

How exquisitely simple and clear: Revolution through near-suicide.

This strategy is oddly compelling to Republicans and easy to enforce. 
Even normally sensible legislators can be brought to heel with simple, 
relatively cheap funding of their campaigns, along with the threat 
of that funding going elsewhere if they don’t comply with the near-
suicide compact. That has become a self-sustaining program, with 
the government increasingly favoring the wealthy. Those wealthy 
people contribute to legislators who perpetuate the redistribution of 
wealth from poor and middle class people to the rich. That is to say, 
the wealthy fund their congressional lapdogs who create legislation to 
continue the reverse Robin Hood flow of money and to end anything 
that promotes the welfare of ordinary Americans.

All it took was the grand vision to spend America to near-suicide 
and leave us with no alternative but to go back to the dark days 
of robber barons and people suffering without medical care and 
dying in abject poverty.

Brilliant. And monstrously harmful. TD
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Fetters of Wickedness continued from page 4

progressive liberal, at first he mentioned being influenced by 
his undergraduate years at Michigan State University during 
the Vietnam War. But upon further reflection, he admitted the 
significance of his religious upbringing—he was taught in church and 
by his parents’ actions that one should love thy neighbor, not merely 
by lip service but also through acts of kindness and good deeds. 

We continued our conversation, and Larry gave a simple and 
powerful perspective on what the Republicans in Congress are 
trying to do to most working Americans. He didn’t mind these 
Republicans being conservative. What he found contemptible 
was their “meanness.” Cutting taxes for the rich while cutting 
services for those most in need in areas such as healthcare and 
education are examples of this meanness. 

Like my friend, others find it natural to use their religious beliefs 
to support their progressive values. In a recent column, “Ten 
Reasons I’m Fasting for a Humane Budget,” Jim Wallis, CEO of 
Sojourners, a Christian progressive organization, asks people to 
consider, “What Would Jesus Cut?” He goes on to write that he 
opposes the Republican proposed budget, “Because it is simply 

wrong—morally and religiously—to focus our budget cuts on 
the people who are already hurting, and make them hurt more.” 
He adds, “A line has been crossed in this budget debate; extreme 
budget cuts are now being proposed and this fast is a spiritual 
escalation to bring these critical moral choices to the attention of 
the nation, and to seek God’s help in doing so.”

I decided to fast for a day and donate the money I would have 
spent on meals to a food bank. It wasn’t a major action on my 
part—I certainly didn’t miss the calories. But, although a small 
sacrifice, it reminded me of the Yom Kippur fast and how most 
things worthwhile do require sacrifice and, that there are those, 
like Gandhi, who fight for more than just themselves. 

That day I also thought about the poor and how terrible it is to 
go hungry every day as are so many in America, let alone the 
world. Shouldn’t everyone have a right to food, as well as clean 
water and air, healthcare, and education? If fasting, for many of 
us a religious act, can lead to more political involvement, then let 
us follow the prophet Isaiah’s example and fight “to unlock the 
fetters of wickedness” of those who use religion as an excuse to 
take rather than to give. TD
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