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0.
History in the Making: THE 45TH PRESIDENT’S INAUGUARATION
His message to America: Remember those things I said in the campaign? I meant them. I meant it all.

Peggy Noonan | WSJ | Jan. 20, 2017
I was more moved than I expected. Then more startled.

The old forms and traditions, the bands and bunting, endured. I thought, as I watched the inauguration: It continues. There were pomp and splendor, happy, cheering crowds; and for all the confounding nature of the past 18 months, and all the trauma, it came as a reassurance to see us do what we do the way we do it. A friend in the Southwest, a longtime Trump supporter, emailed just before the swearing in: “I have been crying all morning.” From joy.

I found myself unexpectedly moved during the White House meeting of the Trumps and the Obamas, at the moment Melania Trump emerged from her car. She was beautiful, seemed so shy and game. There are many ways to show your respect for people and events, and one is to present yourself with elegance and dignity.

The inaugural address was utterly and uncompromisingly Trumpian. The man who ran is the man who’ll reign. It was plain, unfancy and blunt to the point of blistering. A little humility would have gone a long way, but that’s not the path he took. Nor did he attempt to reassure. It was pow, right in the face. Most important, he did not in any way align himself with the proud Democrats and Republicans arrayed around him. He looked out at the crowd and said he was allied with them. Read more . . . 
He presented himself not as a Republican or a conservative but as a populist independent. The essential message: Remember those things I said in the campaign? I meant them. I meant it all.
The address was bold in its assertion of the distance in America between the leaders and the led: “For too long, a small group in our nation’s capital has reaped the rewards of government while the people have borne the cost. Washington flourished—but the people did not share in its wealth. Politicians prospered—but the jobs left, and the factories closed. The establishment protected itself but not the citizens of our country.”

It was an unmistakable indictment of almost everyone seated with him on the platform.

Then a stark vow: “That all changes—starting right here and right now.” Jan. 20 “will be remembered as the day the people became the rulers of this nation again.”

And these words were most remarkable, not because they were new, but because he didn’t back away from them, he repeated them in an improvisation: “From this day forward it’s going to be only America first—America first.” To American workers and families: “You will never be ignored again.”

The speech will electrify President Trump’s followers. They will feel satisfaction that they understood him and knew what they were backing. And it will deepen the Washington establishment’s unease. Republican leaders had been hoping the address would ameliorate their anxieties about the continued primacy of their traditional policy preferences. Forget that. This was a declaration that the president is going his own way and they’d best follow.

Throughout the speech, and much of the day, Mr. Trump looked stern. At first I thought it was the face he puts on when he’s nervous. I don’t think so now. . .
And so, now, it begins. And it simply has to be repeated: We have never had a political moment like this in our lives. We have never had a president like this, such a norm-breaker, in all the ways we know. We are in uncharted seas. . .
They like Mr. Trump the way you learn to like someone you hired and will depend on. They judged him as exactly what’s needed to cut through the merde machine of modern Washington. He is a destabilizer; he shifts the tectonic plates; in the chaos that results, breakthroughs are possible. . .

The mood among Republicans in Washington is hopeful apprehension. Even Trump supporters, even his staff and advisers, feel it. No one knows what he’ll be like as president, how this will go. Including, probably, him. A GOP senator characterized his mood as “tentatively positive.” Another said, with a big grin: “I feel somewhat optimistic!” . . . 

The big embassies this week gave receptions to celebrate the inauguration, and invited official Washington. Ambassadors made friendly speeches about their countries’ long, deep and unchanging ties to America. They approached the big change with sangfroid, even jolliness. But Washington still doesn’t know what to make of this thing America did. . .

Normally a new president has someone backing him up, someone publicly behind him. Mr. Obama had the mainstream media—the big broadcast networks, big newspapers, activists and intellectuals, pundits and columnists of the left—the whole shebang. He had a unified, passionate party. Mr. Trump in comparison has almost nothing. The mainstream legacy media oppose him, even hate him, and will not let up. The columnists, thinkers and magazines of the right were mostly NeverTrump; some came reluctantly to support him. His party is split or splitting. The new president has gradations of sympathy, respect or support from exactly one cable news channel, and some websites.

He really has no one but those who voted for him. . .
http://www.wsj.com/articles/president-trump-declares-independence-1484956174 

* * * * *

1. Featured Article: Trump May Herald a New Political Order
Seldom does a presidential election mark a permanent shift. The last time it happened was 1932.

By JOHN STEELE GORDON | The WSJ | Jan 15, 2017
For all their noise and news dominance, presidential elections typically don’t change the country all that much. That isn’t a bad thing but a sign of how strong American democracy is. It rarely veers far from the center, where successful policy usually lies. But on rare occasions, deep historical currents and extraordinary political talents produce an entirely new order. It happened in the presidential elections of 1828, 1860, 1896, 1932—and, quite probably, 2016.

Denied the presidency in 1824 by what he called a “corrupt bargain” in the House of Representatives, Tennessee’s Andrew Jackson swept to a landslide four years later. He was the first president from west of the Appalachians—indeed, the first from anywhere other than Virginia or Massachusetts. Born dirt-poor, Jackson was also the first president to rise to affluence solely by his own effort.

It soon became clear that the country had entered a new political era. “Jacksonian democracy” moved the locus of power sharply down the socioeconomic scale. Soon most states repealed property requirements for voting, a first step toward universal suffrage.

Jackson created the modern Democratic Party, and the intense opposition to his policies coalesced into the Whig Party, establishing the two-party norm that prevails to this day. No wonder the great 19th-century American historian George Bancroft considered Jackson the last of the Founding Fathers.

The next great shift came with Abraham Lincoln. By the 1850s, slavery had become the dominant issue in American politics. The Republican Party, founded in 1854 as an expressly abolitionist party, grew rapidly as the Whigs collapsed. When Lincoln, the Republican nominee, won the presidency in 1860, the Union quickly came apart. South Carolina seceded barely a month after the election. Six more states were gone by Feb. 1, 1861, with a month still to go before Lincoln’s March 4 inauguration.

It would take the greatest war in American history to reunite the country. By the time the Civil War was over, the nation had been transformed. The South, impoverished and politically crippled, would be effectively a Third World country inside a First World one for 100 years. The North, with its rapidly expanding industry and growing population, was politically dominant. More than half the antebellum presidents had been Southern. In the century after the war ended, only two Southerners were elected to the White House: Woodrow Wilson, a Virginia native who made his career in New Jersey, and Texas’ Lyndon B. Johnson.

Presidential elections in the decades after the Civil War tended to be close. Grover Cleveland barely beat James G. Blaine in 1884. Four years later, Cleveland earned a popular-vote plurality while losing to Benjamin Harrison. In an 1892 rematch, Cleveland narrowly beat Harrison, becoming the only president to serve nonconsecutive terms.

But William McKinley’s decisive victory in 1896 marked the dawn of an era of Republican dominance that lasted more than a generation. McKinley ran on a platform of “Sound Money, Protection, and Prosperity,” a doctrine that suited the interests of the nation’s fast-rising affluent classes. His opponent, the Democratic nominee William Jennings Bryan, was one of the great orators of American politics. Bryan railed against the gold standard and called for an inflationary monetary policy, which would have benefited debtors, including most farmers in the West and South.

McKinley dominated the Northeast and Upper Midwest and exceeded Harrison’s 1892 vote total by two million. Although he was assassinated in 1901, his political legacy was durable. Between 1896 to 1932, Republicans controlled the Senate for all but six years, and the House for all but 10. The GOP lost the White House only when Theodore Roosevelt split the party in 1912, giving Woodrow Wilson victory with only 41.8% of the popular vote.
Democrats regained political dominance thanks to the Great Depression and the remarkable political talents of Franklin D. Roosevelt. In 1928 the Republican presidential nominee, Herbert Hoover, carried 40 of the 48 states and enjoyed large Republican congressional majorities. Four years later, Hoover lost 42 states to FDR. The Democrats also took large congressional majorities, which allowed them to greatly expand the reach and power of the federal government, increasing taxes sharply on the rich and running budget deficits to pay for popular new programs such as Social Security.

Over the next 48 years only two Republicans were able to capture the White House: Dwight Eisenhower, a national hero, and Richard Nixon, who won by a narrow margin after the Democrats had torn themselves apart over the Vietnam War. Between 1932 and 1980, the GOP controlled both houses of Congress for a total of only four years.

But by the 1970s the liberalism that had powered the New Deal and the Great Society had succumbed to one of the basic rules of political science: Movements tend to evolve toward the extreme. The struggle for civil rights had been decisively won in the 1960s, but liberals kept fighting that war, deepening racial divides with identity politics. Though union membership had been sliding for years, out-of-date laws kept labor politically powerful. The federal bureaucracy metastasized, as program after program was added with little overall planning. Many government offices, such as the Environmental Protection Agency, were captured by Democratic constituencies.

Liberal policies were increasingly tailored to the interests of a political elite, not the country as a whole. The people noticed. Jimmy Carter came out of nowhere to capture the 1976 Democratic nomination, promising to clean up Washington. He failed, but Ronald Reagan, touting his own outside-the-Beltway bona fides, proved the most consequential president since FDR, both at home and abroad.

Because Reagan was always restrained by a solidly Democratic House, he was not as transformative a figure as Jackson, Lincoln, McKinley or FDR. But he did have a lasting effect. The next Democratic president, Bill Clinton, ran as a centrist. When voters rejected his liberal policies in 1994 by electing the first Republican Congress in 40 years, he bent with the political winds. He declared in 1996 that “the era of big government is over.” He compromised with lawmakers to reform welfare and produce the first budget surpluses in nearly 30 years.

But it didn’t last. Congressional Republicans became more interested in their own re-election campaigns than in fiscal discipline. Liberal social-engineering housing policies produced a housing bubble and a banking crisis. Then came the presidential election of 2008, the only one in history held amid a financial panic. A Republican candidate perceived as unsteady lost to a young, charismatic Democrat.

Barack Obama took office with strong Democratic majorities in both houses of Congress. He pushed through a very liberal, and very unpopular, agenda. The Obama years have proved a disaster for Democrats. They lost the House in 2010 and the Senate in 2014, both tidal-wave elections. Republicans now control most governorships and state legislatures as well.

So does Donald Trump’s stunning election herald something permanent—a shift akin to those brought by Jackson, Lincoln, McKinley and FDR? That’s a fair bet, considering the GOP gains that preceded it. True, Mr. Trump did not win a plurality of the electorate. But Hillary Clinton’s popular-vote margin of 2.9 million was built on an extremely narrow base. Mrs. Clinton won only in coastal cities, academic enclaves and very poor areas such as the Mississippi Delta and the Alabama Black Belt. Subtract her margins in a mere five counties—the New York City boroughs, save Staten Island, and Los Angeles County—and she lost the popular vote in the remainder of the nation by more than 500,000.

Mr. Trump capitalized effectively on the Democratic Party’s alienation of white working-class voters, sometimes dismissed as “deplorables” or denizens of “flyover country.” That allowed him to carry Michigan, Pennsylvania and Wisconsin, states where no Republican had prevailed since the 1980s . . . 

The Obama years showed liberalism to be exhausted, its ideas out of date and its advocates living in an imagined past. The Democratic Party has never been so weak, or so old. The top three Democrats in the House are all at least 76. The average age of their GOP counterparts is 49. The Republicans’ Senate majority allowed them to delay the appointment of a successor to the late Justice Antonin Scalia, ensuring that the Supreme Court will not tip to a liberal majority. There are more than 100 vacancies on lower federal courts waiting to be filled.

Most important, no new president, at least since Jackson, has owed so little to the political establishment. Mr. Trump was elected explicitly to change the self-serving ways of Washington. That greatly increases his freedom of action. His cabinet picks signal profound change, the likelihood of lower taxes and a regulatory environment more friendly to business. Mr. Trump also has a gift for communicating directly with the people and cutting out the oblivious media, long a part of the problem.

To bring permanent change, Mr. Trump needs policies that succeed on the ground, not merely in theory. Faster growth and rising incomes are always rewarded at the ballot box. If the president-elect makes good on his economic promises, skeptical Republicans. . . may come home in 2020.

But continued outreach to minority communities is also crucial. Mr. Trump has promised to address the problems of inner cities, which he accuses the Democrats of ignoring for decades. And at one rally last fall, he was handed a rainbow flag, a symbol of gay rights. He smiled broadly and held it aloft as the audience cheered.

This is not your father’s Republican Party.

Mr. Gordon is author of “An Empire of Wealth: The Epic History of American Economic Power” (HarperCollins, 2004).
Read the entire article: http://www.wsj.com/articles/trump-may-herald-a-new-political-order-1484353383 
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2. In the News: Lets prove drug efficacy after sponsors demonstrate safety
Donald Trump Looking Beyond Traditional Medical Experts for FDA Commissioner
Meeting with Silicon Valley investors backed by billionaire investor Peter Thiel
By THOMAS M. BURTON | The WSJ | Jan. 14, 2017
President-elect Donald J. Trump is reaching beyond traditional medical experts in his search for a new Food and Drug Administration commissioner, scheduling meetings for the FDA job with two Silicon Valley investors backed by billionaire investor Peter Thiel.

The two are James O’Neill, a managing director of the investment firm Mithril Capital Management, and Balaji S. Srinivasan, a venture capital board member who founded the genetic-counseling firm Counsyl Inc.

Neither one is a medical doctor, which has been a traditional qualification for FDA commissioners. Mr. Srinivasan holds a Ph.D. in electrical engineering from Stanford University.

Of the two, Mr. O’Neill would appear to face the more difficult road to getting approval from the Senate, because his stated views run counter to existing FDA law and regulation. In a 2014 speech, he took the position that drugs shouldn’t have to be proven effective before putting them on the market.

“We should reform FDA so there is approving drugs after their sponsors have demonstrated safety—and let people start using them, at their own risk, but not much risk, of safety,” he said at a conference called Rejuvenation Biology. “Let’s prove efficacy after they’ve been legalized.”

Mr. O’Neill was a principal associate deputy secretary of the Department of Health and Human Service under President George W. Bush.

A Trump transition official said that Mr. Trump was to meet with Messrs. O’Neill and Srinivasan this past Thursday and Mr. Thiel the day before. Attempts to reach them through Mr. Thiel’s press spokesman and the Trump transition office were unsuccessful.

People familiar with the Trump transition said another person under consideration for the top FDA job is Scott Gottlieb, a medical doctor and prominent conservative thinker on medical regulatory issues. Dr. Gottlieb served as deputy commissioner of the FDA for medical and scientific affairs from 2005 to 2007. He was previously chief policy adviser to the Medicare agency, also under Mr. Bush. For about a decade, Dr. Gottlieb has been a resident fellow at the conservative think tank American Enterprise Institute.

Since the 1962 Kefauver amendments to the federal food and drug law, it has been a keystone principle of U.S. medical regulation that drugs and medical devices must be proven both safe and effective before they are put on the market.

“We should reform FDA so there is approving drugs after their sponsors have demonstrated safety—and let people start using them, at their own risk, but not much risk, of safety,” he said at a conference called Rejuvenation Biology. “Let’s prove efficacy after they’ve been legalized.”

Mr. O’Neill was a principal associate deputy secretary of the Department of Health and Human Service under President George W. Bush.

A Trump transition official said that Mr. Trump was to meet with Messrs. O’Neill and Srinivasan this past Thursday and Mr. Thiel the day before. Attempts to reach them through Mr. Thiel’s press spokesman and the Trump transition office were unsuccessful.

People familiar with the Trump transition said another person under consideration for the top FDA job is Scott Gottlieb, a medical doctor and prominent conservative thinker on medical regulatory issues. Dr. Gottlieb served as deputy commissioner of the FDA for medical and scientific affairs from 2005 to 2007. He was previously chief policy adviser to the Medicare agency, also under Mr. Bush. For about a decade, Dr. Gottlieb has been a resident fellow at the conservative think tank American Enterprise Institute.

Since the 1962 Kefauver amendments to the federal food and drug law, it has been a keystone principle of U.S. medical regulation that drugs and medical devices must be proven both safe and effective before they are put on the market.

Some in academic medicine have expressed surprise about Mr. O’Neill’s candidacy.

“This will set back the competitiveness of the American pharmaceutical industry, which is the envy of the world, by 50 years,” said Dr. David A. Kessler, who served as FDA commissioner under both Presidents George H.W. Bush and Bill Clinton. “When the industry sells a drug, the drug works, and it does what it says on the label. Take that away and we go back to snake oil.”

Mr. Srinivasan, a board member of the venture-capital firm Andreessen Horowitz, created the startup 21 Inc. focused on use of the virtual currency bitcoin. Another company he started, Counsyl, in South San Francisco, does genetic testing for couples considering having children.  The company offers genetic tests for more than 100 genetic disorders. Its website says it produces “results you can act on,” adding, “We screen for conditions where early awareness can make a difference.”

While the FDA has been critical of some diagnostic testing companies in recent years, Counsyl has won praise. “It’s a dynamic genomic testing company that has done a good job of pushing innovation while being responsible and responsive to the medical culture,” said Harvard Medical School geneticist Robert C. Green. . . 
Write to Thomas M. Burton at tom.burton@wsj.com
Read the entire report:  http://www.wsj.com/articles/donald-trump-looking-beyond-traditional-medical-experts-for-fda-commissioner-1484315356
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3. International Medicine:
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Canadian Medicare does not give timely access to healthcare, it only gives access to a waiting list.

--Canadian Supreme Court Decision 2005 SCC 35, [2005] 1 S.C.R. 791
http://scc.lexum.umontreal.ca/en/2005/2005scc35/2005scc35.html 
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4. Medicare-Medicaid-Obama Care: Major changes coming soon
Americans Experience Personally ObamaCare’s Broken Promises
Republicans and Democrats sparred during a hearing on Tuesday before the House Budget Committee on “The Failures of Obamacare: Harmful Effects and Broken Promises” (testimonies and video are here), showing the division between Democrats who continue to defend the law and Republicans who heard clearly the call of the electorate to repeal and replace it.

Rep. Diane Black, R-TN, led the hearing attended by virtually all of the committee’s members. She was named interim chair after Rep. Tom Price was nominated to be HHS Secretary in the Trump administration.  Like Dr. Price, an orthopedic surgeon, Rep. Black also has real world medical experience after working for 40 years as nurse in Tennessee.

She called the hearing to make it very clear ObamaCare has failed to come close to delivering on its lofty promises.  “Premiums in our state [of Tennessee] are rising by an average of 63 percent, and three-fourths of our counties only have one coverage option to choose from on the Obamacare exchange,” she said.  Clearly, replace cannot be built on the wreckage of ObamaCare.

The democrats on the committee hammered hard on the notion that Republicans don’t have a plan to replace ObamaCare and focused on the millions of people who would lose coverage when as much of the law is repealed as can be done through congressional processes.  There are, in fact, a number of plans, with many similarities among them.

The Replace part of repeal and replace will be a major issue on the agenda for the Republican retreat this week in Philadelphia, where they will be joined by President Trump on Thursday, as the new Congress and White House shape their legislative agenda for the year.
But first, Congress must finish the work Members have begun on repeal. I focused in my testimony on the impact of the health overhaul law on American families, small businesses, and young people.  In summary:

While millions of people have received health coverage through the Affordable Care Act, many millions more have felt personal harm.  Republican leaders have provided assurances that repeal and replace measures will protect the people who are receiving coverage now under the health law.  And considerable effort also is being devoted to building a bridge to new coverage that will protect others from the damage that it has done and is doing to their pocketbooks and their access to medical coverage and care.

The costs of health insurance are crippling many families’ finances, including forcing them to work extra jobs.  An Uber driver who lives in Maryland told me last week that he is working this second job so he can pay for health insurance. The premium for the policy for himself, his wife, and one child is $1,200 a month.  He must spend hours away from them every week to meet his obligation to provide coverage. While many millions are covered, millions more are pleading for relief.

The impact on young people. One of the ways that the Affordable Care Act tried to help young people was by allowing them to stay on their parents’ policies until age 26.  But this provision is not free.  “We find evidence that employees who were most affected by the mandate, namely employees at large firms, saw wage reductions of approximately $1,200 per year,” according to Gopi Shah Goda and Jay Bhattacharya of Stanford and Monica Farid of Harvard.

As this new wave of young adults was added to their parent’s existing job-based policies, the cost of coverage inevitably climbed.  Companies responded by scaling back cash wages as a share of overall compensation. The study found that the costs of the 26-year-old mandate weren’t “only borne by parents of eligible children or parents more generally.” The costs were spread to each worker—not just the dependents’ parents.

The ACA makes a direct hit on young people in two important ways:  First, young people purchasing individual policies must pay much more than their expected use of services. That’s because of the law’s required 3:1 age rating band that increases their premiums by 75% while reducing premium costs for 64-year-olds by only 13%.

Not surprisingly, a disproportionate number of the young, healthy people are simply opting out.

Second, the ACA’s employer mandate makes it more costly for employers to hire younger, entry-level workers, diminishing their job opportunities and making it much harder for them to get that first real job. Lightening this regulatory burden could help many young people struggling to find their first real job.

The impact on families.  On an NPR’s “Morning Edition” broadcast late last year, a self-employed consultant in Portland, Ore., said he won’t be buying health insurance for 2017 because his premium had shot up to $930 a month. “I’ve got clients saying, ‘The prices are nuts and I won’t pay it, I’ll pay the penalty,’” according to one broker.

Enrollment in the exchanges has been far below expectations. The Congressional Budget Office originally estimated that 21 million people would be enrolled in exchange coverage by 2016. As of June 2016, only 10.5 million were.

With premium prices rising by an average of 25% in the exchanges, with networks narrowing and cost-sharing widening, too many people are saying the insurance is just not a good deal.

In one-third of all U.S. counties, coverage is take-it-or-leave it since they have a “choice” of only one or two plans. Thirty-three states have fewer insurers offering coverage on the exchanges in 2017 than in 2016. This is certainly not the competitive market that creators of the ACA envisioned.

According to a report in USA Today:  Loralea Grey, whose husband is self employed, says they are living a “middle-class nightmare” because of the law. They grew used to the necessary sacrifices to afford the premiums and out-of-pocket costs for their “catastrophic” insurance before the ACA, she says. This year they were facing a premium increase of nearly 40% with a $7,000 deductible per family member. They’ve decided they can’t scrimp anymore to afford plans through the ACA exchange.

“How is this possible or allowable?,” she asks. “When I contacted the Oregon insurance commissioner, I received a response back telling me I should feel free to shop around; as if I wasn’t smart enough to have already done that?”

The USA Today report continues: In North Carolina, the cheapest option with a “decent network” of doctors and hospitals for Jim Harrison’s 61-year-old wife would cost $1,421 a month with a $7,150 deductible. (He is on Medicare.) Because he is retired and that isn’t affordable, the family got a hardship exemption from the mandate to have insurance.

“So against our better judgment, she is going to go without health insurance next year … but we put all of our retirement assets at risk should something catastrophic happen,” he says, “I never thought we would be in this situation.”

Hundreds of thousands of people who purchased ObamaCare plans and paid their premiums STILL have lost their coverage.  More than 800,000 people who were enrolled in ACA Co-op health plans in 18 states lost their plans and were forced to find other coverage. American taxpayers spent $2.4 billion to finance these start-up, non-profit health plans, all but five of which have failed.

And the taxes!  The law contains nearly two dozen taxes totaling more than $1 trillion, many of which are passed along to middle-income consumers in the form of higher premiums.

Some of the ACA taxes were delayed for two years as Congress saw the impact they were having on rising premiums. The Health Insurance Tax in particular is a direct sales tax on health insurance that increases the premiums people pay.  The HIT was delayed for only one year, and it starts impacting small businesses as early as Feb. 1 of this year as they begin to renew their coverage.  It will be fully integrated into rates shortly after as insurers start solidifying 2018 rate filings. Economist Doug Holtz-Eakin concluded this one tax will raise premiums for small businesses and households by nearly $5,000 per family over a decade.

The ACA has failed Americans who were promised more choices of more affordable coverage in the exchanges, but those outside the exchanges have felt the impact as well after being hit with these taxes.

Former President Obama promised that the average American family would see its insurance premiums fall by $2,500 a year, yet average annual family premiums in the employer-sponsored market have soared by roughly $4,300 and now total more than $18,000 annually.

Impact on small businesses.  Health insurance costs for small firms have risen 56% in the last decade. Worker wage increases have suffered as a result.  Too much of the money that employees could have seen as wage increases has been consumed by rising health insurance costs instead.

The SHOP exchanges and small business tax credits were supposed to help small businesses.   But the tax credits were so complicated and the path to obtaining them so narrow that they drew very limited interest and participation.  The SHOP exchanges also failed to provide a broader range of affordable and attractive choices of insurance for small businesses.

The federal government has not collected data on the impact of the ACA on the “opportunity cost” of small business growth, but small business owners definitely see the impact.  Here is a report from The Daily Signal about Scott Womack, owner of about a dozen IHOP restaurants in Indiana and Ohio by Rob Bluey: 
“The IHOP in Terre Haute is located on South 3rd Street, just a few minutes from the Interstate 70 interchange and a short drive from the Holiday Inn where we had stayed the night before. As we sat in the back of the bustling restaurant waiting for Womack to arrive, we ordered french toast, omelets and other IHOP specialties.

“At the time, Womack employed about 1,000 people at his 12 restaurants. When the Affordable Care Act became law on March 23, 2010, he had big plans for his franchise. He had purchased a development agreement in 2006 that would expand the company to 14 new IHOP locations in Ohio…

“’Let me state this bluntly,’ Womack told lawmakers [in earlier testimony before Congress], ‘this law will cost my company more money than we make.’

The cost of Obamacare’s mandates—Womack estimated it would be $7,000 to provide health care coverage for each full-time employee—left him with few options: cut costs, eliminate staff, reduce hours or convert workers to part-time status.

Four years later, facing the prospect of Obamacare’s employer mandate on Jan. 1, 2015, Womack opted to sell his 16 IHOP restaurants last year to Romulus Restaurant Group.

Impact on vulnerable Americans.  Mercatus Center economist Brian Blase concludes that 70% of new Medicaid enrollees in 2014 were eligible for the program under pre-ACA rules.  While there are many unintended consequences of the law, perhaps the most tragic is how it is harming some of the most vulnerable on Medicaid.

Charles Blahous of Mercatus concludes that the primary effect of the Medicaid coverage expansion “was to require the most sympathetic and vulnerable Medicaid population (lowest-income enrollees, pregnant women, children, etc.) to face more competition for health services from a marginally less vulnerable population (childless adults of somewhat higher income).”

A Louisiana Medicaid recipient told The New York Times:

“My Medicaid card is useless for me right now.  It’s a useless piece of plastic.  I can’t find an orthopedic surgeon or a pain management doctor who will accept Medicaid.”

The next chapter in health reform 
President Trump’s executive order of January 20 directed all federal agencies “to minimize the unwarranted economic and regulatory burdens” of the Affordable Care Act.

While administrative actions will be able to postpone or lighten the burden of the regulations in place, only Congress can actually change the underlying law, not only to provide relief from the existing rules but also to provide new opportunities to give people the option of more affordable coverage and more choices of coverage.
Read the full report at Galen, Grace Marie Turner’s testimony to congress. . .
Feedback . . . 
Subscribe MedicalTuesday . . . 
Subscribe HealthPlanUSA . . .
 Government is not the solution to our problems, government is the problem. 

- Ronald Reagan
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5. Medical Gluttony: Gluttony has its own rewards: Anorexia nervosa
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Medical Gluttony thrives in Government and Health Insurance Programs. 

It Disappears with Appropriate Deductibles and Co-payments on Every Service.

* * * * *

6. Medical Myths: HMOs were necessary to Restrict Doctor spending.
In the 1970s, a group of physicians planned the first managed care contract. It was sold on the basis using a Bell-shaped curve, the right half was unnecessary spending. They sold this to hospitals and some physician groups that they could eliminated the right half of the curve in their managed care scheme. They would review charts, obtain dschg planning, get the patients dschg ASAP and save maybe 40% of the health care costs and with their 20% fee, health care costs would certainly decline.
Feedback . . . 
Subscribe MedicalTuesday . . . 
Subscribe HealthPlanUSA . . .
Medical Myths originate when someone else pays the medical bills.

Myths disappear when Patients pay Appropriate Deductibles and Co-payments on Every Service.

* * * * *

7. Overheard in the Medical Staff Lounge: Thoughts on the Inauguration
Dr. Rosen:
The Inauguration has now been completed. The Missouri State Choir and the Mormon Tabernacle Choir were a good choice. The Military bands and the entire parade were truly marvelous. The Liberty, Freedom and the Military Balls were beautiful as the bands played “Doing it My Way” when the Presidential Party arrived. First Donald in Tux and Melania in a Gorgeous Gown came on the stage and began dancing, Then Michael and Karen Pence came on the stage equally well attired, Then after few rounds, the entire Trump family and their spouses also beautifully dressed came on and dance to “Doing it My Way,” a very appropriate song in tuned with the theme of the occasion.
Dr. Edwards:
I was particularly impressed with the 16-minute Inaugural address by President Trump. The papers called it a “Major Turn to the Right” which was an appropriate way of say a “Correction to the Right from the prior DC years. 
Dr. Milton:
I think President Trump must have read Peggy Noonan’s editorial on how to frame the speech—at least in keeping it short and to the point.
Dr. Edwards:
My but wasn’t that point really blunt? 
Dr. Ruth:
I just had a good feeling after seeing the beauty of such a well-dressed crowd and the colorful women’s gowns. They all seemed to be so happy.
Dr. Paul:
I’m very concerned with his eliminating Obama Care. We have put our patients through so much with Obama Care in the last 8 years. They have become so accustomed to it. I’m not sure the public can handle a major change so soon.

Dr. Michelle:
But none of Obama’s promises have been kept. Almost everyone had to change doctors. They were placed into new plans and they had to go through the harassment of having their medications decline after the previous physician went through that with them. They should not have to go through all the cheaper trial drugs and suffer the same intolerance that they did before.
Dr. Paul:
I think Obama Care had its struggles, but to toss 8 years of experience?

Dr. Michelle:
But don’t you think it was a very unfortunate and not helpful experiment rather than experience?

Dr. Yancy: 
I just completely bypassed the issue when asked if “such and such” drugs have been tried by saying all the HMO recommendations have already been tried. I know this may not be an entirely true statement, and again it is as likely as not that the previous physician did go through the HMO hassle; but why should the patient re-suffer the problems of intolerance of prior medication failures. 

Dr. Sam:

Dr. Dave:

Dr. Kaleb:

Dr. Patricia:

Dr. Joseph: Ret

Dr. Thomas:

Dr. Richard:

Dr. Harold:

Feedback . . . 
Subscribe MedicalTuesday . . . 
Subscribe HealthPlanUSA . . .
The Staff Lounge Is Where Unfiltered Opinions Are Heard.

* * * * *

8. Voices of Medicine: A Review of Regional Medical Journals and Articles
What If Sick People Lose Their ObamaCare?
By Jane M. Orient, M.D.
As Republicans contemplate repealing the Affordable Care Act (ACA or “ObamaCare”)—seriously, not just as a political gesture—alarms are sounding about millions of individuals losing coverage.

So soon we have forgotten about the millions who lost coverage they had had for years because ObamaCare outlawed it.

ObamaCare resulted in perhaps five times as many losers as winners—even counting just those who ended up with more expensive or less desirable coverage. If you count the taxpayers, the tally of losers is much higher. But with government largesse, the losers—the ones who have their earnings taken away—are “forgotten men.” 
Anyone who has government-funded benefits taken away, on the other hand, becomes a victim.

The best poster children are cancer victims. They face a premature, particularly nasty death. Who would deny someone’s mother or 4-year-old daughter the chance of a cure, even if the chemotherapy costs more than $100,000?

ObamaCare would. Exchange plans have excluded the best cancer hospitals from their narrow networks. Medicaid would. It might call the treatment “experimental” or “not cost-effective.” Medicare would, possibly just because the patient is “too old” or “too young.” Unless the particular victim can be featured in a PR campaign to “save ObamaCare,” she might be “better off with the pain pill,” as President Obama put it.

And let’s not forget how the FDA has driven the costs of drug approval sky-high, suppresses therapies that have no prospect of turning billion-dollar profits, and protects manufacturers against competition when the drug is about to go off patent. The anti-leukemia drug Gleevec, for example, cost $26,000 per year in 2001, a price called “high but fair,” considering the cost of research and the need for profits. It is $146,000 a year today, but the introduction of cheaper generics in the U.S. is being delayed.

Why can such prices be sustained? Because third parties sometimes pay them. One ObamaCare plan reportedly pays $10,488 per month for Gleevec, from a pharmacy with which it apparently has an arrangement, although it might be available from Walgreen’s for $4,400, and from other pharmacies for still less. What would the hapless patient do if her Exchange plan went out of business (maybe because Republicans took away its subsidies or maybe because it just failed)? One option would be to go to India and buy a year’s supply of a generic version of Gleevec for $400. (The cost of manufacture is $159.) In fact, the manufacturer might well give her the drug to buff up its image. But drug companies really love the third-party payment schemes, just like big hospitals do.

Do the designers of ACA—which would be more aptly named the Unaffordable Care Act—really care about cancer patients? Such patients may be useful props for lobbying, but they don’t help achieve the reformers’ stated goal of maximizing “population health.” Prolonging the lives of sick people reduces the average health score. Money spent on Gleevec is diverted from reducing disparities, achieving “quality” quotas, and paying for the information technology and administrators to “document” all that (and sell the data).

The current “healthcare delivery” system, including entitlement programs (e.g. Medicare and Medicaid), is about the redistribution of wealth and the control of medical care, which enables control of the population. The idea of comprehensive third-party payment for all medical care (all that is allowed) destroys medicine—the care of the sick—while placing unsustainable burdens on the economy.

The people who are terrified about losing their ObamaCare “coverage” are the very ones at greatest risk of losing their lives if ObamaCare is perpetuated.

Real reform would put patients back at the center and demote insurance companies to their proper function of reimbursing subscribers for the costs of unexpected catastrophes. Costs would plummet, and innovation would soar.

While the free market is building much better facilities, some patients will be caught in the transition. But we should be concerned about their actual care, not their coverage. They can be helped in many ways, without destroying arrangements that work for the 99 percent. Perhaps a dollar-for-dollar tax credit for those helping to pay for their treatment?

What if we said that those who like their government medicine can keep it? Just let the rest of us go.
Jane M. Orient, M.D. obtained her undergraduate degrees in chemistry and mathematics from the University of Arizona in Tucson, and her M.D. from Columbia University College of Physicians and Surgeons in 1974. She completed an internal medicine residency at Parkland Memorial Hospital and University of Arizona Affiliated Hospitals and then became an Instructor at the University of Arizona College of Medicine and a staff physician at the Tucson Veterans Administration Hospital. She has been in solo private practice since 1981 and has served as Executive Director of the Association of American Physicians and Surgeons (AAPS) since 1989. She is currently president of Doctors for Disaster Preparedness. Since 1988, she has been chairman of the Public Health Committee of the Pima County (Arizona) Medical Society.
http://www.carmichaeltimes.com/back-issues/pdf_files/volume_37_pdfs/Times%2001-20-17.pdf
https://aapsonline.org/sick-people-lose-obamacare/ 
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9. Book Review: Self-Control or State Control? You Decide
Dr. Tom G. Palmer, Editor | Executive Vice President for International Programs | Atlasnetwork.org 
“Life is full of difficult choices. It requires courage to take responsibility for your own life and carve your own path. However, that’s also the best way to ensure a successful future and a prosperous, healthy society. If I were a young person pursuing a productive and rewarding life, I’d buy a copy of this book and study it carefully.” —John Mackey Co-Founder and Co-CEO, Whole Foods Market
This book review is found at  . 

To read more book reviews . . .  
To read book reviews topically . . .   
Feedback . . . 
Subscribe MedicalTuesday . . . 
Subscribe HealthPlanUSA . . .
The Book Review Section Is an Insider’s View of What Doctors are Reading about. 

* * * * *

10. Hippocrates & His Kin: The Media fails to recognize Donald Trump
Jan 20, 2017 was the inauguration of Donald J Trump. The newspapers of the world high-lighted this as the top headline in large print. The Sacramento Bee chose not to.
Remaining true to its form, the BEE headlined the election morning to 1.3 million guns sold in California last Year. The second headline for the bottom half of the Front Page read: Perils of the Homeless land at City Hall’s steps. There was a small side bar stating in small letters: Inauguration live stream could be found on their website. The main editorial of the day focused on campaign funding with Russian involvement in our domestic elections by hacking our email and other items. They emphasized a rule that campaigns can’t except foreign moneys. The campaign that accepted foreign moneys under the ruse as donations for speeches has the temerity to blame the Grand Ole Party for Russian hacking their website for secret information when they, themselves placed it on private non-secure servers at their own residence in New York. Shouldn’t that restriction also apply to paying for elections in a circuitous manner through speeches in countries that cannot benefit from the message of the speech but from our secret data? The USNEWS reports that $15.9 million of Mrs. Clinton $21.7 million in fees were from groups that have lobbied congress or the federal government. 
However, Bill Clinton gave addresses over much of the Arabian world, not necessarily our friend, for as much as $750,000 per 50-60-minute speech. There is no evidence that the market value for political or other speeches reach that high. Weren’t 11 of the 12 Muslims that tried to destroy us on 9/11/01 Saudi’s? The Clintons then used their wealth to win the U S Elections. A nice subterfuge if you can get away with it. The Arabs were really interfering with domestic issues including elections. Does this make the Clintons guilty of foreign involvement?
Julius and Elsey Rosenberg were tried for espionage in 1951. They were found guilty of selling Top A-Bomb secrets to the Russians. Now this was in the primitive time of espionage. They had to physically give the Top-Secret items to the Russians. Then they had to receive the money physically. This formed the basis of many detective and espionage novels as the Traitors were doing these transfers with the FBI jumping on and off subways in hot pursuit.

Now comes the IT age (Information Technology). The Clintons didn’t have to do the same thing in such a primitive fashion. They gave political speeches over the Arab and Muslim world for unseemly amounts which could not be interpreted as fees for services rendered. These were fees for making top secret data available via IT. We’ll put this classified secret information on non-secure servers in the Clinton’s basement and the Muslims can just copy the Top-Secret information from the Clinton non-secure servers. This may take the conservatives a few years to understand this modern sale of top secret information while the Agnostic Unamerican IL-liberals win elections and continue to destroy our country. As the Russians told us in the Cold War that it doesn’t have to become a hot war. We can destroy your country from within. Obama even stated that if he could seek a third term, he was sure he could have won and continued his illegal rule. Isn’t this what Adolph Hitler did? He won his election with 46% of the German vote, even served a jail term, and then continued his policies towards absolute rule. Isn’t this what Obama was trying to do? If his competitor in 2008 and in 2016, who now become his surrogate, he could have done exactly what Putin did. Allow the election to proceed and then with Mrs. Clinton proceed to the Dictatorship.
There were no headlines for the greatest event covered by every country in the world. The Sacramento Bee just noted it on a sidebar. As if to say, we’re sorry to print this news but feel we best do it
To read more HHK . . .  



 HYPERLINK "http://www.delmeyer.net/Articles/HippocratesModernColleagues.aspx" 
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  * * * * * 
11 Words of Wisdom: Change the World
Progress is impossible without change, and those who cannot changed their minds cannot change anything. ~ George Bernard Shaw
“You never change things by fighting the existing reality. To change something, build a new model that makes the existing model obsolete.” ~ Buckminster Fuller
“It may be hard for an egg to turn into a bird: it would be a jolly sight harder for it to learn to fly while remaining an egg. We are like eggs at present. And you cannot go on indefinitely being just an ordinary, decent egg. We must be hatched or go bad.” ~ C. S. Lewis
“As iron sharpens iron, so one person sharpens another.” ~ Proverbs 27:17)
  * * * * *

12 This month in History: January – The First Month of the Year
Caesar crossed the Rubicon River and the U. S. Government declared a war on the “demon alcohol” by passing the Eighteenth Amendment.

January 1st New Year’s Day is the Birthday of three American Revolutionary heroes: 

1735: silversmith Paul Revere 

1752: flag maker Betsy Ross, and 

1745: General “Mad” Anthony Wayne

1808: The U. S. Congress officially prohibited African slave trade.

1863: President Lincoln issued the Emancipation Proclamation.

1898: Brooklyn merged with Manhattan.

1909: Barry Goldwater was born.

1835: The colonies of Cyrenaica, Tripoli, and Eezaan united to form the country of Libya.

* * * * *
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14 In Memoriam: The Unknown Warrior  
Obituary: Ernst Neizvestny died on August 9th
The sculptor, artist, philosopher and defier of the Soviet regime was 91
The Economist | Print Edition | August 20, 2016
THE two men were about the same size, sturdy and short. Both had fought in the Great Patriotic War, worked in foundries; they could knock each other out. One was broad-faced, gap-toothed and almost bald; the other was swarthy, with bushy black brows and hair. The bald man, Nikita Khrushchev, leader of the Soviet Union, was shouting “Filth! Dog shit! Disgrace!” at the paintings on display, that day in 1962, on the walls of the Manege Gallery beside the Kremlin. The swarthy one, Ernst Neizvestny, had his answer ready: “You may be premier and chairman, but not here in front of my works. I am the premier here.”

He was manhandled and expelled from the Artists’ Union, but he was not arrested, and government psychiatrists pronounced him sane. Khrushchev even half-joked that there was an angel and a devil in him, and as long as the angel had the upper hand, they could get along. Mr Neizvestny liked that remark, for that was exactly what his paintings, and especially his sculptures, were about: struggle, contradiction, multiplicity, flesh against spirit, all within one unity, the human body. His works turned humans into robots, centaurs, giants or machines, with hard and soft, metallic and organic flowing into and transforming each other. Khrushchev bitterly condemned his public “disfiguring” of Soviet people, but that was not what he was doing; he was showing how Protean and enduring a human being was. 

Even as a child, he had imagined infinity as bigger and bigger versions of himself stretching into space—or smaller and smaller versions, until he had whole worlds on the tip of his finger. As a sculptor he could recreate that cosmos, a god exerting his will on clay or on fiery rivers of bronze. In the Soviet Union of the 1950s and 1960s it was all much harder, with his studio squeezed into the back of a shop and bronze unavailable to headstrong sculptors like himself. He foraged and fought. In the foundry, he stole what scraps of metal he could.

Commissions came, for war memorials and friezes at Pioneer camps. But because he rejected the sterile socialist realism approved by the state—seeing himself instead as the successor of Kandinsky, Malevich and the brief avant-garde of the early decades of the century—official work often vanished again. As a monumental sculptor, he longed to be exposed, potentially defying the state on a grand scale. Instead his boldest dreams remained maquettes, unless they could be sold abroad. In 1975, weary of it all, he applied to go into exile, settling in New York and lecturing about art, in Russian, on America’s west coast.

He easily mixed philosophy with art; in Russian culture, he explained, they were inseparable. Art contained all of life, and the greatest artists not only fixed on beauty; they took risks, outraged good taste, shocked people with the messy process of existence. The figures he admired unflinchingly portrayed man’s necessary struggle to become himself: Dostoevsky, with his mastery of a polyphony of contesting, God-questioning voices, and Dante, with his writhing bodies caught in good and evil, fire and whirlwinds. . . 

t all came down to his favourite poem, Pushkin’s “The Prophet”, in which an exhausted pilgrim was suddenly attacked by an angel, “the finest sculptor I know”:

And he cleft my chest with a sword 
and withdrew my fluttering heart 
and a coal aglow with fire 
pushed into my open breast.
This had happened to him in the war. He was just 19, commanding a unit in Austria, when a bullet entered his chest and exploded in his back. It made a hole so big that he was left for dead. But he survived, and so did the burning coal. The result was a continual flow of sculptures in which bodies, assaulted and mutilated from both inside and out, were nonetheless finding the energy to change into something new. . . 
He had the last word, too, in his showdown with Khrushchev. In 1974, after the leader’s death, the family asked him to design the tomb. He produced two jagged towers, one of white blocks, one of black, angel and devil in their continual confrontation, contending on either side of Khrushchev’s pugnacious, unseeing face.
This article appeared in the Obituary section of the print edition
Read the entire Obituary in The Economist.
15 The World-wide Public Forum: Talk Radio Dialogues Connect with almost Everyone

In Depth Discussions with public, civic, national and international leaders, cultural, educational, political and religious commentary to broaden your perspective of our country and the world in which we live.

· Michael Medved, http://www.michaelmedved.com/  

The Greatest Country on God’s Green Earth. The Michael Medved Show gives you insightful columns and commentary about culture, politics, videos, movie reviews, and more

Should Government Block “Fat Shaming”?
Transgender Awareness in Kindergarten?   
When Political Organizations Celebrate Murder
When Politics Trumps Faith, Marriage Suffers
How Faith Improves Sex—and Vice Versa
Don’t Lose Touch with American Optimism
· Doctor Dennis Prager, http://www.dennisprager.com/
Bernie Sanders, the Non-Jewish Jew and Non-American American 
Socialism Makes You Selfish
Alumni Cutting Contributions to Colleges
N. Carolina school to teachers: Don't call students 'boys and girls'
President Barack Obama delivers a statement at the White House on Oct. 5. (Yuri Gripas/Reuters)
How is the Godless west working out?
· The Lars Larson Show, http://www.larslarson.com/ 
Watch Dinesh Dsouzas Hillary’s America. 

The Real D.B. Cooper
Oregon’s Government to Voters: You Can’t Handle the Truth!
Diversity In Police Departments Will Not Stop Crime
You could put half of Trump’s supporters into what I call the basket of deplorables
A Portland, OR-based cupcake shop has been accused of being racist

Shortly after opening a cupcake shop in southeast Portland. Customers expressed their outrage over one of 
the cupcakes that the store had on its menu, “Mr. President”, which was described as “Oreo (™) Cookie 
baked inside white cake, cookies n’ buttercream.”
16
Restoring Accountability in Medical Practice, HealthCare, Government and Society:

· The Galen Institute, Grace-Marie Turner President, www.galen.org founded in 1995 to promote an informed debate over free-market ideas for health reform. Grace-Marie has been instrumental in developing and promoting ideas for reform to transfer power over health care decisions to doctors and patients.  She speaks and writes extensively about incentives to promote a more competitive, patient-centered marketplace in the health sector. 
house-chairman-calls-for-obamacare-watchdog
· The Mercatus Center at George Mason University (www.mercatus.org) is a strong advocate for accountability in government. Maurice McTigue, QSO, a Distinguished Visiting Scholar, a former Member of Parliament and cabinet minister in New Zealand, is now director of the Mercatus Center's Government Accountability Project. 

· Pacific Research Institute, (www.pacificresearch.org) Sally C Pipes, President and CEO.
Obamacare Bloats U.S. Healthcare System  

To read the rest of this column, please go to www.medicaltuesday.net/org.asp 
· The Heartland Institute, www.heartland.org, Joseph Bast, President, publishes the Health Care News and the Heartlander. The weekly NIPCC Update, written on behalf of the Nongovernmental International Panel on Climate Change (NIPCC) by Heartland Institute Senior Fellow Craig Idso, links to new reviews, posted on the NIPCC Web site, of research related to climate change and published in scientific journals. Subscribe here 
· 
Greg Scandlen, is a senior fellow of The Heartland Institute and founder of Consumers for Health Care Choices, a 
non-partisan, non-profit membership. Greg Scandlen, President of Consumers for Health Care Choices, talks about the 
ways that innovative health care products like consumer controlled health insurance is making health care more 
affordable. The Crown Jewel of ObamaCare Failures
· The Council for Affordable Health Insurance, www.cahi.org/index.asp, founded by Greg Scandlen in 1991, where he served as CEO for five years, is an association of insurance companies, actuarial firms, legislative consultants, physicians and insurance agents. Their mission is to develop and promote free-market solutions to America's health-care challenges by enabling a robust and competitive health insurance market that will achieve and maintain access to affordable, high-quality health care for all Americans. "The belief that more medical care means better medical care is deeply entrenched . . . Our study suggests that perhaps a third of medical spending is now devoted to services that don't appear to improve health or the quality of care–and may even make things worse."

· The Independence Institute, www.i2i.org, is a free-market think-tank in Golden, Colorado. Linda Gorman is Director of the Health Care Policy Institute at the Independence Institute, a state-based free market think tank in Denver, Colorado. A former academic economist, she has written extensively about the problems created by government interference in health care decisions and the promise of consumer directed health care.

· The Foundation for Economic Education, www.fee.org, has been publishing The Freeman - Ideas On Liberty, Freedom's Magazine, for over 60 years, with Lawrence W Reed, President. Having bound copies of this running treatise on free-market economics for over 55 years, I still take pleasure in the relevant articles by Leonard Read and others who have devoted their lives to the cause of liberty. I have a patient who has read this journal since it was a mimeographed newsletter sixty years ago. Be sure to read the current lesson on Economic Education.

· The Fraser Institute, an independent public policy organization, focuses on the role competitive markets play in providing for the economic and social well being of all Canadians. Canadians celebrated Tax Freedom Day on June 28, the date they stopped paying taxes and started working for themselves. Log on at www.fraserinstitute. org for an overview of the extensive research articles that are available. You may want to go directly to their health research section.

· The Ludwig von Mises Institute, Lew Rockwell, President, is a rich source of free-market materials, probably the best daily course in economics we've seen. If you read these essays on a daily basis, it would probably be equivalent to taking Economics 11 and 51 in college. Please log on at www.mises.org to obtain the foundation's daily reports. You may also log on to Lew's premier free-market site to read some of his lectures to medical groups. Learn how state medicine subsidizes illness or to find out why anyone would want to be an MD today.

· CATO. The Cato Institute (www.cato.org) was founded in 1977, by Edward H. Crane, with Charles Koch of Koch Industries. It is a nonprofit public policy research foundation headquartered in Washington, D.C. The Institute is named for Cato's Letters, a series of pamphlets that helped lay the philosophical foundation for the American Revolution. The Mission: The Cato Institute seeks to broaden the parameters of public policy debate to allow consideration of the traditional American principles of limited government, individual liberty, free markets and peace. Ed Crane reminds us that the framers of the Constitution designed to protect our liberty through a system of federalism and divided powers so that most of the governance would be at the state level where abuse of power would be limited by the citizens' ability to choose among 13 (and now 50) different systems of state government. Thus, we could all seek our favorite moral turpitude and live in our comfort zone recognizing our differences and still be proud of our unity as Americans. Michael F. Cannon is the Cato Institute's Director of Health Policy Studies. Read his bio, articles and books at www.cato.org/people/cannon.html.

· The St. Croix Review, a bimonthly journal of ideas, recognizes that the world is very dangerous. Conservatives are staunch defenders of the homeland. But as Russell Kirk believed, wartime allows the federal government to grow at a frightful pace. We expect government to win the wars we engage, and we expect that our borders be guarded. But St. Croix feels the impulses of the Administration and Congress are often misguided. The politicians of both parties in Washington overreach so that we see with disgust the explosion of earmarks and perpetually increasing spending on programs that have nothing to do with winning the war. There is too much power given to Washington. Even in wartime, we have to push for limited government - while giving the government the necessary tools to win the war. To read a variety of articles in this arena, please go to www.stcroixreview.com. 

· Hillsdale College, the premier small liberal arts college in southern Michigan with about 1,200 students, was founded in 1844 with the mission of "educating for liberty." It is proud of its principled refusal to accept any federal funds, even in the form of student grants and loans, and of its historic policy of non-discrimination and equal opportunity. The price of freedom is never cheap. While schools throughout the nation are bowing to an unconstitutional federal mandate that schools must adopt a Constitution Day curriculum each September 17th or lose federal funds, Hillsdale students take a semester-long course on the Constitution restoring civics education and developing a civics textbook, a Constitution Reader. You may log on at www.hillsdale.edu to register for the Free Course on the CONSTITUTION.  Congratulations to Hillsdale for its national rankings in the USNews College rankings. Changes in the Carnegie classifications, along with Hillsdale's continuing rise to national prominence, prompted the Foundation to move the College from the regional to the national liberal arts college classification. Please log on and register to receive Imprimis, their national speech digest that reaches more than one million readers each month.  Choose recent issues.  The last ten years of Imprimis are archived. 

· The Association of American Physicians & Surgeons (www.AAPSonline.org), The Voice for Private Physicians Since 1943, representing physicians in their struggles against bureaucratic medicine, loss of medical privacy, and intrusion by the government into the personal and confidential relationship between patients and their physicians. Be sure to read News of the Day in Perspective: Don't miss the "AAPS News," written by Jane Orient, MD, and archived on this site which provides valuable information on a monthly basis. Browse the archives of their official organ, the Journal of American Physicians and Surgeons, with Larry Huntoon, MD, PhD, a neurologist in New York, as the Editor-in-Chief. There are a number of important articles that can be accessed from the Table of Contents.
·  The AAPS California Chapter is an unincorporated association made up of members. The Goal of the AAPS California Chapter is to carry on the activities of the Association of American Physicians and Surgeons (AAPS) on a statewide basis. This is accomplished by having meetings and providing communications that support the medical professional needs and interests of independent physicians in private practice. To join the AAPS California Chapter, all you need to do is join national AAPS and be a physician licensed to practice in the State of California. There is no additional cost or fee to be a member of the AAPS California State Chapter. 
Go to California Chapter Web Page . . .

Bottom line: "We are the best deal Physicians can get from a statewide physician based organization!"
· PA-AAPS is the Pennsylvania Chapter of the Association of American Physicians and Surgeons (AAPS), a non-partisan professional association of physicians in all types of practices and specialties across the country. Since 1943, AAPS has been dedicated to the highest ethical standards of the Oath of Hippocrates and to preserving the sanctity of the patient-physician relationship and the practice of private medicine. We welcome all physicians (M.D. and D.O.) as members. Podiatrists, dentists, chiropractors and other medical professionals are welcome to join as professional associate members. Staff members and the public are welcome as associate members. Medical students are welcome to join free of charge. 
Our motto, "omnia pro aegroto" means "all for the patient."

* * * * *
· AAPS FLORIDA CHAPTER
· The Florida Legislature has once again made doctors the target of inappropriate government and corporate control of medicine. Sadly, the Florida Medical Association (FMA) has betrayed Florida doctors (again) by helping the legislature hurt physicians and ultimately their patients. The FMA actively supported legislation that prevents doctors from directly billing patients for the care they provide in emergency rooms and hospitals – even when the doctors have no contract with the patient’s insurance company. Florida law will now forbid them from billing patients seen at hospitals in nearly all circumstances. The Florida Medical Association repeatedly went on the record to support passage of the legislation that will impose up to $10,000 in fines, disciplinary action and possible criminal prosecution upon doctors that dare to simply collect payment for their services. The end result will be that insurance companies will have all the power as doctors lose substantial leverage in negotiating contracts with insurance companies. Politicians sold the law as a way to stop what they dubbed “surprise” hospital bills while inaccurately labelling it as “balance billing” for political purposes.

Go to: WWW.FLAAPS.ORG 

· AAPS TEXAS CHAPTER
The Texas Chapter of AAPS held its first official meeting May 21, 2016.  The chapter elected officers and board members and approved the chapter’s bylaws. 

Texas needs a strong, conservative physician in the Senate who will be willing to stand up against the status quo in the face of encroaching government control of the practice of medicine. . Dr. Buckingham, endorsed by AAPS, succeeded in making the runoff for the senate race in Texas SD24! She is prepared to tackle head-on the problems faced by private physicians and work to restore the integrity of the patient-physician relationship

Please follow at http://www.texasaaps.org/
· AAPS ARIZONA STATE CHAPTER

The AZ Senate Committee of the Whole (COW) gave the Interstate Medical Licensure Compact bill, HB 2502, a “Do 
Pass as Amended” 
(DPA) recommendation.  There are several good things in the amendment:

It prohibits board certification from being required for licensure through Arizona’s existing licensing process.

It directs the Arizona Medical Board to develop its own expedited licensure process for physicians wishing to avoid 
Compact licensure.

It prevents Compact licensure from being required as a condition of employment.


Read Arizona’s physicians’ struggle to avoid government control at http://www.azaaps.org/  

· ACCESS THE ELEVEN STATE CHAPTERS OF THE AAPS 
· IF YOUR STATE MEDICAL SOCIETY IS PRO-SOCIALIZED MEDICINE ON WHICH BASIS THE AMA WAS FOUNDED, CONSIDER AFFILIATING WITH THE AAPS WHICH SINCE 1943 HAS BEEN WORKING TO PREVENT THE INTRUSION OF GOVERNMENT INTO THE PRACTICE OF MEDICINE. THIS IS NOW A CRITICAL ENDEAVOR.
ASSOCIATION OF AMERICAN PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS

* * * * *
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* * * * *
Chancellor Otto von Bismarck, the father of socialized medicine in Germany, recognized in 1861  that a government gained loyalty by making its citizens dependent on the state by social insurance. Thus socialized medicine, any single payer initiative, Social Security was born for the benefit of the state and of a contemptuous disregard for people’s welfare.
We must also remember that ObamaCare has nothing to do with appropriate healthcare; it was similarly projected to gain loyalty by making American citizens dependent on the government and eliminating their choice and chance in improving their welfare or quality of healthcare. Socialists know that once people are enslaved, freedom seems too risky to pursue.
* * * * * 
After eight years of a healthcare system by attorneys and legal experts with not one vote from the Grand Ole Party, we may finally see an end to a most destructive plan engineer by fiat and forced down America’s throat, destroying our Medical Profession and our medical system which has not fulfilled one promise over wannabee dictator, who would have needed one more term to match the dictators of the world. Since the constitution forbade this, even though he stated that he could have saved his outrageous plan with one more term, he supported his former enemy thinking she would be able to complete the socialization of the United States making us essentially a communistic or fascist country where the FREEDOMS won over the past three centuries would have been completely wiped out. As the communist told us after the second world war, we will never have to fight you, we will destroy you from within. If Mrs. Clinton had become president, that prediction would have become true.  She placed TOP SECRET information from her Secretary of State position, on a non-secure email server while President Clinton made speeches to our adversaries over the entire Arabian World, being paid up to three quarters million dollars per one hour sermon and our adversaries simply hacked them out of her server. Julius and Ethel Rosenberg in 1952 had to deliver top secret data in person and received the money in person. The CLINTONS used modern techniques by receiving the cash payments “legally?” and then the CLINTONS placing the information for the worlds internet experts to harvest. This was simply the modern way of doing ESPIONAGE with what they thought was no trace of transfer to or receiving money from the adversarial party. The CLINTONS should be tried for espionage and if found guilty, received the same reward that the Rosenberg’s received.
The Agnostic Il-Liberals did not perceive the Grand Ole Party as being intelligent enough to understand digital espionage. They may be right if the Constitutional Party of Lincoln, Reagan and Trump does not prosecute them.
* * * * *
