	MEDICAL TUESDAY. NET
	NEWSLETTER

	Community For Better Health Care
	Vol XV, No 11, Nov, 2016


 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1In This Issue: 

1. Featured Article: Why Voting for Donald Trump Is a Morally Good Choice
2. In the News: White Americans Need to do a Better Job of Listening
3. International Medicine: Leaving Canada To Escape Socialized Medicine’s Waiting List
4. Medicare: Social Security and Medicare may not be the final word after all
5. Medical Gluttony: Many 9-1-1 calls are NOT emergencies.
6. Socialism Myths: Cuba is more Free than America
7. Overheard in the Staff Lounge: Clintons committed the same crime as the Rosenbergs
8. Voices of Medicine: Are Trump’s Taxes more important than Hillary’s Medical Records?
9. The Bookshelf: The Case Against Hillary Clinton
10. Hippocrates & His Kin: Hillary Clinton made “Top Secret” information Non Secure 
11. Words of Wisdom: “Wisdom” from the Koran:
12. Last month’s Postings: The October Issue
 
13. This month in History: November
14. In Memoriam: Intriguing for peace
15. The World-wide Public Forum: Talk Radio Dialogues Connect with almost Everyone
16. Restoring Accountability in Medical Practice, HealthCare, Government and Society:
* * * * *

THE FUTURE OF AMERICA IS AT STAKE NEXT WEEK
We have spent the last two issues of MedicalTuesday giving an overview of the candidates for president. (the header from the October issue is repeated at the end of this issue to facilitate your access.) The public polling has shown that never has there been an election in our country where both candidates are as disliked as the two running next month for the presidency of the United States. Neither has a favorable rating. However, they are vastly different. One may have devastating effects, not only on the practice of medicine, but also on the future of our country. 

One candidate has proposed such changes in the practice of medicine that you may never be able to trust your doctor to act in your best interest. Your welfare will be subservient to what’s best for the larger community or the state. That may include whether your life is worth preserving—the same decision the physicians in Nazi Germany had to make in the last century. Mrs Clinton is a shrewd experienced politician whose practices have been honed for the past 30 years. She is very skillful in covering her deeds and actions. Some of those that have tried to expose her are no longer around to testify. It reminds me of the concrete lined creeks in Kansas City that were laid by the concrete union supervised by the union bosses. No one ever had the courage to ask who was under the cement. 

Be sure to review sections 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 below before the elections to understand how she will attempt to change the course of our country as we have known it for 240 years. If she’s successful, you won’t recognize it any longer. She’s already targeted the first two amendments. We’ve also added an anonymous rumor mill at the end.
The other candidate is a politically naïve but smart business man who would drain the swamp of Washington, DC, and appoint jurists that would judge instead of making new laws. When the courts rule, public discourse is eliminated. It is estimated that half of the country does not support terminating prenatal life and a quarter of our country think it is murder. But those three-fourths cannot have an open discussion and set limits because the Supreme Court has ruled. The same things are targeted in the practice of medicine and pharmacy. Politically incorrect discussions are severely curtailed. This may actually affect your life. 
The business candidate will be the only safe guard to these massive changes in medicine, government, freedom of speech and religion, and the right to bear arms. This may be the last chance to save America. So it is extremely important not to vote for an indicted criminal, who should stand trial, and if found guilty, serve the minimal prison term for each of the 2,079 offenses that constitute a felonious violation of section 793 of the espionage act. Each violation is punishable by a prison sentence of up to ten years. (20,790 years total) Or to have the same fate as Julius and Ethel Rosenberg in 1953 for giving top secrets to Russia. Or suffer the same fate that she allowed our ambassador in Benghazi to experience.
Wouldn’t we be guilty of treason if we voted for someone guilty of espionage?
Fellow colleagues, think carefully on these things.
* * * * *

1. Featured Article: Why Voting for Donald Trump Is a Morally Good Choice
By Wayne Grudem, Posted: Jul 28, 2016
I offer the following article, "Why Voting for Donald Trump Is a Morally Good Choice" by Wayne Grudem, without comment other than it is a perspective that ought to be considered in the 2016 presidential election and has not been adequately treated in the establishment press. It is well worth the read and can be found at www.LibertyUnderFire.org. 
 Liberty Articles | Sep 5, 2016
Some of my Christian friends tell me they can’t in good conscience vote for Donald Trump because, when faced with a choice between “the lesser of two evils,” the morally right thing is to choose neither one. They recommend voting for a third-party or write-in candidate.

As a professor who has taught Christian ethics for 39 years, I think their analysis is incorrect. Now that Trump has won the GOP nomination, I think voting for Trump is a morally good choice.

American citizens need patience with each other in this difficult political season. Close friends are inevitably going to make different decisions about the election. We still need to respect each other and thank God that we live in a democracy with freedom to differ about politics. And we need to keep talking with each other – because democracies function best when thoughtful citizens can calmly and patiently dialog about the reasons for their differences. This is my contribution to that discussion.

A good candidate with flaws Read more. . . 
I do not think that voting for Donald Trump is a morally evil choice because there is nothing morally wrong with voting for a flawed candidate if you think he will do more good for the nation than his opponent. In fact, it is the morally right thing to do.

I did not support Trump in the primary season. I even spoke against him at a pastors’ conference in February. But now I plan to vote for him. I do not think it is right to call him an “evil candidate.” I think rather he is a good candidate with flaws.

He is egotistical, bombastic, and brash. He often lacks nuance in his statements. Sometimes he blurts out mistaken ideas (such as bombing the families of terrorists) that he later must abandon. He insults people. He can be vindictive when people attack him. He has been slow to disown and rebuke the wrongful words and actions of some angry fringe supporters. He has been married three times and claims to have been unfaithful in his marriages. These are certainly flaws, but I don’t think they are disqualifying flaws in this election.

On the other hand, I think some of the accusations hurled against him are unjustified. His many years of business conduct show that he is not racist or anti-(legal) immigrant or anti-Semitic or misogynistic – I think these are unjust magnifications by a hostile press exaggerating some careless statements he has made. I think he is deeply patriotic and sincerely wants the best for the country. He has been an unusually successful problem solver in business. He has raised remarkable children. Many who have known him personally speak highly of his kindness, thoughtfulness, and generosity. But the main reason I call him “a good candidate with flaws” is that I think most of the policies he supports are those that will do the most good for the nation.

Seek the good of the nation
Should Christians even try to influence elections at all? Yes, definitely. The apostle Peter says Christians are “exiles” on this earth (1 Peter 1:1). Therefore I take seriously the prophet Jeremiah’s exhortation to the Jewish people living in exile in Babylon:

“Seek the welfare of the city where I have sent you into exile, and pray to the LORD on its behalf, for in its welfare you will find your welfare” (Jeremiah 29:7).

By way of modern application, I think Christians today have a similar obligation to vote in such a way that will “seek the welfare” of the United States. Therefore the one overriding question to ask is this: Which vote is most likely to bring the best results for the nation?
If this election is close (which seems likely), then if someone votes for a write-in candidate instead of voting for Trump, this action will directly help Hillary Clinton, because she will need one less vote to win. Therefore the question that Christians should ask is this: Can I in good conscience act in a way that helps a liberal like Hillary Clinton win the presidency?
Under President Obama, a liberal federal government has seized more and more control over our lives. But this can change. This year we have an unusual opportunity to defeat Hillary Clinton and the pro-abortion, pro-gender-confusion, anti-religious liberty, tax-and-spend, big government liberalism that she champions. I believe that defeating that kind of liberalism would be a morally right action. Therefore I feel the force of the words of James: “Whoever knows the right thing to do and fails to do it, for him it is sin” (James 4:17).

Some may feel it is easier just to stay away from this messy Trump-Clinton election, and perhaps not even vote. But the teachings of Scripture do not allow us to escape moral responsibility by saying that we decided to do nothing. The prophet Obadiah rebuked the people of the Edom for standing by and doing nothing to help when the Babylonians conquered Jerusalem: “On the day that you stood aloof, on the day that . . . foreigners entered his gates and cast lots for Jerusalem, you were like one of them.” (Obadiah 1:11).

I am writing this article because I doubt that many “I can’t vote for Trump” Christians have understood what an entirely different nation would result from Hillary Clinton as president, or have analyzed in detail how different a Trump presidency would be. In what follows, I will compare the results we could expect from a Clinton presidency with what we could expect from a Trump presidency.

The Supreme Court with Clinton as president
Hillary Clinton would quickly replace Justice Scalia with another liberal like Breyer, Ginsburg, Sotomayor, and Kagan. This would give liberals a 5-4 majority on the Supreme Court even without Justice Kennedy, and 6-3 when he votes with them.

But that is not all. Justice Ginsburg is 83, and she has had colon cancer, pancreatic cancer, and has a heart stent. Justice Kennedy is 80. Justice Breyer is 78. A President Clinton could possibly nominate three or four justices to the Supreme Court, locking in a far-left activist judiciary for perhaps 30 or more years. She could also add dozens of activist judges to federal district courts and courts of appeals, the courts where 99% of federal lawsuits are decided. Judicial tyranny of the type we have seen when abortion rights and same-sex marriage were forced on the nation would gain a permanent triumph.
The nation would no longer be ruled by the people and their elected representatives, but by unelected, unaccountable, activist judges who would dictate from the bench about whatever they were pleased to decree. And there would be nothing in our system of government that anyone could do to stop them.

That is why this election is not just about Hillary Clinton. It is about defeating the far left liberal agenda that any Democratic nominee would champion. Liberal Democrats are now within one Supreme Court justice of their highest goal: gaining permanent control of the nation with a five vote majority on the Supreme Court, and then relentlessly imposing every liberal policy on the nation not through winning elections but through a relentless parade of one Supreme Court decision after another.

Even if Clinton were to drop out of the race (perhaps due to additional shocking email disclosures, for example), our choice in the election would be just the same, because any other Democratic nominee would appoint the same kind of liberal justices to the Court.

Abortion
On abortion, a liberal court would probably find the ban on partial-birth abortion to be unconstitutional (it was upheld by only a 5-4 majority in Gonzalez v. Carhart, 2007). In addition, the court could find an absolute “right to abortion” in the Equal Protection Clause of the Constitution and then sweep away with one decision most or all of the restrictions on abortion that pro-life advocates worked for tirelessly over the last 43 years, including ultrasound requirements, waiting periods, parental consent requirements, and prohibitions on non-doctors performing abortions.

Voters should not doubt the power of the Supreme Court to abolish all these laws restricting abortions. Think of the power of the Obergefell v. Hodges 5-4 decision in June, 2015. It instantly nullified all the work that thousands of Christians had done over many years in persuading the citizens of 31 states to pass constitutional amendments defining marriage as the union of one man and one woman. But no one is campaigning for such laws or amendments anymore, because it would be futile. The Supreme Court has spoken, and therefore the issue is settled in the political system of the United States. We lost – not at the ballot box, but because we had a liberal Supreme Court that nullified the democratic process regarding the definition of marriage.
So it would certainly be with any efforts to place legal limitations on abortion. Nobody would campaign any more for laws to limit abortions, because any such laws would be unconstitutional. The legislative lobbying work of pro-life advocacy groups would be totally and utterly defeated. Millions of unborn children would continue to die.

Religious liberty 
The current liberal agenda often includes suppressing Christian opposition to its views. So a liberal court would increasingly nullify rights of conscience with respect to forced participation in same-sex marriage ceremonies or expressing moral objections to homosexual conduct. Already Christians are being pushed out of many occupations. Florists, bakers, and professional photographers have had their businesses destroyed by large fines for refusal to contribute their artistic talents to a specific event, a same-sex wedding ceremony to which they had moral objections.

Fire Chief Kelvin Cochran in Atlanta was removed from his job because of self-publishing a religious book that briefly mentioned the Bible’s teachings regarding non-marital sexual conduct, including homosexuality, amidst a host of other topics. His situation holds ominous implications for any Christians who hold public sector jobs. In our military services, many high-ranking officers have quietly been forced to resign because they were unwilling to give support to the homosexual agenda.

Mozilla/Firefox CEO Brendan Eich was pushed out from his own company merely because he had donated money to Proposition 8 in California, supporting marriage between one man and one woman. This event has troubling implications for Christians in any corporate executive role who dare to support a political position contrary to the liberal agenda.

Last year Boston urologist Paul Church, a Harvard Medical School faculty member, lost his hospital privileges at Beth Israel Deaconess Medical Center because he had expressed concerns about the medical dangers associated with same-sex activity.
Are my predictions about this kind of loss of religious liberty too grim? The three conservative justices still on the Supreme Court expressed similar concerns just last month. The case concerned a Washington pharmacy that has been owned for 70 years by the Stormans family, who are committed Christians. They will likely now be put out of business by the Washington State Pharmacy Board for refusing to dispense an abortion-causing prescription drug. On June 28, 2016, the Supreme Court refused to hear the Stormans’ appeal, in spite of the strong dissent written by Justice Alito (joined by Roberts and Thomas):

“At issue are Washington State regulations that are likely to make a pharmacist unemployable if he or she objects on religious grounds to dispensing certain prescription medications. . . . . there is much evidence that the impetus for the adoption of the regulations was hostility to pharmacists whose religious beliefs regarding abortion and contraception are out of step with prevailing opinion in the State . . . . If this is a sign of how religious liberty claims will be treated in the years ahead, those who value religious freedom have cause for great concern.” (italics added)

Christian business owners
If Clinton appoints just one more liberal justice, it is likely that many Christian business owners will be targeted. Hobby Lobby won its 2014 Supreme Court case (again 5-4), so it was not compelled to dispense abortifacients to its employees, but that case could be reversed (the four liberal justices in the minority, Ginsburg, Breyer, Sotomayor, and Kagan, are still on the court). If that case is overturned, it would force Hobby Lobby out of business, because the Green family had said they would shut down the company of 23,000 employees and over $3 billion in annual sales if they lost the decision. The implications for other Christian business owners with pro-life convictions are ominous.
These incidents show that it is not an exaggeration to say that, under a liberal Supreme Court resulting from Hillary Clinton’s election, Christians would increasingly experience systematic exclusion from hundreds of occupations, with thousands of people losing their jobs. Step-by-step, Christians would increasingly be marginalized to the silent fringes of society. Is withholding a vote from Donald Trump important enough to pay this high a price in loss of freedom?

Some Christians have even hinted to me that “persecution would be good for us.” But the Bible never encourages us to seek persecution or hope for it. We should rather work to prevent such oppression of Christians, just as Jesus taught us to pray, “Lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil” (Matthew 6:13). Paul did not encourage us to pray that God would give us bad rulers but good ones who would allow us to live a peaceful life:

“I urge that supplications, prayers, intercessions, and thanksgivings be made for all people, 2 for kings and all who are in high positions, that we may lead a peaceful and quiet life, godly and dignified in every way.” (1Timothy 2:1)

Christian schools and colleges
A liberal Supreme Court would also impact education. Christian colleges would likely be found guilty of “discrimination” if they required adherence to the Bible’s standards regarding sexual conduct, or even required affirmation of primary Christian beliefs. Campus ministries like Cru and InterVarsity have already been forced off of many university campuses following the 5-4 Supreme Court decision CLS v. Martinez (2010), which upheld the exclusion of the Christian Legal Society from the campus of Hastings College of Law in San Francisco. And now California’s Equity in Higher Education Act (SB 1146), which recently passed the California state senate and will likely become law, would prohibit Christian colleges from requiring students or employees to hold Christian beliefs or abide by biblical moral standards regarding sexual conduct, and would prohibit colleges from assigning housing based on a student’s biological sex if a student claimed to be transgender. Colleges like Biola and Azusa Pacific could not long survive under those regulations.
With regard to elementary and high schools, laws promoting school choice or tuition voucher programs would likely be declared unconstitutional if they allowed such funding to go to Christian schools. A tax credit program for scholarships to private schools, including Christian institutions, was only upheld by a 5-4 Supreme Court decision in Arizona Christian School Tuition Organization v. Winn in 2011, and all four liberal justices who voted against it are still on the court. Another possible target of the liberal agenda would be laws that allow for home schooling, if the secular/ liberal governmental hostility to home schooling in European countries is any indicator.

Churches
Churches would not be exempt from the impact of a liberal Supreme Court. The court could rule that any school district is allowed to ban churches from renting school buildings on Sundays, an action that could severely hinder the work of small churches and church planting in general. (This was already the ruling of the Second Circuit in the Bronx Household of Faith case regarding New York City public schools.) And some churches in Iowa have now been told that they have to make their bathrooms open to people on the basis of their “gender identity” if the churches are going to be open to the public at all.

Freedom of speech
Freedom of speech would be increasingly restricted in the public square. In 2014, the Supreme Court ruled that prayers of visiting pastors who prayed “in Jesus’ name” when they opened a city council meeting were allowed under the Constitution, but again it was a 5-4 decision (Town of Greece v. Galloway) and all four liberals who wanted to restrict such prayers are still on the court.

Criminalizing dissent 
Another troubling possibility is that liberal activists, once in power, would further entrench themselves by criminalizing much political dissent. We have already seen it happen with the IRS targeting of conservative groups and with some state attorneys general taking steps to prosecute (!) groups who dare to disagree with activists’ claims about the danger of man-made global warming.

“But my conscience won’t let me vote for Donald Trump,” some have told me. But I wonder if their consciences have considered the gravity of these destructive consequences that would come from a Clinton presidency. A vote for Trump would at least be doing something to prevent these things.

In addition, I think there are several positive reasons to vote for Trump.

The Supreme Court with Trump as president
Trump has released a list of 11 judges to show the kind of nominee he would appoint to the Supreme Court. A lawyer familiar with many of these names has told me that they constitute a “dream list” of outstanding judges who would uphold the original meaning of the Constitution and would not create new laws from the bench. Trump has said he would rely primarily on advice from the Federalist Society, the organization that promotes the “original meaning” view so strongly exemplified by Justice Scalia before his death.
If Trump would appoint a replacement for Scalia from his list of 11, and probably one or two other Supreme Court justices, then we could see a 5-4 or even 6-3 majority of conservative justices on the Supreme Court. The results for the nation would be overwhelmingly good.

Such a Supreme Court would finally return control of the nation to the people and their elected representatives, removing it from dictatorial judges who repeatedly make law from the bench.

Abortion
Such a court would likely overturn Roe v. Wade and return abortion laws and the regulation of abortion to the states.

Religious liberty 
A conservative court would vigorously uphold the First Amendment, protecting freedom of religion and freedom of speech for Christian colleges, Christian ministries, and churches.

Such a court would likely overturn the horribly destructive decision in Lemon v. Kurtzman (1971) that changed the meaning of the First Amendment and ruled that a government action “must not have the primary effect of either advancing or inhibiting religion” (note: not a specific denomination but “religion” in general). A conservative court would likely declare that the First Amendment was only intended to prohibit the establishment of a state-sponsored church or denomination. . .
It would also protect freedom of conscience for Christians who object to participating in abortions, or dispensing abortifacient medicines, or who do not wish to participate in same-sex wedding ceremonies. It is also possible that a conservative Supreme Court would eventually return control of marriage to the states.

Freedom for Christian influence in politics
Significantly, Trump has pledged to work to repeal the 1954 Johnson Amendment to the IRS code, which has been used for 62 years as a threat to silence pastors from speaking about political issues, for fear of losing their tax-exempt status. This would be a great victory for freedom of religion and freedom of speech. . .
How can we know that Trump won’t change his mind? 
“But Trump has changed his mind in the past,” a politically-minded friend said to me. “How do you know that he will do what he has promised? Maybe he’ll betray you and appoint a liberal Supreme Court justice.”

My reply is that we can never know the future conduct of any human being with 100% certainty, but in making an ethical decision like this one, we should base the decision on the most likely results. In this case, the most likely result is that Trump will do most or all of what he has said.

In the history of American politics, candidates who have been elected president have occasionally changed their minds on one or another issue while in office, but no president has ever gone back on most of what he has promised to do, especially on issues that are crucially important in the election. In this election, it is reasonable to think that the most likely result is that both Trump and Clinton will do what they have promised to do. That is the basis on which we should decide how to vote.
And notice how Trump has changed his mind. He continues to move in a more conservative direction, as evidenced by his list of judges and his choice for vice president. Just as he succeeded in business by listening to the best experts to solve each problem, I suspect that he has been learning from the best experts in conservative political thought and has increasingly found that conservative solutions really work. We should applaud these changes.

His choice of Indiana Gov. Mike Pence as his vice presidential running mate is an especially significant indication that he will govern as a conservative. Trump could have picked a moderate but instead picked a lifelong solid conservative who is a thoughtful, gracious policy wizard. Pence is a lawyer and former talk radio host who served 12 years in Congress and had significant congressional leadership positions, so he will be immensely helpful in working with Congress. He is a committed evangelical Christian. He is a former board member of the Indiana Family Institute, a conservative Christian lobbying group in Indiana.

However, the Supreme Court is not the only issue at stake in this election. While I disagree with Trump on a few things (especially trade policy), on most important issues, Trump will likely do much good for the nation.

Taxes and jobs
Trump has pledged to cut taxes significantly, while Clinton wants to raise them. Trump is advocating a 15% tax rate for corporations rather than the current 35%. Lower corporate taxes would lead to business expansion and a massive increase in available jobs and higher pay levels. For individual taxpayers, Trump favors a top rate of 25%, but for Clinton it’s 45%. Most small businesses file under this individual rate, so once again Trump’s lower taxes would result in substantial expansion of businesses and many more jobs. Finally our economy would snap out of its eight years of anemic growth.
In my judgment, Christians should support lower tax rates that would lead to more jobs, because Obama’s economic policies for the last eight years have hurt lower income and low-middle income families the most. Many can’t even find jobs, and others can’t find full-time jobs. Those who have jobs struggle to survive with no meaningful pay raises year after year. It is no surprise that these are the people who are supporting Trump in overwhelming numbers.

Tax rates are also a good indicator of government control. Higher tax rates mean greater government control of our lives, while lower tax rates indicate greater freedom.
Minorities
Two of the deepest causes of poverty among minority groups and racial tensions in our country are failing public schools in our inner cities and lack of available jobs. Trump expressed a commitment to solve these problems at several points in his acceptance speech at the Republican convention. He pledged to reduce taxes and regulations, leading to many more jobs. And he said:

“Nearly 4 in 10 African-American children are living in poverty, while 58% of African-American youth are not employed . . . . This administration has failed America’s inner cities. It’s failed them on education. It’s failed them on jobs. It’s failed them on crime . . . . Every action I take, I will ask myself: does this make life better for young Americans in Baltimore, Chicago, Detroit, Ferguson who have as much of a right to live out their dreams as any other child in America? . . . . We will rescue kids from failing schools by helping their parents send them to a safe school of their choice.”

By contrast, Clinton will bow to the teachers’ unions and oppose school choice at every turn, and she will continue to strangle businesses with high taxes and regulations, preventing job growth.

The military
Trump has promised to rapidly rebuild our depleted military forces, but Clinton would continue the liberal policy of eviscerating them through denying funding. This is dangerous in light of increasing threats from China, Russia, Iran, and ISIS.

Borders
Trump has repeatedly promised that he will finally secure our borders, an urgent need to protect the nation from ever more terrorists and drug smugglers. Clinton will not do this but will continue to allow in what she thinks will be thousands of future Democratic voters.

ISIS and terrorism
Trump has pledged to aggressively attack and utterly defeat ISIS. Clinton will continue the anemic Obama policy of periodic bombing runs and drone attacks, under which ISIS has continued to thrive.

China and Russia
Trump will not let China and Russia and Iran push us around anymore, as Obama has done, with Hillary Clinton’s support when she was secretary of state. If Trump is anything, he is tough as nails, and he won’t be bullied.

Israel
Trump has promised to vigorously defend and support Israel, while Clinton will most likely continue the Obama administration’s criticism, snubbing, and marginalization of Israel.

Energy
Trump has said he will approve the Keystone oil pipeline and grant more oil drilling permits leading to lower energy costs and providing thousands of jobs. Lower energy costs help everybody, but the poor most of all. Clinton, by contrast, will make fracking nearly impossible and essentially abolish the coal industry, causing energy prices to skyrocket.

Executive orders and bathrooms
Trump has promised to rescind many of the most objectionable executive orders given by President Obama, so he will likely end the compulsory moral degradation forced on us by a liberal agenda, including orders forcing schools to allow boys in girls’ bathrooms and locker rooms, in defiance of the will of the vast majority of Americans. But Hillary Clinton would likely perpetuate and expand these policies.

Health care
Trump will work to repeal Obamacare, which is ruining the nation’s health care system, and replace it with an affordable free market system in which companies have the ability to sell insurance across state lines, thus substantially lowering insurance prices especially in those states that currently allow only high-priced “Cadillac” insurance plans. But Clinton would continue to work relentlessly toward federal government control of our entire health care industry.

The unprotected
Trump will finally begin to recognize and protect what Wall Street Journal writer Peggy Noonan calls “the unprotected” in America — people in lower income areas who cannot find good jobs, cannot find good schools for their children, do not feel protected from crime, and find their retirement savings are not enough because for years they have been earning no interest in the bank. Trump said in his acceptance speech, “Every day I wake up determined to deliver for the people I have met all across the nation that have been neglected, ignored, and abandoned . . . I have joined the political arena so that the powerful can no longer beat up on people that cannot defend themselves.”
These American citizens recognize that Trump has built a business career on listening to experts, solving problems, and getting things done. They realize that Trump didn’t earn $4 billion by being stupid, and their instinct says that he might be exactly the right person to solve some of the biggest problems in a nation that has for too long been headed in the wrong direction and stuck in political gridlock.

They may not have college degrees but their old-fashioned common sense tells them that America would be a much better place if we no longer had to be afraid to say “Merry Christmas,” or that boys are different from girls, or that Islamic terrorists are Islamic terrorists. They’re sick and tired of being condescended to by the snobbish moralism of the liberal elites who dominate the power centers in our nation. That is why they cheer when Trump repeatedly violates the canons of politically correct speech. They have found in him someone who gives them hope, and they are supporting him by the thousands.

Does character matter? 
“But are you saying that character doesn’t matter?” someone might ask. I believe that character does matter, but I think Trump’s character is far better than what is portrayed by much current political mud-slinging, and far better than his opponent’s character.

In addition, if someone makes doubts about character the only factor to consider, that is a fallacy in ethical reasoning that I call “reductionism” – the mistake of reducing every argument to only one factor, when the situation requires that multiple factors be considered. In this election, an even larger factor is the future of the nation that would flow from a Clinton or a Trump presidency.

To my friends who tell me they won’t vote for Trump because there is a chance he won’t govern at all like he promises, I reply that all of American presidential history shows that that result is unlikely, and it is ethically fallacious reasoning to base a decision on assuming a result that is unlikely to happen.

Consider instead the most likely results. The most likely result of voting for Trump is that he will govern the way he promises to do, bringing much good to the nation.

But the most likely result of not voting for Trump is that you will be abandoning thousands of unborn babies who will be put to death under Hillary Clinton’s Supreme Court, thousands of Christians who will be excluded from their lifelong occupations, thousands of the poor who will never again be able to find high-paying jobs in an economy crushed by government hostility toward business, thousands of inner-city children who will never be able to get a good education, thousands of the sick and elderly who will never get adequate medical treatment when the government is the nation’s only healthcare provider, thousands of people who will be killed by an unchecked ISIS, and millions of Jews in Israel who will find themselves alone and surrounded by hostile enemies. And you will be contributing to a permanent loss of the American system of government due to a final victory of unaccountable judicial tyranny.

When I look at it this way, my conscience, and my considered moral judgment tell me that I must vote for Donald Trump as the candidate who is most likely to do the most good for the United States of America.
This article expresses the opinion of the author and should not be understood to represent the opinion of Phoenix Seminary.

Wayne Grudem is Research Professor of Theology and Biblical Studies at Phoenix Seminary in Arizona. He is a graduate of Harvard (BA), Westminster Seminary-Philadelphia (MDiv, DD), and the University of Cambridge (PhD). He has written more than 20 books, including Systematic Theology, Politics According to the Bible and (with Barry Asmus) 
The Poverty of Nations: A Sustainable Solution.
Read the entire column on-line and others of equal importance . . . 
Feedback . . . 
Subscribe MedicalTuesday . . . 
Subscribe HealthPlanUSA . . .
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2. In the News:“White Americans Need to do a Better Job of Listening”
Economy, Liberty Articles | Sep 12, 2016
By Harold Pease, Ph. D
“White Americans need to do a better job of listening,” said Hillary Clinton recently with respect to problems in our black communities. We agree. Progressive policies of the last fifty years, which she champions, notably welfare, have done much to return our black brother to a slavery of dependence and seemingly to set our black communities on fire driven mostly by angry black young men with little hope.

Herman Cain, 2012 black presidential contender, said it best: “Uncle Sam is the master who gives today’s nominally free blacks just enough to get by so that they can continue to work for their master by voting for those politicians who promise to give them more of other people’s earnings.”

Many in the black community know that these progressive policies, in exchange for their vote and loyalty to the progressive agenda, have left them less educated, less employable, less family oriented and more on welfare, and more both the perpetrator as well as the victim of crime. Progressivism, primarily advanced by the Democratic Party, ensures 95% Black voter support.

This column shares black solutions for black problems, not normally given by the establishment press, as they identify what must change. Again, “White Americans need to do a better job of listening.” It also borrows much from the New American article “Real Solutions for Black Americans,” written by Michael Tennant. Their common message: “Blacks are worse off now than they were before government began ‘helping’ them.” Read more . . . 
George Mason University black economics professor Walter E. Williams speaks to the education problem where nearly half of blacks in government schools drop out of school. Those who do reach the 12th grade, according to The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), “score at the same level as the average white seventh-or eighth-grader on standardized tests.” Williams identifies private black schools such as Marva Collins School in Cincinnati and Marcus Garvey School in Chicago where “85 percent of those kids at each of those schools read at or above…grade level….” Those not happy with government schools must have choice of other types of schools. Competition with school choice must return.

Williams advocates four other changes to help his people. The Department of Education and all federal education programs and money must be abolished as quickly as possible. More should be expected of teachers. “Education majors,” he says, “have the lowest entrance-exam scores of all majors in college.”   Schools must enforce discipline, order, and structure. Finally, affirmative action must be abolished.   “Black students need to be admitted to schools where they belong on the basis of their preparation and aptitude. Were this the case, many more blacks would graduate than currently do.”

With respect to ending blacks being less employable, two actions are needed. First, repealing “the minimum wage and other labor laws that discourage the employment of low-skilled workers would make it possible for many blacks to get their first jobs, where they can gain skills that will enable them to move up to higher-paying jobs and out of poverty.” Second, “remove barriers to starting and expanding businesses…. From licensing laws to permit requirements to environmental impact assessments.” Reverend Jesse Lee Peterson, a Black pastor working in the trenches, said it best: “We need the government out of our lives, really, as much as possible.” Adding: “Let the free market reign.”

With respect to welfare it must end says Professor Williams. He suggests “giving welfare recipients a definite deadline after which there will be no more handouts and, in the meantime, making them work for their welfare checks.” The private sector could help in teaching skills that enable getting good jobs, as once it did. Reverend Peterson does exactly this through his Brotherhood Organization of a New Destiny (BOND). “We’re teaching these boys a trade so when they finish high school, if they don’t want to go to college, they don’t have to.” Fraternal societies and churches did much of this in pre government handout days and they will again if the federal government slowly stepped out, Peterson argued.

With respect to blacks being both the perpetrator as well as the victim of crime, both education and employment of young black men in particular would help. Blacks are also “disproportionately victimized by criminals in part because they live in cities with strict gun control laws that criminals ignore. Repealing these laws would give potential victims a chance to defend themselves.” Also needed is for black communities “to get more people attending church.” Males normally drop church attendance early, Peterson notes, “If kids are raised in the church and they stay in church…. They’re significantly less likely to get arrested.”

What is promising is that real black leaders, those in the trenches (not the “race baiting” televised leaders), have the solutions for their own people and Hillary is right, “White Americans need to do a better job of listening.” Perhaps she should take her own advice. Only then will the predominantly white government cease bribing black people with “free” money. For blacks it is not a conservative or liberal solution but a matter of freeing their people from slavery a second time.

Dr. Harold Pease is a syndicated columnist and an expert on the United States Constitution. He has dedicated his career to studying the writings of the Founding Fathers and applying that knowledge to current events. He has taught history and political science from this perspective for over 30 years at Taft College. To read more of his weekly articles, please visit www.LibertyUnderFire.org.
Read “White Americans Need to do a Better Job of Listening” and other timely columns at www.LibertyUnderFire.org
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3. International Medicine: Leaving Canada To Escape Socialized Medicine’s Waiting List
Leaving Canada for Medical Care, 2016
by Bacchus Barua, Ingrid Timmermans, Matthew Lau, and Feixue Ren

Summary

In 2015, an estimated 45,619 Canadians received non-emergency medical treatment outside Canada. Physicians in British Columbia reported the highest proportion of patients (in a province) receiving treatment abroad (1.5%). The largest number of patients estimated to have left the country for treatment was from Ontario (22,352). 

Across Canada, urologists reported the highest proportion of patients (in a specialty) travelling abroad for treatment (1.6%). The largest number of patients (in a specialty) also travelled abroad for urology procedures (4,974). 

One explanation for patients travelling abroad to receive medical treatment may relate to the long waiting times they are forced endure in Canada’s health care system. In 2015, patients could expect to wait 9.8 weeks for medically necessary treatment after seeing a specialist—almost 3 weeks longer than the time physicians consider to be clinically “reasonable” (7.1 weeks). Read more . . . 
Introduction 

By estimating how many Canadians receive health care outside the country each year, and the type of care they receive, we gain some insights into the state of health care and medical tourism. 
Canadians who choose to seek treatment abroad do so for several reasons, many of which may relate to their inability to access quality health care in a timely fashion within Canada’s borders. Some patients may be sent out of country by the public health care system due to a lack of available resources or because some procedures or equipment are not provided in their home jurisdiction. Others may choose to leave Canada because they are concerned about quality (Walker et al., 2009) and are seeking more advanced health care facilities, state-of-the-art medical technologies, or better outcomes. Others may leave in order to avoid some of the adverse medical consequences of waiting for care, such as worsening of their condition, poorer outcomes following treatment, disability, or death (Esmail, 2009; Barua et al., 2013; Day, 2013). Some may leave simply to avoid delay and to make a quicker return to normal life.
While there is no readily available data on the number of Canadians travelling abroad for health care, it is possible to produce an estimate of these numbers from data gathered through the Fraser Institute’s Waiting Your Turn survey and from the Canadian Institute for Health Information (CIHI), which tallies the numbers of procedures performed in Canada.
Estimating the number of patients leaving Canada for health care Each year, the Fraser Institute conducts a survey of physicians across Canada in 12 major medical specialties: plastic surgery, gynaecology, ophthalmology, general surgery, neurosurgery, orthopaedic surgery, cardiovascular surgery, urology, internal medicine, radiation oncology, and medical oncology.1 Included in the survey is the question: “Approximately what percentage of your patients received non-emergency medical treatment. 1 

The answers are averaged for each of the specialties studied in Waiting Your Turn for each province, producing a table that reports the average percentage of patients receiving treatment outside Canada (Barua, 2015: table 11). . .  Physicians in British Columbia reported the highest proportion of patients (in a province) that received treatment abroad (1.5%), while at the other end of the scale physicians in Saskatchewan, Manitoba, and Prince Edward Island reported that only 0.4% of their patients travelled abroad for treatment in 2015.  

Table 2: Estimated number of patients receiving treatment outside of Canada, 2015 CAN Plastic Surgery 438 Gynaecology 1,321 Ophthalmology 4,635 Otolaryngology  981 General Surgery 4,495 Neurosurgery 472 Orthopaedic Surgery  3,259 Cardiovascular Surgery 269 Urology 4,974 Internal Medicine 3,959 Radiation Oncology 169 Medical Oncology 358 Residual * 20,288 Total 45,619 * The residual count was produced using the average provincial percent of patients receiving treatment outside of Canada and the residual count of procedures produced in Canada. . .
Source: Waiting Your Turn 2015, calculations by authors. 
See Barua (2015) for information regarding procedures constituting each specialty. in the past 12 months outside Canada?”
Read the entire report and the tables . . . 
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Canadian Medicare does not give timely access to healthcare, it only gives access to a waiting list.

To escape this waiting list, you must leave your country.
I DON’T THINK THAT BERNIE EVER MENTIONED THIS.

POSSIBLY BECAUSE HE REALIZED THERE WAS NO OTHER COUNTRY TO ESCAPE TO.

--Canadian Supreme Court Decision 2005 SCC 35, [2005] 1 S.C.R. 791
http://scc.lexum.umontreal.ca/en/2005/2005scc35/2005scc35.html 

* * * * *

4. Medicare: Social Security and Medicare may not be the final word after all 
Left and Right Appear To Agree On Something That Will Produce Better Health and Pensions
John C. Goodman, PhD, Contributor
Given the increasing polarization of American politics, readers may be pleasantly surprised to learn there are some public policy alternatives where the left and right seem to agree.

An example is called “auto enrollment.” When workers are hired these days – especially at a large company – odds are they won’t be asked if they want to join the company’s 401(k) plan. Instead, they will be automatically enrolled. If they don’t like that fact, they can walk down to the HR department and opt out. Read more . . . 
Studies show that auto enrollment makes a big difference in whether employees participate in a retirement plan and how they participate – particularly low-income employees. Left to their own devices, far too many people make three mistakes: (1) they don’t join their company plan, or (2) if they do join, they don’t contribute enough – leaving employer matching dollars on the table — or (3) they invest too conservatively (e.g., government securities – with no risk, but very little return) or allow themselves to be defaulted into money market funds.

A little over a decade ago, Peter Orszag (then at the Brookings Institution) asked me to help him make it easy for employers to automatically enroll employees into 401(k) plans with diversified portfolios. With additional help from Gov. Pete du Pont, we put together a series of left-right-coming-together briefings on Capitol Hill. The result was a provision in the Pension Protect Act of 2006, giving employers a safe harbor against lawsuits if an employee’s portfolio declines when the market goes down.

Not long after that success, I attended a meeting at Brookings: . . . The question: could we extend the auto enrollment idea to small companies that had no retirement plan? The answer appears to be yes.

California is about to become the first state to require employers without a 401(k) plan to auto enroll their employees in a plan managed by the state. Initially, employers must deduct at least 3% of wages for this purpose and they may increase the contribution by 1 percentage point a year until they reach 10 percent. Again, if employees don’t like it they can opt not to participate. . . 
So what can go wrong? Any time politicians have control of a retirement system, there is a lot that can go wrong – witness the $32 trillion dollar unfunded liability in Social Security and another $1 trillion  in state pensions. To prevent these and other mishaps, designers should pay attention to four rules.

Life cycle investing. Virtually every disinterested financial planner will give you this advice. If you are an unsophisticated investor, don’t try to pick winners and losers. Instead, invest in an index fund that reflects the market as a whole. If you are young, invest in equities. I don’t think there has ever been a ten-year period when stocks have not outperformed bonds and when corporate bonds have not outperformed government securities. As you near retirement and your planning horizon shortens, it makes sense to reduce your risk. Shift more of your portfolio to bonds and eventually (during retirement, for example) to government bonds or to an annuity backed by government bonds.

This should happen automatically, on the worker’s behalf. California, however, is starting out on the wrong foot from day one.  The New York Times reports that the state plans to start out investing all the funds in government securities that promise little or no return.

No politics. There should be no politically imposed restrictions on how retirement funds are invested. The pressure (especially in California) will be to impose constraints: no investment in tobacco, nuclear energy, coal, and so on. In the past there has been no evidence that “socially responsible” investing has had any effect on stock prices. But in the future it might. That means retirees would have to accept a lower standard of living just to satisfy someone’s political agenda. It will be interesting to see if California can resist this temptation.

Property rights. Another bad idea embedded in the new California law would allow the fund managers to siphon off funds from the accounts in good times in order to supplement the accounts when the market is down. This type of spread-the-wealth, investor-based socialism is completely inconsistent with the very idea of a private retirement account. Even worse is the prospect that funds siphoned off might be used to benefit people who don’t even have an account.

No unfunded promises. In California, public funds are being used to jumpstart the venture, and the Wall Street Journal warns of the danger of a government bailout if the accounts don’t grow as predicted.

Auto enrollment is an idea whose time has come. It can work if politicians keep their hands off the investments and resist the natural temptation to tell everyone what to do.

Visit the Goodman Institute. . .

Read this article online . . .
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 Government is not the solution to our problems, government is the problem. 

- Ronald Reagan
 * * * * * 

5. Medical Gluttony: Many 9-1-1 calls are NOT emergencies.
During my active practice days I was called to the emergency room to see patients that had arrived by ambulance. Finding a simple problem such as a sore throat or a cold, I wondered why they took such an expensive ride to a very high cost center when their problem could have been taken care of in the office that day or the next.  Read more . . . 
The answers vary: I couldn’t get a ride during the day or I work during the day or I couldn’t get a baby sitter until my husband got home. Others stated that if I came by car, I have to wait 3 or 4 hours to be seen. If I come by ambulance, I’m ushered right in and triaged and frequently seen at the same time.

One item is usually the same. They do not have to pay to be seen. The average base ER charge in one of my hospitals was $600. On one study we did, we asked the question, “If you had to pay 20 % ($120) would you have come in?” The answer in our clinical overview was that four out of five invariably said “no.” I would have come in during the day today or tomorrow. Thus a 20% copayment at the registration desk would have saved 80% of the non-urgent healthcare costs. 

Thus, free or non-deductible healthcare increases healthcare expenses by four fold. 

The same effect can be found on all non-emergency health care. A study by the Council for Affordable Health Insurance (CAHI) suggests that perhaps a third of medical spending is devoted to services that don’t appear to improve health or the quality of care—and may even make things worse. 
Our clinical overview suggests that it may be as high as a half of health care spending is gluttonous. 

Thus the only way to eliminate this gluttony is with high deductible and graduated copayments where the deductible is the average cost of basic health care for that age group and copayments graduated on the basis of where that care is obtained. Out study indicates the optimal copayment would be 10% for hospital care, 20% for ER and Urgent care, 30% for office and outpatient care, and approximately 40% for DME and Skilled nursing care. Without any actuarial data, it is estimated that one would save twice the out-pocket deductible and copayments in the price of that type of insurance.
The insurance companies would then have to realize that their profits may decrease, but won’t go to zero as they did in Vermont and now in Colorado.
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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. Socialist Freedom Myths: Cuba is more Free than America
Elian Gonzalez 10 years later
By Jeannie DeAngelis
As Barack Obama emulates Fidel Castro's health care system and ferries a reluctant nation toward socialism, the scenario is reminiscent of a frightened Elian Gonzalez being wrested from the arms of liberty by an out of control federal government dictated to by a liberal American president.
Free people should take a good, long look at Elian Gonzalez and observe what our nation has the potential to become ten years down the line if, instead of moving in the opposite direction, America's row boat continues to inch closer to Cuba's shores. 
Authors content: www.jeannie-ology.com
Elizabet Broton, Elian Gonzalez's mother, was so determined to ensure her seven-year old son live in freedom that at four a.m. the fraught woman ushered her child toward a rickety boat to join a dozen people for a trek across dark, choppy waters from Cuba to the US.
Elizabet and ten others lost their lives at sea. Before dying Broton desperately attempted to assure Elian's safety by placing the boy into a black inner tube to keep him from drowning. Elian was later found sleeping, fished from shark-infested waters and turned over to the U.S. Coast Guard. Read more . . . 
Elian became the center of a child custody struggle defined by paternal rights versus a Cuban-American family who escaped Castro's tyrannical regime that believed the child should be granted asylum.  Elian's cousin Marisleysis Gonzalez became the public spokesperson for the child's right to independence in a nation his mother died trying to reach. 
After a lengthy, media driven custody battle Attorney General for the Clinton Administration, Janet Reno ordered armed federal authorities to enter the home of Elian's extended family and intercept the child, returning him to his father Juan Miguel Gonzalez Quintana. . .
Read more: http://www.americanthinker.com/blog/2010/04/elian_gonzales_10_years_later.html#ixzz4NfdSZgjG 
Follow us: @AmericanThinker on Twitter | AmericanThinker on Facebook
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 Socialism Myths originate when someone who has not experienced socialism speaks. 

 The truth about Socialism Myths given by those who have experience it
 is often still not believed by those who have not lived it.
* * * * *

7. Overheard in the Medical Staff Lounge: Clintons committed the same crime as the Rosenbergs
Dr. Rosen:
We’ve come to the final stretch of trying to save our professional freedom, our religious freedom, and the freedom of speech established in our country after our revolutionary war. We have published some very important columns from well-respected people in the past month. Where will we be in another week?
Dr. Edwards:
I still have hope that our citizens will awaken before the elections.  I would feel very badly is such a criminal as Hillary becomes our commander-in-chief. She has such a dismal record in international affairs. Some of the high ranking officers in my practice state that all of the Muslims in our Embassy were anal raping Christopher until he looked near dead and then shot him out of sympathy!?! Can you imagine letting four Americans be anal raped to death in Benghazi while Mrs. Clinton stood watch? Destroyed evidence indicates that she was aware of this in real time?  
Dr. Milton:
Since more of Mrs Clinton’s emails from her time as Secretary of State are being published, it now appears that some “Top Secret” email was hacked by our enemies. This would be on the same order of breeching national security for which Julius and Ethel Rosenberg were prosecuted. The only difference is that Bill and Hillary did essentially the same thing in a digital world which is still clandestine. The Rosenbergs were found guilty in 1951 and executed in 1953. Since this has now been confirmed that Mrs Clinton’s email contained “Top Secret” information, it is critical that Bill and Hillary Clinton, who worked in collusion just as the Rosenbergs, stand trial for the same offense and if found guilty also be executed. Read more . . . 
Dr. Ruth:
To think that clear thinking intelligent Americans would trust our country to such a treasonous person of the order of the Rosenbergs is unbelievable. Anyone that would vote for Mrs Clinton could not be a true American.
Dr. Michelle:
It would be a catastrophe if the first woman president were a traitor to our country. That would set women’s issues back by decades.
Dr. Yancy: 
I consider Hillary the enemy of private physicians and if she gets elected, I’m closing my office. The bureaucracy of the current administration has double the cost of my office. My surgical fees have been cut by two-thirds. It would only get worse if Hillary becomes president.
Dr. Sam:
I was unable to double my staff to keep up with the bureaucratic paperwork to justify every prescription or test that I ordered, so as my income dropped, I obtained a part time job.
Dr. Dave:
I did the same. I have the option of going full time salary if my practice loses money like last year. 

Dr. Kaleb: 
I used to think American doctors were crazy trying to avoid government medicine.  In the ten years I’ve been here, I can understand how your government conscripts physicians worse than most dictators in the world. And to think your country was founded on all those freedoms you have in the Bill Of Rights, your leaders have been negligent in teaching the present generation on the value of those freedoms.
Dr. Milton:
If Mrs Clinton becomes president, there is no hope for appropriate justice in her espionage crime. The only way she can possibly be prosecuted and tried, is if Donald J Trump is elected President and is able to name his own Attorney General and Supreme Court Justices that will uphold our Constitution and our Bill of Rights.
Dr. Edwards:
I can’t even imagine how anyone who loves America could take the risk of voting for someone so careless about our Military Secrets. But in fact, she was not careless but a very knowledgeable attorney and formed a dubious tax free Foundation to support her espionage. She did not take the risk of monetary exchange with a tyrannical government for payment which tripped the Rosenbergs in handing over the Atomic Bomb designs. If she wins the Presidency, she would feel very comfortable in sitting at the same table with Russia, N Korea, China, and Iran. It wouldn’t be the Round Table of Sir Lancelot, but the Crescent table of the Rogue Nations.
Dr. Rosen:
It would also signal the end of the 240 year experiment in personal freedom begun in 1776 and killed in 2016.  Will it take another 100 generations to read about the ancient history of 1776 to 2016 and understand how freedom flourished for a brief time? It takes a lot of effort to teach our children the value of Democratic Freedom when it is constantly tainted with Democratic Socialism, Democratic Despotism as our enemies understand the value of having Democratic in their name with opposite meanings to hoodwink the unknowledgeable. We have failed enormously as we allowed our government to change our schools to Socialism Training Camps. 

Dr. Ruth:  
If we win this election next month, I think our first priority is to defund all public education that doesn’t teach the Freedom of Democracy and restore private and parochial education. I think that Mr. Trump is the first candidate we’ve had since Reagan that understands this.
Dr. Rosen:  
That brings up another extremely important challenge. It has only been 35 years since the Reagan revolution. But do we seriously understand what that means? No one under age 45 remembers what he did?

Dr. Ruth:  
And that in turn tells us our schools have not been teaching American History, the Bill of Rights, our Constitution, and Civics in general for a long time.  Since our public education, which at one time was free but now is nearly as expensive as Private Education, we should be able to make the transition just by defunding all public colleges and university. That transition should now become nearly painless. It would also eliminate the exorbitant inflation in education costs of the past five decades. Making education affordable may be more important than making health care more affordable. 
Dr. Rosen:  
Actually healthcare is affordable if we took the government out of it. The government constantly justifies their involvement by saying they improve the quality of health care when-in-fact, government, whether Medicare, Medicaid, or Obamacare, have all reduced not only the quality of health care, but also made it less affordable. All three have made healthcare nearly unaffordable. Just witness the increase this year alone. 
Dr. Kaleb:
That means there will be more uninsured after eight years of Obama than when he got elected. Does he understand that he took us backwards? How could that have happen during just one administration? Is the U.S. getting to be a third world country?  
Dr Rosen:  
Well, we should be able to answer that next month.
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The Staff Lounge Is Where Unfiltered Opinions Are Heard.
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8. Voices of Medicine: Are Trump’s Taxes more important than Hillary’s Medical Records?
IS HILLARY CLINTON MEDICALLY UNFIT TO SERVE?
Jane M. Orient, M.D

Some Republicans as well as Democrats have used the term “unfit to serve” about Donald Trump, based on things he said and what they assume he might have meant.

Surely his style can be abrasive and blunt. But a huge number of ordinary Americans cheer him, probably because he said what they were thinking. They don’t have an evil, ungenerous, uncompassionate, racist, bigoted heart, and they assume he is like them. They are sick of being pushed around and disrespected by the politically correct crowd who are hypersensitive about almost everything – but constantly spew profane, obscene, and vulgar language that demeans American and Christian culture and blames it for all the world’s evil.
In the past, others have spoken forcefully and unapologetically about things nobody wanted to hear – Winston Churchill, for example. A lot of proper Englishmen thought he was unfit – until they saw the truth of his words. Read more . . . 
With Trump, some people are even tossing out psychiatric diagnoses. But keep in mind that a lot of them think conservatives, Christians and pro-life advocates are crazy, too.

Strangely silent is the mainstream media about the fitness of the Democratic candidate. And causes for concern are growing. Without considering any statements she has made or positions she has taken, and without presuming to speculate on psychiatric diagnoses, one can point to certain observations.

There’s the photograph of Secretary Clinton’s difficulty walking up some steps. Now, inability to climb stairs does not necessarily disqualify a person for public office. However, neither she nor people with her apparently anticipated a problem. The people helping her seem to be preventing a fall. Did she simply trip? Or was it a seizure or a stroke?

Videos widely circulated on the Internet are, if authentic, very concerning. One shows prolonged, inappropriate laughter; another, strange head movements. In a third, she appeared momentarily dazed and confused, and lost her train of thought. Reportedly, she has a volcanic temper. (This is probably not new.)

A man who stays close to her, who is reportedly not a Secret Service agent, was photographed carrying something in his hand that might have been an auto-injector of Valium.

While we don’t have Mrs. Clinton’s medical records, it is widely stated that she experienced a fall that caused a concussion. Since then, she is sometimes seen wearing eyeglasses with prisms, as are used to correct double vision.

Concussions often cause traumatic brain injury, which might not be visualized on a standard CT or MRI. Many of our veterans who experienced blast injury from improvised explosive devices suffer from it. These are some symptoms: difficulty thinking, attention deficits, confusion, memory problems, frustration, mood swings, emotional outbursts, agitation, headaches, difficulties with balance and coordination, and seizures. Many veterans with such an injury cannot hold a job or interact normally with their families.

Obviously, it would be very dangerous for a person subject to symptoms like this to be dealing with foreign leaders or making critical decisions. The president of the United States may have to make world-changing decisions on a moment’s notice. For example, should we launch nuclear-armed missiles? And if the commander in chief is confused, who will make the call?

The U.S. has had problems with incompetent leaders in the White House before. Mrs. Woodrow Wilson (the “First First Lady President”) was effectively president for the last year and a half of her husband’s term after he suffered a disabling stroke. She managed to conceal the seriousness of Wilson’s condition for a long time. This was the reason for the 25th Amendment to provide for replacing the president in case of disability.

While the U.S. government knows more and more about our medical histories and other aspects of our lives, many details about the president are a secret. The press appears to care more about the tax returns of Republican candidates than the medical records of Democratic presidents or candidates. And Secretary Clinton’s public appearances have been rather carefully controlled.

Is it conceivable that Hillary supporters would really be voting for Huma Abedin, Clinton’s top aide, or for the first first-man president, Bill Clinton? The American people are entitled to know the objective medical facts about Secretary Clinton.

Note: Dr. Orient is a member of the Association of American Physicians and Surgeons, AAPS.
Click here for reuse options! Copyright 2016 WND: 
Read more at http://www.wnd.com/2016/08/is-hillary-clinton-medically-unfit-to-serve/#JwgRCw7lADpRkucR.99 
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VOM Is an Insider's View of What Doctors are Thinking, Saying and Writing about
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9. Reviews: The Case Against Hillary Clinton 
By Peggy Noonan
WSJ contributing editor is author of "The Case Against Hillary Clinton" (Regan Books, 2000).
Why Did They Do It?
WSJ April 24, 2000
By Peggy Noonan
See Section 6 Above
From the beginning it was a story marked by the miraculous. It was a miracle a six-year-old boy survived the storm at sea and floated safely in an inner tube for two days and nights toward shore; a miracle that when he tired and began to slip, the dolphins who surrounded him like a contingent of angels pushed him upward; a miracle that a fisherman saw him bobbing in the shark-infested waters and scooped him aboard on the morning of Nov. 25, 1999, the day celebrated in America, the country his mother died bringing him to, as Thanksgiving.

And of course this Saturday, in the darkness, came the nightmare: the battering ram, the gas, the masks, the guns, the threats, the shattered glass and smashed statue of the Blessed Mother, the blanket thrown over the sobbing child's head as they tore him from the house like a hostage. And the last one in the house to hold him, trying desperately to protect him, was the fisherman who'd saved him from the sea—which seemed fitting as it was Eastertide, the time that marks the sacrifice and resurrection of the Big Fisherman. Read more . . . 
Holiest Time
It is interesting that this White House, which feared moving on Iraq during Ramadan, had no fear of moving on Americans during the holiest time of the Christian calendar. The mayor of Miami, Joe Carollo, blurted in shock, "They are atheists. They don't believe in God." Well, they certainly don't believe the fact that it was Easter was prohibitive of the use of force; they thought it a practical time to move. The quaint Catholics of Little Havana would be lulled into a feeling of safety; most of the country would be distracted by family get-togethers and feasts. It was, to the Clinton administration, a sensible time to break down doors.

Which really, once again, tells you a lot about who they are. But then their actions always have a saving obviousness: From Waco to the FBI files to the bombing of a pharmaceutical factory during impeachment to taking money from Chinese agents, through every scandal and corruption, they always tell you who they are by what they do. It's almost honest.

All weekend you could hear the calls to radio stations, to television, from commentators, from the 40% who are wounded, grieving and alive to the implications of what this act tells us about what is allowed in our country now. "This couldn't happen in America," they say, and "This isn't the America we know."

This is the America of Bill Clinton's cynicism and cowardice, and Janet Reno's desperate confusion about right and wrong, as she continues in her great schmaltzy dither to prove how sensitive she is, how concerned for the best interests of the child, as she sends in armed troops who point guns at the child sobbing in the closet. So removed from reality is she that she claims the famous picture of the agent pointing the gun at the fisherman and the child did not in fact show that.

The great unanswered question of course is: What was driving Mr. Clinton? What made him do such a thing? What accounts for his commitment in this case? Concern for the father? But such concern is wholly out of character for this president; he showed no such concern for parents at Waco or when he freed the Puerto Rican terrorists. Concern for his vision of the rule of law? But Mr. Clinton views the law as a thing to suit his purposes or a thing to get around.

Why did he do this thing? He will no doubt never say, a pliant press will never push him on it, and in any case if they did who would expect him to speak with candor and honesty? Absent the knowledge of what happened in this great public policy question, the mind inevitably wonders.

Was it fear of Fidel Castro—fear that the dictator will unleash another flood of refugees, like the Mariel boatlift of 1980? Mr. Clinton would take that seriously, because he lost his gubernatorial election that year after he agreed to house some of the Cubans. In Bill Clinton's universe anything that ever hurt Bill Clinton is bad, and must not be repeated. But such a threat, if it was made, is not a child custody matter but a national security matter, and should be dealt with in national security terms.

Was it another threat from Havana? Was it normalization with Cuba—Mr. Clinton's lust for a legacy, and Mr. Castro's insistence that the gift come at a price? If the price was a child, well, that's a price Mr. Clinton would likely pay. What is a mere child compared with this president's need to be considered important by history?

Was Mr. Clinton being blackmailed? The Starr report tells us of what the president said to Monica Lewinsky about their telephone sex: that there was reason to believe that they were monitored by a foreign intelligence service. Naturally the service would have taped the calls, to use in the blackmail of the president. Maybe it was Mr. Castro's intelligence service, or that of a Castro friend. . . 
For now we're left with the famous photo, the picture of the agent pointing his gun at the sobbing child and fisherman, the one that is already as famous as the picture taken 30 Easters ago, during another tragedy, as a student cried over the prone body of a dead fellow student at Kent State. It is an inconvenient photo for the administration. One wonders if it will be reproduced, or forced down the memory hole.

We are left with Elian's courageous cousin, Marisleysis, who Easter morning told truth to power, an American citizen speaking to the nation about the actions of the American government. We are left with the hoarse-voiced fisherman, who continues trying to save the child. We are left wondering if there was a single federal law-enforcement official who, ordered to go in and put guns at the heads of children, said no. Was there a single agent or policeman who said, "I can't be part of this"? Are they all just following orders?

We are left wondering if Mr. Clinton will, once again, get what he seems to want. Having failed to become FDR over health care, or anything else for that matter, he will now "be" JFK, finishing the business of 1961 and the missile crisis. . . "In an odd way Elian helped us—the intensity of the experience, the talks and negotiations, were the most intense byplay our two countries have had since JFK. The trauma brought us together." . . .
Travel Back to an Early Clinton Scandal  
Voters have the impression Hillary isn't trustworthy.  She's been reinforcing it since 1993.  — 
The question came up this week at a political panel: Why don't people like Hillary Clinton?  
— Why do they always believe the worst?
WSJ | Sept 17, 2016
by Peggy Noonan
If you give the prompt “Clinton scandal” to someone under 30, they might say “emails,” or Benghazi” or “Clinton Foundation,” or now “health questions.” But for those who are older, whose memories encompass the Clinton era, the scandals stretch back further, all the way to her beginnings as a national figure.

Seventeen years ago, when word first came that Mrs. Clinton might come to New York, a state where she’d never lived, and seek its open U.S. Senate seat, I wrote a book called “The Case Against Hillary Clinton.” It asserted that she would win and use the Senate to run for president, likely in 2008. That, I argued, was a bad thing. In the previous eight years she’d done little to elevate our politics and much to lower it. So I laid out the case as best I could, starting with the first significant scandal of Bill Clinton’s presidency.

It is worth revisiting to make a point about why her poll numbers on trustworthiness are so bad.

It was early 1993. The Clintons had just entered the White House after a solid win that broke the Republicans’ 12-year hold. He was a young and dashing New Democrat. She too was something new, a professional woman with modern attitudes and pronounced policy interests. They had captured the national imagination and were in a strong position.

Then she—not he—messed it up. It was the first big case in which she showed poor judgment, a cool willingness to mislead, and a level of political aggression that gave even those around her pause. It was after this mess that her critics said she’d revealed the soul of an East German border guard.

The Clinton White House was internally a dramatic one, as George Stephanopoulos later recounted in “All Too Human,” his sharply observed, and in retrospect somewhat harrowing, memoir of his time as Mr. Clinton’s communications director and senior adviser. He reported staffers and officials yelling, crying, shouting swear words and verbally threatening each other. It was a real hothouse. There was a sense the gargoyles had taken over the cathedral. But that wouldn’t become apparent until later.

On May 19, 1993, less than four months into the administration, the seven men who had long worked in the White House travel office were suddenly and brutally fired. The seven nonpartisan government workers, who helped arrange presidential trips, served at the pleasure of the president. But each new president had kept them on because they were good at their jobs.

A veteran civil servant named Billy Dale had worked in the office 30 years and headed it the last 10. He and his colleagues were ordered to clear out their desks and were escorted from the White House, which quickly announced they were the subject of a criminal investigation by the FBI.

They were in shock. So were members of the press, who knew Mr. Dale and his colleagues as honest and professional. A firestorm ensued.

Under criticism the White House changed its story. They said that they were just trying to cut unneeded staff and save money. Then they said they were trying to impose a competitive bidding process. They tried a new explanation—the travel office shake-up was connected to Vice President Al Gore’s National Performance Review. (Almost immediately Mr. Gore said that was not true.) The White House then said it was connected to a campaign pledge to cut the White House staff by 25%. Finally they claimed the workers hadn’t been fired at all but placed on indefinite “administrative leave.”

Why so many stories? Because the real one wasn’t pretty.

It emerged in contemporaneous notes of a high White House staffer that the travel-office workers were removed because Mrs. Clinton wanted to give their jobs—their “slots,” as she put it, according to the notes of director of administration David Watkins—to political operatives who’d worked for Mr. Clinton’s campaign. And she wanted to give the travel office business itself to loyalists. There was a travel company based in Arkansas with long ties to the Clintons. There was a charter travel company founded by Harry Thomason, a longtime friend and fundraiser, which had provided services in the 1992 campaign. If the travel office were privatized and put to bid, he could get the business. On top of that, a staffer named Catherine Cornelius, said to be the new president’s cousin, also wanted to run the travel office. In his book “Blood Sport,” the reporter James B. Stewart described her as “dazzled by her proximity to power, full of a sense of her own importance.” Soon rumors from her office, and others, were floating through the White House: The travel office staff were disloyal crooks.

The White House pressed the FBI to investigate, FBI agents balked—on what evidence?—but ultimately there was an investigation, and an audit.

All along Mrs. Clinton publicly insisted she had no knowledge of the firings. Then it became barely any knowledge, then barely any involvement. When the story blew up she said under oath that she had “no role in the decision to terminate the employees.” She did not “direct that any action be taken by anyone.” In a deposition she denied having had a role in the firings, and said she was unable to remember conversations with various staffers with any specificity.

A General Accounting Office report found she did play a role. But three years later a memo written by David Watkins to the White House chief of staff, recounting the history of the firings, suddenly surfaced. (“Suddenly surfaced” is a phrase one reads a lot in Clinton scandal stories.) It showed Mrs. Clinton herself directed them. “There would be hell to pay,” he wrote, if staffers did not conform “to the first lady’s wishes.”

Billy Dale was indicted on charges including embezzlement. The trial lasted almost two weeks. Mr. Dale, it emerged, could have kept better books. The jury acquitted him in less than two hours. In the end he retired, as did his assistant. The five others were given new government jobs.

So—that was the Clintons’ first big Washington scandal. It showed what has now become the Clinton Scandal Ritual: lie, deny, revise, claim not to remember specifics, stall for time. When it passes, call the story “old news” full of questions that have already been answered. “As I’ve repeatedly said. . .”

More scandals would follow. They all showed poor judgment on the part of the president, and usually Mrs. Clinton. They all included a startling willingness—and ability—to dissemble.

People watched and got a poor impression.

The point is it didn’t start the past few years, it started almost a quarter-century ago. You have to wonder, what are the chances it will change?
Read the entire review at the WSJ . . . Be sure to read the links.
Read the entire Clinton Archives from Arkansas to Washington, DC. . . It may take several hours to read the entire archives before next Tuesday. But it is a “Must Read” before voting. 
To read more book reviews . . .  
To read book reviews topically . . .   
Feedback . . . 
Subscribe MedicalTuesday . . . 
Subscribe HealthPlanUSA . . .
The Review Section Is an Insider’s View of What Doctors are Reading. 

* * * * *

10. Hippocrates & His Kin: Hillary Clinton made “Top Secret” information Non Secure.
Here is the documented email report from the FBI files. You will note they found some “Top Secret” information which had been hacked by our enemies. This is on the order of the espionage crime that Julius and Ethel Rosenberg were prosecuted for and convicted of in 1951 and executed for in 1953.
Read a Summary of the FBI Report on Hillary Clinton Email  
Clinton originally assured Americans that not even one piece of classified material had ever been transmitted via her unsecured, secret, personal server. But now it is known that at least 2,079 emails that she sent or received via that server, contained classified material.5 As the eminent broadcaster and legal scholar Mark Levin has made plain, each of those 2,079 offenses constituted a felonious violation of Section 793 of the Espionage Act.6 And each violation was punishable by a prison sentence of up to ten years.7
In January 2016, former Secretary of Defense Robert Gates said “the odds are pretty high” that Russia, China, and Iran had compromised Clinton's unsecured email server.8
“Oh, what a tangled web we weave, when first we practise to deceive.”  -- Sir Walter Scott

http://web.archive.org/web/20160326153417/http://www.arkancide.com/
To read more HHK . . .  



 HYPERLINK "http://www.delmeyer.net/Articles/HippocratesModernColleagues.aspx" 

To read more HMC . . . 

Feedback . . . 
Subscribe MedicalTuesday . . . 
Subscribe HealthPlanUSA . . .
Hippocrates and His Kin / Hippocrates Modern Colleagues
The Challenges of Yesteryear, Yesterday, Today & Tomorrow

  * * * * * 
11 Words of Muslim Wisdom: “Wisdom” from the Koran: 
People of the Book! Commit no excesses in your religion; nor say of Allah aught but the truth. Christ Jesus, son of Mary was (no more than) a messenger of Allah, and his word which he bestowed to Mary. Believe in Allah and his messengers. (Koran 4:171)
The male shall have the equal of the portion of two females.” (Koran 4:11)  So two women have the value of one man under Islamic law.

“Your wives are as a tilth unto you; so approach your tilth when or how ye will.” (Koran 2:223) “Tilth” means soil. It’s also a derogatory sexual term in the Islamic world.

Marry women of your choice, Two or three or four.” (Koran 4:3). Under Islamic law, women are sex slaves and servants for use by men. 
A man is permitted to take women as sex slaves outside of marriage. (Koran 4:24 and 33:50)

* * * * *
12 This month in History: November
On November 3, 1964, Lyndon B Johnson, who became president the year before, on the assassination of John F. Kennedy, won the Presidential election over Barry Goldwater by the largest popular vote plurality in the history of the United States up to that time. If he had run in 1968, he might easily have been defeated, as was his chosen successor, Hubert Humphrey. From the most popular President ever, in 1964, to one whose chances for re-election were doubtful, to say the least, is quite a change. It reminds us that opinions are triggered by events. The event in the years between 1964 and 1968 was the war in Vietnam.
On November 6, 1860, Abraham Lincoln of Illinois was elected President. He was the candidate of a young new political party. The standard-bearer of the Republican Party was chosen to lead the nation that was at the brink of the Civil War. Today as we are a divided nation again, may we elect a president of the same caliber as Abe Lincoln. Two days after the election, he wrote to the man elected as Vice President, Hannibal Hamlin, suggesting that it might be a good idea if they meet. The two running mates were elected without ever having been introduced to each other. 
On November 10, 1975, the world’s greatest fighting force was established by the Continental Congress. They are known in succeeding to get many a situation—in their phrase—“well in hand.” There are many things which we know are in good hands when the Marines get the assignment. 
On November 11, 1918, the worse war in the history of mankind up to that time came to an end. In only 20 years, an even worse war, WW II began. Both wars were to “make the world safe for democracy.” But then came the Cold War without guns. Today we are in another long war with missiles.  President Barrack Obama is the first president to have the dubious distinction of being at war every year of his 8-year term, beating George Bush’s 7 year war since 9/11/2001. If we elect his very ineffective incompetent Secretary of State, who made no distinctive marks as a senator from her adopted state of New York, we will be looking toward another four years of war or eight if re-elected. Won’t that put us at 23 years of continuous war-fare? Another incompetent president would put us past the 30-year war of Europe in 1618 to 1648. Let’s avoid that distinction on November 8, 2016. Candidate Trump told Mrs. Clinton in tonight’s debate, that when he gets elected, he would put her jail for her crimes. And they are not just misdemeanors.  They are on par with Julius and Ethel Rosenbergs.
* * * * *
13 Last month’s Postings: In The October Issue
 
    0)
An Explicit Warning given to the Women’s World Summit

1) Featured Article: Bigot-Baiting Read more . . . 
2) In the News: Kaiser Permanente announced it will open its own medical school  
3) International Medicine: Canadian health-care fix—innovation, not more money
4) Medicare: Obamacare is experiencing a death spiral
5) Medical Gluttony: Society’s Gluttonous Excesses with Socialism: Detroit
6) Medical Myths: The Myth of Socialized Medicine
7) Overheard in the Medical Staff Lounge: The Il-liberal Disconnect 

8) Voices of Medicine: San Mateo County Physician, President’s Message 

9) The Bookshelf: Hoodwinking the Nation 

10) Hippocrates & His Kin: NEW! California’s End Of Life Option Act
11) Words of Wisdom: Truman, Ford, Lowell, Matthew
12) Recent Postings: Medical Tuesday: The September 2016 Issue
13) This month in History: October
14) In Memoriam: The discomfort of words 
15) The World-wide Public Forum: Talk Radio Dialogues Connect with almost Everyone
16) Restoring Accountability in Medical Practice, HealthCare, Government and Society:
   NB)    Julius and Ethel Rosenberg’s were convicted on March 29, 1951, and on April 5 were sentenced to death.
             They were executed for espionage on June 19, 1953 having received payments from Russia.
             Haven’t Bill and Hillary Clinton done the same thing in a new electronic format?
             They didn’t have to depend on Russian, Chinese, N Korean, or Iranian millions for payment. 
             They set up their own financing foundation with tainted foreign contributions.
             Hillary then made America’s Top Secrets available by uncovering her top-secret secure email 
             to personal non-secure email available for our enemies? Isn’t this the same espionage in digital form?
             Wasn’t this done to Hoodwink our country to make it look above board? Shouldn’t they be charged
             for the same crime that Julius and Ethel Rosenberg were charged with? And if convicted, shouldn’t they have
             the same punishment?
* * * * *
An Explicit Message

Hillary Clinton says she will use government to make you reject your Christian Faith.

“LAWS HAVE TO BE BACKED UP WITH RESOURCES AND POLITICAL WILL . . . 
 DEEP-SEATED RELIGIOUS BELIEFS HAVE TO BE CHANGED.”

—Hillary Rodham Clinton
Speech delivered at the Women’s World Summit, April 23, 2015
* * * * *
14 In Memoriam: Intriguing for peace
Shimon Peres, an Israeli statesman, died on September 28th, aged 93
The Economist | From the print edition | Oct 1st 2016 
HE OUTLIVED all his country’s other founding fathers, but failed in what he most yearned for: to lead it into a lasting peace. Missed opportunities dogged Shimon Peres’s career. He gained the highest offices—prime minister, twice, and president—but the political arithmetic invariably went against him. His forte was foreign policy, but his political nemesis, Menachem Begin, signed the peace treaty with Egypt in 1979, and his arch-rival, Yitzhak Rabin, got most of the plaudits for Israel’s deal in 1993 with the Palestinian leader, Yasser Arafat.

Mr Peres’s imprint was lasting, nonetheless. As a precocious young civil servant, he brokered arms deals which helped his uniformed counterparts to get the weapons they needed. He circumvented arms embargoes with creative ruses, such as buying warplanes as, purportedly, film props, and cannily found leaky frigates and rusty tanks in places where they were no longer needed. He bargained hard, shaming rich countries for charging full price to tiny, beleaguered Israel, and cajoling rich sympathisers. It meant breaking a lot of rules. Jimmy Hoffa, boss of America’s Teamsters union, became a friend, and Israel’s rapprochement with West Germany was cemented with marathon drinking sessions with the arch-conservative Bavarian, Franz-Josef Strauss. Read more . . . 
Perhaps his greatest achievement in this sphere was a secret deal with France which laid the foundations for Israel’s never-avowed nuclear arsenal. Only this year did Mr Peres obliquely acknowledge it, saying that it made the Arabs realise that the Jewish state couldn’t be obliterated, thus laying the foundations for at least a partial peace. “There are two things that cannot be made without closing your eyes,” he told the New York Times in 2013: “love and peace. If you try to make them with open eyes, you won’t get anywhere.” . . . 
His best election result was a stalemate in 1984, which led to a two-year rotation of the top job with Yitzhak Shamir, the Likud leader. Labour did win in 1992, but under Rabin. Two years later he shared the Nobel peace prize with Rabin and Arafat: respected abroad, still unpopular at home. He returned to office on a wave of emotion after the assassination of Rabin in 1995. But his chance to achieve peace with the Palestinians was blown away by a spate of Islamist suicide-bombings and by Israel’s war in Lebanon. He was narrowly defeated by Binyamin Netanyahu in 1996.

A new generation of Labour leaders tried, unsuccessfully, to force him to retire. Instead, on his second attempt and at 83, he became Israel’s largely ceremonial president. As head of state he was muzzled, forced in public to back Mr Netanyahu and defend his policies abroad; yet he conspired with the intelligence services to block the plans to attack Iran’s nuclear installations. Once more, the intriguer tirelessly intrigued. His doings seemed remarkably public, immediately posted on Facebook, Twitter and Instagram by his almost entirely female staff (males, he had found, betrayed him). Undoubtedly, other exploits will remain untold for years.

Read the entire obituary at http://www.economist.com/sections/obituary 
* * * * *
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 religiouscommentary 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

For 30 years, social science has shown that religion is good for sex: long-term couples who attend religious 
services regularly and say they are serious about scriptural teaching, report that they enjoy both more active 
and more satisfying sex lives.

But new research from Duke University shows that the connection between faith and physical intimacy can 
also work in the opposite direction: good sex can also strengthen belief in God. The Duke study, published in 
The Journal of Social Cognitive and Affective Neuroscience, focuses on oxytocin, a hormone generally 
produced during physical intimacy. For men in particular, higher levels of oxytocin mean greatly enhanced 
spiritual sensibility, and a greater sense of wholeness and well-being.

In other words, strong faith and good sex can encourage one another in a virtuous cycle, indicating that those 
who search for partners at worship services and other religious settings may, in fact, be looking in the right 
place.

· 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)

By Charles Krauthammer Opinion writer Opinions

Only amid the most bizarre, most tawdry, most addictive election campaign in memory could the real story of 
2016 be so effectively obliterated, namely, that with just four months left in the Obama presidency, its two 
central pillars are collapsing before our eyes: domestically, its radical reform of American health care, 
a.k.a. Obamacare; and abroad, its radical reorientation of American foreign policy — disengagement marked 
by diplomacy and multilateralism. 

Obamacare.

On Monday, Bill Clinton called it “the craziest thing in the world.” And he was only talking about one crazy 
aspect of 
it — the impact on the consumer. Clinton pointed out that small business and hardworking 
employees (“out there busting it, sometimes 60 hours a week”) are “getting whacked . . . their premiums 
doubled and their coverage cut in half.”

This, as the program’s entire economic foundation is crumbling. More than half its nonprofit “co-ops” have 
gone bankrupt. Premiums and deductibles are exploding. Even the New York Times blares “Ailing Obama 
Health Care Act May Have to Change to Survive.”

The Obama Doctrine. 

At the same time, Obama’s radically reoriented foreign policy is in ruins. His vision was to move away from 
a world where stability and “the success of liberty” (JFK, inaugural address) were anchored by American 
power and move toward a world ruled by universal norms, mutual obligation, international law and 
multilateral institutions. No more cowboy adventures, no more unilateralism, no more Guantanamo. 
We would ascend to the higher moral plane of diplomacy. 
Clean hands, clear conscience, “smart power.”

This blessed vision has just died a terrible death in Aleppo. 

· The Lars Larson Show, http://www.larslarson.com/ 

Watch Dinesh Dsouzas Hillary’s America. The theater run has been extended—very important to see before elections.
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


Half of America supports Trump, so Hillary and her elitist friends have just condemned tens of millions of 


Americans. People concerned about illegal aliens, Islamic jihadist terrorists, people who believe in traditional 

marriage, as Hillary and her husband and Obama once believed.

Remember back when Obama disparaged Americans for their belief in God, guns and religion.  I must be one of those deplorables Hillary deplores so much.
* * * * *
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 50 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 fifty 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.ca 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 annual weeklong von Mises Seminars, held every February, or their famous Shavano Institute. 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 three 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."
· THE FLORIDA-AAPS 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
* * * * *
Thank you for joining the MedicalTuesday.Network and Have Your Friends Do the Same. If you receive this as an invitation, please go to www.medicaltuesday.net/Newsletter.asp, enter you email address and join the 10,000 members who receive this newsletter. If you are one of the 80,000 guests that surf our web sites, we thank you and invite you to join the email network on a regular basis by subscribing at the website above. To subscribe to our companion publication concerning health plans and our pending national challenges, please go to www.healthplanusa.net/newsletter.asp and enter your email address. Then go to the archives to scan the last several important HPUSA newsletters and current issues in healthcare.  
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* * * * *
IN THE 1970s, THE SUTTER HOSPITAL ADMINISTRATOR ALWAYS ENDED THE STAFF MEETINGS WITH THE “RUMOR MILL”. THIS WAS A FREE-FOR-ALL FOR EVERYONE TO TELL HIM WHAT THEY HAD HEARD ABOUT ANYTHING ANYBODY FELT WAS IMPORTANT. NO MINUTES WERE KEPT.

INFORMATION VIDEOS AND LINKS TO OPEN AND STUDY BEFORE THE ELECTION NEXT MONTH!
Watch Kelly file 10/11/16! Serious bigotry against Christians and Catholics. This proves that a lack of voting against Hillary may truly be suicidal for the church. https://youtu.be/3Z-RRsBYZnk  
This link has Trump's public apology video and an article with Ben Carson saying that Donald Trump asked for forgiveness before the last debate.  https://www.yahoo.com/news/ben-carson-says-donald-trump-prayed-for-forgiveness-before-the-presidential-debate-043443555.html 
Voter Fraud Documented and Confirmed: http://projectveritasaction.com/?utm_source=PVaction&utm_medium=email&utm_content=subscriber_id:28959477&utm_campaign=Clinton%20Voter%20Fraud%20-%2010/18/2016 

Is the U.S. is going to lose control of the Internet? https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/114/s3034 
Does Hillary have a neurologic disorder?  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zr1IDQ2V1eM 

Does Hillary have another boyfriend after her previous one committed suicide? Is she still seeing her girl friend from Arkansas?  Since she supports same sex marriage, if Bill dies while she’s in office, could we see a same sex wedding in the White House?
Teaching gender confusion to children is child abuse. http://www.wnd.com/2016/08/franklin-graham-declares-war-on-gender-bender-brainwashing/ 
Paul Harvey on What is a Policeman. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RUUZ2fKVqcs 
President Barack Obama used a pseudonym in email communication with Hillary Clinton, FBI documents reveal, 
By JOSH GERSTEIN and NOLAN D. MCCASKILL | 09/23/16  Politico-1.pdf; The disclosure came as the FBI released its second batch of documents from its investigation into Clinton’s private email server during her tenure as secretary of state.

* * * * *
JFK, inaugural address: 
(May we rise up to these goals in our election next month)
In the long history of the world, only a few generations have been granted the role of defending freedom in its hour of maximum danger. I do not shrink from this responsibility--I welcome it. I do not believe that any of us would exchange places with any other people or any other generation. The energy, the faith, the devotion which we bring to this endeavor will light our country and all who serve it--and the glow from that fire can truly light the world. 

And so, my fellow Americans: ask not what your country can do for you--ask what you can do for your country. 
My fellow citizens of the world: ask not what America will do for you, but what together we can do for the freedom of man. 

Finally, whether you are citizens of America or citizens of the world, ask of us here the same high standards of strength and sacrifice which we ask of you. With a good conscience our only sure reward, with history the final judge of our deeds, let us go forth to lead the land we love, asking His blessing and His help, but knowing that here on earth God's work must truly be our own.
* * * * *
