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Introduction 
 

I’m not sure when I decided to write a book on the law. I 
read a great deal so that enabled me to begin this book even though 
my knowledge of laws is limited. I have no degree in the subject 
and only took one course in tax law quite a few years ago at Pace 
University, not far from the city of New York. I’ve met a few 
attorneys and utilized their services, mostly in real estate deals. It 
was either buying or selling a home and I can’t recall many 
closings that I attended. I would rate the lawyers I encountered as 
average or a bit worse. 

The title, I Shot The Sheriff, features an action that in most 
cases is a crime, shooting, an object, a sheriff, who represents the 
law, and a perpetrator, represented by the subject of the title. The 
latter might be called an outlaw. This book will talk about each of 
these as well as a few other related topics. As usual, I learned a 
great deal from writing this work. They say a little knowledge is a 
dangerous thing but in this case delving into the law only seemed 
to bring discouragement. You’ll see what I mean shortly. 

  As citizens, each of us has knowledge of some laws. Our 
parents instilled in us obedience to their rules, which could lead to 
trouble if we didn’t heed them. In church, the preacher set down a 
few laws of being a member of the congregation, especially love of 
God and our fellow man. In school, our failure to follow the rules 
might result in detention or even expulsion on a permanent basis. 
When I went to school, if we misbehaved in class, we were not 
only punished for it by our teacher, but also had to endure more 
from our parents, relative to our earlier performance. Laws mean 
each of us pays taxes to the government – that may not be true of 
corporations. If you reply that your income isn’t that much so you 
don’t pay taxes, you’ve forgotten about the sales tax that you 
cough up when you shop. Your utility bills and the monthly cable 
payment give you an opportunity to pay numerous taxes. 

Whether we’re talking about government, church, family or 
school, each has precepts that have to be followed. Chapter 1 will 
start with rules or laws of a system, not unlike any of these four. 
I’ll look at a computer program, which is a small system, rather 
than concentrating on an order entry system, for example. Every 
system needs rules and I’ll get into why they are necessary and 
how many. 

The next chapter handles the desire for freedom. What 
better way to do that than consideration of our nation’s beginning. 
The Founding Fathers and their efforts of laying the foundation for 
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the country couldn’t avoid creating laws, especially those found in 
the Bill of Rights and the Constitution. Rights, laws and 
responsibilities exist in partnership. Also considered in the chapter 
is the journey of Lewis and Clark in the early nineteenth century 
and all their tribulations. It was no typical cross-country trip, but 
still there were laws that had to be followed.  

Chapter 3 discusses our country and its laws, put together 
as an alliance of the executive, legislative and judicial branches of 
government. Originally intended to prevent one group from 
becoming more powerful than another, today it seems like the 
nation’s capital is in a perpetual state of gridlock. This is 
accomplished – probably not the right word here – by partisanship, 
sequestering, signing statements, the filibuster and the nuclear 
option. Obviously it’s not a pretty picture, but here is a bit of good 
news: from about the middle of August each year until Labor Day, 
the Congress doesn’t get any less done than in the two months 
before. 

The two chapters that follow mention United States 
presidents and lawyers. That’s in separate chapters even though 
many presidents have been attorneys. The same can be said of 
other politicians who serve in Congress. You may not have heard 
of Gutzon Borglum, the guy who created the presidential memorial 
in Keystone, South Dakota, so I’ll spend a bit of time on him and 
some of the presidents, especially those on the Mt. Rushmore 
sculpture. 

Chapter 6 is about the Wild West, a time that didn’t have 
laws, or so it appeared. Traveling west to the gold rush was no 
picnic, whether you came by boat or covered wagon. Once at your 
destination, you needed to make sure your pistol was loaded. The 
reason for the word, wild, had to with the gambling halls, saloons 
and dancing girls – they certainly weren’t Rockettes. I’ll say a few 
words about the Pony Express, William F. Cody and Sitting Bull, 
Butch Cassidy and the Sundance Kid, Frank and Jesse James and 
the guy who was a thorn in many of their sides, Allan Pinkerton. 

The next chapter gets into the work and lives of a few 
lawyers: William Jennings Bryan, Clarence Darrow and William 
Kunstler. Kunstler handled many cases pro bono publico as did 
many other attorneys. This practice continues today. Looking at 
these men of the court and their handling of the law can only 
convince us that the law is really complicated. You have it right by 
feeling that guilt or innocence is determined by which of the 
attorneys does a better job in swaying the jurors. Justice doesn’t 
enter into it many times. 
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Chapters 8 and 9 touch on good health and immigration, 
respectively. Each discussion refers back to what documents came 
out of the late eighteenth century by the colonists in the new world. 
Smoking, HIPAA, the big gulp, regulations created to hold off 
corporate pollution all relate to health and are mentioned in the 
chapter. The chapter on immigration delves more into liberty, the 
walls built to restrain border crossings, citizenship and 
contributions of immigrants to the nation over the years. 

Chapter 10 looks at the statements, See you in court and 
You can’t fight city Hall. Big business has quite a few laws, but 
sometimes companies don’t follow them or use any common sense 
when pertinent issues arise. Laws bring with them whistleblowers, 
which many are concerned about. Once again I mention signing 
statements – which goes back further than you think – and the 
filibuster as well as gerrymandering. We talk about the approval 
rating of Congress, but it may be more appropriate to refer to it as 
a disapproval rating. What about laws that may be unethical or 
immoral?     

The next two chapters give a few examples of a small 
subset of trash bills, which I first mentioned in an earlier chapter. 
One chapter is about pork barrel projects while the other tackles 
really dumb laws. I’ve written a few books on missing intelligence 
and some of the material there made it into these two chapters. The 
sad and depressing thing is that as we speak, someone is proposing 
a bill about bacon or ham while someone else is thinking about a 
really ridiculous law. 

Chapter 13 compares the government created by our 
Founding Fathers to that of the present day. In ways they’re 
similar, but one has to wonder what Jefferson, Franklin and 
Washington would think of the Patriot Act and its swift passage 
into law, the treatment of the Native Americans over the years, the 
slavery issue – that one is tough since most of those guys owned 
slaves – and the shameful rating of today’s Congress. I’m sure they 
wouldn’t be pleased.   
 The final chapter is a call for change and involvement. 
Over the centuries, citizens have done so much to make our nation 
a better one. This continues today. We have the opportunities. We 
only need to work for the common good, rather than that of the 
corporations. 
 I shot the sheriff is the name of a 1974 song by Eric Patrick 
Clapton. You can find it on his album, 461 Ocean Boulevard, but 
you won’t find too many guitar players better than Clapton. 
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1. The name game 
 

A few months ago I saw a sign with the words, Eating 
Systems. I know about the mouth method and intravenous feeding, 
so this must be a new thing. I didn’t bother to research it but 
systems are certainly important and relevant to this book. The one 
I’d like to discuss is an order entry system (OE) at a corporation. 
Any other system at any company will be similar to this one. This 
OE consists of numerous computer programs and a means of 
running all of these, probably every night. I’ll get back to OE 
shortly, but one of these programs, ordlist, creates an order report. 
The report will be about thirty pages with fifty lines per page, 
headings and one summary line at the end. That last line gives the 
number of records read as well as the number of items ordered. 

Ordlist will be written in the COBOL language and it will 
open the order file, read one record at a time and produce an output 
line with customer name, account number, order number and order 
quantity. It then reads another record and does the same thing, 
continuing this process until the last record has been read. All 
along there is one counter which will keep track of the number of 
records read as well as another counter which is a sum of the order 
quantities. After the last record has been processed, including an 
output line for it, the summary line will be printed, the files closed 
and the program ended. For ordlist to run successfully, two 
systems have to be accommodated: the rules of the COBOL 
language as well as those dictated by the business analyst. The 
latter were listed in the preceding paragraph. 

Unless the programmer knows the rules of the language, he 
won’t be able to complete the program. That’s like asking a Latin 
major to teach geography. If he has a good knowledge about 
COBOL, the programmer won’t succeed if he doesn’t listen to the 
analyst for exact specifications. You could say that the laws or 
rules have to be followed. The program has to be tested, naturally. 

OE has the same constraints. There aren’t any COBOL 
rules to follow but there is a control language that needs to be 
known and its rules adhered to. Each program needs to run 
successfully but there’s a further requirement. All the programs 
have to work together. If one program defines the order file as 
having a record length of 300, while another calls for the number 
of characters in the record as 200, OE probably won’t work. It 
won’t work either if the first program defines the order amount in 
the thirtieth position in the file while the second expects it to be in 
the fortieth position. OE is a system with rules or laws to be 
obeyed, but so is ordlist or any other program, even if the rules are 
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different. OE needs to be tested but so does ordlist or any other 
program that comprises OE. 

Testing any program means using data to see that every 
piece of the program functions the way it’s expected to work. It’s 
not a law but a general rule is that if a program takes an hour to 
write, it will take an hour to test. Two programs that are composed 
in one day and a week will need one day and one week for testing, 
respectively. You can figure out how long it will take to test a 
program that took a month to write. Of course, the time frame 
could be a bit more or less in each case. The more complicated a 
program is, the longer it will take to test. The size of a program is 
another indication of complexity. 

A few years ago in the Boston area, I worked with a 
gentleman name Bill Yu. As consultants, we had to write and 
modify programs, mostly the latter. Bill referred to the programs as 
trash, for two reasons. First, they were written and thrown into 
production without sufficient testing. This soon caused problems 
and modifications to make them work. What was done could be 
described as a patch. Before long another patch was added. As you 
can tell, what came out could rightly be called trash.  It was called 
that for another reason. At the time, programs and systems didn’t 
stay around long. They were replaced quite frequently with new 
ones. This is similar to the PC hardware and software that came 
out as the twentieth century was winding down. Customers were 
urged to upgrade their PCs every six months. Maybe it was a year, 
but it made consumers wonder why the company didn’t just wait 
until the PC was bug-free so PCs would not have to be updated for 
years rather than months. What do you expect from trash? I’ll be 
bringing that word up again. 

Speaking of the PC, the next system or program to consider 
is Microsoft Word. It’s a word processor that enables users to 
create documents, such as announcements, articles or even a book 
– exactly what I’m doing here. When I first began in the computer 
software business, I had to learn various word processors so I 
could write and change programs. Fortunately, those word 
processors were really simple. There weren’t many options and the 
process was easy. Anyone who has worked with Microsoft Word 
knows that it’s a really complicated system. A few years ago, I 
used it to create a flier for a concert in our church. When it was 
done, someone suggested that I add a faint background, in this case 
the image of an angel. I wasn’t sure how to achieve that but I was 
told how and I finished the flier with the angel on it. If today, 
someone asked me to repeat the process, I couldn’t do it without 
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some research. Even then I might not be able to add the 
background. 

Microsoft Word allows you to do so many things – it has a 
great deal of flexibility. Actually it’s way too much, and there are 
so many different ways of doing things. There must be a hundred 
different fonts, but if you look at two of those, you may not see 
much difference between the two. And then you’ll see wingdings. 
What is it used for? What is even more disgusting is that there are 
actually four different ones. Why not send the dude who came up 
with any of the four fonts a letter written in wingdings? Start with 
a one page document that could be a letter of some sort, but then 
do a few global substitutions such as the letter q for each 
occurrence of the letter, s, the letter z for the letter a and a few 
more similar changes. Then put the document into a wingding font 
and send the letter. Do this only if you have nothing better to do, 
just like those people who come up with some of these fonts. 

A few weeks ago, I was working in Word on a book and 
noticed that the first two lines on page 68 were indented, even 
though they shouldn’t have been. I tried a few things to remedy 
that but nothing worked. I saved the document and then deleted a 
paragraph on page 67 and the indents were no longer where they 
had been. However, they were at the top of the new lines on page 
68. I was lucky to handle the problem by creating a new document 
and doing a great deal of copying from the old. 

There are a few good features in Word that writers can use, 
such as adding page numbers to a book. To start Roman numerals 
on the first page of the introduction and an Arabic numeral on the 
first page of chapter one – with no numerals on any page preceding 
the introduction – you have to break the book into sections. I found 
this out from a small book I picked up from my first publisher.   
Unfortunately doing this didn’t work, but as usual I used a 
workaround for the desired result. 

Microsoft Word gives you many possibilities, but also too 
many bugs. The company released the product before it was 
thoroughly tested and then asked users to contact them about the 
bugs. They then made changes to eliminate the problems. Some 
user may have asked for a feature, which would have been nice to 
have, so that was added in the new release. That may have 
introduced some new bugs along with those that were still in the 
software, and more corrections and software releases came out – 
the marathon continued. This system failed because of the almost 
unlimited flexibility, which indicated that someone didn’t care 
about laws or rules. Being able to do so many things meant so 
much complexity that testing all cases was impossible. 
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A system that doesn’t work on one occasion is one that just 
doesn’t work. Any successful system needs rules. If there are too 
many, it can fail just as well as without laws. In his 2009 book, 
Life Without Lawyers: Liberating Americans From Too Much Law, 
Philip K. Howard states, Freedom can be destroyed by tyrants, by 
lawlessness – and by too much law. 

 The solution is to find a happy medium. Even with the 
right amount of laws, a system or society can have problems. If 
people ignore the law, there will be a struggle. You can have 
policemen to see to it that that doesn’t happen or if it does, the 
number of instances of abuse is minimized. If the regulators don’t 
do their job because they’re overburdened or understaffed, once 
more the system will be in danger of collapsing.     

Shirley Ellis had a huge hit with the song that’s the title of 
this chapter. It reached the number three spot on the pop charts and 
number four on the R & B charts in 1964. It involved creating a 
new lingo based on a few simple rules. The name Roseanne 
Roseannadanna is said to have come from these rules or a slight 
variation thereof. 
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2. Free 
 

In the late eighteenth century, the American colonists 
weren’t very happy about the system that the British government 
was hanging over their heads. The Americans wanted their 
freedom and in 1776, the Declaration of Independence was written.  
The result was the American Revolution, a war that lasted until 
1783. The British had all the advantages but their rivals were 
cunning and courageous. What may have turned the tide was the 
fact that the colonists had – in an old sports cliché – the home-field 
advantage, which they desperately needed. They were David 
against Goliath. Like all wars, it was brutal, especially in the frigid 
winter months. 

Soon afterwards, our Founding Fathers gathered to write 
the Constitution and Bill of Rights. Those two documents, along 
with the Declaration of Independence, formed the laws of the new 
country. For over two hundred years, they seemed to have worked 
for the nation, despite the various challenges from time to time. 
Some people felt that since they were written so long ago, these 
documents could stand some modifications, while others swear 
that change wasn’t really necessary since the writers had a good 
handle on what was needed in a democracy. 

Let’s begin with a line from the Declaration, We hold these 
truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal. When I see 
the word, men, I assume that this applies to both sexes and to 
everyone, no matter what the color of his or her skin. What if the 
composers of that one page document actually wanted this to apply 
to males only? History indicates that the above phrase needed the 
addition of the words, as long as they were white males and owned 
property. Women and blacks were excluded. After all, there were 
no Founding Mothers at the Constitutional Congress. We’re all 
aware of Paul Revere, but many don’t know of what role women 
played in notifying the colonists of the arrival of the British. They 
weren’t visiting because of the Tea Party in Boston. 

According to the July 2013 issue of the Hightower 
Lowdown, in Patterson, New York, Sybil, the sixteen-year-old 
daughter of a military commander named Ludington, stepped up 
and became another messenger just like Revere – and she rode in 
the rain, covering almost twice as many miles as he did – and 
alerted the people to the arrival of the Redcoats. There’s more at 
http://www.hightowerlowdown.org/node/3387#.ie6q8awstmo. 

Looking at the Declaration of Independence, you assume 
that the phrase all men are created equal referred to the right to 
vote. From the way it was written, either the author got it wrong or 
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it’s been misinterpreted. In February 1870, the Fifteenth 
Amendment to the Constitution gave everyone the right to vote, as 
long as you weren’t female. That privilege wasn’t granted unto 
1920 when the nineteenth amendment was ratified. Despite the 
Fifteenth Amendment, some people didn’t agree with it so a poll 
tax was instituted. This reminds me of a joke. Chris, Pat and Rene 
get to the pearly gates and St. Peter tells Chris that to enter, he has 
to spell cat, which he manages. Pat has to spell dog, which she 
does. Rene thinks to himself that he’s home free until St. Peter asks 
him to spell chrysanthemum. 

The poll tax wasn’t exactly like that; you just had to make a 
small payment. As you can tell, poorer people couldn’t come up 
with the cash, so they couldn’t vote. It wasn’t until the Civil Rights 
Movement that any person of a certain age could vote. The poll tax 
was abolished, but then the issue came up again. A few people 
objected once more. As a result, a prospective voter had to answer 
a question or two. If you had light skin, they weren’t difficult. If 
you were a person of color, it might be to list all the names of 
survivors of the Titanic. The poll tax may not have been back, but 
it might just as well have been. 

Returning to the end of the Revolutionary War, freedom 
may have been won, but things were tough. It was difficult to pay 
for the war, as revenues were hard to find. The colonists may have 
won the war, but that wouldn’t have mattered. Somehow, our 
Founding Fathers managed.  

During Jefferson’s time in office, he managed to double the 
size of the country, expanding it westward, with the Louisiana 
Purchase in 1803. Over eight hundred thousand acres cost fifty 
million francs or around eleven million dollars. I wonder where he 
found the money for it. Broken down, it cost less than three cents 
an acre, not a bad deal at all. There were critics of the purchase, 
since there weren’t any provisions in the Constitution for acquiring 
land. The sale was made anyway. 

Before long the third president of the United States sent 
Meriwether Lewis and William Clark to explore the vast stretch of 
land. Known as the Corps of Discovery, the explorers, thirty-three 
in all, faced dangers of all kinds from the weather, wild animals 
and hazards of crossing the mountains and traveling down the 
rivers. With a departure point of St. Louis, Missouri, the trip began 
in May 1804 and the Corps returned home in September 1806. 
They collected specimens of some of the animals as well as plants 
and copious notes. Amazingly, only one person perished. The 
Lewis and Clark team met Native Americans coming and 
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returning, but the latter treated the entourage with respect. Sadly, 
this attitude was not always given to the Indians. 

In his 1997 documentary, Lewis & Clark: The Journey Of 
The Corps Of Discovery, Ken Burns has done another masterful 
job of chronicling that hazardous trip to find the Northwest 
Passage. From one series to the next, we expect great things from 
Burns and he delivers. Dayton Duncan’s book of the same year, 
Lewis & Clark: An Illustrated History is the companion guide to 
that adventure. Duncan also published another book in 2004, 
Scenes Of Visionary Enchantment: Reflections On Lewis And 
Clark. He also contributed in a big way to the Burns’ production. 

Since the land that doubled the size of the country was 
indeed the United States, the newly formed laws applied to that 
area just as it did to the eastern part of the nation. During the Louis 
and Clark Expedition, anyone who failed to conform was give fifty 
lashes on the back. This worked well, except that the punishment 
was administered for some time – it seemed that some just didn’t 
learn from it. One day the whip came out but the leaders decided 
not to go forth with the fifty lashes. From that point on, this show 
of compassion changed things dramatically.  

At the start of the journey, everyone got along with a great 
deal of respect until an incident occurred that really bonded the 
crew. They came to a divide and weren’t sure which branch of the 
river to take. The Captains wished to proceed south while the 
others thought the northern branch was the way to proceed. Rather 
than split up the group and waste time in doing so, Clark and 
Lewis went left while the others waited behind. They soon saw that 
they were right and went back for the others. Being right reassured 
the rest of the explorers and also increased their respect for Lewis 
and Clark.  

Many times during the duration of the journey luck came 
their way. On reaching the Continental Divide, there was much 
exhilaration, but that changed quickly when Lewis noticed that one 
mountain range after another loomed in their path.  They would 
need horses to proceed and the Shosone may have been able to 
help out, if they could find them. They waited and waited until one 
day the Native Americans arrived. The latter weren’t sure of the 
trustworthiness of the expedition and hesitated. It wasn’t until 
Sacagawea arrived that the Shosone thought that they may have 
misjudged Lewis and Clark. When the only woman of the group 
discovered that the chief was her brother, the horses became 
available.  

Eventually the Corps of Discovery saw the Pacific, but 
winter was approaching so they had to settle there for those few 
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months. Lewis and Clark had a few choices where to build shelter 
but decided to let the group decide. Each man – and one woman, of 
course – had a vote. I think that Sacagawea’s husband didn’t vote.  
This was true democracy in action. York, the only African-
American in the crew, and Sacagawea, who was a Native 
American and a woman besides, had a hand in making the 
decision.    

The Corps of Discovery exhibited signs of what the United 
States could be. It could not have succeeded without the help of 
various tribes of Native Americans. They provided food, directions 
and suggestions and got along well with Lewis and Clark and their 
mission. In return, the Americans treated the people who had been 
on the continent before the colonists had arrived, with great 
respect. Sadly, the years that followed didn’t continue that 
tradition. 

The signers of the revolutionary documents had as much 
concern for the Native Americans as they did for women and 
people of color. This was evident as the colonists mistreated and 
killed those who had been here before them in their quest for more 
land. It was quite a long period of time when the new nation 
established treaties with the natives and then broke them; took 
away their land; forced them to move somewhere else; mistreated 
and massacred them. 

The cotton plantations were a somewhat different story, but 
once again the victims were people of color. They did all the work 
for the master only to be subjected to long hours, brutal work, 
harsh living conditions and little if any remuneration. Slavery was 
supposed to end when the war ended, but Reconstruction didn’t 
bring it about. As the nineteenth century came to a close, the 
peculiar institution hadn’t vanished. The twentieth century hasn’t 
ridden the world of slavery and it’s still here today. All you need to 
do is consider the assembly lines in the meatpacking plants, the 
workers in the coalmines, and the sweatshops around the world, 
including those in the United States, to see examples. How can you 
classify the workers in restaurants and numerous other jobs in 
corporate America something other than slaves? Their pay is better 
that of servant labor, but certainly not much. 

The need to expand the boundary of the country brings up a 
good issue. When does the quest end? If it doesn’t end, the result is 
imperialism, a practice by quite a few nations. As far as treatment 
of people of color in the country, this shows a lack of respect for 
other groups or nations and their laws. When this happens, it’s no 
wonder that the same feeling is applied to the citizens of the United 
States. 
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The Revolutionary War brought freedom, but not for 
everyone. The law may have been established but some people 
didn’t reap the benefits. It may not have been a law, but one saying 
has been around for quite a while: the enemy of your enemy is your 
friend. The colonists fought the people of France in the Seven 
Years’ War (1754–1763). Doing the subtraction, I can’t come up 
with a duration of seven years for this struggle, which was also 
called the French and Indian War. The British supported the 
colonies, but not much after that the two countries were at war, 
with the French coming to the aid of the Founding Fathers and 
company. Right off the bat this enemy / friend thought was shot 
down – it’s not a law. In the two and a half centuries since that 
time, it hasn’t been proven either. Whoever came up with the 
enemy of your enemy is your friend is full of hot air.  

Right along with freedom comes rights. One is that of 
speech. Just because you can say anything you want doesn’t mean 
that you should. Since rights apply to more than one individual, the 
others have rights as well as the speaker. The latter shouldn’t utter 
something that will offend the former. Nonetheless, we see this 
happening many times. The great cerebral comic Gallagher 
mentioned that the right to free speech doesn’t say anything about 
volume. If you’ve been at any mass demonstration where there 
have been people against as well as for an issue, you realize that 
many took Gallagher’s thoughts to heart. Nothing was 
accomplished. 

Experience has taught that you can pass a complement to 
some person and she can feel that it was an insult. In some of the 
reviews of my books, critics – not professional ones – got on my 
case because I mentioned the efforts of some well-known person. 
This could have applied to a guy on the left or right. It comes down 
to a realization that maybe you shouldn’t say anything at all. What 
does that do to the right to free speech?  

Freedom of religion means that citizens are allowed to 
practice any religion they choose, even none at all. When a person 
goes ahead and does this but then denies someone else the same 
right to practice a different religion, an imbalance is created. This 
has happened in the United States at times and can even be seen in 
the year 2013. Other countries witness this abuse on a grander 
scale, but they’re not democracies. When the Founders set down 
the law two hundred years ago, there was an important provision 
for separation of church and state. A few people want to remove 
this distinction, but they fail to realize that by doing this, the idea 
of freedom of religion might disappear completely. 
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Privacy is another right. Along with it goes the freedom 
from unreasonable search. When the government collected 
information from millions of citizens over the last decade, the 
privacy of the people was invaded. It’s a different matter if 
someone was suspected of being dangerous to society. Then the 
snooping may have been necessary and legal. The right to a trial by 
a jury is another law, which shouldn’t be neglected if someone is 
not a citizen of our nation. As you can see, the privacy and security 
connection raises many issues and concerns. 

The right to bear arms is given by the Second Amendment 
to the Constitution, part of the Bill of Rights. It’s based on English 
common law. What many don’t realize is that the person who came 
up with it was dyslexic, so the law really was the right to arm 
bears, which would aid the bears. If that were true, it would make 
the debate a great deal easier. Actually, it means people can wear 
short-sleeved shirts, having nothing to do with guns. As most 
people understand the amendment, it does not say that citizens can 
purchase AK-47s, mortars and weapons of mass destruction to 
defend themselves. Background checks and banning assault-type 
weapons would not affect the second amendment in any way. Both 
are great ideas. I’ll say more on this issue later. 

Before ending the chapter, I offer a few words on our 
Founding Fathers given to us by Kevin Bleyer from his 2012 book,  
Me The People: One Man’s Selfless Quest To Rewrite The 
Constitution Of The United States Of America. 
 
Working on the Constitution and finally getting set to add their 
signatures, our Founding Fathers thought it was time to celebrate.  
In a span of just a few hours, the fifty-five men who crowded City 
Tavern on Friday, September 14, 1787, guzzled enough alcohol to 
fell an army regiment: sixty bottles of claret, fifty-four bottles of 
Madeira, fifty bottles of old stock, vats of porter, cider and beer, 
and what has been described as some bowls of rum punch. They 
weren’t pledging their sacred honor; they were pledging a frat. So 
wild did the celebration get that City Tavern, a place quite familiar 
with drunkenness, took the unusual step of sending along a bill for 
breakage. 
 

Free is a song from the 1971 release, Chicago III by the 
jazz-rock fusion group that was once known as Chicago Transit 
Authority. Formed in 1967, the band still performs today, with a 
few different members.  
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3. This land is your land 
 

As of July 12, 2013, the approval rating of the current 
Congress stood at seventeen percent. At the rate it’s going, it might 
be the worst one ever, passing a total of eighteen bills so far. Some 
are so insignificant that the real sum barely breaks the double-digit 
mark. One of those beauties mentioned the size of metal blanks 
utilized to make commemorative coins. These pieces of metal 
aren’t the only thing that’s blank. Another why do they waste time 
bills gave the new Interstate 70 bridge over the mighty Mississippi 
River the name the Stan Musial Veterans Memorial Bridge. It 
connects Illinois and St. Louis. How nice! 

 This less than twenty percent approval rating is 
embarrassing. I don’t believe in polls or surveys because of the 
way they’re set up and the statistical interpretation given, but by 
adding an error factor of plus or minus twenty percent, the rating is 
now between zero and thirty-seven percent, another pathetic 
number, whatever it is. If I had a sixty-three percent failure rate at 
my job, I wouldn’t be employed at the company very long. 

If we stopped paying members of Congress, the 
incompetents would still be around. Over time some are forced to 
resign because of some impropriety. Others go into retirement but 
the good politicians leave as well as the undesirable. We can only 
hope that progressive people take the place of the caring politicians 
who depart and decent individuals get elected to fill the positions 
of the others whom we are happy to see leave. 

Since it doesn’t appear that things will change for some 
time, it is up to us, the taxpayers, to do something. I’ve known 
people who say that they don’t get involved in politics. You have 
to in a democracy. Our land is governed by the precept, of the 
people, by the people, and for the people, so if we don’t take 
action, who will? One approach is to vote the do-nothings out of 
office, whether they’re at the local, state or federal level. A serious 
problem often occurring is that some voters support their 
representatives whether they’re working for them or not. Maybe, 
they met the senator at a barbeque and he told some good stories 
while having a beer with the populace. No one wants a politician 
only because he tells hilarious jokes but doesn’t get legislation 
introduced for the good of the country. Another reason why 
someone would vote for a representative who just doesn’t get it is 
that the former’s father and grandfather were members of the same 
party as the politician and the voter refuses to abandon the party, 
even when it is out-of-date. If your party isn’t serving you, find 
another that will. 
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Anyway you look at it and no matter how you feel about 
these Senators and Representatives, we have this Congress for 
introducing and passing laws: the legislative branch of the 
government. Two other branches have a say in the laws too: the 
executive and judicial. The president is part of the former and he 
can veto bills that have been approved by the Congress, which I’ll 
get into shortly. The Supreme Court, or judicial branch, makes 
judgments on laws when they arise in court. These three branches 
were established by the Founding Fathers as a means of checks and 
balances so that one branch wouldn’t become more powerful than 
another. Generally, this has worked well, but there are times when 
the system is challenged when politicians only look out only for 
their friends. This practice is referred to as special interests. 
Taxpayers aren’t especially pleased with this pandering and have 
no interest in these scenarios. 

In his 1983 book, Poland, James Michener mentions the 
legislators passing laws by discussion similar to any other 
governing body. However, ninety-nine people could be in favor of 
a law – even representing the will of the people – and one 
individual objects, causing the law to not be passed. Some might 
say that this is a good practice insofar as it gives everyone a voice, 
but this one person seems to be outvoted by not only the ninety-
nine, but by the people of the country. Again Philip Howard gets it 
right when he says, Public choices aspire to balance for the 
common good, not, generally, to appease someone’s demand for 
individual rights.    

As far as the judicial men and women, it wasn’t that long 
ago when the Supreme Court announced the winner of the 
presidential election, even though the victor didn’t have the 
popular vote and all the votes weren’t tabulated. More recently, 
they made a decision on voting that will make it easier to pass 
voter ID enforcement. Maybe some of the members of the court 
should be replaced. 

Since this chapter is about laws and we’ve seen some of the 
workings of the Congress, what about the executive branch? The 
president may ask the Congress to produce legislation for some 
cause – say a law that would reduce the chance of an event like the 
Newtown massacre from happening again. The Senators and 
Representatives may not respond even though voters demand 
action. Congress could pass a law but the president refuses to 
approve it because the proposal would be less effective than not 
having the law at all or maybe because of some provision in the 
bill, of which he doesn’t approve. Another tactic that is used is the 
signing statement. It’s a written pronouncement that the president 
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isn’t pleased with the bill or maybe just some part of it. The 
Constitution doesn’t authorize its use, since the President has three 
choices that he can utilize: do nothing, sign the bill or veto it. 

The Supreme Court judges cases brought before them on 
the basis of various laws that have been passed. Many times, they 
do the right thing, but on other occasions, you may ask, What were 
they thinking? They may explain their decision afterwards, but it 
still may not make sense to any of us. What good is a law if it’s not 
upheld? 

We know that many politicians would have difficulty 
passing a lie detector test. There are a few other practices that they 
utilize to get a bill passed or stop one in its tracks when they don’t 
favor it. This applies to both parties. At times laws are passed 
without senators or representatives reading them. This may be true 
because the bill is hundreds of pages long. I believe this happened 
with the Patriot act, which should never have been passed. Ben 
Franklin offered, they who can give up essential liberty to obtain a 
little temporary safety, deserve neither liberty nor safety. Any bill 
that you haven’t read, you should either not vote on it or vote no. 
That second choice may sound radical, but perhaps it will stop the 
practice of introducing a bill and demanding a vote before people 
read it. 

As far as the procedure described in Michener’s Poland, I 
need to remind you that the book is a novel, but it’s historical. 
Even if this practice wasn’t used in that country, it certainly could 
happen there or in any other nation. We don’t have this occurring 
in the United States, as a vote in the chambers would handle that. 
However, there are tactics that Congressmen use that comes close. 

One method is the filibuster, a means of preventing a bill 
from being voted on, which means it’ll never become a law. In 
some cases, that’s a good thing. A filibuster does this by having 
one person carrying on a stalling technique, thus obstructing 
progress. The term comes from the Spanish word, filibustero, 
which was derived from the Dutch word that indicates a privateer, 
pirate or robber. This begins with an opponent of the bill taking 
over the chamber and going on and on about something that may 
not even be related to the issue. He could talk about his daughter’s 
soccer game the day before or how he cleaned up at the track on 
the weekend, even offering some tips on picking winning horses. 
He might stop, but then his associate could continue with the 
charade. As a result, progress is stymied. 

The sequester is another bottleneck that prevents anything 
good from happening. Not long ago, in order to reduce the federal 
deficit, Congress needed to take steps to do that in some manner. If 
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not, spending cuts would be made automatically, affecting many 
necessary programs. When these spending cuts occurred, the result 
would be sequestration. In 2011, a law was passed to reach a 
deficit goal of four trillion dollars. If it wasn’t reached, there would 
be a trillion dollars in cuts. The arbitrary cuts were meant to be so 
repulsive that it was assumed that Congress would act to avoid 
them. The solution was to close tax loopholes, collect unpaid taxes 
by the corporations and other similar measures. Sadly, Congress 
didn’t do their job and there was no compromise. You know who 
suffered because of it: the citizens. 

Connected to this is the nuclear option. Don’t worry, 
there’s no radiation attached. It’s also called the constitutional 
option and applies to the case where the presiding Officer in the 
United States Senate ignores a precedent or rule. In doing so, the 
Senate can now end a filibuster by a simple majority vote rather 
than the required sixty votes out of a hundred for legislation.  

A group that doesn’t have the majority and can’t pass a law 
they want can sneak it into law in the middle of the night. They 
figure that there’s no sense disturbing Senators in their slumber 
and those people will thank them the next day for their 
accomplishments at three in the morning. Some people will do 
anything and it may even be legal, but it sure isn’t ethical or very 
nice. Politicians can do other things such as adding pieces to a bill 
that they know they can’t stop. Their opponents may not like it, but 
they vote for the addendum anyway since now the original bill 
passes. The added provision might be so repulsive that the entire 
bill gets voted down, even the part that would have easily passed. 
This is a compromise in either case. To end this practice, there 
should be a vote on one issue at a time. Why complicate matters? 

Another slimy tactic is to sneak in a provision just when a 
bill is to be passed and very few are aware of it. Passage then 
follows. The idea of an addendum, along with the other schemes, is 
a major cause of gridlock, just like I mentioned at the top of the 
chapter. Another influence is partisanship, where people vote 
according to the party line. There could be justification for this as 
one party is concerned about the citizens being able to put food on 
the table and pay the rent while the opposition cares only about 
taking care of their rich friends. Nonetheless, individuals do cross 
over during the vote. Since taxpayers elected Senators and 
Representatives, the citizens should be their primary concern rather 
than how Congressmen accumulate financial gains by their 
position in government. 

Returning to the coin issue at the start of the chapter, too 
many proposals for becoming law can only be described as trivial, 
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unnecessary, irrelevant, redundant, self-serving, just plain dumb – 
there are a few examples of some of these in later chapters – and 
don’t make sense. I used the word, and, because these ideas could 
encompass more than one of these descriptions. I’m sure there are 
other adjectives that we will call trash bills. 

Someone proposed a bill to ban flag burning, a bill that is 
absolutely redundant. Starting fires in a public place is prohibited. 
Someone must think that you can burn a flag without having a fire. 
It must be a new technology. If an individual intends to torch the 
flag in their fireplace, there’s not much anyone can do to halt the 
process. Another unnecessary law has to do with voter ID. 
Advocates say it’s needed to prevent fraud. However, past 
elections have shown no deception at the polls, so why is this law 
required? Not only that, the twenty-sixth amendment, passed in 
July 1971, gave everyone eighteen years or older the right to vote. 
With voting, there are certain procedures. I can’t vote until I show 
that I am who I claim to be, but I don’t need no stinkin’ voter ID 
card. The voter ID laws should be all struck down.   

In 1940, Woodie Guthrie wrote the song, This land is your 
land, one of the most famous American folk songs. He recorded it 
in 1944. Once again, it brings to mind that as a democracy, the 
United States is of the people, by the people and for the people and 
not government of the rich, by the rich and for the rich. 
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4. Leader of the band 
 

A group of musicians is a system, just like any government, 
whether the latter is a democracy or dictatorship. The leader to be 
discussed here is the most powerful man in the world, the president 
of the United States. As shown in the last chapter, the Congress, or 
legislative branch of government, needs remediation. As far as the 
executive branch or presidency, over the last half-century we have 
had ten presidents in the United States. Three have been 
womanizers, one left office in disgrace because of his behavior, 
and his successor was forgiving enough to pardon the offender – 
after all, without this resignation the other guy wouldn’t be in the 
presidency. Of the remaining five presidents, three could and 
should have been impeached and another was a micromanager, 
something not welcome in government or big business. It looks as 
though we need better presidents. 

Let’s go back further into the history of our country. In his 
2002 book, Great White Fathers: The Story Of The Obsessive 
Quest To Create Mt. Rushmore, John Taliaferro discusses the 
monument as well as the man responsible for its creation, Gutzon 
Borglum. You probably know the four presidents whose images 
are carved in stone there: Washington, Jefferson, Roosevelt and 
Lincoln – Teddy not Franklin Delano. Borglum felt that the quartet 
best represented American leadership. Lincoln always impressed 
him and he had to include Washington and Jefferson, because of 
their efforts in establishing the nation and its laws. Roosevelt was 
chosen because the sculptor was a personal friend. Most people 
would have agreed on three of the four, at least. 

Rushmore was controversial for a few reasons. The land on 
which it stood belonged to Native Americans. I doubt that they 
approved of anything so massive on their sacred land. 
Conservationists agreed with them, feeling that the structure went 
against the earth as it triumphed technology over nature. None of 
this mattered as Berglum went ahead with his project anyway. 

George Washington was the first president of the nation 
and he was instrumental in defeating the British in the 
Revolutionary War. However, except for John Adams, all the 
Founding Fathers owned slaves. You can read about one of those 
servants, Paul Jennings, in A Slave In The White House: Paul 
Jennings And The Madisons, the 2007 book of Elizabeth Dowling 
Taylor. As far as George goes, during the French and Indian War, 
as a young officer, he was reported to have killed a few Native 
Americans, including women and children. Washington may even 
have initiated the practice of skin scalping. 
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Jefferson was probably even crueler to the Native 
Americans, describing them as merciless Indian Savages in the 
Declaration of Independence. He saw no future for them and 
advocated their removal from what was then the United States. 
With the purchase of the Louisiana territory, Native Americans lost 
800,000 square miles of their land. This followed other land grabs 
before that. In Theodore Roosevelt’s opinion, the third president of 
the country was the most incompetent chief executive we ever had. 
Jefferson had his slaves, including Sally Hemmings, with whom he 
fathered at least one child. 

Roosevelt believed in nature but he hunted big game in 
Africa. It certainly wasn’t for food because he might have been 
hungry. He collected specimens, quite a few. Credit him for all he 
did regarding the National Parks, but that was after he took the 
land away from Native Americans.  I doubt that he gave them  
lifetimes passes and free parking at Yosemite and Yellowstone. 
Russell Means called Teddy the biggest thief ever to occupy the 
White House. A Lakota attorney sees why Roosevelt was a part of 
Rushmore, because Teddy gives rationale to stealing Indian lands 
under the guise of democratic virtues.     

Most Americans feel that Lincoln was the greatest 
president this country has had, so far. As a military captain in 
1832, his efforts in the Black Hawk War kept the Indians from 
reclaiming the land that was rightfully theirs. During the Civil 
War, with his approval, thirty-eight Santee Sioux were hung in 
Mankato, Minnesota. Six days after that, Lincoln issued the 
Emancipation Proclamation, freeing the slaves. Native Americans 
didn’t count. 

Not long before the Civil War began, a hick named Samson 
made his second attempt at the state legislature. His two obstacles 
were James Wilson and Lyman Johnson. After the initial poll, 
Samson was in front with forty-four percent over Wilson at forty-
one percent followed by Johnson with five percent. Before long, 
Samson led with a forty-seven percent lead, but a new candidate, 
Joel Madison entered the race. Wilson withdrew and the numbers 
soon became: Madison – forty-four percent; Samson – thirty-eight 
percent; Johnson – nine percent. At election time, Johnson won 
with fifty-one percent to Madison’s forty-seven percent. The 
reason for the change was that Samson chose to support Johnson 
since he wished to prevent Madison from winning, having 
discovered Joel’s questionable tactics in the election. This included 
bribing voters. Samson figured he couldn’t win, but he thought 
more of the good he could do by working for Johnson achieving 
victory.  
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Before this election, Samson had thought of others before 
himself. As an attorney, he would not represent clients if he 
thought they were guilty. On one occasion while working for a 
client that had been accused of theft, Samson approached the judge 
saying, If you can say anything for this man, do it – I can’t. He was 
a man of integrity. Another time he said to an associate, This man 
is guilty; you defend him, I can’t.  The names above, Johnson, 
Madison and Wilson were made up. Samson’s real name was 
Abraham Lincoln. Perhaps I judged him too harshly, earlier.       

At the time of the creation of the Rushmore Memorial, 
people had different opinions about which presidents should be 
included on the mountain. Some even suggested Susan B. 
Anthony, but Borglum wasn’t keen on any woman joining the 
group.  Towards the end of the twentieth century, a few felt that 
Ronald Reagan deserved a spot, since he was such a popular 
leader. His presidency didn’t begin well with the removal of the 
White House solar panels or the handling of the air traffic 
controller situation. His Star Wars proposal, known as the Strategic 
Defense Initiative, was too costly and wouldn’t have worked 
anyway. Reagan’s involvement in the Iran-Contra scandal was a 
giant blemish on his presidency. Many felt that he brought about 
the demise of the Soviet Union, but Pope John Paul II also played a 
huge part at the time. It’s possible that had Jimmy Carter been 
reelected, the crumbling of the United States Cold War adversary 
might have occurred sooner than it did. You can conjecture all you 
want, but we’ll never really know. 

From the examples in the chapter, leaders don’t follow the 
law at all times. If you read biographies of all forty-four of them, 
you probably would come up with dirt on most of them – they 
weren’t concerned about the law. When Congress passes 
legislation that favors corporations, special interest groups or their 
party, they disregard what’s in the Constitution or Declaration of 
Independence. The same takes place when the president approves 
this law. All of these members of government seemed to have 
forgotten about the people. The judicial branch doesn’t get off 
easy, either. 

Presidents break the law when they cover up a crime in the 
oval office, even if they weren’t directly involved in the fiasco. 
They do the same thing when they misinterpret what has been 
written in law and take certain actions. They violate the laws of the 
land when they approve of covert action that could benefit their 
presidency. The law is disregarded when the Constitution 
establishes a principle that they fail to acknowledge, which is 
worse than a misinterpretation.   
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If you take the premise that some attorneys lie and some 
presidents are lawyers, you might derive the result that some 
presidents may not always speak truthfully. From my logic classes, 
that conclusion may not be true. However, if you believe the 
response to the question, How can you tell if a politician is lying? 
is His lips are moving, then it’s probably true that you shouldn’t 
look to this leader if you want the truth.   

Judging a leader by whether he’ll sit down and have a beer 
with you doesn’t tell you anything about how good a job he’s 
doing. Would the president who drank Bud Light rate higher than 
the one who ordered a micro brew? You can read as many books 
as you want about these leaders, but remember that historians don’t 
always get it right, even when they write biographies. There’s so 
much we’ll never know about the lives of these men. Some 
presidents are better than others but inferior to other top men. Each 
may have done great things, but has also made mistakes. Try as 
hard as they’d like, they can’t always get it right. This just proves 
that each of the presidents was human, just like any of us. 

Dan Fogelburg released a song with a title that corresponds 
to that of this chapter. It’s on his 1981 album, The Innocent Age. 
The song reached the number one spot on the easy listening chart 
and number nine on the Billboard Hot 100.  
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5. Liar 
 

When someone says the word, liar, you may think she 
uttered the word, lawyer. Why is that so? Maybe it’s because 
people look down at those in the profession in the same way they 
look at politicians and car salesmen. Despite the bad ones, there 
are some good attorneys. However, if that’s the case, why is it that 
you or I, who have contacted and used lawyers, have not seen that 
many decent ones? 

Where I live, even though I don’t watch much television, I 
still see advertisements for local attorneys who will help you win 
lawsuits if your car happened to be in a collision. You can contact 
them by remembering a single number since all you need do is dial 
that number seven times. It won’t cost you anything until you win 
the case. It seems that the attorneys are saying that with them, you 
can’t lose. Do they win all their cases? They do because after they 
confer with you they’ll either take your case – and win – or not 
handle it. When you do come out on top, they’ll grab a good chunk 
of the payoff. These cases are about one individual against another, 
usually both of the same status. By proceeding with the lawsuit, 
you may win – it won’t be that much – and the other party will 
lose. The only real winners here are the attorneys who advertised 
for your business. 

Another party involved here is the insurance company. 
Since the party that has to pay – an outrageous amount in many 
cases – can’t afford it, the insurance company writes the check. 
They’re out a good sum, but they’ll get it back by raising rates. 
They may do it for one party, but simultaneously they increase the 
cost of insurance for every policyholder they deal with. This 
wouldn’t have happened if it hadn’t been instigated by the 
attorneys who aired those commercials on television. 

I’m not crazy about going to court. There probably aren’t 
many people who are, except the lawyers. I had a day in small 
claims court a few years ago. I took my car to a repair shop for 
some transmission work. They remedied the problem but then a 
short time later, I had the same trouble. I either took it back to 
them or someone else more reliable and had the problem remedied. 
I didn’t forget about the garage that did the work initially and took 
them to small claims court. I appeared in court one day, without an 
attorney. For these minor cases, you don’t need one, but you 
should find one anyway. I lost that day but was assured when I 
noticed there were a few more people there who brought up issues 
with that same company. 
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About a decade ago, I was called for jury duty. I don’t think 
many people are happy about getting involved in any of those 
cases in court, myself included. I wasn’t selected but I was an 
alternate so I had to stick around for a few days. Before the week 
was up, the case was settled out of court and we were dismissed. 
It’s a drag because if you’re selected, you have to listen to both 
sides and decide which attorney more accurately describes the 
truth. You can ignore both of them and just listen to the facts, but 
how can you tell if what you hear is the truth? If you know about 
what happened from the newspapers or television, you won’t be 
selected for the jury. You’ll be rejected for other reasons as well. If 
you are selected and favor the innocence of the accused, what good 
is that if the other jurors feel the defendant is guilty?  

Although it was a big case, I had not heard of John Henry 
Faulk nor read his excellent 1983 book, Fear On Trial, until a few 
months ago. Faulk was a radio and television entertainer during the 
latter’s Golden Age. He was unjustly blacklisted and unable to find 
work. He consequently sued AWARE, Inc. as well as two 
individuals, writing about it in Fear on Trial. Even though it’s 
exclusively about a court case, you won’t put the book down until 
you’ve finished reading it. The lawsuit was begun in 1957 and 
finally settled in 1962, with $3.5 million being awarded, but an 
appeals court lowered that to half a million dollars. This was 
hardly sufficient for the harm that had been done to Faulk. 

You might think I had read the Faulk book by the time I 
received a letter via UPS from a New York City attorney 
representing a trust, a major corporation and a well-known 
publisher. They didn’t like the title I had chosen when I 
republished my cookbook. My title was The Joy Of Life 
Cookbook and you probably heard about The Joy of Cooking. I’ve 
always wanted to redact something. It’s not that they didn’t think 
my title was unsuitable – I doubt that they even opened the book – 
but the letter mentioned something about trademark infringement, 
dilution of properties associated with their aforementioned books 
and unfair competition. 

I called the lawyer but only left a message and called the 
publisher mentioned in the letter, and didn’t get through to anyone. 
Immediately I decided to unpublish the book and took care of the 
details, including responding with a letter to the attorney indicating 
what I had done with regards to the cookbook. The next day that 
person returned my call. When I repeated what I would be doing as 
stated in my letter, the representative said that I need not take such 
drastic measures. All I had to do was change the title of the book. I 
should think it over. Apparently this individual wasn’t schooled in 
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the publishing bidness, because that would have meant a new title, 
cover, ISBN and work on the interior and cover of the book as well 
as taking all copies of the book out of print – no small task. This 
lawyer also didn’t realize that writers could use words in the titles 
for their books that had been used before. I chose to remove the 
cookbook from local stores and donate them as well as copies of 
the book that I had at home. Talking to various people, even those 
in the law profession, all agreed that these people had no case. 
What I chose was to avoid any appearance in court and the time it 
would take, all the hassles and disruption to my life. The book 
Fear on Trial had a great deal to do with that decision. Thanks 
John Henry. 

Shortly after my decision, I thought I really should have 
had some fun, doing nothing at all in response. When the second 
letter showed up, I should have said I would do something, but not 
even bother. When the third letter arose I could have mentioned 
that my publisher was notified and I would check with them. I had 
been on the phone with the printer of the book so it really was 
unpublished. By this time, a few years would have passed. To the 
next correspondence I would have replied that the publishing 
company I used had no assets, but I would pursue the matter. 
Correspondence number five would have been answered with the 
fact that the publishing company was dissolved. Actually, this 
information about the publisher was fact. Alternatively, I could 
have said that I checked into the parent company, but got the run 
around but would keep trying. You know how corporations hide 
under all those shell companies. Another option I considered just 
recently was having a respected attorney call them in reply asking 
for a financial settlement – money from them – to put the issue at 
rest since I had been harassed for years. Why should I pay them 
when they had all the money? How the years go by when you’re 
having fun.  I chose none of these options because some people 
need time for their sense of humor to develop. Maybe I should also 
add common sense as well. 

While consulting, I was audited by our good friends at the 
Internal Revenue Service. I had been contracting for a few years 
and until then, my status had never been questioned. They 
wondered if I was self-employed. I received the guidelines in the 
mail to see if I really qualified for that designation. From what I 
could tell, I certainly did – at least according to the rules they 
created and sent me. I talked to my lawyer and he represented me. 
After a while, he advised that I should accept the decision of the 
IRS that I wasn’t self-employed and settle the matter. I didn’t have 
much choice, so I did. I shouldn’t have lost that case. 
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Many people love coffee and the majority prefer it hot. You 
may not like the 2011 documentary, Hot Coffee, Susan Saladoff’s 
hopeful yet truly discouraging movie. This is public interest lawyer 
Saladoff’s first film, and it’s really powerful, just like that of the 
corporations. 

You probably have heard about the 1994 lawsuit against 
McDonalds Restaurants and know all about this frivolous action. 
Many people – ninety percent or more – know very little about 
what happened. In this coffee case, the victim was severely burned, 
so much so that surgery was required. Who wouldn’t be with 
coffee that was 1800. I drank this company’s java occasionally 
since it was quite good, but it was always much too hot. The 
company should have been sued – for many other reasons besides 
coffee, but read on. Prior to this caffeine clobbering, the 
corporation documented over seven hundred complaints from 
consumers of the extreme temperature of the liquid between 1982 
and 1992. After the incident and before the lawsuit, there was an 
attempt by the soon to be plaintiff to merely recover costs for her 
medical treatment. She also tried to inform the authorities of the 
situation so it wouldn’t happen to anyone again. Her goal was 
merely to have the company lower the temperature of the brew. 

$200,000 in compensatory damages was awarded by the 
jury and reduced to $160,000 with $2.7 million in punitive 
damages, equaling two days of coffee sales for the company. The 
punitive award was reduced to $480,000, despite the fact that the 
judge called the corporation’s conduct willful, reckless and callous. 
This case smacks of misinformation insofar as the public judged 
this to be a good reason for tort reform since so many people bring 
supposedly insignificant issues to court. They didn’t know the facts 
and maybe weren’t interested in them. 

I’ll put the coffee aside for a minute. According to Black’s 
Law Dictionary, a tort is a private or civil wrong or injury, 
including action for bad faith breach of contract, for which the 
court will provide a remedy in the form of an action for damages. 
John Grisham’s, The King of Torts paints a fine mosaic of it. Clay 
Carter is a DC lawyer who barely survives by helping the less 
fortunate. He leaves it all behind when he gets an offer he can’t 
refuse for becoming an attorney at the top. Pharmaceutical 
companies have sold millions of dollars of their products to 
alleviate pain and suffering of citizens, except that they’re 
accompanied by harmful side effects. Carter hires a staff, which 
keeps on expanding because of the caseloads, and the income of 
the firm skyrockets. He’s just helping the people who have been 
wronged. The King of Torts illustrates the greed of the corporations 
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and that of the lawyers for both the plaintiffs and defendants. By 
the time you’re at the last quarter of the book, you will have 
observed that Clay was showered with a few of the addictions 
mentioned in this book. Don’t stop there. Read the rest of the 
novel. I need my coffee. 

Hot Coffee goes on to reveal a few other times when 
corporate America spills stuff over us – perhaps crapping over us 
is a better description. The lives of three other people are followed 
in seeking justice and receiving nothing in return except lies, 
manipulation, disgust and longsuffering. Those involved were a 
Mississippi State Supreme Court Justice, who was wrongly 
accused of crimes more than once and found not guilty in each 
case; a nineteen-year old woman who was gang-raped in Iraq by 
fellow soldiers and spent over four years in the court system 
without any compensation; a couple from Nebraska who could 
have avoided being in the movie had only a doctor followed the 
oath which says, I will prescribe regimens for the good of my 
patients according to my ability and my judgment and never do 
harm to anyone. Sadly, this same doctor had been guilty of 
negligence in the past. 

Tort reform is another attempt by big business to have it 
their way. This process is used to keep the people who have been 
harmed from reclaiming what a corporation owes them because of 
negligence. There is absolutely no need for tort reform since a jury 
and judge should be able to decide what is frivolous with little 
delay, given the facts. Unfortunately, the conspiracy to fog the 
truth has been going on for too long, very well documented by the 
movie. Mention needs to be made of the Feres Doctrine, which 
states, The United States is not liable under the Tort Claims Act for 
injuries to members of the armed forces sustained while on active 
duty and not on furlough and resulting from the negligence of 
others in the armed forces. That’s reassuring. 

Binding mandatory arbitration (BMA) is another topic that 
Saladoff brings up in her film, used by companies to rule over the 
populace. Every major consumer group in the United States 
opposes BMA. You can probably find this clause in every contract 
imaginable, such as those from credit card companies and where 
you work. That’s what denied justice to the nineteen-year old rape 
victim. The list doesn’t end there as BMA occurs in contracts for 
the telephone, automobile, insurance, health insurance, loans, 
house construction and nursing homes. By signing it – in a few 
cases it’s snuck in later after you sign an agreement – you’ve given 
away your constitutional rights. You aren’t allowed to use the 
American court system if you have an issue. Instead you have to 
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use an arbitrator, who is a part of the corporate structure. He or she 
need not follow any laws or justify any decision made. You have 
no rights for an appeal as it favors business and will cost you more 
than if you had your case brought to justice in a court intended by 
the Founding Fathers. 

If you’re a consumer – I can’t see how you wouldn’t be – 
you’ve been involved in at least one lawsuit. This has to do with 
your purchase of goods. I had at least two such dealings: one with 
a printer for my PC and the other with a vehicle. In each case I 
received a letter about a future settlement from the company. There 
was a faulty part or some wrongdoing by the corporation and I 
would be getting a small check, maybe twenty dollars. Eventually, 
the check showed up. This was nothing more than settling out of 
court, which happens quite frequently. The company should really 
award a larger payment, but for the consumer to get that, he’d have 
to hire an attorney. By the time that’s settled, he may receive 
nothing and even have to pay, so generally recipients of the letter 
just cash the check and take no further action. This saves the 
company money since recalling a product and fixing it would cost 
a great deal more than just handing out a token settlement. 

In some cases, the payoff is much larger, but even so, the 
corporation is better off, financially. A really sleazy practice 
happens when a defect is discovered in one of their vehicles. 
Number crunchers at the company calculate that to recall all the 
affected vehicles and fix them would run about ten million dollars. 
Figuring the numbers of lawsuits that would arise, those same 
accountants came up with a cost of four million dollars to settle. 
Which solution do you think they chose? In cases of a settlement 
without an appearance in court, the victim takes the money and 
then has to never pursue any more payment from the corporation 
and not tell anyone: his family, friends or the press. The 
corporation may say that there was a screw-up, but no one takes 
the blame. 

This decision by the company was a financial one, but 
certainly not a moral one. It would have been more ethical to recall 
the cars and fix them, even if it cost more. Throughout history, the 
automobile manufacturers have produced some cars that were 
atrocious. The Edsel and Yugo come to mind. Even more 
disastrous were the Corvair and Pinto, in which accidents resulted 
in horrible deaths because of defects. The cars from Henry Ford’s 
assembly line weren’t without problems, either. 

Since the law is so closely connected to business, even 
though it’s somewhat of an aside, I’ve noticed a few dilemmas as 
far as making money goes. I have no good answers, so I’ll let you 
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ponder them. I will provide possible answers at the end of the 
chapter. The first goes back quite a few years. At the time I had a 
Mobil credit card, so I charged gas on a few occasions. When I 
was sent the monthly statement, I noticed that the finance charge 
would be less than the price of a stamp, so I delayed the payment 
until the next month. I may have saved a few cents. This situation 
made me think. What happens if someone owes a dollar or two for 
a credit card? Three months pass by and the owner of the card 
doesn’t charge anything else or pay the small amount that’s owed. 
The cost to the corporation of processing this account every month 
is more than the dollars due. Does the company just close out the 
account or keep billing? 

The other problem is that of a scalper, who buys a few 
hundred tickets to the big game and then sells them for twice what 
he paid for them. On the day of the game, he sells most of the 
tickets, but is left with ten. Kickoff or tip-off is about to begin and 
a customer offers him half the price of what the scalper paid for the 
ticket. What does he do? If he refuses the offer, he’s stuck with the 
ticket. If he obliges the customer, won’t a similar situation happen 
for the next game, thus ruining his business, somewhat? 

During my teen years, I lived near Bellevue in 
Cheektowaga, a suburb of Buffalo. There, you could find an 
asphalt producing facility, a quarry and some landfills. If you 
moved ahead to the end of the twentieth century, you would find 
numerous health problems, most likely because of the industry 
described in the town. These included asthma, lupus and various 
types of cancer. Many in the neighborhood joined a coalition – but 
not all – and there was a large lawsuit against not one, but more 
than two-dozen businesses. I was a part of it, so was my sister and 
together there were close to three hundred plaintiffs. Many people 
were sick, but they were still in the lawsuit, but the case dragged 
on. A great many misdeeds were uncovered and the plaintiffs had a 
great case, but then one of the attorneys left – I think he was 
discovered to be in bed with the corporations – and soon the other 
one left too. Another environmental law firm was contacted, but 
because of one of the partners, they wouldn’t get involved. People 
had to fill out long interrogatories and many departed from the 
lawsuit and eventually it died. 

In the case of Bellevue or any other similar situations, it’s 
almost impossible to tie the sickness to the corporations that 
pollute in the area, even if you have great documentation of 
wrongdoing. Our hope had to do with the three hundred plaintiffs. 
If they could all hang on for a while until the judge had to handle 
these cases, we might have a chance. Seeing the great number, she 
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would insist on some action on the part of the defendants, without 
bringing the matter to trial. It would be a small settlement, but 
about the best we could hope to achieve. Unfortunately, that’s not 
what occurred. Health studies were carried out but they had no 
significance because of the way they were conducted. The lawsuit 
dragged on and on, something the defendants hope for. Don’t 
forget they had all their slick attorneys, which didn’t help the 
plaintiffs cause.  

On occasion, plaintiffs have more luck. Not far from where 
I live, just north of Buffalo, you can find Tonawanda Coke, but 
they won’t satisfy your thirst. They were caught with their hands in 
the cookie jar. Someone should have mentioned that the cookies 
were toxic. Why do I keep thinking of the Internet? This company 
had to pay, to the tune of two hundred million dollars for polluting 
the environment with toxic gases and chemicals. Following 
regulations may be a good idea after all. That judgment against 
them could never have been accomplished without the Center for 
Health, Environment and Justice, the Clean Air Coalition of 
Western New York and the citizens of the town. Erin Heaney is the 
director of the coalition and she had much to do with that decision 
against the Tonawanda Corporation. The unity and efforts of all 
these people made the difference. 

As far as the dilemmas mentioned above, I have a few 
suggestions. For the Mobil credit card, it appears that online billing 
and payments take care of the problem. No check is mailed to 
manage the charge. For the small credit payment that is due and is 
constant, interest charges and fines could entice a payment – most 
people are aware of the high rates of interest that those pieces of 
plastic involve – but from a financial perspective, it might have 
been a better idea to cancel the card and forget about any further 
billing. A word of advice to the scalper: find another occupation. 

Liar is the name of a song by Three Dog Night, which 
came out on the 1970 album, Naturally. It reached the number 
seven spot on the music charts. 
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6. Dust on my saddle 
 

The last word in the chapter title should give you a clue that 
it’s about cowboys. The period of concern is the nineteenth century 
with a look at the Wild, Wild West. As you might expect, there be 
a few words about outlaws.  

From an earlier chapter, I hope I convinced you that life 
was quite a challenge for the Corps of Discovery over the months 
of their journey. It wasn’t much easier for the people in the 
colonies back east. Winters were brutal in New England and 
people just couldn’t wait for spring. In Virginia and the Carolinas, 
summer wasn’t limited to three months and citizens looked 
forward to cooler weather.  

Out west was another story, with similar concerns about the 
extremes of heat and cold. At the tops of mountains, there may 
have been snow, but not far away in the valley, the temperature 
could easily reach the 80s. There was challenges for the entire 
nation. Like the original states, whose number reached thirty even 
before the middle of the nineteenth century, the area west of the 
Mississippi had laws, but many were ignored. That’s why they 
called it the Wild West. 

In January 1848, James W. Marshall discovered gold in 
Colona, California, at Sutter’s Mill. Soon people headed to the area 
to join in the search for riches. Called the forty-niners, they came 
by land and sea, about three hundred thousand in all. Coming from 
the east by land involved putting up with the brutal cold of winter 
– thirty or forty below zero and colder – and scorching heat of 
summer, where it may have been one hundred degrees in the shade 
and one hundred twenty in the blazing sun. The gold seekers had to 
endure the dry desert and the rain, which soon turned everything to 
mud, as well as bears, wolves, buffalo herds, snakes and other 
creatures, including pesky mosquitoes. Saying it was a challenge 
was a huge understatement. 

Arriving in California by sea meant either going around 
Cape Horn or saving a few miles by crossing Panama. There was 
still some concern with cold temperatures – for a while – but most 
of the other problems had to do with the heat gold diggers faced, as 
well as annoying creatures, especially the bugs, snakes and 
scorpions. I’m not sure which choice was the better one in reaching 
the west coast of California, by land or by sea 

Gold seekers came from far and near: from Hawaii and 
Latin America as well as from the states. The venture lasted until 
1855. In today’s evaluation, what was recovered totaled in the tens 
of billions of dollars, leading to the fabulous wealth of a few 
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people. The majority weren’t so fortunate as many returned home 
with little if anything to show for their efforts. 

Because of this occurrence, the city of San Francisco 
expanded from two hundred residents to thirty-six thousand within 
a few years. California became a state in 1850.  Ranching grew 
throughout the state, as did farming. When the gold rush began 
there was no law for the process of staking a claim. There may 
have been some laws because of the work of the Founding Fathers, 
but it seemed as though not many were being followed. San 
Francisco was a town of brothels, saloons and gambling halls. Not 
only were guns allowed, they were probably a necessity. This was 
the Wild West.   

The Gold Rush wasn’t very kind to the environment or 
Native Americans. The latter were forced to move, with about one 
hundred thousand dieing. In the twenty-year period starting with 
the discovery of gold, forty-five hundred were murdered. Bodies of 
water were ravaged because of the rush for gold.  Gold mining 
caused great environmental harm to rivers and lakes. 

For those settlers who weren’t interested in gold but just 
longed for more land and headed west, the same obstacles were 
faced, even threats from Native Americans. A family of four could 
easily have become two children and a widow before settling into 
their new residence. Life was hard, with work from sunup to 
sundown. Food was scarce and wood was needed for cooking and 
the fires that kept people alive in the dead of winter. It was no 
picnic. Mary Ellen Jones published a book in 1998, Daily Life On 
The Nineteenth Century American Frontier, which details much of 
what the people in the nineteenth century had to endure. 
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William F. Cody and Sitting Bull 
 

I lumped these two individuals together for a few reasons. 
They lived at the same time in the nineteenth century. Their life 
styles were very similar and hard, to say the least. Above all, they 
were friends. They hunted buffalo for food without slaughtering 
them all. Each did a great deal of fighting, probably because they 
had to. 

Cody was also known as Buffalo Bill, for obvious reasons 
as mentioned above. His father died from a chill during a time 
when scarlet fever and measles were rampant. Bill was eleven and 
couldn’t experience a childhood, since he was forced to work. If 
you think of the Pony Express, you can’t help but connect Buffalo 
Bill to the service, even though that method of communication 
only lasted a few months. He was considerate of the buffalo and 
was a friend of the natives, whom he fought for as well. Growing 
up, most of his companions were Lakota. Plains Indians gave him 
the name, Pahaska, which meant long hair. Cody wound up killing 
some Indians, but he did that because he had to kill or be killed, He 
chose the former option. When he ended the life of an Indian at the 
age of eleven, he felt remorse and wasn’t proud of it. Others 
mentioning his prowess at this only caused him embarrassment. He 
thought that was disrespectful. 

The west was wild but just about any adjective or idea of 
what it was that you can think of also fits. It was an adventure but 
loaded with danger. There was plenty of drinking and its 
accompanying drunkenness. I’ve already mentioned the saloons, 
gambling casinos and brothels. The time and circumstances were 
filled with brawls, fistfights and killings, which happened at all 
hours of the day. When the Union Pacific crossed the nation, the 
term Hell on Wheels was right there with it. This expression 
perfectly described the Wild West.    

During the nineteenth century, these wars involved the new 
United States of America: First Barbary War; U. S. Occupation of 
Florida; Tonquin Incident; War of 1812; Creek War; Peoria War; 
Second Barbary War; Winnebago War – it’s not what you think; 
First Seminole War; Black Hawk War; Second Seminole War; 
Navajo Wars; Mexican-American War; Cayuse War; Apache 
Wars; California Indian Wars; Yakima War; Rogue River Wars; 
Battle of Ash Hollow; Puget Sound War; Third Seminole War; 
Second Opium War; 1857 Cheyenne Expedition; Utah War; Coeur 
d’Alene War; Fraser Canyon War;  Paiute War; Civil War; Franco-
Mexican War; Dakota War of 1862; Naval Battle of Shimonoseki; 
Colorado War; Snake War; Powder River Expedition; Hualapai 
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War; Red Cloud’s War; Comanche Campaign; Expedition to 
Korea; Modoc War; Red River War; Great Sioux War of 1876; 
Nez Perce War; Bannock War; Cheyenne War; Sheepeater Indian 
War; Victorio’s War; Pine Ridge Campaign; Cuban War of 
Independence; Philippine Revolution; Spanish-American War; 
Boxer Rebellion; Philippine-American War. Obviously, Cody 
wasn’t involved in all these, but he took part in a few.  

From the list above, you can see that the Americans fought 
the Indians on numerous fields of battle. Besides these conflicts, 
there were many different tribes, and they fought each other. Many 
Native Nations were peace loving, helping the immigrants making 
their way across the country to the west. The Corps of Discovery 
would have been a disaster without the assistance of numerous 
tribes. When the government massacred them, forced them to 
move by taking away their land, made treaties that they abandoned, 
forced the Indians onto reservations and spread disease to the 
Indians, wiping out many of them, the latter fought back. What 
would you have done? Buffalo Bill was stuck in the middle. 

The nineteenth century was one of brutality, murder, rape, 
horror and terror. Colonel J. M. Chivington was a Methodist 
preacher in the nineteenth century at one time. He was all in favor 
of eradicating Native tribes, saying, I have come to kill Indians and 
believe it is right and honorable to use any means under God’s 
heaven to kill Indians. He may have preached Love thy neighbor as 
oneself at one time but I doubt that he felt that way after uttering 
this hate against Native Americans. 

I doubt that Buffalo Bill ever preached but he was a 
bullwacker, Pony Express rider, innkeeper, buffalo hunter, Army 
scout, stagecoach driver, conservationist, a game preserve 
exponent and crewman on the railroads. A bullwacker rode with a 
train of wagons pulled by oxen. His job was to keep the parade 
flowing. He also hauled messages back and forth between the 
wagons. As a driver for the Pony Express, he faced great danger 
from nature and attackers. Weather out west was so unpredictable 
that the temperature could drop or rise fifty degrees within thirty 
minutes. Cattle stampedes were common as were tornados, with 
winds of a hundred miles an hour, the danger of attack from 
bandits and disease such as cholera. The dry desert was as 
troublesome as the deep mud that had to be navigated. As a Pony 
Express rider, Cody escapes assaults by outrunning his adversaries. 
He rode at exceedingly high speeds and besides being a great rider, 
over time he developed skills that few men or women could repeat. 
His trick riding could barely be matched today, that’s how talented 
he was. 
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Cody was wounded a few times, but survived. He delivered 
but also took it. As a young lad, he was in a cave with a broken leg 
for days. He had limited amounts of food and fortunately was 
rescued by his friend who himself battled great snowdrifts.    

Buffalo Bill was also an actor, although that may have been 
a great exaggeration. For his first time on stage, he witnessed stage 
fright and could barely remember his lines. When he did, his 
delivery and feeling had as much energy as a snoring sheep at 
siesta time. However, he soon used his ability as a storyteller for a 
new career. The stories were his true-life experiences, embellished 
from time to time with some creativity. This new outlook brought 
the crowds in, but he still wasn’t that comfortable on stage. That 
was to change dramatically when he met Nate Salsbury. The latter 
had some big ideas, but he needed someone famous to pull it all 
off. Buffalo Bill was just that person. Nate envisioned an outdoor 
show with cowboys and Indians, buffalo and daring feats of horse 
riding – just up Cody’s alley. The result was Buffalo Bill’s Wild 
West shows, which drew huge crowds. Soon, sharpshooters Annie 
Oakley and her husband Frank Butler joined the entourage and the 
show was a smashing success. 

Despite the popularity and demand for tickets to the shows, 
the Chicago World’s Fair wouldn’t let him participate. Instead, 
Cody found a stage nearby and he and the Lakotas outdrew the 
1893 celebration. They traveled to Europe on numerous occasions 
and had more work that they could handle.  

Sitting Bull was a Hunkpapa Lakota Sioux who advocated 
peace but led his nation against the injustice of the policies of the 
U. S. government. He couldn’t help but get involved. Sitting Bull 
was a holy man and prophet. Many mistakenly felt that he killed 
General Custer at the Battle of Little Big Horn. Before this event, 
he had a vision of the general’s defeat. He admonished his people 
to refrain from collecting the spoils of war after that event on June 
25, 1876. Not all of them heeded his warning and suffered because 
of it. On another occasion, he saw oncoming disaster so he told 
two Lakota to avoid a journey that they would soon embark on. 
One avoided the trip while the other didn’t. Tragedy struck as he 
had envisioned. 

After being harassed and hunted down for so many years, 
Sitting Bull felt he had to migrate to Canada. Not long after Little 
Bighorn, he traveled to Wood Mountain, Saskatchewan, where he 
stayed until 1881. He was welcome at first but then was 
encouraged by both nations to return to the United States. The 
problem was the food supply. By this time the Americans 
slaughtered the buffalo population to starve the Natives. This was 
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done for the fur or just for the fun of it, unlike the Indians who 
hunted – within reason – for food. Before 1492, which should ring 
a bell – specifically Queen Isabella – the buffalo numbered sixty 
million. Three hundred fifty years later the number might have 
been eighty million. The indiscriminate butchering even affected 
Canada, but Sitting Bull felt that had he returned home, he would 
have been brutally murdered. He had seen what had happened to a 
few Chiefs who were promised asylum and then killed. 

Eventually he returned to the United States, doing so in 
1881. The military didn’t kill him fearing an insurrection, had they 
done so. In 1885, he became a part of the Wild West Show of 
Buffalo Bill, but only for four months. Earning fifty dollars a week 
for riding around the arena, he advocated education for the young 
and reconciliation between the whites and the Sioux. Rumors 
spread that he cursed his audiences in his native language, but 
historians contended that he had not done so.  

Even though he was in the show for only a short time, 
Sitting Bull was a celebrity and a romanticized warrior. He earned 
a small fortune signing autographs, but on many occasions 
contributed to help beggars and the homeless. In December 1890, 
fears spread that Sitting Bull would use his fame to influence the 
Ghost Dance movement, which was a religious movement that 
created prosperity, peace and unity for native populations. He was 
shot in the head and killed by Standing Rock policemen after they 
were fired upon by supporters of the Chief. Buffalo Bill And Sitting 
Bull: Inventing The Wild West, the 2002 book by Bobby Bridger, 
relates a great deal of the lives of both men. It’s not patronizing 
and probably has more truth than any other book on either Cody or 
Sitting Bull. 

 
Butch Cassidy and the Sundance Kid 

 
You’ve probably seen the 1969 movie, Butch Cassidy and 

the Sundance Kid, and wonder how much of it was fact. Reading 
the 2013 book by Thom Hatch, The Last Outlaws: The Lives And 
Legends Of Butch Cassidy And The Sundance Kid gives a few 
clues. Hatch points out that obtaining reliable information about 
cowboys, rustlers and outlaws from the Wild West is difficult and 
guesswork at best. I’m appreciative that he doesn’t throw out a few 
possibilities for one robbery on a certain date and then more of the 
same for another event. He is to be applauded for admitting that we 
just don’t know. 

Nevertheless, I’ll do my best to shed some light on the 
short lives of Robert Leroy Parker and Harry Longabaugh, and 
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how they evolved into the outlaws portrayed by Paul Newman and 
Robert Redford in the 1969 flick. Hailing from Lancashire, 
England, Robert Leroy Parker and his wife Ann, who were 
influenced by the Church of Latter Days Saints in their homeland, 
migrated to the United States in March 1856 with their children. 
One of them was Maximilian, known as Maxi. Their final 
destination was Utah, where the Mormons were established. 

Robert and Jane Gillies also came from Scotland and 
journeyed out west, but their trip was much more arduous than that 
of the Parkers’ as they faced a brutal winter. As I pointed out 
already, life in the nineteenth century was a challenge, whether you 
looked for gold in California, settled in Nevada or lived in the east. 
There were a few rail lines, but the gage of the tracks varied from 
one train to another. That changed with the continental railroad, 
built by Chinese and Irish laborers. It was completed in May 1869 
and travel was made easier. The problem of different times based 
on the sun was remedied by the adoption of different time zones. 

The Gillies had four children including a girl name Annie, 
who would soon capture the heart of Maxi, who now had a new 
nickname, Max. In July 1865 he married Ann Campbell Gillies. 
One of their children was Robert Leroy Parker, who was born on 
April 13, 1866, the namesake of his grandfather. That day was a 
Friday, by the way. The grandson would later be known as Butch 
Cassidy. 

Young Robert’s life was tough, but he knew how to handle 
horses. He worked at different ranches and probably qualified as a 
cowboy, which I’ll talk about shortly. Somehow he persevered, but 
life threw some difficult challenges his way. Bob’s mother was a 
devout Mormon while his father could be described as a jack-
Mormon, similar to a twice a year Catholic – Christmas and Easter. 
Another name for these types of people was inactive. Max bought 
some land for the family’s crops but the former owner claimed it 
was his. The church decided in favor of the old owner, who was a 
dues-paying member of the church. Max’s son, Bob was surely 
affected by this decision. 

One day Bob rode into town to buy some desperately 
needed overalls, but the stored was closed. He found his way in 
and took the pants – maybe even helping himself to a piece of pie – 
and left an IOU, which was a normal practice at the time. The 
shopkeeper wouldn’t accept that and Bob was taken into custody. 
The matter was eventually settled but Bob was humiliated. Another 
time he was framed by having his signature on a bill of sale for 
some cattle. That too was straightened out but Bob eventually left 
town, with his reputation tarnished. Bob had a colt named Cornish 



 35 
 

but he was charged with horse theft and tossed into jail. How does 
one steal his own horse? Eventually he was acquitted, but it must 
have had an effect on him. 

Bob came in contact with a true outlaw in Mike Cassidy, 
and you can figure out how Bob got his name. Fortunately, he 
didn’t hang around Mike that long, but the latter impressed him 
enough for him to change his name to George Cassidy. He did this 
because of his reputation. Butch was added later. 

The Longabaugh family migrated from Germany to eastern 
Pennsylvania. Josiah and Anne parented Harry, their youngest, 
who was born in the spring of 1867. Josiah worked at a few jobs 
and the family moved a lot, which led to an unstable life. Harry 
loved to read and in January 1881, he spent one dollar to obtain a 
library card. He read about the Native Americans, western life and 
most likely read Jules Verne and Mark Twain. Despite his reading, 
he also had to work. In the nineteenth century, work was hard to 
find, plus all the other challenges. A child’s life indicated that he or 
she would devote a great deal of time to labor, even at the age of 
six. The day for mule drivers began at four a.m. and ended at ten 
p.m. Even then it wasn’t quite over; there were other tasks that had 
to be done. That doesn’t leave much time for texting your friends. 
Eighteen-hour days are killers for adults, not to mention what they 
do to young children. Harry was a mule driver on the canal. At 
thirteen, he became a ranch hand, working with horses or on the 
farm. Harry matched Butch’s skill with horses and was reputed to 
be the fastest gun in the west. 

A year later Longabaugh headed west. He was now a 
cowboy. No matter what you think about that life, it’s a 
misconception to feel that these guys led romantic lives, tearing up 
saloons, rescuing pretty girls, chasing bad guys and killing Native 
Americans. It was nowhere near as glamorous as that with all the 
work, dangers on the range from unfriendly natives, bandits and 
the extremes of the weather. The cows weren’t all that docile either 
– those horns could do you great harm. Days were a bit longer than 
eight hours. Robbing banks wasn’t a picnic either, it being less of a 
chore in the twentieth-first century than back in the days of Frank 
and Jesse James. I’ll return to that later. 

If you were around for the blizzard of 1886-87, you would 
have been in glory had you been either an alpine or Nordic skier. 
You wouldn’t have been at all happy if you were a cowboy, horse 
or cow. Most likely, Harry went through it, where many died and 
numerous livestock perished. It wasn’t an easy time and in 
February 1887, he was arrested for stealing a horse, bridal and 
saddle – his first arrest. Somehow he escaped from Sheriff Jim 
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Ryan. In May, he witnessed an outlaw, Bob Minor, gunned to 
death, which had a profound effect on him. After two bad 
experiences, Harry thought about giving up the outlaw life. He 
spent some time in jail and was often referred to as The Kid. His 
time behind bars was in Sundance and that’s how he acquired the 
name, The Sundance Kid. 

Harry was a model citizen, even saving the life of Fred 
Ings, risking his own life. In 1893, the Depression struck. As 
challenging as life had been, it got worse. Before you could find 
work, but it didn’t pay very much. With the Depression, there were 
no jobs. This had something to do with Sundance’s returning to a 
life of crime, despite his thought about abandoning the life of an 
outlaw.   

Butch and Sundance each spent a year and a half in the 
slammer. To obtain an early release from jail, Butch had to agree 
to go straight, a promise he never had any intention to fulfill. In 
referring to his days as a robber, he later said, After you’ve started, 
you have to keep going, that’s all. Exactly when Sundance and 
Butch first met is hard to say, but in 1896, they were both at the 
Bassett ranch in Brown’s Park for a Thanksgiving celebration. 
Sundance was probably there because of a woman, Etta Place, who 
would become his beau, possibly, even his wife. 

Besides the similar time they spent in jail – for horse 
stealing in each case – the pair had more in common: they were 
both raised in strict religious homes; both were cowboys and good 
with horses and guns; both were voracious readers; they didn’t 
mind the nightlife of women, wine, gambling and song; neither 
believed in killing. Butch was the leader and Sundance was second 
in charge. Cassidy preferred to use his brains in their exploits, 
planning on always having fresh horses close by to replace the 
ones they started out with. He was a natural leader and people 
respected and followed him. Despite the difficulty of pulling off a 
bank robbery, the gang of Butch and Sundance successfully robbed 
a few. 

The group that managed the bank train robberies soon 
became called the Wild Bunch, a rather appropriate choice. 
Members came and went. In all, a hundred individuals may have 
taken part. This included rustlers, thieves, robbers and murderers – 
some were really brutal in that regard. The reputation of the Wild 
Bunch was such that every robbery was associated with them, even 
if Butch or Sundance wasn’t part of the scene. 

The Wild Bunch had many pursuers, but soon a group 
came after them that really meant business: The Pinkerton Agency. 
I’ll spend more time on Allan Pinkerton, but his group used any 
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means possible to track down the varmints. It didn’t matter if it 
was legal or not. This made Butch and Sundance a bit weary, since 
they were aware of the power of the agency. They couldn’t stay in 
the United States and couldn’t head to Canada or Mexico, so they 
settled on South America. 

The advent of the twentieth century found Butch, Sundance 
and Etta Place south of the border – way, way south of it. With the 
loot from their bank robberies, they bought some land and settled 
down to ranching, with which they were quite at ease. Despite the 
language barrier, they made friends and seemed to have overcome 
the outlaw life – at least for a while. In February 1905 a bank in the 
town of Rio Gallegos, some miles south of their place was robbed 
and speculation came out that the culprits were the Wild Bunch.  It 
was physically impossible for the northern trio to have been 
involved, but that didn’t absolve them of blame. This shook them 
up, messing with their reformed lives. They moved around and 
then it appeared they went back to their old ways. 

There were other robberies in South America, some which 
may have involved them, including one at the bank in Villa 
Mercedes in October 1905. There were three bandits, one of whom 
was injured or worse. It could have been Etta because nothing was 
heard about her after that day. The days that followed saw 
Sundance in a melancholy mood, which might have confirmed it. 

 The Hollywood version of the shootout as depicted in the 
movie, Butch Cassidy and the Sundance Kid, which ended the lives 
of Butch and Sundance, may have been a bit off. The flick showed 
more than one posse – more like an Army or two – where in reality 
it was only a few law enforcement officers. It’s possible the duo 
was killed by friendly fire, with Butch shooting Sundance and then 
turning the gun on himself. They knew they couldn’t manage their 
way out of this one, so they handled it that way. There was also a 
rumor that Butch was spotted in America after that fatal day, going 
under the name of William T. Phillips. To this day, there are still 
numerous unanswered questions. 

 
Frank and Jesse James 

 
When Ted P. Yeatman decided to write about Frank and 

Jesse James, he planned to spend about a year on it. In delving into 
books and documents about the duo, he discovered numerous 
controversies and discrepancies. In 2000, almost twenty-five years 
later, his book, Frank And Jesse James: The Story Behind The 
Legend was published. You might feel that with all his research, 
we finally had a book on the James brothers that got at the truth. 
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Perhaps that’s true, but there may still be a few inaccuracies. When 
a relative or friend writes a biography about a person, it may be 
tainted because the author wants people to see the individual being 
chronicled in a more favorable light or to be seen as more of a 
gangster than he really is. Even historians get it wrong. All you 
have to do is think back to your high school and college textbooks. 

Alexander Franklin James was one of three children. He 
was born in January 1843 to Robert Sallee James and Zerelda Cole 
James. Jesse Woodson James was born in September 1847. Robert 
died before either Frank or Jesse reached their tenth birthday. 
Zerelda married twice afterwards. During the Civil War, Jesse and 
his brother Frank were Confederate guerrillas. That war, like all 
wars, was brutal, barbaric and took the lives of 600,000 
individuals. Many died from diseases and there were instances of 
friendly fire and posttraumatic stress disorder, even though it 
wasn’t known by that name then. Confederates dressed as Union 
soldiers. It was brother against brother. Jesse and Frank continued 
their evil ways after the war ended, robbery more so than killing. 

The brothers joined the brothers of the Younger family, 
Cole, Jim, John and Bob and became the James-Younger Gang. 
Other bandits who entered the picture of crime with them included 
Clell and Ed Miller, Arthur McCoy, John Jarrette, Bill Chadwell, 
Charlie Pitts, Matthew Nelson, Wood and Clarence Hite, Charles 
and Robert Ford, Dick Liddil and Bill Ryan. The gang robbed 
banks, stagecoaches and trains and could be compared to Butch 
Cassidy and the Sundance Kid except the latter operated in the 
west while Frank and Jesse and their crew committed their thievery 
in West Virginia, Missouri, Texas, Kentucky, Iowa, Kansas, 
Minnesota, Arkansas and West Virginia. 

The third marriage of Zerelda Cole James was to Dr. 
Reuben Samuel. On Monday, January 25, 1875, men were 
converging on the Samuel home. Allegedly this was under the 
auspices of the Pinkertons. The house was to be burned since the 
James boys were reported to be there. As it was, they weren’t, but 
their stepbrother, Archie, was. A bomb tossed into the house killed 
him and Zerelda had part of her arm amputated. Some thought that 
the perpetrators weren’t the Agency, but they may have been 
friends of Allan or some agent employed by Pinkerton. I would bet 
money that the Agency probably led the way.  

Were the James brothers guilty of all the crimes they were 
alleged to commit? As he lay dieing in August 1874, James Reed 
confessed that he had committed the Gads Hill train robbery 
without Frank, Jesse or Arthur McCoy earlier in the year. Reed’s 
credibility was in question. Clay County sheriff, John S. Groom, 
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called Jesse one of the most honest persons he had ever dealt with. 
In 1869, Jesse reportedly shot the horse of Captain Oscar 
Thomason. Were the James brothers good guys or bad guys? 

These outlaws had all kinds of aliases. It was not so much 
that Frank or Jesse had them but rather that so many of the thieves 
had at least one alias. It was hard to keep track of these bandits 
without a scorecard. Many of the crooks justified their robberies by 
mentioning that they didn’t compare to the crimes carried out by 
politicians and businessmen. The Whiskey Ring in St. Louis 
involved Orville Babcock, the secretary to President U. S. Grant, 
distillers, Treasury Department officials and low level employees 
who were all Republican in a web of corruption. The Crédit 
Mobilier Scandal, involving the railroads, and the mail delivery 
Star Route Frauds shouldn’t be ignored either. Still, two wrongs 
don’t make a right. 

Frank and Jesse carried out their escapades in the Midwest, 
but they traveled east also. Jesse moved his family to Baltimore so 
he could easily have made an appearance at the 1876 Centennial 
Celebration in Philadelphia, even joined by his brother. A visitor 
from Japan said, The first day crowds came like sheep, run here, 
run there, run everywhere. On man start, one thousand follow. 
Nobody can see anything; nobody can do anything. All rush, push, 
tear, shout, make plenty noise, say damn many times, get very 
tired, go home. 

On a few missions, the prize was only five or six hundred 
dollars – maybe less – when it appeared that thousands of dollars 
were there for the taking. Either an earlier train had delivered the 
loot or it would be on the next one coming soon. The demise of the 
James-Younger Gang occurred in Northfield, Minnesota in 
September 1876. It was a robbery gone bad. Jesse and Frank 
managed to escape, but most of the others were either apprehended 
or killed. After this debacle, Frank seemed to be heading out of the 
lawless life and started to settle down. Jesse continued his crime 
capers, with new players. Friendly fire did him in. A member of 
the gang, Robert Ford, and his brother, Charlie, had in mind to kill 
Jesse. Robert beat his brother to it and shot Jesse in the back, 
hoping to collect some reward money at the same time. 

Frank was encouraged to turn himself in with the hope of 
obtaining a shorter stay in jail. Eventually he did and was brought 
up on charges. They were dismissed, but then there were more 
charges. The judge threw them out and the process repeated until 
finally Frank was free. He began a new life and stayed out of 
trouble and away from prison. 
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After their many plundering exploits, the James brothers 
had a reputation. When a robbery occurred, they were routinely 
blamed for it even though it was physically impossible for them to 
have been present on the scene. Movies were made about Frank 
and Jesse and there were songs about the duo. You could find dime 
novels and supposedly non-fiction written about them including 
Frank And Jesse James: The Story Behind The Legend. Despite the 
frustration I encountered reading Yeatman’s book, relative to 
contrary reports, Ted’s efforts of over two decades of research and 
writing convinced me that maybe someone finally found the truth 
about Jesse James and his brother in crime. 

Why did Frank and Jesse ignore the law and get into lives 
of crime? To begin with, their father died when they were very 
young children. They both fought for the Confederacy in the Civil 
War. No one goes off to war and is not profoundly affected by it. 
The surrender by Robert E. Lee at Appomattox Courthouse meant 
defeat for the South – not a good thing. The end of the war brought 
hardships for both sides. It was a tough time and Reconstruction 
was a huge failure. Soldiers in the war did some horrible things 
and continued this behavior after it ended, with fewer killings. 
Edward L. Ayers offered: The New South was a notoriously violent 
place. Lethal weapons seemed everywhere. Guns as well as life 
were cheap.    

 
Allan Pinkerton 

 
Pinkerton was born in 1819 in Glasgow, Scotland. When he 

was barely twenty, he journeyed to Newport, Wales, as a 
participant in a labor movement. In March 1942 he married Joan 
Carfrae and not long after that they migrated to the United States, 
settling in Dundee, fifty miles from Chicago. His job was that of a 
cooper, one who made watertight casks, kegs and barrels. In this 
time in the area, he ran into a counterfeiter, John Craig. Pinkerton 
gave Craig one hundred twenty dollars for five hundred phony 
dollars, which were absolutely worthless unless he could dump 
them off on some unsuspecting soul. Allan didn’t have that in 
mind; he wanted to nail Craig, so he arranged another deal. This 
almost went through but John left the scene before Pinkerton could 
apprehend him with the evidence. The young detective lost but 
learned a great deal from his failings. On his next case, Allan had 
better luck. 

Pinkerton heard of lost postal orders and bank drafts 
involving large sums of cash so he got closer to the action, 
working as a mail sorter at a post office. One of his co-workers, 
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Theodore Dennison, mentioned that he had such sensitive fingers 
that he could discern when a piece of mail had dollars or coins, 
which informed Pinkerton that he may have zoned in on the stolen 
drafts and postal orders. It wasn’t long before our young detective 
found the source of the missing money. 

Pinkerton truly believed in law enforcement and doing the 
right thing, feeling that the ends justified the means, if the ends are 
for the accomplishment of justice. He was against the use of 
alcohol to obtain a confession, but for the agency, deception, 
disguises and spying were valid means that could be utilized. 
Pinkerton studied the methods of a reformed criminal, Eugene-
Francis Vidocq, who later turned to law enforcement. Pinkerton’s 
organization worked at the investigation of fraud, offenses of a 
criminal nature, recovering stolen good and procuring arrests and 
convictions. While doing this, there were some cases that the 
agency would not handle: investigation of public officials, trade 
union officers and the morals of a woman, unless there was a 
connection to another crime. 

Pinkerton was an abolitionist, hiding fugitive slaves in his 
home, which was part of the Underground Railroad. He also took 
in John Brown, who later went on to misfortune at Harper’s Ferry. 
Even before that Brown was a wanted criminal, having been 
responsible for the death of pro-slavery Southerners. The Brown / 
Pinkerton rendezvous might have happened because both men 
were abolitionists. Years later when Pinkerton was involved in a 
labor dispute, it appeared that he was on the side of big business.    

Returning to Allan’s work as a detective, he expanded the 
business, adding others to his staff. A young woman entered his 
office mentioning that she wanted to join the firm. Allan thought 
about it and eventually Kate Warne was on board, the first female 
private eye. One day Edward S. Sanford contacted Allan, 
mentioned missing cash from a locked courier pouch. Sanford, of 
Augusta, Georgia, didn’t want Pinkerton to investigate, only look 
at the case and tell Sanford how to proceed. It was a challenge 
since the detective was miles away with not much to go on. Still, 
Pinkerton rose to the challenge. Using intuition and all his 
resources, including Kate Warne, the group determined that 
Nathan Maroney was responsible for the theft. 

The agency was growing, with branches in other cities, 
even though headquarters was in Chicago. We know it as the 
Pinkerton National Detective Agency. Despite his great success, 
his best days were to come. His biggest came about when he was 
contracted by Samuel Felton, the president of the Philadelphia, 
Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad. Felton heard rumors of a plot 



 42 
 

to disrupt the inauguration of Abraham Lincoln in the early part of 
1861.      

To travel from Springfield, Illinois, to the nation’s capital 
was a trip of about eight hundred miles. Lincoln had a different 
route planned rather than the direct approach. In order for the 
people who voted him to the presidency to see him, his trip was to 
be a northern route, with stops in Indianapolis, Cincinnati, 
Columbus, Pittsburgh, Cleveland, Buffalo, Albany, New York 
City, Newark, Philadelphia, Harrisburg and Baltimore before 
reaching Washington, D. C., a distance of over two thousand 
miles. Except for the city in Maryland, the voters of all these 
locations probably voted for him. Baltimore was another story. 
Once Honest Abe was elected, the south wasn’t at all pleased and 
before Christmas of 1860, South Carolina had seceded from the 
Union. Other states would soon follow. 

The disruption of the ceremony on March 4, 1861 would 
probably have involved Baltimore, where Lincoln may have been 
assassinated.  That’s why Pinkerton got the call. Rumor had it that 
explosives could have derailed the train. This would have killed 
the president elect and his entourage, leaving no evidence for the 
authorities. Another possibility may have been to cause a diversion 
when Lincoln exited at the Baltimore station, causing police 
enforcement to be distracted away from the president. This would 
have led to perpetrators then murdering Lincoln and escaping into 
the night. 

You know the ending, but not all that occurred in the early 
part of 1861, including the characters, the intricate plot and how it 
was thwarted. You can read about it in the 2013 book, The Hour 
Of Peril: The Secret Plot To Murder Lincoln Before The Civil War 
by Daniel Stashower. At the same time you can find out about 
Allan Pinkerton and how the Pinkerton National Detective Agency 
came about. 

 
Earlier I mentioned that the life of our sixteenth president 

was not without flaw. Despite that, he did some truly remarkable 
things after his inauguration. Unfortunately he was gunned down 
after serving only four years in office. He was a great leader and 
may have been our best president. According to the Stashower 
book, Lincoln stated that slavery was protected by the constitution. 
He may have said that to appease the south. Even if several aspects 
of the Peculiar Institution were protected by the document, this 
contradicted the Declaration of Independence. Maybe the 
Founding Fathers simply forgot about the issues of life, liberty and 
the pursuit of happiness along with men being created equal. 
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Dust on my saddle, by Seals and Crofts, is a song from the 
1973 album, Diamond Girl. It relates the tale of a man who’s 
mistaken for someone who committed a crime. The victim soon 
sees his photo around town on wanted posters. He skips town and 
heads out for a new life, even taking on the role of a preacher. One 
day a guy rides onto his homestead and the wrongly accused 
figures it’s no use running anymore, but then the sheriff mentions 
that they caught their man and he’s now free. Since the poster 
mentioned above wasn’t at the post office – the saddle might be a 
clue as well – this chapter is about craziness on the frontier.  
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7. Soon as I get paid 
 

I thought about soliciting lawyer jokes and having an entire 
chapter dedicated to them, but I didn’t want to offend the good 
attorneys. Instead I did some research into the first lawyer and I 
found a few answers. The earliest ones may date back to the time 
of Hammurabi, not quite four thousand years ago, or to ancient 
Athens, which may have predated the time of Hammurabi. Some 
argue that Perry Mason was the first lawyer, but there were many 
others before him. The consensus is that the first lawyers go back 
to the time of Ancient Rome. The debate continues. 

Most of my dealings with lawyers have to do with real 
estate. I never needed one to spring me from the slammer or for 
getting out of a charge for reckless driving. Sadly, these dealings 
wouldn’t influence me to recommend most of them to others. One 
fine experience was on a closing on a vacation home I owned. 
Strange as it may seem, I used the same attorney as the buyer. Is 
that all right to do? 

Of all the presidents, twenty-five have had a background in 
law, including James Madison, John Quincy Adams, Andrew 
Jackson, Rutherford B. Hayes, Woodrow Wilson, Franklin 
Roosevelt, Richard Nixon, Bill Clinton and Barack Obama, who 
was the second graduate of Harvard to reach the White House. 
Hayes, the nineteenth president, was the first. Abraham Lincoln 
was the most famous president who practiced law, but he never 
attended law school, as he was self-taught. So was Jackson. 
Theodore Roosevelt and Harry Truman were both law school 
dropouts.  

There were fifty delegates to the Constitutional 
Convention, many of them engaged in more than one career.  
Thirty-five had legal training or practiced law, while thirteen were 
shippers, merchants or businessmen. Eleven dealt with securities in 
a big way and six were land speculators. Those who owned 
plantations or large farms numbered a dozen. Some of the group 
started at the bottom and worked their way up, such as Franklin, 
while others inherited wealth. 

Our second president was also a lawyer. After the Boston 
Massacre, which came about because British soldiers killed five 
civilians in 1770, the alleged perpetrators were arrested. They had 
difficulty finding someone to defend them, so Adams came to their 
rescue, despite what other colonists might say. He justified his 
decision by offering that it would be worse to see innocent people 
hang than to have the guilty go free. As a result, six soldiers were 
acquitted while two were convicted, but only of manslaughter. 
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Adam’s payment for being their attorney was six guineas, which 
would have bought him a pair of shoes. 

As mentioned earlier, everyone has a right to a trial by jury. 
Based on Adams’ reasoning, I applaud him for defending the 
soldiers and would feel the same way for any lawyer who acted 
like Adams. However, if some attorney defended an individual 
whom he knew was guilty and tried to sway the court that the 
defendant was innocent of the charges, that’s another matter. I 
wouldn’t object if the attorney worked to reduce the sentence that 
the court was about to give. 

I have no respect for ambulance chasers, as I mentioned in 
a previous chapter. When it comes to defending some 
organizations, such as the KKK, I can’t approve. The past history 
of the Klan has much to do with that. Yet, in their case and in 
many others, attorneys jump right in for many reasons, especially 
fame and fortune. It comes down to the fact that if you’re a victim, 
you’ve lost some of your rights. The perpetrator should be 
rewarded accordingly by the loss of his rights. It’s only fair. We 
should be able to apply this justification when needed. When any 
attorney defends someone no matter what, he should consider the 
rights of the victim first and then the rights of the offender. 

As I said – I really wasn’t kidding – there are good lawyers. 
They defend the innocent or stand up for the guilty in reducing the 
sentence. Some work for nothing or very close to that: pro bono. 
The complete designation is pro bono publico, which means 
working for the common good. This involves work as a public 
service offered to those who can’t afford the costs of 
representation. 
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William Jennings Bryan 
 
 William Jennings Bryan was born in March 1860 in Salem, 
Illinois. His parents were Silas Bryan, who was a teacher and later 
an attorney. Silas’s wife Mariah was one of his pupils. They lived 
in a house on Broadway Street that they built. Besides his law 
practice, Silas was a Democrat, a member of the state senate, a 
judge in the circuit court as well as being an influential part of a 
committee that drafted a new Illinois constitution. 

William had nine siblings, but he was one of the fortunate 
ones who survived past childhood. Bryan went away to the school 
in nearby Jacksonville, graduating from the charming Whipple 
Academy and Illinois College. He followed in his father’s 
footsteps with a two-year course in Chicago at Union Law College. 
He and his wife, Mary Elizabeth Baird, whom he married in 
October 1884, took up residence in Jacksonville. She also studied 
law, passed the bar exam and became a lawyer.  

Bryan opened his law office and soon after became 
involved in politics. He was a devout Presbyterian, a hero of the 
working class and was called The Great Commoner. He served two 
terms in the United States House of Representative from Nebraska 
and had three unsuccessful runs for president of the United States 
in 1896, 1900 and 1908 and was secretary of state in the cabinet of 
Woodrow Wilson. He was very instrumental in Wilson’s election 
as president. 

Though not quite six foot tall, Bryan stood above all those 
in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, especially in 
his skills as a speaker. No one matched him as an orator in his 
time. In the years that followed, and even today, you will have a 
difficult time finding someone better than he was. Friends and foes 
alike affirmed that he was the most compelling speaker they’d ever 
heard. GOP partisan Ira Smith said, Bryan was the first politician I 
had ever heard speak the truth and nothing but the truth. 

He opposed the gold standard and was most famous for his 
Cross of Gold speech. This is one of the reasons why his quest for 
the White House failed. In his campaigns, he touted many issues 
which people found controversial. A person may have wanted to 
vote for him, but neglected to do so because of one of Bryan’s 
stances. Another supporting individual did the same because he 
disagreed with Bryan’s feeling on another topic. There may have 
been some tampering with the voting process. The Republicans did 
have more money to spend on most elections – what’s new? – 
which could also have led to his defeat. As great an orator as he 
was, some saw him as not much different from an emotional 
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preacher in the pulpit. Had he become president, one can only 
wonder if he would have been a good one.  

Will was a huge part of the Chautauqua Movement, which  
was popular in the late nineteenth century though the 1920s. It 
originated in 1874 at Chautauqua Lake in Western New York, 
about seventy miles southwest of Buffalo. It was a scene of 
entertainment and culture with speakers, entertainers, teachers and 
artists. Bryan lectured in many cities that participated and was its 
most popular speaker.  

In many ways, Bryan was way ahead of his time, saying, 
There are those who believe that, if you will only legislate to make 
the well-to-do prosperous, their prosperity will leak through on 
those below. He may have said it, but didn’t believe that. Bryan 
denounced imperialism, corporate money in the election process, 
trusts, the banks and the railroads. Bryan advocated an income tax, 
women’s suffrage, the popular election of senators and the right to 
join a union. He cared about the worker, paying the entire 
nonunion staff at his publication, The Commoner, better wages 
than any other printer or publisher in Lincoln, Nebraska, including 
providing paid holidays. Bryan was opposed to the United States 
entry into World War I, and tried to affect the peace treaty after it 
ended. With the torpedoing of the Lusitania in 1915, he resigned in 
protest from his post as secretary of state in the Wilson 
administration.  

In other ways, he was a bit behind the times. He didn’t 
seem to mind slavery and that may have been because of party 
politics. Though later embracing the cause of prohibition, he made 
a visit to saloons in Omaha in 1890 and bought drinks for 
everyone, also trying to buy their votes. That day he imbibed in a 
glass of soda water. Though he advocated the silver standard, he 
wound up soliciting donations from silver mine owners when 
running for office. That may not have been the right thing to do. 
He opposed war, but somehow signed up for duty in the Spanish 
American War in his late 30s. He never experienced combat.  

Will changed his mind a few times, but politicians do that 
so that wasn’t unusual. He ran on the Populist ticket but was a 
loyal Democrat. In a way, the Democrats of the late nineteenth 
century became the Republicans of today and vice versa. The 
parties flip-flopped, something that many politicians have done for 
a long time and are still doing it. 

Bryan was an outstanding statesman, preacher and lawyer. 
He opposed Darwinism on humanitarian and religious grounds. 
Just before he died he spoke his mind at the Scopes Trial in 1925. 
There’s more on the life of Bryan – don’t forget Will lived way 
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before Monty Python – in the 2006 book by Michael Kazin, A 
Godly Hero: The Life Of William Jennings Bryan. 

 
Clarence Darrow 

 
As the nineteenth century was coming to an end, Chicago, 

with a population of a million people, was the second largest city 
in the United States. Industry was booming and men and women 
flocked to that city because of the adventure and excitement – it 
was the place to be. There was opportunity, but along with that the 
town was deepest in dirt and first in violence. You could describe 
it as irreverent, lawless, loud and possessing an awful smell – the 
meat industry disposed their wastes right into the lake and river. In 
the late 1880s, the Ashtabula Standard described Chicago as the 
wickedest city in the United States. Corruption thrived to the point 
that you may have felt that Chicago wasn’t that much different 
from the Wild West – a lawless frontier. 

John A. Farrell’s 2011 book, Clarence Darrow: Attorney 
For The Damned brings out the life of a great man, but it also 
illustrates just what the law was like in the city on Lake Michigan 
during his life. Clarence Seward Darrow was a lawyer who 
defended the unions, the poor and unfortunate. Some felt he was an 
outstanding individual, but who was not without flaws. Others 
despised him, saying he was selfish and out for the money but also 
said that since he was human, he was not all bad.  

Clarence was born in April 1857 and as a child was always 
compassionate. He fled his home in disgust when his parents 
butchered a chicken that he named David. After that, he added 
lamb and veal to his list of foods to avoid. His mother died when 
he was fifteen and he recalled that neither of his parents took him 
in their arms. He didn’t ever recall a caress or kiss from his 
mother. Love was one verb that he could never master. 

He was a teacher at the District Number 3 School and 
taught for three years before entering the University of Michigan 
law school in 1877, but never got a law degree. Darrow found a 
job as a clerk in a lawyer’s office and studied for the bar exam. In 
1880, he married Jessie Ohl and moved to Andover, Ohio, where 
they roomed in a second floor apartment, which Clarence used as 
an office. 

Darrow is best known for his part in the Scopes Monkey 
Trial, in which he argued that ruling in favor of teaching 
creationism in Tennessee schools with no consideration of 
evolution would be a violation of the separation of church and 
state. He also worked on the Leopold and Loeb case. Nathan 



 49 
 

Leopold and Richard Loeb were thrill killers who kidnapped, 
molested and murdered fourteen-year old Robert Bobby Franks. 
Their guilt was not in question as they confessed to the crime and 
Darrow didn’t set out to show their innocence, but merely to have 
their execution reduced to a sentence of life imprisonment. That he 
accomplished. 

He also defended Dr. Ossian Sweet and his wife, Gladys, 
when their home was assaulted by a racist, rock-throwing mob. 
The Sweet household had guns, but those attacking also had them 
– at least the police on the scene did. Innocent victim Leon Breiner 
was killed, but it may have been a result of friendly fire. Again, the 
defense attorney was victorious as he was in so many other cases. 

Clarence worked tirelessly for the union and was involved 
in defending three members of it after an ice-hearted killer, Harry 
Orchard, rigged a bomb to kill former governor Frank Steunenberg 
at his home. The unions fought for higher wages, decent hours and 
better working conditions from management. As a result, there 
were strikes, and with them came violence, some of which were 
the responsibility of the workers. The corporations, having their 
spies and demolition workers, perpetrated some of these acts of 
aggression. Orchard worked for both sides and in the death of 
Steunenberg, it appeared that this was a union job, instigated and 
masterminded by William Big Bill Haywood, Western Federation 
of Miners president Charles Moyer and George Pettibone.  

Harry Orchard was a cold-blooded killer, having used 
dynamite quite frequently in order to get paid. The Pinkerton 
Agency also became involved in this episode, which didn’t help 
matters. Darrow set out to prove that Orchard alone was 
responsible. By the end of the trial, Haywood and Pettibone were 
found not guilty and the charges were dropped against Moyer.  

The lawyer labored endlessly for the disenfranchised, 
offering his services without asking for payment. Reverend John 
Gillan mentioned that Darrow never refused to defend the poor, 
even if they didn’t have the funds. How could they have paid him – 
they had no money. He also defended big business and the mob, 
but justified that by insisting that he had to obtain some cash so he 
could defend those who really needed his help. 
 As much connivance and confusion as there was in the 
struggle of workers against the corporations, the courts had their 
share of hypocrisy and bribery. Clarence was a Democrat and 
offered that the Republicans were a party that preached temperance 
in Ohio while running a gin mill in the Washington, D. C. He also 
said, I have a suspicion that neither my enemies nor my friends 
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have told the exact truth – and still stronger suspicion that I shall 
not tell it either. 
 Darrow was strongly opposed to prohibition. He was 
probably aware of human nature and realized that you couldn’t 
impede the alcohol admiration of the citizens. The latter would 
mention the Bill of Rights and life and the pursuit of happiness. 
Prohibitionists would counter that drunkenness renders life and 
happiness null and void. The law is complicated. If you consider 
the Founding Fathers and their work in getting the Constitution 
created, don’t forget the tale from Kevin Bleyer’s book,  
Me the People at the end of chapter 2. 
 When the eighteenth amendment took effect in January 
1920, people found loopholes. The ruling didn’t stop people from 
imbibing. The rich had stock in their basements and others just 
visited the speakeasies. The poor may have been out of luck and 
could have cried discrimination. The companies that produced the 
hard stuff weren’t that happy with the amendment, but continued 
selling booze, which they made an integral part of the lives of all 
the citizens, even before 1920. Working conditions, long hours and 
low pay from the corporations brought relief at the end of the day 
to those who toiled. This might be where the saying, I need a drink 
originated. 

The amount of alcohol consumed after January 1920 was 
no less than that drunk before that time, maybe even more. In 
December 1933, the twenty-first amendment repealed the previous 
drinking amendment – which was a huge failure. Darrow was right 
on the money.  
 You can blame the corporation, but if you passed a law to 
prohibit them from producing beer, wine and liquor, they would be 
up in arms, demanding their rights to make a living. The 
corporations would find an attorney to represent them, maybe 
Clarence Darrow. He would oblige them. 

Many claimed that he was an atheist, but he denied it 
saying, When it comes to the question of knowing whether there is 
a God, I am ignorant. He was married twice, but liked being 
around the ladies, especially the intelligent ones. This didn’t please 
either of his wives. He was a giving person, always working to 
help the less fortunate. He was aware of all the abuses of the 
corporations, but had hope.  

Today the privileged institutions of America, fattened by 
unjust laws and conditions, boastfully proclaim that monopoly is 
king. 

But I hear a voice rising loud and louder from the common 
people, long suffering and ever patient, a voice which says in 
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thunder, “Not monopoly but the People are king!” And that these 
people, emancipated and aroused, will one day claim their own. 
 

William Kunstler 
 

William Moses Kunstler was born on July 7, 1919 to 
Monroe Bradford Kuntsler and Frances Mandelbaum Kunstler. 
Monroe had a general practice and later worked as a proctologist, 
while Frances was the stepdaughter of a physician. William also 
had a younger brother, Michael, and a sister, Mary, who was the 
youngest of the siblings.   

 Growing up, Kuntsler was a troublemaker and prankster. 
He ignored many of the rules set down by his parents. His behavior 
in school left much to be desired. Once he entered DeWitt Clinton 
High School, he changed, becoming a straight A student. He went 
to Yale studying medicine, but that didn’t appeal to him as he 
wasn’t that crazy about blood. He loved literature and changed his 
major to French. While at Yale, he experienced anti-Semitism and 
kept to himself. Before graduation, he applied to the Yale Law 
School, even though he was lukewarm to the idea of that 
profession. He was accepted into the program, but World War II 
put a temporary halt to his education. 

He tried to get into the Navy but had to settle for the Army. 
Being interested in cryptography, after enlisting, he was sent to a 
school for it. Though he later vehemently opposed Vietnam War 
and George H. W. Bush’s War in Iraq, he seemed to be indifferent 
to serving in the war of the early 1940s. We were all young and 
foolish at one time. 

Once back in the states, he decided he wanted to be a 
writer, rather than go to law school. He had published a few 
articles in the Patterson Evening News and considered applying to 
the program at Columbia. Meanwhile his brother was in law school 
at Columbia and soon Kuntsler abandoned his journalism ideas and 
started to study law at Columbia. He struggled at first but then 
became serious and eventually got his degree. In December 1948 
at the age of twenty-nine, he became a member of the bar of the 
state of New York. He and his brother opened the firm of Kuntsler 
and Kuntsler uptown on Fifth Avenue. 

At first they handled routine law concerns, which Bill 
found boring, but they did bring in some money. Soon Kuntsler 
took on some poor, impoverished clients who needed 
representation, but the young attorney had strong feelings for their 
plight. They didn’t have the funds but he still worked for them. At 
times when clients offered him a payment, he turned it down, 
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saying that they needed the money more than he did. Fortune never 
concerned him, but fame was something else. 

He was always for David against Goliath where justice was 
concerned and thrived in these efforts. At this point Bill had done 
some writing, loved opera and the theatre, even doing a bit of 
acting. Over the years, he continued this by turning the court into 
his stage, doing it well. Kuntsler had a huge ego. He had witnessed 
racism and anti-Semitism as well as the Depression and World 
War II – even being in the heat of battle – and all these factors may 
have contributed to his need to be praised. This would continue 
even as he reached the greatest heights in the business.  

In 1969, he handled the Chicago 7 case, which resulted 
from the Democratic Convention of 1968 in Chicago. Eight 
activists were actually involved, with Bobby Seale joining Rennie 
Davis, Dave Dellinger, John Froines, Tom Hayden, Abbie 
Hoffman, Jerry Rubin And Lee Weiner. The trial was a circus 
event, with the unethical behavior of the prosecution, which was 
out to get the defendants because of their dress, long hair and 
attitude. The defense followed suit with their behavior and too 
often the proceedings were nothing more than a shouting match. 
The lawyer for Bobby Seale couldn’t represent him so he tried to 
represent himself but Judge Julius J. Hoffman wouldn’t allow it.  
Seale argued his case but eventually was bound and gagged, 
something you don’t see very much in courtrooms. Eventually, the 
defendants were acquitted, but it was too high a price to pay. 

Kunstler was also involved in the prisoner uprising at the 
Attica Correctional Institution in September 1971, but he was only 
there as a mediator. Inmates held staff hostage, including seriously 
beating one prison guard, leading to negotiations, which went on 
for four days. Both sides accepted the conditions except prison 
authorities wouldn’t allow amnesty. This, the death of the injured 
guard and Governor Nelson Rockefeller’s refusal to make an 
appearance at the scene didn’t help. What really caused the 
backlash were the trigger-happy police there, which resulted in 
shooting and the death of thirty-nine people, a quarter of whom 
were employees of the jail.  

Kunstler was more successful a few months later in the 
Wounded Knee incident. It began in February 1973 when members 
of the Oglala Lakota occupied the town of Wounded Knee in 
South Dakota. It had to do with the impeachment Richard Wilson, 
a corrupt tribal president. The action was also a response to Native 
American treaties that went unfulfilled by the government. Battles 
were fought for a few months and both sides suffered casualties. 
Dennis Banks and Russell Means, leaders of the American Indian 
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Movement, were indicted because of what happened, but William 
Kunstler and Mark Lane defended them. Eventually, the charges 
were dismissed because of misconduct on the part of the 
prosecution. The government appealed the case, with that being 
dismissed as well. 

The hated attorney won many cases but lost some. Bill was 
a womanizer and only abandoned that pursuit after his second 
marriage to Margaret Ratner. Many accused Kuntsler of being 
unprepared for the court. On the first day there, he may have 
stumbled a bit but the next day he showed a different side. He was 
brilliant and supposedly had a photographic memory. He was 
always for the underdog and did everything to help his clients. On 
occasion it appeared that his method strayed from the case he was 
involved in and people questioned that. Yet, that typified lawyers 
for either side as prosecuting attorneys aimed for a conviction 
while the defense shot for an acquittal or merely a reduction of the 
sentence from the death penalty to imprisonment. This has always 
been the case.  

Bill was a member of the American Civil Liberties Union. 
He co-founded the Law Center for Constitutional Rights. 
According to Kuntsler, The United States Supreme Court was an 
enemy, a predominantly white court representing the power 
structure. He was always in court because of the corrupt 
government, whom he was fighting against while using the law, 
which had been established by the Founding Fathers, who 
eventually became the first government of the United States.     

You can read more about his life in the fine 1999 David J. 
Langum book, William M. Kuntsler: The Most Hated Man In 
America. He had a great sense of humor, a booming voice and a 
willingness to talk. Working for the minorities and the oppressed 
against the injustices of society, the corporations and government, 
Kinstler was best known for his activities in the Civil Rights 
Movement. Some said he was the greatest lawyer of his time while 
others insisted he was the most hated lawyer in America. When 
your writing and work elicit such venom, maybe you’ve done the 
right thing.   
 

I read quite a bit, including books written by lawyers. I’m 
not sure how these two were in court, but from what their writing 
says to me as well as their fine books, I doubt that I could find a 
better attorney to represent me if the time came. They are John 
Grisham and Richard North Patterson. Books of Grisham that I 
have read include The Appeal, The Associate, Bleachers, The 
Brethen, Calico Joe, The Chamber, Ford County, The Innocent 
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Man, The King Of Torts, The Last Juror, A Painted House, Playing 
For Pizza, Skipping Christmas, The Street Lawyer and The 
Testament. I recommend them all. I haven’t read as many books by 
Patterson, but those I like include Balance Of Power, Dark Lady, 
Escape The Night, Protect And Defend and Silent Witness. 

I’m sure I read other books authored by lawyers, but 
Grisham and Patterson stand out. Patterson graduated from Ohio 
Wesleyan University followed by a degree from Case Western 
Reserve University’s School of Law. His accomplishments at Ohio 
Wesleyan include President’s Awards for Excellence and 
Distinguished Alumni. He worked as an Assistant Attorney 
General for the state of Ohio and as a trial attorney for the 
Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) in San Francisco and 
the nation’s capital. In the 1970s, he was the SEC’s liaison to the 
Special Prosecutor for Watergate and more recently a partner in the 
firm McCutchen, Doyle, Brown and Enersen in San Francisco, 
before retiring from the law profession in 1993. 

He then devoted himself to writing. Along the way he 
served on various boards including those at Ohio Wesleyan and 
Case Western Reserve as well as the Brady Campaign for the 
Prevention of Gun Violence, the Family Violence Prevention Fund 
and the PEN Center West. He was chairman for Common Cause 
and now serves on the Advisory Council of J Street, a pro-peace 
group that favors a two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict. 

John Ray Grisham, Jr. wanted to be a baseball player 
growing up. His mother encouraged him to read and further his 
education. He went to a few schools including Northwest 
Mississippi Community College and Delta State University in 
Cleveland before graduating with an accounting degree from 
Mississippi State University. From the School of Law at the 
University of Mississippi he received a JD degree in 1983 and then 
spent about a decade as a criminal lawyer, but also served in the 
Mississippi House of Representatives from January 1984 to 
September 1990. During that time he began his first novel, A Time 
To Kill, which was published in June 1989. People must like his 
writing because he has sold over two hundred fifty million books 
worldwide, some being translated into twenty-nine different 
languages. 

Grisham’s second book, The Firm, sold over seven million 
copies and he retired from practicing law, with the exception of a 
case in 1996 as he defended a railroad worker, who had been killed 
while on the job. He won the case with a jury award of almost 
seven hundred thousand dollars, the largest verdict of his career – a 
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great way to finish. A Galaxy British Book Awards winner, many 
of his books have been turned into hit movies, such as The Firm, 
The Pelican Brief, The Client, A Time To Kill, The Chamber, The 
Rainmaker and A Painted House. 

In September 2007, Bill Peterson, the District Attorney of 
Pontotoc County in Oklahoma, filed a civil lawsuit against him. He 
and two other authors were named in the case, relating to his 
account in The Innocent Man, the only book of his that I read that 
wasn’t fiction. A year later, the judge dismissed the case.    

The song represented by the title of the chapter can be 
found on the 1998 release, Slow down by Keb’ Mo’. He was born 
with the name, Kevin Moore. The song is about a guy who’s quite 
carefree, spending money he doesn’t have. Then his credit cards 
come due and creditors want payments, even the Internal Revenue 
Service. You can figure out the rest. 
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8. To life 
 

To some, the words, life, liberty and the pursuit of 
happiness might mean a life free of cut and run physicians – 
doctors who perform surgery and make you run to the pharmacist 
for drugs – freedom from high co-pays and long waits at the 
doctor’s office and health care along with good health, without 
which you can’t be very happy. The Founding Fathers probably 
didn’t infer that, but it certainly is reasonable. 

There are many health care laws, although many people 
may not interpret them the way they were intended. One is the big 
gulp law, which began in September 2012 in the city of New York. 
The sale of beverages over sixteen ounces was banned, but you 
could get around the law by adding alcohol. Milk-based and 
alcoholic drinks are exempt. I don’t think the ban applied to water. 
You can also bypass the law by buying two sixteen-ounce drinks, 
the equivalent of one thirty-two once serving. To say this ban is 
controversial is an understatement. 

The April / May issue of Green America had a great article 
about sugar. I avoid sugar and don’t gulp soda and haven’t done so 
for some time. Many people don’t follow that practice. Some 
individuals chug half dozen or more Cokes a day, not something I 
recommend. Sugar is a killer but its substitutes aren’t any better. 
Imbibing causes diabetes, obesity and health problems that no one 
wants to face. The article can be found at 
http://www.greenamerica.org/pubs/greenamerican/articles/AprilMa
y2013/9-Tips-to-Help-You-Kick-the-Sugar-Habit.cfm. 

Another thought concerning the big gulp law arises. From 
the above, you could easily ask the question: Isn’t this just another 
dumb law? Is it really necessary since there are so many 
loopholes? You really can’t tell people what to do or not do to 
achieve good health. I found these thoughts on the Internet: If you 
drink this much soda you’re an idiot. If you need Mike Bloomberg 
to tell you to not drink this much soda, you’re a bigger idiot. 

While we’re on the subject of sugar, let’s also include salt 
and fat. We can ingest all three by visiting a fast-food joint, chain 
restaurant or by purchasing processed foods. One-stop shopping 
fulfills all our daily requirements for these three. The 2004 
documentary, Super Size Me sets out to prove that a steady diet at 
McDonald’s Restaurants may not be a good thing. Morgan 
Spurlock is the victim, as he goes through one month of ordering 
food there, three meals a day. If the clerk inquires whether he 
wants a meal super sized, he has to reply in the affirmative – 
hence, the title of the movie. After thirty days, he will have 
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partaken of every item on the menu. Don’t worry: before 
beginning his adventure, he was examined and would be 
continually monitored by a general practitioner, a cardiologist and 
a gastroenterologist. That’s the good news, sort of. The bad news is 
that halfway into the endeavor, one of his doctors recommended 
that he should end the project. On completion of this crazy 
mission, he had gained twenty-five pounds and was quite puffy, He 
had suffered depression and liver dysfunction. It was over a year 
before he recovered. This was done with the detox diet of his 
girlfriend, Alexandra Jamieson, who became his wife. She then 
became his ex-wife. 

I mentioned the lawsuit against McDonald’s earlier, 
concerning hot coffee. In that case, there was a health issue. It 
dealt with the hospital bills of the victim. Attempted litigation 
against fast-food giants for any reason such as bad health, obesity 
or diabetes probably won’t get you very far. You’ll note that 
there’s no ban on dining at Mickey Ds. You can eat anywhere you 
like and anything on the menu. 

  Smoking is another issue, much more complicated. This 
has involved litigation and payouts to victims of nicotine. There 
was a time when doctors – they may have been legitimate – 
appeared on the black and white television sets of over a half 
century ago mentioning that smoking a cigarette can lead to better 
health. Cigars, pipes and chewing tobacco had to be all right as 
well. Huh? Did the manufacturers of these products have any idea 
that lighting up may not have been that great a thing to do? They 
certainly wanted the dollars from selling their products and even 
enhanced those cancer sticks with ingredients that would lead to 
addiction. 

You can argue all you want that people have a free will and 
don’t have to smoke, so any lawsuit would be frivolous. However, 
everyone lit up and puffed once or twice. If the chemicals caused 
this dependency, that was a different story, litigation-wise. 

The 2007 book, The Secret History Of The War On Cancer 
by Devra Lee Davis, the 2009 book, Merchants Of Doubt: How A 
Handful Of Scientists Obscured The Truth On Issues From 
Tobacco Smoke To Global Warming by Naomi Oreskes and Erik 
M. Conway and the 2007 book, The Cigarette Century: The Rise, 
Fall, And Deadly Persistence Of The Product That Defined 
America by Allan M. Brandt have more dirt on the activities of the 
cigarette companies and their lawyers. 

Proceeding to moving on down the highway, there’s a law 
that requires motorcyclists to wear helmets. Drivers of all vehicles 
have to abide by speed limits. An individual might insist that he 
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has a right to ride without a helmet – how else can he feel the 
breeze in his hair – or she can travel at eighty miles an hour, even 
though the speed limit is fifty-five. There’s a reason for each law: 
the safety of the driver. If an accident occurs, a hospital may be 
involved and the mishap requires doctors and nurses to work. This 
means other patients may have to be placed on hold for a time. It 
also involves insurance companies and an increase in premiums 
not only for the unfortunate victim, but also for other citizens as 
well. 

Another type of law is a regulation, which boils down to a 
health law. It’s for the common good – the citizens. Corporations 
aren’t allowed to trash the environment with their deposits into the 
air, the ground or bodies of water. If you mess up, you have to 
clean up. That’s reasonable enough. There’s no excuse if a 
company pollutes and isn’t aware that it has done so. There’s still 
responsibility. Matters get worse when they deceive regulators and 
the public with their damaging processes that are done for big 
bucks. 

In every one of the cases above whether there’s a law or 
not, the issue is about health. It’s about rights as well, but if you 
recall the law making considerations as discussed in Poland in 
James Michener’s book of the same name, an individual shouldn’t 
overrule the majority in most cases. The certainly applies here. 
One person’s rights – assuming such a right even exists – don’t 
stand up against the rights of a group of people. It’s not a matter of 
majority rules but one of the common good. 

All these cases have something else in common: 
irresponsible behavior by individuals obsessed with rights; 
corporations intent on greed. I was going to break these down by 
category, but you can see that each example may be a bit of both. 
A society with no laws will be just as chaotic as one with too 
many. Either option is matched when you have people ignoring the 
law or the law not being enforced. Since that seems to be what is 
happening, that’s why there’s gridlock. It’s not just in concerns 
with health, either. 

Philip Howard’s 2009 book, Life Without Lawyers, 
mentions an eighteen year old who dove into a lake in the Cheshire 
region of England in 1995 and broke his neck. He sued the 
Cheshire County Council and won. In 2003, a higher court 
overruled the decision, with the judge saying that to let it stand 
would mean no one could swim in the lake, thus depriving the 
citizens of doing something they had been doing for years. Again, 
it was a case of one person versus the common good. 
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When it comes to the health care profession, there are 
numerous problems. First, people ignore the law and aren’t made   
responsible for their transgressions. These are individuals or 
groups that commit fraud. If there are no regulators or not enough, 
the rip off of the system continues. The drug industry isn’t without 
blame, either. Since the late 1990s, I had no choice but to take 
painkillers, both of which have been taken off the market. I’ve 
been prescribed antibiotics, which worked but I was glad there was 
enough toilet paper at my home. On an occasion or two, I was 
prescribed some drugs – I really would rather avoid any of those 
pills – but used them sparingly. In two cases, I was told that the 
problem would subside within a few days without the prescription 
anyway, so why use them at all? After reading the possible side 
effects on the container, I was convinced to take one tablet or 
better yet, none of this junk. 

I need not tell you about numerous drug recalls. If one isn’t 
taken off the market, you can find information that cautions you on 
the harmful results that may be experienced. How many times has 
something been said to be harmful, but is still on the shelves?  
Even vigorous testing guarantees nothing. There is the ubiquitous 
question of the use of multiple drugs – so many people have those 
daily pillboxes – and interactions. It’s bad enough that a single 
drug is harmful, what happens when two or more are taken in 
combination? 

There are too many laws when it comes to the health care 
profession. They just get in the way of helping patients. Half a 
century ago, doctors considered themselves superior to their 
clients. That changed for a while, but today it seems to be not 
much different from the past. Doctors have too much paperwork 
and too many worries about litigation. To handle that, they do the 
old cover your butt thing, prescribing drugs and testing just to 
make sure that a lawsuit won’t be headed their way. The result is 
that they have no time for the patient sitting in the waiting room. 
For a particular ache or pain, they figure it’s probably a specific 
ailment, which can be rectified by a particular drug, which they 
soon prescribe. It may turn out their diagnosis was wrong. In fact 
the drug could do more damage in that case. 

Doctors also conspire with the drug firms. The latter give 
physicians a chance to increase their income if they promote their 
drugs. I doubt that this is done on or above the table.  It’s obvious 
how that’s achieved. This is another reason why health care today 
is trying to cure – something that is rarely achieved – rather than 
searching for the reasons for a sickness. Prevention makes a great 
deal more sense than subsequently looking for a cure. 
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Insofar as the system doesn’t seem to be working, we 
shouldn’t rule out alternative methods of care, such as the use of 
herbs in place of drugs. Looking to other cultures for answers 
shouldn’t be dismissed. Native Americans and the Chinese have 
used many methods for taking care of the sick without surgery and 
drugs. In many cases, healing is the result, rather than curing. With 
more emphasis on prevention, healing may one day be so prevalent 
that curing isn’t even considered.  

You’ve probably heard of HIPAA, which is the acronym 
for the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act. 
Enacted into law in 1996, one of its provisions guarantees the 
patient privacy. Unfortunately, it’s caused bottlenecks since it 
seems the only person who can see an individual’s records is her 
primary physician. If she wants me to see a specialist, she will 
have to provide her complete history to the new caregiver. If 
another doctor is needed, the exercise repeats itself. In some cases, 
family members can’t obtain information on a brother or sister. A 
database with past history for a person would save repetition of all 
this effort. If you insist that HIPAA was intended for privacy, 
we’re all aware of how much information is already available 
about each of us on the Internet. Privacy shouldn’t get in the way 
of progress. 

To life is a song from the Broadway musical, Fiddler on the 
Roof. Its equivalent in Hebrew is l’chaim, a toast to a person’s 
health or well-being. I saw a road company production of the play 
in Binghamton in the early 1970s. 

 



 61 
 

9. The immigrant song 
 
If we deport all the immigrants in the United States 

including those people who had distant relatives at some time that 
weren’t born here, who would be left in the United States? It looks 
like all the inhabitants would be Native Americans. My great 
grandparents were born across the pond, so apparently I’d have to 
get packing. With this directive, we might rid the country of most 
of the politicians, lawyers and businessmen. In that case, count me 
in favor. However, I have one question. What about these words? 

 
Not like the brazen giant of Greek fame, 
Here at our sea-washed, sunset gates shall stand 
A mighty woman with a torch, whose flame 
Is the imprisoned lightning, and her name 
Mother of Exiles. From her beacon-hand 
Glows world-wide welcome; her mild eyes command 
The air-bridged harbor that twin cities frame. 
“Keep, ancient lands, your storied pomp!” cries she 
With silent lips. “Give me your tired, your poor, 
Your huddled masses yearning to breathe free, 
The wretched refuse of your teeming shore. 
Send these, the homeless, tempest-tost to me, 
I lift my lamp beside the golden door!”  
 

 These words are from the sonnet, The New Colossus, 
written by Emma Lazarus in 1883. It can be found engraved on the 
base of the Statue of Liberty in New York harbor. It seems to be 
welcoming those from other lands to the United States. It has been 
doing this for many years. Things change, so maybe they ran out of 
parking spaces. After all, this is New York City. 
 What did the Founding Fathers say about immigrants to our 
shore? I think they welcomed them. They themselves or some 
relatives of theirs had been in that class. There wasn’t any need to 
mention them in the Bill of Rights, Declaration of Independence or 
Constitution. Then why is there such a fuss today about this issue? 

Building an eight-foot high barrier just won’t work to 
prevent them from entering the country. Don’t you know how 
talented those foreigners are at high jumping? If you have walls 
protecting the Canadian and Mexican borders, don’t you need 
something similar along both coasts? Has anyone calculated what 
it would cost for these barriers? It’s not coming out of my tax 
dollars. Throwing the immigrants out of the country means even 
fewer taxpayers. 
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Just as the wall demands such a stupendous cost and won’t 
work anyhow, immigration laws full of holes won’t be effective 
either. Politicians cry that there’s a need to keep out the riff-raff, 
troublemakers, criminals and terrorists. This should be taken care 
of by the massive spying going on, not by a measure that handles 
people entering the country who want to live and work here. From 
all the outcries, there seems to be too much snooping, especially of 
decent citizens. Concentration should be on those who pose risks 
to the nation. 

In the days leading up to the events of September 11, 2001, 
there were many clues, alarms and instances of suspicious 
behavior. Not enough members of government were paying 
attention, heeding the warnings or considering the possibilities. 
People just weren’t making the connections and seeing the big 
picture. Maybe there was too much information. There appeared to 
be too many government agencies that weren’t talking to each 
other, who hadn’t correlated what they had. The horrible events of 
that day didn’t just start to brew in the few years at the end of the 
twentieth century. It goes back decades before, but I’ll leave it up 
to you to research the issue. This discussion is not about that, so 
let’s return to the topic at hand. 
 This immigration idea creates a few other problems. Who is 
going to clean the houses, vacuum, polish the silver, make the beds 
and cook for the rich and for families that need these services? 
Who do you think will pick the fruits and vegetables that each of 
us rely on for good health? There have been too many cases of 
produce rotting in the fields because the farmer couldn’t find 
anyone to harvest the crop. Where will the workers come from 
who will work in the meat packing plants and assembly lines that 
still can be found in this nation? There aren’t that many 
vegetarians to close the doors of a slaughter house without any ill 
effects. We’re a country of bloodthirsty carnivores. 
 Immigrants are dedicated, hard-working people who pay 
taxes and make great contributions to our society. Over the years, 
they helped build the railroads, manned the police and fire 
departments in the cities. They built the roads, the tunnels, bridges 
and skyscrapers. They worked in the steel plants, which you can 
read about in Vivek Bald’s engaging 2013 book, Bengali Harlem 
And The Lost Histories Of South Asian America. Those who 
walked on the high beams during construction of high-rise 
buildings were Native Americans, but were treated worse than 
immigrants are today. Without them, our culture would be a 
shadow of what it is, since immigrants have been and are 
musicians, writers, sculptors and painters. They’re our doctors, 
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accountants, scientists and teachers. They compete on the athletic 
fields and in the arenas. Without them, we wouldn’t even have a 
country. 
 For all they do, these non-citizens work for as little as their 
bosses will pay them. If they receive the minimum wage, seven 
dollars is minimum in every sense of the word. Working 
conditions are horrible as are living accommodations. If they are 
injured on the job, they have to keep going. If they don’t, they’ll be 
replaced and lose their livelihood. If they complain, the result is 
termination. They may even be reported to the Department of 
Immigration. 

They have to work long hours, which no human being can 
handle without breakdown or burnout. They receive no paid 
holidays, sick days, personal time, vacation days, health insurance 
or retirement benefits. In the nineteenth century these laborers 
were slaves. Now they’re the immigrants, but they certainly are 
slaves, too. Maybe the people from foreign lands in the United 
States have it easier than the slaves of preceding centuries, but it’s 
certainly not much better. They have a tough life. 

Those who leave their homeland to be in the United States 
are better citizens of this country than many who were born here. 
Immigrants pay their taxes and follow the law. In the nineteenth 
century the Wild West may have had laws, but many of the settlers 
weren’t concerned with following them. It was one of the reasons 
why people moving west had such a difficult time. You have to 
include as a lawbreaker the United States government. They did all 
they could to take away the land of the Native Americans and 
forced them to live on reservations, basically ignoring the 
Declaration of Independence.  

Today we see more examples of this from citizens, 
politicians and corporations. Someone who speeds down the 
highway, drives while intoxicated or runs a red light has broken the 
law. You might think that he’ll be caught and have to pay a fine. 
What if he isn’t apprehended or worse, causes injuries to innocent 
victims? First off all, he has no right to travel fifty miles an hour in 
a school zone. What about the rights of the children and the traffic 
monitor? There is no such thing as the right to drive a car. If you 
want to do so, you need to pass tests to obtain a license. Once you 
do that, you have to observe the law of the road, or else your 
license could be suspended or revoked. Anyone who gets behind 
the wheel of a vehicle with road rage rising in his head probably 
will violate the law as well. 

Being on the Internet exposes you to so much crime. It’s 
called making money from someone else’s livelihood or just 
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conning someone into believing that he won the lottery. In order to 
claim the prize, the victim needs to send a check, provide a 
checking account number or credit card number to commence 
processing. If you’re a writer, you know exactly what I’m talking 
about. 

Law breaking may even get to a larger scale when the 
corporations enter the picture. I’ve mentioned a few cases of 
deception and thievery on their part. Lawyers aren’t exempt, 
especially when an attorney knows his client committed the crime 
but still tries to convince the court that he is innocent. As I 
mentioned earlier, politicians aren’t always law abiding.  

Speaking of the devils, those in government come up with 
ideas about immigration that seems to favor their interests or those 
of the corporations. The plight of the immigrants isn’t a major 
concern for these congressmen. There are applicable laws, but 
they’re just not working. There’s a need for remediation. Anyone 
who comes to this country to work and to stay shouldn’t have to 
wait decades to become a citizen. If the government can collect 
taxes from these future citizens, there’s no reason why that 
adjective can’t be removed. That is, there has to be a better path to 
citizenship. 

Perhaps the existing laws never took into account the 
number of people migrating to the United States. Limits may be in 
order. It should be obvious that haste rather than stalling are what 
we need. As always, laws are required, but too many will be as bad 
as none at all.     
 The song corresponding to the title of this chapter can be 
found on the 1970 release by Led Zeppelin, Led Zeppelin III. It 
managed to reach number sixteen on Billboard Hot 100 Singles. 
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10. I fought the law 
 

I should add four words to the title above: and the law won. 
Recall my two court appearances, which resulted in two defeats. 
For the IRS challenge I really wasn’t in court. In each of these, the 
law was involved. In both instances, I felt I had a great case in my 
favor, but others disagreed with that assessment. I did have small 
victories from the two giant corporations in which I first received a 
letter that I was in a lawsuit followed by small checks a few 
months later from each company. These last two were about the 
law and were examples of settling out of court, something that’s 
done many times.  

I experienced that compromise again with a much bigger 
payoff and much more effort not that long ago. In that case a 
company didn’t rob me but instead failed to provide a few dollars 
that I had coming to me. I wrote the president of the corporation 
and explained the matter and he agreed, but said that my 
calculation was a bit on the low side. He offered a higher amount 
with the stipulation that I couldn’t pursue this in any way from that 
point on, I couldn’t inform the media or tell anyone else about this. 
The company may have mentioned that someone messed up but no 
one was to blame and no one took responsibility for what 
happened. Naturally I took the money and ran.  

I could have said, see you in court, but that would have 
involved months of activity that I really didn’t care for. It would 
have cost money. When it was all done, I’d probably receive less 
than I did by accepting the company’s terms. I may have lost out 
completely. The other thought has to do with the possibility of 
pressure from the corporation along with threats to me and my 
family – not a good scenario. I didn’t have that many choices. 

In the last three instances, the businesses involved all made 
decisions based on the financial benefits to the company. They had 
to dip into their wallets, but they minimized the cash paid out. The 
plaintiffs didn’t rate. The saying, the customer is always right, 
didn’t seem to apply. In the last scenario, the right thing to do was 
to take them to court. I wanted to be right, but didn’t care to be 
dead right.   

Earlier I mentioned my adventures with the New York City 
lawyer, the publisher, corporation and estate that she represented in 
the problem with the title of my cookbook, which had just been 
published. It didn’t take me long to make a decision and not have 
the affair drag on and on. In this case copyright law was involved, 
which seems to be a huge mess that perplexes many people. Even 
if the so-called plaintiffs were in the right about the law, they never 
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used common sense or had any compassion. For one thing, the 
estate, corporation and publisher garnered not hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, but billions of bucks from book sales. The 
business partnership that was formed with the two writers really 
brought in the dough. My cookbook had a few bread recipes, 
which required flour for the dough, but it certainly wasn’t green. In 
all, I might have gathered a few hundred dollars from sales of my 
cookbook. 

  Since the United States is a democracy of, for and by the 
people, it is the duty of the government to come up with laws for 
the citizenry. I mentioned sequestration and filibustering earlier 
and both hinder progress in the system since passing laws becomes 
passé. Many people ask the question, since con is the opposite of 
pro, is congress the opposite of progress? It appears to be so. I 
didn’t bring up gerrymandering, which doesn’t help the taxpayers, 
either. It’s a method of gaining a political advantage for one party 
by modifying the makeup of voting districts. In the process, it may 
help or hinder some demographic, such as linguistic, ethnic, racial, 
religious or class groups. It’s nothing more than an attempt to gain 
political power by finagling. The term came about over two 
hundred years ago from the words gerry and mander – the last few 
letters of the word salamander. Gerry was governor of 
Massachusetts in 1812 and his party redistricted the state. 

As mentioned numerous times, any system needs laws, but 
too many will only result in the same mess as none. The United 
States has laws, but too many of them. It’s missing the ones we 
really need. The government was set up with executive, legislative 
and judicial branches as a means of checks and balance so one 
group didn’t gather too much power. The president certainly can 
veto a bill and at times he should, but when he asks the Congress 
to send a bill to his desk and they pass it, why would he veto it 
later? The answer might be that someone snuck a provision into 
the bill in the middle of the night. Without it, the bill progressed 
two steps forward, but the addition resulted in retreating three steps 
back. It’s better to have no bill than the one with the sneaked in 
addition. I’d veto it, too. 

James Monroe was the first to use a signing statement. By 
the 1980s, there were barely used and if so, only in a rhetorical 
sense. Beginning with Ronald Reagan, they became news. Each 
succeeding president has employed the practice despite the fact 
that they are not authorized by the Constitution. With a few 
changes, signing statements could be completely eliminated. 

With the approval rating of Congress, from the following 
two chapters on pork barrel projects and dumb laws and other 
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discussions in earlier chapters, it seems like eighty percent of the 
Senators and Representatives should be canned. Of course, that 
could rot the lining of the container. We have too many instances 
of trash bills, which I mentioned earlier. None of these should be 
found in a democracy. Many of the laws are so complex that only a 
lawyer can understand them. That’s because many in government 
are attorneys, while most citizens don’t belong to the profession. A 
good example of complexity is the Patriot Act. Any Senator or 
Representative who voted for it without reading it – most of them – 
shouldn’t represent anyone in Congress. The legislative body 
needs remediation. 

The judicial branch isn’t without fault, either. A person 
who is appointed to a government position represents the people. 
No corporation should influence members of any branch of 
government. The appointee should keep that in mind and should 
serve the nation. It doesn’t matter what party you belong to, you 
are not in office to help your friends and increase the size of your 
portfolio. Most government employees are affiliated with one 
party, but they should vote for the people, not for the party. Some 
congressmen have switched parties, even abandoned the main ones 
by becoming independent. There’s no reason why citizens can’t do 
the same. 

If you consider these three branches, you can only conclude 
that democracy in the United States just isn’t working. It gets even 
worse when you add in the loophole lawyers. You can tell they’re 
some of my favorite people. Altogether, the result is legislation 
that no one wants to see. Sadly, this is how Congress works. Those 
last two words seem to be an oxymoron. 

At one time the Congress actually worked together. Now it 
seems to be one compromise after another, which I’ve already 
shown just doesn’t work. Simplify any bill, which might become 
law, and vote on it. Once that’s done, someone can introduce the 
next piece of legislation, but not with all those attachments that 
mean compromise or balance. In the early twenty-first century, the 
super rich were handed great tax breaks, such that they paid few if 
any taxes. I say it’s time to balance that today with their paying 
what is fair.  

Naturally, there will be immoral or unethical laws, which 
weren’t included in my list of trash bills. I didn’t use the term trash 
laws because I hope they weren’t passed, but unfortunately, some 
were. The 1973 law, Roe v Wade, was passed because it was a 
privacy issue. If you took a survey of citizens of the United States, 
you’d probably find that the majority of people were opposed to 
abortion. Maybe the law is immoral, but it’s necessary for two 
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reasons. The first is to prevent returning to the old days of 
abortion, sometimes referred to as back ally jobs. This protects 
women. Second, the law gives women the right to choose. Without 
the law, women are being reduced to once again being dominated 
by men. One hundred years ago, females couldn’t vote. That 
changed with the nineteenth amendment passed in August 1920 – 
if you were African American, you were shut out of the voting 
booth, no matter what sex. It’s improved a great deal, but there’s 
still sexual discrimination, even in the United States. It’s much 
worse in other nations. 

The abortion issue is a hot topic, but in many cases you see 
the Pro-Choice people battling the Pro-Life factions. Considering it 
closely, those two groups aren’t opposites since you can be a 
member of both. Maybe the two shouldn’t compromise but instead 
analyze what can be done to stop the fighting and make things 
better for everyone. Because of human nature, sex will always 
occur between people, with pregnancies occurring as well. You 
can never put an end to all abortions, but with education of both 
sexes, the number of them can be reduced. If more people were 
both Pro-life and Pro-choice, there would be more understanding 
and less bickering. 

Hypocrisy can be seen when one person preaches one thing 
but then does just the opposite. A religious zealot who advocates 
avoidance of sin, but then this preacher is caught with his mistress 
is one example of hypocrisy. Forgiveness is to be admired but so is 
being a leader, which didn’t take place in this case. A politician 
who gathers votes for clean, renewable energy, but then supports 
fossil fuel corporations is no better. Pro-life people who support 
wars and the death penalty have to be classified as hypocrites.   

From time to time, I contribute to a few charities. I don’t 
mind doing that, but as a result I get solicited by phone, email and 
regular mail for contributions. If it’s every six months, I don’t 
mind. A reminder every month is a bit much but not as bad as 
twice a month. On some occasions, there’ll be a plea for a donation 
from a group I just gave to. This is very annoying. The reason for 
all these charities has to do with people in government not doing 
their job. Had they cared about the people, many of these charities 
wouldn’t be necessary. 

A few years ago, you would see bogus charities. These 
were organizations that would take your dollars for some cause, 
but it never was used to help those in need. Instead, the cash went 
into the pockets of the collectors. As bad as that was – it wasn’t 
very nice – matters have gotten much worse. Now you can find 
entities that are supposedly charities, which accept contributions 
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from anyone – big donors as well as small ones – and use it for 
some political purpose. They take from the very rich and from the 
poor. Well, they can’t get bucks from the latter since they don’t 
have any, but gifts from the middle class are welcome, which 
makes the givers poor. These dastardly groups of individuals have 
tax-exempt status, which adds insult to injury. 

I am a member of the Sierra Club, Working Families Party 
and Green America, among others. Every day, my mailbox has a 
few emails from these organizations and other similar groups. It 
might be to solicit a contribution, but it’ll only be for five or ten 
dollars. At times, I’ll get out my credit card. Most of the time, the 
email asks me to sign a petition. It might be a letter or email to a 
company behaving badly or someone in government to have a law 
introduced or passed. Usually all I have to do is go to the bottom of 
the page and click on some box to vote for the proposition. The 
next page on my screen has a thank you and maybe a chance to 
contribute. Shortly afterwards my mailbox will also have a thank 
you sent. So many of these organizations came into existence 
because politicians weren’t doing their job and corporations were 
irresponsible.  

From all the bad news above, we almost agree with the 
saying, you can’t fight city hall. I didn’t have much luck doing so. 
John Henry Faulk did, but it took five years for the outcome to 
come about and the final settlement was one seventh of the court 
judgment. In the McDonald’s verdict, the payoff was less than a 
quarter of the court settlement. This modification took place even 
though the judge lashed out at the defendant for its vile behavior. 

There are a few outcomes if you go to court: you lose the 
case; you win but eventually the judgment is changed and you 
wind up losing; you win but the amount of the remuneration is 
drastically reduced; you win and are awarded the same amount as 
prescribed at trial. Half of the outcomes are unfavorable and of the 
other two, the payoff is reduced in one case. In every possibility, 
you had evidence to win and a great lawyer, but it didn’t make a 
difference. Tort reform may have been the cause for the reduction 
of the settlement. 

Doing the court thing means relying on quite a few people, 
besides the actual law: your lawyer; the opposing attorney; the 
jury; the judge. Your representation could fall asleep, which won’t 
help your case. The lawyer on the other side may come up with 
something that sways the jury. The judge could overrule the jury. 
That jury has a dozen citizens and one could turn things around. 
Finally, the law could be misinterpreted. Do you still want to head 
to court? 
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When it comes to the law, misinterpretation happens all the 
time. When I mentioned words in the Declaration of Independence 
in an earlier chapter, my interpretation differed greatly from that of 
the Founding Fathers. I wasn’t considering their thinking on the 
matter. Someone will read a law one way and think it means 
something that another person may not have considered. That’s 
one of the reasons why there are debates, fighting and no 
legislation being passed.  

Conflicts also arise for other reasons. It began before the 
American Revolution and we still have it today: state laws. There 
are many issues that only can be handled by the smaller 
government, in which case the Federal laws need not be involved. 
Other issues are bigger, but what if there is a conflict between a 
state and federal law? We know about the secession that brought 
about the Civil War, but there may have been one a half century 
before that. The Embargo Act of 1807 involved an embargo 
against France and Great Britain during the Napoleonic Wars. It 
was controversial and people in the legislature of Massachusetts 
saw it as harmful to the economy of the state. They debated the 
issue but nothing came of it. 

In the twenty first century, there are laws that apply on a 
state as well as federal level with regard to the same matter. 
Sometimes the two are identical or close, but other times, they 
aren’t. In that case, which takes preference? States want power, but 
can’t get it if their law is rendered meaningless. This is a serious 
dilemma. In the twenty first century, states have laws on gun 
control as does the Federal government, but we still see the 
massacres at Newtown, Aurora and Columbine. These are so well 
known that I don’t have to mention the state involved. People 
plead for sensible gun legislation, but the Congress sits around and 
does nothing about it.  

The comedian Gallagher came up earlier along with one of 
our rights, which also applies during acts of civil disobedience. But 
what happened during the Civil Rights Movement and at the 1968 
Democratic Convention? People were beaten up. Even in the 
twenty-first century this was repeated at times of the Occupy Wall 
Street movement. None of this should have occurred. As long as 
they’re peaceful, there’s order, no law is violated and there’s no 
screaming. After all, it is civil disobedience. Gallagher would 
agree. 

I also talked about whistle blowers. If you don’t recall 
when, it had to with those four words, see you in court in this 
chapter. I wasn’t a whistle blower but should have been one. I 
refrained because of health reasons: my own and that of that of my 
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family. It’s all about freedom of speech. As far as journalists not 
revealing their source, if they do so, you may just as well say 
goodbye to freedom of the press. I just hope that the source is 
reliable. Better yet, it wouldn’t hurt if a reporter had some other 
substantiation. 

The words that make up the chapter title are from a song by 
Sonny Curtis of the Crickets, which became a top-ten hit for the 
Bobby Fuller 4 in 1966, rising to the number nine spot on the 
chart. 
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11. It ain’t me, babe 
 

You’ve probably heard about the bridge to nowhere, or 
more properly the Gravina Island Bridge. It was to be a 
replacement for the ferry that connects Gravina Island to the town 
of Ketchikan in Alaska. The island has about fifty inhabitants and 
is the site of the Ketchikan International airport. Senator Ted 
Stevens and Representative Don Young were the sponsors of the 
project, which would have cost about four hundred million dollars. 
In 2005, Congress removed the earmark funding. Even so, funding 
for the bridge has continued as of March 2011. The proposal was 
just another example of pork barrel spending – no offense Miss 
Piggy and Babe. 

Pork spending has also been called earmarks. Usually 
they’re snuck into non-related bills as a call for political support 
from cohorts and constituents, nothing more than a means of 
obtaining votes. The term goes back to the Civil War when barrels 
of salt pork were a reward for good behavior. 

Published in 2005, my first book on missing intelligence, 
for seeing eye dogs only, has quite a few examples of pork barrel 
spending. Thanks go to Leland H. Gregory III and his 1997 book, 
Great Government Goofs for most of these examples. You can find 
many more by doing Internet searches, providing more laughs. Of 
course, it’s your tax dollars that are being wasted.  

 
In 2009, millions in taxpayer dollars went to tattoo removal 
programs, peanut research and water taxi services on Pleasure 
Beach. 
 
In 1981, Senator William Proxmire lombasted the U. S. Army for 
spending $6,000 on a report that detailed how to purchase 
Worcestershire sauce, and extolled all of its ingredients – down to 
tamarind. The report was said to have been for federal food buyers 
and suppliers. 
 
In 1974, the National Science Foundation embarked on a study to 
see why people fall in love. This involved an $84,000 federal grant 
by Ellen Berscheid of the University of Minnesota.   
According to Common Sense Government in 1995, the Defense 
Department spends more on procedures for travel ($22.2 billion) 
than on travel ($2 billion.) 
 
NASA spent $200,000 to develop a sweet potato that can be grown 
in outer space. 
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Congress allocated $19 million to examine the amount of methane 
gas emitted from cow flatulence. 
 
$36,749,000 was added by the House of Representatives for a 
generic increase for industrial preparedness. 
 
In the 1996 budget, Congress approved $1 million for potato 
research. Since 1983, over $13 million has been appropriated for 
such research. 
 
The cost for the government to buy a stapler is $54, $4 for the 
actual item and $50 overhead. 
 
The Illinois Department of Conservation spent $100,000 to study 
the contents of owl vomit. 
 
The Pentagon paid $1676 for a ten-foot aluminum ladder. 
 
The Senate proposed spending $1 million to study brown tree 
snakes. Oddly enough, the species is only found in Guam, not 
threatening to humans and can’t survive in North America. 
 
The National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism asked for 
$102,000 for a project that included an experiment to see if sunfish 
that drink tequila are more aggressive than sunfish that drink gin. 
 
Pratt and Whitney in 1990 charged the government $999 for 
ordinary pliers. 
 
$107,000 was appropriated by Congress for a project to study the 
sex life of the Japanese quail. 
The Bureau of Indian Affairs included in their 1992 inventory list 
$297 million for three chain saws, one typewriter set at $96 million 
and two typewriters – one at $77 million and the other at $42 
million. 
 
In 1986, the National Park Service purchased a half-acre of land in 
southwest DC for $230,000. Two years later, it was discovered 
they had bought the land in 1914, meaning they already owned it. 
 
In the 1996 Federal Budget, $3,750,000 was added by the Senate 
for Wood Utilization Research. Since 1985, over $35 million has 
been funneled into this project. 
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Speaking of wood, it sounds like the intelligence in the Senate 
doesn’t quite match that of Charlie McCarthy, Edgar Bergen’s pal. 
 
Five million dollars was approved by the Senate to renovate 
buildings and finish an airplane hangar at Michigan’s Wurtswirth 
Air Force Base. This was after the decision was made to close the 
facility. 
 
In 1993 NASA shelled out $23 million for a prototype toilet for the 
space shuttle. 
 
The Pentagon admitted spending nearly $11 million employing 
psychics to provide military information. 
 
During the 1980s, efficiency experts saved the Department of 
Defense between $27 million and $136 million each year. 
However, the annual cost for these experts was between $150 
million and $300 million. 
 
$100,000 was spent to study why people don’t like beets. 
Maybe they’re not cooking them. 
 
The University of Massachusetts received $60,000 in Federal grant 
money to study Belgian endive. 
 
The El Paso, Texas City Council approved $112,000 to retain a 
private security firm. This was used to guard the city’s police 
station. 
 
$11.5 million was appropriated by the House to modernize a power 
plant at the Philadelphia Naval Yard, which at the time, was 
scheduled to be closed. 
 
Congress approved $34,645,000 for research into screwworms, 
even though the species has been eliminated from the U.S. 
 
The United States Postal Service spent $23 million to find out how 
long it takes for the mail to be delivered. 
If Newman is a carrier, it may never get delivered. 
 
$1 million was spent for a program to study how to safely cross the 
street. 
Somehow I think a chicken is involved in this! 
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The charity that runs the Statue of Liberty and Ellis Island is being 
asked by Congress to explain some of its expenses, including high 
salaries for its executives and $45,000 a year for a dog that chases 
away geese. 
He probably belonged to the union.  
 
When NASA first started sending up astronauts, they quickly 
discovered that ballpoint pens would not work in zero gravity. To 
combat this problem, NASA scientists spent a decade and twelve 
billion dollars developing a pen that writes in zero gravity, upside 
down, underwater, on almost any surface including glass and at 
temperatures ranging from below freezing to over 300° C. The 
Russians used a pencil. 

 
It ain’t me, babe can be found on the 1965 album of the 

same name by the turtles. Written by Bob Dylan, their version of 
the song made it into the top ten on the charts. Another option for 
this chapter title was the Sesame Street theme since Miss Piggy is 
involved in the endeavor. I used the Turtles’ hit because the last 
word in the title referenced a very popular movie in 1995. 
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12. Alice’s restaurant 
 

 A law that’s redundant seems to be dumb as well. 
Discussing it in session in Congress certainly isn’t a smart thing to 
do since there are numerous other issues that could and should be 
taken up. Many laws were enacted years ago and are still on the 
books; they just haven’t been tossed aside as unnecessary. In at 
least one of my books, I mentioned a law or two that defy common 
sense. Some of them may be bogus, but I included them anyway 
because they’re so believable and you may get a laugh or two out 
of them. For some, I added my thoughts, which you can find 
underneath them in italics.  
 
A United States federal law makes it illegal to issue a fake weather 
bureau forecast. 
 
In Alabama, the following are illegal: bear wrestling matches; 
having an ice cream cone in your back pocket; driving while 
blindfolded; impersonating a member of the clergy; wearing a fake 
mustache causing laughter in church; marrying any animal that is 
not already a relation. Also, elephants can’t be placed in electric 
ovens.  
 
In Alaska, owners of flamingos may not allow them to enter a 
barbershop; eating a baby of the neighbor is forbidden; you can’t 
tie a dog to the roof of a car. It’s illegal to: intentionally avoid 
walking on the cracks in the pavement; push a moose out of a 
plane in motion; give alcoholic beverages to a moose. Finally, no 
moose can have sex on city streets.  
You tell him about that law. 
 
In Arizona, anyone caught stealing soap must wash himself until 
the soap is all used up. Elephants must have a bell around their 
necks to warn swans; hunting camels is prohibited; it’s illegal to 
eat grass from a place where cows or sheep graze. 
 
In California, drinking intoxicating cement is prohibited and 
elementary schools can’t host poker tournaments. 
Arkansas drive-ins aren’t very convenient thanks to this law. No 
person shall drive a motor vehicle onto the premises of a drive-in 
restaurant and leave the premises without parking such motor 
vehicle, unless there is no unoccupied parking space available on 
the premises. Also, alligators may not be kept in bathtubs; dogs 
can’t bark after 6 pm; it’s illegal to make burgers out of owls and 
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bats. Calling a child Zabradacka is illegal and men can’t ask 
women to dance in July. 
 
In Los Angeles, it is not legal to bathe two babies at the same time 
in the same tub. 
What about Siamese twins? 
 
In Riverside, California, kissing on the lips, unless both parties 
wipe their lips with carbonated rose water, is against the local 
health ordinance. 
Will a fine rosé wine suffice?  
 
In Walnut, California, no person shall wear a mask or disguise on a 
public street without a permit from the sheriff. 
Law enforcement there must be overwhelmed on Halloween. 
 
According to a law in China, you must be intelligent to go to 
college. 
Then why do we go to college? 
 
In Colorado, catapults can’t be fired at buildings and cats can’t run 
loose without having been fit with a taillight. It’s illegal for llamas 
to graze on city property. 
 
Colorado water laws prohibit the use of rain barrels or any 
methods to catch rain for use. They claim the rain has already been 
legally allocated to the state and individual may not capture and 
use water to which he/she does not have a right.  
Note: New laws were passed in June 2009 to eradicate this law. 
 
In Indianapolis, no horse shall be driven or ridden on any street in 
the city at a speed in excess of ten miles per hour. 
In Connecticut, in order to be considered a pickle, it must bounce. 
Horses can’t walk on the streets unless a bright red taillight is 
attached to his behind; if you frown in public, it’ll cost you a 
dollar; you can’t walk backwards after sunset or cross a street 
while walking on your hands; you may not educate dogs. 
 
In Florida, the following are illegal: having sex with a porcupine; 
dreaming about another man’s wife or cow; hunting and killing a 
deer while swimming. 
Who’s swimming, the deer or the hunter?  
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In that same state, hitting a pedestrian results in a fine of $78. For 
any elephant tied to a parking meter, the fee is the same as for a 
vehicle. 
 
In Georgia, it’s against the law for a chicken to cross the road or to 
tie a giraffe to a street lamp or telephone pole. Blowguns are not 
allowed within the limits of the city. Cars can’t drive on sidewalks 
or through playgrounds. Donkeys can’t be kept in bathtubs. 
 
An Illinois state law requires that a man’s female companion shall 
call him master while out on a date. The law does not apply to 
married couples. 
I assume maestro just won’t cut it. 
 
In Zion, Illinois, it is illegal for anyone to give cats, dogs, or other 
domesticated animals a lighted cigar. 
Chewing tobacco, cigarettes and pipes appear to be all right. 
 
In Ottumwa, Iowa, it is illegal for any man, within the corporate 
city limits, to wink at any female with whom he is unacquainted. 
I imagine tongues hanging out are also prohibited. 
 
In Topeka, Kansas, servers are forbidden to serve wine in teacups. 
If the bar runs out of glasses, can customers drink out of the 
bottle?  
 
In Mansfield, Louisiana, anyone caught wearing sagging pants that 
expose underwear will be subject to a fine of up to $150 plus court 
costs or face up to 15 days in jail. A court later overturned the law, 
declaring it unconstitutional. 
Plumbers may be OK here. 
 
In New Orleans, fire code outlaws the cursing of firefighters while 
they are in the performance of their duties. 
I hope tossing of rotten apples is also banned. 
 
In Baltimore, Maryland, it is illegal to take a lion to the movies. 
What about the time when The Lion King is playing? 
 
In Nebraska, it is not legal for a tavern owner to serve beer unless a 
nice kettle of soup is also brewing. 
 
Laws in the state of New York: 
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A license must be purchased before hanging clothes on a 
clothesline. 
 
In Carmel, A man cannot be seen in public while wearing a jacket 
and pants that do not match. 
This probably is a good law. 
 
A fine of $25 can be levied for flirting. This old law specifically 
prohibits men from turning around on any city street and looking 
at a woman in that way. A second conviction for a crime of this 
magnitude calls for the violating male to be forced to wear a pair 
of horse-blinders wherever and whenever he goes outside for a 
stroll. 
 
In Greene, during a concert, it is illegal to eat peanuts and walk 
backwards on the sidewalks. 
Does that apply to popcorn? 
 
In Staten Island, You may only water your lawn if the hose is held 
in your hand. 
In New York City, citizens may not greet each other by putting 
one’s thumb to the nose and wiggling the fingers. 
I worked there for six months and never saw that practice, so 
apparently the law is working. 
 
In Youngstown, Ohio, you may not run out of gas. 
 
In Oklahoma, it’s illegal to have a sleeping donkey in your bathtub 
after 7 pm. 
What if he’s just napping? 
 
In Tennessee, You must believe in God to be elected into office. 
You also are not permitted into office if you were a contestant in a 
duel. 
 
In Montpelier, Vermont, no law was violated when forty-two 
cyclists rode through Vermont’s capital naked on May 14, 2009. 
The Barre-Montpelier Times Argus reported that Vermont has no 
ban on public nudity. Disrobing in public is a crime, but the 
cyclists disrobed before venturing out and would not be charged. 
 
In West Virginia, state code deems it unlawful for any person to 
have in his possession or to display any red or black flag. 
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In West Virginia, it’s illegal to taunt someone for not accepting a 
challenge for a duel. Actual: If any person posts another, or in 
writing or in print, uses any reproachful or contemptuous language 
to or concerning another, for not fighting a duel, or for not sending 
or accepting a challenge, he shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, 
upon conviction, shall be confined in jail not more than six 
months, or fined not exceeding one hundred dollars. 
 
In Wisconsin, the serving of colored oleomargarine or margarine at 
a public eating-place as a substitute for table butter is prohibited 
unless the customer orders it. 
 
In Wauwatosa, Wisconsin, no person shall spit upon the floor or 
stairways of any public hall or building or upon the floor or upon 
any sidewalk abutting on any public street or alley of said city. 
 
 I mentioned the book of Leland H. Gregory III, Great 
Government Goofs, before. Here are a few more examples of dumb 
laws, many of which you can find in for seeing eye dogs only, my 
first book on missing intelligence. I changed the names of the 
people responsible to avoid litigation, to spare the legislators and 
just in case some of these people didn’t come up with them. For 
some of them, I added my thoughts, which you can find 
underneath them in italics. 
 
Alaska State Senator M. I. Freezin introduced a bill to make it 
illegal for a civilian dog to impersonate a police dog. 
I wonder if the former can still get work as a private detective! 
 
In 1987, Mississippi Representative Shirley L. Pass introduced a 
bill into the Senate legislature that would give dwarfs permission 
to use crossbows to hunt deer. 
I didn’t think those people were lobbyists! 
 
In the 1970s during the energy crisis, Ohio Representative 
Seymour Cold introduced a bill to eliminate January and February 
from the calendar, since they are the coldest months. 
Does that mean that our Congressmen and Senators in Washington 
will only get paid for ten months of the year? I like that idea. 
 
Texas State Representative Gerry Mandering introduced a bill that 
would require anyone who plans to commit a crime to give their 
would-be victim at least twenty-four hours notice in writing or 
orally, but only in certain crimes. 
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Wouldn’t that spoil the surprise? 
 
The state of Missouri legislators approved a five pound 1,012 page 
bill aimed at reducing state paperwork. 
It’s those Missouri politicians who should be reduced in number. 
 
In a similar manner, Oklahoma State Representative Eubie 
Forewarned introduced a bill that would require men to obtain 
advance permission from any female with whom they wished to 
have sexual intercourse. 
Would it still be needed if the man owned a few oil wells? 
 
Representative Gladys Notmee of Culpepper, Virginia proposed a 
bill that prohibited dead bodies from being stored where food is 
served. 
That’s for all those restaurants that have cadavers on the 
premises. 

  
Many songs have been written about the law and I’ve used 

a few of them in the book. El Paso, from the album, Gunfighter 
ballads and trail songs, released by Marty Robbins in 1959, was 
another song dealing with the law. It won a Grammy and was the 
first song to hit the top spot on the pop chart in the 1960s. 
However, the flavor of the chapter can best be captured by Arlo 
Guthrie’s Alice’s restaurant, the single from the album of the same 
name released in 1967. The song is over eighteen minutes long. If 
you’ve heard it, you know exactly why I chose it for the title of the 
chapter. There’s also a movie of the same name, but I like the song 
better. 
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13. This is not America 
 

Over two hundred years ago, our Founding Fathers sat 
down and created a government with some ideals and basic laws. 
This was in the eighteenth century, and we’ll refer to that endeavor 
as Govt 18. That same government exists today, sort of. Since it’s 
in the twenty-first century, what we have today can be referred to 
as Govt 21. One government consisted of rich aristocrats, 
inexperienced people for the most part who struggled and didn’t 
always agree on issues. If you think that that could describe either 
of the two, you’re really paying attention.  

In 2001, Govt 21 passed a law called the Patriot Act, which 
supposedly many congressmen hadn’t read. It’s no wonder since it 
was massive at 342 pages, although that number has been disputed. 
What Govt 18 created encompassed a Declaration of Independence 
and Constitution. The former was a single page in length while the 
Constitution consisted of a Bill of Rights and some Amendments. I 
have a small pamphlet at home, which is the Constitution as it 
exists today. It’s about three and a half inches wide and five and a 
half inches long and encompasses thirty-eight pages. This was the 
basis of Govt 18. If you leave out the later amendments, the total 
number of pages drops down to twenty-seven, and that includes the 
Declaration of Independence. The Patriot Act is one law, rather 
than a system of rules. Govt 18 had many trials and tribulations 
through the years, but it worked, since it’s still around today. I’m 
not so sure about Govt 21. 

There were similarities between the two governments, as I 
mentioned, but there were also differences. Govt 18 consisted only 
of rich, white males, with no women, who were second-class 
citizens. Actually the fairer sex weren’t even citizens. No people of 
color were included either. Also, you had to own property to be 
part of the group. In Govt 21, women and people of color are part 
of the government, although not in such great numbers.      

Not far from Independence Hall, the first residence of the 
president was in Philadelphia, where the Constitution was written. 
That city was the capital of the country until 1800. Later it was 
moved to Washington, D. C., which became the home of the White 
House, named for the composition of the Constitutional Congress. 
At least they didn’t call it the White Male House. 

In August 2013, the Congress recessed for a few days. 
Actually it was more like five weeks. In the time away, the amount 
of legislation that was passed wasn’t much different than when the 
legislative branch was in session. How about telling the Congress 
that they can stay away longer? They need not come back right 
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away. We’ll let them know when. It’s no secret that their approval 
rating moves up at the end of every summer. This Congress of 
today – the 113th Congress – hasn’t even passed twenty bills and 
some they did pass we could do without. They could break the 
record of the previous Congress. That group passed twenty-four 
bills. 

Here are a few more things done by the Congress. Not long 
ago, the House voted to repeal Obamacare. They’ve done this over 
three dozen times so far. Can we repeal the House? You know 
about dumb legislation from the previous two chapters, so why do 
we pay these legislators? Actually, I think they should return their 
paychecks and be fined for doing nothing.      

I doubt that this low approval rating, eighteen bills passed, 
and the massacre of the Native Americans and the unending wars, 
including the Civil War with over 600,000 Union and Confederate 
deaths, as mentioned in chapter 6, would have pleased the 
Founding Fathers.  These aren’t the only reasons why this is not 
America. 

In August 1955, at the age of 14, Emmett Louis Till was 
brutally murdered in the Mississippi Delta region after reportedly 
flirting with a white woman, Carol Bryant. His body was dumped 
into the Tallahatchie River. In June 1964, working on the Freedom 
Summer campaign, James Earl Cheney, Andrew Goodman and 
Michael Schwerner, were lynched in Mississippi by the Knights of 
the Ku Klux Klan. The bodies of the three American civil rights 
workers, who were registering African Americans to vote, were 
found over a month later in an earthen dam near the place they had 
been murdered. In September 1964, four little girls, Addie Mae 
Collins, Cynthia Wesley, Carole Robertson and Denise McNair, 
died after a bomb rocked the Sixteenth Street Baptist Church in 
Birmingham, Alabama. 

Many other civil rights activists were killed, including 
Medgar Evers, who was shot down in his own driveway just hours 
after John Kennedy’s civil rights speech in June 1963. In May of 
1963, someone tossed a Molotov cocktail into his carport, and a 
few days after that a car almost ran him down just outside the 
Jackson NAACP office. He became the first field secretary of the 
NAACP for Mississippi in 1954. Malcolm X, known also as 
Malcolm Little, not long after repudiating the Nation of Islam, was 
killed in February 1965 by three of its members. In April 1968, 
Martin Luther King, Jr. was gunned down at his motel in 
Memphis, Tennessee.  

  John Kennedy was assassinated on November 22, 1963 in 
Dallas. His brother Robert was gunned down in Los Angeles less 
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than five years after his brother John’s death and shortly after the 
death of Martin Luther King, Jr. Were these all the results of 
conspiracies? They probably were, including the deaths of the four 
little girls, the three civil rights workers, Malcolm and Medgar. 

In April 1989, Antron McCray, Kevin Richardson, Yusef 
Salaam, Raymond Santana, and Kharey Wise were arrested for the 
rape of a jogger in Central Park. They confessed to the crime, but 
only after endlessly being harassed into doing so. They spent time 
in prison until Matias Reyes confessed to the crime. The quick 
decision to put them away was just a response to solve the case 
quickly, having nothing to do with justice. 

This is not America when people march in protest or 
assemble peacefully – acts of civil disobedience – only to be 
pepper sprayed, beaten or worse. It happened at the 1968 
Democratic Convention in Chicago and on many of Martin Luther 
King’s marches. This violence shouldn’t happen in any other 
country, either. This is not America when banks and Wall Street 
cause economic collapses and no one pays any fines or suffers any 
time in jail. This is not America when you and I pay taxes but big 
corporations receive subsidies – corporate welfare – but pay little 
or no taxes at all. This is not America when corporations are said 
to be people so that unlimited contributions can be used to elect an 
individual to office at the local, state or federal level. What 
happened to government of, by and for the people? 

I believe in forgiveness, but this is not America when 
businessmen get indicted, serve time in prison and then resurface 
to sign huge deals with publishers for writing books. This is not 
America when private industry rips off the government and never 
pays restitution. This is not America when individuals scam the 
public and then claim they can’t pay it back because the funds are 
gone. Meanwhile, their property is protected, when it shouldn’t be. 

This is not America when our country sends other nations 
economic aid when people here are homeless and hungry. This is 
not America when the United States ships weapons and guns to an 
ally that a few years later uses those same weapons to kill 
American men and women in uniform when that ally becomes an 
enemy. This is not America when our nation removes the leader of 
a country from power – he may even have been democratic – and 
replaces him with someone much worse. This is not America when 
it aids an individual in another country in its struggle against 
another nation and then a few years later kills that very same 
leader, claiming he’s a terrorist. 

This is not America when individuals speak out against and 
unjust, unnecessary war that will costs trillions of dollars and are 
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labeled as terrorists. This is not America when our country sends 
young men and women to war, and on their return, our citizens 
treat them the same way as those who fled to Canada to avoid the 
conflict, spitting on them and deriding them. This is not America 
when our nation sends young men and women to war and on their 
return, provide them with no help in dealing with posttraumatic 
stress disorder – once known as traumatic war neurosis, shell 
shock and battle fatigue – and other health issues. 

This is not America when our country virtually closes the 
door to journalists covering a war by merely embedding them with 
the troops. It may be more accurate to say that they are in bed with 
the troops. This is not America when the politicians and corporate 
executives deny that global warming is occurring when sea levels 
are rising and the world experiences typhoons, earthquakes, 
hurricanes and extreme heat, all extraordinary. Have these 
politicians even noticed all these occurrences? Maybe they’re too 
busy watching videos of dancing cats on YouTube.  

This is not America when citizens sue a corporation for 
pollution of the air, land and water and win a verdict, only to have 
it overturned by a different judge a few months later. This is not 
America when a person has no fair access to a court to sue a 
company for wrongdoing. Their only option is binding arbitration, 
which gives a corporation every advantage. Perhaps the 
corporation and its attorneys should be plugged up without any 
laxatives or fiber.    

Pat Metheny and David Bowie collaborated on the song 
that matches the title of this chapter. It’s taken from the soundtrack 
of the 1985 movie, The Falcon and the Snowman. Released as a 
single, the song reached the number thirty-two spot in the United 
States and number fourteen slot in the UK.   
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14. Born in the U. S. A. 
 

You can find the song, Born in the U. S. A. on Bruce 
Springsteen’s 1984 release of the same name. From the title, you 
might think it’s a song against immigration, but it isn’t. It’s not 
about waving the flag, eating apple pie or enlisting in the armed 
services either. It came out while Ronald Reagan was president 
and he or his staff figured it was all about patriotism, closing the 
door on Vietnam, prosperity, affirmation of values from expansion 
and domination by the United States. All this was within a 
masculine outlook. With the election coming up, they figured it 
was a good time to climb on Springsteen’s bandwagon. They 
didn’t realize it was loaded with nitroglycerin.  

People see things in the wrong light, as I mentioned in my 
understanding of the phrase, All men are created equal. I was 
hoping the Founding Fathers meant to add, Regardless of sex, 
class, religious beliefs or the color of a person’s skin. Instead they 
meant All white men with money are created equal. At least I 
eventually realized that this last interpretation was how they saw it. 

 The Republicans in the mid 1980s had it wrong because 
they were lazy: they didn’t even know or see the lyrics. Had they 
been familiar with them, they would have felt differently. Here are 
a few words from the song: 

 
Got in a little hometown jam  
So they put a rifle in my hand  
Sent me off to a foreign land  
To go and kill the yellow man  
 
Born in the U.S.A.  
 
Come back home to the refinery  
Hiring man said son if it was up to me  
Went down to see my V. A. man  
He said son, don’t you understand  
 
I had a brother at Khe Sahn  
Fighting off the Viet Cong  
They’re still there, he’s all gone  
 
He had a woman he loved in Saigon  
I got a picture of him in her arms now  
 
Down in the shadow of the penitentiary  
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Out by the gas fires of the refinery  
I’m ten years burning down the road  
Nowhere to run ain’t got nowhere to go  
 
Born in the U. S. A. is really about patriotism, but it’s not 

the one where people wave the flag without realizing what it 
represents. It’s not about celebrating the dropping of bombs on 
Iraq in January 1991 or March 2003 with numerous celebrations, 
but instead realizing what is happening to the innocent people of 
Iraq with precision bombing that looks not much different than a 
Fourth of July celebration. A true patriot questions why there are 
surgical strikes along with collateral damage. He also wonders why 
any country would march into war without considering all the 
consequences, not just the immediate ones, but also those that 
wouldn’t be seen or felt for decades. 

From the lyrics above, you can see that Springsteen sang of 
the troubles in the United States, especially of the involvement in 
the conflict in Vietnam and Cambodia. He also chronicled the 
joblessness in the United States with an exhortation to us to be part 
of spreading the word that work needed to be done. We had to take 
action, replacing the thought of Love it or leave it with Change it 
or lose it. Only we, the people, could do that. This is still true 
today, more than ever.  

You should be convinced that the place to start is in 
Congress. By giving that group the benefit of the doubt and 
granting them ten points for their approval rating, it’s still a dismal 
number under thirty percent. I suggest we make most of them 
redundant, that is, can them. I said it before, but I’ll say it again: 
it’s a sad state of affairs when the accomplishments of men and 
women on vacation almost matches what they did in the previous 
three months. Since they like that time away so much, why not 
make the siesta for them a permanent thing? The number of bills 
passed in this Congress also confirms their incompetence. These 
statistics indicate that the Do-nothing parties – both Democrats and 
Republicans – should be tossed out of the nation’s capital. 

The Republican party of Lincoln, which did many good 
things, evolved into the one we have today. Lincoln wouldn’t be 
pleased. The Democrats during the time of the Civil War – not the 
best anyone could have hoped for – became what we have today. 
Since these groups changed, there’s no reason why we can’t do the 
same. In his book, A Godly Hero, Michael Kazin relates of an 
incident where William Jennings Bryan gave a speech that 
impressed a farmer. The listener complimented Bryan mentioning 
that if he weren’t a Republican, he’d vote for him. The sad truth of 
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this story is that people have such dedication to one party – maybe 
their parents and grandparents were loyal to it – but they won’t 
think of finding a better party, even if they are dissatisfied with the 
one they belong to. This applies to voters as well as politicians. 
Some people make the switch, but not enough do. 

If you’re a Republican and you think it’s time for a change, 
you need not join the Democrats. You can be an independent. The 
same applies if your party is the one represented by a donkey. 
There are a few choices, such as the Green Party or Working 
Families Party. Make the change so we can boost that atrocious 
approval rating above fifty percent.  

Whether you change parties or not, it is still up to each of 
us to vote the incompetents out of office. We can’t do that unless 
we know what our representatives stand for and if they’re taking 
payola from political action committees. If your senator has been 
indicted, you may want to select someone else to represent you.  
Saying you don’t involve yourself in politics just isn’t acceptable 
in the twenty-first century. 

You can find out more about those senators and 
representatives by doing Internet searches. Who voted in favor of 
or opposed what bills can found in the newspaper, from time to 
time. You’ll probably receive plenty of emails, phone calls and 
mailings once you pledge your allegiance to a party. These can 
give you information about numerous politicians. To find out what 
the Republicans are up to, you can pretend to be a conservative. 
Reading the emails that result will tell you a great deal. If your 
senator votes no on a bill that you think should be passed, you can 
reply with a phone call, letter or email. Believe it or not, this does 
grab his attention. It doesn’t mean he’ll change his vote though. 

You also need to be aware of the legislation that your 
governor, mayor and other local representatives are trying to pass 
or obstruct. Feel free to use social networks to spread the word on 
your need to keep politicians or to send them packing. It’s not an 
easy task and it means you’ll have to spend less time watching 
television and surfing the net, but it’s worth the effort in what can 
get accomplished. 

In January 2010, in Citizens United v. Federal Election 
Commission, the United States Supreme Court ruled that the 
government and unions couldn’t restrict corporate spending on 
elections. This meant that corporations were people and money 
was a big part of politics – big, big money. Big business isn’t, 
never was and will never be equated to a human being. Annie, the 
beagle of my sister, Pat, and her husband, Lou, is closer to being a 
citizen that any corporation, but she still can’t vote. How can an 
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entity with overpaid CEOs that doesn’t pay taxes, receives bailouts 
and subsidies despite record profits, disregards regulations, 
pollutes the environment and spreads toxic waste into the water 
and air and onto the land ever be declared a person? Go to the 
Internet and add you voice in order to overturn this horrible 2010 
decision by the Supreme Court. Your voice is needed to help get 
money out of politics. 

Corporations complain that regulations just stand in the 
way of progress and their opportunity to make money. The unions 
came about because big business paid the workers as little as they 
could while providing horrible working conditions, run down 
accommodations and the need for young children to toil with the 
rest of the family. Just recall the mule drivers on the canal that I 
mentioned in the chapter on Butch and Sundance. Had 
corporations been more responsible, there would have been no 
need for labor unions. The same can be said for regulations: they 
were created to make sure companies don’t pollute or mess up the 
planet.  

The difficulty has to do with the number of regulators. This 
can be easily remedied by bringing more of these people on board: 
you’re creating high paying jobs and forcing acceptable behavior 
by offenders. As far as where to get the money for the watchdogs, 
it comes from the fines that companies will have to pay, which 
may be sufficient to hire even more of these environmental police. 
Any business that dumps poisons into rivers or lakes has to pay for 
the cleanup and come up with the cash for fines. They’ll be warned 
and if it happens again, they still have to do remediation along with 
even stiffer fines. Jail time may be appropriate, especially if there’s 
another occurrence. 

More dollars can come from fining successful corporations 
for not paying taxes as well as ending their subsidies and tax 
breaks. Any corporation that outsources and downsizes should be 
fined also. Any CEO with an outlandish salary, huge bonuses and 
out of the ordinary stock options should also be taxed. You can’t 
tax the poor – they have no money. Instead tax the super rich. How 
much do they need? How much can they spend? 

Speaking of high paying jobs, now is the time for an end to 
dependence on oil, gas, coal and nuclear power. In the last few 
years, each of these has seen catastrophic accidents: Chernobyl, 
Three Mile Island, Fukushima Daiichi, the Exxon-Valdez, 
Deepwater Horizon, the Upper Big Branch Mine disaster, Bhopal 
and the Cleveland East Ohio Gas Explosion. The answer is 
renewable energy: wind, solar, geothermal and harnessing the 
power of the ocean, lakes and rivers. That’s a start, but not the end 
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of possibilities. Besides creating work, the effort might help in 
stopping or least slowing climate change. Subsidies that went to 
fossil fuels can now be directed to clean energy. If necessary, 
training can be administered to those who need it. 

The earth is very fragile and doesn’t need another disaster 
that matches any of those listed above. Even the loss of a single 
species causes huge problems for ecosystems. Spraying poisons to 
control pest and invasive weeds poses a danger to the soil, the 
workers, the harvest and the people who indulge in it. Eventually 
the bugs and the weeds overcome what’s sprayed and now stronger 
pesticides are required. The cycle goes on and on and the control 
agents become more toxic. There is a better way. 

On the August 29, 2013 version of the Doc Zone on the 
CBC, a strong argument was made for organic foods. First was 
mentioned that the word natural on a label was close to 
insignificant. Just because something was labeled organic, it 
doesn’t mean that it’s free of toxic chemicals. Go back three 
quarters of a century ago and all food was organic. How things 
change. The truly good news is that farmers who work without 
using harmful sprays on their produce found better yields than 
farmers who administered the poisons. The soil was healthier too 
and organics were no more expensive than the alternatives. Small 
farms were leading the way, but much larger enterprises were also 
doing the truly organic thing. If you provide organic food at the 
same price as non-organic, the customer will buy the former. 

A Genetically Modified Organism (GMO) is an additive to 
a product – animals are included – that supposedly makes it more 
resistant to pests, weeds and disease. As bad as things have been, 
they’ve gotten worse. The resulting food doesn’t taste better and 
it’s certainly isn’t very healthy. GMOs are a means of control so 
that the consumer doesn’t have a choice. The consumer doesn’t 
know what’s in the beef or corn and in March 2013, Congress and 
the Obama administration did the wrong thing by signing a law 
that would continue the practice of GMOs in food – maybe better 
known as the Monsanto Protection Act. During the last election in 
2012, California’s Proposition 37, the right to know on GMOs, lost 
49-51, thanks to big money. Had it passed, it would have required 
disclosure of genetically modified ingredients in most food. 
Consumers were concerned and were doing something about it, 
and the movement isn’t finished. 

The corporations won’t reveal what’s in the food supply 
because if they did, no one would purchase it. Corporations would 
have to modify the way they did business or close up shop. Over 
eight hundred scientists from eighty-four countries signed a letter 
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demanding the suspension of genetically modified products. It 
might sound extreme, but I think this isn’t enough. Why not 
replace California’s Proposition 37 with a new one that bans 
GMOs in food or any food having GMOs completely. The 
chemical companies won’t be happy but it’s something the 
consuming public could live with. 

The Internet gives us a good idea which corporations are 
doing the GMO addition. By shopping at a co-op and telling the 
supermarkets you frequent not to stock these GMO tainted 
products in their store, you can be a powerful force whether any 
GMO law is passed or not. Another gesture is to not buy food that 
is so tainted, if we have an idea what that is. You can also add your 
voice to your dissatisfaction with the whole idea of GMOs on the 
Internet. 

The long hours of work with insufficient remuneration has 
been going on for years. In 2007, I published a book on work that 
advocated a thirty-hour workweek with a $15 an hour minimum 
wage. Apparently not enough people read it. In 2013, fast-food 
employees are asking for that same fifteen dollars an hour. It’s 
really needed since no on can live on less than that. Management 
complains that with the increased wages, they’ll have to lay off 
people. Since the parent corporation wants every franchise to be 
successful, the company will have to contribute to assure the 
workers that no jobs are lost and the owner suffers no losses in pay 
as well. Don’t worry; there are huge profits to handle that. 

As far as the thirty-hour workweek goes, it has so many 
benefits, for management as well as for the employees. There will 
be more productivity, happier and more rested workers. This 
proposal means everyone is putting in a six-hour day – what a 
change. Laborers won’t experience that much stress, if any at all, 
and there shouldn’t be any health problems to speak of. They 
won’t mind working a few extra hours either. No doubt, some head 
honcho will complain that this idea won’t work, but I shouldn’t 
have to bring home the point that it could cost the company more, 
but on the other hand, with increased productivity comes greater 
profits. It might mean that some CEOs will have to live on two 
million dollars a year rather than three. I think they can manage 
that. 

If the corporation won’t answer this plea by the help, the 
workers can go on strike and the patrons of the fast-food industry 
can boycott the restaurants, closing them down. The demise of fast 
food joints will increase the health of everyone who abandons that 
culture of fat, salt and sugar. All that’s necessary now is for the 
workers to find other employment and the customers to change 
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their eating habits to eat at healthier restaurants. Staying at home 
and cooking for family and friends is a great option. 

Seven dollars an hour at any job is a disgrace. Some who 
work as waiters and waitresses only earn two dollars an hour. 
Management figures that the help can boost that number with 
generous tips. What about the days when patrons are scarce or 
when customers deliver small tips? Certainly some high priced 
restaurants match big bills with large gratuities, but not all cafes 
can be characterized this way.  

Whether you’re a citizen or someone who hopes to be one 
some day, you have to get involved with the government of the 
United States because our nation is of, by and for the people. There 
are laws to protect us, as set forth in the Bill of Rights and the 
Constitution, but we still need more legislation because of other 
laws that deny our basic rights. The executive, legislative and 
judicial branches mess up at times so we have to be vigilant and 
take action to right things. 

The Wild West had its outlaws, but so did the twentieth 
century. Today those bandits can be found as well. Just look to 
Congress. It is our job to remove the people in Washington who 
are serving themselves and the corrupt corporations, rather than the 
people. Voting is of utmost importance, but so are writing, 
emailing and phoning our representatives. With busy schedules, 
taking care of the family, and laboring to pay the mortgage and put 
food on the table, not much time and energy is left for grass roots 
efforts, but it has to be done.  

It’s not a good idea to shoot the sheriff, especially if you 
don’t want to be associated with people named Bubba and Prober. 
Nevertheless, we should make this law enforcement person aware 
that he is being monitored. He must know about the NSA. We need 
to let his boss know if he’s hanging out with outlaws or becoming 
one himself. If his approval rating is at eighteen percent, maybe we 
should send him the want ads for work in Dodge City. It could be a 
good idea to take away his bullets, but let him have his gun. We 
don’t want to violate his rights guaranteed by the Second 
Amendment. 

After going through this book for what I hope is the last 
time, I feel we still shouldn’t shoot the sheriff. As far as the 
lawmakers and those who interpret them, maybe they should be 
executed – perhaps, not all. 
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