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The inauguration of Joseph R. Biden Jr. as the 46th 
president returns the United States to the direction 
from whence it came. For the tens of millions who 

voted for him, his ascendance to the White House means 
the nation is getting back on track. Those who did not dread 
the U-turn he has vowed to make. 

As the Biden journey began, Americans witnessed an in-
auguration bordering on the bizarre. Rather than a traditional 
ceremony at the west front of the U.S. Capitol attended by 
hundreds of thousands of well-wishers fi lling the National 
Mall, President Biden’s inaugural spectators were mostly 
virtual. The grassy expanse was covered only with a sea of 
colorful fl ags meant to enliven the vast emptiness.  

Imposing fencing surrounded those forlorn grounds, 
guarded for days by clusters of National Guardsmen dressed 
in camo combat uniform. Flown in from every state and 
25,000 strong to deter any disgruntled dissenter unconvinced 
that unexplained irregularities in the November election 
ballot tabulation made Mr. Biden a legitimate winner. The 
show of force and public lockout made the day safe and 
somnolent. 

In contrast to his extraordinary ceremony, the new 
president’s policy course is familiar, re-establishing pro-
grams championed by Barack Obama that Donald 
Trump regarded, correctly, as foreign to the interests 
of everyday Americans. Among more than a dozen im-
mediate executive orders endorsed by Mr. Biden’s hand: 
a rollback of a Trump ban on travelers from nations 
unable to provide reliable immigration information, 

a rule widely but imprecisely termed a Muslim ban. 
With additional strokes of the pen, the new president 

signaled his intention to rejoin the Obama Paris Climate 
Agreement and the World Health Organization, both of 
which Mr. Trump abandoned, and abandoned construction 
of the southern border wall and Keystone XL pipeline, which 
Mr. Trump championed.

The Biden legislative agenda is expected to start with 
the completion of Mr. Obama’s drive toward citizenship for 
persons who entered the United States illegally. It plans to 
place the 800,000 currently enrolled in the Deferred Action 
for Childhood Arrivals program at the front of the legaliza-
tion line. Soon to follow would be amnesty for additional 
tens of millions of illegals seeking citizenship. Thousands 
of hopeful migrants are reportedly streaming northward 
toward the U.S. border, believing Mr. Biden has rolled out 
the welcome mat. 

How a resurgence of inbound sojourners from destitute 
places squares with Mr. Biden’s pledge to cure the uncon-
trolled COVID-19 is an open question. When no strategies 
short of Communist China-style lockdowns have managed 
to halt the spread of infection, returning to porous border 
policies of the Obama era would defy common sense. Mr. 
Biden’s backing of a $1.9 trillion virus-relief bill and a face-
mask mandate for persons entering federal property won’t 
hold back super-spreader immigration.

The road ahead is strangely familiar. If the Biden journey 
simply retraces the Obama path, though, the task will go 
wanting to make America great again.

Biden’s road more traveled
The way ahead looks strangely familiar

Thursday marks the fi rst (full) day of the rest of former 
President Donald Trump’s life, but don’t expect him 
to go gentle into that political good night. That’s just 

not his style — or temperament.
And with a new NBC News poll fi nding that fully 87% 

of Republicans approve of Mr. Trump’s job performance, 
we wouldn’t bet against Mr. Trump seeking to become the 
fi rst ex-president since Grover Cleveland in 1892 to seek a 
nonconsecutive second term. 

In a hypothetical 2024 “Make America Great Again, 
Again” campaign, Mr. Trump could cite his administration’s 
numerous substantive achievements. (Heaven knows he’ll 
never get credit from Democrats or the mainstream media.)

So, as Mr. Trump settles back into life as a private citizen, 
here’s a list — by no means complete and in no particular 
order — of 10 of the foremost accomplishments of his im-
probable presidency:

• The U.S. achieved energy independence, surpassing 
Saudi Arabia in 2018, becoming the world’s largest producer 
of crude oil and giving us the lowest gas prices in decades. 
(This was after President Obama told us we couldn’t “drill 
our way out” of energy imports from unstable foreign 
sources.)

• Three new constitutionalist conservative justices were 
appointed to the U.S. Supreme Court, as were 174 judges 
to the U.S. district courts and 54 to federal appeals courts.

• The Tax Cuts and Jobs Acts gave the middle class tax 

relief and contributed to the lowest unemployment rates 
in 50 years, including the lowest jobless rates ever among 
Blacks, Hispanics, Asians and women.

• The stock market reached record highs — now over 
30,400, up from 18,900 when he took offi  ce — which benefi ts 
everyone with an IRA or 401(k).

• The southern border was fortifi ed with 450 miles of 
new fencing against illegal immigration.

• The genocidal ISIS terrorist group, which had grown 
unchecked under Mr. Obama — who cavalierly called it 
the “junior varsity” — was obliterated. And two terrorist 
mass murderers, ISIS leader Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi and 
Gen. Qassem Soleimani, leader of Iran’s Revolutionary 
Guard Corps, were hunted down and killed.

• Peace in the Middle East and North Africa was 
enhanced with the Abraham Accords, four separate 
agreements normalizing relations between Israel and 
the UAE, Bahrain, Sudan and Morocco, all Muslim na-
tions. (In a fair world, that would earn Mr. Trump a Nobel 
Peace Prize.)

• Slacker NATO nations were compelled to contribute 
billions of dollars more toward their own defense.

• The despised “individual mandate” of Obamacare was 
eliminated.

• And fi nally, we’d be remiss if we didn’t include Mr. 
Trump’s very fi rst achievement: He spared us from a Presi-
dent Hillary Clinton.

Lest we forget
10 notable achievements of the Trump presidency

If we’ve learned anything over the past 
four years, it is that there is no limit to the 
deceit of the political left. Its members have 
outfl anked civil society.

They’ve done it by accusing the other 
side of what they’re doing themselves. 
Their dark consciences are projecting. 
Unfortunately, we only know what they’re 
thinking after the fact, and naively believe 
each events is a one-off . That’s what’s so 

frustrating. They talk about the “big lie” on 
the right, but there’s a bigger lie on the left.

Take a peek once the honeymoon 
with Joe and Kamala is over. How will 
Joe’s “friends” relieve him of power? The 
strategy with the most bang for the buck 
would be to do it in a way that frames the 
right. Then the country could become a 
police state. Those lockdowns are fun. 
Sounds like a plan, right, comrades? A 

bonus: Kamala will be a cute perfect 
puppet.

The left’s tactics are so primeval, you 
don’t need to be psychic to see them. 
They’re as old as time.

All of us are in this together -- except 
those elites who have betrayed the many. 

FRED STEWART
Grand Junction, Colo.

Biden’s just a pawn

Former President Trump is the fi rst 
American president to be impeached twice. 
The vote the second time around was 232 
for and 197 against, and four no votes. The 
fi rst impeachment was a partisan “nothing 
burger” in my opinion. The second one is 
also a nothing burger because it doesn’t 
make sense. Mr. Trump was impeached 
by the House without being given the 
chance to defend himself in the House. 
He can’t be convicted as a private citizen. 
And criminalizing political speech sets a 
bad precedent.

Donald Trump is the only thing keep-
ing the Democrats and the mainstream 
media together, so they will continue 
commenting on him even now that he’s 

out of offi  ce. I believe impeaching Mr. 
Trump and censoring his allies will only 
make them all martyrs. Even if Mr. Trump 
is convicted by the Senate as a private 
citizen and barred from entering public 
offi  ce in the future his voters won’t go 
away. So it is foolish for Sen. Mitch Mc-
Connell, a Republican, to think he can 
purge Donald Trump and his ideology 
for the Republican Party.

Trumpism is here to stay. The Repub-
lican Party is now seen as the party for 
workers and the common man, not the 
party for the rich. Never Trumpers and 
establishment Republicans want to go 
back to the days of being the party for Wall 
Street. In 2022, many of those Republicans 

who vote to impeach Mr. Trump will be 
primaried — they’re likely to lose. A lot 
of Democrats in vunerable House seats 
will likely lose.

I and many others remain “Trumpers” 
because of the unfair treatment and cover-
age he received from the Democrats and 
the media. They’re all trying to send a 
message to anyone planning on running 
“from the outside” that they have to fall in 
line with the status quo and not challenge 
it. Donald Trump triumphed in 2016; clearly 
that was voters sending a message to the 
status quo that it needed to change.

TEDDYLEE GRAY
St. Ann, Jamaica

Trump was all that kept left together

Prejudicial acts by offi  cers are incompatible 
with police work, and a general consensus 
exists that some form of police reform is 
needed. I believe that all fair-minded citi-
zens want all police offi  cers to be held fully 
accountable for their actions. Adjustments 
of rules and standard protocols could be 
helpful. Defunding the police is not only 
counterproductive, it isn’t desired by the 
overwhelming majority of our population. 
A real need exists to get into the heads of 
policemen and -women and into the inher-
ent culture of police work.

The military services faced a somewhat 
similar issue in the late 1960s and early 1970s 
over fair and equal treatment of all its 
members. Their solution was a mandatory 
statement to be included in the fi tness 
evaluation reports of all of its leaders. 
This statement specifi cally addressed 
the ability of the person being reported 
upon to actually exhibit, in both word and 
deed, that they were fully committed to 
the equal opportunity and fair treatment 
of all people regardless of race, creed or 
color. I believe that this change positively 

refocused the culture of the services in a 
way that clearly indicated to all person-
nel that if you did not receive a positive 
characterization on this issue, your future 
service would be limited and ultimately 
non-existent. 

If all police offi  cers at all levels were to 
regularly receive such an evaluation, sub-
stantial and long-term positive, meaningful 
reform would in fact occur.

MALCOLM OGILVIE
Ocean Isle Beach, N.C.

Reform, don’t defund

By Richard J. Crespin

M
y Fellow Conservatives,

Since the start of the 
COVID-19 pandemic, I 
have hosted a weekly 

Zoom happy hour with my friends 
from college, most of whom iden-
tify as Republicans. On our Friday 
call after the insurrection at the 
Capitol, one friend, channelling 
the thoughts of many concerned 
that all Republicans will now be 
dismissed as mob rioters, worried 
about “being cancelled” not only 
in the aftermath of the insurrec-
tion and its reckon-
ing, but in “Biden’s 
America.” To them and 
to all conservatives, I 
say, fear not for three 
reasons. 

First, we must 
recognize our own 
“cancel culture.” For 
the past 30 years, any 
idea we didn’t like 
we ignored (income 
inequality), claimed 
didn’t exist (climate 
change and racism), 
or labeled socialist or 
communist (Obam-
acare). I’ve been a 
Republican longer 
than Donald Trump 
and I refuse to let him 
run me out of my own 
party because I know there are le-
gitimate, conservative approaches 
to these and other big problems.

Conservatives know not every 
problem needs D.C. or the U.N 
to solve it. Don’t forget: Most of 
Obamacare started as Romneycare 
and before that as a policy paper 
from The Heritage Foundation. 
The Clean Air and Clean Water 
Acts were signed by Richard Nixon 
and the national parks by Theodore 
Roosevelt while he tackled income 
inequality by trust busting. 

Second, 74 million people voted 
for Donald Trump. These educated, 
tolerant people feel left out and left 
behind by the state of our economy 
and our politics. They turned to 
Mr. Trump not out of ignorance 
or racism but legitimate concern 
for their future. We all, Democrats 
and Republicans, owe them respect 
and a duty to make their lives bet-
ter; making them feel part of the 
American system.

That respect and duty cannot be 
fulfi lled with the negative partisan-
ship that turned Republicans into 

the “party of no.” Instead, we must 
share specifi c policy ideas. While 
we don’t control Congress or the 
White House, we do control a large 
number of state legislatures and 
governors’ mansions. We can gov-
ern using the subsidiarity principle 
to solve problems working with the 
people and institutions closest to 
those problems, tackling the issues 
raised by the left and the issues 
raised by Trump voters, includ-
ing immigration, regulation and 
economic opportunity across the 
country, not just the urban coasts. 

Lastly, there remains a vital 
need for a two-party 
system and most 
Democrats know it 
and want Republicans 
as strong debaters and 
sparring partners. We 
can and should have a 
rigorous debate about 
how to solve these 
problems, and that 
debate must begin 
with a common set of 
facts, an agreement to 
tackle the problems 
(not ignore or deny 
them), and proceed 
civilly within demo-
cratic norms.

The insurrection at 
the Capitol was fed by 
lies, spread by people 
determined to cling to 

power at all costs, willing to cast 
aside everything, including democ-
racy, to ensure the other side didn’t 
win even a little bit. As Republican 
voters we must reward politicians 
for their ideas, not their made-for-
Twitter antics and those ideas must 
actually be more eff ective at solv-
ing real people’s problems. 

So, my friends and fellow con-
servatives, fear not. Embrace the 
opportunity for dialogue and de-
bate, and work to shore up our pre-
cious democracy and the common 
wellbeing of our fellow citizens and 
our country. As we seek to heal our 
nation after the insurrection and 
restart our post-pandemic econ-
omy we have everything to gain … 
and everything to lose.

Richard J. Crespin is CEO of Col-
laborateUp, a consulting fi rm 
working to accelerate collabora-
tion among companies, nonprofi ts 
and governments, and a senior 
associate at the Center for Stra-
tegic & International Studies. He 
is also a lifelong Republican.

Conservatism 
in Biden’s 
America

Th e insurrection 
at the Capitol 

was fed by lies, 
spread by people 

determined to 
cling to power 

at all costs, 
willing to cast 

aside everything, 
including 

democracy, to 
ensure the other 
side didn’t win 
even a little bit.
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Freedom of thought is a precur-
sor to all other others, and it 
is the fi rst target for enemies 

of liberty. As inconceivable as it 
may seem, the leftist movement to 
reprogram those who fail to think 
and act “progressively” now owns 
Washington. Wielding authority 
under the labels of racial equity 
and critical race theory, its practi-
tioners are attempting to shade the 
concept of a colorblind society with 
anti-Americanism.  

In one of his fi rst acts from the 
Oval Offi  ce, President Biden re-
warded his outer-fringe base by 
signing an executive order autho-
rizing the federal government to 
advance “racial equity and support 
for underserved communities.” The 
measure directs all departments to 
“assess whether, and to what extent, 
its programs and policies perpetu-
ate systemic barriers to opportuni-
ties and benefi ts for people of color 
and other underserved groups.” 

“Equity” is to include “Black, 
Latino, and Indigenous and Native 
American persons, Asian Amer-
icans and Pacifi c Islanders and 
other persons of color; members 
of religious minorities; lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender, and queer 
(LGBTQ+) persons; persons with 
disabilities; persons who live in 
rural areas; and persons otherwise 
adversely aff ected by persistent 
poverty or inequality.” 

Americans excluded from eq-
uity should recall “Animal Farm,” 
a scathing critique of fake socialist 
egalitarianism in which George 
Orwell reminded, “All animals are 
equal, but some are more equal 
than others.” 

Mr. Biden has apparently for-
gotten that the Civil Rights Act of 
1964 banned discrimination on the 
basis of race, color, religion, sex and 

national origin. It has been fortifi ed 
several times since. Nonetheless, 
Biden bureaucrats are heretofore 
required to fi nd someone, some-
where to shower with heaping 
helpings of “equity.” It’s just another 
word for payback.

Equally disturbing, Mr. Biden’s 
order also inconspicuously revokes 
both President Trump’s ban on crit-
ical race theory and his Advisory 
1776 Commission. Consequently, 
leftist activists are once again free 
to use the power of government to 
spew anti-American propaganda 
through the federal bureaucracy. 

Critical race theory advances 
the idea that the Christian concept 
of human progress through love, 
service and forgiveness is merely 
a cover for White supremacy, and 
the law is its defender. “Justice for 
all” is deemed fraudulent and the 
entire system must be overturned. 
Whites — rich and poor alike — 
must confess their privilege.

It is an exercise in historical 
revisionism that the Trump 1776 
Commission was empaneled to 
rebut. Dividing Americans by 
race, or any other immutable 
characteristic, is itself racist. La-
beling the United States as sys-
temically racist is to trample de-
cades of progress toward racial 
accord embodied by the election 
of Barack Obama and recently, 
Kamala Harris.

Americans don’t need to guess 
why President Biden has bowed 
to an ideological attack on the 
foundations of the nation: He 
owes it to the extreme left-wing 
of the Democratic Party. His debt 
is greater, though, to the champi-
ons of liberty who have written 
the nation’s story with their blood, 
sweat and tears. No revision is 
needed.

Biden’s bow to anti-Americanism
Executive orders make a mockery of racial equality

Has the party of science has dropped 
a beaker? In an executive order 
aimed at “preventing and combat-
ing discrimination on the basis of 
gender identity or sexual orienta-
tion,” President Biden has called on 
schools across the country to allow 
transgender athletes to participate 
in the sport of their gender identity. 
Simply explained, this means that 
boys who say they’re girls can now 
play girls’ high-school sports.

Let’s stand up for the girls 

— because the National Organiza-
tion of Women certainly won’t.

Puberty permanently confers 
massive and unbridgeable diff er-
ences between boys and girls. Boys 
have more testosterone, more mus-
cle mass, more bone density, larger 
lungs and larger hearts. Hormone 
treatment or therapy cannot re-
verse these physical advantages. 
The Biden administration did not 
issue the order to see women’s 
track-and-fi eld records broken. It 

did not issue the order to reverse 
the advancement of women under 
Title IX. It did not do this to shatter 
the dreams of young women. Quite 
the contrary; laughably, the order 
was issued in the in name of social 
justice. Yet here the more noble ac-
tion would be to make boys’ teams 
more inclusive and welcoming to 
transgender women.

CRAIG BAKER
Richmond, Va.

Biden order hamstrings female athletes

In 2020 the Democrats had an ef-
fective political plan to win back 
the White House. They already had 
on their side the corrupt media and 
Big Tech’s overwhelming hatred of 
Donald Trump, but they also had a 
full toolkit for achieving their goal 
of regaining power.

The left didn’t vote for Joe Biden; 
they voted against Donald Trump. The 
onslaught of liberal change is happen-
ing fast and furiously. President Biden 
has signed 33 executive orders in six 
days, killing thousands of American 
jobs and adding government bureau-
cracy and government overreach to 
our lives. The Democrats’ fi rst goal is 
to divide Americans by race, gender, 
ethnic background and economic sta-
tus. They’re highly eff ective at dividing 

Americans. Why do you think that for 
most of 2020 the Democrats never 
spoke out forcefully against rioting 
and looting by antifa and Black Lives 
Matter? What do you think the “woke” 
movement and “cancel culture” are all 
about? They are tools used by the lib-
eral left to ‘cancel’ someone’s infl uence 
and to attack someone’s employment 
and reputation. The left wants to pun-
ish and shame you for you disagreeing 
with it.

The left has everything it needs to 
increase its power for years to come. 
Tools such as D.C. statehood, elimina-
tion of the fi libuster and the Electoral 
College, the drive to “pack” the Su-
preme Court and citizenship for mil-
lions of illegal aliens. Then you have the 
allure of Democrats promising people 

free stuff . The more people they can 
get hooked on government handouts.

Then there’s “climate change,” a 
Democratic ploy to control ever more 
of our economy and solidify the left’s 
power. It is true the climate is chang-
ing, but it has always been changing, 
since the beginning of time. To think 
our rejoining the Paris Accord will 
save the Earth is nonsense. This kind 
of idiocy will destroy our economy, 
lose millions of jobs and eventually 
bankrupt us. Does anyone believe 
China, Russia or India are going to 
destroy their own countries chas-
ing after this foolishness? God help 
us all.                 

MICHAEL HART
Kokomo, Ind.

Fundamental ruination, more like

When you control the House, the 
Senate, the national media and social 
media, can you start making things up 
and selling them to the public as if they 
were real? You bet you can.

But what about truth? Will 
the world actually work in a faux 
reality?

With medical issues and bridge 
building, we’re going to have to 
pretty much stick with the script. 

But when it comes to loosey-goosey 
stuff  like politics and the way the 
government operates, it’s carte 
blanche as far as the eye can see. 

We’re at a unique point in time, 
where reality is malleable. We can 
make happen things that never did, 
and vice versa.

If we all decide two plus two 
equals fi ve, who’s going to stop us? 
If we can create a world more to our 

liking by cheating nature just a bit, 
what’s the harm?

There will be those who will try 
to red-pill us to death but we shan’t 
let those party poopers prevail. 
We’ll use our vast network of infl u-
ence to paint them as crazy. Then 
who will listen?

SCOTT THOMPSON
Bloomington, Ind.

The left controls ‘the truth’

By James Broughel

L
ast week, in one of his fi rst actions as 

president, Joe Biden rescinded 
former President Trump’s 
well known “one-in, two-out” 

executive order for regulations. 
In so doing, President Biden has lifted 

all regulatory cost caps on executive 
agencies, meaning federal regulators can 
once again take actions that spend the 
public’s money ad infi nitum.

The new Biden directive is not a 
surprise, but it is a disappointment. It’s 
a slap in the face to anyone who cares 
about placing reasonable limits on 
executive power.

Executive Order 13771 was signed 
by former President Trump in 2017. 
Receiving most attention was its re-
quirement that for each new regulation 
agency added, two should be removed. 
However, a far more important aspect 
of the order was the system of regula-
tory caps that it established.

Regulators have always been 
constrained in terms of how much 
taxpayer money they 
can directly spend, since 
Congress allocates a 
fi xed budget to them 
each year. However, the 
same constraints have 
not extended to their 
regulations. In theory, 
regulators could un-
democratically “spend” 
as much of the public’s 
money as they wanted, 
by forcing us to com-
ply with rules that our 
elected representatives 
do not vote on but that 
nonetheless cost us 
dearly.

With Mr. Trump’s 
order, for the fi rst time, 
regulators did not have 
unlimited license to 
spend as much as they 
see fi t with their rules. 
They had a budget to stay within. This 
was a historic moment in the history 
of the federal regulatory process. 
Over the four years Mr. Trump was in 
offi  ce, he demonstrated that the new 
budgeting system could work — albeit 
imperfectly. The system had warts, to 
be sure, but those could be worked out 
over time.

To abandon the system whole cloth 
— as Mr. Biden did last week — is to 
state that there should be no limits. It’s 
hard to see how any president could 
think this is a good idea. In essence, it’s 
as if our money belongs to them and 
not us.

Mr. Biden’s actions portend that he 
plans on aggressive use of regulatory 
actions during his time in offi  ce. The 
fl oodgates are opening, and a regula-
tory tsunami is about to rush through.

In somewhat more optimistic news, 
Mr. Biden also announced plans last 
week to modernize the regulatory 
review process that some regulations 
are required to go through. A small 

number of federal regulations receive 
economic analysis and undergo review 
by the Offi  ce of Management and 
Budget (OMB), mostly to ensure the 
analysis meets certain standards and 
rules align with presidential priorities.

This process has never worked 
well, in part because OMB’s guidelines 
depart from sound economic practices. 
They are riddled with value judge-
ments, for example, about the worth of 
human life or the relative value of the 
future compared to the present. Most 
regulatory impact analyses OMB signs 
off  on are woefully incomplete, or 
worse, political advocacy documents 
masquerading as objective science.

Mr. Biden’s decision to revisit 
guidelines that have caused so much 
trouble is long overdue. In principle, 
this should be celebrated. But in prac-
tice, the move may portend even more 
problems. For one thing, Mr. Biden’s 
memo emphasizes nebulous factors 
like equity and human dignity. That’s 
all well and good, in theory, but could 
mean a departure from the Trump 

administration’s no-nonsense approach 
to tallying costs and benefi ts.

Another problem is that Mr. Biden 
is once again putting the keystone cops 
— OMB — in charge of the updates. 
The same bungling bureaucrats made 
a mess of things the last time they 
updated the guidelines, which was 
back in 2003. (Note that Mr. Biden is 
also reversing Mr. Trump’s civil service 
reforms, which would have made it 
easier to fi re public employees who 
don’t do their jobs.)

Together, Mr. Biden’s actions prob-
ably signal a deliberate shift away from 
evidence-based policy and toward 
more of the same old tired politics 
and activism. Time will tell how this 
all plays out. But most likely, these ac-
tions bode poorly for Americans, who 
in the end will have to pay for all this 
profl igacy.

James Broughel is a senior research fel-
low with the Mercatus Center at George 
Mason University.

Biden opens fl oodgates          
for more regulations
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Independence Day calls forth the 
spirit of America like no other oc-
casion, and millions demonstrate 

their love of country with time-hon-
ored traditions like parades, picnics, 
fi reworks and fl ag-waving. As the 
nation turns 245, Americans can 
be grateful that their nation is still 
worthy of their respect. Despite the 
jarring journey of the recent past, 
patriotism still rules the day. 

To be sure, 2020’s rise of the coro-
navirus pandemic and underhanded 
politics have shattered the peace 
that Americans revere. Few have 
been prepared for the heartache trig-
gered by the disease-caused deaths 
of 600,000 citizens. Fewer still are 
untouched by the explosion of vio-
lence incited across the land by ac-
tivists weaponizing race as a means 
of demolishing the rule of law and 
erecting their illusory utopia. 

“The Star-Spangled Banner,” the 
nation’s ode to the Stars and Stripes, 
is a handy symbol for both patriots 
and protesters. Gwen Berry, a little-
known Olympic athlete, found a 
chance to champion rebellion when 
she turned away from the fl ag and 
glowered in anger as the National 
Anthem was played during recent 
U.S. Olympic trials. The third-place 
hammer-thrower’s explanation: Ac-
tually, the venerated tune “is disre-
spectful and does not speak for Black 
Americans.”  

As she basks in the coveted “woke” 
spotlight, Ms. Berry deludes herself if 
she believes her act of contempt has 
won the heart of Black America. The 
vast majority of U.S. athletes compet-
ing for the privilege of representing 
their nation at the XXXII Olympiad 

— Black, White and other — do so 
with the full knowledge of some-
thing she forgot or never learned: 
America’s fl awed history has always 
been the story of citizens who are, 
like her, exceptional but not perfect. 
Unlike Ms. Berry, though, most of 
her teammates have striven to excel 
by emulating the sacrifi cial dedica-
tion of the nation’s genuine heroes.

One whose patriotism few Ameri-
cans could hope to match is Army 
Sgt. William H. Carney, who earned 
the Medal of Honor by disregard-
ing his own safety to protect the 
American fl ag during the Civil War. 
A soldier in the Union Army, Car-
ney’s regiment charged Fort Wagner, 
near Charleston, S.C. on July 18, 1863. 
The regiment’s fl ag-bearer was shot 
down during the battle and Carney, 
seeing the man slump, caught the 
falling fl ag. He held the banner high 
as he took on the deadly task of lead-
ing the charge. 

Severely wounded himself, Car-
ney never let the colors touch the 
ground. He refused to surrender the 
banner until he was carried — still 
alive — from the battlefi eld, when 
his fellow soldiers pried it from his 
grasp. 

Whether he knew the National 
Anthem by heart, Carney assur-
edly honored it with his actions, 
especially its fi nale: “And the star-
spangled banner in triumph shall 
wave; o’er the land of the free and the 
home of the brave.” Like Ms. Berry, 
William Carney was Black. 

On Independence Day, Americans 
— including Gwen Berry — should 
remember that the fl ag is always 
worthy of honor.

Dueling Independence Day emotions
The American fl ag still outshines its detractors

As of this month the NCAA is mov-
ing forward with allowing players to 
receive direct cash payments for the 
marketing of their images (“Student 
athletes cleared to cash in on name, 
image,” Page 1, July 1). This is the 
latest fl urry of institutional changes 
across the country, and it’s always a 
terrible mistake when public policies 
are based on social trends.

It’s disappointing how we keep 
ignoring history when making new 
rules. We were made to believe that 
letting players leave after one or 
two seasons would not undermine 
the sport or the quality of the game. 
Yet I think most people would agree 
that you can’t maintain a solid pro-
gram with a higher-than-normal rate 
of turnover by players. Maybe we 
should be careful what we wish for.

I recall all the alumni guests 
who would come to my own sports 
practices. The coach instructed us 
to avoid any contact with them. It 

wasn’t until a teammate was de-
clared ineligible because he had 
taken money from one of those 
guests that I understood why. Are 
we are witnessing the creation of a 
modern-day system of slavery? 

Like many other people, I’m con-
cerned that this new rule will be the 
gateway to outside infl uences that 
end up destroying the integrity of 
the game. I believe it  will enable 
players to be coerced into manipu-
lating their eff orts to aff ect the out-
comes of competitions. However, 
since our colleges and universities 
are non-profi ts, they should have 
the tools to protect themselves from 
future lawsuits based on outcomes 
of games. A few suggestions come 
to mind: Neutralize the market-
ing opportunities by removing the 
names of players from jerseys; if a 
player signs an agreement with an 
outside entity, a percentage of those 
earnings goes back to the schools as 

reimbursement for the scholarship; 
educational institutions should sign 
an additional marketing agreement 
with scholarship players to deter-
mine the amount of money paid 
out from team/school memorabilia 
items.

These measures would be some 
means of monitoring for account-
ability and fairness.

As a former college athlete, I 
know this will have a negative im-
pact on every team’s unity. It will stir 
up jealousy and envy, which always 
aff ect team eff orts. It’s sad that our 
country continues to rush into ac-
tions from social pressures, never 
realizing or accepting the long-term 
warnings until it’s too late.             
GREG RALEIGH
Washington

Cash for student athletes a bad idea

With its frayed and failing social 
safety-net programs, America is 
generally a cruel place to live if 
you’re homeless and/or mentally 
ill. However, in one strange sense 
we are exceedingly generous, for 
over the decades we have inexpli-
cably decided to cede our cities’ 
public spaces to the destitute and the 
damaged (“CDC extends eviction 
moratorium for another 30 days,” 
Web, June 24).

And so we go about our business 
as our hapless fellow citizens beg, 
rant, urinate and use drugs in our 
parks, sidewalks, shop doorways 
and so on. Being mostly good lib-
erals — and I include myself here 
— we urban dwellers are loathe to 
complain about such things for fear 
of being labeled hard-hearted and 
intolerant, but quietly we seethe as 
we watch the slow-motion degrada-
tion around us.

As encampments spring up on 
streets throughout Washington, 
we’d do well to look to places such 
as Los Angeles, Portland, Seattle 
and New York, which have utterly 
failed their homeless populations. 
We must consider how to better 
balance the needs of the many with 
those of the few.

CHRIS HENNEMEYER
Washington

There’s got to be a better way

Sometimes known as “instant-run-
off ” voting, “ranked choice” allows 
for more than two people to run in 
an election without fear of their vote 
being ‘wasted’ and possibly getting 
a last choice elected with a mere 
plurality — as has happened twice 
in Virginia.

Unfortunately, the latest fi asco 
in the New York City Democratic 
mayoral primary has cast a bad light 
on the concept of ranked choice 

(“NYC election offi  cials retract vote-
count report amid ranked-choice 
confusion,” Web, June 29). Fox News 
host Tucker Carlson used that event 
to denigrate the basic concept. But 
he was right that allowing voters to 
rank all the candidates is complex 
and confusing.

If the ballot allowed only two 
choices for each election race, that 
would be suffi  cient to provide the ad-
vantage of ranked choice mentioned 

above.  Side-by-side, fi rst-choice/ 
second-choice, select-one bubble 
columns would be easy to under-
stand and easy to tabulate.

Ranked choice is clearly better 
than the standard, two-party plu-
rality voting method. But as engi-
neers recommend, “Keep It simple, 
stupid.”

DAVID SWINK
Vienna, Va.

Give ‘ranked choice’ a chance

By Troy Nehls

C
ongressional Republicans con-
tinue to push for compromise 
on matters of infrastructure 
and transportation, ranging 

from President Biden’s public works 
plan to the more narrowly tailored 
surface transportation reauthorization 
bills in both the U.S. House and Senate. 
With very few exceptions, congres-
sional Democrats continue to pursue a 
deeply partisan approach riddled with 
narrow pet priorities. 

This is especially true when it 
comes to the $547 billion legislation 
due for a vote in the House next week 
known as the INVEST Act, which 
garnered just two Republican votes 
when it cleared the Transportation & 
Infrastructure Com-
mittee I sit on. “The 
Majority’s new ‘My Way 
or the Highway Bill 2.0’ 
doubles down on the 
same mandates, restric-
tive policies, and costly 
diversions of infrastruc-
ture resources that led 
to last year’s failure to 
provide long-term in-
vestments in America’s 
roads and bridges,” 
committee leaders Sam 
Graves, Missouri Re-
publican; Rodney Davis, 
Illinois Republican; Rick 
Crawford, Arkansas 
Republican; and Garret 
Graves, Louisiana Re-
publican, recently noted.

Perhaps nowhere is 
this truer than when it 
comes to dealing with a 
quiet yet important part 
of the U.S. economy — 
the rail system. 

While President Biden and Commit-
tee Chairman Peter DeFazio, Oregon 
Democrat, regularly profess their love 
for trains, the truth is that only extends 
to the highly subsidized passenger 
version. For the companies like BNSF 
or Union Pacifi c in my state of Texas 
that move goods on privately funded 
infrastructure, transportation legisla-
tion is merely a venue to curry favor 
with powerful labor unions. 

They apparently fail to see that the 
legislation they are advancing would 
undercut one of the few sectors asking 
for nearly nothing from this mammoth 
bill, or that it undermines their own 
stated goals. These include a need to 
create and sustain good paying jobs; 
restore global competitiveness; tackle 
climate change; modernize infrastruc-
ture; and spur long-term economic 
growth.

On competitiveness, the freight 

rail industry met the demands of our 
nation during the pandemic by never 
closing and continually moving the 
goods we needed to preserve public 
health and sustain our families all 
while safeguarding the health and 
safety of the rail workforce. They did 
all of this I might add without ask-
ing for any bailout money — a novel 
concept for many that will benefi t from 
this bill.

On the environment, freight rail-
roads are also the most fuel-effi  cient 
way to move freight over land. On aver-
age, railroads move one ton of freight 
more than 480 miles on one gallon of 
fuel.  

And on modern infrastructure, unlike 
the rest of our nation’s transportation 
system our freight rail system receives 

the highest grade from 
the Civil Engineers for 
their infrastructure — a 
B.  

Yet still, the INVEST 
Act includes an end-
less list of regulatory 
provisions that set our 
railroads back at least a 
decade. “For instance, the 
legislation attempts to 
usurp ongoing collec-
tive bargaining negotia-
tions by mandating most 
freight trains operate 
with two people in the 
cab of a locomotive in 
perpetuity,” writes As-
sociation of American 
Railroads president and 
CEO Ian Jeff eries. It seeks 
to ban the movement of 
clean LNG via railroads, 
increase the ability for 
money-losing Amtrak 
to sue freight railroads, 
dictate how operations 

should be handled at congested U.S. 
borders and create redundant standards 
for the hours workers can serve in a rail 
yard. 

All told, the bill would stifl e innova-
tion, hurt jobs, negatively impact rail 
fl uidity and service, lead to modal shift 
away from the rails and instead to a 
less environmentally friendly mode of 
transportation and to our already con-
gested highways. No rational person 
can argue this is in the interest of the 
American people or economy.

Should both chambers of Congress 
pass bills in full, we should hope for a 
better path. Transportation legislation 
can and should be bipartisan. A start-
ing point would be going on a diff erent 
track for rail policy.

Troy Nehls is a Republican U.S. repre-
sentative for the 22nd Congressional 
District of Texas.

The INVEST in America Act 
reeks. The rail policy portion 

smells the worst

While President 
Biden and Committee 

Chairman Peter 
DeFazio, Oregon 

Democrat, regularly 
profess their love for 

trains, the truth is 
that only extends to 
the highly subsidized 
passenger version. 
For the companies 
like BNSF or Union 
Pacifi c in my state 
of Texas that move 
goods on privately 

funded infrastructure, 
transportation 

legislation is merely 
a venue to curry 

favor with powerful 
labor unions. 
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