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THE FOUNDERS: THE "GENERAL WELFARE" CLAUSE DOES NOT AFFIRM SOCIALISM  by Michael
Dennin
April 23, 2010

During the ongoing debate over the government-mandated "healthcare" protection racket that was recently finessed
into law, I have been constantly astounded at the outlandish interpretations of the Constitution that the proponents of
this ill-conceived and poorly crafted legislation have offered in defense of the dubious legality of "ObamaCare".

Perhaps the most popular and oft-repeated of these fallacious arguments is the ridiculous proposition that the
"general welfare" clause in the Preamble of the Constitution grants the federal government the unlimited power to
do whatever it pleases as long as it is done in the name of "promoting the general welfare". Obviously, this
argument is complete rubbish.

In a tacit acknowledgment that the language in the "general welfare" clause could and would be misinterpreted, the
Founders of the Republic, anticipating the specious claims of the proponents of unlimited government, presciently
made it clear that the clause did not provide a grant of general authority to any of the branches of the federal

government beyond the limited powers enumerated in the Constitution. Here is what Thomas Jefferson, Alexander
Hamilton and James Madison had to say about the intent of the Framers concerning the "general welfare" clause in
the Preamble:

"Congress has not unlimited powers to provide for the general welfare, but only those specifically enumerated."
-- Thomas Jefferson

"This specification of particulars [the 18 enumerated powers of Article I, Section 8] evidently excludes all
pretension to a general legislative authority, because an affirmative grant of special powers would be absurd as well
as useless if a general authority was intended."
-- Alexander Hamilton

"With respect to the two words 'general welfare', I have always regarded them as qualified by the detail of powers
connected with them. To take them in a literal and unlimited sense would be a metamorphosis of the Constitution

into a character which there is a host of proofs was not contemplated by its creators."
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-- James Madison

Any questions?

Nevertheless, the New Left in America has latched onto the "general welfare" clause as an excuse to advance their

agenda while simultaneously trampling on the Constitution itself, and we can fully expect this skulduggery to
continue in the future. The next time you catch someone trying to use the "general welfare" clause to promote the
Socialist agenda, remind them of what Jefferson, Hamilton and Madison had to say about its true meaning and the
intent of the Founders, who were firm believers in limited, not unlimited, government. It's time to debunk the myth
that Socialists have constructed around the "general welfare" clause - it is not a constitutional affirmation of their

ideology, agenda and initiatives.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

RACE AND RESENTMENT  by Thomas Sowell, an African American.   May 4th. 2010  Townhall.com

Recent stories out of both Philadelphia and San Francisco tell of black students beating up Asian American

students. This is especially painful for those who expected that the election of Barack Obama would mark the
beginning of a post-racial America.

While Obama's winning the majority of the votes in overwhelmingly white states suggests that many Americans are

ready to move beyond race, it is painfully clear that others are not.

Those who explain racial antagonisms on some rationalistic basis will have a hard time demonstrating how Asian
Americans have made blacks worse off. Certainly none of the historic wrongs done to blacks was done by the small

Asian American population who, for most of their history in this country, have not had enough clout to prevent
themselves from being discriminated against.

While ugly racial or ethnic conflicts can seldom be explained by rational economic or other self-interest, they have

been too common to be just inexplicable oddities-- whether in America or in other countries around the world, and
whether today or in centuries past.

Resentments and hostility toward people with higher achievements are one of the most widespread of human

failings. Resentments of achievements are more deadly than envy of wealth.

The hatred of people who started at the bottom and worked their way up has far exceeded any hostility toward those
who were simply born into wealth. None of the sultans who inherited extraordinary fortunes in Malaysia has been
hated like the Chinese, who arrived there destitute and rose by their own efforts.

Inheritors of the Rockefeller fortune have been elected as popular governors in three states, attracting nothing like
the hostility toward the Jewish immigrants who rose from poverty on Manhattan's Lower East Side to prosperity in a
variety of fields.

Others who started at the bottom and rose to prosperity-- the Lebanese in West Africa, the Indians in Fiji, the
Armenians in the Ottoman Empire, for example-- have likewise been hated for their achievements. Being born a
sultan or a Rockefeller is not an achievement.

Achievements are a reflection on others who may have had similar, and sometimes better, chances but who did not
make the most of their chances. Achievements are like a slap across the face to those who are not achieving, and
many people react with the same kind of anger that such an insult would provoke.

In our own times especially, this is not just a spontaneous reaction. Many of our educators, our intelligentsia and our
media -- not to mention our politicians-- promote an attitude that other people's achievements are grievances, rather
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than examples.

When black school children who are working hard in school and succeeding academically are attacked and beaten
up by black classmates for "acting white," why is it surprising that similar hostility is turned against Asian
Americans, who are often achieving academically more so than whites?

This attitude is not peculiar to some in the black community or to the United States. The same phenomenon is found
among lower-class whites in Britain, where academically achieving white students have been beaten up badly
enough by their white classmates to require hospital treatment.

These are poisonous and self-destructive consequences of a steady drumbeat of ideological hype about differences
that are translated into "disparities" and "inequities," provoking envy and resentments under their more prettied-up
name of "social justice."

Asian American school children who are beaten up are just some of the victims of these resentments that are
whipped up. Young people who are seething with resentments, instead of seizing educational and other
opportunities around them, are bigger victims in the long run, whether they are blacks in the US or lower-class

whites in the UK. A decade after these beatings, these Asian Americans will be headed up in the world, while the
hoodlums who beat them up are more likely to be headed for crime and prison.

People who call differences "inequities" and achievements "privilege" leave social havoc in their wake, while

feeling noble about siding with the less fortunate. It would never occur to them that they have any responsibility for
the harm done to both blacks and Asian Americans.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

HISTORY UNFOLDING    by David Kaiser  (well worth the read).

Mr. Kaiser of Jamestown , Rhode Island is a respected historian PhD whose published works have covered many

historical topics. He is a professor in the Strategy and Policy Department of the United States Naval War College. 

Here is what he says:

"I am a student of history. Professionally, I have written 15 books on history that have been published in six
languages, and I have studied history all my life. I have come to think there is something monumentally large afoot,
and I do not believe it is simply a banking crisis, or a mortgage crisis, or a credit crisis. Yes these exist, but they are
merely single facets on a very large gemstone that is only now coming into a sharper focus.

Something of historic proportions is happening.  I can sense it because I know how it feels, smells, what it looks
like, and how people react to it. Yes, a perfect storm may be brewing, but there is something happening within our
country that has been evolving for about ten to fifteen years. The pace has dramatically quickened in the past two.

We demand and then codify into law the requirement that our banks make massive loans to people we know they
can never pay back? Why?

We learned just days ago that the Federal Reserve, which has little or no real oversight by anyone, has "loaned" two

trillion dollars (that is $2,000,000,000,000) over the past few months, but will not tell us to whom or why or
disclose the terms. That is our money. Yours and mine. And that is three times the $700 billion we all argued about
so strenuously just this past September. Who has this money? Why do they have it? Why are the terms unavailable
to us?  Who asked for it?  Who authorized it?  I thought this was a government of "we the people," who loaned our

powers to our elected leaders. Apparently not.

We have spent two or more decades intentionally de-industrializing our economy.. Why?
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We have intentionally dumbed down our schools, ignored our history, and no longer teach our founding documents,
why we are exceptional, and why we are worth preserving. Students by and large cannot write, think critically, read,
or articulate. Parents are not revolting, teachers are not picketing, school boards continue to back mediocrity.. Why?

We have now established the precedent of protesting every close election (violently inCalifornia over a proposition
that is so controversial that it simply wants marriage to remain defined as between one man and one woman. Did
you ever think such a thing possible just a decade ago?) We have corrupted our sacred political process by allowing
unelected judges to write laws that radically change our way of life, and then mainstream Marxist groups like
ACORN and others to turn our voting system into a banana republic. To what purpose?

Now our mortgage industry is collapsing, housing prices are in free fall, major industries are failing, our banking
system is on the verge of collapse, social security is nearly bankrupt, as is Medicare and our entire government. Our
education system is worse than a joke (I teach college and I know precisely what I am talking about) - the list is

staggering in its length, breadth, and depth.  It is potentially 1929 x  ten...and we are at war with an enemy we
cannot even name for fear of offending people of the same religion, who, in turn, cannot wait to slit the throats of
your children if they have the opportunity to do so.

And finally, we have elected a man that no one really knows anything about, who has never run so much as a Dairy
Queen, let alone a town as big as Warsilla , Alaska ..  All of his associations and alliances are with real radicals in
their chosen fields of employment, and everything we learn about him, drip by drip, is unsettling if not downright

scary (Surely you have heard him speak about his idea to create and fund a mandatory civilian defense force
stronger than our military for use inside our borders? No? Oh, of course. The media would never play that for you
over and over and then demand he answer it. Sarah Palin's pregnant daughter and $150,000 wardrobe are more
important.)

Mr. Obama's winning platform can be boiled down to one word: CHANGE.  Why?

I have never been so afraid for my country and for my children as I am now.

This man campaigned on bringing people together, something he has never, ever done in his professional life In my
assessment, Obama will divide us along philosophical lines, push us apart, and then try to realign the pieces into a
new and different power structure. Change is indeed coming. And when it comes, you will never see the same

nation again

And that is only the beginning..

As a serious student of history, I thought I would never come to experience what the ordinary, moral German must

have felt in the mid-1930s.  In those times, the "savior" was a former smooth-talking rabble-rouser from the streets,
about whom the average German knew next to nothing. What they should have known was that he was associated
with groups that shouted, shoved, and pushed around people with whom they disagreed; he edged his way onto the
political stage through great oratory Conservative "losers" read it right now.

And there were the promises. Economic times were tough, people were losing jobs, and he was a great speaker..
And he smiled and frowned and waved a lot. And people, even newspapers, were afraid to speak out for fear that
his "brown shirts" would bully and beat them into submission. Which they did - regularly. And then, he was duly

elected to office, while a full-throttled economic crisis bloomed at hand - the Great Depression. Slowly, but surely
he seized the controls of government power, person by person, department by department, bureaucracy by
bureaucracy. The children of German citizens were at first, encouraged to join a Youth Movement in his name
where they were taught exactly what to think. Later, they were required to do so. No Jews of course,  

How did he get people on his side? He did it by promising jobs to the jobless, money to the money-less, and
rewards for the military-industrial complex. He did it by indoctrinating the children, advocating gun control, health
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care for all, better wages, better jobs, and promising to re-instill pride once again in the country, across Europe , and

across the world. He did it with a compliant media - did you know that? And he did this all in the name of justice
and . . . CHANGE.  And the people surely got what they voted for.

If you think I am exaggerating, look it up. It's all there in the history books.

So read your history books. Many people of conscience objected in 1933 and were shouted down, called names,
laughed at, and ridiculed. When Winston Churchill pointed out the obvious in the late 1930s while seated in the
House of Lords in England (he was not yet Prime Minister), he was booed into his seat and called a crazy
troublemaker. He was right, though. And the world came to regret that he was not listened to.

Do not forget that Germany was the most educated, the most cultured country in Europe . It was full of music, art,
museums, hospitals, laboratories, and universities. And yet, in less than six years (a shorter time span than just two
terms of the U. S. presidency) it was rounding up its own citizens, killing others, abrogating its laws, turning

children against parents, and neighbors against neighbors.. All with the best of intentions, of course. The road to
Hell is paved with them.

As a practical thinker, one not overly prone to emotional decisions, I have a choice: I can either believe what the
objective pieces of evidence tell me (even if they make me cringe with disgust); I can believe what history is
shouting to me from across the chasm of seven decades; or I can hope I am wrong by closing my eyes, having
another latte, and ignoring what is transpiring around me..

I choose to believe the evidence. No doubt some people will scoff at me, others laugh, or think I am foolish, naive,
or both. To some degree, perhaps I am. But I have never been afraid to look people in the eye and tell them exactly
what I believe-and why I believe it.

I pray I am wrong. I do not think I am. Perhaps the only hope is our vote in the next elections."
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

VICIOUS MUSLIM INTOLERANCE AND ARROGANCE  reported by Robert Williams

The following quotes are from some of the signs displayed by crowds of fist-waving, scowling Muslims
photographed demonstrating in England.  

"Behead those who insult Islam" , "Slay those who insult Islam" , "Butcher those who mock Islam" , "Exterminate
those who slander Islam" , "Freedom go to Hell".

These Muslims may or may not represent a majority opinion among those who believe in Islam, but the  significant

lack of condemnation from other Muslims is not reassuring.  It is also significant that the vicious demonstration was
in a country that protects free speech.  One thing made absolutely certain is that such Muslims obviously wish to
suppress free speech by violent means anywhere in the world.  These sentiments are being broadcast by Muslims of
today --- not Muslims of centuries past.  So another certainty is that our current society has to deal with this overt

attempt to intimidate.

There are many passages in the Muslim Holy Book Quran which give religious sanction to violent intolerance.  Is
there any other major religion in the world which sanctions such violent intimidation?  Christianity certainly does

not.  America is an 80-percent Christian nation.  What should our response be?  Slander and insult are emotional
judgments and as a result can be applied even where insult is not necessarily intended.  Even pointing out what the
Quran says in an un-worshipful context can be construed as mocking Islam.  If we succumb to one kind of arrogant
intimidation then where will it end?  According to Islamic Sharia doctrine it will end only when the entire world is

converted to Islam and all people subdued by the sword and all freedoms completely destroyed.  The very meaning
of the word Islam is submission.
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Of course we must resist Sharia by all means possible within the bounds of our own constitutional and civil law. 

Further, we should announce firmly to the world (Aussie fashion) that our constitutional laws are supreme in our
country --- not ever Sharia.  We should make clear to all that we disagree with any ambition to rule the world and
that whatever it takes we will make certain no single culture or nation achieves universal tyranny.  The world should
also be firmly told that under our free speech rights we will criticize any religion we choose to,  and if anyone reacts

with violence they will be treated as criminals.  Such a stand would give Muslims in this country who are truly
"moderate" a legitimate reason to publicly take sides,  exposing the vicious among them.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

SHADOW ISLAM --- THE MISTAKE THAT COULD DESTROY AMERICA  by Robert Williams

Economic downturns come and go but they always grab attention.  Reports indicate a majority of Americans
currently put jobs and economic recovery so far ahead of security that the so-called "war against terrorism" is
almost lost in the dust of apathy.   We may seem to have won the war in Iraq but just as in Vietnam we may lose it

again after we leave.  We have not yet won in Afghanistan and even if we succeed in our goals for both countries, 
neither will be our friends.  Why?  Simply put --- because they are Islamic.  So is Iran --- likely soon to become a
nuclear power that continues to openly threaten Israel.  Another Islamic nation Pakistan,  is already a nuclear

nation.  Islamic determination to rule the world is still alive and increasing --- not diminishing.  We ignore it at our
extreme peril.

After more than 15 years of attacks on Americans and our allies and multiple middle east wars we still refuse to

recognize who our enemy really is.   Jefferson recognized them as "Barbary Coast pirates" dangerous enough to
originate our naval marine force.  Teddy Roosevelt knew their threat and Winston Churchill laid some emphasis
accurately on their drive for world conquest.  But most recent European leaders and American presidents have been
adamant in their suppression of the truth.  Their excuse is a misinterpretation of our "freedom of religion" clause

which has in recent decades been twisted into the multi-culturist mantra that all religions deserve equal respect
regardless of what they teach ---  and all religions are "peaceful" by definition. 

Another dangerous misconception is that because our enemies don't wear uniforms they are no more than a

scattering of "ragged uneducated extremist thugs" who have "hijacked" the religion of Islam".   Islam has not been
hijacked.  Our enemies do indeed wear uniforms --- the uniform of fanatical belief in the most fundamental
principles of orthodox Islam and the promotion of its Sharia doctrines of world conquest.  They are very open about
it.  It is we who tend to obfuscate and shy from the unpleasant truth.

And just what are these Sharia doctrines?  They are a complete formula for living which combine the belief
demands of the Islamic religion with directions on how to conquer and rule all non-Muslims into one great
totalitarian theocracy completely devoid of any freedoms whatsoever.  Muslims promoting Sharia often comment
there is no need for freedom of choice because the "perfect order" has been laid out in detail for the world.  In fact

freedom is undesirable because it interferes with the "perfect divine harmony" of Sharia.  According to these
fanatics the world needs only to submit to Sharia and all will be peace and prosperity.

Establishing a world Islamic theocracy is the job of Jihadists and according to Sharia it is the obligation of every

Muslim man, woman, or child to do whatever they can to engage in Jihad.  While violence may be a persuasive
form of intimidation most often making the news,  that is not to say non-violent forms of Jihad don't exist. 
Non-violent forms are in fact the most common and can be very effective because at first this type of infiltration and
influence is easy to masquerade as "demanding rights" and "fairness" in democratic countries.  For the sake of

clarity let me call this form of Jihad "shadow Jihad".

Loose and over-generous European immigration behavior has led many of those countries to contain from 10 to 20
percent Muslim populations that are reproducing much faster than the indigenous people.  But the Muslim

infiltration is not waiting for growth to 50 percent or more.  They have already been at work with shadow Jihad and
getting results.  Islamic mosques and schools are increasing at an unprecedented rate.  They are safe havens for both
violent and non-violent plotters because governments and indigenous populations have been kept from investigating
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mosques by their own laws about religious places and the threat of lawsuits by the shadow Jihadists.

Both national and international law are consistently used by Jihadists to prevent exposure of shadow Jihadism for
what it is --- and also to influence policies preventing any criticism of Islam or Muslims.  The U.N. has "outlawed"
any criticism of any religion. In America,  law suits are particularly easy to initiate and take an intimidating amount

of expense and time to defend.  Ever since the Saudi's struck oil and we allowed ourselves to become dependent on
the middle east energy sources,  the financing of both violent Jihad and shadow Jihad has been no problem for the
Muslims engaged in it.  In essence WE are financing the fanatical movement against us.

So what should we do about all this?  I can see no alternative but to educate one and all about shadow Jihad.   An

article in the April "American Legion" describes what I call "shadow Jihad" as "stealth Jihad",  but that magazine is
read by only a percentage of veterans and hardly anyone else.  We can't let down our vigilance just because of a
temporary economic recession.   As real as some of a recession's hardships are,  those hardships are not comparable
to losing our whole country to something like an invasion of Sharia.  Maybe that won't happen?  It most certainly

will happen if we don't recognize and vigorously resist our true enemy.  The Hitler -Tojo Axis would have taken
over America if we hadn't awakened just in time.  Even after we woke up --- it was a close call for awhile.   

Some say the Jihadists have become too weak and scatterd to tackle a large country.  Maybe it seems that way,  but
that is only the visible tip of the violent group.  The important thing to keep in mind is that there are approximately
one and a half BILLION Muslims in the world and that number is growing rapidly.  We don't even know how many
Muslims are in America ---- legally or illegally.  We most certainly don't know how many are putting on innocent

fronts while participating in shadow Sharia because our officials won't even admit that there is such a thing --- or
that shadow Sharia and its violent arm is a real and definable enemy that we could and should declare war on just as
we declared war on Germany and Japan. 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

MUSLIM WEDDINGS TO CHILDREN  450 Grooms Wed GIRLS Under Ten In Gaza  by Paul L. Williams, Ph.D.
Quoted here from the blog (http://www.thelastcrusade.org)

"A gala event has occurred (recently) in Gaza.

Hamas sponsored a mass wedding for four hundred and fifty couples.  Most of the grooms were in their mid to late
twenties; most of the brides were under ten.  Muslim dignitaries including Mahmud Zahar, a leader of Hamas, were

on hand to congratulate the 
couples who took part in the carefully staged celebration.  "We are saying to the world and to America that you
cannot deny us joy and happiness", Zahar told the grooms, all of whom were dressed in identical black suits and
hailed from the nearby Jabalia refugee camp.

Each groom received a gift of 500 dollars from Hamas.  The pre-pubescent girls, dressed in white gowns and
adorned with garish make-up, received bridal bouquets.  "We are presenting this wedding as a gift to our people
who stood firm in the face of the siege and the war" local Hamas strongman Ibrahim Salaf said in a speech.  The
wedding photos tell the rest of the sordid tale.

The International Center for Research on Women now estimates that there are 51 million child brides now living on
planet earth and almost all in Muslim countries.  Twenty-nine percent of these child brides are regularly beaten and
molested by their 

husbands in Egypt; twenty six percent receive similar abuse in Jordan.  Every year, three million Muslim girls are
subjected to genital mutilation, according to UNICEF. This practice has not been outlawed in many parts of
America.

The Islamic practice of pedophilia dates back to the prophet Muhammad, who amassed eleven wives and many
concubines after the death of his first wife Khadijah in 619 A.D.  He arranged the visits to the tents of his women
around their menstrual cycles. His 
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capacity for sexual congress seemed to be boundless. Sahih Bukhari, one of the most revered Islamic texts,

recounts: 'The Prophet used to visit his wives in a round, during the day and night, and they were eleven in number'.
I asked Anas, Had the Prophet 
the strength for it? Anas replied, 'We used to say that the Prophet had the [sexual] stamina of thirty [men].[1]

For in-between treats, the Prophet kept a stable of concubines, including Reihana, his Jewish captive. His wives and
mistresses were compelled by Islamic law to satisfy his sexual needs at any time of the day or night, and the Prophet
reserved the right to enjoy them from the top of their heads to the bottom of their feet. [2]

This might not appear shocking to students of the Kinsey Report, except for the case of Aisha, Muhammad's

favorite wife. Aisha was the daughter of Abu Bakr, the Prophet's closest friend and most faithful follower. As soon
as Muhammad laid eyes on Aisha, he came to fantasize having sex with her. There was a problem with this fantasy.
Aisha, at that time, was a small child of four or five, while Muhammad was a middle-aged man of fifty.[3] 

Still and all, the Prophet wasted no time in making his fantasy a reality. When Aisha turned six, Muhammad asked
Abu Bakr for his daughter's hand in marriage. Abu Bakr thought that such a union would be improper  - not because
Aisha was a mere child but rather because he considered himself Muhammad's brother. The Prophet quickly

brushed aside this objection by saying that 
the union was perfectly right in the eyes of Allah. Abu Bakr consented And Muhammad took the little girl as his
new bride.

When they were married, Muhammad, in his mercy, permitted Aisha to take her toys, including her dolls, to their
new tent.[4] The marriage was consummated when Aisha was nine, and the Prophet fifty-three.[5] The three year
waiting period was not caused by Muhammad's concern of sexually molesting a child but rather by the fact that
Aisha contracted some disease which caused her to lose her hair.[6] 

Pedophilia was not only practiced by Muhammad but also sanctioned by the Quran. In its discussion of the waiting
period required to determine if a wife is pregnant before divorce, the sacred text says  if you are in doubt concerning
those of your wives who have ceased menstruating, know that their waiting period shall be three months. The same

shall apply to those who have not yet menstruated (65:4). 

Those who think that modern Muslims have abandoned this teaching should study the pictures and videos that
accompany this article and recall the words of Ayatollah Khomeini, the most famous Islamic cleric of the 20th

Century (who said) 'A man can have sexual pleasure from a child as young as a baby. However, he should not
penetrate; sodomizing the child is OK. If a man penetrates and damages the child, then he should be responsible for
her subsistence all her life. This girl, however, does not count as one of his four permanent wives. The man will not
be eligible to marry the girl's sister. . . It is better for a girl to marry in such a time when she would begin
menstruation at her husband's house rather than her father's house. Any father marrying his daughter so young (to a

groom) will have a permanent place in heaven.[7] 

[1] Sahih Bukhari, 1:268, translated by M. Mushin Khan, Muslim Student Association, The University of Southern
California, 2001, http://www.usc.edu/dept/MSA/fundamentals/hadithsunnah/bukhari/ 

[2] Ibn Ishaq, Sirat Rasul Allah, pp. 525-526.

[3] Sahih Bukhari, 5: 235.

[4] Ibid., 8:151, 5:234.

[5] Ibid, 5:62, 63.

[6] Ibid, 8:151.
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[7] Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini, Tahrirolvasyleh, volume 4 (Gom, Iran: Darol Elm, 1990), p. 186. "

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

    


