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I've been Whitewatered to death.  How about you? I don't expect the Republicans to help the Democrats with their programs or vice versa, but to  be obstructionists just for the joy of it seems more like the actions of a service club meeting than of responsible leadership.


  


This latest (when I wrote this) about Hillary's futures trading takes the cake.





First of all, is there anyone out there that still thinks people,including politicians, don't look for advice and help when they're thinking about a major expenditure? Whether it's what kind of VCR to buy, can you write off a vacation cabin,  do you know a good mechanic, if we can get help from a friend or relative to get a good deal we usually try to get it.  





The hippocracy of it all.  If instead of turning a $1000 investment into a $100,000 profit, it had been the other way, we'd be hearing, " Do you want to support a health care program developed by someone who only knows how to lose money?".


  


That's what would have happened and we all know it.  Instead of the legislative Gridlock we've seen for a long time, now we're experiencing the Stall, "let's gossip before we get down to business".





I'm really tired of both sides.  The most important thing in Washington and Sacramento seems to be to not let the other side "win".  While they're playing their games we, the rest of the people, are being left to get by as best we can. 


 


The proposed health care program shows that the real issue is always money.  Winning boils down to who has the money, who pays the money, who gets the money and who keeps the money.  Whether the name of the game being played at any one time is called NAFTA or Health Care or Deficit Reduction, the opposing teams each have their own set of goals.


  


The first team's are,"those who are getting the money now want to keep getting it and those who aren't paying now don't ever want to pay".  The second team's are," those who aren't getting the money now want a turn".





The rules are reasonable enough from each side's point of view except there are spectators, us, -those in the middle, who never get any money and always pay no matter which of the teams win.


  


What is really strange though is that the teams are smart enough to get most of us to cheer for one of them.  They play and we pay.  I wish there was an alternative.





I think the reason Perot had, and still has, so much support was is that he was the only alternative to those in Washington.  I had a Perot sticker on my car until he turned into a jerk like those I wanted relief from.  Now we're into an election year and we still have no third party to put pressure on the other two to get them to pay attention to those who pay.





So back to Whitewater. What does it represent?  It represents a new way to keep from losing.  In the old game of Gridlock the idea was to acitvely block the oppositions moves.  In the new game of Stall, the idea is to argue about the other team's qualifications for so long, the spectators go home and there is no game.


  


We are being kept from discussing important issues because the soap opera in Washington is much more interesting.  The same thing is happening in Sacramento except there the diversion is Three Strikes instead of Whitewater.





What can we do?   Nationaly, we need a real third party.  And In California we need to have a ballot option that consists of, "None of the Above", with "Above" not eligible to compete in a second vote.  Maybe by 1996 we could get an initiative approved.  


