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Now that Halloween is past, 
the real “fun” begins. I don’t 

mean Thanksgiving, Hanukah, 
Christmas or New Year’s Day. 
Over the coming months, one 
event dominates the fi eld: The 
“Annual War on Christmas” (cue 
ominous music). I do believe 
there is a war on Christmas – but 
not the one you’re probably 
thinking of.

The theory be-
hind all the “War 
on Christmas” 
(cue ominous mu-
sic) bologna is 
that saying “hap-
py holidays” 
makes Baby Jesus 
cry and under-
mines Christiani-
ty. This “brand 
new” phrase – 
concocted by militant atheists, 
secular humanists and PC Dru-
ids, violates the age-old tradition 
of saying “merry Christmas,” 
fi rst uttered by the Three Wise 
Men when they beheld the holy 
infant in the manger in Bethle-
hem.

The problem with this claim is 
that “happy holidays” has been 
around for a long, long time. 
While the term has been used for 
centuries right here in the gold 
old US of A (look it up), the 

phrase was popularized in a song 
written in 1941. The composer, 
by the way, was Irving Berlin – 
the same guy who wrote “God 
Bless America,” not to mention 
“White Christmas.” “Happy 
Holidays” was recorded by such 
all-American icons as Bing Cros-
by, Perry Como, Peggy Lee, 
Andy Williams and the Carpen-
ters – hardly the “Down-With-
God” crowd.

Cards on the table: I am a 
practicing Christian, and I offer 
a heartfelt “merry Christmas” 
to friends and family – often ac-
companied by a deeply resonant 
“ho-ho-ho.” But not always. I 
wouldn’t wish my Jewish (or 
Hindu, or Muslim) friends 
“merry Christmas.” It’s not that 
they would fi nd it offensive – it’s 
just simple courtesy. It would be 
like wishing you a “happy birth-
day” on MY birthday. I wish 
my Jewish friends “happy Ha-
nukah” and they respond “mer-
ry Christmas.” I recently was 
pleased to wish my Hindu 
friends “happy Diwali,” and 
when the season rolls around, 
they’ll wish me “merry Christ-
mas.” An extension of this prin-
ciple is that when I am speaking 
to a group, or to someone whose 
religious tradition I do not 
know, I usually go with the ge-

neric “happy holidays.”
Anyway, December/January is 

a time of many holidays: Christ-
mas, Hanukah, Kwaanza and 
New Year’s Day, and probably 
others. “Happy holidays” ele-
gantly captures all of these, as 
does “season’s greetings.”

So – whatever you’ve been old 
– the notion that “happy holi-
days” is some kind of New Age 
Commie plot is, well, Fox-Newsy 
hogwash comprised of equal 
parts hype, hysteria and hypocri-
sy. Like all cynical lies, its pur-
veyors believe that if it is repeated 
often enough, it somehow be-
comes true.

But I said that there is a war on 
Christmas – and as a Christian, 
it offends me mightily. I wouldn’t 
presume to speak for Jesus, but 
I’d bet it offends Him too. 

Every year, the opening shots 
in the annual War on Christmas 
are fi red on the Friday after 
Thanksgiving. Those people who 
shove and elbow and trample 
each other to grab the latest X-
Box or Tickle-Me toy aren’t fi lled 
with Christmas cheer – they’re 
fi lled with what the Ten Com-
mandments call “coveting” – 
simple greed. And those stores 
that trumpet their “door-bust-
ers” (nice phrase, yes?) and then 
under-stock them, fueling shop-

pers’ feeding frenzy – they’re not 
fi lled with Christmas cheer ei-
ther, but rather – yup – greed.

It gets worse. Some “big box” 
stores now open on Thanksgiv-
ing. This means that employees 
are coerced into giving up what 
should be a peaceful family holi-
day so that shoppers can be lured 
away from THEIR family holi-
days to get a jump (often literal-
ly) on other customers.

If this (and all the other crass 
commercialization of a sacred 
holiday) is not an assault on ev-
erything that Christmas should 
stand for, I don’t now what is. 

I also question why certain 
stores have started to ban the 
Salvation Army bell-ringers. I 
suspect that this is less about 
avoiding offense than wanting 
customers to spend their money 
on stuff, rather than give a pit-
tance to the poor, hungry and 
needy. Who wants to be remind-
ed of the less fortunate when 
you’re shopping?

WWJS? That is, “Where (and 
When) Would Jesus Shop?” 
Would Jesus shop at all? We 
Christians believe that Jesus gave 
one and only one gift to human-
ity: Himself. And he didn’t buy 
that in any store.

Greg Ladewski is a teacher, writer and con-
sultant who lives in Benton Township.

At some point during the last 
two weeks, Democrats in 

Washington began privately ac-
knowledging that they will likely 
lose their majority in the U.S. 
Senate in the election. Before the 
election, rather than discussing 
strategies for winning, they shift-
ed to excuses and explanations 
for the probable 
loss: an unpopu-
lar president, an 
economic recov-
ery hardly any-
body feels, a map 
dominated by 
c o n s e r v a t i v e 
states, voters un-
settled by terror-
ism and Ebola.

And the Republicans? “We’re 
not measuring the drapes yet,” a 
Senate GOP aide said – but then 
he eagerly mused about what vic-
tory might bring. That’s some-
thing Republicans around the 
country were busy doing as the 
election approached.

Some talked of using the likely 
majority to push for Republican-
friendly compromises on issues 
such as the federal budget and 
immigration reform.

“The most important chal-
lenge the party faces is restoring 
its brand in the eyes of the vot-
ers,” said John Feehery, a former 
aide to Newt Gingrich. “If we 
don’t restore our brand by get-
ting stuff done, we’ll be handing 
the White House to Hillary Clin-
ton.” That means compromise 
and bipartisanship – at least 
enough to demonstrate that Re-

publicans know how to govern.
But the reality is that the new 

crop of Senate Republicans, 
many of them from the party’s 
most conservative edge, ran 
against Obama. And in so do-
ing, they have pledged them-
selves to relentless confronta-
tion.

Four of the new senators likely 
to be elected, including Tom 
Cotton in Arkansas, have been 
endorsed by the zealously anti-
tax Club for Growth. Joni Ernst, 
who could win a close race in 
Iowa, has proposed to abolish 
the Department of Education 
and Environmental Protection 
Agency. Nebraska’s Ben Sasse, 
who is virtually certain to suc-
ceed the more mildly conserva-
tive Mike Johanns (R-Neb.), was 
endorsed by both Sen. Ted Cruz 
(R-Texas) and former Alaska 
Gov. Sarah Palin.

Republicans campaigned for 
the Senate promising they would 
repeal Obama’s healthcare law, 
protect the coal industry from 
new EPA regulations, approve 
the Keystone XL oil pipeline, 
and roll back big chunks of the 
Dodd-Frank fi nancial regulation 
law. And the voters who put 
them into offi ce will expect them 
to keep their word.

Health care is already a case in 
point. Last week, Sen. Mitch 
McConnell (R-Ky.), contemplat-
ing a likely shift from minority to 
majority leader, rashly admitted 
to Fox News that he didn’t ex-
pect to be able to repeal the 
health care law. “It would take 

60 votes in the Senate,” McCon-
nell said. “No one thinks we’re 
going to have 60 Republicans.”

Even Cruz, a take-no-prison-
ers leader of the party’s combat-
ive right wing, has acknowledged 
that arithmetical reality; in a re-
cent newspaper column, he said 
full repeal would have to await 
the election of a Republican 
president in 2016.

But other tea party Republi-
cans reacted angrily to McCon-
nell’s practicality, and a spokes-
man for the senator quickly 
promised to seek “the full repeal 
of Obamacare” by dismantling 
the program through the budget 
process, which requires only 51 
votes. That would, of course, set 
up an epic veto battle between 
McConnell and Obama – exactly 
what hard-line conservatives 
want, but hardly a recipe for 
smooth governing.

On other issues, McConnell 
has sounded pretty hard line 
himself. Last summer he was 
captured on tape forecasting his 
legislative strategy to donors: “In 
the spending bill, we will be 
pushing back against this bu-
reaucracy by doing what’s called 
placing riders in the bill,” he said. 
“We’re going to go after them on 
health care, on fi nancial services, 
on the Environmental Protection 
Agency – across the board.” 
(That shouldn’t have come as a 
surprise; Democrats did the same 
thing when they controlled both 
houses of Congress under Presi-
dent George W. Bush.)

Some incumbent GOP sena-

tors will be arguing for pragma-
tism and compromise. Rob Port-
man (R-Ohio) and Bob Corker 
(R-Tenn.) have said they think 
the next two years could offer 
opportunities for bipartisan leg-
islation, as happened during 
Clinton’s second term when both 
houses were held by the GOP. 
Portman has been talking up a 
program he calls “constructive 
conservatism,” including a new 
healthcare law, large-scale tax re-
form and job training programs.

But Cruz has been promoting 
a platform too, and the word 
“constructive” isn’t in it. Cruz’s 
plan includes tea party favorites 
such as abolishing the Internal 
Revenue Service and the Export-
Import Bank.

That leaves McConnell in the 
middle, as a conservative who 
wants to dismantle Obama’s 
agenda – but also prides himself  
on his ability to keep confl icts 
from spinning out of control. He 
reminded Kentucky voters last 
month that Congress has struck 
three spending deals with 
Obama, and “I negotiated each 
and every one of them.”

So don’t expect a golden age 
of bipartisan legislation on big 
issues; that’s unrealistic, especial-
ly with a presidential election 
coming. Instead, get ready for 
two years of unremitting brink-
manship – some of it within the 
Republican Party, but mostly be-
tween Congress and the White 
House.

Doyle McManus is a columnist for The Los 
Angeles Times. 

You can’t handle the truth.
There is a temptation to take 

that line from Jack Nicholson – 
snarled at Tom Cruise in “A Few 
Good Men” – as the moral of  the 
story, the lesson to be learned from 
a new study on trustworthiness and 
the news media.

The study, conducted by the non-
partisan Pew Research Center, in-
forms us that America’s least-trust-
ed news source is conservative 
radio talk show host Rush Lim-
baugh, rated unreliable by almost 
40 percent of  all Americans. The 
also conservative Fox “News” fol-
lows closely at 37 percent. So 
America’s least-trusted news sourc-
es are also its most popular; Lim-
baugh hosts the number one show 
on radio and Fox is the highest-
rated cable news out-
let.

It gets better. Pew 
tells us America’s 
most trusted news 
source is CNN; the 
network that eschews 
any ideological iden-
tifi er is considered re-
liable by 54 percent 
of  us. Yet for as much as we sup-
posedly trust it, we don’t seem to 
like it very much. Its ratings – de-
spite a mild resurgence in recent 
months – are but a fraction of  Fox’s 
and it is undergoing massive lay-
offs.

For what it’s worth, there’s evi-
dence to support America’s percep-
tion of  who is and is not trustwor-
thy. PunditFact, an offshoot of 
PolitiFact, the Pulitzer Prize-win-
ning fact-checking website, has is-
sued a report card on the truthful-
ness of  broadcast pundits by 
network. It’s an imperfect measure, 
but the results are still compelling. 
Over 60 percent of  Fox pundit 
statements rated by PunditFact 
have been found to be some fl avor 
of  false.

CNN? Just 22 percent.
If  all this sounds like a commer-

cial for the network of  holograms 
and missing plane obsessions, it 
isn’t. Rather, it’s a lament for the 
closing of  the American mind.

There is an axiom that he who 
builds the best mousetrap enjoys 
the greatest success. But if  that’s 
true, how is it the greatest successes 
in a business measured by trust-
worthiness are those entities judged 
least trustworthy of  all? Maybe the 
answer is that conservative hardlin-
ers are more rabid in support of 
those who validate their views than 
the rest of  us are in pursuit of  sim-
ple truth.

In a nation where political dis-
course is increasingly a facts-op-
tional exercise and reality now 
comes in shades of  red and blue, 
that’s hardly reassuring.

Two years ago, at the request of 
yours truly, the people at Nielsen 
crunched some numbers. They 
found that in times of  major break-
ing news – the examples used were 
the Columbine shooting, the Sept. 
11 attacks, the commencement of 
the Iraq War, the Japanese tsunami 
and the death of  Michael Jackson 
– ratings for all three cable news 
outlets tend to rise. But, almost 
without exception, the most dra-
matic spikes on a percentage basis 
are enjoyed by CNN. The week of 
Sept. 11, its ratings rose by 800 per-
cent. No other network came 
close.

In other words, when something 
big has happened and people need 
to know what’s going on, they 
know where to go. They go where 
they can trust.

But on a routine day, many 
Americans, for as much as they will 
say otherwise, really don’t want to 
be informed so much as to be con-
fi rmed in their political biases, in 
the partisan version of  truth that 
explains the world to them while 
making the fewest demands on in-
tellect – and conscience. They need 
the “death panels” and “anchor” 
babies, the birther controversies 
and supposedly rampant voter 
fraud, the “threats” of  sharia law 
and Obama-caused Ebola, the 
whole rickety structure of  false-
hood and fear upon which conser-
vatism has built its alternate reality. 
That’s the whole reason Fox exists 
– and CNN barely does.

And it’s why Nicholson’s quote, 
tempting as it is, provides no prop-
er moral for this story.

It’s not that we can’t handle the 
truth. It’s that some of  us prefer 
the lie.

Leonard Pitts is a columnist for The Miami Her-
ald. His email is: lpittsmiamiherald.com

Too many 
Americans 

drawn to least 
trustworthy 
news source

Symphony performance 
was simply mesmerizing

Editor,
For those of you who were 

unable to attend the Saturday 
night performance of the 
Southwest Michigan Symphony 
Orchestra featuring Cirque de 
la Symphonie, four very gifted 
acrobats, you will never know 
what you missed. It was a 
performance of the highest 
quality, and listening to the 
symphony play was like 
listening to the Chicago 
Symphony. Those musicians are 
outstanding, to say nothing of 
Robin Fountain, one of the 
fi nest conductors this area will 
ever see. The music and 
acrobats were synchronized to 
perfection, and the audience 
was mesmerized throughout the 
entire program.

I encourage readers and their 
families to attend the sympho-
ny performances at the Mendel 
Center. They will not be 
disappointed.

Dorothy Trachte
St. Joseph

It seems MayDay has  
some explaining left to do

Editor,
This past week I found in 

my mail high-tech mailers 
from the MayDay super PAC. 
It stated on the mailers that it 

promoted no one in the 
election, but was only against 
one candidate: Fred Upton. 
The super PAC pledged to 
spend $2.15 million on the 
race. This seems crazy. So I 
looked up who is behind this 
super PAC.

It was launched by Professor 
Lawrence Lessig of  Harvard 
University. His occupation is 
listed as “academic and 
political activist.” Digging 

further, I found that he “has 
called for state-cased activism 
to promote substantive reform 
of  government with a Second 
Constitutional Convention.”

The purpose of  the launch 
of  the super PAC is “electing 
candidates to Congress who 
would pass campaign fi nance 
reform.”

Is the aim of  the MayDay 
campaign reform through a 
new Constitution?

The world of  college 
political science PhDs is not 
that big. Paul Clements and 
Lawrence Lessig, with ties to 
Harvard, at least have to know 
of  each other, and probably 
have met. They both need to 
explain, clearly, their long-
range goals and opinion of 
changing the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

Russell Costanza
Sodus
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