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OTHERS SAY

The Senate matters
You can win midterm elections without 

a positive agenda. You can’t win presi-
dential elections that way. It is therefore 

vitally important for Republicans to win the 
Senate in 2014. Here’s why.

In midterms, it’s all right to be the party of 
no. The 2010 election, for example, was a refer-
endum on the liberal overreach of the first two 
Obama years. Result? A Democratic “shellack-
ing,” said President Obama. The massive stim-
ulus, (the failed) cap-and-trade, and Obamacare 
created a major backlash that cost Obama the 
House and, with it, the rest of his ideological 
agenda. It’s been blocked ever since.

That’s the power of no. And Republicans 
should not apologize for it. The role of the 
opposition is to oppose. With the welfare state 
having reached the outer limits of its compe-
tency and solvency, it is in desperate need of 
restructuring and reform. With an ideological-
ly ambitious president committed instead 
to expanding entitlements, regulation 
and government itself, principle alone 
would compel the conservative party 
to say stop.

“Stop” was more than enough in 
2010. With the president in decline 
and his presidency falling apart, it will 
be enough in 2014. Those complaining 
that Republicans haven’t come up with 
a national agenda are forgetting that we don’t 
have a parliamentary system. We don’t have 
an organized hierarchical opposition with a 
shadow prime minister and shadow Cabinet. 
We’ve got 500-odd local political entrepreneurs 
running under the same Republican banner 
but offering distinctly independent takes on its 
philosophy.

The 1994 Contract With America is, of 
course, the exception. But that required unique 
leadership and circumstances. We do not have 
that now.

Nor do we need to. Republicans are today on 
track to take back the Senate.

Why is this important? It’s not an end in it-
self. Nor will it change the trajectory of Obama’s 
presidency. His agenda died on Nov. 2, 2010, 
when he lost the House. It won’t be any deader 
on Nov. 4, 2014, if he loses the Senate.

But regaining the Senate would finally give 
the GOP the opportunity, going into 2016, to 
demonstrate its capacity to govern.

You can’t govern the country from one house 
of Congress. Republicans learned that hard, yet 
obvious, lesson with the disastrous shutdowns 
of 1995 and 2013. But controlling both houses 
would allow the GOP to produce a compelling 
legislative agenda.

The Democratic line is that the Republican 
House does nothing but block and oppose. 
In fact, it has passed hundreds of bills only to 

have them die on reaching the desk of Senate 
Majority Leader Harry Reid. He has rendered 
the Senate inert by simply ensuring that any bill 
that might present a politically difficult vote for 
his Democratic colleagues never even comes to 
the floor.

Winning control of the Senate would allow 
Republicans to pass a whole range of measures 
now being held up by Reid, often at the behest of 
the White House. Make it a major reform agen-
da. The centerpiece might be tax reform, both 
corporate and individual. It is needed, popular 
and doable. Then go for the low-hanging fruit 

enjoying wide bipartisan support, such as 
the Keystone XL pipeline and natural 

gas exports, most especially to Eastern 
Europe. One could then add bor-
der security, energy deregulation and 
health care reform that repeals the 
more onerous Obamacare mandates.

If the president signs any of it, 
good. If he vetoes, it will be clarifying. 

Who then will be the party of no? The ve-
toed legislation would become the framework 

for a 2016 GOP platform. Let the debate begin.
The risk-averse will say, why take chances? 

Why not just run against the Obama legacy in 
2016?

The GOP should and will. What has hap-
pened to economic growth, social cohesion and 
America’s standing abroad will be a significant 
drag on Democrats. But it could very well not 
be enough.

Obama won’t be on the ticket. Hillary 
Clinton, now rapidly distancing herself 
from the administration she served, will 

be running on a different legacy, that of her hus-
band and the holiday-from-history 1990s.

Moreover, for winning the presidency to 
mean something, you need a mandate. Ronald 
Reagan understood this. He could have coasted 
to victory in 1980 on mere opposition. But he 
had a platform, much of which he successfully 
enacted precisely because he ran on it.

Memo to the GOP: Win the Senate, then en-
act an agenda and dare the president to veto it. 
Show the country what you stand for. Then take 
it to the nation in 2016.

—–––––❖–––––—

Charles Krauthammer, who has won the 
Pulitzer Prize for commentary, writes for the 
Washington Post.

Charles
Krauthammer

Bill and Hillary Clinton’s new granddaugh-
ter captured the headlines last week, 
but two other presidential grandchildren 

may catapult to political stardom next month.
George P. Bush, the grandson and nephew 

of presidents, is certain to be elected Texas land 
commissioner on Nov. 4th, a powerful potential 
stepping stone to higher office. In Georgia, Jason 
Carter, grandson of Jimmy Carter, is given an 
even shot of defeating Republican Governor 
Nathan Deal.

Both under 40—Bush is 38, Carter 39—they 
are viewed as political comers in their respec-
tive parties.

The Texas land commissioner oversees mil-
lions of acres of state-owned land and mineral 
rights, big stuff in the Lone Star State. Bush has 
been criticized by some newspapers as light on 
substance, but will cruise to an easy victory next 
month.

The son of former Florida Governor Jeb 
Bush, George P. is a lawyer and Navy reserve 
officer, having served in Afghanistan. When 
he was 12 years old he spoke at the Republican 
National convention that nominated his grand-
father, George H.W. Bush, for president. With 
the Bush name and connections, he’s easily 
raising millions of campaign dollars. He speaks 
fluent Spanish—his mother was born in Mexi-
co—an asset in Texas and national politics. With 
two Texans as possible Republican presidential 
candidates in 2016—Senator Ted Cruz and Gov-
ernor Rick Perry—young Bush has said he will 

not endorse anyone, even if his father runs for 
the nomination.

Jason Carter, a lawyer and state senator, is 
running a strong campaign against the Repub-
lican office-holder, emphasizing education. His 
grandfather, an object of criticism in some po-
litical circles, is very popular in Georgia; he’s the 
only president to hail from the Peach State. His 
90th birthday last week was front-page news in 
Atlanta.

He is doing all he can for Jason Carter, es-
pecially in fund-raising. A recent appeal noting 
how “incredibly proud” he was of his grandson 
declared that “even from a young age, Jason 
showed compassion, integrity and leadership.” 
The money is rolling in.

In May, the 39th president showed up in the 
Atlanta campaign headquarters and wanted to 
get right to the basics, asking for talking points 
and other ways to help. The real political force 
in the family, however, is the former president’s 
wife, Rosalynn. She gets the morning news clips 
every day, is briefed on polls and other political 
developments, and doesn’t hesitate to offer 
strong advice. Jimmy and Rosalynn, who’s 87, 
remain exceedingly active and will be much in 
evidence on the campaign trail. Look for them 
in African American churches: blacks could 
comprise as much as 30 percent of the vote in 
Georgia.

In another historical twist, the field director 
for the Democrats’ coordinated campaign in the 
state is 22-year-old Alex Jordan, the son of Ham-
ilton Jordan, who masterminded Jimmy Carter’s 
remarkable presidential run in 1976.

Some grandkids are rising stars
ALBERT HUNT
BLOOMBERG NEWS

Panics we have known
Ebola is the latest on a long list

SOME younger readers might not 
have known a time without the 
threat of AIDS in their lives. Oth-

ers can remember when it first came to 
these shores in the early 1980s. The first 
bulletins appeared on clinic walls: Atten-
tion gay men. A few years later, every-
body was at risk. Which is what happens 
when a grave threat is ignored because 
at first it affects only others far away 
(like in Africa) or different from the 
rest of us (like homosexuals). That’s not 
only a sin, it’s stupid. Disease 
doesn’t respect any bound-
aries, geographic or social.

Eventually the public 
was alerted to the danger 
of AIDS. And needed to be. 
Scientists began working 
on treatments. And needed 
to. Doctors advised patients 
about how to take precautions. And they 
needed to do that, too. The disease even-
tually even got a name (HIV) and some 
solid research instead of wild rumors. 
(You can catch it from a toilet seat!)

Lest we forget, there was a lot of 
panic in the early ’80s. Just as there is 
today about Ebola. Heedless, baseless, 
destructive panic that did a lot of dam-
age. There were heated arguments in 
college classrooms. Sick folks aban-
doned by family. Fear. Mistrust. Actions 
that ruined lives. All because of panic.

NOW WORD comes that some-
body in Dallas has been diag-
nosed with this Ebola virus. 

The patient apparently contracted the 
virus in his native Liberia, traveled to 
Texas, and got sick. Now he’s in isola-
tion, and some people he had contact 
with are home-bound, too. Doctors say 
those folks will need to stay quaran-
tined a week or three before officials 
can be sure they aren’t infected, too.

Dispatches from Texas say the med-
ical types, bless them, have swarmed 
the place and traced the Liberian man’s 
steps, isolating those who need to be 
isolated, telling others to check their 
temperatures regularly.

Still, the panic has set in.
Here are just a few headlines on The 

Drudge Report—that reliable source of 
unreliable rumor—just last Thursday 
and, yes, the headlines were in all-caps:

UP TO 100 AT RISK OF EBOLA 
EXPOSURE IN TX.—CASE INVES-
TIGATED IN UTAH.—SCARE IN 
HAWAII.—U.N. FEARS COULD GO 
AIRBORNE. . . .

And so excessively on.
It’s only natural to be concerned 

about Ebola—it’s a deadly virus. But 
before everybody not writing headlines 
for Drudge hits the panic button, let’s 
remember these other stories from not-
so-long ago:

—The bird flu. This has been a prob-
lem mainly in Asia and the Middle East, 
and can certainly wipe out a chicken 
flock, but according to flu.gov, it’s hard 
to spread from person to person.

That didn’t stop an editor at Ameri-

can Scientist from starting a panicky ar-
ticle this way: “The world is teetering on 
the edge of a pandemic that could kill a 
large fraction of the human population.” 
The writers explained that, sure, this 
particular virus couldn’t jump from per-
son to person, but six people had died in 
1997 after handling live chickens sold in 
Hong Kong’s markets . . . and from there 
on, it was speculation galore. The kind 
of speculation that would have made a 
good Halloween movie—not a respect-

able, scientific article.
Ah, but if the virus could 

have jumped from person 
to person, quote, “the pan-
demic might have taken the 
lives of a third of the human 
population,” unquote. So be 
afraid, be very afraid.

Here’s a better idea: May-
be we should just be glad the virus can’t 
do all that. And leave the horror stories 
to the movies.

—SARS. Remember that one? Back 
in the early 2000s, word started com-
ing in from China and elsewhere in 
Asia about this thing called Severe 
Acute Respiratory Syndrome, and the 
news was scary. No cure! No vaccine! 
But though SARS might have caused 
hundreds of deaths around the world, 
which was bad enough, it never lived 
up to the scare headlines it inspired.

THINK ABOUT all the damage 
done by rumors masquerading 
as due diligence and scientif-

ic inquiry. Vaccines cause autism. Cell 
phones lead to brain cancer. Power lines 
cause leukemia. Plastic water bottles 
are poisoning us. All these were stories 
that drove television news cycles, and 
filled all those empty hours in the never-
ending 24/7 news cycle that the net-
works desperately need to fill. Now 
you have to scan your memory to re-
call most of those medical panics. And 
the terrible price unvaccinated children 
paid for their parents’ gullibility.

Yes, this Ebola virus is a cause for 
concern, for care, for vigilance. Yes, a 
thousand times yes, quarantine any-
body who has come down with it. And 
get them treatment. The good news is 
that a couple of American doctors and 
volunteers are better now thanks to 
good care and new medicines.

So let’s warn airlines about the 
symptoms of Ebola and how to recog-
nize them. And spread the word in hos-
pitals about what to look for in foreign 
visitors—and, yes, which foreign visi-
tors. And when Ebola actually shows 
up, do what those medical types in Tex-
as have done—swarm.

But panic? Leave that for the head-
line writers on the internet sites.

The rest of us have been panicked 
before. And it’s getting to be a bore. 
Let’s just put it this way: This ain’t our 
first rodeo, and neither is it our first ex-
posure to panicky rumors that do a lot 
more harm than any good they might 
do, which is none at all.

Hold the line
WASHINGTON POST

The deadline for completing a nu-
clear agreement with Iran is now 
less than eight weeks away, and 

the omens are not good. 
The impasse certainly does not re-

flect a lack of initiative by the Obama ad-
ministration. On the contrary, U.S. nego-
tiators have responded to Iranian intran-
sigence on key issues with creative but 
sometimes disturbing counterproposals. 
Most notably, Iranian Supreme Leader 
Ali Khamenei has declared that the re-
gime will not dismantle any of the 19,000 
centrifuges it has constructed to enrich 
uranium. So the United States and its al-
lies, which once insisted that most of the 
machines be eliminated, reportedly have 
floated a proposal to leave the centrifug-
es in place but take away the plumbing 
that connects them.

If Iran has made similar efforts to 
bridge the gaps between the two sides, 
there is no report of them. Instead, Te-
heran appears to be sticking to its in-
sistence on maintaining and eventually 
vastly expanding its nuclear infrastruc-
ture while offering only a temporary 

slowdown in uranium enrichment and 
“increased transparency.”

The Obama administration has a his-
tory of responding to Iran’s stonewall-
ing by peeling away its own demands. 
It gave up an attempt to impose a per-
manent ban on Iranian enrichment and 
seems to have dropped a requirement 
that an underground uranium enrich-
ment plant be closed. Now it seems 
to be contemplating scenarios under 
which Iran would not have to dismantle 
centrifuges that would be the center of 
any bomb-making effort.

We have supported negotiations 
with Iran, and the interim deal struck 
last year, as preferable to what had pre-
viously looked like a slide toward war. 
But President Obama should resist the 
temptation to make further concessions 
in order to complete a long-term deal by 
November. 

In the absence of a dramatic change 
in its positions, Iran should be offered, 
at best, an extension of the existing ar-
rangement, with the current sanctions 
left in place—and threatened with 
tougher measures if it does not accept.


