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E. J.
Dionne

Citizens united? Hardly
Are we spending 

our democracy 
into oblivion?

This is the time of 
year when media scrib-
blers bemoan how nasty 
political campaigns 
have become. The com-
plainers are accused 
of a dainty form of his-
torical ignorance by de-
fenders of mud-slinging 
who drag out Finley Pe-
ter Dunne’s 1895 asser-
tion that “politics ain’t beanbag.” 

In fact, structural changes in 
our politics are making campaigns 
more mean and personal than ever. 
Even Dunne might be surprised. 
Outside groups empowered by the 
Supreme Court’s Citizens United 
decision are using mass media in 
ways that turn Americans off to 
democracy, aggravate divisions 
between the political parties and 
heighten animosities among citi-
zens of differing views.

Studies of this year’s politi-
cal advertising show that outside 
groups are blanketing the air-
waves with messages far more 
negative than those purveyed by 
the candidates themselves. 

“Candidates can be held ac-
countable for their ads,” says Rob-
ert Weissman, president of Public 
Citizen, a consumer organization 
that is trying to encourage candi-
dates to disown dark money. “The 
outside groups are unknown, and 
have confusing names.”

There is far too much com-
placency about big money’s role 
in this year’s campaigns, on the 
grounds that both sides have 
plenty of it. This misses the point. 
“It doesn’t balance it out if you 
have billionaire Republicans bat-
tling billionaire Democrats,” says 
Weissman. “You still have billion-

aires setting the agenda for 
the election.”

Moreover, a focus just on 
this year’s competitive Sen-
ate and House races misses 
the enormous impact a hand-
ful of very wealthy people 
can have on state and local 
campaigns. A new report 
by the Brennan Center for 
Justice details how, at a rela-
tively modest cost to them-
selves, a privileged few can 
change how government 

that is supposed to be nearest to the 
people is actually carried out.

“At this scale, you don’t have to 
be a Koch brother to be a kingmak-
er,” the report informs us.

Worse, the supposedly “indepen-
dent” spending of the super-rich 
kingmakers isn’t independent at all. 
The report documents how closely 
the activities of supposedly outside 
groups are coordinated with insid-
ers and the candidates themselves.

Like everything else in our poli-
tics these days, Citizens United is 
usually debated along ideological 
lines. Progressives typically hate 
it. Conservatives usually defend it. 
But citizens of every persuasion 
should be worried about what this 
precedent-shattering decision has 
unleashed.

More than ever, politics is the 
only profession that regularly ad-
vertises against itself. If voters feel 
cynical, the outside groups — on 
both sides — are doing all they can 
to encourage their disenchantment.

A study by the Wesleyan Media 
Project of ads aired between Aug. 
29 and Sept. 11 found that 55 per-
cent of them in U.S. Senate elections 
were negative, up from 43.7 percent 
over the same period in 2010.

Wesleyan found that 91.4 percent 
of the ads run by outside groups in 
support of Democrats were nega-
tive, compared with 41.9 percent 

of those run by Democratic candi-
dates themselves. For Republicans, 
77.9 percent of the group ads were 
negative, compared with only 12.3 
percent of the candidate ads. Nega-
tive ads were down slightly in the 
next two-week period, but there 
were still more negative commer-
cials run this year than in the com-
parable period in 2010.

Defenders of massive spending 
on advertising, positive or negative, 
will make the case that at least the 
ads engage voters. Not necessarily, 
and certainly not this year.

Indeed, the Pew Research Cen-
ter found in early October that only 
15 percent of Americans are fol-
lowing the elections “very closely.” 
Interest in the campaign, says Scott 
Keeter, director of survey research 
at Pew, “is the lowest it has been at 
this point in an off-year election in 
at least two decades.”

Hardly a day goes by without 
someone lamenting how polarized 
our politics has become. Can any-
one seriously contend that the cur-
rent way of running and financing 
elections is disconnected from the 
difficulty politicians have in work-
ing together?

“How are they supposed to get 
along with the other side the day 
after the election?” Weissman asks. 
Writing recently in Foreign Affairs, 
the sometimes dissident conserva-
tive writer David Frum argues that 
“the radicalization of the party’s 
donor base has led Republicans in 
Congress to try tactics they would 
never have dared use before.”

Thus the tragic irony: Citizens 
United is deepening our divisions 
and turning more citizens into by-
standers. Our republic can do bet-
ter.

E.J. Dionne is a columnist for 
The Washington Post; Twitter: @EJ-
Dionne.

George 
Will

High court must show teeth
Today, the nation-

al pastime will 
be the subject 

of oral arguments in a 
portentous Supreme 
Court case. This pas-
time is not baseball 
but rent-seeking — 
the unseemly yet un-
inhibited scramble 
of private interests 
to bend government 
power for their ben-
efit.

If the court directs a judicial 
scowl at North Carolina’s State 
Board of Dental Examiners, the 
court will thereby advance a basic 
liberty — the right of Americans 
to earn a living without unreason-
able government interference.

The board, whose members 
are elected by licensed dentists 
and dental hygienists, regulates 
the practice of dentistry in North 
Carolina. 

Writing in Regulation, the 
Cato Institute’s quarterly, Timo-
thy Sandefur of the Pacific Legal 
Foundation says the board pro-
tects the economic interests of 
those who elect it, by pretending 
to protect North Carolinians from 
the supposed danger of unlicensed 
people participating in the busi-
ness of “teeth whitening.” In this 
simple procedure, a peroxide-
treated plastic strip is placed on 
teeth for a few minutes.

Responding to complaints 
from licensed dentists seeking to 
monopolize teeth whitening, the 
board has issued at least 47 cease-
and-desist orders to small-busi-
ness owners who do whitening in 
stores and shopping malls.

The board also asked the state’s 
Board of Cosmetic Art Examiners 

to forbid licensed cosme-
tologists from offering teeth-
whitening services.

When the Federal Trade 
Commission initiated an 
action against the dental 
board’s behavior, the board 
said it could not be found in 
violation of federal antitrust 
laws because it enjoys “Park-
er immunity.”

The 1943 Parker case con-
cerned a California law that 
is still operative. It empow-

ers a majority of raisin growers, 
exercising, in effect, government 
power through a state board akin 
to North Carolina’s dental board, 
to decide how many raisins can be 
produced and what prices may be 
charged.

The Supreme Court acknowl-
edged that the purpose of Califor-
nia’s law was “to restrict compe-
tition.” It held, however, that the 
concept of state sovereignty means 
that private interests acting in col-
laboration with a state government 
cannot be prosecuted for behavior 
that would violate anti-monopoly 
laws if engaged by private parties 
acting in concert without govern-
ment involvement.

It was, Sandefur says, “an ex-
treme innovation in both antitrust 
law and federalism jurisprudence” 
to exempt from federal law cartels 
protected by state law. This exemp-
tion’s predictable result has been 
intensified rent-seeking — private 
interests protected by compliant 
governments.

Parker immunity supposedly 
requires state governments to give 
“active supervision” to private 
factions enjoying government ar-
rangements that restrict competi-
tion. In practice, this requirement is 

toothless. 
When such government coopera-

tion with rent-seekers is challenged, 
courts usually respond with the ju-
dicial shrug known as the “ratio-
nal basis” test: They defer to any 
government regulation if they can 
discern or even imagine a rational 
basis for it.

James Madison’s Constitution 
contains the Supremacy Clause 
(federal law “shall be the supreme 
law of the land,” regardless of state 
laws “to the contrary”) because he 
knew that state legislatures, even 
more than the national legislature 
of an “extensive” republic, were 
susceptible to capture by self-seek-
ing factions. Today, factions enrich 
themselves through occupational 
licensure laws unrelated to public 
safety.

Such laws are growth-inhibiting 
and job-limiting, injuring the econo-
my while corrupting politics. 

The North Carolina case is an op-
portunity for the court to affirm an 
economic right — the right to earn a 
living — that is among what the 14th 
Amendment calls the “privileges or 
immunities” of national citizenship.

Courts have abandoned the 
defense of these rights, and con-
servatives have encouraged this 
abandonment by careless, undis-
criminating rhetoric denouncing 
“judicial activism.”

Today’s oral arguments might 
indicate whether the court will at 
last resume a properly active en-
gagement in the defense of indi-
vidual liberty against abridgements 
by governments that connive with 
rent-seeking factions.

George F. Will is a columnist for 
The Washington Post; Twitter: @
georgewillf.

Here’s how to contact 
state politicians

Gov. Tom Corbett, Republican. 
Capitol office: 225 Main Capitol 
Building, Harrisburg, PA 17120; 
phone: 787-2500. Email: See gover-
nor.state.pa.us.

Rep. Ryan Aument, R-41, Lan-
caster County. Capitol office: 145A 
East Wing, PO Box 202041, Har-
risburg, PA 17120; phone: 705-7161. 
District office: 2938 Columbia Ave., 
Manor West Commons, Suite 501, 
Lancaster, PA 17603; phone: 295-
5050. Email: Raument@pahouse-
gop.com; website: repaument.com.

Rep. Bryan Cutler, R-100, Lan-
caster County. Capitol office: 51A 
East Wing, PO Box 202100, Har-
risburg, PA 17120; phone: 783-6424. 
District office: 33G Friendly Drive, 
Quarryville, PA 17566; phone: 284-
1965. Email: bcutler@pahousegop.
com; website: repcutler.com.

Rep. Gordon Denlinger, R-99, 
Lancaster County. Capitol office: 
211 Ryan Office Building, PO Box 
202099, Harrisburg, PA 17120; 
phone: 787-3531. District office: 
390 E. Main St., Suite 301, Ephrata, 
PA 17522; phone: 733-4002. Email: 
gdenling@pahousegop.com; web-
site: repdenlinger.com.

Rep. Mindy Fee, R-37, Lancaster 
County. Capitol office: 51B East 
Wing, PO Box 202037, Harrisburg, 
PA 17120; phone: 772-5290. District 
offices: 47 Market Square, Man-
heim, PA 17545; phone: 664-4979; 
503 Main St., Denver, PA 17517; 
phone: 336-2199. Email: mfee@pa-
housegop.com; website: repfee.com.

Rep. Keith Greiner, R-43, Lan-
caster County. Capitol office: 54B 
East Wing, PO Box 202043, Har-
risburg, PA 17120; phone: 783-6422, 
District office: 852 Village Road, 
PO Box 268, Lampeter, PA 17537; 
phone: 464-5285. Email: kgreiner@

pahousegop.com; website: rep-
greiner.com.

Rep. Dave Hickernell, R-98, 
Lancaster County. Capitol office: 
43A East Wing, PO Box 202098, 
Harrisburg, PA 17120; phone: 783-
2076. District offices: 236 Locust 
St., Columbia, PA 17512; phone: 
684-5525; 222 S. Market St., Suite 
103, Elizabethtown, PA 17022; 
phone: 367-5525. Email: dhick-
ern@pahousegop.com; website: 
rephickernell.com.

Rep. Steven Mentzer, R-97, 
Lancaster County. Capitol office: 
54 East Wing, PO Box 202097, 
Harrisburg, PA 17120; phone: 787-
1776. District office: 1555 High-
lands Drive, Suite 110, Lititz PA 
17543; phone: 626-1776. Email: 
smentzer@pahousegop.com; web-
site: repmentzer.com.

Rep. Mike Sturla, D-96, Lan-
caster County. Capitol office: 414 
Main Capitol Building, PO Box 
202096, Harrisburg, PA 17120; 
phone: 787-3555. District office: 
150 E. King St., Suite B, Lancaster, 
PA 17602; phone: 295-3157. Email: 
msturla@pahouse.net; website: 
pahouse.com/sturla.

Sen. Lloyd Smucker, R-13, York 
and Lancaster counties. Capitol 
office: 351 Main Capitol Building, 
Harrisburg, PA 17120; phone: 787-
6535. District office: 123 N. Prince 
St., Lancaster, PA 17603; phone: 
397-1309. Email: lsmucker@pasen.
gov; website: senatorsmucker.com.

Sen. Michael Brubaker, R-36, 
Lancaster county. Capitol office: 
168 Main Capitol Building, Harris-
burg, 17120; phone: 787-4420. Dis-
trict office: 301 E. Main St., Lititz, 
17543; phone: 627-0036. Email: 
mbrubaker@pasen.gov; website: 
senatorbrubaker.com.

In our words

Leaders should 
lead on pipeline

Gov. Tom Corbett said 
Friday that his ad-
ministration had “not 
weighed in yet” on the 

natural gas pipeline that is pro-
posed for Lancaster County.

In a statement filed with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission, Corbett called for sensi-
tivity “to the issues of local com-
munities” affected by the pipeline, 
but he carefully avoided taking a 
stand.

We’ve asked this question of 
our state legislators, and of Con-
gressman Joe Pitts, and we’ll ask 
it again: Why are our elected of-
ficials so reluctant to speak out on 
the pipeline issue?

These uncharacteristically reti-
cent politicians all give the same 
explanation for shying away from 
this particular debate: FERC will 
determine the pipeline route.

State and local officials, they 
assert, have no role to play in the 
decision.

But elected officials weigh in all 
the time on matters beyond their 
direct control.

And we have to believe that a 
governor would hold some sway 
with FERC — or at least would be 
heard.

Corbett’s primary concern, as 
he articulated Friday when meet-
ing with Lancaster Newspapers’ 
Editorial Board, is that Pennsylva-
nia needs to maximize its natural 
gas bounty.

He is correct. As the governor 
pointed out, Pennsylvania now is 
the “second largest energy field in 
the world,” and now ranks second 
in the country in natural gas pro-
duction.

So long as the state regulates 
methane emissions and acts as a 
careful steward of this common-
wealth’s environment, natural gas 
production will be a long-term eco-

nomic boon.
But here in Lancaster County, 

homeowners and farm owners are 
dealing with a more pressing con-
cern: the proposal to extend the At-
lantic Sunrise natural gas pipeline 
across their land.

Corbett said he wasn’t familiar 
with the details of this particular 
pipeline project.

But, he said, “We have to get 
the pipelines across Pennsylvania, 
north to south, east to west.”

He continued: “I think we do 
need to sit down with the com-
panies and say, ‘How do we get it 
there as ... safely as we possibly 
can ... (and) as efficiently as we 
can, with the least disruptions to 
the ... population?’ ”

So what’s the holdup? Why 
hasn’t the governor engineered 
this sit-down?

Williams Partners, which wants 
to build the Atlantic Sunrise pipe-
line, told this newspaper Monday 
morning that it was considering re-
routing the pipeline around a clus-
ter of homes in Rapho Township.

While that is excellent news for 
the owners of these homes, it is not 
such great news for the nine addi-
tional farms that now would be in 
the pipeline’s path.

Lancaster County has some of 
— if not the most — productive, 
non-irrigated soil in the United 
States.

As the Lancaster Farmland 
Trust has pointed out, routing a 
pipeline through that soil puts crop 
yields and crop quality — and the 
agriculture of this county — at 
risk.

The governor said Friday that 
when pipelines are planned, “You 
have to strike a balance.”

If Corbett and other elected of-
ficials don’t weigh in, the balance is 
sure to tip — and not in Lancaster 
County’s favor.
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n “(Ben) Bradlee believed only 
in fairness — that and a bespoke 
Anglican God with a Back Bay 
accent. ... He had another belief. 
As an editor, he believed in the 
story. Was it true? Was it good? 
Was it great?”

Columnist Richard Cohen 
on Benjamin Bradlee, the 
legendary Washington Post 
editor who died Tuesday at 
age 93/WashingtonPost.com

n “He had the courage of an 
army. Ben (Bradlee) had an 
intuitive understanding of the 
history of our profession, its 
formative impact on him and 
all of us. But he was utterly 
liberated from that. He was an 
original who charted his own 
course.”

Carl Bernstein and Robert 
Woodward in a joint 
statement/The Guardian.com

n “It’s not the dogs that are 
dangerous, it’s the ... owners 
(who) teach them to fight and 
be aggressive.”

Dee Englehart of Lancaster, 
commenting on the state 
registry of dangerous dogs/
Facebook

n “It’s all about how you raise 
them, but some dogs are just 
not right to begin with ... They 
take in a lot of factors before 
declaring a dog dangerous.”

Alysia Shenk of Ephrata/
Facebook

Other opinions
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Examine the campaign contributions to Rep. Pitts and 
other U.S. elected officials at OpenSecrets.org.

In our words

Take a position, 
Rep. Pitts

asked you repeatedly to make clear your posi-
tion on the pipeline.

Could the fact that you have received thou-
sands of campaign dollars from energy inter-
ests be keeping you on the pipeline sidelines?

Oil and gas political action committees have 
been the third largest contributors to your 
campaign committee in 2013-14; PACs repre-
senting health professionals rank first on that 
list, followed by pharmaceutical and health 
product PACs.

Not coincidentally, you are a member of the 
House Energy & Commerce Committee, and 
you chair the House Health Subcommittee.

The Williams Companies PAC has contribut-
ed $15,000 to your campaign committee since 
2006.

That’s the parent company of Williams Part-
ners, which wants to build the Atlantic Sunrise 
pipeline in Lancaster County.

According to OpenSecrets.Org, an online 
tracker of Federal Election Commission data 
on campaign contributions, PACs and individ-
uals in the energy and natural resources sector 
have contributed a total of $459,760 to your 
election efforts.

Oil and gas interests have accounted for 
$169,750 — more than a third — of that total.

A spokesman for your campaign said earlier 
this year that “campaign donations do not and 
never will influence” your actions.

So what, Rep. Pitts, is keeping you from tak-
ing a real position on the pipeline?

Enough waffling, Rep. Joe Pitts.
It was good of you to organize a bus tour of 

the proposed pipeline path in August, though it 
would have been a better idea to include more 
than a select group of local officials.

And it’s great that you have invited the 
chairman of the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission to come to Lancaster Coun-
ty for a townhall meeting on the pipeline, 
though cynics will note the timing of the in-
vitation — just a few weeks before the Nov. 4 
election.

It is time for you to take a stand, to put the 
“representative” in Representative Pitts.

It’s right there in your job title: It’s your 
sworn duty to represent your constituents.

You are not alone in your reluctance to state 
your position on the pipeline.

The state representatives whose districts 
would be home to the pipeline — Ryan Aument, 
Bryan Cutler, Mindy Fee and Dave Hickernell 
— also have declined to take a stand. “This is a 
federal issue,” their websites say, as if elected 
officials didn’t venture out of their own lanes 
all the time.

At the LNP debate Tuesday night at Millers-
ville University’s Ware Center you said this: “I 
think the strongest position I have is to be an 
advocate for the concerns of my constituents, 
and I will make sure they are heard.”

That’s a position that seems noble but actu-
ally isn’t. Your constituents — some of whom 
were in the Ware Center audience — have 

To the dismay of some property owners, Williams Partners wants to build a 
natural gas pipeline through western Lancaster County. U.S. Rep. Joe Pitts, a 

Republican representing the 16th Congressional District, has declined re-
peatedly to state his position on the pipeline project.
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Never let it be said that 
Mother Nature doesn’t ap-
preciate irony.

A new study led by re-
searchers at Occidental Col-
lege and the University of 
California at Santa Barbara 
has found that the oil plat-
forms dotting the California 
coast are fantastic for sea 
life.

In a 15-year study, re-
searchers found that the 
ecosystems that build up 
around artificial rigs host 
1,000 percent more fish and 
other sea life than natural 
habitats such as reefs and 
estuaries. The Califor-
nia rigs outstripped even 
famously rich ecosystems 
such as the coral reefs of 
French Polynesia.

Now, as a big fan of artifi-
cial reefs, I think this is ex-
citing news. There are many 
who oppose the idea of 
improving on God’s — or, if 
you prefer, Gaia’s — design. 
This strikes me as crazy, 
given the fact that virtually 
all of the food we eat and 
the clothes we wear are the 
products of human innova-
tion. When humans ran out 
of gazelles or bison to hunt, 
they had the great idea of 
catching a few and raising 
a renewable supply. When 
picking wild seeds and ber-
ries no longer fed the tribe, 
it dawned on humans to 
plant their own.

Fish pose a special 
problem, however, because 
many species are difficult 
to farm. And even when fish 
are adaptable to aquacul-
ture, there are special risks 
and costs involved. As a 
result, the oceans are still 
being overfished, thanks in 
no small part to the tragedy 
of the commons. (Since no 
one owns the ocean, fishing 
fleets often grab as much as 
they can.)

According to Jeremy 
Claisse, the lead author of 
the study, the reason rigs 
are particularly beneficial 
stems from the fact they’re 
so tall. A skyscraper from 
seafloor to surface ap-
parently lends itself to a 
very rich ecosystem. The 
fact that it’s an oil rig is, of 
course, irrelevant.

Claisse says in interviews 
that he hopes policymakers 
will take his findings into 
account when approving 
renewable energy sources 
such as ocean-based wind 
farms. “These results show 
the potential importance 
of man-made structures in 
enhancing natural habi-
tats,” he told New Scientist, 
“and demonstrate that 
leaving them in place after 
use, if done right, can have 
benefits for the marine 
environment.”

He’s right. I would love to 
see standalone underwater 
skyscrapers anywhere they 
might work, but especially 
along the African coastline, 
where fishing is essential 
and overfishing a major 
problem.

But let’s get back to the 
ironic part. In 1992, world 
leaders convened in Rio 
de Janeiro to discuss three 
issues: climate change, 
desertification and bio-
diversity. Since then, the 
world has dedicated untold 
billions of dollars to fighting 
climate change. Even the 
rosiest accounts of what has 
been accomplished so far 
concede that little progress 
has been made in terms of 
forestalling the alleged cli-
mate apocalypse a century 
or so from now.

However, the effort has 
other achievements under 
its belt. The global war on 
carbon has allowed politi-
cians, activists and voters 
to congratulate themselves 
about their concern for 
the environment, while at 
the same time distracting 
them from the other goal of 
that Earth Summit: saving 
endangered species.

If only lobbyists and 
subsidy-grubbing corpora-
tions could make as much 
money fighting the eradica-
tion of the African elephant, 
the Asian tiger or countless 
other creatures.

Since the first Earth Day 
in 1970, the global wildlife 
population has been cut in 
half, according to the World 
Wildlife Fund. While there 
are many heroic organiza-
tions dedicated to saving 
endangered species, who 
can dispute that fossil fuel 
phobia dominates the con-
versation and sucks up most 
of the passion?

The environmental jihad 
against oil predates hysteria 
about global warming by 
decades. Oil was an enemy 
back when people were still 
fretting over the looming 
ice age. Indeed, many say it 
began with the Santa Bar-
bara oil spill of 1969.

I don’t know if the oil 
rigs off the Santa Barbara 
coast today have saved any 
endangered species, but I 
do know that the wind and 
solar farms of the Califor-
nia desert are killing and 
threatening birds — includ-
ing endangered ones — at 
an alarming rate (and not 
just birds). Not even the En-
dangered Species Act and 
the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act can stand in the way of 
the obsession with climate 
change.

What good will a cooler 
planet do us if we’re the only 
ones around to enjoy it?

As ecosystems near 
oil platforms thrive, 
a lesson emerges

JONAH GOLDBERG
TRIBUNE MEDIA SERVICES

n Jonah Goldberg is a fellow at the American Enterprise Institute and 
Tribune Media Services columnist; Twitter @JonahNRO.

Even the rosiest accounts of 
what has been accomplished 

so far concede that little 
progress has been made 

in terms of forestalling the 
alleged climate apocalypse a 

century or so from now.
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In our words

Proposed natural gas 
pipeline must avoid ground 
sacred to Native Americans

If not, the commission should make clear its 
intention to preserve Conestoga Indian Town.

And it should be prepared to defend the area 
in court if necessary.

The agency has the right to file as an inter-
venor — as parties with standing to challenge 
interstate pipelines are known — in defense 
of Native American artifacts. The commission 
should put Williams on notice of its intention 
to exercise that right, if necessary.

Perhaps that will make Williams reconsider 
its whole approach to the path of the western 
Lancaster County portion of its 193-mile At-
lantic Sunrise pipeline.

Existing easements and rights-of-way criss-
cross Lancaster County.

Instead of seeking a shortcut to Virginia 
through undisturbed land here — includ-
ing preserved farmland, the yards of private 
homes and a sacred Native American site — 
the company should at least consider an alter-
native.

That alternative is readily at hand — use 
some of these existing easements as a way to 
deliver natural gas from northern Pennsylva-
nia to Virginia.

The state commission owes it to the Native 
Americans whose ancestors were repeatedly 
betrayed to at least try to protect Conestoga 
Indian Town.

And Williams owes it to Lancaster County 
to protect both those lands and to at least 
consider avoiding other valuable areas we 
cherish.

Conestoga Indian Town, an area along Safe 
Harbor Road about four miles southwest of 
Millersville, is possibly the most important 
Native American site in Pennsylvania.

The Native Americans living there had a trea-
ty with William Penn himself and believed they 
had his protection when they were slaughtered 
in two attacks in December 1763.

The town was on 414 acres given to the 
Susquehannocks by William Penn, from a total 
of 3,000 acres originally given.

Now, 251 years after the Conestoga Massa-
cre, a different kind of incursion appears to be 
underway.

In its current proposed route for the Atlantic 
Sunrise natural gas pipeline, Oklahoma-based 
Williams Partners does not avoid the Cones-
toga Indian Town.

Williams has said it is working with the Penn-
sylvania Historical & Museum Commission, 
and could go under the site and/or preserve 
any artifacts it finds as it performs the dig.

That’s not good enough for Native Americans 
here, some of whom say they’ll stand in the way 
of Williams bulldozers rather than let the proj-
ect disturb ground they consider sacred.

As a matter of respecting and preserving Na-
tive American remains and artifacts, that also 
should not be good enough for the state mu-
seum commission.

Williams has indicated that the pipeline 
route could change, and might miss the area 
entirely when it files its application for the 
pipeline next year.

FIND MORE ONLINE
Native American objections to the Atlantic Sunrise pipeline: bit.ly/NativeAmericansPipeline and 
bit.ly/NativeAmericanDesecration

As currently proposed, the natural gas pipeline proposed to run through 

seven municipalities in western Lancaster County would cut through Conestoga 

Indian Town, a key Native American cultural site in Pennsylvania.

THE ISSUE

Other opinions

n “Oh good grief, people! 
The snow is coming and you 
just have to be reconciled 
with that ... It can snow 
anytime from October 
through April ... and even in 
May. I myself am choosing 
to embrace it. I love the four 
seasons!”
Betty Trout Stauffer of 
Leola/Facebook

n “So annoying seeing the 
different totals. Why can’t 
sources say, ‘We don’t know’ 
until it happens?”
Dan Bernardini of Lancaster, 
on the imprecision of winter 
weather forecasts/
Facebook

n  “(The character Katniss 
Everdeen) seems to innately 
understand what Hagel 
explained in his memo 
about the importance of 
innovation and agility on 
today’s battlefields. She’s the 
epitome of agility in battle to 
the absurd extreme.”
Columnist Rachel Marsden, 
on what President Obama 
can learn from outgoing 
Defense Secretary Chuck 
Hagel and the blockbuster 
movie, “Mockingjay”/
Townhall.com

n “A more aggressive 
defense secretary who has 
Mr. Obama’s full confidence 
and ear may be able to better 
deal with chaos and war on 
these fronts. But, ultimately, 
it is Mr. Obama who will have 
to set the course with a more 
coherent strategy.”
The New York Times 
Editorial Board/
nytimes.com

It’s a surprise to see 
President Obama actu-
ally fire someone. But I 
have to worry that Defense 
Secretary Chuck Hagel’s 
forced departure may signal 
further expansion of U.S. 
military involvement in 
Iraq and Syria.

Obama hardly ever gives 
anybody the boot, often 
sticking with aides and 
appointees long past their 
sell-by dates. Obama said 
Monday that Hagel “came 
to me” to discuss a possible 
departure, but multiple 
news reports quoted senior 
officials as saying he was 
forced out. Coming after 
last week’s in-your-face 
executive action on immi-
gration, the move seemed 
to suggest that Obama’s 
patience, at this point in his 
tenure, no longer rivals that 
of Job.

That’s all to the good. 
Obama will accomplish 
more in his last two years if 
he is seen as taking the ini-
tiative rather than reacting 
to events — and if he has the 
right team in place.

From the start, Hagel 
seemed kind of wrong. He 
stumbled and fumbled 
through his confirmation 
hearings, despite the fact 
that he was among old 
friends: He had served two 
terms in the Senate. In the 
end, he won the votes of just 
four fellow Republicans.

Hagel’s chief recommen-
dation for the job was his 
skepticism about George 
W. Bush’s war in Iraq. As 
early as 2005, Hagel was 
comparing Iraq to Vietnam 
— where he had served in 
combat as an enlisted man. 
In 2006, he wrote in The 
Post that “there will be no 
victory or defeat for the 
United States in Iraq” and 
called for beginning a with-
drawal of U.S. troops.

Was he equally skeptical 
about Barack Obama’s war 
in Iraq and Syria? Not if you 
judge by his public state-
ments. Before Obama had 
even decided on his air-
war strategy — which has 
already morphed into air-
war-plus — Hagel said the 
Islamic State was “beyond 
anything that we’ve seen” 
and an “imminent threat 
to every interest we have.” 
The White House was not 
thrilled at the hyperbole.

If that was really Ha-
gel’s view, however, at the 
Pentagon he did little to act 
on it. Unlike other recent 
wartime defense secretaries 
— Donald Rumsfeld leaps 
to mind — Hagel showed 
little interest in trying to 
micromanage strategy and 
tactics. He left that to the 
professionals — led by Gen. 
Martin Dempsey, chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
— and the White House, 
which is no stranger to 
micromanagement.

Hagel’s original task, as 
defined by Obama, was to 
oversee the withdrawal of 
combat forces from Afghan-
istan and manage a rational 
shrinking of the Pentagon 
budget. That changed with 
the rise of the Islamic State 
and Obama’s decision to 
launch a new war.

Hagel’s ouster may 
mean more war

n Eugene Robinson is a columnist for The Washington Post. Twitter: 
@Eugene_Robinson

EUGENE ROBINSON
THE WASHINGTON POST

Obama has already dou-
bled his initial troop com-
mitment to 3,000. U.S. and 
allied airstrikes have slowed 
and, in some places, halted 
Islamic State advances — at 
least in Iraq. But the ter-
rorist militia continues to 
hold a vast swath of terri-
tory in Iraq and Syria, and 
military experts are virtu-
ally unanimous in saying 
that airstrikes alone cannot 
carry out Obama’s pledge 
to “degrade and ultimately 
destroy” the group and its 
purported “caliphate.”

Other elements of the 
president’s plan are not 
panning out. The Shiite-
dominated Iraqi govern-
ment has not reached out 
to Sunni tribal leaders and 
persuaded them to turn 
their backs on the Islamic 
State. The Iraqi army has 
not magically been trans-
formed into an effective 
fighting force. The “moder-
ate” Syrian rebels who are 
supposed to serve as allied 
ground troops have not 
been trained or equipped; 
mostly they have been get-
ting smashed between the 
Islamic State’s hammer and 
Syrian dictator Bashar al-
Assad’s anvil.

Hagel’s public statements 
may have been all over the 
map, but he has a demon-
strated aversion to deploy-
ing U.S. combat troops 
without a clear mission 
or a clear path to victory. I 
accept that probably he was 
not the right person for the 
job. But it is essential, in my 
view, that his replacement 
have similar caution.

It is hard to imagine that 
the current strategy can 
possibly work. It is hard 
to see how the United 
States avoids becoming 
mired not just in Iraq’s 
sectarian struggles but in 
Syria’s apocalyptic civil war. 
Dempsey and other military 
officials have already mused 
that, if this plan fails, a new 
plan might require more 
troops.

I hope Hagel’s departure 
is more about rectifying a 
bad fit than about a funda-
mental shift in the nature of 
the job. I hope the president 
keeps this truth in mind: 
It’s easier to crank up a war 
than wind it down.

From the start, Hagel 
seemed kind of wrong. 

He stumbled and fumbled 
through his confirmation 
hearings, despite the fact 

that he was among old 
friends: He had served 

two terms in the Senate. 
In the end, he won the 

votes of just four fellow 
Republicans.
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Other opinions: Conestoga Township pipeline vote
n “Glad to hear it! We need 
more jobs.”
Tommy T. Hotchkiss, of 
Lancaster, regarding 
Conestoga Township 
supervisors’ rejection of 
a request by about 200 
residents to challenge 
Williams Partners’ proposed 
pipeline with a community 
rights ordinance/Facebook

n “Oh wow, a job for six 
months. That’s really building 
a strong economy.”
Lauren Hertz, of Lancaster/ 
Facebook

n “It doesn’t matter what 
the majority of people want. 
Big Business will win; money 
is above all. That stinks!”
Wanda Schneider, of 
Conestoga/Facebook

n “I wonder how much 
taxpayer money you all 
would be willing to spend to 
defend an expensive lawsuit 
brought on by the gas 
company.”
Doug Deholder, Cornwall, 
Lebanon County /Facebook

DANA MILBANK
THE WASHINGTON POST

WASHINGTON — After a 
week of Ferguson protests 
that have roiled the country, 
President Obama on Mon-
day did what he generally 
does in times of crisis: He 
had a meeting.

Actually, he had three 
of them, all behind closed 
doors. He met with his 
Cabinet. He met with civil 
rights leaders. He met with 
law-enforcement officials 
and community and faith 
leaders. And when all the 
chin-wags and palavers 
were done, Obama invited 
the cameras into the room 
and announced that he 
had decided ... to talk some 
more. He created a task 
force to spend 90 days 
studying police “best prac-
tices.”

The grand jury decision 
to not charge the white 
police officer who killed an 
unarmed black teenager in 
Missouri has given Obama 
another opportunity to 
show strong and decisive 
presidential leadership. 
And, once again, Obama is 
using the bully pulpit like a 
98-pound weakling. If any 
more chin-stroking goes 
on at this White House, the 
president’s advisers are go-
ing to have chafe marks on 
their jawbones.

It’s no surprise that 
Obama’s passive approach 
is not playing well. A new 
Washington Post-ABC 
News poll finds that only 
39 percent of the pub-
lic approves of Obama’s 
handling of Ferguson; even 
black support for Obama’s 
Ferguson performance, 
at 63 percent, is far below 
African-Americans’ overall 
support for the president.

Democratic lawmakers 
have privately expressed 
their wish that Obama 
go to Ferguson. The Rev. 
Jesse Jackson, preaching 
in Portland, Oregon, on 
Sunday, said that Obama 
should go to Ferguson, ac-
cording to Oregon Public 
Broadcasting. Obama ally 
Deval Patrick, the Massa-
chusetts governor, said on 
NBC that Obama “wants to 
go” to Ferguson but faces a 
“quandary” because of an 
ongoing Justice Depart-
ment investigation.

So is Obama going to Fer-
guson? “No specific plans,” 
the White House press sec-
retary, Josh Earnest, replied 
Monday when the question, 
the first of the briefing, was 
put to him by The Associ-
ated Press’ Jim Kuhnhenn.

This was no change from 
last week, when Obama, 
asked the same question by 
CNN’s Jim Acosta, said he’d 
“take a look and see how 
things are going.”

They’re not going well, 
and Obama, by going to 
Ferguson and talking about 
Ferguson elsewhere around 
the country, could start the 
conversation about race 
that we always talk about 
but never seem to have. The 
nation’s first black presi-
dent is in a unique position 
to quell protests, but also 
to give voice to legitimate 
grievances about the justice 
system.

Even if he’s determined 
to avoid Ferguson, Obama 
could offer more concrete 
solutions to the problem 

Pensive president
frustrating his allies

“... Obama, by going to 
Ferguson and talking about 
Ferguson elsewhere around 
the country, could start the 
conversation about race that 
we always talk about but never 
seem to have. The nation’s first 
black president is in a unique 
position to quell protests, but 
also to give voice to legitimate 
grievances about the justice 
system.”

than he has. To start with, 
there’s no way to know how 
big the problem of police 
shootings is and how closely 
it’s tied to race, because, in-
credibly, there’s no federal 
requirement that jurisdic-
tions report police shoot-
ings and killings.

The FBI just reported 
that 461 people were killed 
by police in “justifiable 
homicides” in 2013, but that 
dramatically understates 
the tally, according to those 
who have tried to track the 
killings.

Obama also backed off 
Monday on proposals to 
restrict transfers of military 
equipment to local police. 
In August, the president 
had said there is a “big 
difference” between the 
two, “and we don’t want 
those lines blurred.” But 
the administration decided 
against new restrictions, 
instead announcing more 
modest plans to track the 
transfers and to increase 
police training and use of 
body-worn cameras.

To take a bolder stand 
on healing racial divisions 
would be easy for Obama, 
both because it doesn’t 
require cooperation from 
Congress and because he al-
ready knows the words. He 
has often spoken eloquently 
on the topic — during the 
2008 controversy caused by 
the Rev. Jeremiah Wright, 
after the 2012 Trayvon 
Martin killing and again, 
briefly, after the Ferguson 
decision was announced a 
week ago.

But on this issue as on 
many others — notably the 
fight against the Islamic 
State and the need to find 
a new defense secretary — 
Obama has demonstrated 
a preference to mull rather 
than to act.

As it happens, on the same 
day Obama was naming 
his task force to further 
ponder policing issues, 
the Brookings Institution 
hosted former Obama aide 
Peter Orszag and others for 
a discussion in support of 
Obama’s efforts to use “evi-
dence-based policymaking” 
and his “fight for rigor and 
results in social policy.”

Over time, such a cerebral 
process probably produces 
the best results. But crises 
don’t wait for cogitation. In 
the long run, as the great 
thinker John Maynard 
Keynes noted, we are all 
dead.

n Dana Milbank is a columnist 
for The Washington Post; Twitter: 
@Milbank.

In our words

Conestoga pipeline opponents
deserve more than a ‘no’ vote

Owning a home, a piece of land, is an es-
sential piece of the American dream. It’s 
embedded in our consciousness, our way of 
life.

So when a corporation — a “Goliath,” as 
one Conestoga Township resident put it 
Tuesday — is empowered by the federal 
government to take over a piece of your 
property, and there’s no way to keep it from 
happening, the frustration can be over-
whelming.

That’s how many residents of Conestoga 
Township and other municipalities along 
the proposed pipeline route are feeling now.

They pleaded with their supervisors Tues-
day night to pass an ordinance seeking to 
supersede state and federal laws to keep the 
pipeline out of Conestoga Township.

They signaled a willingness to pay higher 
taxes to defend the ordinance.

“Whether this is effective or not effective, 
it gives us hope,” one woman said.

Pipeline opponents sense that the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission won’t be 
considering their interests when it decides 
if the pipeline should be built.

They’ve been frustrated by U.S. Rep. Joe Pitts’ 
reluctance to take a stand on the pipeline.

The pipeline won’t directly benefit them 
or Lancaster County — it represents only 
disruption, and perhaps some short-term 
jobs, not an economic bounty.

They are the little guys, about to be steam-
rolled, in their view, by a big corporation 
working in concert with an unresponsive 
government.

We understand this frustration. We share it.
The hard reality is that, as the supervisors 

said, the Community Bill of Rights Ordi-
nance being sought by pipeline opponents 
likely would not survive a court challenge.

Stretching from Pennsylvania through Mary-
land and into Virginia, the pipeline is interstate 
commerce — a matter of federal jurisdiction.

If FERC needs to demand more respect for 

local concerns such as woodlands, farmland 
and private property rights, that’s a matter 
to be taken up in Congress, not Conestoga 
Township.

Besides that option — which is not a good 
option here, given how long it would take 
federal lawmakers to address a rewrite of 
federal law affecting interstate pipelines — 
local residents should not feel powerless in 
the process.

As speakers said at a meeting last month at 
Central Manor Church of God near Wash-
ington Boro, it’s not too late to get involved 
in the FERC process.

Once the pipeline is formally proposed — 
which Williams is expected to do in March 
— people can file as intervenors.

To do so, they should establish how the 
proposed route would change the use of 
their own properties or any other property 
along the route — whether it’s used for hunt-
ing, fishing, birdwatching or some other 
purpose.

As Reading attorney Carl Engelman Jr. 
said last month, becoming an intervenor 
makes that person a participant in the pro-
cess, with the ability to protest, file com-
ments, testify at public hearings and to get 
information from proceedings concerning 
the application.

Property owners clearly feel that they’re 
alone in their fight against the pipeline.

They might feel less alone if Conestoga 
Township officials had not so quickly ac-
cepted their solicitor’s view that the com-
munity rights ordinance violates the state 
and federal constitutions.

The supervisors should have taken a bit 
more time to consider it and weighed other 
options for standing with affected residents.

Given their citizens’ strong and legitimate 
concerns about the pipeline’s effects on 
their property and safety, supervisors could 
have at least considered some substantive 
action in their defense.

THE ISSUE

Conestoga Township supervisors voted 3-0 Tuesday evening against a “commu-
nity rights” ordinance that would have sought to block the building of a natural gas 
pipeline through that municipality. Martic Township supervisors declined to vote 

on a similar ordinance that same night but said they would study the matter further. 
A company called Williams Partners wants to build the new natural gas pipeline, 

called the Penn Central South, across 35 miles of Lancaster County.

IF YOUR LAND ENDS UP ON THE PROPOSED ROUTE, TAKE 
ACTION BY:
n Getting a private appraisal to ensure fair compensation for changes to your property.

n Filing objections, which Williams Partners is inclined to address, if only to please FERC.

FIND MORE ONLINE
To become an intervenor, visit bit.ly/intervenor.
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Scrap the pipeline proposal

Farmland preservation should be just that — 
not dig up and repair, dig up and repair. Many 
Lancaster County farmers see themselves as 
stewards of their land; it is land they intend to 
bequeath to their children. The land is their 
livelihood, and its productivity depends on the 
quality of its soil.

Particularly for those who practice no-till 
farming — a means of protecting the soil by de-
clining to plow or till it — the prospect of heavy 
construction equipment disturbing the soil 
may be a terrible one.

Williams will compensate farmers for crops 
lost during construction, and says it has a plan 
to reclaim affected soil. But in its FERC appli-
cation, the company insists: “Construction of 
the pipeline is not expected to have any long-
term, adverse impacts on no-till farms.”

In his recent conversation with the LNP Edi-
torial Board, U.S. Rep. Joe Pitts seemed dismis-
sive of the impact this pipeline might have on 
farmland.

“I’ve visited with farmers who have pipelines 
going across their farms, and you couldn’t even 
tell, if they didn’t tell you,” he maintains.

This is a large, high-pressure pipeline. And 
the installation of pipelines can “disrupt the 
soil tremendously. ... Even if they do every-
thing right, some of the soil improvement that 
you accomplish with no-till (farming) will be 
lost,” says Sjoerd Duiker, associate professor 
of soil management and applied soil physics at 
Penn State University.

“There will be some impact no matter what.”
If the affected farms were part of the federal 

Farm and Ranch Lands Protection Program, they 
would be off-limits to pipelines, as that program 
prohibits the granting of easements or rights of 
way for utility lines. Those farms are shielded, 
too, from eminent domain seizure.

Clearly, part of the problem here owes to 
the failure of the federal government — Pitts 
and Congress included — to create a compre-
hensive infrastructure plan that protects vital 
agricultural land and provides for our nation’s 
future needs.

In this instance, farmers — some of them 
Amish, who generally don’t wield political in-
fluence or resort to litigation to defend their in-
terests — are being asked to absorb the risks of 
a project that won’t benefit them or the county.

The threat they face is a threat to us all, as 
their farms help to feed us.

We ask FERC to reject this pipeline proposal.

The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
rarely rejects a pipeline proposal, but if ever it’s 
going to do so, this would be the time.

We understand the need for natural gas; it’s 
a relatively clean energy source, and Pennsyl-
vania has plenty of it. But Williams could have, 
and should have, chosen existing rights of way 
for this pipeline.

At the bare minimum, it should be required 
to make its case for why alternative routes 
would not suffice.

In its application to FERC, Williams asserts 
that the “public benefits of (this) project are far 
more substantial than the potential adverse ef-
fects.”

We strongly disagree.
Lancaster County, an agricultural mecca, has 

some of the richest, nonirrigated soil in the na-
tion. It should not be sacrificed for the sake of a 
private company’s convenience and profits.

This county has a stellar record of preserving 
farmland.

It’s a tragic irony that in prohibiting future 
development of all this land, preservation just 
may have rendered it more vulnerable to pipe-
line companies, which prefer open spaces to 
developed ones.

There is now “a big target right across pre-
served farmland in Lancaster County,” says 
Karen Martynick, executive director of Lan-
caster Farmland Trust.

In essence, the tax dollars and charitable do-
nations put into preserving farmland here will 
be subsidizing a private company’s construc-
tion project by making it easier and cheaper.

There are 57 preserved farms within a quar-
ter-mile of the proposed pipeline’s centerline, 
Martynick says.

Of those, seven have been preserved through 
the Farmland Trust, a nonprofit group found-
ed in 1988 to give Amish farmers a means of 
preserving their land, without needing to par-
ticipate in a governmental program. Another 
five have been preserved by the trust in joint 
projects with the county.

The other farms have been preserved through 
the Lancaster County Agricultural Preserve Board, 
which is funded by state and county tax revenues.

Trust officials believe the pipeline’s intrusion 
on these properties would undermine the en-
tire preservation program here, which has pre-
served more than 100,000 acres of farmland — 
more than any other county in the nation — at 
a cost of $250 million.

On March 31, Oklahoma-based Williams Cos. filed its formal proposal with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission to build a 42-inch natural gas pipeline 
through 35 miles of Lancaster County. Williams says the pipeline is needed to 
transport natural gas from fracking wells in northeastern Pennsylvania to the 

company’s existing interstate Transco pipeline. The gas it would convey would be 
shipped to customers along the Atlantic Coast and, likely, overseas.
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Other opinions: Loretta Lynch confirmed as AG

n “The NAACP is very pleased 
to see this unreasonable 
delay finally resolved, and 
to see this highly qualified 
candidate confirmed. Her 
personal experiences as a child 
growing up in North Carolina 
to a fourth-generation Baptist 
minister and a mother who 
picked cotton so her daughter 
could have a better life are an 
inspiration to all of us.”
naacp.org

n “NR’s editors and a 
number of conservative 
groups had urged 
Republicans to vote 
against her confirmation, 
on the grounds that she’d 
promised to implement 
(the president’s) granting 
of temporary legal status to 
millions of illegal immigrants. 
Conservatives didn’t have 
problems with Lynch per se.”
nationalreview.com

n “The Senate just voted 
56-43 to confirm Loretta 
Lynch as attorney general. 
That wasn’t so hard after all, 
was it?”
Joan McCarter/ dailykos.com

n “There’s no evidence 
she pulled back on drug 
prosecutions in her district. 
She’s a big supporter of asset 
forfeiture. ... So Lynch doesn’t 
even seem to hit Eric Holder 
levels of respect for civil 
rights.”
Ed Krayewski/reason.com
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WASHINGTON — In 
December, President 
Barack Obama said that 
he wished to see Iran 
ultimately become a “very 
successful regional power.” 
His wish — a nightmare for 
the Western-oriented Arab 
states — is becoming a real-
ity. Consider:

— Gulf of Aden: Iran sends 
a flotilla of warships and 
weapons-carrying freight-
ers to reinforce the rebels in 
Yemen — a noncontiguous, 
non-Persian, nonthreat-
ening (to Iran) Arabian 
state — asserting its new 
status as regional bully and 
arbiter. The Obama admin-
istration sends an aircraft 
carrier group, apparently to 
prevent this gross breach of 
the U.N. weapons embargo 
on Yemen. Instead, the 
administration announces 
that it has no intention of 
doing anything. Meanwhile, 
it exerts pressure on Saudi 
Arabia to halt its air war 
over Yemen and agree to 
negotiate a political settle-
ment involving Iran.

— Russia: After a five-
year suspension, Russia 
announces the sale of 
advanced surface-to-air 
missiles to Iran, which will 
render its nuclear facili-
ties nearly invulnerable to 
attack. Obama’s reaction? 
Criticism, threats, sanc-
tions? No. A pat on the back 
for Vladimir Putin: “I’m, 
frankly, surprised that (the 
embargo) held this long.”

— Iran: Last week, Obama 
pre-emptively caved on the 
longstanding U.S. condition 
that there be no immedi-
ate sanctions relief in any 
Iranian nuclear deal. He 
casually dismissed this red 
line, declaring that what is 
really important is whether 
sanctions can be reimposed 
if Iran cheats. And it doesn’t 
stop there. The Wall Street 
Journal reports that Obama 
is offering Tehran a $30 
billion to $50 billion signing 
bonus (drawn from frozen 
Iranian assets) — around 10 
percent of Iranian GDP.

— Syria: After insisting for 
years that President Bashar 
al-Assad of Syria “step 
aside,” the U.S. has adopted 
a hands-off policy toward 
a regime described by our 
own secretary of state as an 
Iranian puppet.

— Iraq: Iran’s Quds Force 
Commander Qassem Sulei-
mani, director of Shiite mi-
litias that killed hundreds of 
Americans during the Iraq 
War and were ultimately 
defeated by the 2007-08 
U.S. surge, operates freely 
throughout Iraq flaunting 
his country’s dominance. 
In March, he was directing 
the same Iraqi militias, this 
time against the Islamic 
State — with the help of U.S. 
air cover.

This is the new Middle 
East. Its strategic reality is 
clear to everyone: Iran ris-
ing, assisted, astonishingly, 
by the United States.

Obama’s initial Middle 
East strategy was simply 
withdrawal. He would enter 
history as the ultimate 
peace president, ushering 
in a new era in which “the 
tide of war is receding.” The 
subsequent vacuum having 
been filled, unfortunately 
and predictably, by vari-

ous enemies, adversaries 
and irredeemables, Obama 
lighted upon a new idea: 
We don’t just withdraw, we 
hand the baton. To Iran.

Obama may not even be 
aware that he is recapitulat-
ing the Nixon doctrine, but 
with a fatal twist. Nixon’s 
main focus was to get the 
Vietnamese to take over 
that war from us. But the 
doctrine evolved and was 
generalized to deputize 
various smaller powers to 
police their regions on our 
behalf. In the Persian Gulf, 
our principal proxy was 
Iran.

The only problem with 
Obama’s version of the 
Nixon doctrine is that Iran 
today is not the Western-
ized, secular, pro-American 
regional power it was under 
the shah. It is radical, cleri-
cal, rabidly anti-imperialist, 
deeply anti-Western. The 
regime’s ultimate — and 
openly declared — strate-
gic purpose is to drive the 
American infidel from the 
region and either subordi-
nate or annihilate America’s 
Middle Eastern allies.

Which has those allies in 
an understandable panic. 
Can an American president 
really believe that appeas-
ing Iran — territorially, 
economically, militarily 
and by conferring nuclear 
legitimacy — will moderate 
its behavior and ideology, 
adherence to which despite 
all odds is now yielding 
undreamed of success?

Iran went into the nuclear 
negotiations heavily sanc-
tioned, isolated interna-
tionally, hemorrhaging 
financially — and this was 
even before the collapse of 
oil prices. After 17 months 
of serial American conces-
sions, the Iranian economy 
is growing again, its forces 
and proxies are on the 
march through the Arab 
Middle East and it is on the 
verge of having its nuclear 
defiance rewarded and 
legitimized.

The Saudis are resisting 
being broken to Iranian 
dominance. They have re-
sumed their war in Yemen. 
They are resisting being 
forced into Yemen negotia-
tions with Iran, a country 
that is, in the words of the 
Saudi ambassador to the 
U.S., “part of the problem, 
not part of the solution.”

Obama appears unde-
terred. He’s determined to 
make his Iran-first inverted 
Nixon Doctrine a reality. 
Our friends in the region, 
who for decades have relied 
on us to protect them from 
Iran, look on astonished.
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