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WASHINGTON — It 
happens once a week, almost like 
clockwork. 

Kevin McCarthy, the man 
House Republicans are on course 
to tap as their next majority leader, 
steps to the microphones with other 
GOP leaders, opens his eyes wide 
and says something baffl ing. 

On justice being blind: “One 
of the most important I think that 
can happen today, Lynn Jenkins’ 
bill, an idea of fairness, the idea 
that when you look across the 
street from the Capitol, you see the 
Supreme Court, you see the statue 
sitting there, blinded in the process 
with the weights in — between.” 

On HealthCare.gov: “He 
only totes the 8 million. But the 
insurers are saying many of that 
is duplicate, that people inside the 
website that we all know did not 
— wasn’t successful. ... How many 
have paid the premiums? How 
many will continue? How many 
are duplicates? How can we fall as 
we go forward?” 

On his home state of California: 
“We are suffering through one of 

the worst droughts in a century. 
It’s even worse based upon the 
regulations that we have. ... 
Unfortunately, like many of 
our bills, we sent it to the 
Senate, the Senate refused 
to act on it, let no one act 
on what is their policy for a 
drought in California? This 
has gone beyond the point.” 

On a charter-school bill: 
“This is a great strength 
of a change making 
an equalizer inside for 
economy throughout.” 

Watching McCarthy at these 
weekly stakeouts (he has been 
majority whip the past three years) 
can be a nail-biting event. It’s 
surprising, because he is a native 
English speaker and he speaks 
fl uently in private or in small 
groups. But put him in front of 
a crowd and his words come out 
as if they have been translated by 
Google from a foreign language. 

This is not a peripheral matter, 
because McCarthy will become 
much more of a spokesman for the 
party if he replaces Eric Cantor. This 

would also put him fi rst in line to 
be the spokesman for congressional 

Republicans — speaker of 
the House — once John 
Boehner leaves the post. 

It’s certainly not 
disqualifying (our 43rd 
president frequently waged 
battles with the English 
language), but McCarthy’s 
struggle might give 
colleagues pause because it 
occurs when he is working 
from notes or making 
a prepared statement. 

What will happen when he takes 
questions as majority leader, which 
he seldom does now?

McCarthy is good-looking 
and well-liked by colleagues (he 
screens movies for them), and 
no dummy could have advanced 
so far since his election in 2006. 
But he has had some high-
profi le failures as the party’s 
top vote counter (on a couple of 
occasions, leaders lost or had to 
cancel votes they expected to 
win), and one of his high-profi le 
launches, a website inviting public 

feedback, was widely ridiculed 
and then abandoned. At the 
launch, McCarthy said he used 
“a Microsoft program that helped 
NASA map the moon.”

McCarthy has traveled far, 
apparently, to come up with some of 
his weekly pronouncements. Here 
are a few, transcribed by Federal 
News Service, which occasionally 
inserts words in parentheses that 
the stenographers think McCarthy 
might have been trying to say. 

On a Congressional Budget 
Offi ce study of Obamacare: “Then 
yesterday, based upon that study, 
what does he do? Delays business, 
loses trust. And where’s the 
fairness? Business is picked over 
individuals. America — we’re a 
collective of individuals. We (come 
strength?) bound together.” 

On regulations: “We’re in the 
fourth year of a recovery — a 
recovery of this administration 
that put in more than 2,600 new 
regulations in its fourth year, more 
than 60 that were major rulings, 
compounded on growth.” 

On jobs: “I went out in my 

district and asked to tell the stories. 
I got it clear across the district, 
from all different aspects. ... The 
Labor Department statistic for low-
wage worker, December 2013, was 
the shortest amount of workweek 
they’ve ever had.” 

On an energy bill: “There is 
a theme that goes through it — 
the concept of representing the 
individual, the fairness of this 
country that it’s based upon, 
looking out for those individuals 
from the home heating costs that 
are being doubled and regulation 
that holds it back. If you look at 
Shuster’s bill, it allows propane to 
be able to move — (inaudible) — 
to be able to work.” 

On last year’s government 
shutdown: “As the speaker laid out, 
senior White House administration 
says it doesn’t matter how long 
we’re shut down.” 

Republicans had better hope 
McCarthy masters speaking before 
becoming speaker.

Dana Milbank is a columnist for 
The Washington Post.

Future speaker Kevin McCarthy: Say what?

“From the halls of 
Montezuma

To the shores of Tripoli 
... “

— The Marines’ Hymn

Two hundred and nine 
years after Marines 
visited those shores, 

dispatched by 
President Jefferson 
to punish Barbary 
pirates for attack-
ing U.S. vessels in 
the Mediterranean, 
Marines are again 
in that sea, poised 
to return. If they are 
sent ashore, their 
mission will be to 
rescue U.S. citizens 
from the consequences 
of U.S. policy. Then they 
might have to do the same 
thing in Baghdad.

The House Select 
Committee on Benghazi 
should not consider the 
attack on the U.S. compound 
in Benghazi its sole or 
even primary topic. Rather, 
it should begin at the 
beginning, with the U.S. 
military intervention in 
Libya’s civil war 18 months 
before Benghazi.

Today, Libya is an 
anarchy of hundreds 
of rival militias. The 
U.S. intervention, for 
which Barack Obama’s 
phrasemakers coined 
the term “leading from 
behind,” was justifi ed by 
“R2P” — the “responsibility 
to protect” Libyans, 
especially in Benghazi, 
from the supposed threat 
of genocide infl icted by 
Moammar Gaddafi . This 
humanitarian imperialism 
quickly became an exercise 
in regime change. But 
the prolonged attempt to 
assassinate Gaddafi  from the 
air made no provision for a 
replacement regime.

The Benghazi 
committee should hear 
from Alan J. Kuperman 
of the Lyndon B. Johnson 
School of Public Affairs at 
the University of Texas. In 
his policy brief “Lessons 
from Libya: How Not to 
Intervene,” he says:

Gaddafi  did not initiate 
violence against peaceful 

protesters. Rather, protesters 
initiated the violence that 
engulfed four cities. 

Media reports 
“exaggerated the death toll 
by a factor of 10, citing 
‘more than 2,000 deaths’ 
in Benghazi during the 

initial days of the 
uprising, whereas 
Human Rights 
Watch (HRW) later 
documented only 
233 deaths across 
all of Libya in that 
period.” 

Furthermore, 
when the U.S. and 
a few other NATO 
nations intervened 
in March 2011, 

“Gaddafi  already had 
regained control of most of 
Libya, while the rebels were 
retreating rapidly toward 
Egypt. Thus, the confl ict 
was about to end, barely six 
weeks after it started, at a 
toll of about 1,000 dead. ... 
[The intervention] enabled 
the rebels to resume their 
attack, which prolonged 
the war for another seven 
months and caused at least 
7,000 more deaths.” 

The intervention 
encouraged peaceful 
protesters in Syria to use 
violence in the hope of 
attracting an intervention. 
This increased the rate 
of killing there tenfold. 
And since Gaddafi  fell, 
“sophisticated weapons 
from Gaddafi ’s arsenal 
— including up to 15,000 
man-portable, surface-to-air 
missiles unaccounted for as 
of 2012 — leaked to radical 
Islamists throughout the 
region.”

Perhaps including 
Iraq. The Benghazi 
committee is organizing 
as Iraq crumbles, its army 
disintegrating as the enemy 
approaches. In January, 
Fallujah fell to forces of 
the Islamic State of Iraq 
and Syria, an al-Qaeda 
affi liate. ISIS’ conquest 
of Mosul, Iraq’s second-
largest city (its population 
of 1.5 million equals that 
of Philadelphia), then Tal 
Afar, is redundant evidence 
that the U.S. experience in 
Iraq was the worst episode 

of squandered valor in U.S. 
history.

Some will say that it 
would not have come to this 
if the Iraqi army had not 
been disbanded, or if there 
had been better occupation 
planning, or if there had 
been a bigger occupying 
force, or if an agreement 
had been reached to keep a 
signifi cant number of U.S. 
troops in Iraq indefi nitely, 
or if ...

Enough. Here is a 
question for Republican 
presidential aspirants:

Given the absence of 
Iraqi weapons of mass 
destruction, and given that 
we now know how little 
we know about “nation-
building” and about the 
promotion of democracy 
in nations that need to be 
“built,” and given that 
Saddam Hussein’s horrifi c 
tyranny at least controlled 
Iraq’s sectarian furies, 
and given that Iraq under 
him was Iran’s adversary, 
and given that 10-year 
wars make Americans 
indiscriminately averse to 
military undertakings — 
given all this, if you could 
rewind history to March 
2003, would you favor 
invading Iraq?

Barack Obama is 
conducting the foreign 
policy retreat he promised, 
that then-Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton facilitated 
without apparent qualms, 
and that many Americans 
said they wanted until it 
began to make them queasy. 
The Republican challenge 
is to articulate a policy that 
fi lls the vast space between 
this retreat and the ruinous 
grandiosity of the “freedom 
agenda” of Obama’s 
predecessor.

Americans prefer not to 
think about, and rarely allow 
elections to turn on, foreign 
policy. Events, however, are 
not cooperating. 

Trotsky probably did not 
really say this, but someone 
should: “You may not be 
interested in war, but war is 
interested in you.”

George Will is a columnist 
for The Washington Post.
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DOES Cobb Commission 
Chairman Tim Lee want the upcoming 
SPLOST referendum in November to 
pass, or does he want it to fail?

The answer appears to be the lat-
ter, based on his continuing insistence 
it should include heavy funding for a 
Bus Rapid Transit system the public 
overwhelmingly seems to oppose.

Lee wants to include $100 million 
for the BRT in the 1 percent Special 
Purpose Local Option Sales Tax, 
which is expected to bring in around 
$750 million over its six-year 
life.

“I really believe in the proj-
ect,” Lee said.

The BRT (which would have 
an actual price tag of about $492 
million, not including operat-
ing costs) would feature buses 
traveling in dedicated lanes up 
and down the U.S. 41 corridor from 
Acworth to the Midtown MARTA sta-
tion. Lee hopes to get buy-in for BRT 
from the other commissioners and the 
mayors of Cobb’s six cities at a meet-
ing Friday.

But Lee seems to have the shortest 
memory in Cobb. His passion for BRT 
apparently has caused him to forget 
Cobb voters overwhelmingly re-
jected (by a 69-31 percent margin) the 
TSPLOST referendum two summers 
ago that included what, for all intents 
and purposes was a BRT line.

You’ll recall the Lee-backed 
TSPLOST originally would have 
steered around $865 million in Cobb 
tax dollars toward construction of a 
light-rail line from Cumberland Mall 
to Midtown Atlanta. It proved so im-
mediately unpopular Lee shifted gears, 
reconfi guring the proposal so it instead 
would have spent $689 million for a 
“premium bus service” up the 41 cor-
ridor (apparently not to be confused 
with the Cobb Transit bus line al-
ready there). But it didn’t matter. The 
TSPLOST was DOA.

Now Lee is pulling out all the stops 
to jumpstart BRT. And thanks to a 
story in Wednesday’s MDJ, we know 
the pie-in-the-sky transit line is now 
in its fourth iteration. What once was 
a light rail line, and then a “premium 
bus service,” and then “BRT,” now is 
listed in the master project list for the 
proposed SPLOST as “high capac-
ity multi-modal transit along Cobb 
Parkway.”

A rose by any other name is still a 
rose — and a BRT system by any other 
name is still a BRT system. Not only 
that: No matter what Lee chooses to 
call it, if he includes funding for a BRT 
in the upcoming November SPLOST 
referendum, local voters will see it as 
nothing but the TSPLOST warmed 
over — TSPLOST 2.0, you might say 
— and reject it.

���
WHY is Lee so eager to tempt fate 

by including the BRT in the SPLOST 
renewal vote? Has he forgotten the 
current county road SPLOST was ap-
proved in 2011 by a razor-thin 79-vote 
margin out of 43,000 votes cast? Has 
he also forgotten the victory margin of 
the prior road SPLOST referendum in 

2005 was an equally narrow 117-vote 
margin out of 40,000 votes cast?

Also recall SPLOST supporters 
promised in the run-up to the 2011 
votes if the public passed the measure 
there would be no need to raise prop-
erty taxes for the foreseeable future? 
And remember also just days after its 
passage, Lee announced a $31 million 
budget hole for fi scal 2011, and ulti-
mately persuaded his board to hike the 
property tax rate by 15.7 percent. The 
tax rate still is not back where it was, 

yet Lee now wants county resi-
dents to tax themselves further 
to push a BRT line.

He and the commission 
would do better to downsize the 
proposed SPLOST to fi ve years 
from six and to cut it to the bare 
bones. A narrow majority of lo-
cal voters probably can be per-

suaded to support a SPLOST tax that 
focuses on “needs,” since needs are 
justifi able and will have to be paid for 
one way or the other anyway. But they 
are not likely to vote for a SPLOST list 
full of “wants.”

In short, Lee needs to be thinking 
“meat cleaver,” not “sexy.”

���
THERE ALSO are those who think 

Lee has an as-yet unstated reason for 
wanting the BRT on the fall ballot. 
That is, the fall general election ballot 
will have higher turnout than a stand-
alone referendum. And while small 
turnouts are easy to manipulate, it’s 
possible Lee is hoping to use the large 
turnout to his advantage. That is, he 
could be hoping a large turnout with a 
sizeable Democratic component might 
be more amenable to voting for mass 
transit.

That might work — and it might 
not. And it amounts to a huge gamble 
that risks the future of the county’s 
road program and his own political fu-
ture on BRT. If he’s truly committed to 
passing the SPLOST, he’ll sideline the 
buses, downsize the program’s scale 
and focus on lining up support for it.

There conceivably will come a time 
when there is suffi cient density in the 
Cobb Parkway corridor to support a 
BRT-type line, or even a rail line of 
some sort. But we’re not there yet. Not 
even close.

If Lee is absolutely determined to 
hear from voters about the BRT, he 
should push a stand-alone bond refer-
endum on the BRT with it as the only 
item on the ballot. Interest rates are 
at historic lows and the county has a 
cream-of-the-crop AAA bond rating, 
so who knows? But at least that way, if 
the BRT dies, it would not drag down 
the rest of the county’s SPLOST pro-
gram along with it.

���
TIM LEE needs to listen the voters 

on the BRT, rather than telling the vot-
ers to listen to him. And the other com-
missioners and the mayors at Friday’s 
meeting need to tell him loud and clear 
not to mix SPLOST with BRT.

Moreover, if Lee is smart, he will 
give voters lots of reasons to vote for 
the SPLOST — rather than a ready-
made reason to vote against it.

DEATH KNELL FOR SPLOST
Lee’s push for BRT could be ...
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