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I would like to respectfully
respond to Mr. O’Brien s letter
in the Aug 23 leader stating
that my printed letter, which
appeared on Aug 16, was “
misinformed and perhaps hy-
perbolic”.

I will concede that the name
of Catholic organization which
has denounced Ryan’s budget
is properly named the U.S. Con-
ference of Catholic Bishops
(USCCB) and that it is indeed
Sister Simone Campbell who
toured the US on a bus tour
denouncing Ryan’s budget.
Thank you for that clarification.
Having said that, I must cor-
rect Mr. O’Brien ‘s misstate-
ments of my written words. I
never said that the Church op-
posed the Ryan budget because
of the changes to Medicare. I
said they oppose the Ryan bud-
get because it” was fundamen-
tally lopsided”- meaning favor-
ing the rich and gutting pro-
grams to the poor. Indeed Mr.
O’Brien himself pointed out that
this is exactly what Cardinal
Dolan’s grave concerns are, that
It could have adverse effects
on hunger and nutrition thereby
supporting what I had said in
my letter.

As far as Sister Simone
Campbell, she is a Catholic Nun
who is so disturbed by the Ryan
budget in as far as how it hurts
the needy and the poor, that
her moral opposition to Ryan’s
budget has motivated her to
take a bus tour around the US
speaking about this. Mr.
O’Brien’s letter says she is no
authority on the Church and is
an “agitator “ and a “dissident”.
As far as agitators and dissi-
dents— do you know who was
one of our greatest US dissi-
dents? – John Adams. He was
one of the most passionate dis-
sidents and agitators this coun-

try has ever known – without
whom we would never have
had the Continental Congress,
Declaration of Independence
and our greatest achievement
– The US Constitution. So hats
off to another American hero
and dissident –, Sister Simone
Campbell.

If I indicated that the Pope
himself spoke out against the
Ryan budget, my apologies if
that was not 100 percent accu-
rate. Thank you for the correc-
tion.

The “end of Medicare as we
know it” is not a “ worn out
statement” as Mr. O’Brien had
claimed in his letter. Turning
Medicare into a voucher sys-
tem is one of the signature
elements of the Ryan budget
that passed the in The House of
Representatives. It seems Mr.
O’Brien doesn’t like the term
continually to be stated – but it
is being stated because it is a
fact that Americans need to be
aware of. Mr. O’Brien himself
says in his letter “this might be
the case eventually...”. Well,
he just proved my point. Medi-
care currently operates as a
government sponsored pro-
gram, not a voucher or a pre-
mium support program – so a
voucher program would then
change Medicare “as we know
it”.

He refers to cuts in spending
that the Ryan Budget proposes
as not cuts in spending but cuts
in spending “increases”. That
makes no sense. There are dras-
tic cuts to all kinds of current
budget expenditures in the Ryan
bill that are factual and irrefut-
able.

Mr. O’Brien said that that the
Ryan budget will not be part of
the Romney campaign. Really?
Before Romney loved the bud-
get plan. In an Associated Press

release on April 3, Romney is
quoted as saying in a Wisconsin
town hall meeting on March 28,
“I think it’d be marvelous if the
Senate were to pick up Paul
Ryan’s budget and to adopt it
and pass it along to the presi-
dent” . That sounds like a pretty
strong endorsement to me. Now
he’s distancing himself from it?

Mr. O’Brien then added”
Rather than much ado about
what will not be, perhaps we
should instead focus on Gov.
Romney’s budget portrayals
when he makes them known”.
He did make them known. He
fully endorsed the Ryan budget
and said he wanted it enacted
into law. I think it is naive for
anyone to somehow believe that
all of a sudden Romney is going
to make a complete turnaround
from the policies that his party
has endorsed and that he him-
self has endorsed.

Mr. O’Brien says he doubts
that any budget of Romney’s
will give tax breaks to the
wealthy and oppress the middle
class and impoverished given
that there are more middle
class and impoverished than
wealthy today. Of course there
are. That’s the point. So it begs
the question, why did Paul Ryan
write the Ryan Budget and Re-
publicans pass it—which does
exactly that? If Romney is
against the plan so much, then
why did he endorse it and why
would he choose the architect
and head promoter of the plan
to be his V.P.? It makes no
sense. I think Mr. O’Brien needs
to look at the FACTS. That is all
in the Ryan Budget that the
House of Representatives

passed, that Romney has en-
dorsed and what is being
pushed by the Republican
Party.

Moreover, look no further than
Grover Norquist to understand
the central party platform. As
the leader of Americans for Tax
Reform and the architect of the
pledge to never ever raise rev-
enues—EVER- he seems to have
the party in a stronghold. This
overreaching pledge was signed
by virtually every Republican
Congressman—including our
7th district Leonard Lance. In a
speech to CPAC (Conservative
Political Action Conference),
Norquist was quoted as saying”
We don’t need a president to
tell us in what direction to go.
We know what direction to go.
We want the Ryan budget. We
just need a president to sign
this stuff. We don’t need some-
one to think it up or design it.
Pick a Republican with enough
working digits to handle a pen
to become president of the
United States...His job is to be
captain of the team, to sign the
legislation that has already been
prepared. “

I guess Romney will take his
marching orders from Norquist.
Now that the House of Repre-
sentatives is Republican con-
trolled and they have already
passed the Ryan budget, if the
Senate were to go Republican,
they will vote yes on the bud-
get. If Romney is President
what is he going to do, veto it?
I hardly think so. So, it is not
“much ado about what will not
be”. It seems Mr. O’Brien wants
to ignore facts, and instead
rely on wishful thinking.

Romney says he wants to
give everyone tax breaks, not
touch Medicare or Social Se-
curity and at the same time
eliminate the deficit by some
magic I guess. The Tax Policy
Center, a non-partisan tax as-
sessment group, has said this
is “mathematically impos-
sible”. He would have to cut
everything else by almost
half— Medicaid, education,
EPA,—the list goes on and on.
Given that virtually every Re-
publican is wedded to the idea
of never ending the Bush tax
cuts for the rich, where are
they going to get the money
from? Almost every Republi-
can signed the Norquist pledge
to never raise taxes – EVER.
This is simply unrealistic and
reckless if we are to make up
for the deficit, which was cre-
ated by an unfunded war and
the collapse of our banking
system due to the government
letting the banks run rampant
with little, if no regulation.

Another inconvenient fact is
that the Ryan budget will NOT
reduce the deficit for another
30 years because it fails to
raise enough revenues to bal-
ance anything – even with all of
the draconian cuts.

As I stated earlier, I concede
any misstatements I may have
made regarding exact titles
(such as the USCCB) but my
message remains intact based
on facts, not “hyperbole” as
was incorrectly stated by Mr.
O’Brien.

You may disagree with my
message— but hyperbolic, I am
not. Concerned and passionate
about what happens to this

country – I am.

Karen Egert

WestfieldAnotherLetter to the Editor

*** I’m Not “Hyperbolic” or “Misinformed” but Factual and Honest ***


