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Some pundits have reacted with concern, and 

others with glee, at the video that seems to show the 

leaders of France, the U.K. and Canada laughing at 

President Donald Trump at a meeting earlier this 

month.

In either case the consensus seems to be that 

Trump has singlehandedly diminished America’s 

standing in the world.

Setting aside for a moment whether this even 

matters to Americans — who are, after all, the people 

Trump is supposed to represent — a relevant ques-

tion is whether some of those leaders ought to be 

paying more attention to their own countries than 

tittering about Trump.

French president Emmanual Macron apparently 

fi nds Trump amusing, but what does Macron think 

about his country’s 8.5% unemployment rate while 

America’s is 3.6%?

Is Canadian prime minister Justin Trudeau’s mirth 

about Trump helping Trudeau’s constituents (5.9% 

jobless rate) fi nd work?

And if Trudeau thinks Trump is so easy to dismiss, 

then why has his country negotiated a new trade deal 

with the U.S. that redounds to the latter country’s 

benefi t?

British prime minister Boris Johnson can at least 

spar with Trump on economic grounds — the U.K.’s 

unemployment rate is 3.8% — but in some circles 

Johnson is nearly as maligned as Trump for his sup-

port of Brexit.

At least until he chuckles at Trump, apparently.

James Gibney, an editorial writer for Bloomberg 

Opinion, cited Pew Research Center surveys show-

ing that the percentage of Canadians and Mexicans 

who see the U.S. as their top ally has declined during 

Trump’s tenure. Gibney suggests this might weaken 

America as it vies with China for “infl uence and 

power.”

Perhaps.

But it’s quite another thing to imply that Trump 

— who certainly doesn’t help his own reputation 

with his frequently repugnant tweets and comments 

— has in any meaningful way reduced America’s posi-

tion as a bastion of freedom and generosity.

Let’s say, to use Gibney’s examples, that either Mex-

ico or Canada, or indeed any other country, suffers a 

natural disaster or other calamity beyond its capacity 

to deal with. Do you think the fi rst phone calls goes to 

Beijing, or to Washington, D.C.?

— Jayson Jacoby, Baker City Herald editor

Laughing 
at Trump

The taxing to prosperity myth
A recent New York Times headline 

caught my eye. “Could tax increases 
speed up the economy? Democrats say 
yes.” The story, written by Jim Tankers-
ley, explained that Elizabeth Warren is 
“leading a liberal rebellion” against the 
“long-held economic view that large tax 
increases slow economic growth.”

Given the miserable track record 
of redistribution politics as economic 
theory and the strength of today’s 
free-market economy, I had to read on. 
Was this a case of economic illiteracy 
on the part of Warren and her fellow 
quasi-socialists who seem to be driving 
the Democratic debate? Or was this 
latest fascination with redistribution of 
wealth a focus group-tested battle cry 
for the base? Or maybe this was just 
the latest iteration of Democrats’ failed 
economic theories last seen in 2010 
when Joe Biden promised a recession-
weary America a “summer of recovery” 
that didn’t happen.

The central argument being made by 
Warren, Bernie Sanders and a band of 
liberal policy economists goes some-
thing like this: “There is something 
very wrong with the American economy 
today, something immoral and danger-
ous, and it’s called inequality. Taking 
money from big corporations and the 
wealthy frees money for more produc-
tive government spending that will 
bring growth.”

Have any of them checked their 
IRAs lately or the latest unemployment 
and wage growth numbers, especially 
for minority communities? Despite 
the fact that the country is benefi ting 
from one of the strongest economies in 
history, these progressives are peddling 
unproven economic theories without 
any credible economic modeling to sup-
port their claims or an ability to cite a 
successful implementation of this kind 
of redistributive economic policy.

The most recent foray into this sort 
of dubious government reengineering, 
the Obama-Biden stimulus program 
of 2009, gave us the slowest economic 
recovery from a recession since World 
War II. Thirty straight months of 9% 
or higher unemployment is quite a 
contrast with today’s 21 consecutive 
months of 4% or less unemployment.

Democratic presidents once under-
stood that tax cuts are better drivers of 
growth than billion-dollar government 
stimulus programs. John F. Kennedy in 
1963 and Bill Clinton in 1997 both em-
braced signifi cant tax cuts. Going from 
1963 to 1969, IRS revenues increased 
48% and 13.9 million jobs were created. 

In 1998, despite Democratic cries that 
tax cuts would create defi cits, Congress 
balanced the budget.

But that economic record hasn’t 
stopped today’s Democratic presidential 
contenders from a relentless and brutal 
assault on pro-growth policies and on 
those who promote them, with a fervor 
that defi es logic. They don’t hesitate 
to call out free-market supporters on 
Capitol Hill or in the private sector as 
corrupt members of an elite ruling class 
out for themselves.

They portray American business 
leaders as greedy and heartless corpo-
rate autocrats who put “obscene profi ts” 
ahead of their own workers. And they 
offer up “solutions” like higher corpo-
rate taxes that make the country less 
competitive, new tax-the-rich schemes 
that depress investment, and an end to 
employer-based health care for millions 
of working Americans.

Clearly, Democrats have redistri-
bution-of-wealth plans, but what they 
don’t have is an economic growth plan.

Winning the political argument 
against this kind of misguided think-
ing, especially in light of the success of 
today’s freer-market economy, should be 
a fairly easy task. But you can’t win a 
debate if you don’t take the stage; and 
in 2018, Republicans stuck with a tired 
anti-Pelosi campaign strategy that cost 
them the House.

So why aren’t Republicans and other 
pro-growth conservatives speaking out 
more forcefully today about this record-
setting economy? Not just touting the 
positive numbers but explaining free-
market principles, why and how they 
work, and what they deliver for people 
and communities.

One reason is the efforts of many in 
the Republican consulting community 
who tell GOP candidates that their job 
isn’t to defend center-right economic 
principles. Their job, they advise them, 
is to attack their opponents. We all 
know how well that strategy worked 
before.

Having worked with congressional 
Republicans for three decades, I know 
that most members want to be more 
positive and get behind an affi rmative 
message on the economy that touts 
the principles they believe in. It’s time 
Republicans and their pro-growth sup-
porters in the private sector stepped up 
to the plate.

There are many companies and 
corporations with positive stories to 
tell about how the 2017 Tax Cuts and 
Jobs Act helped their businesses inject 
millions of dollars into the economy and 
create more jobs. The tax cuts also gave 
business leaders the ability to put more 
money into capital expenditures and 
higher wages and better benefi ts for 
their employees — exactly what the bill 
was designed to do.

These are stories that Americans 
never hear but should. Those who 
passed the legislation and those who 
benefi ted from it have a responsibility 
to make their case over the next year 
or risk losing the next generation to the 
fever dream of wealth redistribution 
and socialism.

We are the strongest economy in the 
world not by chance but by design, by 
free-market principles that created the 
American economy and keep it moving 
forward today. Our economic success 
as a country has nothing to do with 
redistributing wealth through govern-
ment intervention and everything to do 
with creating wealth through entrepre-
neurship, innovation, risk-taking and 
aspiration.

No one argued more passionately or 
persuasively for his economic beliefs 
and principles than the late Jack Kemp, 
whom The Wall Street Journal called 
the “capitalist for the common man.” 
Kemp, whom I was privileged to work 
with, was an entrepreneurial capital-
ist, always ready to talk to anyone who 
would listen about his ideas for a better, 
more inclusive American economy.

In 1993, President Clinton proposed 
tax increases after his stimulus package 
met defeat at the hands of a Republican 
Senate.

Kemp wrote in an opinion piece 
for the Journal on April 27: “The fi rst 
order of business must be debunk-
ing the Democrats’ notion that higher 
taxes will lead to a more prosperous 
America.”

Republicans and the business com-
munity should consider that a key part 
of their mission for 2020.

David Winston is the president of The 

Winston Group and a longtime adviser to 

congressional Republicans. He previously 

served as the director of planning for 

Speaker Newt Gingrich. He advises 

Fortune 100 companies, foundations, 

and nonprofi t organizations on strategic

planning and public policy issues, and is 

an election analyst for CBS News.
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President Donald Trump: The White 
House, 1600 Pennsylvania Ave., Washington, 
D.C. 20500; 202-456-1414; fax 202-456-2461; 
to send comments, go to www.whitehouse.
gov/contact.

U.S. Sen. Jeff Merkley: D.C. offi ce: 
313 Hart Senate Offi ce Building, U.S. 
Senate, Washington, D.C., 20510; 202-224-
3753; fax 202-228-3997. Portland offi ce: One 
World Trade Center, 121 S.W. Salmon St. 

Suite 1250, Portland, OR 97204; 503-326-
3386; fax 503-326-2900. Pendleton offi ce: 
310 S.E. Second St. Suite 105, Pendleton 
97801; 541-278-1129; merkley.senate.gov.

U.S. Sen. Ron Wyden: D.C. offi ce: 221 
Dirksen Senate Offi ce Building, Washington, 
D.C., 20510; 202-224-5244; fax 202-228-2717. 
La Grande offi ce: 105 Fir St., No. 210, La 
Grande, OR 97850; 541-962-7691; fax, 541-
963-0885; wyden.senate.gov.

U.S. Rep. Greg Walden (2nd District): 
D.C. offi ce: 2182 Rayburn Offi ce Building,  
Washington, D.C., 20515, 202-225-6730; 
fax 202-225-5774. La Grande offi ce: 1211 
Washington Ave., La Grande, OR 97850; 
541-624-2400, fax, 541-624-2402; walden.
house.gov.

Oregon Gov. Kate Brown: 254 State 
Capitol, Salem, OR 97310; 503-378-3111; 
www.governor.oregon.gov.

Idaho Power has clout to help Baker 
County with its parks funding problem

I grew up in Eagle Valley and still have strong ties there 
— family, friends, cowboying, and emotional. Hewitt and 
Holcomb parks need to be supported. Pharmacist “Shorty” 
Hewitt died when I was quite young but I remember him 
and my folks getting prescriptions fi lled at his store. I 
clearly remember John Holcomb who was just a few years 
older than I. He was tall, crew-cut handsome, extremely 
athletic, and smiled continually. He died while saving his 
fellow soldiers and is Baker County’s only Medal of Honor 
recipient. The parks in their names are fi tting legacies of 
these two good people and their service to community and 
country.

The park funding problems result from low use and 
associated lack of income.  The cause of low use is periodic 
low water level in Brownlee Reservoir so boats can’t be 
launched. The cause of low water is the Corps of Engineers 
directing Idaho Power in reservoir operation. If the problem 
is going to be remedied, it has to come from the Corps of 
Engineers. And our underlying problem is lack of political 
clout in our low population and commerce perspective to 
affect the Corps. Can you imagine wildly fl uctuating water 
levels behind the Columbia River dams if they were used 
for fl ood control instead of Brownlee? Can you imagine 
tugboat and barge traffi c stopped because water level was 
too low there? Can you imagine power generation being 
curtailed, power that serves the Portland area? Well, I can’t 
either.

If anyone has the clout to get change from the Corps it 
has to be Idaho Power.  They need to fi ght harder for all of 
us. It would be nice if they helped more with park funding 
but the community needs the park users. It’s a bigger issue 
than just the parks.

Jim Carnahan

Baker City


