Strings Attached;

applying rationale of the political left to combat Big Government USA

When I was a college student I heard a lot about the IMF, the World Bank, and U.S. foreign investment.  I was sympathetic to the charges made, which revolved around the financial slavery of poor nations and so on.  All of this complexity can be summed up this way.

Imagine someone sees you are in need.  They give you $100.  The question becomes, “What do they want in return?”  It could be money for letting you borrow money; interest.  It could be favors, like a date with your sister.  It could be letting them borrow your car if you have one, or perhaps doing something illegal like buying alcohol for them if they cannot for whatever reason.  The more money you borrow from them, the more power they hold over you.  This is especially true if your situation is dire, you face total destruction or collapse as a nation, and the amount of money is in the millions, billions, or trillions of dollars.  In fact, the lender can tell you how to rebuild your country, can keep you in debt for decades, and tell you how to spend the money, what to buy, who to buy it from, and how to run your political system.  This is called “strings attached”.  The money is not free but has certain obligations, which the nation in need must adhere to.


When I brought up that the United States was the most generous, giving, nation in the world folks would counter with, “The money always has strings attached, forwarding capitalist financial goals and robbing poor desperate nations of resources and wealth.”  I thought on this, and did research.  In some cases this is true, although rather than use the word ‘capitalism’ I would say a ‘global financial order’, which benefits under any financial system especially elitist systems where people cannot resist or question.


And so here we are.  It is a fundamental rule that the borrower is put under the shadow of the lender.  Whoever gives money exerts control over the receiver.  I am sympathetic to this argument and believe it to be true.  Perhaps it is why Christian and Muslim religious doctrines warn followers in their respective Holy Books to avoid such pitfalls.  America’s founding leaders also warned of excessive debt and frowned on foreign borrowing.


So now I apply this thinking to modern America.  The federal government is handing out billions of ‘rescue’ dollars to auto makers, banks, schools, private citizens, offering to shoulder great burdens in transportation, finance, and health care.  Where are the thinkers now?  Where are the questions from an alert media?  Why isn’t anyone asking, “What strings are attached?”


What do we give up in return for these endless dollars pouring forth from greenback printing presses, based on debt to countries such as Saudi Arabia and China?  In the case of auto makers, companies lose control of important positions and the government has the power to fire and hire new leaders as they see fit.  In the banks, pay can be frozen, reduced, or set at will by a governmental panel and appointees.  Strategic decisions within the companies can be influenced or even carried out by government, not experts working in the interest of shareholders.  Is this always bad?  If a company has demonstrated greed and corruption then it stands to reason someone should have the authority to correct them.  This is a slippery slope and a policy move for our country, which has serious implications for the future.  For while corporations are not known for playing nice on the playground, where is corruption and greed more insidious than the halls of an all powerful government who writes the very laws that everyone must abide by, while paying themselves with the people’s money?  


Let’s make this more personal.  Let’s say you receive food stamps.  This important and worthwhile assistance comes with strings attached.  You give up financial privacy and the government has to document when and where you have been, worked, and what you are doing, as well as every other detail they can possibly acquire.  Or how about receiving an FHA loan?  In something akin to an IRS audit every penny in your account may be examined with questionable deposits scrutinized and employment reviewed.  The government, looking after its own interest now has legal control of your home, what changes can be made, and must approve improvements.


As we enter the realm of education, roads, or any other area of local government or life receiving funds we witness everything from doctrinal control and implementation of policy to outright blackmail; as in, “do what we say or the funding is cut.”  The Department of Homeland Security installed cameras in my local school district. How nice!  In exchange DHS has 24 hour access to the VOIP cameras and can look into any school at any time via the internet and examine behavioral or safety issues, keeping a close eye out for terrorists!

Strings and the Health Care Debate


Centralized government control is boxed in financial payouts and wrapped with good intentions.  The colorful bow is, “We are doing it for the children”.  I mean, after all, who wants children to suffer and die.  With the promise of free health care for you, me, and “for the children”, Big Government has its eye on 1/6th of the entire United States economy.  Imagine the power, the wealth, the control.  Regardless of how one feels about socialized medicine and the effectiveness of institutionalized health care for everyone (except the elites who crafted the plan), the question no one is asking is, “What strings are attached?”  What does it mean if I am part of a single payer system?  What would the government want from me, what information would I give up, what freedoms would be lost, what would they want to know about my life?  In short; everything.  


Each of the government interventions we are witnessing is preceded by a media campaign against the evils of said industry, whether it is polluting automobiles, greedy banks, or monopolistic medicine companies.  These effective campaigns prepare the people for government takeover by justifying the action.  But what happens when the government mandates a health action and teams up with a company to make, say, a vaccine?  Is there money, is there power?  Follow the trail.  Just as governments have close relationships with defense industries for national security and weapons development, so will a national health care system team up with corporations to provide people with goods and services.  Only instead of competition forcing prices down and companies vying for position the chosen companies will fuse with the federal government to create an all powerful merger of state and financial interests.  Is there evidence that these companies have already infested administration positions and are fighting for a national, government health care plan?


Well, we wouldn’t know because the investigative journalists are asleep at the wheel.  And when a company such as Fox News brings these questions to light they are immediately attacked as being biased for pharmaceutical companies.  How does that make sense?  When citizens ask these questions they are attacked for being racist, extremist, or just anti-government.  


There is a path that dictatorial regimes have followed in the past to take control of nations from the inside out.  The seizure of free speech, industry, finance, and privacy are hallmarks of this dreaded course.  Nationalized health is one more nail set aside for the coffin of a free republic.  Where are the critics so quick to point out our use of money to control foreign nations?  Where are those hearty souls willing to ask Mr. Obama, “What strings are attached?”

