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Voters shot down the bond, 
what’s the plan now

The voters have spoken. We were presented with 

an opportunity to fund improvements for schools, 

and thus for students, in Roseburg. But we declined 

that opportunity.

Other much smaller school districts around us 

have been able to pass bonds of their own to im-

prove conditions for educating their children. But 

we declined our similar opportunity.

Some cited the magnitude of the cost. Others said 

a retirement community like Roseburg should not 

have to bear the burden of paying to modernize 

our ironically aging district. Or they thought the 

planning for a project to fix decades of issues was 

rushed. So we declined our opportunity.

Here’s the good news: so many people have now 

shown they know a better way to do it. Through 

their constructive criticism and knowledge of the 

area, they have given me confidence they can build 

a better mousetrap, but at just the right cost and 

without being rushed. This is their opportunity. 

Show us what you’ve got. And hurry, please. We’re 

running behind.

BRADY MCNULTY
Roseburg

GOP wants less government 
but more intervention

Food shortages throughout the world. Store 

shelves empty of baby formula. Highest gas prices 

in U.S. history. Decreased snow-pack in the Rock-

ies and Cascade Mountain ranges. Water rationing 

in the Colorado, Deschutes, and Klamath basins. 

Protests becoming a near-daily event. Brutal storms 

hammering the eastern seaboard and southeastern 

states. Fire seasons near-yearly ordeal. Poor for-

estry management, increasing homelessness and 

increased crime. The poor education of the youth 

that will eventually be running this nation. All 

things the GOP blames government involvement 

from Democrats for. The fact that the GOP party 

and constituents want less government, then ask 

for government intervention is oxymoronic.

Less government oversight allows for the 

above-mentioned issues to plague this nation. Lack 

of support for school, law, and fire bonds decreases 

funding. Republicans have worked to systematical-

ly reduce tax revenues over the last several de-

cades. The less they pay the happier they are. One 

would think that a lack of government assistance 

and intervention in the U.S. will appease them.

Decreased U.S. dependence on foreign fossil 

fuels comes with decreased supply and increased 

demand. Self-reliance on grain, poultry, beef, pork 

and seafood increases demand. That major por-

tions of the agricultural and farming not irrigat-

ing in the southwest will affect prices negatively. 

Political demand for U.S. isolation from world 

events reduces foreign cooperation in trade. These 

goals would exacerbate inflation in ways yet to be 

mentioned. GOP candidates for office at state and 

federal levels campaigning have not put forward 

any solutions to the problems aforementioned.

Their “no” to anything put forward to change the 

ills, gets met with a tax and spend socialist commie 

agenda that will give free stuff to the indigents and 

welfare moms to support their drug addicted be-

haviors. So, accusing the left of wanting free stuff 

while the right wants free stuff, is?

ROBERT COOPER
Roseburg
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J
ust when it seemed there 

was nothing left to criticize 

about the oft-maligned ba-

by-boom generation, along 

comes David Gergen with a new 

book, “Hearts Touched with Fire: 

How Great Leaders Are Made,” 

and the painful truth: It’s time for 

boomers — and some political folks 

who are even older — to let go of 

the baton.

Gergen, who has served as an 

adviser to four presidents from 

both parties, has been making the 

book-tour rounds with an import-

ant message: Age is an issue. “I just 

turned 80, and I can tell you, you 

lose your — you lose a step. You’re 

not as sharp. You are more forget-

ful. You’re not quite sure where 

you’re going,” he recently told “PBS 

NewsHour” anchor Judy Woodruff, 

who is 75 and retiring at the end of 

the year.

“You can’t — that’s too old to be 

in the presidency,” Gergen added.

Neither Gergen nor Woodruff 

appeared to be off their respective 

games during this conversation. 

Both have had spectacular careers 

and will continue to work in some 

capacity. But their decisions to let 

younger people step up is admira-

ble and appropriate. No one wants 

to stay too long at the party or 

force others to cringe in pity when 

a once-bright star begins to dim.

Thus, I’ve made a pact with a 

friend, a younger Washington 

reporter from Texas. Abby Liv-

ingston cites what she calls “The 

Giuliani Rule,” which will guide 

her in deciding when to tell me it’s 

time to pack up my keyboard. The 

rule refers to a news conference 

the former New York mayor con-

ducted in November 2020 when 

his dark hair coloring started run-

ning down his cheek in rivulets of 

sweat. Such an ignominious end to 

a once-heroic career. With Abby’s 

help, my tasteful blond highlights 

will leave the stage intact, along 

with my dignity.

Gergen is surely correct that 

a younger generation should be 

allowed the opportunity to lead. 

Inarguably, it’s their right. But 

boomers, whom Gergen broadly 

describes as a “disappointment,” 

won’t or can’t quit. Today, boomers 

constitute 53% of the House and 

68% of the Senate.

And then there’s Nancy Pelosi, 

82, and Mitch McConnell, 80, the 

speaker of the House and minority 

leader of the Senate, respectively. 

Both are considered without peer 

in performing their respective jobs. 

So why should they retire — and 

who would be more effective?

Answer: Because they’ve had 

long turns, it’s the fair thing to do, 

and no one’s irreplaceable.

Gergen is equally, if gently, un-

sparing toward Donald Trump, 75, 

and Joe Biden, 79, both of whom 

are threatening to run in 2024. Oy. 

Please not again. If Biden were to 

win reelection, he’d be 82 at the 

start of his second term. Already, 

he’s showing distinct signs of 

age that are, with all due respect, 

plainly worsening. Perhaps Biden 

doesn’t really intend to run again 

and is only trying to steady the 

troops. But another run in 2024 

likely would be a painful and pos-

sibly sad spectacle. The forced jog 

up Air Force One’s steps is already 

nerve-racking to watch.

The retirements of Pelosi, Biden, 

McConnell and Trump wouldn’t be 

enough to break the boomer curse. 

(Only Trump is actually a member 

of the post-war baby-boom gener-

ation; the other three, being born 

in the early 1940s, are members of 

the silent generation.) Nor would 

their departures soften their broad-

er cohort’s legacy, which Gergen 

describes as “crisis upon crisis 

that we haven’t solved, actions we 

haven’t taken” and a path that’s 

“unsustainable.” But a group fare-

well would be welcome to a tired 

country. The same ol’ same ol’ is 

no way forward.

Thanks to Gergen, the seed has 

been planted. The question is 

whether his contemporaries can 

embrace their highest purpose — 

to ensure that the next generation 

has the skills and tools to lead the 

country toward a more-perfect 

union. We’ll all blow kisses.

Kathleen Parker writes a twice-

weekly column on politics and 

culture. She received the Pulitzer 

Prize for Commentary in 2010.

Kathleen Parker’s email address is 

kathleenparker@washpost.com.

W
ASHINGTON — Re-

publican Texas Sen. 

Ted Cruz’s victo-

ry at the Supreme 

Court this week won’t be one of 

the blockbuster rulings of the 

current term. That’s precisely why 

it deserves attention. The court’s 

decision enables blatant political 

corruption in the supposed service 

of the First Amendment. That it 

is not bigger news is a measure of 

how inured we have become to this 

conservative court.

Remember Citizens United v. 

Federal Election Commission, the 

2010 ruling in which the court said 

corporations could not be barred 

from spending unlimited amounts 

to help elect favored candidates, 

on the laughable theory that such 

independent spending wasn’t cor-

rupting? That opened the door to 

multimillion-dollar campaigns by 

so-called super PACs.

The campaign finance rule struck 

down in Federal Election Commis-

sion v. Ted Cruz for Senate, decid-

ed Monday, is more obscure, but 

the corruption it enables is even 

more sordid. The issue involves 

candidates who lend money to 

their campaigns. They can raise 

money even after an election to 

repay themselves, but only up to 

$250,000.

Justice Elena Kagan, writing 

for the three dissenting liberals, 

offered a succinct explanation 

of why: “Political contributions 

that will line a candidate’s own 

pockets, given after his election 

to office, pose a special danger 

of corruption. The candidate has 

a more-than-usual interest in 

obtaining the money (to replen-

ish his personal finances), and is 

now in a position to give some-

thing in return. The donors well 

understand his situation, and are 

eager to take advantage of it. In 

short, everyone’s incentives are 

stacked to enhance the risk of dirty 

dealing. At the very least — even if 

an illicit exchange does not occur 

— the public will predictably per-

ceive corruption in post-election 

payments directly enriching an 

officeholder.”

The court has long held that 

political candidates have a First 

Amendment right to spend as much 

of their own money as they want on 

their campaigns. That makes sense; 

political speech is, after all, at the 

heart of the First Amendment. But 

Roberts ratcheted up that right to 

illogical heights. The repayment 

limitation, he argued, “increases 

the risk” that candidates’ loans to 

their campaigns won’t be repaid. 

Therefore, it “inhibits candidates 

from loaning money to their cam-

paigns in the first place, burdening 

core speech.”

As much as the majority demon-

strated undue solicitude toward 

self-funding candidates, it showed 

scant respect for congressional 

concern about the corrupting 

potential or appearance of suc-

cessful candidates vacuuming up 

post-election donations from do-

nors interested in currying favor. 

Defending the law, the government 

argued that such contributions 

present a “heightened risk of cor-

ruption” because they put money 

back in candidates’ personal pock-

ets and because donors to already 

elected candidates know they are 

betting on a sure thing. “That is not 

the type of quid pro quo corruption 

the Government may target consis-

tent with the First Amendment,” 

Roberts wrote.

Again, Kagan demolished this 

argument, even under the court’s 

cramped view of corruption as 

extending only to quid pro quo 

arrangements.

“When a campaign uses a do-

nation to fund routine electoral 

activities (including speech), the 

money marginally aids the candi-

date’s electoral odds, but in no way 

adds to his personal wealth,” she 

wrote. “By contrast, when a cam-

paign uses a donation to repay the 

candidate’s loan, every dollar given 

goes straight into the candidate’s 

pocket ... So contributions going to 

loan repayment have exceptional 

value to the candidate — which his 

donors of course realize.”

Meanwhile, when donors “give 

money to repay the victor’s loan, 

they know — not merely hope — he 

will be in a position to perform offi-

cial favors,” she added. “The recipe 

for quid pro quo corruption is thus 

in place: a donation to enhance the 

candidate’s own wealth (the quid), 

made when he has become able to 

use the power of public office to 

the donor’s advantage (the quo). 

The heightened threat of corrup-

tion — and, even more, of its ap-

pearance — is self-evident (except, 

it seems, to observers allergic to all 

campaign finance regulation).”

Allergic? That’s putting it mild-

ly. Cruz didn’t need the money he 

loaned his campaign; he deliber-

ately engineered the loan to chal-

lenge the repayment rule in court. 

If you know this court, you know 

his victory won’t be the last.

Ruth Marcus is deputy editorial 

page editor for The Post. She also 

writes a weekly column.  

Ruth Marcus’ email address is 

ruthmarcus@washpost.com.
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