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The Audacity of Deceit
by Brad O'Leary

His soaring rhetoric offers "change." He promises a utopian administration of unity, bipartisanship, and
compromise that will bring about this "change." In reality, however, he is a Far-Left political hack and
hustler whose policies could do nothing less than destroy America as we know it. As President, Barack
Obama could bring back President Jimmy Carter's rock-bottom economy of double-digit inflation and
unemployment, throwing millions into poverty and ending once and for all the great sustained wave of
prosperity that Ronald Reagan set in motion.

In The Audacity of Deceit: Barack Obama's War on American Values, Brad O'Leary goes beyond the
messianic hype and examines the real Obama record, along with his proposals on the issues that are
at the forefront in this year's pivotal presidential election. He asks the hard questions that the liberal
media is doing its best to make sure that no one asks Obama: Can we have universal healthcare
without reduced care and long lines? Will America join in the policies of the United Nations, or will she
remain a sovereign leader in foreign policy? Do we pay too much in taxes, or too little? Will our free
trade policies lead to greater economic success, or cost the U.S. more jobs and raise unemployment?
Will felons be able to vote in future elections? Where does the Second Amendment stand in Barack
Obama's eyes, and how will the U.S. Supreme Court be reshaped by an Obama presidency? Will an
energy policy predicated upon alternative fuel development lead to energy independence under
President Obama? Does Obama's childhood abandonment affect his policies and judgments?

If Obama wins, he'll likely have a veto-proof Congress as Republicans will likely lose four to seven U.S.
Senate seats and as many as thirty House seats, giving his administration dictatorial one-party power.



He would also have the power to appoint activist judges to the U.S. Supreme Court who could tip the
balance of the court and its direction. President Barack Obama, controlled by the far Left wing of the
Democratic party, with a veto-proof Congress and an activist judiciary, could reduce the value of the
dollar, lose control of inflation, reduce our exports, strip us of our Second Amendment rights, legalize
late-term abortions-on-demand, and implement tax and regulatory policies that would strangle our
economy.

The sobering truth about this media darling:
Is Barack Obama a socialist? The abundant evidence

Obama: By any measure, one of the biggest spenders in the Senate

E1ETETETE]

Obama's confiscatory and authoritarian tax plan: the ten specific tax increases he is
planning to impose upon Americans

[x] Offshore drilling: how, while Obama works to ensure that Americans can't touch this much-
needed energy, Cuba and China are preparing to drill for oil and gas just off the coast of Florida
[] Second Amendment imperiled: Obama's support for legislation banning the manufacture,
sale and possession of handguns and assault weapons, and requiring mandatory waiting periods,
with background checks, to purchase guns

L]

[] America's successful economic model: how Obama, rather than seeking to protect and
preserve it, is obsessed with tearing it down and replacing it with a government-focused
"solution" -- one that has a history of failure

4]

[] How, rather than supporting the right to keep and bear arms under any circumstance -- as
the Second Amendment clearly affords -- Obama has often voiced his support for gun use only
in certain activities, like hunting

4]

[«] Obama's public disapproval of Justices Alito and Roberts: how it proves that knowledge and
support of the U.S. Constitution isn't what matters to him, but rather a judicial activism that
imposes Far-Left principles upon the American people

[x] Obama's ideal choice to fill any Supreme Court vacancy that opens up during his
presidency: Hillary Clinton

]

[x] How Obama has done nothing to ensure that the votes of our military men and women are
counted -- and has even refused to co-sponsor Senate legislation safeguarding the votes of our
military personnel (while eagerly sponsoring legislation to extend voting rights to convicted
felons, including robbers, rapists, and murderers)

]

[«] Obama: intent on creating a highly regulated economy with trade barriers up, closing
markets and returning to Hoover protectionist policies

L]

[] How, if Obama is elected president, he will be so beholden to environmental lobbyists that
he will not be able to change the doomed energy policies of the past

4]

[] Obama's "prescription" for the health care problem: adding another huge government-run
healthcare boondoggle financed by employers and the taxpayer

]

[] The largely unnoticed comments Obama has at least twice made, declaring the U.S. is "no
longer a Christian nation™ but is also a nation of others -- including Muslims and nonbelievers
[«]

[«] How Obama steadfastly refuses to be honest with the American people about our progress



in Iraq -- and how he and his fellow Democrats are depending on failure in Iraq to help them win

in 2008
4]

[] A question of honesty: Obama's false statements about never having been a Muslim -- when
abundant evidence demonstrates he was known as a Muslim as a child in Indonesia

L]

[x] Obama's war on the Patriot Act -- and how neither he nor other Patriot Act critics have ever
produced any specific allegations of abuses under the law

[«

[] 16 million American jobs that would be affected by Obama's arrogant trade policies

[x] Obama's foreign aid bill: yet another attempt at the redistribution of wealth on a global
scale

]

[«] How Obama continues to be dishonest about defending America -- while mapping out a
foreign policy that would amount to nothing more than appeasing America's sworn enemies

Don't allow Obama's soaring rhetoric to turn off your mind, stifle your dissent, and accept extreme,
misguided remedies to our nation's challenges! Read The Audacity of Deceit carefully, and use it to try
to awaken your friends and coworkers to the threat this man poses to America -- before it's too late.



CHAPTER ONE

CHANGING AMERICA’S
SOCIAL VALUES

“I think he [Obama] is deliberately distorting the traditional understanding
of the Bible to fit his own worldview, his own confused theology.”

—Dr. James Dobson

HE NEXT PRESIDENT of the United States will exert a
I significant and lasting influence over the moral and
spiritual direction of our Judeo-Christian nation.
Whether it’s federal policy on taxpayer-funded abortion and
embryonic stem cell research, or parental notification for minors
seeking abortion, or the restoration of the marriage tax penalty,
the next president will champion policies that support the
family or tear it down; respect the sanctity of life or devalue it;
defend the institution of marriage or erode the social glue that
holds our nation together.

The vast majority of the American middle class identifies
with the Judeo-Christian belief system. But Senator Barack
Obama seems to challenge these voters’ religious values and
moral beliefs. He seems firmly ensconced in the “everything is
relative” school of thought that muddles clear definitions or
convictions about right and wrong. President Obama would
likely impose a gray scale of morality.

Obama’s own moral traditions emerge from twenty-seven
years of upbringing by an atheist mother, a morally challenged
bigamist Muslim-turned-atheist father, and a Muslim stepfather.
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From age six through ten, Obama attended Muslim and
Indonesian schools under the leadership of Muslim dictator
Suharto, who reigned over Indonesia during Obama’s time there.
Obama was later influenced by a twenty-year relationship with
the Trinity United Church of Christ and its doctrine of Christian
Black Liberation Theology—a substitute Judeo-Christian belief
system that uses the Sunday pulpit to preach victimization and
promote wealth redistribution. According to Chicago politician
Toni Preckwinkle, her friend Obama joined Trinity after she
suggested that it would provide him with “lots of social
connections and prominent parishioners” and is “a good place
for a politician to be a member.”2

Obama’s long membership in Trinity has instilled in the
would-be president a firm faith not just in multiculturalism,
but also in ethical relativism and the supremacy of feelings. As
best-selling author and religious ethicist Dennis Prager puts it:

The Left’s opposition to Judeo-Christian values is first and foremost
an opposition to objective, or universal, ethics. Ethics and morality
are relative. There is no objective or universal standard of right and
wrong. We are each the source of our own values.?

At a San Francisco fundraising event just before the 2008
Pennsylvania and Indiana presidential primaries, Obama was
asked what he thought about the middle-class, blue-collar
voters he was trying to attract to his candidacy. In what he
apparently thought was an off-the-record remark, Obama said:

[1]t's not surprising...that they [voters] get bitter, they cling to
guns or religion or antipathy to people who aren’t like them or
anti-immigrant sentiment or anti-trade sentiment as a way to
explain their frustrations.”*

Clinging to religion? Is that what people of faith are doing when
they support the difference between right and wrong, when they
express their belief in God? Clearly, we must question Barack
Obama’s claim to share the fundamental values of Judeo-
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Christian, working-class church-going Americans. Therefore, an
essential question for voters is this: Does Obama believe that the
moral values of an atheist—or a Muslim, Hindu, Buddhist, or
Christian Black Liberation theologian—should have equal value in
public policy to the moral beliefs of Judeo-Christians? It seems so.

A Harvard-educated elitist, Obama will likely staff his
administration with like-minded activists bent on promoting
policies that would corrode the moral ties that have historically
bound us together as a nation.

As nationally syndicated columnist Cal Thomas observes:

Obama is better at biblical language and imagery than any
Democrat in modern times...

“I'm rooted in the Christian tradition,” said Obama. He then
adds something most Christians will see as universalism: “I
believe there are many paths to the same place, and that is a
belief that there is a higher power, a belief that we are
connected as a people.”...>

Evangelicals and serious Catholics might ask if this is so, why
did Jesus waste His time coming to Earth, suffering pain,
rejection, and crucifixion? If there are many ways to God, He
might have sent down a spiritual version of table manners and
avoided the rest...

Obama can call himself anything he likes, but there is a
clear requirement for one to qualify as a Christian and Obama
doesn’t meet that requirement. One cannot deny central tenets
of the Christian faith, including the deity and uniqueness of
Christ as the sole mediator between God and man, and be a
Christian. Such people do have a label applied to them in
Scripture. They are called “false prophets.”®

The problem, as Christian minister and broadcaster David
R. Stokes points out, is that many will likely be fooled by
Obama’s religious deception:

[Quoting stuff out of context is commonplace among
politicians and spindoctors.
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Why is this kind of thing effective with people who should
know Dbetter—those who profess to believe the Bible and
follow Jesus? Well, the sad fact is that we are dealing with an
often underestimated and ignorant illiteracy in many
evangelical circles today. As more and more people find
theology and doctrine dry and irrelevant, and matters of the
soul, eternal life, and moral imperatives not nearly as
important as SOCIAL ACTION, the situation is ripe to be
exploited by someone with a message that sounds right.

St. Paul put it this way in some of his last written words: “For the
time will come when men will not put up with sound doctrine.
Instead, to suit their own desires, they will gather around them a
great number of teachers to say what their itching ears want to
hear.”I Timothy 4:3 (New International Version)”

In reality, “compassion” in Barack Obama’s hands will mean that
big government—not individuals, churches, or private charities—
will provide care services, from the cradle to the grave.

CHRISTIAN BLACK LIBERATION THEOLOGY

Barack Obama’s campaign regularly touted his twenty-year
membership in Chicago’s Trinity United Church of Christ as
proof of his devotion to Christianity until Obama announced
his decision to leave his church in May 2008. But a closer look
at Obama’s longtime church reveals that Trinity practices—
and preaches—a different kind of Christianity than most
American Christians find at their churches.

National Review Online contributor Stanley Kurtz reviewed
two years of Trumpet Newsmagazine, a monthly glossy
publication founded by Obama’s notorious spiritual mentor,
Reverend Jeremiah Wright. Kurtz concluded that Wright, who
serves as Trumpet’s CEO, practiced a Black Liberation Theology
brand of Christianity, seeing “his own form of Christianity as
profoundly different from Christianity as typically practiced by
most American whites and blacks.”®
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This raises new questions about Obama’s Christian views
and his own “Black Liberation Theology.” Featured on
Trumpet’s cover several times, Obama also granted an exclusive,
lengthy interview to the magazine in 2007.

Kurtz reported that, in many issues of Trumpet, Wright
demonstrated that he emulates the ideology of James Cone,
considered the founder of Black Liberation Theology. Cone’s main
thesis is that true Christianity is specific to the black liberation
experience, while traditional Christianity, as commonly practiced
in the U.S,, is racist and not “true” Christianity.

Acton Institute scholar Anthony B. Bradley provides insight
into Cone and his Black Liberation Theology:

James Cone, the chief architect of Black Liberation Theology in his
book A Black Theology of Liberation (1970), develops black theology
as a system. In this new formulation, Christian theology is a
theology of liberation—a rational study of the being of God in the
world in light of the existential situation of an oppressed
community, relating the forces of liberation to the essence of the
gospel, which is Jesus Christ,” writes Cone. Black consciousness
and the black experience of oppression orient black liberation
theology —i.e., one of victimization from white oppression.’

For Cone, no theology is Christian theology unless it arises
from oppressed communities and interprets Jesus” work as
that of liberation. In Cone’s context, the great event of Christ’s
liberation was freeing African Americans from the centuries-
old tyranny of white racism and white oppression....

One of the pillars of Obama’s home church, Trinity United
Church of Christ, is “economic parity.” On the Web site,
Trinity claims that God is not pleased with “America’s

economic mal-distribution.”...

Black Liberation theologians James Cone and Cornel West have
worked diligently to embed Marxist thought into the black
church since the 1970s. For Cone, Marxism best addressed
remedies to the condition of blacks as victims of white
oppression. In For My People, Cone explains that “the Christian
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faith does not possess in its nature the means for analyzing the
structure of capitalism. Marxism as a tool of social analysis can
disclose the gap between appearance and reality, and thereby
help Christians to see how things really are.”!

Thus, Cone’s brand of Christianity strongly denounces any
Christian practice that doesn’t espouse this specific political
approach—one that is redistributionist and liberation-focused.
And Chicago’s Trinity United Church of Christ, Reverend
Wright, and his Trumpet Newsmagazine consistently express
views consistent with Cone’s tradition of Christianity.

Attacking conservative Christians as “emulating those who
killed Jesus, rather than following the practice of Jesus himself,”
Black Liberation theologian Obery M. Hendricks, Jr. contributed
an article to the April 2007 issue of Trumpet. “Many good church-
going folk have been deluded into behaving like modern-day
Pharisees and Sadducees when they think they’re really being
good Christians,” contended Hendricks. “George Bush and his
unwitting prophets of Baal,” he wrote, “may well prove to be the
foremost distorters of the true practice of Jesus” Gospel of peace,
liberation, and love ever seen in modern times.”!!

In an August 2007 issue of Trumpet, Wright argued that Jesus
is “African,” and he attacks “white” Christianity as make-believe.
“How do I tell my children,” Wright wrote, “about the African
Jesus who is not the guy they see in the picture of the blond-
haired, blue-eyed guy in their Bible or the figment of white
supremacists [sic] imagination that they see in Mel Gibson’s
movies?” Authentic, liberation Christianity, pens Wright, “is far
more than the litmus test given by some Gospel music singers
and much more than the cosmetic facade of make-pretend white
Christianity.” What's more, Wright denounces “colored
preachers” who don’t subscribe to Black Liberation Theology as
people who “hate themselves, who hate black people, who
desperately want to be white and who write and say stupid
things in public to make “‘Masa’ feel safer.”
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In his analysis of Trumpet, Kurtz found that Wright
embraces white preachers who toe Cone’s line of Black
Liberation Theology. The now infamous Chicago Catholic
pastor Michael Pfleger, whom Obama himself identified as a
close associate and spiritual guide, is such a proselyte. “Faith
is key to his life, no question about it,” Pfleger told the Chicago
Sun-Times of Obama in 2004. “It is central to who he is, and
not just in his work in the political field, but as a man, as a
black man, as a husband, as a father.... I don’t think he could
easily divorce his faith from who he is.”’? But Obama did try
for a quick, politically expedient divorce from his church,
denouncing Pfleger himself during the 2008 presidential
primary after the pastor accused Senator Hillary Clinton of
being a white supremacist who probably thought she was
entitled to the White House because of her skin color.’

Kurtz argues it is “inconceivable” that Obama, featured on
the cover and inside many editions of Trumpet, was not aware
of the magazine and its content. According to Kurtz, the
magazine features Wright's radical views “everywhere—in the
pictures, the headlines, the highlighted quotations and above all
in the articles themselves.” 4

While Obama has spoken generally in interviews about his
Christianity, he has not addressed the topic of Black Liberation
Theology, perhaps because this doctrine and its Marxist tinge
run contrary to the Judeo-Christian values that the American
voting majority holds dear. As medical doctor and columnist
Ronald Cherry reminds us:

In Judeo-Christian America, one finds the idea of equality before
God and the law, but not government-forced economic equality.
Modern European culture has stressed the value of economic
equality rather than Liberty, and their governments unjustly
enforce the principle. This has led to the failed European
inventions of Socialism and Communism. Socialists in America

have been lured into this failed European idea of social justice.
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Socialism is a failure in that it unjustly suppresses human
creativity by excessively taxing away its rewards, and by
foolishly giving economic reward to many who, even though
mentally and physically able, fail to honor their Divine privilege
and duty to work creatively. Thus, Socialism is a dual insult to
God-given creativity. Communism was much worse in that it
also dishonored the sacredness of human life and liberty.
Communism was the inevitable result of separating not just
church from state, but separating God from state. Communism
dishonored God's gifts of Life, Liberty, and Creativity.!®

America is a Christian nation founded on Judeo-Christian values.
But Barack Obama has supported another concept. In fact, in at
least two comments that few reporters noticed, Obama declared
that the U.S. is “no longer a Christian nation,” but also a nation of
others, including Muslims and nonbelievers.

“Whatever we once were,” Obama said during a June 2007
speech, “we’re no longer a Christian nation. At least not just.
We are also a Jewish nation, a Muslim nation, and a Buddhist
nation, and a Hindu nation, and a nation of nonbelievers.”16

Asked to clarify his remarks, Obama simply repeated them.
“I think that the right might worry a bit more about the dangers
of sectarianism,” he wrote in an email to Christian Broadcast
Network senior correspondent David Brody. “Whatever we once
were, we're no longer just a Christian nation; we are also a Jewish
nation, a Muslim nation, a Buddhist nation, a Hindu nation, and
a nation of nonbelievers.”!”

OBAMA AND THE NATION OF ISLAM

While the media has gone to great lengths to portray Obama as
a friend of Christians and Christian leaders, Obama’s personal
associations paint a different picture. For example, when
interviewed for this book, Malik Zulu Shabazz recently said,
“Of course there are connections between Obama’s associates
and the Nation of Islam.” Shabazz is the national chairman of
the New Black Panther Party (NBPP), whose official platform:
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o states “white man has kept us deaf, dumb and
blind”;

o refers to the “white racist government of
America”;

e demands black people be exempt from military
service;

¢ and uses the word “Jew” repeatedly in quotation
marks.'8

Shabazz was also in the audience for Reverend Wright's
highly publicized National Press Club speech in Washington,
D.C. in April 2008, when Obama’s then-pastor defended
Nation of Islam head Louis Farrakhan as “one of the most
important voices in the 20th and 21st century.”"

While Obama strongly condemned Wright's remarks and
Farrakhan himself, Obama, in fact, enjoyed a close relationship
with Wright and his church, which openly lauded Farrakhan and
the Nation of Islam —at least until Wright's speech landed Obama
in hot water. Before these relationships came to light, Obama, for
example, shared the cover of Wright's Trumpet magazine with
Farrakhan, whom the magazine notoriously bestowed with
Wright's Empowerment Award in 2007. Obama was also featured on
a Trumpet cover in an issue entitled, “The Legacy Lives On.” The
cover montage boasts black leadership faces including Obama
with Wright, Farrakhan, Nation of Islam founder Elijah
Muhammad, and even Johnny Cochran (O.]. Simpson’s attorney).
Martin Luther King, Jr. was noticeably absent.

In addition, Obama’s chief political strategist, David
Axelrod, sits on the finance committee of St. Sabina, the
Chicago Catholic parish led by none other than Obama’s
former mentor, Father Pfleger. Pfleger hosted Farrakhan at his
parish as late as last May 2008, in Farrakhan’s first public
appearance since he announced in 2006 he was seriously ill as
a result of prostate cancer. According to reports, Pfleger spent
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hours with the Nation of Islam leader during his illness, and
previously enlisted Farrakhan’s support for several of his
initiatives, including an anti-gun protest in 2007.

Pledged Obama superdelegate Reverend Willie Barrow is a
member of the Obama campaign’s official Faith Outreach Team.
He is also a close friend of Farrakhan’s and a staunch supporter of
the Nation of Islam. In fact, in a 1999 interview, Farrakhan stated
that he met with Barrow to devise his Nation of Islam platforms.?

Even more troubling, Obama employed senior staffers who
belong to the Nation of Islam, according to WorldNetDaily
journalist Aaron Klein. A former insider who spoke to Klein on
the condition of anonymity expressed particular concern that
Obama employed at least two Nation members in his early
days as a state senator, when he had only a small budget with
which to staff his office. “It is ironic that two of Obama’s
employees in those days were known Nation of Islam activists,”
the former insider told Klein, “when Obama employed perhaps
a total of maybe three or four staffers.”?! This same insider also
confirmed to Klein that Obama was directly aware of the
Nation of Islam members on his staff.

ATHEISM AND THE VALUE OF LIFE

As an Illinois state senator, what value system helped to inform
Barack Obama’s decisions? Were his ethical deliberations
founded on a Judeo-Christian moral heritage? Or did he bring
Reverend Wright's Christian Black Liberation theology to his
job of representing his constituents? Then again, how might a
philosophy of atheism come into play for the legislator?

To determine his stand on a wide variety of life issues, the
Family Research Council’'s Values Voter Guide for 2008
Presidential Candidates examined Obama’s writings, public
statements, and voting record. According to the Council’s
research, Obama supports federal funding of therapeutic
cloning research on leftover embryos derived from in vitro

10
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fertilization and research that would destroy embryonic
human life. In fact, Obama would oppose a “federal law
prohibiting states from engaging in research in which (or
which relies on research in which) a human embryo is
destroyed.” The report further indicates that Obama would
oppose a continuation of President Bush’s ban on the use of
federal funds for research on human embryonic stem cell lines
created after August 2001. And, as president of the United
States, he would issue an executive order to lift the embargo
on abortions performed on U.S. military bases worldwide.

Asked if he believes that life begins at conception, Obama
equivocates and evades. However, when that question is put
to Americans, the answer is clear. According to a Fox
News/Opinion Dynamics poll, an overwhelming majority of
voters believes life begins at conception:??

“Do you believe that human life begins at conception, or once
the baby may be able to survive outside the mother’s womb
with medical assistance, or when the baby is actually born?”

At conception: 55 percent
Survive outside womb: 23 percent
At birth: 13 percent

Not sure: 9 percent

In his popular 2006 book, The Audacity of Hope, Obama discusses
the issue, siding with Supreme Court justice Stephen Breyer, who
voted with the minority in favor of allowing late-term abortions.
“I have to side with Justice Breyer’s view of the Constitution,”
Obama wrote, “that it is not a static, but rather a living document
and must be read in the context of an ever-changing world.”? In
other words, the United States Constitution is a “living
document” that Obama would like to twist and change in order
to destroy human life.

Author, columnist and college professor Mike Adams, a
former atheist, provides insight into his own period of

11
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godlessness. Interestingly, Adams” former atheistic views on how
and why government should function are nearly identical to
what Obama currently espouses. “During that dark time of my
life I gave nothing to charity. I did no volunteer work. Instead, I
railed against the political establishment and demanded radical
changes that would move the country drastically further to the
left,” Adams explains. “I demanded radical leftist tax and welfare
schemes that I knew would never be accepted by a majority of
the American people. But by making those arguments, I was able
to deceive myself into thinking I was a superior moral being.”

Adams writes in great detail about present atheist
philosophers such as Peter Singer. It is Singer’s philosophy that
Barack Obama, as a state senator from Illinois, defended:

“Characteristics like rationality, autonomy, and self-
consciousness..make a difference,” according to Singer.
“Infants lack these characteristics. Killing them, therefore,
cannot be equated with killing normal human beings, or any
other self-conscious beings.”?>

Thus, Singer and other atheists argue that a given human being
is worth less than another and it is therefore perfectly
acceptable, for example, to allow a viable baby who survived an
abortion to lie on a shelf and suffer, sometimes for as long as
eight hours, before dying. These atheists —and Barack Obama—
do not want such a dying child to receive emergency medical
care, lest he or she survive.

Although he has only served in the United States Senate
since 2005, Barack Obama'’s record clearly shows that he is not
in accord with the majority of Americans when it comes to
protecting innocent human life. While most Americans oppose
abortion on demand, Obama supports it. While most
Americans support parental notification laws, Obama does
not. While most Americans want to outlaw gruesome partial
birth abortions that kill a partially born, viable baby, Obama
does not. Though most Americans want to withhold public

12



CHANGING AMERICA’S SOCIAL V ALUES

financing for abortion, Obama does not. In terms of legislation,
his position is clear.

The National Abortion Rights Action League (NARAL), the
leading advocate for abortion and partial birth abortion in
America today, praised Senator Obama on its Web site for
casting “thirteen votes on abortion and other reproductive
rights issues.” According to NARAL, “All thirteen of those votes
were pro-(abortion).”26

But a Zogby International poll in July 2008 found that 76
percent of Americans, and 74 percent of women, believe that
“a physician should be legally required to notify the parents of
an underage girl who requests an abortion.” Here, as in all
facets of the abortion debate, Obama walks in lockstep with
pro-abortion supporters—a slim minority.

According to an ABC News poll, Obama’s stance is
decidedly outside the mainstream. The fact is that 69 percent
of Americans strongly oppose partial birth abortion. And 47
percent oppose abortion in all cases except to save the life of
the mother (a view confirmed by the United States Supreme
Court in 2007 when it upheld a congressional restriction on the
partial birth abortion procedure to “promote respect for life,
including the life of the unborn.”)?

The Supreme Court’s 5-4 decision upholding the Partial
Birth Abortion Ban Act passed by Congress in 2003 marked
the first time justices have agreed that a specific abortion
procedure could be banned —a decision with which President
Obama would most likely be displeased. Obama has made it
clear that, if elected, he will appoint Supreme Court justices
who would reverse this ruling.

The partial birth abortion procedure, known as “dilation and
extraction,” is incredibly barbaric. The process takes two to three
days, during which the cervix is gradually forced to dilate. Once
the cervix is fully dilated, the doctor uses forceps to grasp the
full-term baby and pull him or her out, feet first. The baby is
birthed, except for the head, which remains in the birth canal.

13
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The doctor then makes an incision at the base of the baby’s skull,
inserts a suction device into the incision, and removes the child’s
brain tissue. The dead child is then removed and disposed of.

Even pro-choice Catholic voters may find Barack Obama’s
view of “choice” too extreme for them. While these voters may
not follow their church’s teaching, Pope Benedict XVI
nevertheless says, “As far as the Catholic Church is concerned,
the principal focus of her interventions in the public arena is the
protection and promotion of the dignity of the person, and she
is thereby consciously drawing particular attention to principles
which are not negotiable. Among these the following emerge
clearly today...protection of life in all its stages, from the first
moment of conception until natural death.”?® As a result, many
Catholic bishops are denying Communion to more and more
Catholic politicians who favor “choice” and abortion.

But even by pro-choice standards and even in politics,
Obama takes the disrespect for human life to boundaries
seldom seen. According to author and columnist Amanda
Carpenter, Obama’s “radical stance on abortion puts him
further left on that issue than even NARAL Pro-Choice
America.”? In fact, during his tenure as a state senator, Obama
fought successfully to keep blatant infanticide legal in Illinois.

When a newborn has complications or requires complex
surgery, doctors and nurses do everything in their power to
save the life of the child. However, at Christ Hospital in Illinois,
registered nurse Jill Stanek discovered that babies who survived
abortions and were born alive were not given care. Instead,
these babies were “shelved to die in the soiled utility room” —
an agonizing death that sometimes can take up to eight hours.3!

Stanek spoke up about this horror of horrors, and in 2001,
she told the Illinois Senate:

Christ Hospital unveiled its “Comfort Room.” So now I can no
longer say that live aborted babies are left in our soiled utility
room to die. We now have this prettily wallpapered room
complete with a First Foto machine, baptismal gowns, a

14
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footprinter and baby bracelets, so that we can offer keepsakes to
parents of their aborted babies. There is even a nice wooden
rocker in the room to rock live aborted babies to death.32

Unmoved, Obama responded to Stanek’s testimony. “Ms. Stanek,
your initial testimony last year showed your dismay at the lack of
regard for human life,” Obama said before the Illinois State
General Assembly. “I agreed with you last year, and we suggested
that there be a Comfort Room or something of that nature be done.
The hospital acknowledged that and changes were made and you
are still unimpressed. It sounds to me like you are really not
interested in how these fetuses are treated, but rather not
providing absolutely any medical care or life to them.”3

Stanek was stunned. ”“Obama may have thought it
impressive to wrap the baby one was killing in a blanket
surrounded by silk flowers rather than leave him naked on a
steel sink sideboard but he was right—I was nonplussed,” she
recounted. “I responded: “What the hospital did was try to
make things look better. What it really is, is that the baby is still
dead.”” Stanek added that she didn’t recognize it at the time,
but she was “describing future presidential candidate Barack
Obama’s campaign: attempting to repackage liberal extremism
to look comforting.”3*

In fact, in 2001, Obama was the sole opponent to speak out
on the Illinois Senate floor against legislation designed to
protect viable, living babies who survive late-term abortions. “I
just want to suggest...that this is probably not going to survive
constitutional scrutiny,” he acknowledged in voting against the
legislation. “Number one, whenever we define a pre-viable
fetus as a person that is protected by the equal protection clause
or the other elements in the Constitution, what we’re really
saying is, in fact, that they are persons that are entitled to the
kinds of protections that would be provided to—a child, a nine-
month-old child that was delivered to term.”*
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In 2003, the legislation was referred to the Health and Human
Services Committee. Barack Obama chaired the committee and
made certain that the bill never came up for a vote.>

Former Illinois State Senator Patrick O’Malley served with
Obama on the Judiciary Committee. “On the one hand [Obama]
holds himself out to be a constitutional scholar, and, of course,
our Constitution makes clear that persons born are entitled to all
the rights and privileges of full citizens,” O’Malley said of
Obama’s persistence against the bill. “He consistently
characterized the issue before us as being about abortion, but the
legislation had nothing to do with Roe v. Wade. It focused on
persons born alive. It was so easy to be on the right side of the
angels here, but he wasn’t.”%

Jill Stanek, too, remained perplexed by Obama’s ruthless
battle to make sure that pre-term babies who survive abortion
and are born alive should be left to die. “He was on the wrong
side of politics, too,” Stanek recounts. “By the third time Obama
tried to snuff Born Alive, he was running for the U.S. Senate.
The federal version had passed the year before unanimously in
the Senate and almost unanimously in the House. Even NARAL
went neutral. Pro-aborts agreed to let it pass without a fight lest
they appear extreme. Except Obama. He decided to battle alone
further left than any other senator—Boxer, Clinton, Kennedy,
Kerry, et al. Risky. Odd.”3#

Stanek’s curiosity led her into an investigation in which she
discovered a connection between Obama’s church and Christ
Hospital. Stanek found that Obama’s pastor, Rev. Jeremiah
Wright, served on the board of directors of Evangelical Health
Systems, which later became Advocate Health Care. Wright's
church (Trinity United Church of Christ) jointly controlled and
operated Advocate Health Care, and one of Advocate’s
properties just happens to be Christ Hospital. Trinity Church is
also a member of the Religious Coalition for Reproductive
Choice, a rabid pro-abortion group.*
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“Which explanation makes more sense?” asks Stanek. “That
the fire rose in Obama’s belly to fight for what he nobly, but
foolishly, thought was the sacred right to infanticide...Or that
Advocate got to Obama through its Trinity United Church of
Christ contacts?”4

Regardless of whether Obama was carrying water for his
pro-abortion pastor and church, or fighting for a personal
belief that some babies born alive should be left to die, one
thing is clear: His actions are far outside the mainstream values of
most Americans.

According to a July 2008 Zogby International poll, 68 percent
of Americans believe that “a doctor should give medical care to a
fetus that survives an abortion.” Only 15 percent believe that
such care should be withheld. (The remaining 17 percent have no
opinion). Moreover, the poll shows that 65 percent of Democrats
believe such babies should be given medical care, as do:

e 68 percent of Independents;
e 59 percent of self-described “Liberals”;
e 68 percent of women;

e and 56 percent of those who say they never attend
church.

The Zogby poll further found that 53 percent of all
Americans, and 56 percent of women, believe that “abortion
destroys a human life and is manslaughter.”

As these polling numbers show, the “choice” that most
women make is in opposition to abortion.

The product of atheist parents and a Muslim stepfather,
Obama understandably would want to convey the impression
that Muslim, Hindu, Buddhist, atheist, and humanist views
and values are equal and akin to Judeo-Christian beliefs. But
they are not. The essential issue, then, is whether these
religions and philosophies should be given equal standing in
the public policy arena if they do not reflect the beliefs of most
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Americans. Specifically, how does Obama justify his stance in
his battle to deny medical care to viable babies? And can
America tolerate a president who may rely on atheistic
reasoning in matters of life and death?

MARRIAGE

The more we explore Barack Obama’s social positions, the
clearer the picture becomes of Obama’s America. For example,
will he promote traditional marriage and a broad range of
policies that will strengthen the family? Or will President
Obama adopt policies that discourage marriage, insert
government between parent and child, and impose anything-
goes, “progressive” values on our society?

Under an Obama administration, we can expect the federal
government to attack traditional values and overwhelm the
manpower and financial resources of the conservative
movement—on a vast variety of fronts. From abolishing the
“Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell” policy on gays in the military to
redefining marriage as something other than a union between a
man and woman, from banishing expressions of faith in the
public square to teaching six-year-old children about sex—
including homosexuality —Barack Obama’s America will rush
headlong into moral chaos, straining the ties that bind us
together as a people. Gay marriage will be just one manifestation
of this change. Obama will not only force us to accept gay
marriage, but will also assert that gay lifestyles are morally
equivalent to Christian lifestyles.

On record against a constitutional amendment defining
marriage as the legal union of one man and one woman,
Obama also opposes the core goals of the 1996 Federal Defense
of Marriage Act, a law designed to strengthen the traditional
family.#! Given the chance, Obama would seek to repeal or
severely modify the act and nullify its intent in favor of,
presumably, alternative family definitions that include same-
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sex partnerships. Obama has made it clear that he supports the
2008 California Supreme Court decision granting gays the
right to civil law marriages. So what changes will come if gays
gain the right to marry?

First, all case law governing divorce would have to be
changed; those changes will certainly affect custody and case
law governing heterosexual marriages. But these are not
simple changes. Literally thousands of child custody rulings,
state laws, and other legal precedents would be reconsidered
and turned upside down.

Once federal and state laws uphold gay marriage, gays will
be entitled to sue anyone licensed by the state that refuses to
perform a marriage, which would run counter to the beliefs of
most Americans. According to a 2008 Zogby International poll,
64 percent of Americans believe that, if gays are permitted to
legally marry, they should not be permitted to sue religions,
churches, or priests who refuse to perform gay marriages. Yet, on
the gay marriage issue, Obama’s goal is not to end discrimination
of gays, but to force all Americans and religions to accept
homosexuality as equal in moral value to heterosexuality. No
doubt President Obama will face an uphill battle.

OBAMA’S ZERO-TO-FIVE PROGRAM

Incredibly, Obama would like to begin indoctrinating children
with his brand of extremism at the earliest stages of
development. He plans to implement what he calls a “zero to
tive” plan, which he says would place a “key emphasis at early
care and education for infants.”#> This program would mandate
government childcare centers for children up to five years of
age. The price tag? $10 billion. None of this money would go to
religious institutions, as some Head Start funds do. Rather,
“zero to five” programs would likely be devoid of all Judeo-
Christian thought and the children enrolled in the program
would be taught only secular, government, and “universal”
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values. Of course, the similarities between this program and
those in communist and fascist countries are evident. This is
Obama’s America.

The plan is perhaps symptomatic of Obama’s own
childhood, when he was abandoned by his father. But, in terms
of policy, it is most likely that Obama intends to replace the
Judeo-Christian values that are traditionally taught to young
children in the home environment, with his own brand of secular
values. How to accomplish this? The only way, of course, is to
remove infants and young children from their homes, herding
them into government schools where their innocent minds can be
infiltrated before parents, churches, or youth groups have a
chance to influence them with traditional values.

SUMMARY

Barack Obama demonstrates only contempt for traditional
Christian values. Ignoring the fact that our free nation was
founded on those values, he seems to believe that Christian
voters should not inject their moral values into any policy
decision. People who believe in traditional marriage, who pay
their taxes, who love our nation, and are trying to raise their
families in a God-fearing environment are belittled by Obama
and Hollywood (including Obama supporters Rosie O'Donnell,
Oliver Stone, and Ben Affleck), smeared by the secular Left and
ridiculed by leftist Democrats in Congress. In addition, Obama
and his followers:

e Support so-called “diversity training” that compels
acceptance of “alternative lifestyles” and the
passage of “hate crime” laws that criminalize what
people say and do;

¢ Oppose the Marriage Protection Amendment to
the U.S. Constitution;
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e Want to impose the gay agenda on society,
including acceptance of “civil unions,” “domestic
partnership” laws, and other special rights for gays;

e Want to install political correctness and speech
“codes” at our colleges and universities to
punish students who hold traditional values;

e Would like to force sex education in public
schools, including kids as young as five and six
years of age, and perhaps younger in his zero-
to-five program;

e Want taxpayer funding for abortion through
Medicare and Medicaid and through our
nation’s foreign aid spending;

e Approve euthanasia, partial-birth abortion, and
other aspects of the death culture;

e Seek to end American foreign aid restrictions on
abortions done overseas for gender selection
purposes. These abortions, many of which are
performed to abort female babies, must never be
funded with American tax dollars. In July 2008,
a Zogby International poll found that 85 percent
of Americans “oppose a woman’s right to an
abortion based on the sex of the fetus,” as do 88
percent of women, 76 percent of Democrats, 80
percent of Independents, 81 percent of self-
described “Liberals,” and 67 percent of those
who say they never attend church.

e Accept vulgar and violent lyrics in popular
music that belittle women, demonize police and
glorify the street gang culture.

Obama himself listens to such songs—with reprehensible lyrics—
on his personal iPod. For example, on his iPod, Obama listens to
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“artist” Jay-Z. In an interview with Rolling Stone magazine, Obama
praised Jay-Z. “Every time I talk to Jay-Z, who is a brilliant talent
and a good guy, I enjoy how he thinks,” Obama said. “He’s
serious and he cares about his art. That's somebody who is going
to start branching out and can help shape attitudes in a positive
way.** Reasonable Americans might be concerned about the work
of this man whom Obama believes “can shape attitudes in a
positive way.” Here is a taste of his lyrics:

I don’t love ‘em I f--k “em.
[...]

She be all on my d--k.
[...]

S--t, I put the rubber on tighter.
[...]%

In Barack Obama’s America, Christians will be told to sit
down, shut up, and pay the bills. President Obama will tell
Christians that the America in which they grew up is gone,
that people of faith have a role to play in public—but only if
they leave their moral values at home. With an Obama victory
in 2008, Big Brother government, not the people, will be in
charge, and Americans will have to accept the anything goes,
grayscale morality as the “best thing” for our culture.

The charismatic Obama certainly has a great many
supporters in his seductive grip. Some even faint in his presence.
Obama paints a gloomy picture of present-day America. He
castigates his fellow colleagues on Capitol Hill for being
“Washington insiders” (odd, considering that he, himself, is a
Washington insider), and promises his disciples hope and
change if they follow him—and discard the values they’ve come
to hold dear. Hopefully people will see this fraudulent routine
for what it is before it’s too late.

As Obama says, he and his supporters can become “a
hymn that will heal this nation, repair this world, and make
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this time different than all the rest.” But Obama and his elitist
rhetoric is more likely to divide us than unite us.

For new, breaking information on Barack Obama since this book was published,
please go to www.audacityofdeceit.com. If you have friends that would like to receive
this chapter, or any of the chapters in this book, please refer them to the same Web site

where they can download the chapter of their choice for free.
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CHAPTER TWO

CHANGING THE
SECOND AMENDMENT

“The problem that weve had is that the overwhelming majority of gun
owners...would be amenable to reasonable gun control laws.!

—Senator Barack Obama

OULD OBAMA be so understanding if the District of
WColumbia, New York City, or his own hometown of
Chicago—each with ultra-restrictive gun laws—had
instead passed a total ban on certain types of free speech, or a
law allowing police to conduct any kind of search or seizure
they wanted on anyone, at any time and place, without a
warrant? Based on what he has said in the past, the answer is a
resounding “no.” When it comes to other constitutional rights,
Obama draws a line. But he is far too willing, even eager, to
casually cast aside the people’s right to keep and bear arms.
Obama has held his anti-gun and anti-self-defense position
since his earliest days in elected office. In 1996, as he was
seeking a state senate seat in Illinois, Obama made his disdain
for the Second Amendment perfectly clear. When filling out a
twelve-page questionnaire for the Independent Voters of
Illinois/Independence Precinct Organization (IV1/IPO), he gave
detailed answers elaborating on his left-wing views regarding
a range of “progressive” (read liberal) issues. While he admits
his answers to questions about the right to keep and bear arms
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are correct, they were nonetheless quick, to the point, and
decidedly anti-Second Amendment:?

Do you support state legislation to (a) ban the manufacture,
sale and possession of handguns? He answered, “Yes.”

(b) ban the manufacture, sale and possession of assault
weapons? He answered, “Yes.”

(c) require mandatory waiting periods, with background
checks, to purchase guns? He answered, “Yes.”

When tragedy struck Northern Illinois University in Dekalb
on Valentine’s Day 2008, according to the Baltimore Sun,
Obama seized that moment to condemn guns and the National
Rifle Association. Specifically, Obama referenced a California
gun law “that allows micro-tracing of bullets that have been
discharged in a crime so that they can immediately be
traced.”® “Ballistic fingerprinting” is a technology that the
NRA and law enforcement agencies have repeatedly said not
only lends itself to error, but also infringes on the rights of tens
of millions of law-abiding Americans.

“[The law] is something that California has passed over the
strong objections of the NRA.... That’s the kind of common-
sense gun law that gun owners as well as victims of gun
violence can get behind,”# Obama said. Taking advantage of the
NIU shootings to plead this case, however, he ignored the fact
that, in that case (and most others), the firearm was never in
question and a so-called ballistic fingerprint would have been
useless and irrelevant. Obama went on to claim allegiance to the
Second Amendment, but left the door wide open for added gun
regulations. “There is an individual right to bear arms,” he
claimed, “but it’s subject to common sense regulation.”>

The Sun further reported that, “mentioning his home city,
Obama said local entities should also have the ability to have
their own more strict [gun] regulations.”® “I think that local
jurisdictions have the capacity to institute their own gun laws....
The Cities of Chicago [also San Francisco and New York] have
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gun laws, as does Washington, D.C.,” he said. “I think the notion
that somehow local jurisdictions can’t initiate gun safety laws to
deal with gangbangers and random shootings on the street isn’t
born [sic] out by our Constitution.””

This from a lawyer who claims to be an authority on the
U.S. Constitution.

“A-HUNTING WE WILL GO...”

Attempting to portray himself as a pro-gun rights candidate,
Barack Obama has turned to a familiar theme: hunting.
However, he sponsored an amendment by Senator Ted
Kennedy to ban almost all rifle ammunition commonly used
for hunting and sport shooting.

“Barack Obama did not hunt or fish as a child,” writes Carrie
Budoff Brown for the online political journal Politico.com. “He lives
in a big city. And as an Illinois state legislator and U.S. senator, he
consistently backed gun control legislation. But he is nevertheless
making a play for pro-gun voters” on the campaign trail.®

In an email to the Pennsylvania Federation of Sportsmen’s
Clubs in late March 2008, the Obama campaign tried to reach
out to gun owners, saying Obama would “appreciate all
sportsmen taking the time to learn the facts: Our candidate
strongly supports the rights and traditions of sportsmen
throughout Pennsylvania and the United States of America.”®

A two-page white paper posted on his campaign Web site
assiduously avoids his anti-gun voting record as a legislator. In
fact, the site avoids guns and his record of gun control, period.
Under a heading of “Additional Issues/Sportsmen,” the position
paper doesn’t mention the true intent of the Second Amendment.
Instead, it addresses duck hunting and target shooting.1°

The last sentence belies his true feelings about guns and our
right to own them. “He also believes,” it states, “that the right is
subject to reasonable and commonsense regulation” (emphasis added).
We already know what measures Barack Obama believes
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constitute “reasonable and commonsense regulation” —outright
gun bans, semi-automatic bans, opposition to legally carrying a
concealed firearm for protection, closing down gun dealers and
stores, and laws allowing only one handgun purchase per
month."" His rhetoric doesn’t reflect his true feelings, but that’s an
illusion created on purpose, to fool unsuspecting voters.

“THIRD WAY” GUN CONTROL

Obama is seemingly trying to dupe Americans into thinking
that he actually supports an individual’s right to keep and
bear arms. But when we scratch below the surface, we find a
radical, anti-gun politician. Period. Like his Democratic rival,
Senator Hillary Clinton, Obama uses scripted rhetorical tricks
right out of the “progressive” gun prohibitionists” “Third Way”
playbook, to the letter. In other words, he is talking our talk while
walking their 