
The Mess at CVS

The Exceptional Greed of 
Health Care Executives

By Jim Hightower, Creators Syndicate

Sometimes I don’t know whether to weep uncontrollably, laugh hysterically or just throw up.
 I recently did all three when I came across yet another outbreak of sickening greed pouring out of 
America’s corporate executive suites during today’s raging health crisis. What made this one especially 

nauseating was that the perpetrators are honchos of major health care corporations!
 Leading this greed brigade is Larry Merlo, CEO of our country’s largest drugstore chain, CVS. While much 
of our economy has been shut down by the COVID-19 pandemic, this billion-dollar giant has customers surging 
in to get everything from medications to masks. Yet, in this time of great need, the boss and the board of CVS 
have blithely presided over scenes of chaos in many of their stores, which have been so severely understaffed that 
they pose a danger to public health.
	 The	chain’s	pharmacists	tell	of	frantically	scrambling	to	keep	up	with	filling	prescriptions,	answering	ever-
ringing phone inquiries, giving shots and COVID tests, stocking, etc. — while also having to meet ceaseless corporate 
demands	for	cost	cutting	and	more	profit.	The	result	has	been	a	dangerous	work	overload,	with	many	pharmacists	
handling nearly 200 prescriptions in a nonstop, six-hour shift, about one every two minutes. Unsurprisingly, 
there’s been an alarming rise 
in serious errors and weeklong 
delays in providing critical 
medications for customers. The 
New York Times reports that one 
CVS pharmacist has no control 
over	staffing,	and	even	the	chain’s	
district leader has no power to 
make changes.
 So, not only does the buck 
stop at the top but so does a big 
chunk of the corporate bucks. 
While CEO Merlo has failed to 
fund the staff his pharmacies and 
the public clearly need, he has 
generously funded his own needs 
... and then some. He paid himself 
$36.5 million last year alone. Then 
there is the mountain of interest 
payments and fees that CVS is 
paying to Wall Street bankers and 
lawyers who engineered Merlo’s 
monopolistic deal to take over the 
Aetna health insurance giant last 
year.
 So, while you’re being 
underserved at a local CVS, just 
remember that Boss Man Merlo 
and his merger mercenaries are 
making a killing. How comforting 
is that?
 The holy mantra of health 
professionals was coined about 
2,500 years ago by the Greek 
physician Hippocrates: “Do no 
harm.”

LA Times’ Anti-LAPD 
Bias Shines Through

By Daniel Guss

CITY WATCH LA - The year 2020 is playing out as a worst-case scenario for 
police everywhere, including at the LAPD and its peers in neighboring com-
munities, as nationwide George Floyd protests became riots that begot the 

defund the police movement. 
 In the LA media-sphere, no outlet seemingly relishes its anti-LAPD bias 
more than the struggling LA Times, most recently demonstrated by its knowingly 
dishonest story about a recent pro-LAPD rally outside of the agency’s headquarters 
in downtown LA. 
 That story, by Times’ law enforcement reporter Cindy Chang (who has a law 
degree),	was	titled,	“Amid	a	national	movement	to	defund	the	police,	LAPD	officers	
stage a protest of their own.” 
 Problem #1: The LAPD didn’t throw the event; its supporters did. 
 Problem #2:  Chang knew this was an untruthful claim because she spoke with 
the event organizers – at the event and was told such – before writing the story 
which	she	knew	was	not	thrown	by	the	agency,	its	officers	or	their	representatives.	
	 Problem	 #3:	 	Chang	 significantly	 under-represented	 the	 size	 of	 the	 turnout	
supporting	the	LAPD,	which	she	describes	as	“.	 .	 .a	crowd	of	about	100	officers	
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Fear of Speech 
is Replacing 
Freedom of 

Speech
By Jeff Jacoby

“Freedom of speech,” the famous Norman Rockwell 
painting that depicts a young man addressing a local 
gathering, was inspired by a real event.

 One evening in 1942, Rockwell attended the town 
meeting in Arlington, Vt., where he lived for many years. 
On the agenda was the construction of a new school. It was 
a popular proposal, supported by everyone in attendance 
— except for one resident, who got up to express his 
dissenting view.
 He was evidently a blue-collar worker, whose battered 
jacket	and	stained	fingernails	set	him	apart	from	the	other	
men in the audience, all dressed in white shirts and ties.
 In Rockwell’s scene, the man speaks his mind, unafraid 
to express a minority opinion and not intimidated by 
the status of those he’s challenging. He has no reason not 
to speak plainly: His words are being attended to with 
respectful attention. His neighbors may disagree with him, 
but they’re willing to hear what he has to say.
 What brings Rockwell’s painting to mind is a new 
national poll by the Cato Institute. The survey found 
that self-censorship has become extremely widespread in 
American society, with 62 percent of adults saying that, 
given the current political climate, they are afraid to honestly 
express their views.
 “These fears cross partisan lines,” writes Emily Ekins, 

Cato’s director of polling. “Majorities of Democrats (52 
percent), independents (59 percent), and Republicans (77 
percent) all agree they have political opinions they are afraid 
to share.” The survey’s 2,000 respondents sorted themselves 
ideologically as “very liberal,” “liberal,” “moderate,” 
“conservative,” or “very conservative.” In every category 
except “very liberal,” a majority of respondents feel 
pressured to keep their views to themselves. Roughly one-
third of American adults — 32 percent — fear they could be 
fired	or	otherwise	penalized	at	work	if	their	political	beliefs	
became known.
 Freedom of speech has often been threatened in 
America, but the suppression of “wrong” opinions in the 
past has tended to come from the top down. It was the 
government that arrested editors for criticizing Woodrow 
Wilson’s foreign policy, made it a crime to burn the 
flag,	 turned	 the	 dogs	 on	 civil	 rights	marchers,	 and	 jailed	
communists under the Smith Act. Today, by contrast, 
dissent is rarely prosecuted. Thanks to the Supreme Court’s 
First Amendment jurisprudence, freedom of expression has 
never been more strongly protected — legally.
 But culturally, the freedom to express unpopular views 
has never been more endangered.
 On college campuses, in workplaces, in the media, there 

and their supporters. 
. .” and “a handful of 
counterprotesters. . .” 
	 The	 LAPD	 confirmed	
that the crowd was 500-600, 
including many carrying 
signs with supportive 
messages in Spanish. 
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7 Ways that God Can Do the 7 Ways that God Can Do the 
Impossible in Your HouseImpossible in Your House

By Pastor Dudley C. Rutherford  -  Shepherd of the Hills
the Jews, but also Gentiles. Astonished, Peter instructed that they become baptized in the name 
of Jesus Christ. Jesus breaks down racial barriers and calls us all into one family—God’s family. 

In a house, prayers are answered. King Herod had Peter arrested and thrown into 
prison for preaching the Gospel, “but the church was earnestly praying to God for him” (Acts 
12:5). Miraculously, an angel of the Lord set Peter free the night before his trial, and Peter im-
mediately “went to the house of Mary, the mother of John, where many people had gathered and 

were	praying”	(v.12-15).	Can	you	imagine	the	joy	that	filled	that	house	when	their	
prayers for their brother Peter had been answered? 

In a house God will make a way. This same account details how a servant 
named Rhoda recognized Peter’s voice when he arrived at the house, but she was so 
overjoyed that she forgot to open the door for him. She ran back to everyone and 
exclaimed, “Peter is at the door!” But they replied, “You’re out of your mind.” When 
she kept insisting that it was so, they said, “It must be his angel.” The people of the 
house thought it was absolutely impossible for Peter to be there, but we know from 
Mark 10:27 that all things are possible with God! 

In a house, your family can be saved. Lastly, in Acts 16:30-34, a violent 
earthquake freed Paul and Silas from prison. Seeing this miracle and their faith, their 
jailer asked, “Sirs, what must I do to be saved?” They replied, “Believe in the Lord 

Jesus, and you will be saved—you and your household.” Then they shared the Word of God 
with the jailer and his family, and they were baptized right away.   

God’s church began in a house, and He still redirects people’s lives inside houses all over 
the world. God’s Spirit moves and does the impossible in houses. God answers prayers inside 
homes everywhere, and He brings salvation to homes even in the midst of trouble and uncertain 
times. God makes a way! 

Pastor Dudley Rutherford is the author of Compelled: The Irresistible Call to Share Your 
Faith (available everywhere books are sold online) and the senior pastor of Shepherd Church, which 
has three campuses in the Greater Los Angeles area. You can watch services online or connect with 
Dudley at www.LiftUpJesus.com and on Facebook, Twitter, and Instagram. 

God will always make a way when it seems as though there is no way. In the midst of so 
much uncertainty and fear in 2020, it’s easy to believe that things will never change for 
the better. It can seem impossible for life to go back to “normal”—or even to adjust 

to a new normal. For some, the healing of a loved one seems impossible. For others, a 
job	 or	 financial	 situation	 appears	 hopeless.	 It	 may	 seem	 as	 though	 reconciliation	 and	
peace in a relationship, or in society, will never ever happen. Many of us are wondering if 
this virus will ever go away and if we will be sheltered at home forever. 

But	I	want	to	encourage	you	with	the	hope	we	find	in	the	Scriptures,	be-
cause nothing is impossible for God. In fact, throughout the New Testament, we see 
that despite all odds, God makes a way. And what is even more reassuring—espe-
cially in these times of quarantine—is that Lord moves and often does His best work 
in homes.  

In a house, the Church was birthed. In Acts 2:2, believers in Christ gath-
ered together when all of a sudden, the sound of a rushing wind “came from heaven 
and	filled	the	whole	house	where	they	were	sitting.”	This	is	when	Christians	first	
received the Holy Spirit and devoted themselves to the apostles’ teaching. They were 
emboldened to spread the Gospel, share generously with others, and praise God. The 
Church of Jesus Christ started in a house. 

In a house, God can redirect your life. We learn in Acts 9:10-11 that the Lord 
appeared to a disciple named Ananias and told him to go to a man named Saul of Tarsus and 
heal his blindness. This is the same Saul who persecuted Christians before Jesus appeared to 
him on the road to Damascus. Ananias went to the house where Saul was staying, laid hands 
on him, and Paul’s sight was restored. Paul then went on to preach the Gospel fearlessly and 
wrote nearly half of the New Testament. 

In a house, the Holy Spirit can fall. Acts 10:44 details the account of when Peter 
was preaching the Gospel within a large gathering of people in a house, and “the Holy Spirit 
came upon all who heard the message.” This happened in an average home likes your and 
mine! 

In a house, racial barriers can be destroyed. This same event also featured an im-
portant moment in Church history because the Holy Spirit had been poured out not only on 

(Continued from page 1)

It’s Time for Some Sobering Reality
By Dennis P. Zine

CITY WATCH LA - It really does not matter if you like or dislike President Trump or Former 
Vice - President Joe Biden. 
 What really matters is what is happening across America and in particular California 

and the City of Los Angeles.  
 Let me begin with the Judicial Branch of Government as it impacts all  people of the Golden 
State.  I am addressing the criminal justice system.  There are thousands of laws on the books 
dealing with criminal violations.  Infractions, Misdemeanor and Felony crimes are the ones most 
know and hear about.  
 When someone commits an offense and is arrested, the process begins.  It usually takes multiple 
arrests for any real punishment to be administered by a judge.  Normally, there is probation and all 
sorts of programs available so the defendant can avoid jail.  So, it takes the criminal justice system 
multiple	times	to	finally	impose	a	jail	sentence	on	the	accused.		Now,	the	jail	time	will	usually	be	in	
the county jail.  For a Felony crime, the incarnation will usually be in a state prison.  
 So, follow the process here.  Multiple arrests of an individual until the person is sentenced to 
the state prison.  Once admitted to a state prison, the life of crime and arrests usually becomes a 
pattern for the individual.  Truly a sad situation for the person, their family and friends.  
 I know the real world of the criminal justice system since I have been engaged in law 
enforcement for over 50 years and speak from personal knowledge.  
 Now add that Governor Gavin Newson refuses to approve any executions of the over 700 
persons on California’s death row.  While this authority is granted to the Governor, we know that 
no matter how many murders the individual committed or how many children they molested that 
lands them in prison, they will remain in prison until they are pardoned, die or escape.  
 There are many others in the California State Prison system for multiple felony arrests and 
convictions.  These are the people that Governor Newsom has recently approved to be released 
before completing their full prison sentence.  
 The Governor has approved that 18,000 convicted felons serving time are to be released prior 
to serving the full term they were given upon conviction. 
	 So,	the	STUPIDITY	of	Mayor	Eric	Garcetti,	who	called	Police	Officers	“KILLERS”,		combined	
with the INSANITY of the majority of the L. A. City Council who voted to reduce $150 million 
dollars from the LAPD budget means fewer dollars to provide public safety for all the people of Los 
Angeles.  That means each of you and your family members!  Wake up!  Are you understanding 
the seriousness of what is going on with your safety and that of your loved ones!  
 Release 18,000 Convicted Felons from Prison with no job or opportunity to get a job due to the 
economy and impact of Covid-19 and cut the budget for the LAPD that is charged with ”Protecting 
and Serving” the people of Los Angeles.   IF THIS IS NOT INSANITY, I DON’T KNOW WHAT IS! 
 I have mentioned in previous articles that you should consider having a gun in your home to 
protect yourself and your family.  The Sheriff of Los Angeles County recently announced that he 
will begin issuing Concealed Weapon Permits (CCW) to some L. A. County residents.  The Ventura 
County Sheriff already issues CCW permits to local residents for personal protection.  I know 
there are people that live in fantasy land and are disconnected from reality.  I am not pushing the 
NRA or any other group.  I am only urging each of you to be prepared to protect yourself and your 
family when 18,000 FELONS are released from the State Prisons into California neighborhoods.  

Are you living in one of the neighborhoods that will welcome those being released from 
Prison ?    
	 Consider	how	your	elected	political	officials	have	ignored	the	homeless	population	in	
your	neighborhood.		Look	around	and	you	will	find	homeless		everywhere.		While	you	keep	
paying more and more taxes, the problem continues to get worse.  Add 18,000 convicted 
felons to the mix that don’t have a job or funds to live.  More homeless and more problems 
for your community with fewer police to answer your 911 calls.  
 Good Luck to you.  Like Mayor Garcetti says after his news briefs on Covid-19…
.”Peace and Love L.A.”  (Dennis P. Zine is a former and retired LAPD Supervisor, former and retired 12-year 
Los Angeles City Councilman and current General Manager at Bell Canyon in Ventura 
County.)

are ever-widening no-go zones of viewpoints and arguments that cannot be safely expressed. 
Voice an opinion that self-anointed social-justice warriors regard as heretical, and the 
consequences can be career-destroying. The dean of the nursing school at UMass-Lowell lost 
her job after writing in an email that “everyone’s life matters.” An art curator was accused of 
being a racist and forced to quit for saying that his museum would “continue to collect white 
artists.” The director of communications for Boeing apologized and resigned after an employee 
complained that 33 years ago he was opposed to women serving in combat.
 Virtually everyone would agree that some views are indisputably beyond the pale. If there 
are supporters of slavery or advocates of genocide who feel inhibited from sharing their beliefs, 
no one much cares. But the range of opinions deemed unsayable by today’s progressive thought 
police extends well into the mainstream. And in many cases, the most enthusiastic suppressors 
of debate are students, journalists, artists, intellectuals — those who in former times were the 
greatest champions of uninhibited speech and the greatest foes of ideological conformity.
 It isn’t only on the left that this totalitarian impulse to silence dissent exists. President 

Fear of Speech Replacing Freedom of Speech

(Continued on page 6)
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Save Energy. Save Water. Repeat.
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you stay cool and save on your electricity 
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We Must Decide 
Whether We Want 
to Save America

By David Limbaugh

America is in crisis. Her destiny is on the line, and she will survive only if we 
still love her.
 A battle rages in the streets, in academia, in the culture, and in the hearts 

and minds of the American people over whether America was and remains a good 
and great nation.
 I have always believed that America is the greatest and most benevolent 
nation in history, that its Constitution is, in the words of former British Prime 
Minister William Gladstone, “The most wonderful work ever struck off at a given 
time by the brain and purpose of man.”
 That’s primarily because the Constitution was crafted to maximize man’s 
liberty	—	 not	 just	 by	 paying	 flowery	 lip	 service	 to	 the	 concept	 on	 hallowed	
parchment but by containing concrete limitations on government to ensure its 
realization.
 Over time, anti-libertarian forces have chipped away at the document’s integrity and 
its guaranteed freedoms. Today, those destructive forces are ascendant and emboldened.
 Years ago, I was invited to give talks on the Constitution. On one such occasion, a female 
African American law student, after hearing my glowing endorsement of the document, 
asked how she could be expected to revere a government charter that condoned slavery.
 I admit to providing an inadequate answer for my good-faith questioner, but I have 
given much thought to this important and increasingly relevant question since.
 The immorality of slavery is undebatable, but the constitutional provisions dealing 
with it are more complex and deserve more than a short column. For now, let me say 
that the American people’s better angels fought a devastating Civil War largely over 
the issue and worked, especially in the last half-century, to ensure equal opportunity 
for all people under law.
	 Going	forward,	we	must	decide	whether	we	want	to	heal	or	persist	in	endless	conflict	and	
racial acrimony. We can’t legislatively purge evil from men’s hearts — but we can and must 
pray	to	the	God	of	all	creation	and	of	all	precious	human	beings	to	expunge	racial	conflict	
and distrust from our souls, and to heal this land. I believe we’ve made enormous strides on 
racism, and let’s not allow the naysayers to take that away from us.
 Some continually call for a national conversation on race. Others maintain we’ve been 
having that conversation for decades. We have, in a sense, but it has been more a shouting 
match than a dialogue and has been riddled with sinister partisan motives rather than 
harmonious longings.
 If we’re going to converse, let’s allow all views to be aired instead of censoring certain 
opinions with false charges of bigotry.
 At the center of this discussion should be the question of whether we believe now — not 
in 1776 or 1791 — that the American dream applies to all Americans. We will waste our time 
unless we still believe that America is exceptional and has the greatest system of government 
ever devised by man. Do we still embrace the American dream?
 That is, could we all agree that America’s federalist structure, its scheme of checks and 
balances, its separation of powers, its express guarantees of G od-given rights are far superior 
to any other conceivable government system including all strains of socialism, Marxism, 
totalitarianism and monarchy?

 Should we foster a spirit of forgiveness among all Americans and all races, or do we seek 
to	incite	conflict	for	political	gain?	Do	we	support	policies	that	improve	the	lives	of	all	people	
including minorities, or would we prefer to remain mired in hate and bitterness? Will we 
encourage colorblindness and loving one another as God’s creatures in a truly integrated society, 
or yield to those who would revert to color consciousness and segregation? Will we repudiate or 
honor Martin Luther King Jr.’s legacy?
 We can debate whether the framers built obsolescence for slavery in the Constitution or 
whether the Civil War and civil rights laws were enough to atone for this brutal institution, but 
shouldn’t we get about the business of living in harmony and striving to ensure the American 
dream is available for all?
 Do we want to advance an agenda that treats all people equally and is better suited to lift 
everyone up, or would we rather be perpetually angry and paralyzed by guilt?
 We must shed the poisonous notion that the stain of slavery permanently taints our system of 
government, which still offers the last best hope for all Americans to be free, to pursue happiness 
and to succeed. We must fervently resist societal pressure to tear down all remnants of our 
history, because eliminating the bad will also eliminate the good — and increase the likelihood 
of repeating the bad.
 Don’t believe for a second that the anarchists who have hijacked peaceful protests are 
conflicted	on	this	issue.	They	want	to	tear	down	the	entire	system,	which	they	say	cannot	
be	fixed.
 Understand that if you buy into that lie, you are joining forces with those who will uproot all 
that is good and sabotage the system in exchange for the inevitable unfolding of totalitarianism in 
which only a very limited few will be free and thrive. History amply demonstrates the corruptive 
folly of the road we are traveling.
 Conservatives must confront the pernicious narrative that America is evil and patriots who 
are intent on preserving it are racist. Precisely the opposite is true. We want the best for all 
people,	and	if	we	lack	the	moral	courage	to	fight	for	our	principles,	America	as	founded	will	
disappear. Only if we save this nation will the people for whom the destructive forces claim to be 
fighting	prosper.
 I pray G od will heal and unite us, and that we will work together to preserve and reinvigorate 
this still-wonderful nation.
 (David Limbaugh is a columnist, author and attorney.)



 After the story was published, Chang was challenged on her misleading claims by, 
among others, retired LAPD Detective Moses Castillo, who spent three decades with the 
agency and has extensive ties to LA media outlets. A text exchange between Chang and 
Castillo was forwarded to this column, in which Chang still defended her claims, writing 
to Castillo, “Hold your horses. . . I read the story again and think the text could have 
been clearer though the headline isn’t inaccurate. Working up a change.” 
 Castillo responded, “you know the headline is not accurate. You(r) picture show(s) 
uniformed	 officers	 who	 at	 that	 moment	 are	 keeping	 BLM	 folks	 separated	 from	
supporters	of	LAPD.	Those	officers	were	on	duty	as	security.	Not	part	of	the	rally.”	
 During a brief 
exchange with this 
column, Chang refused 
to answer questions 
about her misleading 
claims, saying she is on 
furlough,	 but	 gruffly	
added before abruptly 
hanging up, “I don’t see 
why you’re interested in 
this. It’s not a big deal.” 
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The American Idea
By Paul Greenberg

This classic column first appeared in July 4, 2012.

The role of great men in history is often noted, but they may 
exercise	little	influence	compared	to	great	ideas.	John	Maynard	
Keynes, who was not an historian or a statesman but an 

economist, noted that ideas, “both when they are right and when 
they are wrong, are more powerful than is commonly understood. 
Indeed, the world is ruled by little else.”
 Today we celebrate the birth of The American Idea, which took 
form	and	flight	in	Jefferson’s	immortal	Declaration	236	years	ago	
today.
 It was gruff old John Adams, who could never be accused of 
being a poet, who insisted that Jefferson and no other write the 
draft of the Declaration of Independence. Denied the gift of poetry 
himself, Mr. Adams could recognize it well enough in this Virginian. 
He may have been a Massachusetts man, with a Puritan’s 
preference for the practical, but he knew the power of great ideas 
greatly expressed.
 John Adams could foresee, as he told his Abigail, that the 
anniversary of American independence would become an annual 
festival	of	freedom	to	be	celebrated	with	every	manner	of	fireworks,	
concerts, picnics and general enthusiasm from one end of this land 
to the other.
 He got just one detail wrong. Lawyer that he was, he assumed 
that the United States of America would celebrate its independence 
on July 2nd, the date in 1776 when the Continental Congress 
formally resolved that these colonies are and ought to be free and independent states. Rather than 
July the Fourth, when the Proclamation was approved and the American Idea was proclaimed to 
the world.
 It was not the formal, legal resolution of independence that would be celebrated in the years 
ahead, but the words, the vehicle of ideas.
 The American Idea, crystallized in Thomas Jefferson’s words after centuries of gestation on 
this	continent,	is	simple	and	sweeping	--	and	a	terribly	complicated	business	to	fulfill:	that	all	men	
are created equal, and endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights, and that among 
these are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.
 Those words cannot be said aloud even to this day without their resounding like a poem. It 
was Walt Whitman, that most American poet, who once said that the greatest poem of all is these 
united states.
 Ideas have consequences. Fateful consequences. A time would come when this still forming 
nation would experience a new birth of freedom amid the most terrible of our wars. The president 
who would see the Union through that long, dark night to another dawn’s early light would trace 
his principles back to that selfsame declaration of July 4, 1776.
 Pausing at Philadelphia to speak at Independence Hall on his way to assume a burden 
perhaps	even	greater	than	the	first	president’s,	Abraham	Lincoln	confided:	“I	have	never	had	
a feeling, politically, that did not spring from the sentiments embodied in the Declaration of 
Independence.”
 The sentiments that brought forth the American Revolution remain revolutionary, which is 
why we remain a revolutionary people despite ourselves. Our ideas shape us. We would not be 
ourselves if we did not remain a standing provocation to the tyrants of the world.
 There is much talk this election year, as there is every election year, of the American Dream, 
but it is a woefully weak, pathetically reduced version of that dream to imagine it encompasses 
only material promise. That may be a vital part of the dream, but it is the least of it. For the 
American Dream encompasses a wealth off hopes and aspirations.
 Most of us understand that America is more than a geographical designation, more than a 
political system, more than borders and laws and storied institutions. It is an idea. And without 
that American Idea, all our laws and constitutions, history and traditions, would be but an empty 
tomb where our greatness does not live but is buried.
 Adlai Stevenson, another American with a gift for eloquence, understood as much. He knew 
America was more than a place, that it is an idea. Always has been. And he put the kernel of that 
idea, as Mr. Jefferson had done before him, in a few simple words:
 “When an American says that he loves his country, he means not only that he loves the New 
England hills, the prairies glistening in the sun, the wide and rising plains, the great mountains, 
and the sea. He means that he loves an inner air, an inner light in which freedom lives and in 
which a man can draw the breath of self-respect.”
 It has never been put better.
 
 (Paul Greenberg is the Pulitzer-winning editorial page editor of the Arkansas Dem-
ocrat-Gazette.)

“Wild, Wild West”
In Beverly Hills

About a dozen protesters were arrested July 23 for failure to disperse, and at least one 
person	for	alleged	̀ `assault	on	a	police	officer’’	during	a	demonstration	organized	by	
the Black Future Project in Beverly Hills.

 The protest began about 6:30 p.m. at Beverly Hills High School, according to the 
Beverly Hills Police Department.
 About 75 demonstrators marched east on Santa Monica Boulevard from Moreno Drive 
about 8 p.m., and about 8:15 p.m., protesters sat on the street on Santa Monica Boulevard 
at	Linden	Drive,	and	blocked	both	directions	of	traffic,	according	to	police.
	 Officers	 gave	 the	 crowd	multiple	 disperse	 orders	 and	 after	 the	 crowd’s	 ``failure	 to	
comply,’’	officers	surrounded	the	protesters	and	multiple	people	were	arrested,	according	
to	Beverly	Hills	Public	Information	Officer	Keith	Sterling,	who	also	said	at	least	one	person	
was	arrested	for	assault	on	a	police	officer.
 The Black Future Project is demanding ``all schools in LA County receive equitable 
access to educational funding regardless of their’’ ZIP code, according to a statement 
posted on its Instagram account.
 The group is also seeking the repeal of Beverly Hills’ ban on nighttime gatherings of at 
least 10 or more people on residential streets and other public places in residential areas in 
response to two protests that ``disrupted the tranquility’’ of a neighborhood.
 The group chose Beverly Hills as the site of the protest because its residents ``having 
historically separated themselves from the city of Los Angeles in an act of deliberate wealth 
hoarding,	is	an	iconic	representation	of	the	systems	of	oppression	we	strive	to	fight	against	
and dismantle,’’ the statement said.
 Black Future Project staged a protest in Beverly Hills that began the evening of June 
26 and continued until early June 27, and 28 people were taken into custody, mostly for 
unlawful assembly, according to Sterling.
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LA and the Missing Mayor
By Mac Shorty

CITY WATCH LA - This month marks seven years of Eric Garcetti’s reign as mayor. Those seven years have left many 
Angelinos hard-pressed to name even a single aspect of our civic life that has improved.
 Most recently, Mr. Garcetti has blundered his way through the COVID-19 response. He has pared back on testing sites 

and slots, ignored the plight of low-income communities, and threatened already hurting job creators.  
 The resulting devastation has hit minority communities the hardest. These human beings are not statistics to me. I have 
seen single mothers cast from their jobs like disposable goods. I have had children come to me asking if their futures will ever 
recover.
 I assure them they will. But Mayor Garcetti threatens my ability to keep that promise to those in our community who are 
concerned about their future.
	 His	mismanagement	of	the	pandemic	has	only	magnified	his	other	failures.	Under	his	watch,	homelessness	in	Los	Angeles	
has increased by 75%. Tonight, over 16,000 Angelinos will go to sleep in their cars, and more than 42,000 will have no shelter 
at all. On the streets, they will face hell on earth. 
 A UN report compared Skid Row’s conditions to a Syrian refugee camp. It is a scene of rodents crawling in gutters and 
raw	sewage	flowing	into	storm	drains.	Public	health	experts	have	pointed	to	the	sanitation	impact	itself	as	grounds	for	a	public	
health	emergency.	It’s	no	wonder	that	the	death	toll	for	the	homeless	has	spiked	76%	in	the	last	five	years.	One	homelessness	
expert says a leading cause of death is hyperthermia from exposure to the elements.
 Meanwhile, Mr. Garcetti goes to sleep in his plush taxpayer funded mansion and rents out his personal home for $5,000 
a	month.	He	travels	the	country	seeking	to	prop	up	a	future	career	in	higher	office.	In	one	12-month	stretch,	he	spent	112	
days—more than 30 percent of his time—away from LA. 
 With him so removed from the crisis, is anyone surprised that his remedies have failed?
 So-called “Project Roomkey,” which was supposed to allow homeless individuals to stay in vacant hotel and motel rooms, 
was dead on arrival. So was his promise to build housing for the homeless through Measure HHH. Four years after voters 
approved $1.2 billion to build 10,000 units, less than 50 units have been completed. Meanwhile, astronomical development 
costs have cut the number of units promised from 10,000 to 6,000.
	 Where	he	has	failed	in	the	temporary	fix	of	housing,	he	has	also	failed	in	the	long-term	cure	of	job	creation.	Mr.	Garcetti	
has all but dropped his promise to eliminate the city’s business tax, even though job creators say it is the chief reason they 
won’t come to LA.
	 Adding	to	our	fiscal	problems,	Mr.	Garcetti	has	made	no	attempt	to	control	the	rising	costs	of	pension	benefits.	The	result	
has	been	cuts	in	services	and	decaying	infrastructure,	including	horrific	traffic	and	a	deteriorating	subway	system.	Spending	on	
pension	and	retirement	benefits	for	city	workers	now	consumes	20	percent	of	the	general	fund—four	times	what	it	did	in	2002.	
 While these problems fester, an ongoing, FBI-led corruption probe will likely distract our missing mayor. The LA 
Times reported that the ongoing FBI investigation into City Councilman Jose Huizar has expanded to include “current and 
former members of Garcetti’s administration.”
 Through cronyism, neglect, and absenteeism, Mayor Garcetti has made the disparities of Los Angeles worse than ever. 
People are now pouring into the streets—sometimes to protest, sometimes to live in tents, sometimes to die.
 That is why some Angelenos are advocating for his recall, because they believe it is the only way to secure the new 
beginning we so desperately need.
 There is a virus ravaging Los Angeles, and it won’t be cured by Eric Garcetti. Together, let’s set Los Angeles on a new, 
united path.
 (Mac Shorty is a former Methodist minister, former vice chair of the Watts, Los Angeles Neighborhood Council, and founder 
of the community repower movement) Posted first at Townhall.com.

Trump,	always	infuriated	by	criticism,	has	called	for	columnists	who	disparage	him	to	be	fired,	hecklers	at	his	rallies	to	
be beaten up, and TV stations to lose their licenses if they run ads vilifying his handling of the pandemic — calls routinely 
amplified	on	social	media	by	tens	of	thousands	of	his	followers.
 When a Babson College professor joked that Iran ought to bomb “sites of beloved American cultural heritage” like 
the	Mall	of	America	and	the	Kardashian	residence,	a	right-wing	website	launched	a	campaign	that	got	him	fired.
	 The	new	Cato	survey	found	that	more	than	one	in	five	Americans	(22	percent)	would	support	firing	a	business	executive	
who	donated	money	to	Democrat	Joe	Biden’s	presidential	campaign,	while	31	percent	would	be	OK	with	firing	someone	
who gave money to Trump’s re-election campaign. The urge to ostracize or penalize unwelcome views isn’t restricted to 
just one end of the spectrum.
 Americans’ right to free speech is shielded by the Constitution to a degree unmatched anywhere else. But our First 
Amendment guarantees will prove impotent if the habit of free speech is lost. For generations, Americans were raised to 
see debate as legitimate, desirable, and essential to democratic health. They quoted Voltaire’s (apocryphal) aphorism: 
“I disapprove of what you say, but will defend to the death your right to say it.” Editors, publishers, satirists, and civil 
libertarians took to heart the dictum of Supreme Court Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes Jr., who wrote that “the principle 
of free thought” is meant to enshrine “not free thought for those who agree with us but freedom for the thought that we 
hate.”
	 But	that	principle	has	been	turned	on	its	head.	The	“thought	that	we	hate”	is	not	tolerated	but	stifled.	It	is	reviled	as	
taboo, forbidden to be uttered. Anyone expressing it may be accused not just of giving offense, but of literally endangering 
those who disagree. And even if only some people lose their careers or reputations for saying something “wrong,” countless 
others get the chilling message.
 “And so dread settles in,” writes journalist Emily Yoffe. “Challenging books go untaught. Deep conversations are not 
had. Friendships are not formed. Classmates and colleagues eye each other with suspicion.”
 And 62 percent of Americans fear to express what they think.
 The speaker in Norman Rockwell’s painting may have had something unpopular to say, but neither he nor his 
neighbors had any doubt that it was appropriate for him to say it. Now, such doubt is everywhere, and freedom of speech 
has never been more threatened.

Fear of Speech Replacing Freedom of Speech



August, 2020 For Advertising Rates, Visit www.evalleyvoice.com           Page 7

Huizar’s Council Cronies Not See Corruption 
Hiding in Plain Sight?

By Dennis Hathaway

CITY WATCH LA - The most glaring but possibly least surprising fact that arose as I 
read the 120-page federal criminal complaint against City Councilman Jose Huizar was 
this:

 If the councilman threw his support behind a development project in his district, his 
PLUM committee colleagues and the City Council would rubber stamp it, zoning restrictions 
and other matters of public interest be damned. 
 If that hadn’t been true, his alleged schemes to shake down developers wouldn’t have 
worked. There wouldn’t have been the bundles of cash stashed in his closet, the free trips to 
Las Vegas complete with stacks of chips and call girls, the hundreds of thousands of dollars 
donated	to	support	his	wife’s	campaign	to	succeed	him	when	he	was	termed	out	of	office.	
 Lest anyone think that’s an exaggeration, or a slander on his committee and council 
colleagues,	consider	what	is	identified	in	the	complaint	as	“Project	M,”	a	35-story	mixed	use	
development in the downtown Arts District that was widely opposed by people living and 
working in that area. 
	 According	to	the	complaint,	in	2016	a	person	identified	as	“Lobbyist	B”	(named	by	the	
Los	Angeles	Times	as	Morrie	Goldman)	and	the	developer	identified	as	“Executive	M”	met	
with Huizar to discuss the fact that the project couldn’t go forward because the planning 
department wouldn’t approve a general plan Amendment that would allow added height 
and	density.	At	that	meeting,	Huizar	agreed	to	either	file	a	city	council	motion	to	initiate	the	
amendment or put pressure on the planning department to approve. 

    *  *  *

 For reasons the complaint doesn’t detail, the planning department gave in to Huizar’s 
pressure and approved the amendment. In exchange for the councilman’s help on that and 
any future issue involving the project, the complaint says, the developer donated $50,000 to a 
Political Action Committee (PAC) supporting Huizar’s wife’s city council election campaign. 
 The project was approved by the City Planning Commission (CPC) in 2018, but with 
a	requirement	that	a	significant	percentage	of	the	housing	units	be	reserved	for	low-income	
renters. 
 Two days later, according to the complaint, the developer contributed another $25,000 to 
the PAC, although he was apparently unhappy with the CPC requirement. 
 Another problem arose when a labor union appealed the approval to the Huizar’s PLUM 
committee.  According to the complaint, Huizar told Executive M that if he were to vote against 
the union the developer would have to make it worthwhile. In a later meeting, the complaint 
says, the developer agreed to donate $50,000 to the PAC, over and above the $75,000 already 
donated. 
 Executive M also agreed to provide opposition research on two of Huizar’s female staffers 
who	had	filed	sexual	harassment	complaints,	according	to	the	complaint.	
 The project was scheduled for a PLUM committee hearing on October 16, 2018. FBI 
investigators intercepted a text message exchange between the lobbyist -- believed to be 
Goldman -- and Executive M in which the developer asks, “Anyone else on plum (sic) we 
should connect with?” The lobbyist’s reply? “I was thinking about it but I really don’t want to 
call attention to it. I would rather let Jose power play it through.” 
 The committee, following Huizar’s lead, voted to deny the union appeal. It also scrapped 
the CPC’s low-income housing requirement in favor of a much less stringent one requested by 
the developer. The complaint alleges that this saved the developer $14 million. A week later, the 
full city council gave its unanimous approval. 
 This image of the committee members as cardboard cutouts taking up seats at the table 
is illustrated throughout the criminal complaint. For example, a phone call intercepted by the 
FBI	has	a	person	identified	only	as	“Individual	1.”	
 “If you are in the PLUM committee, but Huizar does not put you on the agenda, then, 
your project will not see the light of day for a long time, because it’s up to the chairman whether 
the agenda is your project or not. . .his power is so great that that even if Department of City 
Planning approves, and the City Planning Commission makes all the changes, such as changing 
or reducing the number of your units, etcetera, PLUM, which stands for Planning and Land 
Use Management, the committee chaired by Jose can still completely reverse everything.” 
 Another section of the complaint detailing Huizar’s alleged crimes says, “. . .Huizar often 
targeted developers for contributions shortly before he was slated to vote on their projects 
and at times delayed projects by removing them from the PLUM committee agenda while 
commitments were solicited and negotiated. Many of those developers were willing to pledge 
their commitment for $50,000 or $100,000 because Huizar’s vote was a high-value commodity 
that they very much desired.  Moreover, they feared not contributing as requested would anger 

Huizar who would then take adverse action (including inaction) on their projects.” 
 I have no personal knowledge concerning the allegations against Huizar. However, I 
attended many PLUM committee meetings he chaired, almost always when sign ordinance 
revisions or projects with digital signage and other entitlements were on the agenda.  At the 
beginning, the committee was three members—Huizar, Mitchell Englander, and Gilbert Cedillo, 
but	was	later	expanded	to	five	to	include,	at	different	times,	Marqueece	Harris-Dawson,	Curren	
Price,	Bob	Blumenfield,	John	Lee,	and	Felipe	Fuentes.	
 A typical meeting on the sign ordinance went like this:  A city staffer -- most often from the 
Planning	Department,	but	also	at	times	from	the	City	Attorney’s	office	and	other	departments	
-- would make a report. Huizar would then call for public comment, which would include 
persons like myself who advocated for stricter billboard regulations, and lobbyists for the sign 
industry and representatives of labor unions and other groups it had recruited to its cause of 
more billboards, especially of the digital variety. 
 How did what is arguably the City Council’s most powerful committee become the 
chairman’s	fiefdom,	its	members	a	group	of	serfs	obediently	following	their	master’s	will?	
 Englander is no longer on the committee, having recently pleaded guilty to federal charges 
relating to his own corruption schemes. Felipe Fuentes quit the City Council to become a 
Sacramento lobbyist.  The longest serving members are the current chairman, Marqueece 
Harris-Dawson,	and	Cedillo.		Along	with	Blumenfield	and	Price,	they	were	sitting	at	the	table	
while Huizar oiled the way for projects by developers who favored him with piles of cash and 
other considerations. 
 Only John Lee wasn’t on the committee when these alleged crimes were committed. 
 All those members were put there by former Council President Herb Wesson, now running 
for County Supervisor. 
 And what of the council that rubber stamped that Arts District project and others that 
Huizar leveraged for his personal gain? All of them, PLUM committee members included, 
either had no inkling of signs of corruption hiding in plain sight, or they averted their eyes. 
Either	possibility	calls	into	question	their	fitness	for	public	office.	
 But just as Huizar wouldn’t have been able to advance what the federal complaint calls 
a “criminal enterprise” without the blindness or willful ignorance of his colleagues, he would 
have had a harder time without the “Rule of 15” that means the full council almost always votes 
on a development project the same way as the member from that district. 
 Thus Huizar, with absolute control of the PLUM committee, could expect any project 
he favored to sail through full council approval. He didn’t have to fear one of the 15 seeing 
something	fishy	about	a	project	and	raising	objections,	because	that	simply	wasn’t	done.	He	
didn’t have to fear Herb Wesson, or Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa or Mayor Eric Garcetti or any 
elected	official	raising	inconvenient	questions	because	they	were	interested	in	the	big	projects	
built in the downtown part of Huizar’s district. Never mind that something wasn’t quite right 
about the way they were getting approved. 
 Of course, somebody tipped off the FBI, who did ask inconvenient questions and searched 
offices	and	phone	records	and	uncovered	a	scandal	with	tentacles	that	could	reach	deeper	and	
deeper into City Hall. And the criminal complaint just made public practically shouts, “How 
could	those	in	charge	of	those	city	hall	offices	have	stood	by	or	otherwise	let	this	happen?”	
 Now is the time to demand reform. To sign a petition to this effect, go to   https://www.
change.org/demandreformLA.
  (Dennis Hathaway is the former president of the Coalition to Ban Billboard Blight (now the 
Coalition for a Scenic Los Angeles.  He is currently working on a book about the Lincoln Place 
Apartments in Venice and the long battle between its tenants and landlord over redevelopment of 
the property. Prepped for CityWatch by Linda Abrams.)

 Perhaps Chang is right; it isn’t a big deal, except for the part about who organized the 
event; who attended it; who was there as security; and how many people, including those in 
the Spanish-speaking immigrant community, came out to express support for the LAPD. 
But would she say the same if her LA Times salary was randomly changed from hundreds of 
dollars per day to dozens, and paid in a different currency altogether? 
 Castillo told this column, “the LA Times has historically bashed the LAPD, always 
looking for an angle to cast us in the most unfavorable light, going back to my earliest years 
with the Department.” 
 What is a big deal is that the public and media outlets which re-publish LA Times stories 
assume that it reports honestly, which it doesn’t and didn’t. At its most innocent, it’s sloppy. 
At its worst, it’s anti-LAPD bias.  
 Josh Rubenstein, LAPD Public Information Director, emailed me to say, “While the 
gathering in front of LAPD headquarters was not coordinated or organized by the Los 
Angeles Police Department, it was a welcome change to see hundreds of Angelenos in front of 
the	building,	shouting	supportive	messages	for	our	police	officers.”	
 And that is precisely what took place at the rally. 
 Chang’s story on the Times’ website eventually had corrections made to it, but still 
misrepresents the size of the crowd among other things and fails to inform its readers that 
any corrections were made.  To its credit, ABC-7, corrected the story on its social media 
(upon request by Castillo), though as of this writing, other media outlets which follow the 
Times’ lead had still not done so. 
 The news section of the Times long ago transitioned into a public relations agency for the 
politicians and policies it protects and promotes while condemning those it endeavors to kill.  
 But isn’t that why the Times also has an opinion and editorial section?
  (Daniel Guss, MBA, is nominated for a 2020 Los Angeles Press Club journalism award 
for	Best	Political	Commentary.	His	opinions	are	his	own	and	do	not	necessarily	reflect	the	
views of CityWatch.) Prepped for CityWatch by Linda Abrams.
 

LA Times’ Anti-LAPD Bias
(Continued from page 5)
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Behind the 
Media’s 

Breathtakingly 
Dishonest 
Coverage

By Michael Barone, Creators Syndicat

“I don’t think I’ve ever seen such dishonest and biased 
coverage of any event.” That was Brit Hume, who has 
been covering events for more than 50 years for Fox 

News, ABC News and investigative reporter Jack Anderson.
 The event, as you may have guessed, was President 
Donald Trump’s Independence Day speech at Mount 
Rushmore.
 The speech was, according to The New York Times, a 
“dark and divisive speech” designed to deliver a “divisive 
culture war message.” The Washington Post called it a 
“dystopian speech” and a “push to amplify racism.”
 The great bulk of Trump’s speech was a celebration of 
American history, American principles, American leaders. 
He spoke extensively of the four presidents whose visages 
were sculpted on the mountain above him, and paid tribute 
more succinctly to others.
 He said: “We are the country of Andrew Jackson, 
Ulysses S. Grant and Frederick Douglass. We are the land of 
Wild Bill Hickock and Buffalo Bill Cody. We are the nation 
that gave rise to the Wright brothers, the Tuskegee Airmen, 
Harriet Tubman, Clara Barton, Jesse Owens, George Patton 
— Gen. George Patton — the great Louie Armstrong, Alan 
Shepard, Elvis Presley and Muhammad Ali.”
 Dark and divisive? Dystopian? Amplifying racism?
 What really seems to have raised the press’s hackles was 
Trump’s dissent from their reverent attitudes toward Black 
Lives Matter and apparent indifference to those tearing 
down statues of Lincoln, Douglass, Grant, abolitionists and 
women’s rights advocates.
 “Angry mobs are trying to tear down statues of our 
Founders, deface our most sacred memorials, and unleash a 
wave of violent crime in our cities,” Trump said, accurately.
 That’s not the message most in the media want voters 
receiving and processing in the months running up to 
November. Television viewers have been assured that Black 
Lives Matter protests are “mostly peaceful,” even while 
fires	 are	 blazing	 fiercely	 within	 camera	 view.	 Newspaper	
readers have been assured that those seizing streets and 
ousting police are promoting, in the Seattle mayor’s words, 
a “summer of love,” even as their camp becomes the scene 
of multiple homicides.
 Opinion writers are avoiding mention of the fact 
that homicides and murders in New York, Chicago and 
numerous other cities have suddenly risen far above the 
numbers for 2019 and previous years. Most of the dead are 
black, but apparently, those black on black lives don’t really 
matter.
 Media sensibilities may have also been injured 
when Trump spoke of a “far-left fascism,” driving people 
from their jobs, shaming dissenters, and demanding total 
submission from anyone who disagrees.”
 This may cut uncomfortably close to home, coming 
just a few weeks after the defenestration of The New York 
Times editorial page editor for running an article urging 
deployment of federal troops, the same tactic that ended 
rioting and bloodshed in Los Angeles in 1992 and Detroit in 
1967.
 During the Charlottesville controversy around 
the statue of Robert E. Lee, Trump was ridiculed for 
predicting that statue protestors would target Washington 
and Jefferson. Well, The New York Times has run opinion 
articles coming after Washington and Jefferson.
 Hence the dishonest and biased press coverage of 
Trump’s Mount Rushmore speech. Expect more in the 
months to come.

 (Michael Barone is a senior political analyst for the 
Washington Examiner, resident fellow at the American 
Enterprise Institute and longtime co-author of The Almanac 
of American Politics.)

The Left’s Willingness to Tolerate 
Violence Should Frighten All 

Americans
By Ben Shapiro

“Mostly peaceful.”
 So goes the characterization of demonstrations that have routinely turned into looting and rioting for months on end, from 
Portland	to	Seattle	to	New	York	to	Los	Angeles.	“Protesters	in	California	set	fire	to	a	courthouse,	damaged	a	police	station	

and	assaulted	officers	after	a	peaceful	demonstration	intensified,”	read	one	recent	ABC	News	tweet.	CNN	called	protests	in	
Portland “mostly peaceful,” adding that “they have at times devolved into violence, vandalism, and arson.”
 During riots in Los Angeles in June, as the entire county locked down, the Los Angeles Times noted, “The third night of 
countywide curfews followed days of massive, mostly peaceful protests ... Nearly 1,200 people were arrested Sunday after police 
officers	clashed	with	demonstrators	and	looters	shattered	windows	and	emptied	stores	in	Santa	Monica	and	Long	Beach.”
 The phrase “mostly peaceful,” then, is rather fungible. Consider that during the tea party protests of 2011, then-Vice 
President Joe Biden reportedly likened tea partiers to “terrorists” — and those protests were notable mostly for people cleaning 
up their own litter.
 When anti-lockdown protesters descended on the Michigan state capitol, a columnist for The New York Times labeled 
them “armed rebels,” despite a complete lack of violence. When three white supremacists were arrested for plotting violence at 
a pro-gun rally, GQ’s Talia Lavin headlined, “That Pro-Gun Rally in Virginia Wasn’t Exactly ‘Peaceful’” — even though the 
rally saw no violence.
 In truth, the category of “mostly peaceful” is a brand-new invention meant to obscure the simple fact that many of our 
cultural	elites	are	fine	with	violence	so	long	as	those	who	engage	in	such	violence	have	the	proper	goals.	Nikole	Hannah-Jones,	
creator of the pseudo-historical 1619 Project, celebrated when critics labeled rioting and looting “the 1619 riots”; she added 
that destruction of property was “not violence.”
 This month, Democrats grilling Attorney General Bill Barr could not be bothered to condemn violence, prompting Barr 
to	rant,	“What	makes	me	concerned	for	the	country	is	this	is	the	first	time	in	my	memory	the	leaders	of	one	of	our	great	two	
political parties, the Democratic Party, are not coming out and condemning mob violence and the attack on federal courts.”
 This should come as little surprise, given that those same cultural elites have cheered on massive protests in a time of a 
deadly pandemic, explaining that sometimes politics is just too important to stop a raging disease.
 Our journey back to the 1960s is nearly complete. Too many Americans have rejected some of the key lessons of that time 
— that a breakdown in law and order costs lives, that political change does not require violence — in favor of a newfound sense 
of purpose. These Americans will pat the violent vanguard of revolution on the head, content that they will not pay the price, 
all the while maintaining that those who crave law and order stand for regressive autocracy. Thus, Mayor Jenny Durkan of 
Seattle recently informed MSNBC that federal law enforcement attempting to stop destruction of federal property in Portland 
actually represented a “dry run for martial law.”
 With Democrats and those in the media willing to run cover for violent leftists, the thin veneer of civilization disintegrates. 
When violence is excused as speech and speech by the opposition labeled violence, democracies die.
 With each passing day of silence by those who should know better — or worse, those propagandizing on behalf of those 
who engage in criminal activity — America draws closer to the brink.

© 2020 Creators Syndicate

Hal Bernson, 89
Former Los Angeles City Councilman Hal Bernson, who served the northwestern San Fernando Valley for 24 

years, has died at the age of 89.
 According to a City News Service story in 2003 about his retirement, Bernson’s legacy was his no-nonsense 

approach as well as the landmark work he did in getting Los Angeles ready for earthquakes -- long before the 
1994 Northridge temblor made the point for him with devastating results.
 ``The people of Los Angeles who don’t get killed in earthquakes in the next 100 years will largely have Hal to 
thank,’’ then-Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky, who served with Bernson on the city council from 1979-94, said then.
 Bernson claimed to remember sitting in his high chair as an infant and shaking during the 1933 earthquake 
that left Long Beach in shambles, in the days before reinforced masonry.
 As a relatively young member of the council, some years after the 1971 Sylmar earthquake, Bernson pushed 
for retrofitting thousands of the city’s oldest buildings. Seismic safety wasn’t popular in those days, but it paid 
off handsomely in Northridge, which just happened to be in his district.
 Bernson was a Northridge clothier before first being elected to the City Council in 1979. He remained on the 
City Council until 2003 when he was barred from running for re-election because of term limits.   


