
 For the last year and a half, disgraced for-

mer Illinois Governor Rod Blagojevich has been 

promising that he would testify at his corruption 

trial in order to clear his name.   The intrigue built 

and built as the country waited to hear what 

Blagojevich would say on the stand and who else 

he might implicate along the way.   

 The Blago defense team also put the White 

House and national Democrat establishment on 

notice that they were going to call several promi-

nent members of their leadership as witnesses.  

Subpoenas were issued for White House Chief of 

Staff Rahm Emanuel, Senior Adviser Valerie 

Jarrett, U.S. Senators Harry Reid and Dick 

Durbin, and Congressman Jesse Jackson, Jr.   

 The defense even went as far as to request a 

subpoena for President Obama himself, a request 

that was denied by U.S. District Judge James 

Zagel.   The judge said that he would reconsider 

the ruling if Blagoôs lawyers presented more evi-

dence indicating the need for Obamaôs testimony.   

Such evidence arguably was presented ï by the 

prosecution ï but curiously no request was re-

issued to compel the Presidentôs testimony. 

 According to The Wall Street Journal, ñThe 

night before he was elected president, Barack 

Obama told an emissary to suggest that former 

Illinois Gov. Rod Blagojevich appoint Mr. 

Obamaôs close friend to fill his U.S. Senate seaté

Tom Balanoff, an official with the Service Em-

ployees International Union and Mr. Obamaôs 

purported emissary, testified that Mr. Obama told 

him on the telephone that he had two criteria for 

the Senate appointment:  He wanted someone 

who was good for the residents of Illinois and 

someone who could hold onto the seat in 2010.  

Mr. Balanoff also said Mr. Obama told him he 

wouldnôt publicly support any particular person 

but that he believed Valerie Jarrett, now a senior 

adviser in the White House, would meet those cri-

teria.ò 

 This revelation sent shockwaves around the 

country because in December 2008, an official 

Obama staff report did not disclose Mr. Balan-

offôs information.  
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The report stated, in pertinent part that Mr. Obama ñhad no contact 

or communication with Governor Blagojevich or members of his 

staff about the Senate seat.ò  The statement, while technically accu-

rate, obviously left out critical parts regarding Obamaôs involve-

ment.   At the time, Obama also publicly stated that ñI have never 

spoken to the governor on this subject.  Iôm confident that no repre-

sentatives of mine would have any part of any deals related to this 

seat.ò  This statement, while also perhaps technically accurate, is a 

far cry from the candidate who swore he would change the way poli-

ticians do business and swore off ñChicago-styleò politics. 
  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 As the prosecution turned the case over to the defense, the 

stage in Chicago was set for an unforgettable round of questioning 

by Blagoôs legal team.  The media covering the circus was con-

sumed with speculation about which high level witnesses from the 

White House would be called and what the political fallout might 

be.   Would it be Emanuel?  Would it be Jarrett?  What will Blago-

jevich say about President Obama? 

 Then an interesting sequence of events started.  On Monday 

July 19th it was reported that it was unlikely the defense would call 

Valerie Jarrett.  Then on July 20th, the Chicago Sun-Times reported 

that Blagojevich probably wouldnôt take the stand either.   Finally, 

on July 21st, the defense stunned America by resting their case with-

out calling any witnesses at all!    

 Closing arguments are due to begin next week with Blago-

jevichôs fate hanging in the balance.  Regardless of what the jury ul-

timately concludes, questions about why the defense team would 

pull a complete u-turn at the 11th hour will be asked for a very long 

time.  It is Chicago after all.  At the very least, the Obama White 

House should amend their incomplete report and re-release it. 
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Fighting FederalismðOne Lawsuit at a Time 

  

 The Obama Administration, and its legal 

team lead by Attorney General Eric Holder, has 

declared war on several states.  Though the fed-

eral government has not physically invaded the 

states it is currently working to subvert the rights 

of citizens and their states to be secure within 

their borders and free from compulsory health-

care mandates. 

 While the current illegal immigration crisis 

along our Southern border, and the government 

mandated purchase of health insurance are an af-

front to the federal system, they are each disturb-

ing in their own unique way.  One is a case of the 

federal government failing to do its job, while the 

other involves the federal government going far 

beyond the power granted to it under the Consti-

tution.  In both instances the federal government 

has failed the people, and is looking for the judi-

ciary to vindicate its action or lack thereof. 

 First, letôs recall March 21, 2010, the date 

when the House of Representatives passed the 

Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act, more 

euphemistically known as Obamacare.  For those 

who donôt know the particulars of the legislation, 

donôt worry ï neither did the Members of Con-

gress who voted for it.  As Speaker Nancy Pelosi 

so eloquently stated: ñwe have to pass this bill so 

that you can find out what is in it.ò  As she 

whipped the Floor vote, not a Member could be 

found who had read, much less understood, the 

contents of the Bill.  Unfortunately, this rough-

shod abuse of the legislative process resulted in a 

monstrous 906 page piece of legislation, which 

mandates individuals maintain health insurance 

or face stiff financial penalties, radically expands 

the Medicaid commitments of the various states, 

and even places a federal tax on tanning sa-

lons.  The bill also included a tax on cosmetic  

surgery, including botox, which did not survive 

the vanity of many Members of Congress. 

 The legislative mandate that Americans 

maintain health insurance was so far beyond the 

understood relationship between the states and 

federal government that to date 19 states have 

filed lawsuits challenging the legislation.  One 

suit was filed by Attorney General Bill 

McCollum and was joined by 17 other states.  

 

 The other suit was brought by Virginia At-

torney General Ken Cuccinelli.  The Virginia liti-

gation proceeded under a unique set of facts and 

circumstances ï Virginia had recently enacted 

legislation which provided that ñNo resident of 

this Commonwealthé shall be required to obtain 

or maintain policy of individual insurance cover-

age.ò  There is a clear conflict between the fed-

eral and state laws which will need to be ad-

dressed by the courts.  While each suit is  pro-

ceeding under divergent legal theories, the core 

principal of federalism resonates in both.  

 The Obama Administration has however 

vigorously defended its broad overreach.  Unfor-

tunately their story keeps changing.  First the 

Obama Administration sought to justify passage 

of the law under a broad reading of the commerce  
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clause. When this theory did not appear to hold 

water, the Obama legal team refashioned its de-

fense of the legislation to argue that it was noth-

ing more than a permissible tax.  These justifica-

tions for an unprecedented expansion of govern-

ment power trample the rights of the states and 

the people by requiring citizens of the various 

states to maintain insurance coverage. 

 Were that the only legal action brought by 

the Obama Administration to infringe on stateôs 

rights it would have been troublesome.  Unfortu-

nately it is only part of an established pattern of 

federal government aggrandizement under the 

leadership of President Obama.  Litigation was 

filed this July by the Obama Justice Department 

to prevent the State of Arizona from protecting its 

people and securing its borders. 

 As Citizens United chronicled in the film 

Border War illegal immigration is a problem that 

must be addressed --the safety, economy and way 

of life for U.S. citizens depends on it.  The people 

of Arizona had finally had enough and their legis-

lators enacted a law, which among other things, 

requires law enforcement to verify the citizenship 

of individuals they reasonably suspect to be living 

in the United States illegally.  The legislation in 

question is less than 20 pages long.  Yet this tome 

appears to have been too long for the Obama Ad-

ministrationôs representatives to digest.  Both At-

torney General Holder and Department of Home-

land Security Secretary Janet Napolitano opined 

that the legislation was unconstitutional, without 

having bothered to read it. 

 The Holder Justice Department filed suit on  

July 6, 2010 - two weeks after Secretary of State 

Hillary Clinton prematurely announced to foreign 

press that the lawsuit was forthcoming.  Attorney 

General Eric Holder, proponent of the litigation, 

argued that ñseeking to address the issue through 

a patchwork of state laws will only create more 

problems than it solves." 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Arizona Governor Brewer more accurately 

described the situation: ñ"As a direct result of 

failed and inconsistent federal enforcement, Ari-

zona is under attack from violent Mexican drug 

and immigrant smuggling cartels. Now, Arizona 

is under attack in federal court from President 

Obama and his Department of Justice." 

 Were the federal government to live up to 

its mandate under the Constitution and ñprovide 

for the common Defence and general Welfare of 

the United Statesò legislation such as that spon-

sored in Arizona would be unnecessary.  How-

ever, where the federal government cannot guar-

antee the safety of the citizenry the duty must fall 

to the states and the people. 

 The federal system envisioned by our na-

tionôs founding fathers reserved far more power to 

the states than the federal government.  Each had 

their own realm of power and influence.  The fed-

eral government is bounded by those powers enu-

merated in the Constitution, while all other rights 

were reserved to the states and the people under 

the Ninth and Tenth Amendments.  Over the past 

century we have however seen unchecked expan-

sion of the federal government.  Where once its 

powers were restrained, it now may regulate what 

one may grow in their own back yards.  The 

Obama Administration, through its litigation, 

aims to take this power even further. 

U.S. Department of Justice  

Attorney General Eric Holder  
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Obama Opposes Majority of Americans on  

Illegal Immigration  

 On April 19th, the Arizona state legislature 

passed the ñSupport Our Law Enforcement and 

Safe Neighborhoods Actò in an attempt to handle 

its illegal immigration problem.  The law gives 

local law enforcement the authority to check a 

personôs immigration status during routine stops 

if they have a reasonable suspicion to do so.  It 

also strengthens enforcement provisions against 

employers who knowingly hire illegal aliens.  

The legislation was signed into law on April 23rd 

by Gov. Jan Brewer (R.) 
  

 The law is set to go into effect July 29th of 

this year.  Contrary to what its critics assert, the 

law does not allow for racial profiling and it 

merely enforces existing federal laws, it does not 

change them.   

 Arizona currently faces a monumental 

problem with illegal immigration, and Arizonaôs 

problem is also Americaôs problem, as many il-

legals pass through the state to the rest of the 

country.  There are an estimated 450,000 illegal 

aliens in the state, and as Gov. Brewer told the 

conservative journal Human Events: ñWe now 

have been left as the gateway for all illegal immi-

gration, drug cartels, and gangs coming into the 

Americas.ò  (Readers who are interested in learn-

ing more about Americaôs illegal immigration 

should see the Citizens United documentary Bor-

der War). 

 Not long after Gov. Brewer signed the new 

law, the Obama administration came out against 

it.  President Obama met with Mexicoôs President 

Felipe Calderon in May at the White House to 

discuss the law (among other issues).  As conser-

vative columnist Pat Buchanan noted, Calderon 

attacked the Arizona law publicly in the Rose 

Garden in front of the press while Obama stood 

in silent support, not defending an American state 

from this criticism.   

It is particularly ironic the Left and the 

Obama administration should take the Mexican 

side on this debate, since Mexicoôs treatment of 

illegal immigrants from Central America is far 

tougher than anything in America.  In Mexico, 

illegal immigrants face stiff jail time, steep fines, 

and deportation. 

President Obama asked Attorney General 

Holder to review the Arizona law.  After ques-

tioning before the House Judiciary Committee by 

Rep. Ted Poe (R-TX), Holder admitted he hadnôt 

yet read the law he criticized.  Congressman Poe 

responded to this by saying, ñItôs hard for me to 

understand how you would have concerns about 

something being unconstitutional if you havenôt 

even read the law.ò 

On July 6th, the Department of Justice filed 

a lawsuit against the Arizona law, arguing that en-

forcement of immigration policy is with the fed-

eral government alone.  Holder has stated this 

month he would also consider additional lawsuits 

against the Arizona law.   

Though the Obama administration opposes 

this law, the Ameri-
Continued on the next page...  

Governor Jan Brewer (R-AZ) with officials after the 

bill signing ceremony 


