
 Whether youôre Republican or Democrat, conser-

vative or liberal, there are plenty of reasons to question the 

wisdom of President Obamaôs decision to hire William 

Daley as his new White House chief of staff.  Here are the 

top eight: 
 

Reason # 1 - Enron 

One of the many scandals that plagued the Clinton Ad-

ministration was the allegation that major political donors 

were rewarded with trips on Commerce Department trade 

missions abroad.  Then-Commerce Secretary William 

Daley actually rewarded an executive from the infamous 

Enron Corporation with a trip to South Africa.  According 

to The Weekly Standard, ñEnron, then a growing giant in 

energy trading, practically had a reserved seat on Clinton 

administration trade junkets. Commerce Secretary Ron 

Brown, who egregiously linked political donations to gov-

ernment assistance, accompanied Enron chairman Ken 

Lay on a mission to India. Enron president Joseph Sutton 

was on the trip to Bosnia during which Brown lost his life 

in a plane crash (Sutton was not on Brownôs plane at the 

time). After Brownôs death, Enronôs Terence Thorn, a 

$1,000 donor to the Clinton-Gore campaign, traveled with 

Commerce Secretary William Daley to South Africa. Ken 

Lay also traveled with Energy Secretary Hazel OôLeary 

on her trade trips.ò  Will Daley authorize these types of 

inappropriate rewards for big contributors now that he is 

back in power?  Time will tell how far Daley is willing to 

go to get President Obama re-elected.  
 

Reason #2 - Lewinsky 

In January 1998, when news broke that President Clinton 

was having an affair with White House intern Monica 

Lewinsky and he asked some involved to perjure them-

selves and obstruct justice, William Daley publicly stated 

that he believed Clinton was telling the American people 

the truth when he denied the allegations.  As reported in 

The Washington Post, ñAlbright and other Cabinet mem-

bers who appeared outside the White House accepted 

Clintonôs denials of wrongdoing.  óI believe that the alle-

gations are completely untrue,ô she said. óIôll second that, 

definitely,ô said Commerce Secretary William Daley, fol-

lowed by Education Secretary Richard W. Riley and 

Health and Human Services Secretary Donna E. Shalala.ò  

This speaks volumes about Daleyôs character and how far 

he would go to protect his boss at any cost, regardless of 

the pain the ordeal would cause the country.  Donôt look 

for a lot of ñstraight talkò from William Daley. 

 

Reason # 3 - Fannie Mae 

William Daley received fees, deferred compensation, and 

stock options for his service on the board of directors of 

the infamous-Fannie Mae.  According to The Washington 

Post, ñAfter Clinton passed over Daley for a Cabinet post 

in his first term, he appointed him to the Fannie Mae 

board.  Daley reported collecting $24,814 in directorôs 

fees in 1996 from the firm. He also listed deferred com-

pensation and stock options from Fannie Mae worth be-

tween $215,000 and $500,000.ò  The Wall Street Journal 

reported in 2010 that the multi-billion dollar bailout of 

Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac ñis likely to be the most ex-

pensive legacy of the U.S. housing-market bust.ò  What 

devastating policies did Daley turn a blind eye to at Fan-

nie Mae? 
 

Reason #4 - Gore 2000 

Despite the liberal mediaôs characterization of William 

Daley as a top-notch political operative, he somehow 

managed to lead Al Goreôs 2000 presidential campaign to 

a stunning defeat.  As Goreôs campaign chairman begin-

ning in June 2000, Daley let Goreôs home state of Tennes-

see slip into the George W. Bush column - which was the 

difference in the election.  

If Gore had carried Ten-
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nesseeôs 11 electoral votes, Florida would not have mattered.  Furthermore, in 

November of 2000, the unemployment rate in the United States stood at 3.9 per-

cent (itôs 9.4 percent currently), but somehow Daley couldnôt get the sitting VP 

over the top.  Note to President Obama:  donôt forget about Illinois in 2012.  
 

Reason #5 - NAFTA  

In 1993, William Daley led the charge to enact the North American Free Trade 

Agreement (NAFTA) which, according to millions of Union members and 

many leading Democrat politicians, enables U.S. jobs to be shipped overseas 

and is bad for the U.S. economy.  A February 2008 headline in the Boston 

Globe said it all:  ñDemocrats compete to outbash NAFTAéò  This was in ref-

erence to Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama threatening to withdraw from 

NAFTA on the eve of the Ohio Democrat presidential primary in 2008:  

ñCranking up their populist rhetoric, Senators Hillary Clinton are outbidding 

each other as they attack NAFTA before their showdown in Ohioôs Democratic 

presidential primary Tuesday. Both have threatened to withdraw from the 14-

year-old North American Free Trade Agreement if Mexico and Canada refuse 

to negotiate changeséò  With unemployment at 9.4 percent, look for Union 

bosses and members to give President Obama an earful for two years about his 

hiring of Daley.  If you were a union household, how motivated would you be 

to vote for Obama with the architect of NAFTA giving him advice? 
 

Reason #6 - JP Morgan  

William Daleyôs most recent executive job was with JP Morgan, the company 

Democrat Sens. Al Franken and Bob Menendez called for an investigation of in 

October 2010.  According to a Franken press release:  ñU.S. Sens. Al Franken 

(D-Minn.) and Robert Menendez (D-N.J.) pressed the Government Account-

ability Office (GAO) to investigate whether Ally Financial, JP Morgan Chase, 

Bank of America and other mortgage servicing companies and banks routinely 

filed false affidavits, triggering thousands of illegal foreclosures on unwitting 

homeowners in Minnesota and across the country.ò  Letôs also not forget that JP 

Morgan received $25 billion in TARP funds and then engaged in questionable 

spending on Daleyôs watch.  As reported by ABC News in 2009:  ñEmbattled 

bank JPMorgan Chase, the recipient of $25 billion in TARP funds, is going 

ahead with a $138 million plan to buy two new luxury corporate jets and build 

óthe premier corporate aircraft hangar on the eastern seaboardô to house 

theméò  This is the precise behavior President Obama railed against to help 

enact his job killing Wall Street reform legislation. 
 

Reason #7 - Obamacare 

The centerpiece of President Obamaôs domestic policy agenda is his trillion dol-

lar health law.  In fact, the success or failure of the law will go a long way in 

determining whether or not Obama will be rewarded with a second term by the 

American people.  But Daley himself wrote an op-ed in The Washington Post in 

December of 2009 in which he advised Democrats ñto steer a more moderate 

courseò on issues such as health care.  As we know, President Obama shunned 

this advice and rammed the wildly unpopular piece of legislation through the 

process.  As Obama begins to relentlessly promote the law on the campaign 

trail over the next two years, how could he hire a chief of staff who opposed the 

legislation? 
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CU v. FEC One Year Later 
 

 What a difference a year makes.  On January 21, 

2010, the Supreme Court released its landmark decision 

in Citizens United v. FEC.  The decision struck down un-

constitutional provisions of the Bipartisan Campaign Fi-

nance Reform Act of 2002, better known as McCain-

Feingold.  In doing so, the Supreme Court delivered a tre-

mendous victory for the First Amendment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

  

 Over the course of the past year weôve begun to 

see the impact of the decision.  Weôve also seen tremen-

dous changes in our nation.  Americans from coast to 

coast have rejected the failed policies of the President 

Obama, Representative Nancy Pelosi, and Senator Harry 

Reid.  In November, voters voiced their opposition to 

their failed policies and swept Republicans into office, 

resulting in a net gain of 63 seats in the House of Repre-

sentatives. 

 The people have spoken.  Our elected leaders are 

beginning to listen.  Take for example one of the first ac-

tions of the House of Representatives -- for the first time 

in our Nationôs history, the United States Constitution 

was read aloud on the Floor of the House of Representa-

tives.  For over 200 years Members of Congress have 

sworn an oath to uphold the Constitution, but never be-

fore has the document been read on the House Floor.  Not 

only that, but throughout the 112th Congress, any legisla-

tion that is proposed must cite which specific provision of 

the Constitution empowers Congress to enact such legis-

lation.  Our Nationôs founding principles are being given 

greater attention and thought. 

 In part, the shift in the national debate can be at-

tributed to the Supreme Court having restored the First 

Amendment protection of political speech.  The Citizens 

United decision was an important victory for our organi-

zation, but also for the free speech rights of all Ameri-

cans.  It allowed Citizens United to continue spreading its 

message of limited government, freedom of enterprise, 

strong families, and national sovereignty and security 

through our films. 

 Unfortunately, many incumbent politicians, for 

political gain, have chosen to ignore the First Amendment 

in favor of harshly attacking a Supreme Court decision 

that they fear.  In the year since Citizens United was de-

cided, it has been the subject of countless unwarranted 

attacks: 

¶    Senator Al Franken (D-MN) claimed, ñCitizens 

United was an incredible act of judicial activism.  It 

turned back a century of federal law, and it nullified Min-

nesotaôs twenty-year-old ban on corporate spending in 

elections.ò 
 

¶    Senator Arlen Specter (D-PA), in his farewell a 

dressed, alleged Citizens United ñeffectively undermin

[ed] the basic democratic principle of the power of one 

person, one vote.ò 
 

¶ Senator Charles Schumer (D-NY) argued that ñif we 

donôt act quickly to confront this ruling, we will have let 

the Supreme Court predetermine the outcome of next No-

vemberôs elections. It wonôt be Republicans or Democ-

rats; it will be Corporate America and other special inter-

ests.ò 
 

¶ Former Representative Dan Maffei (D-NY) went so 

far as to blame the case for his ouster from Congress: 

ñClearly the Citizens United decision decided this race.ò 
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 Despite his inflammatory rhetoric, former Repre-

sentative Maffei is, in part, correct.  Citizens United did 

foster a vigorous, free, and open political debate during 

the past election cycle that helped voters make informed 

decisions about candidates.  It is this robust debate which 

empowered voters to oust dozens of incumbent members 

of Congress and ultimately resulted in a Republican ma-

jority in the House of Representatives. 

 Reviewing data compiled by the Center for Re-

sponsive Politics from the 2004, 2006, and 2008 election 

cycles shows that liberal interest groups had thrived under 

McCain-Feingoldôs burdensome campaign finance re-

gime.  In 2004, liberal interest groups outspent conserva-

tives, $121 million to $68.5 million.  In 2006, liberal in-

terest groups outspent conservatives, $39 million to $19.6 

million.  In 2008, the trend continued with liberal interest 

groups outspending conservative groups $159.5 million to 

$120.2 million. 

 It was only in 2010 that the playing field was lev-

eled.  Citizens United removed barriers to speech, which 

allowed any and all groups to exercise their First Amend-

ment rights.  In the 2010 cycle they did, with conservative 

interest groups outspending liberal groups $190.6 million 

to $91.7 million.  While these numbers are large, it is im-

portant to keep them in perspective.  The political parties 

account for far more political spending than outside 

groups.  In 2010, according the Center for Responsive 

Politics, the Democratic National Committee, and associ-

ated campaign committees, raised over $800 million and 

spent $736 million.  The Republican National Committee, 

and associated campaign committees, raised approxi-

mately $604 million and spent $618 million.  In this cycle, 

outside groups helped place the political parties on equal 

footing. 

 Incumbent members of Congress feared this out-

come.  Unsure of how Americans would exercise their 

newly restored rights, leaders of the Democrat party, in-

cluding Senator Charles Schumer (D-NY), then-Senator 

Russ Feingold (D-WI), and Representative Chris Van 

Hollen (D-MD), hastily cobbled together legislation in 

April designed to burden those seeking to exercise their 

First Amendment right to political speech.  Their mislead-

ingly named DISCLOSE Act would have imposed oner-

ous and unconstitutional disclosure obligations on small 

businesses, corporations, and membership organizations 

that sought to enter the political arena. 

 The self-serving nature of these efforts became 

clear as Democrats engaged in back room deal-making to 

exempt labor unions and some of our nationôs largest spe-

cial interest groups from the provisions of the legislation.  

This bill was little more than an effort to stifle speech that 

congressional Democrats objected to.  What they failed to 

recognize is that the only effective way to counter speech 

that you do not like is through allowing more speech, not 

less. 

 Fortunately, this attack on the First Amendment 

did not make it past the United States Senate during the 

111th Congress.  The newly sworn in 112th Congress dif-

fers substantially from the 111th.  The Republicans hold a 

convincing majority in the House of Representatives and 

the Democrat majority in the Senate has been significantly 

narrowed.   

 One casualty of the wave of electoral change last 

November was Senator Russ Feingold, the second half of 

ñMcCain-Feingoldò and a principle sponsor of the DIS-

CLOSE Act and other efforts to restrict political speech.  

While the 112th Congress may re-evaluate some aspects of 

the campaign finance system, fortunately, it is unlikely to 

revisit the DISCLOSE Act. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 Now, having completed one federal election cycle 

since the Courtôs decision, it is clear that, contrary to 

President Obamaôs dire warnings, Citizens United did not 

ñopen the floodgates for special interests -- including for-

eign companies -- to spend without limit in our elections.ò  

What the decision actually did was allow millions of 

Americans, previously without a voice in the political 

arena, to be heard. 

Former Senator Russ Feingold (here with Supreme Court 

Judge Elena Kagan), is the second half of ñMcCain-

Feingoldò  and a leading sponsor of the DISCLOSE Act 
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CONSERVATIVE COMMUNIQUE  
 

The following is a missive Citizens United signed along 

with a whoôs who list of conservative leaders and organi-

zations addressing eight points we believe Washington 

should focus on in 2011. 
 

 Along with nearly 100 conservative leaders and 

tea party activists we gather to reaffirm our principles of 

constitutional limited government and economic freedom 

and our belief in a strong national security and traditional 

American values. In the recent election, the American 

people sent a strong message to the President and both 

Houses of Congress that they insist upon government 

grounded in constitutional principles and a restoration of 

Federalism. 

 Now we call upon President Obama and leaders in 

Congress to return America to a true and prosperous Na-

tion by passing legislation and implementing policies sup-

ported by the vast majority of our fellow citizens that 

achieve the following: 

 

 Repeal of Obamacare. The President should ac-

knowledge that the voters have spoken. The 112th Con-

gress must now follow through and immediately pass a 

bill that repeals Obamacare. Until Congress is able to get 

the President to sign a law repealing Obamacare, it must 

withhold funding, block key provisions and override 

regulations implementing Obamacare. Only after 

Obamacare is rejected, can Congress undertake a careful, 

thoughtful legislative process to make practical adjust-

ments that allow the free market to provide affordable, 

effective health care insurance choices. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Sustained Economic Growth and Job Creation. 
The 2010 election outcome was a rejection of President 

Obama and the Democratic Congress failure to enact poli-

cies that create economic growth and enable free enter-

prise to create more jobs. The President and Congress 

must now not raise taxes; it is vital that they encourage 

sound monetary policy, and eliminate unnecessary and 

job killing regulations. 

 Ensure No American Pays Higher Taxes. Con-

gress must reject any Obama tax hikes, end the "death-

tax" and make permanent the tax cuts of 2001 and 2003, 

thereby helping the economy grow and create more jobs. 

 Cut Government Spending. Congress has ap-

proved more spending than even the federal bureaucracy 

can handle. The new Congress should fulfill its pledge to 

reduce actual spending to pre-Obama levels and eliminate 

tax-payer dollars for private organizations that engage in 

political advocacy. Congress should then further reduce 

spending to work towards balanced budgets and begin to 

reduce the national debt. 

 Protect America-An Exceptional Country. The 

first duty of government is to protect its citizens from for-

eign threats and secure our nation's borders. Peace comes 

through strength-not vulnerability, not appeasement and 

not an apologetic America. The new Congress should 

support our troops at home and abroad, strengthen the al-

liance of free and democratic nations, and oppose any sur-

render of American sovereignty to the United Nations and 

other transnational organizations. The new Congress also 

should support comprehensive missile defense. 

 Restore Traditional American Values. Conser-

vatives recognize that government policies which weaken 

the family take a special toll on the poor. The results of 

families falling apart has huge moral and financial costs 

for all of us since society will pay through wasteful and 

fraud ridden programs supporting the welfare state. Con-

gress should immediately ban tax-payer funding of abor-

tion providers, promote policies that uphold the sanctity 

of human life, and oppose policies & programs that are 

destructive towards traditional marriage and families. 

 No More Bailouts. President Obama and Con-

gress must end government bailouts of private companies, 

Wall Street financiers, and State governments that have 

spent far beyond their means. It is inherently unfair to 

burden working Americans with higher taxes and creating 

future debts to bailout those who have failed to act re-

sponsibly. 

  

President Obama and Vice President Biden applaud as the 

House passes the widely contested healthcare reform bill 

that conservatives want immediately overturned 


