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The good folks down in Arizona have a lot deal with.  The desert heat.  The lack of rain causing severe droughts.  Scorpions.   Traffic that is nearly as bad as Los Angeles.  Serious crime.

The last one, serious crime, is something they take very serious and have set a good example for the rest of the country on more than one occasion.


Sheriff Joe Arpaio stopped the coddling of prisoners and lawbreakers years ago.  He has always set an example that the rest of us could and should learn from.  People who break the law are in prison for punishment, not to be coddled and given an easy life.


My question is , why are we not learning from Sheriff Joe Arpaio instead of constantly harassing him.  At what point did this country start to believe that criminals are the ones that deserve the rights instead of the victims?  


When Sheriff Arpaio started giving all inmates pink underwear, defenders of prisoners rights came from everywhere to protest claiming it was a violation of the rights of prisoners to force them to wear pink underwear.  I thought when you went to prison for committing a crime, you lost all your rights!


When Sheriff Arpaio stopped prisoners from being able to smoke, the defenders of prisoners rights again came out to protest saying he was violating their rights to smoke.  I thought when you went to prison for committing a crime, you lost all your rights!


When Sheriff Arpaio took away Playboy, Penthouse and other porn subscriptions, the defenders of prisoners rights went berserk saying that prisoners had the right not to be censored in the items they read.  They said the prisoners have the right to sit on their butts and watch television all day.  I thought when you went to prison for committing a crime, you lost all your rights!
When Sheriff Arpaio took cable television out of  the prisoners cells, the defenders of prisoners rights went ballistic saying that we the taxpayer were obligated to provide cable television for  those who were jailed for breaking the law.  They said the prisoners have the right to sit on their butts and watch television all day.  I thought when you went to prison for committing a crime, you lost all your rights!

And when Sheriff Arpaio brought back chain-gangs and started making his prisoners work every day in order to do something productive for society, the defenders of prisoners rights screamed about the atrocity in forcing a prisoner to work against his or her will.  They screamed that they had the absolute right to not work if they did not wish to.  I thought when you went to prison for committing a crime, you lost all your rights!

This country used to be hard on crime.  We used to vote for those candidates who campaigned for tougher laws and stronger punishment for criminals.  Today, we sadly have gone soft on crime.  In most of the country, prisoners are allowed to smoke, subscribe to porn magazines, are provided with cable at taxpayer expense and allowed to sit on their butts and do nothing all day.  And we wonder why criminals don’t mind going to jail and some go back several times.  


If we went back to the tough on crime and criminals stance that we once had, the crime rates throughout the country would plummet.  Criminals would not want to go to jail if jail was a miserable place to be.

Now the State of Arizona has passed a new immigration law (which, by the way, is almost word for word identical to our federal law) the criminal rights people have gone on a rampage against the state of Arizona for setting a good example.


This new law, as stated above, is almost identical to the federal law on immigration.  The problem is that the federal law is not enforced by the federal government so the state of Arizona decided to enact the same basic law as a state law so it could be enforced by state and county officials.  And so far, it is working.


Police are not pulling over cars and deporting families on their way to Dairy Queen as they are portrayed by the criminal rights defenders.  Police are vigorously investigating tips on illegal aliens, however, and arresting them and deporting them.  


After a yearlong investigation, Sheriff Arpaio’s deputies raided two Sizzler Restaurants in Phoenix looking for twenty-three illegal aliens.  (I do not use the politically correct term “undocumented worker” because that implies that an illegal alien has done nothing wrong)  They found and arrested nine employees suspected of using fraudulent documents to get jobs.  One of the suspects was believed to have already been deported three times and each time he returned illegally was rehired by Sizzler.

Now in addition to the criminal’s rights defenders, the state of Arizona is dealing with the wrath of the illegal alien’s defenders, including many in Washington DC, who are chiding the state for being tough on those who cross the border illegally.  Since when did it become politically incorrect to enforce the law and arrest criminals?  Those who cross our borders without proper documentation are doing so illegally and therefore are criminals.  PERIOD.


Last week, the Los Angeles Unified School District voted against the Arizona law and sought to place a dent in the state's economy by ending funded employee travel to the neighboring state. The school district also pushed for history and civics classes to discuss the measure "in the context of unity, diversity and equal protection for all."


The city of Los Angeles, which had more than $26 million in contracts with Arizona this year, showed its disapproval of the bill by proposing a boycott against the state, calling for actions like ending pension and municipal bonds. Gloria Molina, the city's supervisor, called the immigration bill unconstitutional. She believes it goes "too far" and says she must defend the Constitution.

Brad Dacus, founder of the Pacific Justice Institute, does not think opponents of Arizona’s immigration bill have a real argument. He notes that all attempts to dismantle the measure are merely political.
"If Arizona was caught in violating basic due process rights -- if they were pulling people over without cause -- then that would be one thing," he contends. "But the law is indisputably constitutional, and any contentions against it are purely politically based."
Criminal’s are criminal’s and there is no reason to differentiate between them based on their race or the country they come from.  Our border security needs to be strengthened and enforced, especially now that we are in the midst of a war on terror.  I am sure that citizens of Mexico are not the only ones that are crossing the border illegally.  
Muslims that are part of terrorism plots against America are not stupid and have surely figured out that they can get into the United States by crossing the border from Mexico or Canada illegally and some of those on the no fly list or prohibited from entering the country have more than likely used this means of access to gain entry to carry out their plots.

We should all stand up to those who are always yelling about making life easy and soft on criminals and commend the likes of Sheriff Joe Arpaio and the people of Arizona.  They are the smart ones and are protecting their state and the safety of the entire country.  I would even be honored to see Sheriff Joe Arpaio run for President.  

In the meantime, as always, we need to vote out those who are against what we believe in and vote in those who support and work for us.  Elected officials are supposed to work for their constituents so let’s make them do it!


Remember in November!!
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