I Hate To Say I Told You So!
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No matter how hard you try to convince some people of something, invariably there comes a time where they cannot be convinced about a certain subject or other.  These are the times when you have tried over and over to convince someone that something is going to happen and they insist that it will not.


For example; here in Indiana when the legislature was trying to pass a law that says the government would have the right to ticket anyone who was not wearing a seatbelt, those of us against the law had some very fundamental viewpoints.  We had these viewpoints because we have watched our government over the years and have learned how it functions.

One thing the government is to be commended for is patience. They are probably the most patient group of people on this earth.  Because of that patience, they probably end with everything they want since they are willing to wait and keep trying until they get it.

The seatbelt law, for instance.  In the beginning, all the government wanted was a law that said a police officer had the authority to issue a ticket to anyone who was wearing a seatbelt.  Now from the point of view that I hold this was a bad law.  While seatbelts are great for safety and should be in every car for those who want to wear them, it is not the place of the government to take away the freedom of choice from an American citizen.  

Imagine the irony to an outsider looking into our country and how hard they laugh when they see that citizens of this country have the right of choice when it comes to ending the life of an unborn child, but do not have the right to choose not to wear a seatbelt.  How absurd is that!


The legislature managed to get this bill passed by promising that police would not be able to stop a vehicle for a seatbelt violation, but only if be able to issue a seatbelt ticket if the driver was stopped for some other moving violation.  We warned everything that this was just a ploy to get the proverbial foot in the door but no one listened.  So as soon as the bill was passed, there appeared another bill.  

This second bill was introduced very quietly to remove the restrictions on police officers and give them the authority to have roadside checkpoints for seatbelts and to allow them to pull over a car for only a seatbelt violation.  This law passed without much notice until police began hiding on the side of the road and stopping seatbelt violators.  This has given new meaning to the old quota system.  Now the quota’s are for seatbelt tickets because they are easier to give, usually not fought in court and most important, they are the new tax of a modern day government.  We call it a behavioral tax.

This is the point where we look to everyone that we tried to warn and say, “I TOLD YOU SO”

Now the purpose of all this ranting has nothing to do with seatbelts.  That was just an example of how the government works when they are patient and we don’t look for their underlying motives.

The purpose of this column is to point another “I TOLD YOU SO” moment.  Last summer, we began to warn citizens about this ominous bill pending before Congress.  They called it the “Hate Crimes Bill”.  After reading this “Hate Crimes Bill” through, which is something that most of those in Congress did not do, we realized that this had nothing to do with hate crimes or hate or even crime.  This was simply the first step in line with the communistic takeover of American businesses by our government.  This was a “TAKE AWAY THE FREEDOM OF SPEECH BILL”’

The American citizens were told by the Obama administration that this bill was a hate crimes bill to bring stiffer penalties for crimes occurring against minorities.  If a gay man was beaten and murdered, then the penalty should be worse than if a heterosexual man was beaten and murdered.


Now I know that a lot of gay citizens out there will never agree that this is wrong because it said to protect them.  But how would that gay man feel if his heterosexual brother was beaten and murdered and the perpetrator was given a lighter sentence than others simply because his brother was not gay?

Beatings are beatings and murder is murder and rape is rape.  It does not matter who the victim is or what race they are or what gender they are or what their sexual orientation is and the same goes for the perpetrator.  The punishment for murder should be applied equally for anyone who commits it and yes that includes rich people like OJ.


But the main point of how wrong this bill was had nothing to do with a punishment for a crime.  This bill created a new crime that could be used against anyone who speaks out against anything the government decides.  The example used was that your local preacher could be arrested and put in jail for standing inside your church and preaching God’s word against homosexuality.

The pundits in Washington DC took to the Sunday morning talk shows to assure citizens that this was absurd.  They claimed that this was just the alarmist groups that were against gay people and minorities.  They said that there was no way that this law would give any law enforcement agency the authority to take away anyone’s right to free speech.  


And they were patient.  When the time was right, they voted on the bill at two o’clock in the morning and passed it through over the objections of those who knew what was coming.  They passed it through and President Obama signed it into law while stating that there were those who said that this law would be used to keep people from preaching their religious beliefs and telling us how wrong they were.

So here we go!!!  Speaking to a group of Christian ministers on January 27, Lancaster, California Mayor R. Rex Parris stated: "We are growing Christian community -- and don't let anybody shy away from that." And Councilwoman Sherry Marquez has been criticized for posting biblical references on her Facebook site encouraging Christians to defend themselves -- along with quotes from Muslim leaders exhorting followers to convert the world to Islam.


Now, according to the Antelope Valley Press, the local human relations task force will convene on Monday evening to discuss whether those remarks could potentially be "hate incidents." Darren Parker, chairman of the task force, tells the newspaper that if the mayor's comments are so deemed, "a complaint will be made to the [federal] Justice Department" and to state and county district attorneys.


In addition, the Council on American-Islamic Relations has filed a federal civil rights complaint over Parris's comments. CAIR says the mayor violated the civil rights of non-Christians by stating, during his annual State of the City address, that Lancaster was "growing a Christian community."


But remember, that “Hate Crimes Bill” will never be used to limit or take away anyone’s right to freedom of speech.  It will never be used to arrest anyone for speaking out against something they believe in. That bill will never be used to stop anyone from expressing their religious beliefs under any circumstances.  

So that brings us to those now infamous words that we all hate so much.


Wait for it…..


Wait for it…….


“I TOLD YOU SO”!!!
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