
OPINION: Bumper sticker musings; is America better off since 2007? musings 

 

COLORADO SPRINGS, CO, September 2, 2012 - It seems like my best writing ideas come 

after discussing particular issues with my friends and family.  So it is with this article. 

 

Before beginning this storyFirst, let me state that I respect everyone’s opinion and I will never let 

politics come between me and those I care aboutpolitics does not come between me and those I 

care about.  An arrogant statement like: “I am right and you are wrong” is something I wouldn’t 

say. If we can find some common ground, great. If not, we can agree to disagree. As Thomas 

Jefferson perfectly stated, “I never considered a difference of opinion in politics, in religion, in 

philosophy, as cause for withdrawing from a friend.” 

 

 

This because I thrive on open communication, knowledge exchange and truth-seeking, regardless 

of whether I agree with the opposing view. I will discuss any subject I have aNo passionate 

subject is off limits for and I encourage others to do the sameshare ideas at every opportunity as 

well.  If we agree, great!   

 

If we can find some common ground, great.  If we do not agree, fine.  As Thomas Jefferson 

perfectly : “I never considered a difference of opinion in politics, in religion, in philosophy, as 

cause for withdrawing from a friend.” 

 

Discussion back and forth is good, but in the end if we cannot agree with each other then my 

philosophy is we can agree to disagree.  I will never tell anyone so arrogant a statement that: “I 

am right and you are wrong.”  I may believe that I am right and I will offer support for my 

conclusions, but I am always open to knowledge and I always want to seek the truth.  I want to 

keep communication open, and have the opportunity to learn and to hopefully teach. 

 

That being said, I shared that photo of this bumper sticker on Facebook and a family member 

posted a response:  

This story begins with the photo of a bumper sticker I saw online: 

 

 
 

I shared that photo on Facebook and a family member posted a response.  The response stated:  

“I feel like I already have my country, and it is much better off than it was in 2007.” 
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I whole-heartedly disagree with this statementThis is not a Democrat versus Republican issue, I 

do not support either Romney or Obama and am not blaming any specific president, congress, or 

candidate (because they all share in the responsibility for advancing poor domestic and foreign 

policies), but I whole-heartedly disagree that America is better off since 2007.    

 

.  I do not think we are better off now than we were in 2007.  I conceded that most presidents and 

congresses do accomplish some good things and President Obama is included in this, but I further 

responded,  

 

So I asked for a list of significant ways in which the United States has improved since 2007. 

“OVERALL I think we are still heading down the wrong path. I respect your opinion, so I ask 

you this: In what significant ways are we better off than in 2007?” 

 

The response I received to that question wasIn response, I received: “Eric nearly every major 

statistic is better now than it was just after Obama took office: GDP growth, job loss, stock 

market, job creation. Plus we haven't started any more wars over WMD’s that weren't really 

there. Obama's deficit plan is better than Ryan's (Romney hasn't really released one in any detail 

and what he did release raises middle class taxes). Obama is not perfect, but he is far better than 

Romney.” 

 

That is the setup for this article.  I will further qualify that I will mention names such as Obama, 

Bush, and Romney, however, I am not concerned with applying blame to any specific president, 

congress, or candidate because they all share in the responsibility for advancing poor domestic 

and foreign policies.  This is not a Democrat versus Republican issue.  I do not choose sides 

based on political party.   

 

I will focus most of my response on the statement made above that we are better off now than we 

were in 2007:  

 

I will begin by making it clear that I am definitely no Romney supporter and I am also not an 

Obama supporter.  They both would continue to lead our country in the wrong direction.   

So, are we better off now than in 2007? 

 

Economy 

 

Regarding the economy, thereThere are so many mixed signals that economic recovery has 

begun, sothat I do not believeit is hard to claim the economy is doing better than it was inhas 

improved since 2007.  In addition,C certain economic health indicators are entirely subjective, 

especially based on individual circumstances.  Generally speaking, instead . Instead of only 

evaluating GDP and stock market performance, better indicators of economic health should be 

evaluated. include We must consider jjob/unemployment  data, the value of a family’s income 

and net worth, individual savings and debt rates as well as the critical question: are people more 

or less capable of caring for themselves?  

a (as was suggested above); 

 

Beginning with GDP growthSome argue that GDP growth indicates a healthy state, but this 

statistic is a very poor indicator as to the true health of an economy this claim is disingenuous. 

 The GDP measures the total value of products and services being exchanged, but its weakness is 

that it does not distinguish between productive and destructive exchanges and .  Another 

weakness in using GDP as an economic health indicator is that it includes money the government 

spends both productively and destructively.   
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For example, the government can start a war and theif the governments started a war, the GDP 

will would rise because they are spending money to buywith the expense of buying tanks, 

missiles, machine guns, etc, but at what destructive costs? A hurricane can devastate a city, but 

and the GDP will rise because of the rebuilding efforts.  The devastation of a city is not a good 

thing for the economy and neither is war.  Everything the government spends, whether it is useful 

or wasteful will make the GDP rise, busot that definitely does not mean we are better off. 
 

 recognizing that unemployment data does not count those who are no longer seeking a job; use 

of eminent domain powers to seize homes; value of a family’s income and net worth; and 

individual savings and debt rates.  I believe these factors affect the general population and are a 

better gauge to use in determining economic health.  Another good question to keep in mind 

regarding economic health is whether people are more able to care for themselves or less able to 

care for themselves? 

 

Beginning with GDP growth, this statistic is a very poor indicator as to the true health of an 

economy.  The GDP measures the total value of products and services being exchanged, but its 

weakness is that it does not distinguish between productive and destructive exchanges.  Another 

weakness in using GDP as an economic health indicator is that it includes money the government 

spends.  For example, the government can start a war and the GDP will rise because they are 

spending money to buy tanks, missiles, machine guns, etc, but at what destructive costs? A 

hurricane can devastate a city, but the GDP will rise because of the rebuilding efforts.  The 

devastation of a city is not a good thing for the economy.  Everything the government spends, 

whether it is useful or wasteful will make the GDP rise, but that definitely does not mean we are 

better off. 

 

As for jobs, the governments own statistics show we are definitely not better off than inworse off 

than in 2007.  In 2007Back then, the unemployment rate was at 5 percent; as of July 2012 it is at 

8.3 percent and even those numbers are misleading.  Clearly, this specific statistic was high even 

under the Bush administration, but it has not improved since Obama took office.   

 

In the October 2012 issue of Reason magazine Tim Cavanaugh, Matt Welch, and Katherine 

Mangu-Ward explained: 

 

The labor force non-participation rate—the percentage of healthy, working-age 

Americans who are no longer actively seeking a job and therefore not counted in headline 

unemployment statistics—has steadily climbed from 34.2 percent (then a two-decade 

high) in the month before Obama took office to 36.2 percent as of press time. 

 

These statisticsOfficial job numbers exclude do not include the people who were looking for a 

jobAmericans that and who now have totally given up searching for a job.   

 

Clearly, this specific statistic was high even under the Bush administration, but it has not gotten 

better since Obama took office.  Therefore, the real unemployment rate is much higher than the 

official rate; some have even estimated perhaps close to the true rate is double.  The 

unemployment rate for For young adults aged 18-29 is even worse at 12.8 percent, or 16.8 

percent counting those that are no longer actively seeking jobs.the rate is estimated at 12.8 

percent, or 16.8 percent counting those that are no longer actively seeking jobs.  This information 

does not give me much confidence that employment is better than it was in 2007.  

 

Commented [Tiffany9]:  

Commented [Tiffany10]: Deleted because you make this 
point next.  

Commented [Tiffany11]: Moved later down the line when 
you start talking about  

Commented [Tiffany12]: Distributed this paragraph into the 
GDP section and the em 

Commented [Tiffany13]: link 

Commented [Tiffany14]: link 

Commented [Tiffany15]: Find the online version if you can 
and link it 

Formatted: Indent: Left:  0"

Commented [Tiffany16]: Who? Link. 

Commented [Tiffany17]:  You could shock your audience by 
including a blurb on that and the statistics indicating the rate is 
at 30%. I can't paste the link I just found becauses my computer 
is stupid, but if you Google "veteran unemployment 30%" you 
will find sources. 

http://mises.org/freemarket_detail.aspx?control=118
http://data.bls.gov/timeseries/LNS14000000
http://www.cnbc.com/id/48468748/Real_Unemployment_Rate_Shows_Far_More_Jobless
http://www.cnbc.com/id/48468748/Real_Unemployment_Rate_Shows_Far_More_Jobless
http://news.yahoo.com/june-young-adult-unemployment-12-8-percent-signaling-142715998.html
http://news.yahoo.com/june-young-adult-unemployment-12-8-percent-signaling-142715998.html


Continuing on, the threat of government force during hard economic times has risen, specifically 

with eminent domain powers.  Again, in the October 2012 issue of Reason magazine, Tim 

Cavanaugh  statesstates on page 62: 

 

The mortgage crisis has become so grave that some city governments are threatening to 

deploy their eminent domain powers to seize loans at high risk of default.  Seven 

municipal governments, including three of the 50 largest cities in California, have 

declared bankruptcy.  Wealth creation in American has become so difficult, and wealth 

destruction so common, that in many respects the recovery, which is not a recovery at all 

but a period of indefinite stagnation, has become worse than the “Great Recession” that 

allegedly ended in 2009. 

 

The same article continues to shoshows that a recent Federal Reserve study shows indicates that 

family income has fallen between 2007 and 2010 and that median net worth has: 

 

Declined a whopping 38.8 percent, and mean net worth dropped 14.7 percent.  The Fed’s 

quarterly flow of funds reports have consistently shown flat house-hold net worth since 

2010.  At $62.9 trillion in the first quarter of this year, household net worth is still almost 

$5 trillion below where it was in 2007.  As if having fewer dollars weren’t enough, the 

dollars have been, according to the strict definition of the word, decimated.  Consumer 

Price Index inflation has robbed the dollar of 10 percent of its value since 2007. 

 

According to the Bureau of Economic Analysis, personal savings rates have declined and 

personal debt has increased.  Cavanaugh continues: 

 

According to a July report from Bianco Research, aggregate personal debt has increased 

since the recession ended.  Total credit-market debt is nearly $54 trillion.  Public-sector 

debt has increased from $21 trillion to $24 trillion during that period. 

 

The unemployment rate, labor force non-participation rate, mortgage defaults, city bankruptcies, 

decrease in family income/net worth, increase in family debt, and decrease in personal savings are 

all relevant to many individuals and families and, as I stated above,  are a better gauge to use in 

determining economic health. 

 

The last point I will discuss regarding the economy and whether people are more or less able to 

care for themselves concerns our food stamp program, which is now called the Additionally, the 

number of Americans dependent upon foodstamps, or the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance 

Program (SNAP), .  The number of people using food stamps has dramatically 
increased since 2007.  The average participation of people using food stamps has increased 70 

percent since 2007 and the total cost of the program has increased 128 percent since 2007.   

 

This information would indicate to me that peopleAmericans are much less capable of paying 

their mortgages, providing food for their families, saving and paying debts, which indicates to me 

that Americans are not better off than in 2007. to care for themselves now than in 2007 and all of 

the above economic factors would indicate to me that the economy for most Americans is 

definitely not better than it was in 2007. 

 

Budget 
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As for the deficit reduction plans,  Obama Neither Obama/Biden noror Romney/Ryan havehas 

not issued aintroduced a viable deficit reduction plan worth implementing. Just because 
someone comes out with a plan to Stating that a plan "spends less" than originally 
projected does not mean they are cutting spending.  All it means is that they 
aresimply means they are spending less than they wanted to, but sare still spending 
more than they have been.  Spending still rises.   

 

The answer is not to raise taxes on certain people and continue to increase spending. If taxes were 

increased on the "rich", who really ends up paying for it? Taxation trickles down to the middle 

class and the poor, reducing their purchasing, saving and buying power to sustain an overinflated, 

impossible budget.  How does that help the deficit or the debt?  

 

 At the same time, the Lowering answer is not to lower taxes and increasinge spending, especially 

spending m ore when we are spending money that does not exist (credit/debt), also would not 

work. What do people do if they want to get out of debt?  They prioritize and rearrange/cut their 

budget and stop using their credit cards. They don’t apply for more credit to spend more. 

 

The answer, therefore, is for us to recognize that wethat America cannot sustain our current 

course and we have to make hard decisions that cut domestic spending and end needless foreign 

interventions. Neither candidates have done that and  

 

 What do people do if they want to get out of debt?  They prioritize and rearrange/cut their budget 

and stop using their credit cards. 

 

And if taxes were increased on the "rich", who really end up paying for it? It trickles down to the 

middle class and the poor.  I do not see the logic in increasing taxation and spending.  How does 

that help the deficit or the debt?  

 

Many people think we live in a capitalist society today and tend to blame capitalism for our 

country's economic ills.  In reality, the United States has not operated in a capitalist capacity for 

about a century.  Currently, we live in a corporatist system, or as I have come to like the term 

"crony capitalism". Crony capitalism is where the government and corporations are in bed 

together, which promotes favoritism and corruption within the economy and creates self-serving 

politicians and self-serving corporate officers. In order to fix what is wrong, it is important to 

understand the difference between capitalism and crony capitalism. Capitalism is not perfect (nor 

will there ever be any perfect system created by imperfect beings), but it is currently by far the 

best system to ensure the greatest freedom for all people.  Perhaps we should begin to get out of 

the clutches of crony capitalism?  Seems like a good place to start. 

 

I will end this section with a quick note about “rich” people:  There are rich people in this country 

who get rich through hard, honest work, and then there are those who are rich who get rich at the 

expense of society through tax breaks, subsidies, bailouts, and other back room political deals.  

That is what we need to get rid of.  The government should not be in the role of choosing which 

businesses or industries fail and which succeed.  Becoming rich by producing products and 

services that people use to make their lives better is not bad; it is to be commended.  Becoming 

rich because you are in bed with the government is bad and needs to end.  I am so sick of “rich” 

people being vilified in our society.  Let us be honest and recognize the vast difference between 

these two categories and vilify only those who become rich at society’s expense due to our 

corrupt crony capitalist system. 
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War 

 

As for something I am ecstatic about:I am ecstatic that there have been no more wars over 

imaginary WMD’s that were not really there.  However, very unfortunately, we have started some 

new wars in the meantime.embroiled ourselves in conflicts that do not concern us at high cost. 

 

Obama did not call Libya a “war” because there were no "boots on the ground"; he called it a 

“kinetic military action”.  There were plenty of missiles in the air and plenty of "collateral" 

damage (i.e. innocent people dying), so by definition it was a war. Stating otherwise is absurd.  

 

There was even talk about arming the "rebels" in Libya, which is likely, but not unconfirmed. 

These “rebels” included known al Qaeda operatives and assets. The Central Intelligence Agency 

helped to create al Qaeda in the first place by arming Osama bin Laden and his group in 

Afghanistan so many years ago against the Russians.  How did that work out for us?  Now, the 

Obama administration is supporting Syrian rebels that consist of al Qaeda members by giving 

them money and weapons! 

 

Then there is Yemen, Somalia, Pakistan, and Uganda ; were all definitive wars the Obama 

administration started as well without a declaration  or the approval of the American peopleof 

war. These wars in most of these countries are now fought with unmanned, armed drones.   These 

drones are now the representing a "new" way to fight wars that began under Bush and 

significantly intensified with Obama.  I do not really like this new way of waging war very much 

and I am sure those that are "collateral" damage do not like this "new" way either. How are these 

wars helping us? If anything, they are only creating new enemies that we will have to contend 

with in the future (i.e. blowback).  I often ask where all the war protesters have gone? 

 

Common sense dictates that we stop these ridiculous foreign interventions.  Knowledge of these 

facts is why I am so adamant that people are knowledgeable of history and the consequences of 

our actions when we interfere with foreign governments. 

 

 

To top all of this off, oOur current president also has initiated a secret “kill list” where he sits 

downdiscussed weekly with senior advisors to choose who he will kill ne next.  If Had Bush 

would have done this I would think the Democrats would have raised hell (or at least I hope they 

would have), however there seems to be little outrage that the President of the United States has 

significantly increased executive powers to include personal decisions on who will be 

assassinated next. Do the people of the United States, a purportedly “civilized” society, and 

regardless of their political persuasion, really think it is necessary and acceptable for our 

president to have this kind of power?  

  

Do the people of the United States, a purportedly “civilized” society, and regardless of their 

political persuasion, really think it is necessary and acceptable for our president to have this kind 

of power? 

When we are $16 trillion in debt and effectively bankrupt, common sense demands we stop these 

ridiculous foreign interventions. A cursory understanding of history should affirm that the 

consequences of perpetual foreign wars, rising debt, irresponsible banking  policy and increasing 

executive power unchecked by the people lead to disaster. 

 

 

Civil Rights 
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Civil liberties have received a crushing blow since 2007.  President Bush was no fan of upholding 

civil liberties and President Obama has only continued and escalated what Bush began.  

 

 I will admit, shamefully, that I voted for Obama.  I was so sick of Bush and his wars and his lies.  

I truly and truly thought Obama would be different, but overall. Overall, he most certainly is not. 

His continuation and intensification of unprecedented civil rights abuses against Americans cast 

him in an even darker light than his predecessor.  I have learned much in the last few years.   

 

Obama promised to close the Guantanamo Bay detention camp because it was “a sad chapter in 

American history, but that did not happen. Instead, though some detainees have been cleared for 

release due to lack of evidence since 2009,  an executive order demanding indefinite detention 

without charge was signed. Later, millions were authorized to upgrade the facility hold detainees 

indefinitely without charge and spent  millions to upgrade its facility.  

 

Obama promised to abide by state medical marijuana laws, but that did not happen.  because he 

reversed course to permit fFederal raids in have intensified, trampling on states rights and 

business dispensaries that lawfully allow sell medical marijuana.   

 

Obama supports and defends the Bush-era Authorization for Use of Military Force Against 

Terrorists (AUMF) and also signed the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) into law.  

Combined, the AUMF and NDAA allow him to assassinate and indefinitely detain AMERICANS 

or anyone else he wants without due process.  This all sounds so crazy, but it is fact.  It is the 

law.  Obama promises that he will never use his powers to do that, but does anyone really trust a 

politician to have that kind of power? No president should have or even need that kind of power.   

 

The acceptance of this kind of executive power completely strips us of our rights and laughs 

atdestroys the very core of what America is supposed to be aboutabout the United States of 

America.  We would only expect this to happen in “other” countries, not here in America.   

 

Obama also renewed the "Patriot" Act, which further continues to strip us of our rights as .  And 

why are armed Food and Drug Administration agents raiding raw milk farms. ?  

 

And asAs if the above atrocities were not enough, the United States government is hauling off 

citizens solely for their political opinions.  I am speaking of former The case of U.S. Marine 

Brandon Raub is chilling.  If you are not are unfamiliar with his case, click this link for a very 

thought provoking video with information that you really do need to know about critical to every 

American citizen.   

 

Whether you agree with former U.S. Marine Brandon Raub’s politics or think he is a complete 

lunatic, free speech must be protected.  He committed no violence, he broke no law, and he was 

hauled away by the FBI and local authorities withouth no warrant and forced into a mental 

institution because of his political opinions. His lawyer John Whitehead of the Rutherford 

Institute estimates 20,000 Americans in the state of Virginia alone are quietly treated in a similar 

manner.  What is going on is a disgrace of justice and this has been going on for years.  

Fortunately, in this case, the judge recognized thisee miscarriage of justice and released Raub 

from the institution.   

 

You may be thinkingMany think,  “It can’t happen here!  This is America!” or “That would never 

happen to me!”  Just because these abuses do not happen to you does not mean they are not 

happening to someone else.  That is why all of us must stand up for the freedom of everyone, 
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even those we disagree with.  In the district court case of Hamdi v. Rumsfeld, United States 

District Judge Robert G. Doumar appropriately affirmed: 

 

We must protect the freedoms of even those who hate us. If we fail in this task, we 

become victims of the precedents we create. We have prided ourselves on being a nation 

of laws applying equally to all and not a nation of men who have few or no standards. We 

must preserve the rights afforded to us by our Constitution and laws, for without it we 

return to the chaos of a rule of men and not laws. 
 
If civilized people keep ignoring these abuses of civil liberties, it will only be a matter of time 

before the abuse reaches you or someone you love. 

 

Civil liberties have received a crushing blow since 2007.  President Bush was no fan of upholding 

civil liberties and President Obama has only continued and escalated what Bush began.  So many 

Americans were hoping for change with Obama and that he would fight to bring back our 

liberties.  Instead, he has eroded them even further. 

 

I ask anyone that supports whoever is president or whoever is in congress: do you support them 

solely because they have an R or D after their name, regardless of their policies, or do you 

support them because you actually advocate these abuses of power?  Or do you support those who 

will protect our economic and civil liberties, regardless of the letter after their name? 

 

 

Same song, (barely) different tune 

 

Do not misunderstand me.  If McCain or Romney or any other Democrat or Republican were to 

have been elected, I believe they would have been just as likely to do similar things in the topics I 

have written about in this articlepursue similar policies as described above.  That is why I keep 

reiterating here and in other discussions: it is not about Obama versus Romney, or Republicans 

versus Democrats. It is about the rule of law versus the rule of man; it is about freedom versus 

tyranny; it is about peace versus constant war. 

 

Democrats and Republicans are essentially the same.  The only way they differ is how they 

quarrel about controlling our lives.  They both like war; they both like power; they both like 

taking away our rights in the name of “safety and security” because that gives them more power; 

they both like marriage discrimination; they both think they know better than we do about how to 

run our lives; they both like to bailout failing companies; they both like to give away corporate 

subsidies; they both are funded by "too big to fail" banks; they both play political games and 

support not what is right but what is politically expedient for their career.   

 

Neither party, with very few individual exceptions, have the principles to truly stand up for what 

is right and they both want to spend, spend, and spend without regard to the impact on future 

generations. If this is the government some people are so proud of, I am very frightened for our 

future. 

 

In order to fix the errors of our current system I believe people need to look beyond the current 

dichotomy of Republican versus Democrat, and the either/or mentality, and ask ourselves if we’re 

truly better off after the last four years under an corrupt congress and authoritarian President and 

whether the next four years will change our course under the same President or another.  An 

honest exploration would show that nNeither party will save this republic because all they care 

Commented [Tiffany26]: Tie this into the fact that in regards 
to civil liberties we are not better off and are no in uncharted, 
unprecedented territory having lost the First Amendment (the 
protest bill), a renewal of the patriot act, which unties the 1st 
and 4th amendments and the NDAA, which allows 
unprecedented indefenite detention based on mere suspicion of 
a crime; we now join Iran. North Korea, and other despotic 
nations that allow this abuse of power. We lost 900 years of 
Western tradition, Habeas Corpus and Due Process as well as the 
Rule of Law. 

Commented [Tiffany27]:  McCain was a major proponent for 
the NDAA and you can link this by Googling NDAA MCCain and 
ROmney said in the Presidential debates he woudl support it, 
which you can also find online with Romney NDAA debates  

Commented [Tiffany28]: Beautiful 

Commented [Tiffany29]: You’ll need to link if you want to 
add this in. Probably to your previous article would be best 

Commented [Tiffany30]: BOOM!  

Commented [Tiffany31]:  I would tie this into your purpose 
and run with that.  

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hamdi_v._Rumsfeld
http://mises.org/books/thelaw.pdf
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3CcNpoJsR84
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3CcNpoJsR84


about is what benefits them, not what benefits the people that they are supposed to serve.  The 

people are supposed to rule the government; the government is not supposed to rule the people. 

 

I love my country and the ideals it was founded upon, but I am not so thrilled with our 

government in its current corrupt state. 

 

We need a revolution, not of violence, but of ideas. If people continue to accept the way we are 

running our country and trying to run the world, it is only a matter of time before we bankrupt 

ourselves; financially and morally. Commented [Tiffany32]: Expound on this as if to say, Stop 
pretending we're better off under this president or that 
president, but as a country. etc. you can do more with this. I can 
tell you're so passionate you got on a rant here and ran with hit, 
which is great and passionate and awesome! Now bring it home. 
;) 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=j7M-7LkvcVw
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=j7M-7LkvcVw

