Ron Paul Podcast #2
And… Greetings to you. If you have downloaded this first podcast, I encourage you to e-mail me to receive the latest podcast via e-mail. These are short podcasts, so they can be easily sent via e-mail and downloaded in an Mp3 format. My e-mail is: apologus@hotmail.com

Today, I would like to spend these next five minutes or so, responding to two people I strongly admire.  These are two Christian men who have a strong commitment to God and His Word, but join hands in opposing a Ron Paul presidency for a few different reasons. I would like to offer a brief response to both.
1) Response to Gary Demar:
 His argument is that if a third-party candidate or someone like Ron Paul were elected, he would spend the entirety of his presidency fighting against the House and the Senate. The Republicans and Democrats would join forces against the President. The president would veto certain things and they would override it and so this vicious cycle would continue and nothing would be accomplished. 
Answer: The first thing to remember is that in a Ron Paul presidency we would not see a blatant abuse of executive power. I can guarantee you that that is an attractive message to people in this country who speak of politicians with deep cynicism. Paul would never go to war without Congress’s declaration…this serves to unite Congress. If Congress is united that means that the country is united. Look at what happens when a president goes to war without declaration: There is no unity. 70% of the American people want the US to be out of Iraq and so does the majority of Congress, so at this stage, Bush is a greater divider than a uniter. A Paul presidency would restore Constitutional harmony and force people to re-examine why the American government has so abused its power.

One final point is that though it is plausible that Democrats will not like Paul’s message to abolish the IRS and Republicans may not like his message about a non-interventionist foreign policy, think of the great platform Paul will have on a daily basis to teach the American people, and Congress about the Constitution. Even if after 4 years they do not re-elect him, think of how many people will have been persuaded by the message of freedom and prosperity and personal responsibility? I think Gary has missed the unifying effect of a Ron Paul presidency.
2) Response to Bob Enyart: 
Enyart argues the following:

Ron Paul has long worked with the Libertarian Party, and spoke at its 2004 national convention, and he has never repudiated that party, even though the Libertarian Party is: 
Pro-legalized abortion
Pro-legalized euthanasia (killing of handicapped and sick people, etc.)
Pro-legalized homosexuality
Pro-legalized pornography
Pro-legalizing drugs
Pro-legalizing suicide
Pro-legalizing prostitution 
Etc.

Libertarians are immoral, godless quasi-conservatives who therefore have no compass for righteousness in law. 

And the above list is far more of a threat to America than is al Qaeda, for this platform is a prescription for how to destroy us from within. Yet Ron Paul does not understand these simple matters of right and wrong and governance.

Answer: Though I have great respect for Enyart and his fight to end abortion over the last 15 years, his point is a non-sensical point. Bob says that Ron Paul never repudiated the Libertarian Party. I can’t think of anything stronger than running for that party and opposing its strongest position: Right to Life. In fact, when Paul ran as the Libertarian candidate, he did just that.

While the Libertarian Party supports the right of women to choose an abortion, Dr. Paul believes that abortions are morally wrong. A group called Libertarians for Life failed in its attempt to change the party position.
 I wonder if Bob knows that there are a group of people in the Libertarian movement that have tried for years to change that platform.
Further, what greater repudiation can you receive than running for an opposing party, such as the Republican Party? Also, Bob says that Libertarians are immoral, quasi-conservatives. And Republicans are? Ted Haggard, Larry Craig? Paul speaks at Libertarian conventions because Libertarians love his message even though they have to swallow their pride and accept Paul’s pro-life platform. Ron Paul would just as well speak at a Democratic Convention if they invited him. By the way Bob, Paul would also oppose euthanasia and leave the other issues to a state level. I am not sure Bob is thinking this through: If the states are in charge, immediately you have all or most of the South banning abortion and Roe V. Wade will have taken a knockout punch. Though I think Bob Enyart is a thoughtful man, He is constantly bashing the Constitution and even defending Abraham Lincoln who worked so hard in his life to bring about what we have today under George W. Bush: The biggest and most pervasive government in the history of the United States and this is why we need Ron Paul!
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