
OpinionTHE WINCHESTER SUN
A4 — WEDNESDAY, MARCH 14 , 2012

SCOTT SCHURZ, Publisher JOHN A. NELSON, Executive Editor

20 WALL STREET • WINCHESTER, KY 40391
(859) 744-3123 • WINCHESTERSUN.COM

LETTERS POLICY: The Sun welcomes short letters from our readers expressing their opinions. We ask that letters be no more
than 350 words and include the writer’s city or county and telephone number to help us verify authenticity. Names will not be with-
held. Letters should be e-mailed to: editor@winchestersun.com, or sent via postal mail.

The Winchester Sun BOB MARTIN, Operations Manager RICK REDDIX, Advertising Manager LINDA DEPUE, Business Manager

A truly
ineffective
session in
Frankfort
Honestly, I knew the Ken-

tucky legislature was on
course to set a new

record for
ridiculous-
ness when
they brought
in a penguin
from New-
port Aquar-
ium so they
could give it
an “hon-
orary resolu-
tion” and it
decided to
let “nature call” on Senate Presi-
dent David Williams’ desk.
But when news broke last

Thursday that Williams would be
missing last Friday’s legislative
session so he could travel to the
SEC Tournament, I was certain
that this session had hit a new
low.
It wasn’t just Sen. Williams.

Come to find out, for some odd
reason, the Senate had problems
finding enough legislators to do
any business at all on Friday. You
don’t suppose they were all watch-
ing the game, do you? No, that’s
just not possible. They have more
important things to do, right?
Honestly, I wish they all would

have just abandoned the session
altogether. Heck, I would have
been fine with the taxpayers pick-
ing up the tab to ship them all to
New Orleans. At least if they were
down there, they couldn’t be doing
any more damage up here.
This legislative session has been

an absolute embarrassment. They
have wasted most of their time on
less important issues, like a
statewide smoking ban, trying to
expand gambling and making it
harder for law abiding citizens to
have access to over-the-counter
cold medicines.
In the meantime, while you

were watching the shiny things
they were dangling, the really bad
stuff was going on in the back-
ground.
The legislature has routinely re-

jected proposed bills that would
provide more transparency for tax-
payers on how their representa-
tives vote on spending bills, among
other things.
But if a little added trans-

parency is too much to ask, how
about even less transparency? A
bill that did get a hearing is one
that, if passed, would end the re-
quirement of companies who do
business with the state to provide
financial information on the proj-
ects they are doing with your tax
dollars. Wow. What do these guys
have against a little sunlight?
The House is also letting a bill

languish that would put a limit on
the amount of debt that the legis-
lature or the governor could sad-
dle taxpayers with. Go figure —
they don’t appear to like trans-
parency or spending limits.
Meanwhile, neighboring states

Ohio, Virginia and Indiana have
been busy cutting taxes and gov-
ernment spending, and creating a
more pro-business agenda. This
has led directly to an increase in
job creation and a better eco-
nomic outlook for each of those
states.
So let’s review. While states all

around us have been taking on the
tough jobs of real tax reform and
making themselves more business
friendly, our legislature has been
in favor of taking away your access
to over-the-counter cold medi-
cines, expanded gambling, and
even less government trans-
parency. Now that’s a winning
combination.
But hey, let’s look on the bright

side; just like you and me, at least
our legislators are all really big UK
fans!

Leland Conway is the executive
editor and co-founder of
www.conservativeedge.com and
the host of the Pulse of Lexington
on News Radio 630 WLAP.
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What women want: ‘Relax the rhetoric’
WASHINGTON— Introducing her hus-

band on Super Tuesday night, Ann
Romney said women this election sea-

son are interested in jobs, the economy and the
debt.
Translation: So could we

shut up already about con-
traception?
Republicans might wish

nothing more than to stuff
birth control pills back
into the bottle, but Democ-
rats aren’t about to let
them. The narrative al-
ready has a title: “The Re-
publican War on Women.”
Cue theme from "Psycho."
One can hardly blame Democrats for taking

advantage of a perfect storm of stupefying pro-
portions. The only thing Republicans failed to do
was put a bow on this mess. Consider the head-
line-grabbing events that came together almost
at once:
Virginia's pre-abortion sonogram law that

could have included a transvaginal probe; the
religious liberty versus contraception mandate
prompted by health care reform; Rush Lim-
baugh's commentary about a female law student
in which he called her a slut, a prostitute and, in
a final flourish, suggested she provide him sex
tapes so he could watch her in the activities pre-
cipitating the need for birth control.
Individually, these anecdotes would have

been problematic, but combined they've had the
effect on women voters of a Tyrannosaurus rex
approaching a Gallimimus herd. (Picture the
stampede scene in "Jurassic Park.")
War has been declared, and there's hardly any

way to change the impression among a growing
percentage of women that the GOP is the party
of knuckle-dragging Neanderthals. It's a smart
move for Democrats to keep replaying the mes-
sage, but is it fair — and is it true?
What say we relax the rhetoric and see what

sanity lies beneath?
Not to tempt the gods of non sequitur, and

contrary to what the White House insists, Rush
Limbaugh is not the leader of the GOP. Even so,
he does have a large audience and it is discon-
certing that so many seem to share his obvious
hostility toward women. Several of his cohorts in
discourtesy are snorting and grunting in my
inbox even now.
One who wrote in defense of Limbaugh in-

formed me of my place in God's hierarchy,
slightly above goats, and gave me a tutorial
about why women have been saddled with the
monthly inconvenience and painful childbirth
— for tempting men to do evil and failing to rec-
ognize their roles as "helpmeets" for men.
"Pagan women like yourself," he patiently

averred, "have no regard for the natural order of
God's plan and shamelessly promulgate the 'we
are goddesses' bile that has infected the entire
country and pretty much stopped it in its tracks
from incurring God's blessing." I'm leaving out
the best parts.
You don't have to read many such letters to

think that maybe Democrats have a point. Yet it
is false to imagine that any objection to abortion
is necessarily anti-woman. It may feel that way
to women seeking an abortion. And it may look
that way when those pushing anti-abortion
measures are men whose experience in such
matters is biologically irrelevant. As feminist Flo
Kennedy once said, "If men could get pregnant,

abortion would be a sacrament."
But Republicans are waging war on women

only if you believe that the morality of abortion
should never be questioned, or if you believe the
federal government can order people to pay for
something that violates their conscience. These
issues are not so simple, nor are Republicans
simpletons for trying to protect the unborn or
challenging what they view as government over-
reach.
Unfortunately, the conservative governing

principles that traditionally attracted level
heads to the right side of the aisle have been in-
crementally subsumed by social issues— a
bull's-eye for Democrats and a black eye for Re-
publicans. Inasmuch as women are the ones
who most urgently require access to family plan-
ning, any opposition can be conflated to be anti-
woman. Hence, Ann Romney's well-placed
remarks.
She is right, of course, but the problem she

was implicitly trying to address is not short-
term. The GOP long ago made its bed with social
conservatives, a large percentage of them South-
ern evangelicals, and now must sleep with them.
After marriage, of course. In Laurens County,
S.C., where the local GOP recently tried to cre-
ate a purity tribunal to screen and monitor as-
piring Republican candidates, this is more than
a punch line.
Although the state party ruled the county ini-

tiative inconsistent with state law, the Laurens
mindset burbles just beneath the surface of the
once-Grand Old Party. And that is a problem
only Democrats could love.

Kathleen Parker's email address is kathleen-
parker@washpost.com.
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Believe it, Mitt Romney’s a winner

WASHINGTON— The reviews of
Mitt Romney’s Super Tuesday per-
formance were murderous.

The Wall Street Jour-
nal judged that “voters
failed to deliver a deci-
sive victory” to Rom-
ney.
Fox News reported

that the “Super Tues-
day results ensure the
protracted and unpre-
dictable GOP primary
contest will press on-
ward.”
Romney “missed his

opportunity to put to rest doubts about his
strength as a candidate,” reported Politico’s
Alexander Burns.
The Atlantic’s Molly Ball reported that

Rick Santorum “had clearly given Romney a
bad scare, and it was enough for him to
claim a moral victory.”
The obituaries evidently had an impact.

In a washingtonpost.com survey, readers
were asked who “had the best Super Tues-
day,” and fully 50 percent said it hadn’t been
Romney.
But the question of who had the best

Super Tuesday is a matter of fact, not opin-
ion: Romney did.
He won six of 10 states, including Ohio,

the night’s marquee contest. His win rate
was higher than John McCain’s in 2008 on a
night that all but clinched the GOP nomina-
tion. He has won about 40 percent of the
delegates he needs to win the nomination
and has more than twice as many as Santo-
rum, his nearest competitor. And the party’s
new system requiring the proportional
awarding of delegates, though it has slowed
Romney’s coronation, now makes it essen-
tially impossible for anybody to catch him.

The fact that Romney is still viewed to be
in danger of losing the nomination says less
about him than it does about the media. We
have turned him into Candidate Sisyphus,
providing him with a plentiful supply of
boulders to push uphill. First it was make-
or-break New Hampshire, then must-win
Florida, then do-or-die Michigan and game-
changing Ohio. Each time Romney prevails,
we assign him a new test.
Part of this is our bias in favor of conflict.

I’ve been as guilty as the rest in attempting
to extend this primary season, even pleading
with Newt Gingrich to fight on, strictly for
my personal enjoyment.
But the reluctance to acknowledge Rom-

ney’s inevitability also reflects media an-
tipathy toward this boring candidate — the
flip side of 2008, when journalists brayed for
Hillary Clinton to abandon her fight against
Barack Obama, the media’s preferred candi-
date. Chuck Todd and his NBC colleagues
blogged last week that Romney is “certainly
losing style points by barely beating Santo-
rum in states like Michigan and Ohio,” akin
to a “top-ranked college football team win-
ning a squeaker against an unranked oppo-
nent.”
Only in American politics is a win not a

win — a phenomenon that is puzzling the
rest of the world. “Mitt Romney wins six on
Super Tuesday but gets labeled a loser,” ob-
served Britain’s Daily Mail. Discussing the
phenomenon over lunch on Thursday, Gre-
gor Schmitz of Germany’s Der Spiegel news
magazine told me that the American
media’s propping up of Romney’s opponents
is “intellectually insulting” to viewers and
readers.
He’s right. On Intrade, the online market

where people put money behind their opin-
ions, Romney as of Friday morning was
given an 85 percent chance of winning the

nomination; Santorum, in second place, had
a 4.1 percent likelihood. That sounds about
right to me. It’s theoretically possible for
Romney to lose, but we owe our audiences
more than hype about theoretical possibili-
ties and juiced-up storylines.
“Some are calling New Hampshire a must-

win race for Team Romney,” Fox's Mark
Steyn reported in late December. Romney
won that must-win.
“I do not like making dramatic state-

ments, but Florida is make it or break it for
Mitt Romney,” National Journal’s Charlie
Cook said in January. Romney made it.
“Michigan may be Romney’s last stand,”

CBS News reported. Romney stood.
ABC News included Arizona in its “make-

or-break week” for Romney, who won Ari-
zona handily.
“Ohio could be make or break for Rom-

ney,” the Washington Examiner reported
after those wins.
“Romney could easily have a really bad

Super Tuesday,” Charles Krauthammer
opined on Fox News.
Romney won Ohio and had a really good

Super Tuesday — but polling stations hadn’t
even closed when the media got to work on
erecting new hurdles for Romney.
“Graham says Romney must win in South

to end primary,” the Hill reported last Tues-
day afternoon atop its account of an inter-
view with Sen. Lindsey Graham, R-S.C.
“Romney’s Super Tuesday wins ‘maybe not

enough,’” the New York Daily News reported
Thursday, atop an article quoting McCain’s
skepticism.
Indeed. I heard without Romney wins in

Alabama and Mississippi, he could be be
toast.

Dana Milbank’s email address is
danamilbank@washpost.com.
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