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MAY 12 - MOTHER’S DAY
MAY 27 - MEMORIAL DAY

FLY YOUR
FLAGS!

MONDAY, May 6, 2019
11:30 A.M. ~ 1:00 p.m.
MCM ELEGANTE’ HOTEL
BALLRoom

SGT. AL JOHNSON
Former Beaumont PD now with
Crime Stoppers of Southeast Texas
will speak on

Personal Safety
Our mee@ng begins promptly at 11:30, so
please check in and be seated at your table by that @me
Mee@ng fee is $20

Personal Checks or Exact Cash Preferred
Reserva@ons are REQUIRED as well as necessary
for there to be adequate sea@ng and food

RSVP by 5 pm, Thursday, May 2
Text or call 409-748-0013
GTRW Members may RSVP on our website
gtrepublicanwomen.org

PLEASE PROVIDE NAMES OF ANY
GUESTS YOU PLAN TO BRING
AND ENCOURAGE THEM TO JOIN GTRW!

2019 GTRW BOARD
Allison Nathan Getz, President
Cindy Dishman, 1st Vice President-Programs
Linda Brown, 2nd Vice President-Membership
Janet Brown, Recording Secretary
Geraldine Lapham, Corresponding Secretary
Mary Wickland, PAC Treasurer
Sherilyn Goodman, Chaplain
Kim Dunaway, Campaign AcKviKes
Evangeline George, Bylaws/Parliamentarian
Louise Williams, LegislaKve
Linda Nicholas, Hospitality
Marie Maggio, Awards
Linda Sparkman, CommunicaKons
Carol Hearn, Special Projects
Ann Jones, Special Events
Susan Welsh, Historian
Theone Bradley, NewsleQer
Martha Pate, Member-at-Large
Lajaunda Williams, ReservaKons - 409-748-0013
(Please Text or Call and leave a
message)

CALENDAR
May 2 - Na@onal Day of Prayer - Fly U.S. Flag
May 6 - GTRW Luncheon Mee@ng
Speaker: Sgt. Al Johnson
Crime Stoppers of Southeast Texas
MAY 4 - Elec@on Day
May 12 - Mother’s Day - Fly U.S. Flag
May 14 - GTRW CHAT - 4-6 p.m.
May 15 - Peace Oﬃcer’s Memorial Day
Fly U.S. Flag Half-Staﬀ
May 19 - Armed Forces Day - Fly U.S. Flag
May 20 - GTRW Execu@ve Board Mee@ng
May 25 - GTRW Goes To . . . Set Out Flags for
Memorial Day
May 27 - Memorial Day - Fly U.S. Flag
Half-Staﬀ un@l Noon
June 3 - GTRW Luncheon Mee@ng
June 14 - Flag Day - Fly Your U.S. Flag
June 16 - Father’s Day - Fly U.S. Flag
June 17 - GTRW Execu@ve Board Mee@ng
NOTE: NO LUNCHEON MEETING IN JULY
July 4 - Independence Day - Fly U.S. Flag
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FROM SEN. BRANDON CREIGHTON

Dear Proud Texan,

GTRW Gazette

bill that ensures precautions at the end of life,
with the support of Texas Right to Life.

There is just one month left in the
legislative session, and I am working day
and night on priority legislation—
speci<ically, the Texas Infrastructure
Resiliency Fund so we are better prepared
for future storms, and property tax
reform. Please let me know next time you
will be at the Capitol so I can say hello.
Thank you for your friendship, your
support, and all your work as Golden
Triangle Republican Women.

Protecting Texas small business
Last week, I passed what has been referred to
as the most pro-business legislation of the
session. Recently, Austin, Dallas and San
Antonio have passed ordinances placing costly
and burdensome mandates on private
employers. I think that businesses succeed when
government gets out of the way, and lets small
business owners be in the drivers seat. Texas
cities cannot impose a patchwork of antibusiness mandates on the private sector. Bad for
business and bad for employees.

God bless Texas,
Brandon Creighton
President Trump in Senate District 4
On April 10th, I had the privilege to
welcome President Trump to a pipeline
worker training facility in Crosby, where he signed an
executive order to strengthen our energy industry. This
order will eliminate unnecessary red tape, and will be
bene<icial to industry and workers. Hosting the President in
Senate District 4 was a real honor! The economy and low
unemployment continue to bene<it all of Texas.

Preserving Texas History
Historic monuments are being removed,
destroyed, and hidden across the country and in
Texas all because of political correctness. I fear
that we will look back on this time and say that we were
more concerned with deleting history, instead of taking the
time to teach and learn from our history. Instead of falling
victim to this trend, I believe that Texas should lead.
That is why I <iled Senate Bill 1663, a bill that creates a
process for the protection, relocation, and altering of Texas'
statues, portraits, plaques, seals, symbols, building names,
street names, park names, and cenotaphs. The bill had its
<irst hearing last week and there was great testimony in
Committee
support of preserving our state's rich history.

Historic Property Tax Relief
The Senate has passed the most signi<icant reform to Texas'
property tax system in 40 years. Texas property taxes are out
of control, and homeowners deserve meaningful
Nominating
relief, so I
was proud to support Senate Bill 2. Every community in
to be
August 5
Senate District 4, whether urban, suburban or rural
will elected
see
A Conservative Budget
local cities, counties and schools taking less property tax
At a time of runaway spending, debt and de<icits, Texas still
money from homeowners. Even with rising appraisals, your
has <iscally responsible, balanced budgets. Last week, the
tax bill should not continue to skyrocket.
Senate approved a 2 year budget that is under the
constitution spending limit, below the rate of population plus
Protecting Life
in<lation (with 3.9% growth each year), and maintains our
On April 9th, the Texas Senate passed the 'Texas Born Alive'
commitment to pay-as-you-go. The budget also provides
Act, a bill that protects the rights of babies who survive
$2.7 billion for property tax relief, and commits $800 million
abortions. Any baby born in Texas is going to be respected as
for border security.
a human being. I also introduced another pro-life priority

PLEASE KEEP THESE FELLOW MEMBERS
AND THEIR FAMILIES IN YOUR PRAYERS:
The Family of Linda Brown in the loss of her niece, Carolyn Hayes
The Family of Sherrie Branick in the loss of her mother, Merle Booker
HEALTH:
Nina Adams
Renee Barnes
Theone Bradley
Janet Brown
Linda Brown
Cindy Dishman
Ida Duplechin
Van George
Billie Sue Johnson

Naomi Lanier
Antoinette Mabe
Jenny McArthur
Norma Murphy
Gail Shook
Betty Storms
Nell Wiggins
Cindy Woodland

DAMAGE OR DISPLACED:
Sandra Borne
Janet Brown
Alicia Daleo
Ida Duplechin
Kittie Rice
Cindy Woodland

Allison Nathan Getz
GTRW President

Through Unity of
Purpose, there is no
limit to what we can

achieve!
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MINUTES OF THE APRIL 1, 2019 LUNCHEON MEETING

President Allison Nathan Getz called the meeMng to order at 11:30.
BePy White led the prayer and pledges.
Mary Wickland, GTRW Treasurer, gave her report.
President Getz began the meeMng by explaining the policy of GTRW,
governed by the policies of the Texas FederaMon of Republican
Women, regarding aPending our luncheon meeMngs and addressing
the organizaMon.
Linda Brown, 2nd Vice President-Membership, announced current
membership numbers. Linda also invited members and guests to two
CHATS — April 30 at CoPon Creek Winery and May 14 at Bruno’s
Italian Restaurant. She then introduced oﬃceholders and special
guests.
Cindy Dishman, 1st Vice President-Programs, announced that
candidates for Beaumont City Council and Port Commissioner AtLarge who idenMfy as Republicans will speak in random order, will
introduce themselves and speak for 5 minutes, followed by a
quesMon and answer session at the end.
(See Candidates Notes on Pages 9-10 of this Newsle8er.)
Candidates in order of speaking:
1 - Joe Evans, running for Port Commissioner At-Large
2 - Becky Ames, Mayor of Beaumont running for reelecLon
3 - W.L. Pate, Beaumont City Councilman At-Large, running for
reelecLon
4 - Randy Feldshau, candidate for Beaumont City Council At-Large
5 - Sheri Arnold, candidate for Beaumont Port Commissioner
At-Large
6 - Mike Getz, City Councilman Ward 2, running for reelecLon
7 - Taylor Neild, candidate for Beaumont City Council Ward 1
President Getz thanked everyone and announced we will limit our
commiPee reports since we are running so late. She acknowledged
Geraldine Lapham, Corresponding Secretary, for wriMng notes to
everyone. Louise Williams, LegislaMve Chair, declined to speak at this
Mme.
Carol Hearn of Special Projects thanked everyone for their monetary
and backpack donaMons to Harvest House for vicMms of human
traﬃcking. She also thanked Kim Huber for all her help.
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President Getz then acknowledged Theone Bradley for the
newslePer and for being our “small business person” selling the
MAGA and Texas caps.
Linda Nicholas, Hospitality Chair, and her commiPee were recognized
for the beauMful decoraMons.
Will Robbins, Secretary of Republican Party of Texas, declined to
speak.
Judy Nichols, JCRP Chair, noted their meeMng will be held the
following night at 7 p.m. in Mid-County.
Upcoming events: Former Navy Seal Dan Crenshaw will be
addressing our group Monday, April 15. The luncheon will cost $30
and RSVPs were requested as soon as possible because it may be a
sell-out event. Thanks go to Corey Crenshaw for seeng up this
event.
Sandra Borne of CASA announced that April is NaMonal Child Abuse
PrevenMon Month. CASA will be holding a candlelight this evening at
7 p.m. Wooden crosses in front of CASA represent the 211 children
in Texas who lost their lives to abuse or neglect in 2018.
Next month’s speaker is former Beaumont Police Department Oﬃcer,
Al Johnson, who has an incredible presentaMon from Crime Stoppers
about personal safety.
The ExecuMve board meeMng will be held Monday, April 22.
President Getz thanked all the candidates for their service. “No
maPer who wins, we appreciate your pueng yourselves out there to
make our community a bePer place.”
The meeMng adjourned.
Respechully submiPed,

Janet Brown
RecordingSecretary
(See Candidates Notes on Pages 9-10 of
this Newsle8er.)

Please contact GTRW’s Corresponding Secretary,
Geraldine Lapham, to let her know when a GTRW
family member would benefit from a congratulatory
“at-a-boy” (anniversary, birth of a child,
promotion, etc.), get-well wishes or condolences.
gregory@gt.rr.com or text/call
409-656-9607
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MAY LUNCHEON SPEAKER

Visit us on the Web:
gtrepublicanwomen.or
g& www.facebook.com/
GTRW1989/

GTRW Gazette

Please thank our May speaker, Sergeant Al Johnson, for the
leadership and dedicated service he provided the Beaumont Police
Department and our community during his distinguished 37-year
career. Sergeant Johnson retired honorably from the Department
on December 31, 2017, having served in SWAT and the K-9 Unit.
Sergeant Johnson is now a frequent participant at many Neighborhood Association meetings, always answering questions posed by
constituents about their personal safety.
Upon retirement, Sergeant Johnson joined forces with Crime
Stoppers of Southeast Texas and is now spending his time touring
the area, giving tips on safety and how to be aware of one’s
surroundings.

INVITE YOUR LIKE-MINDED FRIENDS
to our next luncheon mee@ngS
Monday, JUNE 3
Monday, AUGUST 5
at the Elegante’ Hotel BALLROOM
— NO MEETING IN JULY —

Crime Stoppers of Southeast Texas was established November 1,
1981. Since its inception, the program has received over 14,000
tips — resulting in over 3,000 arrests, nearly 6,000 cases cleared,
and over 7 million dollars in property recoveries and drug seizures.
Crime Stoppers of Southeast Texas is a 501(c)(3) non-profit
corporation that is funded by private donations and fundraising.
NO TAX DOLLARS are involved.
We are fortunate to have Sergeant Johnson address GTRW this
month.
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Cindy Dishman, 1st Vice President-Programs, announced that candidates for
Beaumont City Council and Port Commissioner At-Large who identify as Republicans
will speak in random order, will introduce themselves and speak for 5 minutes,
followed by a question and answer session at the end.
1 - Joe Evans, candidate for Port Commissioner At-Large, explained that he is
uniquely qualified for this particular seat because of his over 10-year relationship with
area industries, working for Beaumont Occupational Services, the past six years as
their general manager. He actively serves in the local nonprofit world and last year
was appointed to the Texas Alzheimer’s Commission by Governor Greg Abbott. He is
the widowed father of three teenage girls that makes him ”uniquely qualified to (laughter), you know, run the world.”
He described the time and energy he has spent involving himself and researching the workings of the Port and Port
Commission, and itemized needed renovation projects that will be completed with the $85 million bond money. Joe
explained that the Port doesn’t need a reformer, but someone that is going to work really hard, stay focused, and
bring a good set of lenses and address the gap between community and Port. “I am your hardest working candidate
and I’m going to be a hard-working Port Commissioner.”
2 - Becky Ames, Mayor of Beaumont, running for reelection, said, “Another Great Day to be in Beaumont! . . . I
don’t like the campaigning, but love the work.” Mayor Ames has been with the City Council for 25 years; 12 of those
have been as mayor. She believes experience is paramount. The Mayor and Council must focus on a myriad of
issues such as public safety, emergency management, streets, drainage, water and sewer. Crime is down 10%;
violent crime is flat and is usually between people who know each other; domestic abuse; and a drug deal gone
badly. Mayor Ames said she has paid attention, has been a leader and wants to continue in this role.
3 - W.L. Pate, Beaumont City Councilman At-Large, running for reelection, entertained the GTRW audience by
saying there is nothing he can tell us about politics we don’t already know and listing a number of things he said we
liked, e.g. Fox News. He spoke of his parents and that his mother told him God did not put him here to take up
space, but to make a better place than when he got here. He served in the Army for 27 years, starting out as a
Private and retiring as a Lieutenant Colonel. He said he loved Beaumont and that we need people who love
Beaumont to serve.
4 - Randy Feldshau, candidate for Beaumont City Council At-Large, grew up in Southeast Texas and has been
back in Beaumont for the past 13 years as Pastor of Cathedral in the Pines. He described a number of programs
with which he is involved, including “Not in My City,” organized to help the city and county address street violence.
He also discussed how they have been helping Harvey flood victims since August of, 2017 and when finished will
have brought $3.5 million into the community. He also spoke of his involvement with prison ministry and working
with the Dream Center of SETX. Mr. Feldshau then described the statewide negative perception of Beaumont and
his desire to help rewrite Beaumont’s narrative, especially in light of the anticipated $54 billion growth that begs the
question: “Are we ready for this?” He said his 35 years of providing leadership and vision for moving people to a
common goal has given him an understanding of negotiation and diplomacy. “The call to action of my campaign has
and will continue to be One City United.”
5 - Sheri Arnold, candidate for Beaumont Port Commissioner At-Large, described her work with Gulf States
Utilities in 1980 as an Economic Development Specialist and her 23-year ownership of Coldwell Banker
Commercial/Arnold & Associates as having enhanced business and jobs in the area. She spent the last four years
in San Antonio, building a business there which recently sold. She returned to Beaumont this past November; her
two daughters/families returned, as well; and Sheri wants to work for the betterment of Beaumont. She received the
Chamber of Commerce Athena Award for leadership skills and was recently honored with the Coldwell Banker
Commercial Award for Leadership and Integrity. She described her assets for this position as: a business owner
with the acumen to help run the Port; alliances and relationships across the United States; worked with legislators
to push an agenda; and experience dealing with top level management at large companies.
(Cont’d. on Page 10)
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(Cont’d. from Page 9)
6 - Mike Getz, City Councilman Ward 2, running for reelection, said he has served in that position for the past 8
years and described his biggest claim to fame as having convinced his wife, Allison, to “start dating me instead of a
cardiologist . . . Sorry, Doc — Not sorry (laughter).” He described his involvement in uncovering multiple problems
in BISD ($75 million wasted; BISD tore down South Park High School, violating Court Order; and his role in bringing
the new “5 members/2 At Large” BISD Board structure to the ballot, etc.) Mr. Getz said he has been labeled
“divisive” because he is fiscally conservative. He makes every effort to listen and respond to the needs of his
constituents every morning, and he personally paid for the “In God We Trust” decals on Beaumont emergency
vehicles “to provide a measure of comfort to our first responders as they go about their dangerous duties. I have the
time, energy and enthusiasm to continue in public service.”
7 - Taylor Neild, candidate for Beaumont City Council Ward 1, opened by saying, “No one told me I was going
to follow Mike Getz (laughter).” Mr. Neild stated he is running for this position because he loves Beaumont and
wants to see it prosper, and then stated all the reasons he remains here, including family and church, etc. He then
described the (1) decaying city infrastructure, e.g. sewer, clean water, decent streets, that are not being provided;
(2) the job and city growth occurring for which we are not prepared; and (3) committing resources so our police
department can adequately address the crime rate. He described how being an Eagle Scout committed him to
certain standards of behavior, “trustworthy, loyal, helpful, friendly, courteous, kind,” etc., and duty to community. VP
of H.B. Neild & Sons, he said he will bring 20 years of infrastructure experience coupled with a budgets and
management background to the position.
Question and Answer Session ensued addressing:
(1) Lakeside Center location;
(2) Salaries received by City Council members and Port Commissioners;
(3) Councilman Sams running for that position after he agreed not to run when he was appointed to the position;
(4) Whether Mayor Ames would attend Republican candidate kick-off parties in addition to Councilman Sams’.
(5) Cost of all the empty buses driving all over Beaumont and what are the alternatives?
Answer: Beaumont takes money from federal government, so has to purchase what federal
government requires; alternatives up for discussion: voucher system and pilot programs used in DFW
area.
(6) How are Taylor Neild and Mike Getz, both directly opposed by Democrat candidates, more qualified as
Republicans?
ANSWERS:
Taylor Neild: “Beaumont’s biggest concern is infrastructure repairs; I am a conservative, and streets, drainage,
sewer is what I do for a living. . . . My understanding is my opponent has no background in anything like that.”
Mike Getz: One can learn a lot from a person’s party affiliation. As a Republican, Mike believes in small
government, conservative government, and being careful in how your tax dollars are being spent. His opponent has
voted Democrat in every election in which he has participated in Jefferson County. Financial reports out soon —
“Look to see who is supporting me and who is supporting him and glean who is trying to control City Hall.”
Mayor Ames: “I have four Democrat opponents . . . you can see how I voted if you care to look. The things I do
show I am conservative. . . . also involved in quality of life and beautification efforts. We should be proud of our
financials; not the case around the state.”

VOTE YOUR REPUBLICAN VALUES MAY 4TH!
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7 a.m. to 7 p.m.

CITY OF NEDERLAND POLLING
LOCATION:

Bmt/Jefferson County Ballots:
https://www.jeffersonelections.com/wp-content/
uploads/2019/03/All-Contests-Sample-Ballot.pdf

207 N. 12th Street
Nederland, Texas

https://www.jeffersonelections.com/early-votinginformation/sample-ballots/

7 a.m. to 7 p.m.

Nederland Ballot:
https://www.ci.nederland.tx.us/2019-sampleballot.PDF
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MAY 4 VOTING LOCATIONS
PORT ARTHUR — SABINE PASS

7 a.m. to 7 p.m.

7 a.m. to 7 p.m.
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April 2, 2019 - By John C. Greene
Freedom makes men unequal — not before the law, but in their
talents and in their property. The "depraved taste for equality"
observed by Alexis de Tocqueville back in 1832 has today
become a rising tide among many of our citizens, who have
been convinced that it is more important to be equal than to be
free. This "depraved taste for equality" can be seen in calls to
do away with the Electoral College and replace it with a popular
vote.
One man, one vote. Equality. That is very appealing to some.
But it is also foolishly superficial, and Tocqueville rightly
characterized the preference for equality over freedom as
depraved.
The Electoral College system — especially the original system
before it was altered by the 12th Amendment in 1804 — was
part of a republican system of government designed by the
founders to secure the liberty of the individual: "That to secure
these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving
their just powers from the consent of the governed" (Declaration
of Independence). It was the design of the Founders to create
a government that would "secure these rights" and thus
preserve our liberty. They recognized that a popular
government — a democracy — would soon enough begin to
subject freedom and rights to a popular vote: here a little, there
a little; lie upon lie; pretext upon pretext. With that, freedom
would gradually be minimalized, eroded, discarded, and
replaced by equality. But it would be a dreary, regulated
equality of limitations, deprivations, and misery. Ultimately, it
would become a fearful tyranny. That's why James Madison
warned that the democracies of history "have ever been
spectacles of turbulence and contention; have ever been found
incompatible with personal security or the rights of property;
and have in general been as short in their lives as they have
been violent in their deaths" (Federalist #10).
"The soul cannot be coerced" (Ayaan Hirsi Ali, Infidel, pg. 208).
The human soul must be free if it is to be happy, if it is to
prosper, to thrive, to mature, to rise to great things. I am not
one who prefers "equality in servitude to inequality in freedom."
I prefer a system of government that makes me free, not equal.
The legislative assault on the Electoral College has
officially begun. Rep. Steve Cohen (D-Tenn.) has
introduced a bill in the House for a constitutional
amendment to eliminate the Electoral College. Sen. Jeff
Merkley (D-Ore.) is introducing a package of election
reforms that would include the abolishment of the Electoral
College. If we are to retain our republic, if we hope to
preserve this land of liberty, we must know why the
Founders created the Electoral College and understand
why it deserves to be defended.
There are many today who argue that the Electoral College
ought to be relegated to a museum with other quaint relics of
the past. They argue that it is anti-democratic and has no
legitimate place in our government today.
In part, I agree. It is anti-democratic. That is what it was
supposed to be.

The purpose of the Constitution, according to the
Declaration of Independence, is to "secure" the unalienable
rights of the people. That is all our national government
was supposed to do: Protect and preserve us in our lives,
our liberty, and our property. To do this, the Founders gave
us a republic, not a democracy. They understood that in a
democracy, eventually, the people can gradually be taught
to accept the idea that it is perfectly legal — and therefore
just — to put their neighbor's unalienable rights to a
popular vote, and that this will incrementally erode and
destroy our right to life, to liberty, and to property. The
Founders sought to guard against this as they debated the
principles they would incorporate in the Constitution. There
was purpose in the design of the Electoral College. It was
created to be part of the bulwark they erected to protect our
unalienable rights from direct democratic usurpation. But this is
precisely why it is held in such contempt by many. Those who
inveigh against the Electoral College usually argue that it is an
impediment to pure principles of "one man, one vote.” And
indeed, it is.
Progressives for more than 100 years have been working
toward converting America from a republic to a democracy
because they do not embrace or respect the principle of
natural rights and wish to move us away from such benighted
and inconvenient notions. Though they are always ready to
compromise your individual liberty, they will never admit that
this is what they are doing.
The Constitution is a system of checks and balances the sole
purpose of which is to protect the unalienable rights of
individuals from the ebb and flow of democratic sentiment.
Among the checks on democratic sentiment in our original
constitutional system was that only the House of
Representatives was elected on a one man–one vote
democratic basis. The Senate was not, the judiciary was
not, and the president was not. Think about that.
To do away with the Electoral College is to do away with
national elections, and also to do away with presidential
accountability to all Americans. Why? Because if the
election of the president is based solely on popular vote, only
the areas of highest concentration of population — i.e., the New
York City area and the Los Angeles area, with a few other
lesser but still highly populated areas sprinkled in, will control
national elections. That's where the greatest concentrations of
population are. The areas between the two coasts, already
referred to derisively as flyover country, and the Americans who
live there, will be effectively unrepresented in such elections.
The object of our constitutional republic is not to make
everyone's voice exactly equal, but rather to make
everyone's unalienable rights equally secure.
(Cont’d. on Page 18)
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ELECTORAL COLLEGE ATTACKED ON TWO FRONTS

(Cont’d. from Page 17) The legitimate concerns and even the
rights of large segments of the citizens of our nation could easily be
ignored and even trampled upon by the largest cities of the nation.
And don't think ambitious and unscrupulous politicians wouldn't play
that situation like a fiddle.
Just in terms of principle, democracy versus a republic, consider a
sports analogy. Who wins a baseball game? Answer: The team that
scores the most runs. Who wins the World Series? Answer: The
team that wins the most games.
In the 1960 World Series (which I well remember), the Yankees
outscored the Pirates 55-27, including three blowout wins of 16-3,
10-0, and 12-0. But the Pirates won four close games, 6-4, 3-2, 5-2,
and 10-9. The winner of the World Series is not, and has never been,
determined by who scores the most runs. The winner of the World
Series is the team that wins four games. The Pirates, who scored
only half as many runs as the Yankees, won the World Series in 1960.
Similarly, the winner of the presidency in our American republic is not,
and has never been, the individual with the most popular votes. The
winner in our presidential elections is the individual who wins the most
states with a minimum of 270 electoral votes. It's not about some
ephemeral fairness; it's about a tested, true, and wise system of
preserving the rights of all in a tumultuous and imperfect world.
"If America ever loses its liberty, the fault will surely lie with the
omnipotence of the majority" (Alexis de Tocqueville, Democracy in
America, 1832, Aurthur Goldhammer translation, pg. 209).
The American republic was designed to preserve our rights, but
not equality of results. A democracy will preserve equality of
results, but not our rights. We must preserve the Electoral
College, or we will surely lose our republic. We must preserve
our republic, or we will surely lose our rights and our liberty.
America is the last, best hope for the freedom and prosperity of
mankind on this earth. Will we foolishly sell our birthright for a
mess of pottage?
https://www.americanthinker.com/articles/2019/04/
the_wise_purpose_of_the_electoral_college.html#ixzz5mUbMjfZd

Pushing the National Popular Vote vs. the
Electoral College
Tara Ross — Prager U - May 17, 2015

In every presidential election, only one question matters: Which
candidate will get the 270 votes needed to win the Electoral
College? Our Founders so deeply feared a tyranny of the majority
that they rejected the idea of a direct vote for President. That's why
they created the Electoral College. For more than two centuries it
has encouraged coalition building, given a voice to both big and
small states, and discouraged voter fraud.
Unfortunately, there is now a well-financed, below-the-radar effort
to do away with the Electoral College. It is called National Popular
Vote or NPV, and it wants to do exactly what the Founders rejected:
award the job of President to the person who gets the most votes
nationally. Even if you agree with this goal, it's hard to agree with
their method. Rather than amend the Constitution, which they
have no chance of doing, NPV plans an end-run around it.
Here's what NPV does: It asks states to sign a contract to give
their presidential electors to the winner of the national popular
vote instead of the winner of the state's popular vote. What
does that mean in practice? It means that if NPV had been in place
in 2004, for example, when George W. Bush won the national vote,
California's electoral votes would have gone to Bush, even though
John Kerry won that state by 1.2 million votes! Can you imagine

GTRW Gazette

strongly Democratic California calmly
awarding its electors to a Republican?
Another problem with NPV's plan is
that it robs states of their
sovereignty. A key benefit of the
Electoral College system is that it
decentralizes control over the
election. Currently, a presidential
election is really 51 separate
elections: one in each state and one
in D.C. These 51 separate processes
exist, side-by-side, in harmony. They
do not — and cannot — interfere
with each other. California's
election code applies only to
California and determines that
state's electors. So a vote cast in Texas can never change the
identity of a California elector.
NPV would disrupt this careful balance. It would force all voters into
one national election pool. Thus, a vote cast in Texas will always
affect the outcome in California. And the existence of a different
election code in Texas always has the potential to unfairly affect a
voter in California. Why? Because state election codes can differ
drastically. States have different rules about early voting, registering
to vote, and qualifying for the ballot. They have different policies
regarding felon voting. They have different triggers for recounts.
Each and every one of these differences is an opportunity for
someone, somewhere to file a lawsuit claiming unfair treatment.
Why should a voter in New York get more or less time to early vote
than a voter in Florida? Why should a hanging chad count in
Florida, but not in Ohio? The list of possible complaints is endless.
And think of the opportunities for voter fraud if NPV is passed!
Currently, an attempt to steal a presidential election requires phony
ballots to appear or real ballots to disappear in the right state or
combination of states, something that is very hard to anticipate.
But with NPV, voter fraud anywhere can change the election results
— no need to figure out which states you must swing; just add or
subtract the votes you need — or don't want — wherever you can
most easily get away with it.
And finally, if NPV is adopted, and winning is only about
getting the most votes, a candidate might concentrate all of
his efforts in the biggest cities, or the biggest states. We could
see the end of presidential candidates who care about the
needs and concerns of people in smaller states or outside of
big cities.
Here's why all of this is of so much concern: NPV is more than
halfway to its goal. NPV's contract will go into effect when states
with a combined 270 electoral votes have signed. To date, NPV
already has the support of 14 states plus D.C. Together, that's 189
electoral votes, leaving only 81 votes to go. [Numbers updated.]
It is time to stop this attempt to undo the way American
presidents are elected, which will, in turn, undo America. The
people behind NPV think they are wiser than every generation
of Americans that preceded them. They aren’t.

https://www.prageru.com/video/the-popular-vote-vs-theelectoral-college/

VOLUME 11, ISSUE 5

GTRW Special Luncheon

Page 19

Page 20

GTRW Special Luncheon

GTRW Gazette

VOLUME 11, ISSUE 5

TX & US LEGISLATIVE REPORT

The Texas Legislature is focused on property tax relief this
session and for good reason. Currently, Texas homeowners pay the third highest property tax rates in the
country! (Thankfully, Texas does NOT tax income!)
To address this problem, the Texas Senate passed Senate
Bill 2 (SB 2) with a vote of 18-13. This bill requires cities
and counties to seek voter approval before adopting total
property tax revenues that are more than 3.5% higher than
the previous year. In addition, school districts would be
prohibited from increasing property tax collections by more
than 2.5% without an election. Currently, the tax rate is 8%
for cities, counties, and school districts. SB 2 has been sent
to the Texas House for consideration.
Along with the possible lowering of property taxes, the
Legislature is considering raising the sales tax by 1%. What
do you think about that?
At this time, hundreds of bills are being examined and
debated. Some will stall while others will complete the
process and make it to the floor for final vote. A few of the
bills under consideration are SB 2219 requiring local bond
elections to be held in November, HB 985 prohibiting entities
from considering union status for public-work projects, HB
2100 protecting free speech on college campuses, SB 901
reforming mail-in ballot, SJR 57 temporary appraisal
exemption for disaster areas, SB 1568 increased tools to
prosecute voter fraud, HB 1802 more time to request
arbitration against appraisal board, SB 903 strengthening
election integrity, HB 477 ballot transparency for bond
propositions, SB 1891 state spending cap, SB 9 election
security, and SB 552 eminent domain reform.
With a month remaining, our legislators
have much work to do. Let’s pray they
are successful in passing good laws for
our state.

Louise Williams
Legislative Chair
Stopping the Assault on Our Electoral College
National Federation of Republican Women
4/25/2019
In addition to the bill filed in Congress in January 2019 to
eliminate the Electoral College, this month New Mexico
became the 15th jurisdiction to join the National Popular
Vote compact, following California, Colorado, Connecticut,
District of Columbia, Delaware, Hawaii, Illinois,
Massachusetts, Maryland, New Jersey, New York, Rhode
Island, Vermont and Washington. These states represent
189 electoral votes. The compact is to be triggered if states
representing 270 votes join, at which point each state's
electors would be required to vote for the candidate
who wins the national popular vote - regardless of how
voters in their state voted. Recommended Action:
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Protect the Electoral College
- Pray for God to protect our Constitution and to guide us
in preventing this double-edged attack on our republic.
- Educate/WARN your family, friends and State elected
officials, and your family and friends in other states about
the threat to our Constitution and Republic.
- Pass Local and State Resolutions and/or Legislation
supporting the Electoral College.
- Demand support for the Electoral College in State and
National Republican Party platforms.
- Use information in this GTRW newsletter to submit
letters supporting the Electoral College to newspaper
Editorial Pages.
- Visit Right2Speak.org — Read the information and sign
up to receive updates, if you wish.

U.S. Constitution, Article II, § 1 — The executive Power
shall be vested in a President of the United States of America.
He shall hold his Office during the Term of four Years, and,
together with the Vice President chosen for the same Term, be
elected, as follows:
Each State shall appoint, in such Manner as the Legislature
thereof may direct, a Number of Electors, equal to the whole
Number of Senators and Representatives to which the State may
be entitled in the Congress: but no Senator or Representative, or
Person holding an Office of Trust or Profit under the United
States, shall be appointed an Elector.
The Electors shall meet in their respective States, and vote by
Ballot for two Persons, of whom one at least shall not be an
Inhabitant of the same State with themselves. And they shall
make a List of all the Persons voted for, and of the Number of
Votes for each; which List they shall sign and certify, and transmit
sealed to the Seat of the Government of the United States,
directed to the President of the Senate. The President of the
Senate shall, in the Presence of the Senate and House of
Representatives, open all the Certificates, and the Votes shall then
be counted. The Person having the greatest Number of Votes
shall be the President, if such Number be a Majority of the whole
Number of Electors appointed; and if there be more than one
who have such Majority, and have an equal Number of Votes,
then the House of Representatives shall immediately chuse by
Ballot one of them for President; and if no Person have a
Majority, then from the five highest on the List the said House
shall in like Manner chuse the President. But in chusing the
President, the Votes shall be taken by States, the Representatives
from each state having one Vote; a quorum for this Purpose shall
consist of a Member or Members from two thirds of the States,
and a Majority of all the States shall be necessary to a Choice. In
every Case, after the Choice of the President, the Person having
the greatest Number of Votes of the Electors shall be the Vice
President. But if there should remain two or more who have
equal Votes, the Senate shall chuse from them by Ballot the Vice
President.
The Congress may determine the Time of chusing the
Electors, and the Day on which they shall give their Votes; which
Day shall be the same throughout the United States.
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MAKE YOUR VOICE HEARD!
U.S. Legislators

U.S. Senator John Cornyn (R)
517 Hart Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510
Main: 202-224-2934
Contact Senator Cornyn here:
https://www.cornyn.senate.gov/
contact

CORNYN SETX:
5300 Memorial Drive Suite 980
Houston, TX 77007
Main: 713-572-3337

U.S. Senator Ted Cruz (R)
404 Russell Building
Washington, DC 20510
(202) 224-5922
Contact Senator Cruz here:
https://www.cruz.senate.gov/?
p=email_senator

CRUZ SETX: 713-718-3057
The Mickey Leland Federal Bldg.
1919 Smith Street, Suite 9047
Houston, TX 77002
Email:
southeast_texas@cruz.senate.gov

Randy Weber (R) — 14th Texas
Congressional District
107 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515
phone: 202-225-2831
fax: 202-225-0271
https://weber.house.gov/
Email: https://weber.house.gov/
contact/

WEBER SETX:
505 Orleans Street
Suite 103
Beaumont, TX 77701
phone: 409-835-0108
fax: 409-835-0578

Brian Babin (R) — 36th Texas
Congressional District
2236 Rayburn House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515Phone:
202-225-1555
Fax: 202-226-0396
https://babin.house.gov/
Email: https://babin.house.gov/
contact/

BABIN SETX:
Orange District Office
1201 Childers Rd.
Orange, TX 77630
Phone: 409-883-8075
Fax: 409-886-9918

GOP Caucus Leader—Texas Senator Paul Be8encourt (R) — District 7
Capitol Oﬃce: Room 3E.16
Capitol Phone: (512) 463-0107
Capitol Address: P. O. Box 12068, AusMn, TX 78711
Email: paul.BePencourt@senate.texas.gov
hPps://senate.texas.gov/member.php?d=7
District Address: 11451 Katy Freeway, Suite 209, Houston, TX 77079
Phone: (713) 464-0282
Speaker of House—Texas State Rep. Dennis Bonnen (R) — District 25
Capitol Oﬃce: Room 2W.13
Capitol Phone: (512) 463-1000
Capitol Address: P. O. Box 2910, Capitol StaMon, AusMn, TX 78768
Email: hPps://www.house.texas.gov/members/member-page/email/?
district=25&session=86
District Address: 122 E. Myrtle, Angleton, TX 77515
Phone: (979) 848-1770

GTRW Gazette

Texas Elected Officials
-Ma8 Robinson (R)
State Board of EducaLon District 7
313 FM 517 West
Dickinson, TX 77539
Phone: (281) 635-1962
Email: maP.robinson@tea.texas.gov
Texas State Senator Brandon Creighton (R) — District 4
Capitol Oﬃce: Room E1.606
Capitol Phone: (512) 463-0104
Capitol Address: P.O. Box 12068, Capitol StaMon
AusMn, TX 78711
Email: brandon.creighton@senate.texas.gov
hPps://senate.texas.gov/member.php?d=4#Oﬃce
District Address: 350 Pine Street, Suite 1450
Beaumont TX 77701
Phone: (409) 838-9861
Texas State Senator Robert Nichols (R) — District 3
(Represents Orange County)
Capitol Oﬃce: Room E1.704
Capitol Phone: (512) 463-0103
Capitol Address: P. O. Box 12068, Capitol StaMon
AusMn, TX 78711
Email: robert.nichols@senate.texas.gov
hPps://senate.texas.gov/member.php?d=3
District Address: 2915 Atkinson Dr., Lurin, TX 75902
Phone: (936) 699-4988
Texas State Rep. Dade Phelan (R) — District 21
Capitol Oﬃce: Room E1.324
Capitol Phone: (512) 463-0706
Capitol Address: P.O. Box 2910, AusMn, TX 78768
Email: hPps://www.house.texas.gov/members/memberpage/email/?district=21
District Address: 10984 F.M. 1442, Suite B, Orange TX 77630
Phone: (409) 745-2777
Texas State Rep. Joe D. Deshotel (D) — District 22
Capitol Oﬃce: Room GW.12
Capitol Phone: (512) 463-0662
Capitol Address: P.O. Box 2910, AusMn, TX 78768
Email: joe.deshotel@house.texas.gov
hPps://www.house.texas.gov/members/member-page/
email/?district=22&session=86
District Address: One Plaza Square, Ste. 203
Port Arthur, TX 77642
Phone: (409) 724-0788
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Lady Justice Must Prevail

April 20, 2019 - Judge Jeanine Pirro:
Judge Jeanine 4-21-2019
We have a special show on tap for you
tonight in the wake of the Mueller Report
release and the Left’s full descent into
Trump Derangement Syndrome. . . . What
a show. What a topic. But first my open:
Are you fed up yet? More than two years of
nonstop, unprecedented maligning — by
the Mainstream Media, high-level Obama
administration officials, and disappointed,
disgruntled, and deranged Democrats — of
the Commander-in-Chief as an “agent of a
foreign government,” a “Putin puppet,” a “treasonous
dictator” — all because they despise the outsider President
we put in the Oval Office. Enough already! The system
worked. The process is over. No collusion. No obstruction.
Full cooperation.
Enough lives have been damaged, enough reputations
ruined, enough families destroyed. They took down people
with process crimes having nothing to do with Russia. And
they never prosecuted anyone on the campaign or even
one American for collusion. And all the while, he remained
focused, determined to execute the mission to which he
was elected.
I ask you: Have you ever seen a man, facing onslaught of
in-coming every day, watch as the haters attempted to take
down his family, saying they would be indicted any minute,
and still forge ahead on America's behalf — OUR behalf —
to make the economy stronger and the country safer?
Have you ever seen a man willing to poke the eye of the
tiger and not even claim executive privilege? Surrounded
by wimps like former Attorney General Jeff Sessions, who
hid under his desk, while ole Barack Obama’s Attorney
General Eric Holder was held in contempt of Congress?
But Barack loved his loyal, protective wingman.
And I'm not going to dwell on the fact that the real collusion
with Russia was with the Bonnie and Clyde of American
Politics: Bill and Hillary, who sold our uranium to Russia
and pocketed a quick One Hundred Forty-Five Million
Dollars to their trusty charity. Or Barack Obama saying,
"There's no way Russia could hack into the 2016 election."
I guess he was wrong. And Barack Obama, as he stood by
and watched Russia invade Ukraine and annex Crimea. Or
Joe Biden, who insisted the Ukrainian prosecutor be fired in
the Ukraine because he was investigating Joe's son, who
was doing business in the Ukraine.
But the Left continues to complain. They don't like the
redactions — redactions which are required by the
Department of Justice. They hate Bill Barr. They will read,
reread, reinterpret every word to bring down the man
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prosecutors, 18 lawyers, two years,
thousands of subpoenas, hundreds of
search warrants, and Thirty-Five Million
Dollars could not.
Video of Dan Rather on
CNN "The Big Interview":
“If this had been you or
me or David Axelrod or
anybody except the
President, we would have
been indicted. And Mueller
makes that pretty clear —
in fact, I think very clear.
So that makes the — as of this moment,
Donald Trump walks. He walks only
because he's President.”
Video of U.S. Rep. Adam Schiff (D-CA):
“But it is important to note that the facts
that are now established by this report are
damning. Whether they could or should
have resulted in the indictment of the
President or people around him, they are
damning.”
Video of Watergate Reporter Carl
Bernstein on CNN Newsroom with Chris Cuomo: “I think
they can make some sophisticated judgments about their
president. It's not pretty. It is an ugly, damning — uh, piece
of business.”

Video of U.S. Sen. Richard Blumenthal (DCT), Judiciary Committee, on “The Beat
with Ari Melber”/MSNBC: “It is not only a
sweeping indictment in all but name on
instruction — uh, obstruction. But it is also a
portrait of deeply unacceptable, unethical
conduct unbefitting an American president.”
Video of Joe Scarborough of "Morning
Show"/MSNBC: “He is unfit to be President
of the United States, and anybody who
suggests otherwise has not read the report.”
Judge Jeanine: Well, I've read the report,
and you're wrong.
(Cont’d. on Page 26)
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Blueprint for Presidential Coup
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(Cont’d from Page 25)
April 20, 2019 - Jeanine Pirro:
They will seize upon the language
that you “cannot indict a sitting
president,” which is simply the law.
Yet Mueller comes out and says he
“cannot exonerate the President of
obstruction. There was not
sufficient evidence to bring a
charge.” If there's not sufficient
evidence to bring a charge, that
should have been the end of it.
But NO, in a show a political
whoremanship — that's what I said, political whoremanship
— Mueller left crumbs for Congress. He added he “couldn't
exonerate Trump” to give the Democrats something to work
with. Now we're about to get 18 more months of this:
Video of U.S. Rep. Maxine
Waters (D-CA), April 15, 2017
”Tax March" Rally: “I will fight
every day until he is
impeached. Impeach 45!”
Judge Jeanine: And by the
way, folks, prosecutors don't
say they “can't exonerate.”
Take that from me. Mueller’s
slamming the guy on his way
out was meant to satisfy his
unsatisfied client — in this
case, the Democrats. And by
the way, I've impaneled and
presented to many grand
juries. You don't come out and
say, “I didn't indict him, but I couldn’t exonerate him.” I've
never seen that, nor has anyone I've ever worked with. If
you don't have evidence to indict, you keep your mouth
shut. But apparently Mueller likes seeing the country in
turmoil. He likes the chaos. So, now, people in the middle
say, “It's over.” But the Liars, the Leakers, and the Liberals
are not going to stop. They prefer to take down the
institution of the presidency and destroy him at every turn,
in spite of a rocking economy and the establishment of
America as a giant on the world stage again.

United States. The lies, the dishonesty, the perjury, the
fraud, the intimidation — they were weapons used by
individuals who blatantly and openly hated the outsider.
The Jim Comeys, the Andrew McCabes, the Peter Strzoks,
Loretta Lynches of the world — they need to feel the
justice that they tried to impose on an innocent man. They
created a blueprint for the presidential coup.
Lady Justice doesn't care about party affiliations, colors,
gender. Lady Justice cares about corruption. She cares
about law and order. Our forefathers did, too. That's why
our Constitution must be respected.
And these people, for their own selfish purposes, worked to
prevent Donald Trump from gaining the Presidency and
then worked tirelessly, as a cabal, to make sure he was
impeached. We cannot afford to let them walk away
unscathed. You can laugh at us; you can laugh at opposing
parties. But you cannot laugh at Lady Justice.
Bill Barr is a serious guy. He's a no-nonsense, straight
shooter, who doesn't care what you say or think about him.
He is a true warrior, and I believe he will follow through on
his mission as the Attorney General and finally — and at
long last — bring justice to the people who really deserve it.

So, the question: Should we all just move on? No.
We cannot.
There are people at the highest level of our government —
going as high, possibly, as the White House — who chose
to change the rules, violate the law, leak information,
unmask innocents, seek search warrants on unverified
political opposition papers.
America cannot afford to simply turn away from crimes that
were committed in order to frame the President of the

PRAY FOR Our nation
Our leaders — Our Party
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Thank you, Dan Crenshaw,
for your continued
service to our
state and country!

Thank you,
Cory Crenshaw, and
Linda Nicholas and her
committee for making
this event possible!
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MUELLER REPORT VINDICATES AG BARR
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By Andrew C. McCarthy — April 19, 2019
Democrats and their media partners owe Bill Barr an
apology. He won’t get one, it goes without saying.
Just to recap, the Attorney General was accused of
misrepresenting Mueller’s report; of providing a false
summary of the report; of plotting to use grand-jury
law and other secrecy provisions as a pretext to
redact most of the report; and of calling an
extraordinary press conference in order to exculpate
the President by projecting a fraudulent version of the
report. These accusations were slanderously false.
Barr made Mueller’s bottom-line findings available on
a Sunday, March 24, less than two full days after
receiving the report from Mueller late on a Friday.
Now that the 448-page tome is public, it is easy to
see that it could not possibly have been redacted, in
keeping with federal law, without a weeks-long review
process. If Barr had issued nothing while that
painstaking process went on, he’d have been vilified
for a cover-up. Instead, he quickly and accurately
reported Mueller’s findings . . . and was of course
vilified for purportedly lying about what the report said
— notwithstanding that Mueller, no wallflower, was
cooperating in the redaction process and would
obviously not have abided a fictional account of his
work.

kept to a bare minimum, that he would be as
transparent as possible while still honoring the law,
protecting vital defense secrets, and respecting the
privacy of people who came up only peripherally in
the investigation. Yet Democrats bellowed that it was
Watergate! all over again, and Barr was Rosemary
Woods.

Barr’s brief account could not have been a false
summary because he never undertook to summarize
the report. He simply communicated Mueller’s bottom
line — yes, Russia meddled; no, Trump was not
complicit in a criminal conspiracy; and hand-wringing
on obstruction, leaving it to Barr to make the final call.

As you’d expect, to keep up the scandal pretense,
House Democrats are nevertheless pressing ahead
with their subpoena for the full report . . . as America
yawns.

Barr maintained that it would violate federal law if he
provided grand-jury material to Congress, so he
would have to withhold it. Democrats went ballistic . . .
but within days, the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals
ruled that grand-jury materials must be kept secret
unless they fall under an exception prescribed in
Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 6(e) — which
does not have an exception for disclosure to
Congress. Instead of bloviating, Democrats could
simply have proposed an amendment to Rule 6(e)
that would have permitted the disclosure, but that
would have been an implicit concession that Barr was
right. They need Barr to be perceived as not just
wrong but corrupt. That’s the strategy.
The Attorney General insisted that redactions for
grand-jury and other legitimate purposes would be

Then we got the report. The redactions, as promised,
are minimal. The basis for each is explained. In
context, the black-outs are apparently sensible and
unobjectionable. Yet Barr went an extra mile, making
a less redacted version (with only grand-jury material
excised) available to bipartisan leaders of several
congressional committees.

And cover-up? While it is pretty obvious that
intelligence about Russia (unrelated to Trump) was
blocked out, no effort was made to scrub from the
report behavior by the President that is dishonest,
conniving, and — in the view of Special Counsel
Mueller — on the cusp of criminal obstruction.
Remember now, the President said he would leave
disclosure issues to the Attorney General. The
regulations call for a confidential report from the
special counsel to the AG. There was no requirement
that the AG publicize the report. The withholding of
the report could have been justified legally under
Justice Department rules against public comment on
the evidence against uncharged persons, and by the
classified nature of the overarching counterintelligence investigation of Russia’s interference in the
election. The report, however, was released.
(Cont’d. on Page 31)
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(Cont’d. from Page 30)

Moreover, the most unsavory evidence of presidential
misconduct came from the President’s own White
House counsel — meaning it could have been
withheld not just from Congress and the public, but
also from Mueller on executive privilege and attorneyclient privilege grounds. Remember the Clinton
emails investigation — recall how Mrs. Clinton
inserted lawyers in her every activity, and then the
Obama Justice Department dutifully tied the FBI’s
hands on the rationale that basic investigative steps
would have risked transgressing attorney-client
privilege? By contrast, the Trump White House and
Barr did not assert privilege claims; as a result,
testimony damaging to the President was freely given
to the prosecutor and congressional Democrats.
Finally, there is the press conference, which
Democrats limned as an artifice to defraud. In reality,
the Justice Department customarily calls press
conferences and issues press releases at the drop of
a hat. Here, there was actual need for it. The release
of the report, despite the absence of charges and the
lack of a legal disclosure requirement, was
extraordinary. The redactions and the process of
making them had to be explained. The report was so
lengthy and suffused with legal esoterica that it was
entirely appropriate to summarize it for the public —
something the Justice Department often does for
charging instruments that are less than a 20th of the
size of Mueller’s magnum opus. Most important,
Mueller did not resolve one of the main questions he
was appointed to answer: Whether the President
should be charged with obstruction. That meant Barr
had to resolve it, which by itself was a good enough
reason for a press conference.
Democrats claim Barr’s determination on obstruction
was the equivalent of acting as Trump’s defense
lawyer. But the only way for any prosecutor to assess
the question of whether a suspect had corrupt intent
is to catalogue the evidence that cuts against it —
since, if corrupt intent cannot be proved beyond a
reasonable doubt, there can be no criminal case. Barr
did not claim that Trump had conducted himself
admirably; he said that proving corrupt intent would
have been difficult, if not impossible, thanks to (a) the
President’s extensive cooperation with the
investigation (making White House witnesses
available, disclosing over a million documents,
asserting no claim of privilege) and (b) the noncorrupt thinking that fueled the President’s frustration
(i.e., his belief that his presidency was being
destroyed by a bogus collusion allegation). That
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Democrats do not like this outcome does not make it
wrong.
Under no legal compulsion to do so, Attorney General
Barr has provided Congress with the full, at times
gory details drawn from Mueller’s aggressive
investigation. Though it
cleared the President of the
vacant collusion allegation
that Democrats peddled for
two years, the report could
be grist for a House
impeachment push on the
issue of obstruction.
Some cover-up.
[Andrew C. McCarthy is a senior fellow at the National
Review Institute and a contributing editor of National
Review.]
https://www.nationalreview.com/2019/04/muellerreport-vindicates-william-barr/
Join us for GTRW’s CHAT, Tuesday, May 14!
Members, please bring a friend — or two or three.
RSVP by Monday, May 13, by texting or calling 409-748-0013.
GTRW Members may RSVP on our website,
gtrepublicanwomen.org.
Please provide your name and names of any guests you
plan to bring. Hope to see you there!
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Hope you’re able to join us at the
Next CHAT** scheduled for Tuesday, May 14
Bruno’s Italian Restaurant — a PIZZA PARTY CHAT!
**CHAT = Chicks Having an Awesome Time!
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NOW TAKING ORDERS FOR GTRW SHIRTS
EMBROIDERED WITH OUR EMBLEM—AT COST $40.59
Membership Chair Linda Brown rolled out the brand new design at our “Back to the 60’s” CHAT
on April 30: Port Authority bu8on-down shirts in an ultramarine blue, 45 poly/55 co8on blend.
Cash or checks made out to “Co8on Cargo.”
Gail Shook will have Port Authority shirts in this style available at the May 6 meeLng for you
to try on before you order. AND WE INVITE MEMBERS WHO ALREADY HAVE THEIRS TO
DON THEM FOR MONDAY’S MEETING!
Let’s wear our GTRW shirts to more than just poliLcal rallies, e.g. the “GTRW Goes To . . .” events
you’ve seen adverLsed recently (next one is Saturday, May 25 — see the last page of this newsle8er).

WE’RE PROUD OF OUR
ORGANIZATION AND PROUD
TO BE REPUBLICANS!

We meet the First Monday of each month from August to June
11:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. at the MCM Eleganté Hotel
2355 IH-10 South - Beaumont, TX
Cost to attend is $20 whether the buffet meal is eaten or not.
No corporate checks ~ Exact cash preferred ~ Bills no larger than $20, please

Ronald Reagan on Abortion

Honor the Texas flag
I pledge allegiance to
thee, Texas,
One state under God,
One and indivisible.

On our domestic agenda, there is a subject that weighs heavily on
all of us — the tragedy of abortion on demand. This is a grave
moral [subject] that requires the fullest discussion on the floors of
the House and Senate. As we saw in the last century with the issue
of slavery, any attempt by the Congress to stifle or compromise
away discussion of important moral issues only further inflames
emotions on both sides and leads ultimately to even more social
disruption and disunity . . . I know there are many who sincerely
believe that limiting the right of abortion violates the freedom of
choice of the individual. But if the unborn child is a living entity,
then there are two individuals, each with the right to life, liberty
and the pursuit of happiness.
Conservative Political Action Conference
February 18, 1983

40th President of
the United States
1981 ~ 1989

GOLDEN TRIANGLE
REPUBLICAN WOMEN
P.O. Box 12902
Beaumont, TX 77726

POLITICAL ADVERTISING PAID FOR BY
GOLDEN TRIANGLE REPUBLICAN WOMEN PAC
Mary Wickland, Treasurer
Contributions are not federal tax
deductible as charitable contributions.
Corporate Contributions Are Not Permitted.

