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[The government gets into the obesity business because of health-care system costs with 
taxes, regulations, subsidies,  whose opinion of what is your correct weight and 
lifestyle?] Our Society
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Oreo cookies should be banned from sale to children in California. That's according to 
Stephen Joseph, who filed a lawsuit against Nabisco last month in California's Marin 
County Superior Court. Oreo cookies contain trans fat, an ingredient that makes the 
cookies crisp and their filling creamy. Joseph says that trans fat is so dangerous that our 
children should be protected from it. 

[Do you think Oreo cookies should be rated "A" for Adult only?
Movies are rated for Children (G), Children with Adults who will sit by you, advise 

you what you are watching, and cover your eyes when they should be covered (
GP), and rated "R" for Adults who believe the movies will corrupt young people 
but they are incorruptible by trash.  (Besides, the movie has my favorite actor 
/ actress.)

Are we ready for a world where foods, like other bad things, are available to adults, 
and not to youth?

What is the mentality behind this?]

Last year, Los Angeles Unified School District voted unanimously to ban the sale of soft 
drinks at all of the district's 677 schools. They said the new rule, scheduled to go into 
effect January 2004, will improve the health of its 736,000 students, of whom a recent 
survey of 900 of them found 40 percent to be obese. 

[If you were "obese", and we took all soft drinks away from you, would you find 
yourself in shape?
What would be the effect?
Do you think it is possible the parents told their children not to drink soft drinks and, 

since the school had them, the children got soft drinks anyway?  Thus, the school is 
just enforcing the parent's wishes?
If you were told not to drink Sprite on Tuesday's and you drank a Sprite at my 

house, is the problem with your host making Sprite available or something else?
What does it mean, to obey?]

New York lawyer Samuel Hirsch and George Washington University's Professor John F. 
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Banzhaf brought lawsuits against fast food restaurants Burger King, McDonald's, 
Wendy's and Kentucky Fried Chicken. Hirsch and Banzhaf contend that these fast food 
restaurants are responsible for obesity; they ignore the fact that two-thirds of all meals 
are served at home. 

[Do you believe any restaurants are responsible for obesity?
Do you think someone should be able to bring a lawsuit like this against a business?

Just anybody, or should it be someone special, like a Prosecuting Attorney?
Just for kicks, I happen to remember someone who was over 100 and they asked him 

what he attributed it to. He said he had a Big Mac every day.  He never misses his 
Big Mac.]

The Washington-based Center for Science in the Public Interest (CSPI) also demands 
government control of what we eat.  It calls for excise taxes on fatty foods, additional 
taxes on cars and television sets, and a doubling of the excise tax on beer.  By making cars 
and televisions more expensive, it thinks it will force people to walk more and stop being 
couch potatoes. 

[Is it anyone else's business if we exercise or play hearts all evening?
What sort of attitude goes along with this?  How would you describe it?
How do these people see themselves?
Can you see yourself working for these sort of causes?
Is it good that some people support this sort of organization?
I forget, do you think this is cool or intrusive?]

CSPI's Michael Jacobson said, "We could envision taxes on butter, potato chips, whole 
milk, cheeses (and) meat." CSPI wants the tax revenues earmarked for 
government-sponsored exercise programs. 

These tyrannical schemes also have government support. According to a Consumer 
Freedom article (http://www.consumerfreedom.com), former USDA spokesman John Webster 
said, "Right now, this anti-obesity campaign is in its infancy. ... We want to turn people 
around and give them assistance in eating nutritious foods." 

[Of all the things government needs to be doing, on a scale of 1 - 10, 1 being the 
lowest, how important do you see the federal government spending on exercise 
programs, taxing unhealthy foods, and subsidizing nutritious foods?

What if you tend to eat too much?  Is there limits on nutritious foods so you are 
subsidized for 1 apple per day, but start paying higher taxes for the 2nd and 3rd 
apple you eat each day?

Who is going to keep up with the paper work to manage what we eat?
How old do you have to be in order to be an adult?

If the government is acting as your Mommy and Daddy, are you ever an adult?
I spoke first, this time.   What do you think?

What is the "R____________" word which separates adults from children?]

The anti-obesity campaign might seem preposterous and amusing were it not for the 
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successes of the anti-tobacco campaign premised on the idea that individuals are not 
responsible for their choices. It's a logical follow-up: Food producers, not people 
themselves, are responsible for overindulgence. Since we have socialized medicine, obesity 
adds to the nation's health-care costs through its contribution to obesity-related health 
problems such as diabetes, cancer and cardiovascular disease. According to the food 
Nazis, that means government has a stake in controlling what we eat. 

[There are 2 reasons put forth to as to why this overindulgence needs to be addressed 
by some concerned authority.  When we spoke of why some people would have such 
a fascination with our eating habits, were either of these reasons put forth?
Do you believe there is anyone in the CSPI organization who are there because they 

are concerned about obesity's cost to our nation's heath-care systems?]

Americans salute the results of the anti-tobacco campaign that brought successful 
multibillion-dollar suits against tobacco companies and levied steep tobacco taxes. In some 
jurisdictions, such as New York City, taxes have led to the tripling of cigarette prices, not 
to mention the creation of black markets. I'm wondering whether my fellow Americans 
would like the food Nazi campaign to produce the same outcome. In other words, how 
would we like taxes that create $10 hamburgers, $5 cans of beer and $12 for a pound of 
Oreo cookies? 

[If I could see you a bag of Oreos for $1 out of my pickup, while the store cost you 
$12, would you buy from me or the store?

If you were thinking about going into a business selling umbrellas, how concerned would 
you be that in 25 years from now, when you are a billionaire, you might be sued 
because people are not getting enough sunshine --- and it is all your fault!
And, you must pay back most of the profits made for all 25 years (you do still have 

it, don't you, tucked away in your mattress?)
Question:   In the 25 years you were selling your very popular umbrella.  Who 

collected taxes on it?
If an entity collected taxes, were they not collecting part of the profit on each 

umbrella?
If they were collecting part of the profit, then were they not part sellers, 

since as you profited, they also profited?
If this is all so, then isn't this really a case of going back at a later date 

and claiming you didn't collect all the profit you meant to take and 
now you want the rest of it?]

Maybe as an alternative to taxes, there might be a call for laws similar to what's called 
the Dram Shop Act in some states, which prohibits the sale of alcohol to intoxicated 
persons. Applied to food, that law might ban the sale of hamburgers and fries to a fat 
person, or a mandate that scales be placed in front of cash registers where a customer is 
weighed prior to a sale. 

[I've placed a hand full of cheese curls on a bathroom scale and I can tell you, they 
have NO WEIGHT.  They must be fat and calorie free because the scales did not 
even budget.  ZERO is what it said!]
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Instead of hamburgers and fries, an overweight customer is offered a tasty salad, 
instead. Instead of suing Nabisco to stop children from eating Oreos, we might have a law 
requiring proof of age prior to purchase. We could use endangering minors law to exact 
stiff penalties against parents who gave Oreos to their children. 

The anti-obesity movement is simply another step down the road to serfdom and, what's 
worse, Americans are voluntarily assisting the nation's tyrants.  

[Alright.  Vent.  This is as good a time as any.
By the way, I checked their web site on funding.  Their magazine and corporate 

sponsorship.  That creates more question.  
Why would businesses fund this sort of group?
Would the business fund such a group if their marketing funds were short?
Does the business provide corporate charity, or personal charity?

Would you donate $100 of your money for Panda bear habitat research?
Would you donate $100 of your Dad's money for Panda bear habitat 
research?
Would you donate $100 of my money for Panda bear habitat research?

Is there a difference?]
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