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Barack Obama is a gifted politi-
cian, but a president is judged by
the gifts he leaves behind. Following
his fourth national election as party
leader, Democrats are taking stock
of what they have received.

For Obama, there have been two
convincing presidential victories; for
the Democratic Party, electoral ruin
at every other level.

On Tuesday (assuming the most
likely final outcome), the largest Democrat-
ic Senate losses since 1980. The ranks of
moderate Democrats — Mark Pryor, Mark
Begich, Kay Hagan, and (probably) Mary
Landrieu — decimated. During Obama’s
presidency, the loss of nearly 70 House
seats, producing the largest Republican
House majority since 1931. The near
extinction of the Democratic Party in the
South, including in Arkansas and Tennes-
see, which provided the Democratic nation-
al ticket in 1992 and 1996. Full Republican
control of 29 state legislatures, the highest
total since the 1920s, and Republican gover-
nors in 32 states, including Massachusetts,
Illinois and Maryland.

Obama’s particular form of political mag-
ic has worked only for Obama himself.

His post-election press conference dis-
played a series of character traits that have
become hardened and exaggerated under
the pressure of defeat. His self-confidence
has slipped into denial — imagining the
election as a generalized anti-incumbent
tantrum rather than a reaction to the per-
formance of his administration. His moral
certitude has turned into the graceless
dismissal of opposition, who cannot be con-
ceded anything more than a “good night.”
His pride of accomplishment has become a
conviction that Americans are just insuffi-
ciently grateful for the “real progress” of

the past six years.
There is apparently

no possible electoral
outcome that could shake
these beliefs. And they
seem rooted in a certain
view of the electorate.
Obama clearly regards
the “two-thirds of voters
who chose not to par-
ticipate in the process

yesterday” as a more favorable audience
than the discontented third who turned out.
It is a view of politics that comes by way
of William Butler Yeats: “The best lack
all conviction, while the worst/Are full of
passionate intensity.”

This mindset is among the most dam-
aging gifts of the president to his party.
Obama has reinforced a particularly sim-
plistic view of the “coalition of the ascen-
dant” among Democratic elites. It is true
(and should deeply concern Republicans)
that rising demographic groups such as
Latinos, millennials and unmarried women
are more Democratic in orientation. And
they do tend to participate more in presi-
dential elections.

But this does not mean the Democrat-
ic Party can consist entirely (or mainly)
of minorities, the young, the secular, the
college educated and single women. This
approach can yield a regional blue map
(witness the current distribution of House
seats), just as an appeal to white men and
religious conservatives can yield a regional
red map.

Changing demography is the long-term
context of American politics. But the
coalition of the ascendant is not a standing
political army, sent into battle by get-out-
the-vote technology. “Liberals may still
own the future of American politics,” says

Jonathan Chait, “but the future is taking a
very long time to arrive.”

To be a national party, Democrats
need to contend for rural and small-town
voters, for older voters, for working-class
white voters, for white Catholics, even for
suburban evangelicals. This requires not
just a populist economic message (which
is important) but the recognition of a set
of values — a predisposition toward social
order, family and faith — that is foreign
to most liberal bloggers and Democratic
strategists.

In Colorado, for example, Democrats
tried to apply a blue-state strategy — em-
phasizing abortion rights and the supposed
Republican “war on women” — in a purple
state. It backfired. (In contrast, Bill Ritter
was elected governor of Colorado in 2006
as a pro-life Democrat.) In the Obama era,
nearly every cultural signal sent by the na-
tional Democratic Party would be applaud-
ed in the faculty lounge.

It is possible for progressives to ad-
mire Obama for his courage — in passing
Obamacare on a party line, in insisting that
Catholic institutions facilitate contracep-
tive coverage, now in promising an execu-
tive “amnesty” before the end of the year.
He is a leader intent on shaping events,
while almost entirely (on recent evidence)
unshaped by them. Some will applaud.

But it is impossible to make the case that
Obama has been an inclusive or unifying
leader. He has left his party more ideolog-
ically and geographically uniform. He has
left a riven society and political culture.
And these should also be counted as
Obama’s gifts.
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The writer is an agricultural producer in
Albion, Nebraska.

Earlier this year, the Environmental
Protection Agency and U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers published for public comment
a “Waters of the U.S.” proposal defining
the scope of waters protected by the Clean
Water Act.

With the Friday deadline for comment
looming, now is the time to re-examine
what is at issue.

Congress enacted the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act, or Clean Water Act,
in 1972, “to restore and maintain the chem-
ical, physical and biological integrity of the
Nation’s waters.”

Under the Clean Water Act, the EPA and
Army Corps of Engineers have unques-
tioned jurisdiction over traditional naviga-
ble waters. Jurisdiction over other waters
can require a finding of a nexus between
such waters and their navigable counter-
part.

Under the proposed rule, however, juris-
diction becomes automatic over tributary
systems to navigable waters, along with all
waters adjacent to these tributaries. Ad-
jacent waters include neighboring waters,
wetlands and riparian areas.

The EPA and Corps suggest this propos-
al, and its blanket assumption of jurisdic-
tion over the above waters, “will eliminate
the need to make a case-specific significant
nexus determination for tributaries or for
their adjacent waters.” They further claim
it will provide “certainty and predictability,
and minimiz[e] the number of case-specific
determinations.”

But as noted in an analysis of this rule
by Michael Linder, former director of the
Nebraska Department of Environmental
Quality, this “creates a blanket jurisdic-
tional determination without the ability to
interject judgment or common sense where

needed.”
In the Cornhusker State, proposals such

as the Waters of the U.S. must be judged
by one standard — is it good for Nebraska?
And in Nebraska, the analysis ultimately
must focus on the impact to the engine that
drives our economy — agriculture.

The EPA and Corps assert that “Waters
of the United States … provide many func-
tions and services critical for our nation’s
economic and environmental health.” But
noticeably absent from the proposal is
compelling evidence that these waters are
not being adequately protected under the
current regulatory scheme.

This would suggest the proposed rule is
unnecessary for effective implementation
of the Clean Water Act. And its negative
impact on our state’s agricultural produc-
ers is undeniable.

In his analysis, Linder suggests that be-
cause of the expanded definition of subject
waters, many livestock operations current-
ly exempt from permitting requirements
may find themselves out of compliance. He
also cites the possibility of more produc-
ers needing to prepare a Spill Prevention,
Control and Countermeasures Plan. Linder
further suggests the additional number of
water bodies potentially subject to qual-
ity standards “will put added burdens on
producers.”

In a recent press release, the American
Farm Bureau Federation states that the

proposal “would dramatically increase the
number” of waters subject to Clean Water
Act jurisdiction. And among other things,
the Farm Bureau suggests that the appli-
cation of pesticides and fertilizers to fields
containing low spots or drainage paths may
require a Clean Water Act permit.

Like many producers across the state,
I both pivot and gravity irrigate crops in
a riparian floodplain of what is arguably
a tributary to a navigable waterway. The
proposed rule specifically excludes from
the “waters of the United States” designa-
tion those “[a]rtificially irrigated areas that
would revert to upland” should irrigation
cease. By implication, my low-lying irri-
gated fields, which presumably wouldn’t
“revert to upland,” would become subject
to blanket EPA and Corps jurisdiction.

And although the proposal exempts from
permitting requirements “return flow”
from irrigation, as my irrigation water
ponds or pools on the surface, or even
gravity flows through the field, the pro-
posed regulations suggest that such water
becomes “Waters of the U.S.” and subject
to EPA and Corps control.

The EPA and Corps suggest their pro-
posal would “enhance protection” of water
resources. But in this case, enhancement
simply suggests expansion of federal
jurisdiction. And in the case of Nebraska
agriculture, that expansion is both burden-
some and unnecessary.

In Nebraska, common sense prevails.
And the same should be true of federal
agencies. Instead of a blanket assertion of
jurisdiction over non-navigable waters, a
common-sense, case-specific determination
would be preferable.

We must not allow the EPA to impair the
agriculture’s ability to drive Nebraska’s
economy by burdening producers with
onerous and unnecessary regulations. The
proposed “Waters of the U.S.” rule should
be withdrawn.
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‘Waters of the U.S.’ rule is needless
In Nebraska, common sense
prevails. The same should be true
for federal agencies. Instead of a
blanket assertion of jurisdiction
over non-navigable waters, a
common-sense, case-specific
determination would be preferable.

The first time he said it was 10
years ago.

Back then, it seemed a brisk wind
in a stuffy room, a reclamation of
defining verities somehow lost in the
smoke and haze of political expedi-
ence. He said it again last week and
the effect was starkly different —
somehow forlorn, like birthday cake
after the party, or a Christmas tree
set out on the curb on Jan. 2.

“I continue to believe,” said President
Barack Obama, “we are simply more than a
collection of red and blue states. We are the
United States.”

The first time he said this, it brought
the Democratic National Convention to its
feet and made him a rock star. Ten years

later, he’s a president halfway through his
second term and he was speaking at a press
conference the morning after the midterm
elections, the morning after his party was
drowned in a Republican deluge.

Doubtless, the president intended it as
a statement of defiant principle. Instead
it came across, to these ears, at least, as
a rhetorical Hail Mary pass. It wasn’t so
much that the president’s high-minded
assertion was untrue as that it seemed im-

material. You wondered if
anyone was still listening.

Even by the not-stellar
standards of modern poli-
tics, the campaign of 2014
was a disappointment.
It was the Year of No
Ideas. The Democrats had
nothing to say and said
it ineptly, running from

the achievements of recent years — the
Affordable Care Act, falling unemployment
rates, a soaring stock market — and the
president presided over them like Usain
Bolt running from a house fire, defending
himself and his party from Republican at-
tack about as effectively as the Iraqi Army
defends Iraq.

Which is to say, not very. The party pre-
sented no compelling argument for itself. It
didn’t just lack the courage of its convic-
tions; it also lacked convictions.

The Republicans also had nothing to say,
but they said it loudly and with great certi-
tude: “Obama caused Ebola! Obama caused
ISIS! Obama is going to give your job to an
illegal! GOP: 2014!”

Now the leaders of both parties are
spouting the usual clichés about finding
ways to work together. And anyone who
believes that will happen probably also be-
lieves singing an insurance company jingle
will make your agent magically appear.

Rush Limbaugh probably came closer to
predicting the next two years when he said
Republicans were elected not to govern
but “to stop Barack Obama.” That is likely
an accurate representation of the GOP
mindset: a sense that it stands vindicated

in its six-year strategy of obstruction, vil-

ification, hostage-taking, fake outrage and

manifest mendacity.

It is also likely a misreading of the mood

of the American electorate.

People for whom everything is about

politics tend to forget that most of us do not

see the world that way. Red or blue, left or

right, most Americans simply want a gov-

ernment that works, that gets things done,

and a nation that stands for something, that

means something in the world beyond just

a parcel of land where a bunch of people

live. This is why Obama’s words electrified

10 years ago; they seemed to connect peo-

ple to ideals larger than their own lives.

And it is why the same words seem

flatter than left-out cola 10 years later, the

hope of larger ideals having been seques-

tered, government shutdowned, PAC’d and

gridlocked down into a sobering realization

of how truly small American politics can

be.

Cowardice squared off against cynicism

Tuesday, and cynicism won. But there is

something wrong when those are the only

options on the ballot.

We are supposed to be united states, the

president says. But there are too many

days lately when a sentiment that once

grounded and ennobled feels fanciful and

unlikely.

And there is something wrong with that,

too.

Contact the writer:

lpitts@miamiherald.com
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The Democratic Party presented
no compelling argument for itself.
The Republicans also had nothing
to say, but they said it loudly and
with great certitude.

THE RECORD

MARRIAGE LICENSES

DOUGLAS COUNTY
§ Jose G. Rodas, 50 and Aura N.
Gaitan Gaitan, 41
§ Richard J. Totusek, 27 and Emily A.
Kock, 24
§ Gerard Nkoghe Hounsougbin, 27
and Katrina S. Sanchez, 22
§ Jose A. Alvarez-Lopez, 27 and Fabio-
la A. Cervantes Bañuelos, 31
§ Brandon D. Claxton, 28 and Lindsay
M. Bolt, 26
§ Gustavo A. Avalos Espinoza, 27 and
Olivia Ceballos Arroyo, 24
§ Guillermo Hernandez-Guerrero, 27
and Maria S. Ceballos, 27
§ Wayne M. Wilson, 32 and Gwendolyn
M. Gorman, 31
§ Thomas D. Jones-Ross, 22 and
Amber M. Szymanski, 20
§ Theodore S. Nippert, 25 and Sabrina
D. Anania, 26
§ Todd T. Swirczek, 37 and Anna K.
Anderson, 35
§ Semir Demirovic, 27 and Adna
Zazan, 22
§ Mitchell C. Hullum, 26 and Alicea K.
Pedrosa, 24
§ Rayshawn L. Jenkins, 25 and Chiqui-
ta S. Lipkin, 25
§ Zackery S. Austin, 28 and Berlyn S.
Coleman, 21
§ Larry D. Moheng, 63 and Janet T.
Moheng, 58
§ Christopher A. Weak, 24 and Jacque-
line N. Bosaw, 20
§ Malcolm E. Tiller, 36 and Teshaunta
S. Taylor, 31
§ Ruben Loya Aragones, 57 and San-
dra Y. Diáz-Perez, 32
§ Zachery S. Pellman, 30 and Tracy L.
Bolan, 29
§ Brian J. Richter, 30 and Ashley A.
Kathol, 25
§ Michael Glebavicius, 45 and Chana
M. Schaudel, 45
§ Norris D. Hoover, 68 and Carol M.
Windler, 67
§ Hkun Myat Lagyawm, 33 and Nang
Tsen, 24
§ Alain J. Taylon, legal age, and Marla
J. Norton, legal age
§ Jon M. Springer, 26 and Jennifer M.
Simpson, 36
§ Tyler P. Ratigan, 26 and Alexandra E.
Leonard, 23
§ Andrew L. Durand, 42 and Monica J.
Phelps, 31
§ Law Hla, 23 and Su L Paw, 20
§ William D. Vest, 44 and Barbara K.
Lyles, 44
§ Casey J. Wilson, 29 and Kirstin G.
Hanson, 25
§ David L. Krugman, 48 and Shannon
M. Montz, 46
§ Tao Lin, 27 and Wen Li, 20
§ Jonathan H. Snyder, 28 and Nataliia
Afanasieva, 25
§ Jerry A. Drummond, 42 and Maria
M. Velasco, 39
§ John E. Diehl, 49 and Sirena V.
Long-Diehl, 41
§ Brian O. Myers, 22 and Stephany M.
Mitchell, 21
§ Christopher D. Prochaska, 46 and
Laura M. Turner, 44
§ Jason M. Sanchez, 26 and Christina
E. Suarez, 25
§ James P. Sells, 32 and Debra Ochoa,
23
§ Patrick B. Roark, 30 and Anah K.
India Moe, 28
§ Zachary R. Ford, 23 and Savannah
L. Reyes, 20
§ Gregory F. Vrbicky, 28 and Catherine
J. Link, 25
§ Robert S. Patterson, 37 and Brittani
H. Feduccia, 28
§ Brent J. Czerwinski, 38 and Wendy
M. Spry, 34
§ Shane A. Cronican, 26 and Heather
R. Rushford, 26
§ Kurt D. Gibson, 30 and Margaret S.
Larkin, 29
§ Clint R. Brown, 33 and Quinn M.
Saigh, 34
§ Connor J. Bailey, 24 and Else N.
Richards, 24
§ Jomo K. Stratton, 46 and Tiffany M.
Peak, 43
§ James E. Trout, 26 and Alexis C.
Waker, 25
§ Clarence L. Dew, 53 and Mary S.
Dew, 53
§ Behzod Soliev, 29 and Shirin Sadul-
laeva, 20
§ Keith L. Rucker, 48 and Britney J.
Buckingham, 24.
§ Benjamin J. Struyk, 29 and Jennifer
L. Lamoureux, 29

SARPY COUNTY
§ AdamM. Klein, 30 and Amanda K.
Pignotti, 29

§ Christopher O. Hillman, 25 and
DeAnna L. Jordan, 23
§ Gregory R. Warren, 47 and Karen M.
Becker, 42
§ Bret M. Sewell, 43 and Stephanie
M. Rands, 26
§ Wayne M. Shorter, 48 and Stacey L.
Cleaver, 47
§ Joshua A. Alexander, 20 and Mon-
tana M. Yoder, 20
§ Michael L. Champ, 48 and Della M.
Champ, 56
§ William A. Seretta, 34 and Catherine
L. O’Brien, 33

POTTAWATTAMIE COUNTY
§ Philip S. Oliver, 43, and Priscilla R.
Leu, 35
§ Eric M. Jurgensen, 36, and Amie J.
Sherman, 37
§ Andrew K. Cline, 34, and Sara M.
Benson, 33
§ Brian O. Guthrie, 25, and Autumn M.
Reed, 20
§ Richard A. Burgess, 30, and Patrick
D. Hook, 42
§ Kenneth O. Hulshof, 49, and Loreta
M. Batchelor, 44
§ Michael D. Jones, 37, and Sara B.
Christopherson, 32
§ Brian K. McDowell Sr., 22, and
Suzanne E. Falanga, 21.
§ John G. Heckman, 44, and Katherine
J. Hurley, 37.
§ Matthew J. Bernard, 32, Melissa R.
Higgason, 26
§ Darren M. Davis, 18, and Emily M.
Elder, 19
§ Lewis P. Wood, 66, and Anh Thi
Truong, 53
§ Steven L. McPherson, 31, and
Cassandra L. Sherman, 28
§ Paul C. Mackert, 54, and Suzette M.
Maytum, 37

DIVORCES GRANTED

DOUGLAS COUNTY
§ Deborah L. Konvalina and Justin
C. Hart
§ Christine L. Schulz and Dean J.
§ Fuamai V. Tuinei and Tumua V.
§ Chona Jamarolin and Jerry M. Shea
§ Mariana Rodriguez and Kevin S.
Lack
§ James C. Taylor and Cheryl L.
§ Jennifer S. Miller and Robert L.
§ Donald L. Nichols and Heather M.
§ Sylvia G. Lueken and Duane F.
§ Kathryn E. Sharp and Rocky J.
§ Koffi Amouzou and Nyasha Nyam-
atore
§ Nicholas R. Langer and Megan N.
§ Nathaniel J. Lewis and Tricia D.
§ Michelle Tyrrell and Michael
§ Katherine Heredia and Ramon
§ Jesse L. Phillips and Jamie A.
§ Cristy L. Andre and Michael L.
§ Donald L. Griffin and Gayle M.
§ Joseph A. Molacek and Valerie
§ Denny R. Russell and Diane L.
§ Brian D. Boer and Katherine A.
§ Kenneth O. Wallace and Gaybreana
S. Harris
§ Fred C. Ensminger and Marcia A.
§ Michael J. Kearney and Marcy R.
§ Shannon M. Faulk and Carzell U. Jr
§ Heather M. Anderson and Kenneth
E.
§ Jenny M. Baker and Joe W.
§ Charles Ostler and Christine A.
Saitta
§ Sage Rosenfels and Maria
§ Kimberly D. Cragun and Michael T.
§ Frank A. Holstein and Shirley A.
§ Joline S. Tapio and Robert L.

SARPY COUNTY
§ Diane M. Condon and James E.
§ Andrew Dubas and Jacinda
§ Scott A. Hatfield and Jennifer L.
§ Sally M. Vinson and Ronald C.
§ Diane M. Condon and James E.
§ Loretta L. Bolter and Gabriel W.
§ Kerry L. Pranke and Deborah K.
§ Octavia White and Anthony C.
§ Rebecca A. Seitz-Troullier and Aaron
R. Troullier
§ Tamara Brendle and Roger
§ Evelyne M. Smith and Tyree A.
§ Nikki L. Holm and Michael E. Luna
§ Joseph R. DeLanoit and Melissa S.
§ Mary L. Kane and Daniel P. Andrus
§ Serkan Uman and Naomi M.
Mardock
§ Wyatt L. Walton and Christina N.
§ Melissa Sheard and Kevin
§ Denise A. Bickal and Douglas E.
§ Lisa Finkelstein and Michael

POTTAWATTAMIE COUNTY
§ Charles W. Vincent and Dana L.
Palmateer
§ Doyle L. Fulkerson Sr. and Julie L.
§ Veronica M. Criss and Johnny C.
§ Sunny Hazen and Alisha R. Moore
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The holiday cheer was out
in full force at Oak View and
Westroads Malls.

The Red Cross held its
seventh annual Holiday Mail
for Heroes card drive on Sun-
day so that people could sign
holiday cards for veterans and
soldiers.

“We really wanted to get
the public involved this year,”
said Dena Howard, director of
service to armed forces for the
Red Cross. “Getting people to
sign holiday cards for vet-
erans and soldiers is a great
way to spread the spirit of the
holidays.”

People wrote things such as
“Thank you for your service”
or “We appreciate all that you
do.”

Volunteers will sort the
cards and distribute them to
military installations across
the state, as well as veterans
hospitals and homes.

In a departure from past
years, this year’s drive is
focused on the Nebraska area.
In other years the Red Cross
would send cards all over the
country.

“We felt that it would be eas-
ier to organize, and the impact
would be greater, by mailing
the cards around the area,”
Howard said.

She said the payoff comes
from knowing that those serv-
ing their country will see their
work being appreciated.

“The look on the soldiers’
and veterans’ faces when they
get the cards really makes it
all worth it,” Howard said.

Contact the writer: dan.blenkush@owh.com

Cards thankvets, soldiers
for service to their country
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Dena Howard, center, helps organize the Holiday Mail for Heroes event
Sunday at Westroads Mall.


