LIZ “BABYDICK” CHENEY
AND DNC: IDEOLOGICAL
SOULMATES?
A number of people have taken the DNC to task
for its Rovian attack on RNC Chair Michael
Steele for comments suggesting we might fail in
Afghanistan (Glenn Greenwald, Greg Sargent, Adam
Serwer). The only thing I would add to their
comments is to note that not only a majority of
the Democratic caucus in the House–as Glenn
points out–but also two-thirds of Democrats in
polls are ready to end the Afghan war, most of
them strongly. Is the institutional Democratic
Party trying to score political points on an
issue that a solid majority of their party
opposes? Really, we’ve gotten that stupid?!?
But what really demonstrates the stupidity of
the move is how it puts us in ideological and
political partnership with Liz “BabyDick”
Cheney–who has called for Steele’s firing over
his comments.
“RNC Chairman Michael Steele’s comments
about the war in Afghanistan were deeply
disappointing and wrong,” Cheney’s
statement read. “The chairman of the
Republican party must be unwavering in
his support for American victory in the
war on terror — a victory that cannot be
accomplished if we do not prevail in
Afghanistan. I endorse fully Bill
Kristol’s letter to Chairman Steele. It
is time for Chairman Steele to step
down.”

Where BabyDick calls Steele’s comments “wrong”
DNC calls them “unconscionable.” Where BabyDick
demands that the RNC Chair “must be unwavering
in support” for the Afghan war, DNC warns that
Steele’s “words have consequences.”
Tim Kaine? A little unsolicited advice. BabyDick
has spent a year and a half trying to undermine

President Obama at every turn. She has done so
using authoritarian dictates about what should
and shouldn’t be done. It’s bad enough the party
adopted a strategy pioneered by Karl Rove. But
the day we’re moving in concert with Baby Dick
and her Daddy? That’s a pretty good sign that
we’ve made a mistake.

