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How the Obama Administration Has Politicized Justice Encounter Broadsides

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides is
a subject that continues to evoke debate among political analysts,
historians, and legal experts. The term "justice encounter broadsides" might
sound technical, but it essentially refers to the public and political
confrontations that occur around the administration of justice, especially
when legal decisions intersect with political interests. Under President
Barack Obama’s tenure, these confrontations took on a distinctive character,
reflecting broader shifts in how justice and politics became intertwined in
the public sphere.

Understanding this dynamic requires unpacking how the Obama administration
approached justice-related issues, especially in high-profile cases and
policy decisions. The interplay between law enforcement, civil rights
advocacy, and political messaging during this time reveals how justice became
a battleground for broader ideological conflicts. Let’s explore how the Obama
administration’s strategies, rhetoric, and policies contributed to the
politicization of justice encounters, and what that means for the broader
discourse on law and governance.

The Context of Justice and Politics During the
Obama Era

The Obama administration stepped into office amid a complex landscape of
social and political challenges. Issues of police reform, racial justice, and
judicial appointments were already hot-button topics that demanded careful
navigation. What distinguished this period was how deeply intertwined justice
policies became with political objectives and public perception management.

The Rise of High-Profile Justice Encounters

Throughout Obama's presidency, several justice encounters—ranging from court
rulings to law enforcement incidents—received intense media scrutiny and
political commentary. Cases involving police use of force, voting rights, and
immigration enforcement frequently became flashpoints, sparking broad debates
about fairness, systemic bias, and federal intervention.

These encounters often transformed into broadsides—sharp public criticisms or



defenses—that reflected not only the specifics of individual cases but also
the administration’s broader political agenda. For instance, the Department
of Justice (DOJ) under Obama was known for launching investigations into
police departments accused of civil rights violations, signaling a commitment
to accountability but also fueling partisan debates about law enforcement
legitimacy.

How the Obama Administration Politicized
Justice Encounter Broadsides

The question of how the Obama administration politicized justice encounter
broadsides is multifaceted. It involves examining communication tactics,
policy choices, and the administration’s interaction with media and interest
groups.

Strategic Use of the Department of Justice

One of the most significant ways the Obama administration politicized justice
encounters was through the DOJ’'s proactive role in addressing civil rights
issues. The administration emphasized tackling systemic problems in policing,
voting rights, and criminal justice reform. While these efforts aligned with
social justice goals, they also became tools for political messaging.

By selectively targeting certain law enforcement agencies and cases, the
D0J’'s actions sometimes appeared politically motivated to critics. This
selective enforcement or investigation gave rise to accusations that the
administration used the justice system to advance its political base and to
challenge opposition states or localities perceived as resistant to federal
priorities.

Public Messaging and Media Framing

The Obama White House was adept at shaping narratives around justice
encounters. Press briefings, speeches, and social media campaigns often
highlighted the administration’s commitment to fairness and equality, framing
justice disputes in ways that supported progressive reforms.

However, this framing sometimes contributed to polarization. Supporters
viewed these broadsides as necessary calls for reform and justice, while
opponents saw them as politically charged attacks on law enforcement and
conservative policies. This divide intensified the politicization of justice
encounters, turning legal issues into symbolic struggles over values and
identity.



Engagement with Civil Rights and Advocacy Groups

The Obama administration’s close collaboration with civil rights
organizations and advocacy groups also played a role in politicizing justice
encounters. By aligning federal resources and policy initiatives with these
groups, the administration amplified calls for reform and spotlighted
systemic injustices.

While this partnership advanced important causes such as criminal justice
reform and voting rights protections, it also invited criticism from those
who viewed such alliances as partisan. This dynamic further entrenched the
perception that justice encounters were arenas for political contestation
rather than neutral applications of law.

Implications of Politicized Justice Encounter
Broadsides

The politicization of justice encounters during the Obama years left a
lasting impact on public trust, legal institutions, and political discourse.

Challenges to Public Trust in Justice

When justice becomes politicized, public confidence in legal institutions can
erode. For many Americans, the perception that the DOJ or courts are
influenced by political agendas undermines the ideal of impartial justice.
During the Obama administration, this challenge was particularly visible in
debates over police accountability and voting rights enforcement, where
partisan interpretations complicated consensus-building.

Polarization of Legal and Political Debates

Justice encounter broadsides became rallying points for political factions,
deepening divisions between progressives and conservatives. This polarization
manifested in legislative battles, judicial nominations, and grassroots
activism. The result was a more contentious environment where legal decisions
were often viewed through a lens of political advantage rather than legal
merit.

Legacy on Judicial Appointments and Policy Reform

The politicization of justice encounters influenced the Obama
administration’s approach to judicial appointments and criminal justice



reform. By prioritizing judges with progressive records and advancing
policies aimed at reducing incarceration rates and protecting civil rights,
the administration sought to embed its vision of justice within the legal
system.

However, these moves also sparked backlash from opponents who argued that
such appointments and reforms were ideologically driven, further politicizing
courts and policy debates.

Lessons and Reflections on Justice and Politics

Looking back, the Obama administration’s experience offers valuable lessons
on the delicate balance between advocating for justice and avoiding
politicization. Engaging with contentious legal issues requires transparency,
consistent application of the law, and efforts to bridge divides rather than
deepen them.

Strategies to Minimize Politicization in Justice
Encounters

To reduce the politicization of justice encounter broadsides in the future,
administrations might consider:

e Ensuring nonpartisan investigations: Agencies like the D0J should
maintain strict impartiality when addressing civil rights complaints and
law enforcement conduct.

e Promoting open dialogue: Encouraging conversations between law
enforcement, community groups, and policymakers can build trust and
reduce adversarial tensions.

e Balanced media communication: Presenting justice issues with nuance
rather than partisan framing helps the public understand complexities
without inflaming divisions.

e Judicial independence: Supporting processes that select judges based on

qualifications rather than political alignment safeguards the integrity
of courts.

The Role of Public Engagement

Justice encounter broadsides reflect not only government action but also



societal values and expectations. Public engagement through civic education,
community involvement, and informed debate can help depoliticize justice
issues by fostering a shared commitment to fairness and the rule of law.

As communities become more aware of how political forces can shape justice
narratives, there is greater potential for holding leaders accountable and
encouraging reforms that transcend partisan agendas.

The Obama administration’s tenure thus serves as a powerful example of the
complexities involved when justice and politics intersect. It highlights the
importance of vigilance, fairness, and transparency in maintaining a justice
system that commands respect across the political spectrum.

Frequently Asked Questions

What does it mean that the Obama administration
politicized justice encounter broadsides?

It refers to the perception that the Obama administration used encounters or
events related to justice issues as tools to advance political agendas,
rather than addressing them purely from a legal or impartial standpoint.

In what ways did the Obama administration allegedly
politicize justice encounter broadsides?

Critics argue that the administration selectively highlighted certain
justice-related incidents to support its policy goals, such as emphasizing
civil rights cases or law enforcement reform issues to gain political support
or influence public opinion.

How did politicizing justice encounters affect
public trust during the Obama administration?

The politicization led some groups to question the impartiality of the
justice system, potentially eroding trust among those who felt justice
decisions were influenced by political considerations rather than fairness
and law.

What are examples of justice encounter broadsides
during the Obama administration that were seen as
politicized?

Examples include the administration's responses to high-profile police
shootings and the use of executive actions related to immigration
enforcement, which some viewed as politically motivated rather than solely
justice-driven.



Did the Obama administration face criticism for its
handling of justice system issues?

Yes, both political opponents and some civil rights groups criticized the
administration, accusing it of either over-politicizing justice issues or not
doing enough to ensure fairness and impartiality in justice encounters.

How did the Obama administration defend its approach
to justice encounter broadsides?

The administration argued that addressing systemic issues in the justice
system was necessary for progress and that their actions aimed to promote
fairness, equity, and protect civil rights rather than serve political ends.

What impact did the politicization of justice
encounters have on subsequent administrations?

The perceived politicization set a precedent where justice issues became more
entwined with political narratives, influencing how subsequent
administrations approached and communicated about justice reforms and law
enforcement policies.

Additional Resources

**How the Obama Administration Has Politicized Justice Encounter Broadsides**

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides is
a subject that continues to evoke complex discussions about the intersection
of politics, law enforcement, and public accountability. Throughout Barack
Obama’s presidency, the Department of Justice (D0J) undertook a series of
high-profile actions and public statements that critics argue transformed
routine justice encounters into politically charged events. This phenomenon,
often referred to as the politicization of justice encounter broadsides,
reflects a broader debate over the role of federal oversight in local law
enforcement, race relations, and the administration’s strategic
communication.

Understanding the nuances behind this politicization requires an examination
of the administration’s policies, public messaging, and the broader social
context in which these justice encounters occurred. This article explores how
the Obama administration navigated these issues, the consequences of its
approach, and the continuing implications for justice and political discourse
in the United States.



The Context of Justice Encounter Broadsides
During the Obama Era

Justice encounter broadsides—public declarations or critiques related to law
enforcement encounters, particularly those involving allegations of
misconduct or excessive force—became a frequent feature of the Obama
administration’s public engagement with justice issues. These broadsides
often accompanied investigations, consent decrees, or public condemnations of
police departments accused of systemic abuses.

The rise of social media and heightened public sensitivity to police
violence, especially in minority communities, created an environment where
the DOJ’'s responses were simultaneously legal interventions and political
statements. The administration’s approach to these encounters was shaped by a
commitment to civil rights enforcement, but also by a desire to address
national tensions surrounding race and policing.

Federal Oversight and the Use of Consent Decrees

One of the most tangible ways the Obama administration politicized justice
encounter broadsides was through the expanded use of consent decrees. These
legally binding agreements between the D0OJ and local police departments
mandated extensive reforms in departments found guilty of misconduct or civil
rights violations.

While consent decrees are tools designed to ensure accountability and restore
public trust, critics argue that under Obama, their deployment became
politically motivated. The administration targeted cities with politically
sensitive police encounters—such as Ferguson, Baltimore, and
Cleveland—amplifying national debates about systemic racism and police
reform.

e Pros: Consent decrees brought necessary reforms to several troubled
police departments, improving training, accountability, and
transparency.

e Cons: Some viewed these interventions as federal overreach that
politicized local law enforcement and fueled distrust among rank-and-
file officers.

The politicization is evident in the timing and framing of these broadsides.
DOJ statements often coincided with public outrage over high-profile
incidents, emphasizing racial disparities and institutional failures. This
approach, while advancing civil rights, also deepened partisan divides over
law enforcement and justice.



Public Messaging and Media Strategy

The Obama administration’s handling of justice encounter broadsides was not
limited to legal action; it also involved carefully crafted public messaging.
The White House and DOJ officials frequently used press conferences,
speeches, and social media to highlight systemic issues in policing, often
contextualizing specific incidents within broader patterns of racial
injustice.

This strategy sought to demonstrate federal commitment to civil rights and
reform while responding to grassroots activism. However, it also drew
criticism for potentially prejudicing ongoing investigations and escalating
tensions between communities and law enforcement.

Moreover, the administration’s messaging was perceived by some as selectively
focusing on cases involving minority victims, which opponents claimed
contributed to an impression of bias against police officers. This perception
fed into narratives of “anti-police” sentiment, complicating efforts to
foster cooperative reform efforts.

Comparative Perspectives: Justice
Politicization Before and After Obama

To fully grasp the politicization of justice encounter broadsides during the
Obama years, it is instructive to compare this period with those before and
after his presidency.

Before Obama, federal involvement in police reform tended to be more reactive
and less publicly framed as part of a broader political narrative. The
Clinton administration, for example, also pursued civil rights enforcement
but with less emphasis on public broadsides and media engagement.

After Obama, the Trump administration adopted a markedly different posture,
often criticizing the D0OJ’s previous interventions and prioritizing law-and-
order rhetoric. This shift underscored how politicized justice encounters are
subject to the ideological orientation of the administration in power.

Impact on Community Relations and Policing

The politicization of justice encounter broadsides during Obama’s tenure had
mixed effects on community relations:

e Positive Impact: The administration’s emphasis on transparency and
reform helped spotlight systemic problems, empowering civil rights



advocates and fostering some improvements in police practices.

e Negative Impact: Heightened political rhetoric sometimes exacerbated
distrust between police departments and the communities they serve,
particularly when officers felt unfairly targeted or portrayed.

This duality highlights the delicate balance between enforcing justice and
maintaining social cohesion—a balance that remains a central challenge for
federal interventions in local law enforcement.

The Role of Race and Identity Politics

Race was undeniably central to how the Obama administration politicized
justice encounter broadsides. The administration’s focus on racial
disparities was both a reflection of empirical data and a recognition of the
political salience of race in America.

Data from the D0J’'s investigations revealed disproportionate use of force and
discriminatory practices in many police departments. By bringing these issues
to the forefront, the Obama administration sought to address structural
inequalities. However, this emphasis also risked reinforcing partisan divides
and fueling accusations of identity politics influencing justice policies.

Evaluating the Legacy of Politicized Justice
Encounters

The legacy of how the Obama administration politicized justice encounter
broadsides is deeply intertwined with ongoing debates about federalism, civil
rights, and the role of law enforcement in a democratic society. The
administration’s aggressive stance on police reform and public condemnation
of misconduct set new precedents for federal involvement.

While these actions advanced important reforms and elevated national
conversations about justice and equity, they also contributed to
polarization. The politicization of justice encounters remains a contentious
issue, with lasting implications for how future administrations navigate the
complex relationship between law enforcement, politics, and public trust.

Ultimately, understanding this period requires recognizing both the
administration’s achievements in promoting accountability and the challenges
it faced in balancing justice with political realities. The discourse around
justice encounter broadsides continues to evolve, reflecting broader societal
struggles over race, authority, and governance in America.



How The Obama Administration Has Politicized Justice

Encounter Broadsides

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: How the
Obama Administration Has Politicized Justice Andrew C. McCarthy, 2010 With the Obama
Justice Department under Attorney General Eric Holder’s direction, Americans are learning what
really happens when law-enforcement power is co-opted by politics. In this eye-popping Broadside,
Andrew C. McCarthy shows that the biggest beneficiaries have been jihadists. For the past eight
years, a group of lawyers volunteered their services to America’s enemies. Now, the Justice
Department is rife with some of those same lawyers as it enhances due process for terrorists and
feeds the international Left’s call for war-crimes charges against President Obama’s political
adversaries. Just consider how the administration has disclosed national defense secrets during
wartime or granted the 9/11 mass murderers a civilian trial. The department, moreover, is working
to tighten the Democratic Party’s grip on power, ignoring the Constitution and green-lighting
election fraud and abuse.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Obama's
Education Takeover Lance Izumi, 2011-12-20 President Obama has laid the groundwork for an
unprecedented centralization of education policy under the guise of promoting educational
innovation, accountability, and improved student achievement. In reality, Obama’s new national
standards, curricula, and testing - in addition to huge spending commitments by the federal
government —- shift the policymaking power from individuals and communities to the federal
bureaucracy. In this Broadside, Lance Izumi examines Obama’s education policies and shows us why
Americans must protect and promote the power of individuals, especially parents, to control
children’s education. We should look to the revolutionary school-choice and parental-empowerment
laws passed by key states and other nations such as Canada. While Obama is pushing American
education in the wrong direction, we can steer it back to local control.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Economics
101 for Senators and Representatives Wallace Hoffman, 2022-08-24 The mission of this book is to
inform all American citizens how their senators and representatives vote in Washington. Do your
senators and your representative fulfill the responsibilities of government in the Constitution and
vote in your favor? If that is true, they are your friends. Or do your senators and your
representatives violate the Constitution and vote against your best interest? If that is true, they are
your enemies. If you vote for and reelect your enemies, they will be your enemies the next two or six
years. President Obama's legacy of deficit spending is characterized by average deficit spending of
more than a trillion dollars annually. During those eight years, every American household went to
bed each evening fifty dollars deeper in debt, regardless of how hard they worked or whether they
spent any money. The national debt more than doubled during President Obama's eight years in
office. Each person's share of debt increased from $30,000 to $70,000.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: How
China's Communist Party Made the World Sick Bill Gertz, 2020-04-28 The outbreak of a deadly
new form of pneumonia that began in Wuhan, China, in December 2019 has shown the world that
the regime in Beijing poses the most serious threat to world peace and freedom since the Soviet
Union. Early missteps by China’s ruling Communist Party — repressing doctors who sought to alert
China and the world to the dangers of the novel coronavirus and permitting millions to travel out of
Wuhan for a holiday — caused the global pandemic now devastating populations and economies
around the world. In this important essay, Bill Gertz shows how China’s lies and obfuscations
imperiled the world.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: What's So
Bad About Cronyism? Jay Cost, 2015-10-06 Cronyism is a serious problem in the United States, but
unfortunately it is still not very well understood. In this new essay, Jay Cost explains what it is, and
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why we should be so worried about it. By mingling private and public interests, cronyism costs us
hundreds of billions of dollars per year and threatens to transform our republic into an oligarchy,
where the rich dominate the middle class. Worse, modern cronyism has become embedded into the
laws themselves, so politicians in Washington assume that such corruption is just the way things
should be. To confront the dangers of cronyism, reformers need to think outside the box, paying
special attention to how the political process functions.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Communist
China's War Inside America Brian T. Kennedy, 2020-06-16 The People’s Republic of China and the
United States are today at war. It is being fought with the use of information, politics and finance.
The Chinese believe that, as in all war, it would be better to win without engaging the enemy on the
battlefield or having to resort to the likes of nuclear weapons if it can be avoided. To achieve this,
China has engaged in a decades-long campaign to manipulate and corrupt America’s ruling elite.
This Broadside describes the degree to which Chinese influence has penetrated American society
and what will be required to prevent Communist China from winning the struggle in which we find
ourselves today.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Against the
Obamanet Brian C. Anderson, 2015-07-21 The Internet is a platform of ceaseless innovation that has
transformed our lives in a remarkably short time. And the United States has led that revolution: of
the 15 largest websites in the world, 10 are American. But all that is now under threat. In February
2015, the Federal Communications Commission imposed extensive regulatory controls on this
vibrant digital universe in an effort to mandate “network neutrality.” In this Broadside, Brian C.
Anderson explains how the FCC’s power grab for “neutrality” could be devastating for the most
dynamic sector of the U.S. economy. Network neutrality is at odds with everything that made today’s
Internet the market cornucopia that it is, and we must protect it from the encroach—ments of
Washington in order to foster its further growth.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Why
Redistribution Fails James Piereson, 2015-10-13 Democratic presidential candidates, including
Hillary Clinton and Bernie Sanders, along with progressive economists like Thomas Piketty and Paul
Krugman, have made a case for redistributing income from the wealthy to the poor as a means of
reducing inequalities in income and wealth. Meanwhile, public opinion polls show that voters reject
programs of redistribution in favor of policies designed to promote overall economic growth and job
creation. While voters are concerned about inequality, they are more skeptical of the capacity of the
government to do anything about it without making matters worse for everyone. In this Broadside,
James Piereson explains why the voters are right and the progressive politicians and economists are
wrong. As he demonstrates, the progressive case is based upon a serious fallacy: it assumes that the
government is actually capable of redistributing income from the wealthy to the poor. For reasons of
policy, tradition, and constitutional design, this is not the case. The United States currently has one
of the more progressive income tax systems in the industrial world but it does little to redistribute
income from the wealthy to the poor. One reason for this is that, though the government spends vast
sums on programs to aid the poor, most of these funds flow to providers of services rather than to
the poor themselves. Thus, whatever one may think of inequality, redistributive tax and spending
policies are unlikely to do much to ameliorate it but will instead line the pockets of providers and
advocates who wield great influence in Washington.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Getting
America Back to Work Andrew F. Puzder, 2020-04-21 Over the last two months, the COVID-19
pandemic has thrown a robust American economy into disarray, completely shutting down major
business sectors and putting millions of people out of work overnight. With so much at stake and
with all options seemingly on the table, it is crucial that we commit ourselves to the long-term goal
of restoring the sorts of free-market policies that led to the Trump Economic Boom prior to the
China Virus crisis. Although massive government interventions that Barack Obama pursued
following the Great Recession might presently appear beneficial or even essential, a return to



Obama’s “new normal” of stagnant growth would lead to disastrous and persisting economic
damage. We must instead return, as soon as is safely possible, to the Trump model of economic
prosperity that produced the strongest labor market in modern history.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: The
Inequality Hoax James Piereson, 2014-08-05 The controversy over inequality has gathered steam
with the publication of Thomas Piketty’s new book, Capital in the Twenty-First Century, a dense
work of economic history that documents the rise of income inequality in recent decades and sets
forth an agenda of taxation to deal with it. Piketty’s treatise has turned into a rallying point for those
favoring income redistribution and higher taxes on the rich. In this Broadside, James Piereson
explains how Piketty’s book is flawed and advances a narrow understanding of the market system.
While misjudging the era in which we are living and misunderstanding the sources of inequality,
Piketty’s book proposes solutions that will make matters worse for everyone - the wealthy, the
middle class, and the poor alike.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: The Growth
Deficit James Piereson, 2022-11-01 During the 1980s and 1990s, European economies went through
a period of slowing economic growth and high unemployment, what some economists described as
“secular decline.” On the other side of the Atlantic, the United States enjoyed a robust recovery
during those years by reducing taxes, eliminating regulations on business, and tightening monetary
policy. Now, after two decades of subpar growth, the question is whether or not the American
economy has entered into its own era of secular decline. This Broadside examines this troubling
development, recognizing that there are no easy solutions to the problem. Lacking workable
solutions, Americans will have to adjust to a future of slow economic growth, with all that implies for
inter-generational progress, American strength abroad and political conflict at home.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Moore vs.
Krugman Stephen Moore, 2016-05-03 What happens when a leading conservative economist goes
mano a mano with today’s most influential exponent of left-liberal economics, over free markets
versus government interventionism? Here are highlights of that showdown between Stephen Moore
of the Heritage Foundation and Paul Krugman, Nobel laureate. Moore and Krugman sparred over
eight major economic issues in our national debate - from whether the policy response to the crisis
of 2008 was successful, to the outlook for Obamacare, to the “red state / blue state” divide. The
contest was cordial and spiced with wit. (Does air conditioning explain the migration from blue to
red states? Is Houston still uninhabitable?) This high-powered matchup illuminates a clash of
worldview that leads to opposing policy prescriptions. More important, it will help you draw
conclusions about which economic policies work.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Faithless
Execution Andrew C McCarthy, 2014-06-03 We still imagine ourselves a nation of laws, not of men.
This is not merely an article of faith but a bedrock principle of the United States Constitution. Our
founding compact provides a remedy against rulers supplanting the rule of law, and Andrew C.
McCarthy makes a compelling case for using it. The authors of the Constitution saw practical
reasons to place awesome powers in a single chief executive, who could act quickly and decisively in
times of peril. Yet they well understood that unchecked power in one person’s hands posed a serious
threat to liberty, the defining American imperative. Much of the debate at the Philadelphia
convention therefore centered on how to stop a rogue executive who became a law unto himself. The
Framers vested Congress with two checks on presidential excess: the power of the purse and the
power of impeachment. They are potent remedies, and there are no others. It is a straightforward
matter to establish that President Obama has committed “high crimes and misdemeanors,” a term
signifying maladministration and abuses of power by holders of high public trust. But making the
legal case is insufficient for successful impeachment, leading to removal from office. Impeachment is
a political matter and hinges on public opinion. In Faithless Execution, McCarthy weighs the
political dynamics as he builds a case, assembling a litany of abuses that add up to one overarching
offense: the president’s willful violation of his solemn oath to execute the laws faithfully. The



“fundamental transformation” he promised involves concentrating power into his own hands by
flouting law—statutes, judicial rulings, the Constitution itself—and essentially daring the other
branches of government to stop him. McCarthy contends that our elected representative are
duty-bound to take up the dare.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: The
Judiciary's Class War Glenn Harlan Reynolds, 2018-02-13 The terms “Front-Row Kids” and
“Back-Row Kids,” coined by the photographer Chris Arnade, describe the divide between the
educated upper middle class, who are staying ahead in today’s economy, and the less educated
working class, who are doing poorly. The differences in education—and the values associated with
elite schooling—have produced a divide in America that is on a par with that of race. The judiciary,
requiring a postgraduate degree, is the one branch of government that is reserved for the Front-Row
Kids. Correspondingly, since the Warren era, the Supreme Court has basically served as an engine
for vindicating Front-Row preferences, from allowing birth control and abortion, to marginalizing
religion in the public space, to legislative apportionment and libel law, and beyond. Professor Glenn
Reynolds describes this problem in detail and offers some suggestions for making things better.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: The
Fracturing of the E.U. Bruce S. Thornton, 2017-12-05 The long-simmering crises challenging the
European Union have worsened with the 2008 financial crisis, the influx of Middle East refugees in
2015, several bloody terrorist attacks, and England’s departure from the E.U. in 2016. Yet these are
all the wages of persistent flaws in the idea of the Union itself. Excessive regulations, welfare, and
taxes impede economic growth. Centralization of power in Brussels has created a “democracy
deficit” and lessened autonomy and freedom. Populations are shrinking, and unvetted and
unassimilated migrants have increased crime and terrorist attacks. All these problems reflect the
lack of any unifying set of beliefs and principles that could unite 27 diverse cultures and peoples.
Europe is fractured and adrift, its peoples unsure for what they should fight or die for.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Countdown
to Socialism Devin Nunes, 2020-09-15 The Democratic Party has changed beyond recognition. Once
the party of anti-communism and tax-cutting under President Kennedy, it is now dominated by a
surging socialist movement and led by a presidential candidate who vows to “transform” America.
On a near-daily basis, the Democrats are issuing radical proposals to socialize medicine, industry,
and higher education. So how can the Democrats win elections when their agenda is so far to the left
of the American people? That’s easy—it’s because the means of public debate are being
manipulated. In Countdown to Socialism, Congressman Devin Nunes exposes the nexus between the
Democratic Party, the mainstream media, and the social media corporations. These three entities
cooperate to blast out the Democrats’ message and downplay their extremism while suppressing and
censoring conservative points of view. Tens of millions of Americans are only seeing one side of the
debate. The information they get from newspapers and social media is not “news”—it’s contrived
content designed to help one political party and punish its opponents. In the run-up to the most
consequential election of our lifetime, read this book to learn how your information is being skewed
and regulated to force America onto the path to socialism.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Trump vs.
the Media Mollie Ziegler Hemingway, 2017-04-25 How bad is the problem of media bias? The
answer can be summed up in a few words: President Donald J. Trump. Whether you love him or hate
him, there’s no question that Trump gained a huge amount of support for his willingness to criticize
the media in harsh and unsparing terms. The media seems baffled by the fact that it’s lost the trust
of the American people. It has responded by being extraordinarily defensive and doubling down on
histrionic attacks. However, the American system has always depended on a strong and trusted
media to hold those in power accountable. Journalist Mollie Hemingway looks at the impressive list
of media failure that led us to this unique moment and asks, Is it possible for the media to recover its
credibility before it’s too late?

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Islam and



Free Speech Andrew C McCarthy, 2015-04-14 In January 2015, Muslim terrorists massacred
cartoonists and writers at the Paris offices of the satirical magazine Charlie Hebdo, proclaiming to
be avenging Islam’s prophet. The rampage, which included the murders of hostages at a kosher
market, prompted global leaders and throngs of citizens to rally in support of free expression. But
was the support genuine? In this Broadside, Andrew C. McCarthy explains how leading Islamists
have sought to supplant free expression with the blasphemy standards of Islamic law, gaining the
support of the U.S. and other Western governments. But free speech is the lifeblood of a functioning
democratic society, essential to our capacity to understand, protect ourselves from, and ultimately
defeat our enemies.

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: Khashoggi,
Dynasties, and Double Standards Joseph P. Duggan, 2019-04-30 As 2018 ended, an orchestrated
propaganda campaign paralyzed U.S. foreign policy. The trigger was the killing in Istanbul of Jamal
Khashoggi, a member of Saudi Arabia’s wealthy and politically powerful oligarchy. Mainstream
media and misguided, melodramatic politicians hoodwinked millions by portraying Khashoggi as a
martyr for press freedom and democracy. The real Khashoggi was nothing of the sort. President
Trump’s efforts to restore realism to foreign policy must contend not only with Democrats but also
with naive Republicans who reject the national-interest realism of Jeane Kirkpatrick, author of
“Dictatorships and Double Standards.”

how the obama administration has politicized justice encounter broadsides: The New
Leviathan Roger Kimball, 2012-08-21 The ideas and policies that are percolating down from 1600
Pennsylvania Avenue and Capitol Hill—increased government intervention, calls to “spread the
wealth around,” onerous regulations, and bailouts for all—are not new. We’ve been down this road
before. We know where it leads. It is that forlorn byway that Friedrich von Hayek called the Road to
Serfdom. The good news is we don’t have to go down that road again. Resurrecting 18th-century
style pamphleteering, Encounter Broadsides provide the intellectual ammunition for the battle over
America’s future. From the folly of Obamacare, to the politicization of the Justice Department, or
disastrous efforts to nationalize our education system, each Encounter Broadside assaults a new
tentacle of the rising statism. Now, for the first time, The New Leviathan collects these salvos in one
essential handbook. The New Leviathan is edited by Roger Kimball with contributions from John R.
Bolton, Daniel DiSalvo, Richard A. Epstein, Peter Ferrara, John Fund, Victor Davis Hanson, Andrew
C. McCarthy, Betsy McCaughey, Stephen Moore, Michael B. Mukasey, Glenn Harlan Reynolds, Rich
Trzupek, and Kevin D. Williamson. Together, they make the definitive case for liberty and
democratic capitalism at a time when they are under siege from the resurgence of collectivist
sentiment.
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