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‘The (Golden

Compass’
threatens
to lead astray

The movie trailers sure look enticing, with majestic
polar bears, rapid-fire action and a cast that includes
Nicole Kidman. Behind the advertising campaign for
“The Golden Compass,” though, lurks a dark secret.
For al its glitz and seeming similarities to the friend-
lier fantasy works of C.S. Lewis and JR.R. Tolkien,
“The Golden Compass® offers a thinly velled assault
on Chrigtian doctrine and on the very certainty of
God's existence.

Based on British agnostic Philip Pullman’s “His
Dark Materials’ trilogy -- a series written for children
-- “The Golden Compass’ attacks Christianity as a
dark force that oppresses and tortures mankind while
crushing man’'s emotions and desires. Worse yet, the
movie presents its anti-Christian message with just

enough seemingly innocent appeal to lure audiences i

into reading -- or watching future cinematic adaptions
of -- Pullman’s two later, more stridently agnostic
works. Parents should consider Pullman’s openly
stated intention of destroying faith as they seek to
guard their children from harmful media influences.

The author proudly claimed in interviews, “My
books are about killing God,” and he admits he is tar-
geting children, believing they represent the best au-
dience for his anti-Christian ideology.

“The Golden Compass’ encourages viewers to sym-
pathize with 12-year-old Lyra and her companions as
they struggle against the zealous persecution led by
the Magisterium, a fascist organization intended to
represent the church. In Pullman’s twisted worldview,
the Magisterium oppresses humanity by trying to cast
out children’'s “daemons’ (pronounced *“demons’)
and separate them from their “Dust,” a substance
somewhat like original sin.

The trilogy encourages man to seek pleasure in re-
bellion against God, or the “Authority.” In contrast to
the Apostle Paul’s condemnations of licentious law-
lessness, “ The Golden Compass’ celebrates -- as any
future film adaptations of Pullman’s novels certainly
will -- unrestrained human choice as the ultimate free-
dom. Consequently, “His Dark Materids’ defends
evolutionary theories and glorifies witchcraft, homo-
sexuality and premarital sex, all while casting as he-
roes those who resist the Magisterium by choosing to
practice such debauchery.

Moreover, the trilogy’s condemnation of church
doctrine and practice ranges from scorn for
Christianity’s supposed impotence to accusations that
the defense of Christian truth maims and dehumanizes
man.

One character in the series, Mary Malone, an-
nounces, “The Christian religion is a very powerful
and convincing mistake, that's all.” In another in-
stance, awitch -- one of the good guysin the trilogy --
charges that churches sexually mutilate children “so
they shan't feel. That is what the church does, and ev-
ery church is the same: control, destroy, obliterate ev-
ery good feeling.”

Such hate-filled messages threaten to deceive audi-
ences by grosdly distorting the Christian gospel of re-
demption, purification and grace. Who would want to
worship God if Heis the sadist Pullman alleges?

Conversely, why should any thoughtful Christian
open his own ears, or his children’s, to such open blas-
phemy against their Heavenly Father?

If parents want to expose their children to classic
fantasy entertainment while ingtilling mora mes-
sages, perhaps they should consider the cinematic ad-
aptations of “ The Chronicles of Narnia” or “The Lord
of the Rings.” Both encourage audiences to love hero-
ism, to seek transcendent truth and to recognize
mankind's fallenness and need for a savior.

“The Golden Compass,” however, masquerades as
harmless entertainment while threatening to lead the
undiscerning astray from Christianity.

From the Bible

“Great and marvelous are Thy works, O Lord
God, the Almighty; Righteous and true are Thy
ways, Thou King of the nations”

Revelation 15:3

L etters Policy

The Lampasas Dispatch Record encour-
ages letters from its readers. Letters should
be to the point, typed if at all possible, and
signed. Address and telephone numbers
also should be included for verification
purposes. Only one letter per writer will
be considered in a 60-day period.

Letters will be printed on a space-avail-
able basis. Letters should stick with issues,
and not simply be personal attacks. Letters
endorsing a particular position on issues of
local interest will be accepted, however
|etters endorsing a candidate for political
office will not be accepted.

We reserve the right to edit for length,
content and potentially libel ous statements.
Correspondence should be mailed to:
Letters to the Editor, P.O. Box 631,
Lampasas, TX 76550. Or send an opinion
to |etters@lampasasdispatchrecord.com.
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Make 2008 a year to celebrate

Palitical reporters love a horse race. Bruising cam-
paigns -- with their polls, promises and pandering --
offer endless excitement for scribes. By contrast, day-
to-day governing -- with its conversations, coopera
tion and compromises -- seems boring.

This year, the presidentia primary process starts
earlier than ever. It might last for months, or it might be
effectively over by February. In any event, political
coverage in 2008 is likely to focus on the selection of
our next president. That gives our leaders an opportu-
nity, if they’re willing to seize it.

For their part, lawmakers need to fix the budget pro-
cess. Every year, it winds up being a costly train wreck.

The federal government’s fiscal year begins Oct. 1.
But each year, lawmakers struggle to get their act to-
gether. All too often they miss the deadline, which
forces them to pass a “continuing resolution” to keep
the lights on in federal buildings.

This year was especidly difficult. By mid-Decem-
ber, only one of the 12 spending bills Congress is sup-
posed to pass had been signed by the president. The
other 11 were rolled into one “omnibus’ spending hill.

This monster, some 3,400 pages long and two feet
high, hit congressional desks just hours before the
lawmakers were supposed to vote on it. The Senate got
a full 46 hours, while House members got a mere 22
hours. Even lawmakers who specialize in speed-read-
ing had no idea what they were voting for.

Thisis no way to run a government.

The president sends his proposed budget to Capitol
Hill in early February. That gives lawmakers plenty of
time to pass spending measures. In fact, they have
longer than they used to. Until the mid-1970s the fisca
year ended in June. Lawmakers pushed that back to
September to give them more time to write the budget,
and they still can’t get the job done on time.

Also, Congress should release spending bills at least
aweek before they’re voted on, so lawmakers, journal-
ists and bloggers could check the fine print and iden-
tify any pork projects or other surprises.

Meanwhile, President Bush can take a small step that
could pay big dividends to taxpayers. index capital
gains to inflation.

Right now, anyone who sells an asset such as a stock
or ahouse must pay capital gains taxes on the increase

Edwin
Feulner

in that asset’s value, regardless of inflation. This can
hurt investors who hold an asset for many years and
realize only a small real, after-inflation, gain. In some
cases, the investor pays more in taxes than the asset
actually earned.

Indexing capital gains to inflation would be a techni-
cal change to the tax code -- but that's actually an ad-
vantage. President Bush can make it without congres-
sional approval, so he could help investors without any
undue delay.

This change also would help ease worries about the
housing market. In the last year, many homeowners
have seen the assessed value of their homes erode. By
dashing the capita gains tax that long-time
homeowners might have to pay, Bush would give a
subtle boost to consumer confidence and alleviate the
tax-related reason that some people have for holding
onto their homes. It's a much better step than a direct
federal intervention to prop up the housing market.

This is the time of year when people make resolu-
tions: to lose 30 pounds, eat more vegetables or exer-
cise more. So why not Congress? Having the spotlight
on the presidential candidates should ease the partisan
pressure on those who remain in Washington and make
it possible for them to solve some problems that have
plagued policymakers in recent years.

The administration and Congress should vow to do
better in 2008 than they did in 2007. If they succeed,
our elected leaders can leave a stronger country no
matter which candidate wins the race for the White
House. That's a resolution that would benefit al of us.

Ed Feulner is president of The Heritage Foundation,
based in Washington, D.C.

New Year’s resolutions

Every New Year's Eve millions of Americans make
New Year's resolutions. Whether the resolution is to
get out of debt, to spend more time with loved ones, or
to quit smoking, these resolutions have one thing in
common: They are goals to make our lives better.

Unfortunately, this ritual commitment to self-im-
provement is widely viewed as something of a joke --
in part because New Year's resolutions go so notori-
ously unmet. After years of watching others -- or
themselves -- excitedly commit to a new goal, only to
abandon the quest by March, many come to conclude
that New Year's resolutions are an exercise in futility
that should not be taken serioudly. “The silly season is
upon us,” writes a columnist for the Washington Post,
“when people feel compelled to remake themselves
with new year’s resolutions.”

But such acynica attitude is false and self-destruc-
tive. Making New Year’s resolutions does not have to
be futile -- and to make them is not silly. Done seri-
oudly, it is an act of profound moral significance that
embodies the essence of alife well-lived.

Consider what we do when we make a New Year's
resolution: We look at where we are in some area of
life, think about where we want to be, and then set our-
selves a goal to get there. We are tired of feeling
chubby and lethargic, say, and want the improved ap-
pearance and greater energy level that comes with
greater fitness. So we resolve to take up a fun athletic
activity -- liketennis or amartia art -- and planto do it
three times a week.

Is this a laughable act of self-delusion? Hardly. If it
were, then how would anyone ever achieve anything
in life? In fact, to make a New Year’s resolution is to
recognize the undeniable reality that successful goal-
pursuit is possible -- the redlity that everyone at one
time or another has set and achieved long-rage goals,
and profited from doing so. Indeed, not only is it pos-
sible to achieve long-range goals, it is necessary for
successin life. To make aNew Year’sresolution is also
to recognize the undeniable reality that rewarding ca
reers and romances do not just happen automatically
-- that to get what we want in our lives, we must con-
sciously choose and achieve the right goals. We must

be goal-directed.

Unfortunately, a goal-directed orientation is missing
to alarge extent in too many lives. It is al too easy to
live life passively, acting without carefully deciding
what one is doing with on€e's life and why. How many
people do you know who are in the career they fell into
out of school, even if it is not very satisfying, or who
have children at a certain age because that's what is
expected, even if it's not what they really want, or who
spend endless hours of “free time” in front of the TV
since that's the most readily available form of relax-
ation, or who follow alife routine that they never really
chose and don’t truly enjoy but which has the force of
habit?

Too often, the goal-directedness embodied by New
Year's resolutions is the exception in lives ruled by
passively accepted forces -- unexamined routine,
short-range desires, or aleged duties. It is the passive
approach to happiness that makes so many resolutions
peter out, lost in the shuffle of life or abandoned due to
lost motivation. More broadly than its impact on New
Year’'s resolutions, the passive approach to happiness
is the reason so many go through life without ever get-
ting -- or even knowing -- what they really want.

It isasad irony that those who write off New Year's
resol utions because so many fail reinforces the passive
approach to life that causes so many resolutions -- and
so many other dreams -- to fail. The solution to failed
New Year's resolutions is not to abandon the practice,
but to supplement it with a broader resolution -- a com-
mitment to a goal-directed life.

This New Year's, resolve to think about how to make
your life better, not just once a year but every day. Re-
solve to set goals, not just in one or two aspects of life,
but in every important aspect and in your life as a
whole. Resolve to pursue the goals that will make you
successful and happy, not as the exception in a life of
passivity, but as the rule that becomes second nature.

If you do this, you will be resolving to do the most
important thing of all: to take your happiness seri-
ously.

Alex Epstein is a business analyst at the Ayn Rand In-
stitute. He may contacted at media@aynrand.org.
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Top story
of 2007: the
surge in Iraq

There should be no question what the top story of
the year was: America's counterinsurgency campaign
in Iraq, the Democrats efforts to sabotage it, and the
mainstream media’s refusal to own up to military
progress.

We rang in 2007 with vehement liberal opposition
to the “surge” of 21,000 added U.S. troops and tacti-
cal changes to secure Baghdad. In the ensuing 12
months, Democrats tried and failed repeatedly to un-
dermine this military strategy and starve the war of
funding. Their poisonously partisan alies at
MoveOn.org attempted to smear surge architect Gen.
David Petraeus as a traitor. The New York Times and
Associated Press fought to obscure the successes of
the surge with their relentless “ grim milestone” drum-
beat. But by year's end, with Shiites and Sunnis
marching and praying together for peace, even anti-
war Democrats and adversarial media outlets alike
were forced to acknowledge that undeniable military
progress and security improvements had been made.

Isthere still along way to go? Obviously, yes. Were
there ancillary factors that contributed to the decrease
in violence and the “awakenings’ in Anbar province
and Baghdad? Yes again. But go back to January. Re-
fresh your memories of the anti-surge rhetoric and the
spectacularly misguided conventional wisdom.

When the Senate Foreign Relations Committee’s
resolution opposing the surge passed 12-9 on Jan. 24,
Sen. Joseph Biden, D-Del., the panel’s chairman,
claimed it was " not an attempt to embarrass the presi-
dent.” Bull. That's what the Democrats have been try-
ing to do all year. Biden argued: The measure “is de-
signed to let the president know that there are many in
both parties, Democrats and Republicans, that believe
achange in our mission to go into Baghdad — in the
midst of a civil war — as well as a surge in ground
troops ... is the wrong way to go, and | believe it will
have the opposite — | repeat — opposite effect the
president intends.”

Seven months later, staunch anti-war Democrat
Rep. Brian Baird of Washington returned from
Baghdad and recognized reality:

“As a Democrat who voted against the war from the
outset and who has been frankly critical of the admin-
istration and the post-invasion strategy, | am con-
vinced by the evidence that the situation has at long
last begun to change substantially for the better ... the
people, strategies and facts on the ground have
changed for the better and those changes justify
changing our position on what should be done.”

Wrong-way Biden insisted the anti-surge resolu-
tion wasn’'t meant to embarrass the president. Oppo-
nents of the Baghdad mission insisted they didn’t
want America to fail. But let's not forget where the
Democrats came from in January — and where the
party leadership remains. A Fox News poll in mid-
January revealed a disturbing 49 percent of Demo-
crats either wanted usto losein Iraq or “didn’t know”
if they wanted us to succeed. All but two Democrats
voted in the House to oppose the surge. As our troops
succeeded, these surge critics went from arguing
against the dtrategy to arguing whether violence
dropped in Baghdad to arguing about why that de-
crease occurred. Through it all, Gen. Petraeus and the
troops serving under him have remained stalwart,
candid and courageous. He told the Senate Armed
Services Committee on Jan. 23: “The way ahead will
be neither quick nor easy.”

That's also what | heard repeatedly from officers |
interviewed while embedded in Baghdad in January
— just as the first wave of surge forces was being
mobilized. It's a message the instant gratification
Beltway media didn't want to ddliver.

There's a reason the magazine and newspaper edi-
tors are naming everything but the surge as their top
story of the year. Good news in the war on terror is bad
news for those rooting for failure. Far easier to play
up casudties and sectarian strife, sensationalize ac-
cusations of atrocities, and demonize the men and
women in uniform to indulge Bush Derangement Syn-
drome, as Washington Post staffer and NBC military
analyst William Arkin did on Jan. 30 when he lam-
basted troops for enjoying “obscene amenities’ and
serving as a “mercenary” force.

One of the troops Arkin considers a “mercenary”
was Army 2nd Lt. Mark J. Daily. On Jan. 19, a reader
e-mailed me that the 23-year-old standout soldier had
been killed in an I|ED attack in Mosul aong with three
comrades. To MoveOn and Demoacrat leaders and the
anti-surge press, he's just another number. Another
“victim.” Another pawn. But on his MySpace site and
across the Internet, his immortal words resonate:

“Some have allowed their resentment of the Presi-
dent to stir silent applause for setbacks in Irag. Others
have ironically decried the war because it has tied up
our forces and prevented them from confronting
crimina regimes in Sudan, Uganda, and elsewhere. |
simply decided that the time for candid discussions of
the oppressed was over, and | joined.”

He declared simply: “l genuinely believe the
United States Army is aforce of good in thisworld.”

It's the legacy 2nd Lt. Daily left on this world —
and the legacy that defined 2007 against all odds.

Michelle Malkin is author of “ Unhinged: Exposing
Liberals Gone Wild” and a columnist with Creators
Syndicate. Her e-mail is malkinblog@gmail.com.



