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Thank God, 
Mom didn’t 
think like ‘Dr. 
Sotomayor’

The world is still COVID 
crazy.

With their vaccine man-
dates, passports and mis-
treatment of the unvacci-
nated, free countries like 
Australia and Canada are 
turning into dictatorships.

Now we have omi-
cron – a new variant 
of still unknown infec-
tiousness and lethal-
ity that overnight pan-
icked the world’s gov-
ernments and stock 
markets.

The arrival of omi-
cron was bad enough.

But it also meant that last 
weekend we were forced to 
watch the face of Dr. Fauci 
pop up on our TV screens 
like some Orwellian “Big 
Doctor” and tell us what we 
should do, what we should 
fear and whether it’ll be safe 
to invite our extended fami-
lies to Christmas dinner.

Excuse me, but more than 
a year ago it became pain-
fully clear to most people 
that Dr. Fauci is a danger-
ous, incompetent joke.

He’s been wrong about 
masks and vaccine effi cacy 
and the benefi ts of lock-
downs, mandates and clos-
ing schools.

After 19 months on 
the job, he’s still pushing 
the same “solutions” that 
wrecked the economy and 
failed to prevent new waves 
of deaths and hospitaliza-
tions in 2021 – vaccines for 
everyone and yearly boost-
ers for every human of any 
age with a pulse, whether or 
not it makes medical sense.

Unfortunately, Dr. Fauci 
is not the only government 
quack we have to suffer. 
There’s also the renowned 
baby doctor, Dr. Sotomayor.

You might know her bet-
ter as Supreme Court Jus-
tice Sonia Sotomayor.

She’s not really an MD, 
of course, but this week 
she played one during the 
oral arguments for Dobbs 
v. Jackson Women’s Health 
Organization, the poten-
tial landmark case that will 
decide the fate of Missis-
sippi’s abortion-restriction 
law and may challenge Roe 
v. Wade.

As the Federalist put it, 
Justice Sotomayor “grue-
somely” compared “a child 
in the womb to being brain 
dead and questioned wheth-
er or not a physical response 
by the baby such as a foot 
recoiling indicates that he 
or she can feel pain.”

“There are spontane-
ous acts by dead-brained 
people,” Dr. Sotomayor 
said. “So I don’t think that 
a response by a fetus nec-

essarily proves that there’s 
a sensation of pain or that 
there’s consciousness.”

Sotomayor proved she 
is no doctor and also gave 
away her positions on abor-
tion and when life begins.

Her gruesome remarks 
reminded me of one 
of the stories I tell 
when I speak to pro-
life groups and adop-
tion groups.

I tell them about 
four babies I know 
who were not aborted 
but adopted.

The fi rst was Sarah 
Jane Maysfi eld.

Born in Missouri, her 
parents didn’t have enough 
money to care for her, so 
they left her on their neigh-
bor’s porch. The neighbors 
adopted her and changed 
her name to Sarah Jane 
Fulks.

The second was Nancy 
Robbins.

Her father walked out 
on her mother the day she 
was born but her mother’s 
second husband adopted 
Nancy and changed her last 
name to his.

The third baby was John 
L. Flaugher.

He was born to an unwed 
mother from Ohio who 
came to California to give 
birth to him and then put 
him up for adoption.

Last, was Rita Mirembi.
Born to a 13-year-old 

bush girl in Uganda, she 
was put into an orphanage. 
In the 1980s a young Cali-
fornia girl working for the 
UN fell madly in love with 
baby Rita, adopted her and 
brought her home.

So who were these four 
babies?

Sarah Jane Maysfi eld, 
who became Sarah Jane 
Fulks, you would know as 
Jane Wyman, the Academy 
Award-winning actress. I’d 
know her as Mom.

Nancy Robbins became 
Nancy Davis. You would 
know her as Nancy Reagan, 
the fi rst lady. I’d know her 
as my stepmother.

Rita Mirembi became 
known as Rita Mirembi Rea-
gan. Adopted by my sister 
Maureen, I’d know her as 
my niece.

John L. Flaugher, born in 
L.A. and adopted by Ronald 
Reagan and Jane Wyman, 
became known as me, 
Michael Reagan.

After listening to Soto-
mayor’s offensive state-
ments, it reminded me how 
lucky my family was that we 
had mothers who thought 
of us as viable and precious 
human beings and not brain 
dead fetuses.

Just say no to unaff ordable spending
I wish I had a change of heart, 

but I still can’t support it.
Back in 2009, long before I got 

my beloved 11-month-old puppy, 
Thurber, I was critical of 
a proposed federal bill that 
sought tax deductions for 
pet owners.

According to the Wash-
ington Times, Robert 
Davi, a tough-guy Hol-
lywood actor, and then 
Rep. Thaddeus McCotter, 
R-Mich., attempted some-
thing back then that tough 
guys and conservative Republi-
cans don’t often do.

They collaborated to get a bill — 
the Humanity and Pets Partnered 
Through the Years (HAPPY) Act 
— to the fl oor of the U.S. House 
that sought a $3,500 annual tax 
deduction for pet expenses.

To be sure, pet care has gotten 
expensive.

People magazine reports that 
the average pet owner spends 
$4,500 per year just to meet their 
pet’s basic needs.

That doesn’t cover many unex-
pected costs, such as the two pairs 
of prescription glasses, two pairs 
of leather shoes and two very nice 
wool rugs Thurber chewed up (he 
exploded the blue ink in a pen on 
one rug and just ate a hole in the 
other).

He’s gotten much better 

behaved as the months have gone 
by, but I am in constant risk of 
the “Labrosecond,” challenge, the 
time it takes for whatever I acci-

dentally drop to end up in 
his jaws.

I’m in the process of pur-
chasing health insurance 
for Thurber — yes, you 
read that right. Pet owners 
like me are getting it for 
good reason.

Labs have been known 
to eat entire socks, which 
require surgical removal, 

which costs upwards of $5,000.
I love my dog. And if he ever 

has any kind of serious health 
emergency, I’m going to do every-
thing I can, regardless of cost, to 
restore him to excellent health.

In 2009 Davi argued that since 
pets are good for us — they bring 
down our blood pressure and lift 
our spirits — a tax deduction 
for their care would be good for 
everyone.

He argued that the deduction 
would be good for the economy 
because people would spend more 
on their pets and fewer people 
would have to give their pets to 
animal shelters during recessions.

I argued in 2009 that our fed-
eral tax code is an incredible mess 
precisely because well-intentioned 
people like Davi have been getting 
special breaks added in by con-

gress members.
Our emotions, skillfully exploit-

ed by politicians, have brought 
us all kinds of government social 
programs that have bloated the 
budget and exploded the defi cit.

I argued a dozen years ago that 
we had to get our spending and 
debt back in order, but since then 
our reckless government — both 
Republicans and Democrats — 
has more than doubled our debt 
from $12 trillion to just under $29 
trillion.

Now that pet ownership has 
soared during the COVID pan-
demic, spending on pets is at an 
all-time high.

The HAPPY Act didn’t become 
law in 2009, though, as Forbes 
reports, some tax deductions are 
available to some pet owners, 
such as those who have emotional 
support animals or earn income 
from pets with names like Lassie.

But as much as I’d love to have a 
sweet $3,500 tax deduction to off-
set the costs of caring for my best 
buddy, Thurber, I still could never 
support the idea.

If current legislators don’t stop 
imposing well-meaning, feel-good 
ideas on our bloated budget, 
someone should bop them upside 
their heads with a rolled-up news-
paper.

TOM
PURCELL

MICHAEL
REAGAN

If you are against solar…
Dear editor,
I want to address a letter sub-

mitted by Terry Anderson to the 
Ledger Independent on Nov. 20, 
2021. It was disputing the need 
for solar farms in Mason County. 
The fi rst complaint said that we 
needed this prime farmland to pro-
duce food and dairy. We have pro-
duced dairy here but there is only 
one operation left in the county 
because you can’t make a profi t 
with it. Our other major source of 
income was tobacco. Every farm 
had a base. Now it takes a con-
tract, and the tobacco companies 
don’t want tobacco from us. Only 
a few producers remain in the 
county. That leaves grain and beef 
cattle. It means lots of expensive 
equipment or lease your land and 
get a job in town or sell your farm. 
Our beautiful rolling prime farm-
land was not meant for continuous 
row cropping.

The article also talks about the 
rising population in Kentucky. 
That’s not happening in Mason 
County. We are the same popula-
tion that we have been since 1960. 
That’s 60 years with no growth.

The next complaint is that 
proponents of solar are putting 
the property tax revenues on a 
spreadsheet and manipulating the 
results. The spreadsheet belongs 
to our PVA. He has produced the 
tax fi gures we use. Bare farmland 
in Mason County is assessed at 
$289 per acre. If a solar farm 
comes, the assessment will go to 
$9,286 per acre and the tax will 
be $100 dollars per acre. If there 
are 7,000 acres of solar farms the 
tax revenue for the county will 
be $700,000 instead of $75,362. 
There will also be a tangible tax or 
a payment in leu of taxes that will 
be collected. We don’t know what 
that will be but at Mount Orab’s 
solar farm it was $9,000 per mega-
watt.

The next issue is that we would 
not get any of the electricity pro-
duced by the solar farms. I am 
not an expert but this is how I 

think the grid works. These solar 
farms will produce electricity. It 
will be sent up to the grid owned 
by EKPC. EKPC will charge the 
solar farm a fee for handling it. 
The solar farm will add this fee to 
the amount of their expense, add 
their profi t and bill the purchaser 
(Amazon, Ford Motor Co., etc.) 
for the electricity. The electricity 
does not fl ow directly to the pur-
chaser, it just goes into the pool 
of electricity on the grid. It’s like 
a bucket of water. The solar farm 
adds a cup of water to the bucket. 
Amazon takes a cup of water out. 
The electricity produced in Mason 
County is in the bucket and what-
ever Mason County needs will be 
taken out. It is most likely pro-
duced on Mason County solar 
farms, but some may have been 
produced by power plants in other 
locations. It’s homogenous.

Another issue is that the solar 
companies have no ties to Mason 
County. Our current factories 
and national chains are the ones 
without ties. When solar compa-
nies spend a billion dollars here, 
they will have the largest ties in 
the county, and it will last for 
many years. Solar energy is the 
least expensive form of electric-
ity. Unlike the fossil fuel power 
generators who must build the 
plant and then purchase the fuel, 
the Solar companies don’t have to 
pay for the sun, so it becomes very 
economical. Acciona, Innergex 
and National Grid, the compa-
nies planning solar farms, are not 
fl y-by-nighters but are large, well 
rated companies listed on national 
stock exchanges. My leasing com-
pany is Acciona Energy LLC, a 
Delaware company.

Issues that we have dealt with 
before are still concerns of the 
CVoMC. There is a very good 
decommissioning plan that the 
PUC siting board will enforce and 
will soon become a law in the state 
of Kentucky. Noise, recycling, and 
soil erosion will be delt with by the 
State Siting Board and the local 

Board of Adjustments. History 
has shown that property values 
have not been negatively affected 
by solar farms. Recent sales of 
property adjoining solar leased 
land in Mason County have sold 
very quickly at substantial profi ts

The last complaint is that these 
foreign companies, with no ties to 
Mason County, are going to rip off 
our country and its taxpayers with 
those terrible tax credits. The 
truth is that the companies are 
offered investment tax credits by 
the Federal Government. The gov-
ernment offers this to entice them 
into investing in energy-producing 
facilities for our economy. The 
amount of the credit is 26 perce 
nt of their investment credit prop-
erty, which is determined by the 
IRS. They receive this as a reduc-
tion in their income taxes. They 
must make a profi t fi rst and then 
their taxes get reduced. If they 
don’t make a profi t and owe taxes, 
they don’t get the tax credit. The 
companies will pay income taxes 
and property taxes in Kentucky, 
and they won’t use any taxpayer 
funds to pay for their solar farms.

All three of these companies 
anticipate building solar farms in 
Mason and Fleming Counties at 
a cost of just under a billion dol-
lars. They will inject lots of cash 
into our economy especially in the 
form of 85 million dollars in pay-
roll over about a fi ve-year period. 
One megawatt of solar energy 
will power 164 homes. Our four 
solar farms would power 154,000 
homes. The opponents of solar 
can’t come up with any reason to 
reject this opportunity other than 
it disturbs their view. They don’t 
own the land or the view; they just 
want to tell us how to manage it. 
If they were faced with the same 
choices that farmers have, they 
would lease too. This is by far the 
best use of our prime farmland. 
If you are against solar, you are 
against Mason County.

Dave Clarke
May’s Lick
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