
 
SIRC True Perspectives - Kim Strassel  
 
On Tuesday November 1, Kim Strassel returned to Skidaway Island and summarized  
her latest bestseller (The Intimidation Game: How the Left is Silencing Free Speech) before a 
packed audience at the Plantation Club Ballroom. 
 
She highlighted the major findings of her several year investigation into the nefarious tactics of 
the left to deny free speech to political opponents. 
 
The start of this new tactic was  on January 21, 2010 - the Supreme Court 5 to 4 decision on 
Citizens United, whereby even corporations were accorded free speech under the First 
Amendment. Facing now the prospect of well-funded larger entities exposing the flawed ideas of 
the left, America’s Liberal leaders then began a wholly different strategy to thwart the exercise 
of free speech. And, by the very title of her latest book, she calls it the “Intimidation Game.” 
 

The New Strategy  
If you can’t legally prevent ideas on competition and freedom 
from reaching the public, try the back door approach of 
amassing pressure on shareholders and board members of 
these freedom-loving organizations. They then will fear 
retaliation, boycott and scare tactics if they pursue expressing 
anti-progressive ideas. President Obama jumped on this new 
strategy by beginning to use the term “shadowy non-profits” to denigrate the resurgence of the 
conservative movement in America. Already he could sense the rise of a counter progressive 
force occasioned by the rise of the TEA Party.  
 
His fears were vindicated by a major set of upsets in the 2010 midterm elections where 
Republicans regained control of the House (no doubt occasioned also by his first-term 
steamroller of ObamaCare legislation without a single Republican vote). 
 
The Citizens United decision was a setback to the McCain Feingold legislation which tried to 
stifle contributions to elections viewing them as somehow “corrupting”. SCOTUS in January 
2010 instead said free speech trumps some perception that donations can corrupt elections. 
 
The Tactics Begin 
It was then pretty clear the direction the progressives would go to stifle opposition to their future 
legislative plans – use every means possible to intimidate the opponents into not donating to 
conservative causes. 
 
An early manifestation was in the not so subtle message to the IRS to prevent the formation of 
tax-deductible foundations that were conservative. It is now apparent that Lois Lerner headed 
this whole effort to just stonewall the formation of any new ones, similar to TEA Party 
organizations. She succeeded in putting some 400 of these applications “on ice” for years.  
 

                                    

 

 



Furthermore other government agencies under the President’s control tried similar tactics. The 
FCC and the FEC would try to find the names of prominent donors to conservative efforts, with 
the understanding that bad things might happen to their reputations from the names given to 
progressive operatives. The latter were not above fabricating allegations of those donors doing 
things inimical to “good” public policy. 
 
Some 17 Democratic Attorneys General also jumped on Board using their intimidation capability 
of criminal allegations. The latest is alleging that opposition to Global Warming as a near term 
disaster is a conspiracy. This threat is to America’s Energy companies who are accused of 
harming the future of the planet by calling for a slow down of draconian measures until the 
threat is proven. 
 
A major success for the Intimidation Game Strategy was the near shut down of ALEC (American 
Legislative Exchange Council) which had previously drafted Stand Your Ground Legislation. 
This was termed “racist” because it led to the death of Trayvon Martin. There were threats 
against Board members of ALEC contributing corporations (e.g. Visa) in their hometowns. Some 
of the threats actually materialized in acts of violence.  
 
How to Counter The Threats 
Faced with this new very effective tactic by the Progressives, Kim Strassel then outlined what a 
concerned citizenry can do to counter it. 
 
First become aware of the strategy. Second, start to speak out against this Un-American 
movement.  Many sincere liberals would not condone this activity perpetrated by a fanatical 
wing of the movement. 
 
Lastly, consider supporting legislation preventing its abuses. For example, how about restricting 
the IRS to collecting the taxes, instead of promoting liberal strategies? 
 
Strassel finished with her interesting idea expanded in her book. Don’t accept the notion, even 
proposed by some Republicans, that mere disclosure of donations solves all problems of undue 
influence of elections. Her entire book is a refutation of that thought, as disclosure was the 
entire means of intimidating threats used by intensive ideologues to suppress free speech. 
 
Another parting comment was also very interesting. Why are individual donation disclosures 
above the $200 level so crucial to having fair elections? That is not a level that implies 
politicians can be bought for one of that small size. The implication, raise the disclosure level to 
something more realistic, e.g. $5000, so all these lists don’t have to published with your name 
on it if you contribute $500. 
 
Please see www.skidawayrepublicanclub.com and click the Photo Gallery Tab to see the 
complete file of photos from this event. 
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