
Search TechdirtSearch
Sign InRegisterPreferencesTechdirt Wireless News Innovation Case Studies Startups Net Neutrality Techdirt Deals!

Main Submit a Story  RSS

Techdirt – No, The MP3 Isn't Dead

Sorry East Texas: Supreme Court Slams The Door... >><< Daily Deal: CentOS And Red Hat Linux Certified...

Journalism

by Karl Bode

Mon, May 22nd
2017 10:42am

Filed Under:
fcc, john donnelly,

journalism, mike
o'rielly, net
neutrality,
reporting

Permalink.
Short link.

5.2

5.2

5.1

Follow Techdirt

Techdirt Gear

Advertisement

Report this ad  |  Hide Techdirt ads

Essential Reading

Hot Topics

Piracy Killing Hollywood So Bad That

Disney Made More Money In 2016

Than Any Studio Ever

If Net Neutrality Dies, Comcast Can

Just Block A Protest Site Instead Of

Sending A Bogus Cease-And-Desist

Wireless Data Revenues Dip For First

Time in Seventeen Years -- Thanks To

A Crazy Little Thing Called

Competition

New To Techdirt?

Explore some core
concepts:

Perhaps It's Not The Entertainment

Industry's Business Model That's Outdated

The Grand Unified Theory On The

Economics Of Free

Step One To Embracing A Lack Of

Scarcity: Recognize What Market You're

Really In

read all »

Techdirt Deals

Report this ad  |  Hide Techdirt ads

Techdirt Insider Chat

That One Guy: From holding site
accountable to user submitted content,
taxing them basically just because to the
good old Snippet Tax 3.0, if they win the
election and are crazy enough to start
pushing for that disaster hopefully the tech
companies are smart enough...
to get out while they can, as if they stay
that'll just be the start

HegemonicDistortion: More
fundamentally, hopefully the people will rise
up against May and her ilk -- Orwellian AND
Victorian prudish.

TheResidentSkeptic: The internet will
respond as always: "Damage Detected -
Rerouting"

JP: So SCOTUS finally ruled 8-0 against

Join the Insider ChatJoin the Insider Chat

Advertisement

Report this ad  |  Hide Techdirt ads

Recent Stories

Sunday
12:00 Funniest/Most Insightful Comments Of The Week

At Techdirt (0)

Saturday
12:00 This Week In Techdirt History: May 21st - 27th (1)

Friday
19:39 More Legislators Jump On The 'Blue Lives Matter'

Bandwagon (179)

17:48 Samsung's 'Airtight' Iris Scanning Technology For

The S8 Defeated With A Camera, Printer, And

Contact Lens (30)

13:32 PayPal Sues Pandora Over Yawn-Inducing Logos

And Tweets About People Opening The Wrong

App (23)

11:56 Charter Spectrum Celebrates Megamerger

One-Year Anniversary With Blanket Price Hikes

For 'Mispriced' Customers (27)

10:43 Helping Platforms Protect Speech By Avoiding

Bogus Subpoenas (10)

FCC Guards 'Manhandle' Reporter Just For Asking Questions At

Net Neutrality Vote

from the not-so-free-press dept

The FCC apparently doesn't want to talk much about

its plan to gut meaningful oversight of some of the

least competitive companies in any American

industry. Last week, we noted that the FCC had

voted to begin the process of gutting popular net

neutrality protections, ignoring the overwhelming

public support for the rules registered at the FCC's

website. This notice of proposed rule making (NPRM)

is followed by a 90-day public comment period (you

can comment here) ahead of a finalizing vote to kill

the consumer protections later this year.

Since the FCC has been getting a few mean tweets

over its decision to give consumers the policy

equivalent of a giant middle finger, it's

understandable that the agency is a bit on edge. That

said, veteran defense beat reporter John Donnelly

stated last week that this tension culminated in him

being shoved up against the wall by two FCC staffers

during their May 18 net neutrality meeting. Donnelly

was, he stated, "manhandled" for simply trying to ask

the agency a question:

. @FCC guards manhandled me, forced me out of building

when I tried to ask @AjitPaiFCC & @mikeofcc questions.

bit.ly/2pQsNg5 1

3:07 PM - 18 May 2017

1,520 991

John M. Donnelly
@johnmdonnelly

Reporter manhandled by FCC guards becau

Security guards at the Federal Communications

Commission headquarters here manhandled a

well-regarded reporter at a public hearing today

press.org

…

 Follow

The National Press Club was quick to issue a

statement on the incident, saying that the FCC's

security detail had even taken to following the

reporter to the restroom for some unspecified reason:

"Donnelly said he ran afoul of plainclothes

security personnel at the FCC when he tried

to ask commissioners questions when they

were not in front of the podium at a scheduled

press conference. Throughout the FCC

meeting, the security guards had shadowed

Donnelly as if he were a security threat, he

said, even though he continuously displayed
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his congressional press pass and held a tape

recorder and notepad. They even waited for

him outside the men’s room at one point.

When Donnelly strolled in an unthreatening

way toward FCC Commissioner Michael

O’Rielly to pose a question, two guards

pinned Donnelly against the wall with the

backs of their bodies until O’Rielly had

passed. O’Rielly witnessed this and

continued walking."

Again, so it's clear, this wasn't even a particularly

controversial reporter (not that it should matter), it

was a widely respected veteran who has been

covering FCC policy for more than a decade.

Numerous members of the press were quick to

express their disgust at the incident, and GOP

Senator Chuck Grassley proclaimed that there was

"no good reason to put hands on a reporter who’s

doing his or her job."

This apparently all happened in front of FCC

Commissioner Mike O'Rielly, who took to Twitter to

apologize, but to deny that he saw the incident occur:

@mikeofcc @FCC @AjitPaiFCC I appreciate the apology. But

"put themselves" there makes it sound dainty. They pinned me.

4:46 PM - 18 May 2017

58 190

18 MayMike O’Rielly @mikeofcc

@johnmdonnelly @FCC @AjitPaiFCC John, I saw security put

themselves between you, me and my staff. I didn't see anyone put

a hand on you. I'm sorry his occurred.

John M. Donnelly
@johnmdonnelly

 Follow

O'Rielly then proceeded, for some reason, to indicate

that he was cold and hungry at the time the event

happened:

@johnmdonnelly @FCC @AjitPaiFCC John, I am not doubting

you one bit. I didn't see physical touching. I was also freezing

and starving. I am very sorry this occurred.

4:47 PM - 18 May 2017

14 8

18 MayJohn M. Donnelly @johnmdonnelly

@mikeofcc @FCC @AjitPaiFCC Two of them leaned their backs

into me & pinned me against the wall right in front of you. One

was Frederick Bucher.

Mike O’Rielly
@mikeofcc

 Follow

Clearly the FCC's majority is a little sensitive, but

there's absolutely zero justification for this kind of

behavior. But it does continue to make it clear that,

much like its plan to gut meaningful oversight of

telecom duopolies, the fake anti-net-neutrality bot

comments flooding the agency's website, or the

FCC's potentially-false DDoS attack claims --

there's more than a few subjects the current FCC

doesn't want to talk too much about right now.
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If you liked this post, you may also be interested in...

Congress Busted Using Cable Lobbyist Talking Points In Attacks On Net Neutrality
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RNC, Chamber Of Commerce Want Robocallers To Be Able To Spam Your Voicemail Without Your Phone

Ringing

The FCC Doesn't Care That Somebody's Spamming Its Net Neutrality Proceeding With Fraudulent Comments

Reader Comments

That One Guy (profile), 22 May 2017 @

10:51am

John, I am not doubting you one bit. I didn't see physical

touching. I was also freezing and starving. I am very sorry this

occurred. — Mike O’Rielly

Given the FCC apparently 'didn't see' the vast majority of

comments in support of NN either I wonder if the eyesight of

those that work there is bad in general, or just with regards to

things they don't want to see?

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Anonymous Coward, 23 May 2017 @

12:21pm

Re:

"Given the FCC apparently 'didn't see' the vast majority of

comments in support of NN "

Sure but they didn't see them due to the cash colored glasses

they were wearing.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Anonymous Anonymous Coward

(profile), 22 May 2017 @ 10:53am

Non-Mandate

There is no mandate from the people to gut Net Neutrality, or any

other of the initiatives on Trump's agenda. Trump lost the popular

vote, and winning in the Electoral College does not a mandate

bestow.

Continuing to fail to listen will just get the populace's dander in a

flurry. Hopefully a sufficient flurry to do something about things

come next election, and I don't mean the next Presidential

election.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Reverend Dak (profile), 22 May 2017 @

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW

Subscribe: RSS

43 Comments | Leave a Comment

Techdirt is facing a First Amendment fight for its life
— and we need your help to survive it.

Donate to the Techdirt Survival Fund $ 

Donations help us continue our reporting on First Amendment issues while we face this legal threat.
Learn more about the fund and our steering committee at isupportjournalism.com

DONATE

FCC Guards 'Manhandle' Reporter Just For Askin... https://www.techdirt.com/articles/20170522/053...

3 of 14 05/28/2017 01:25 PM



11:01am

This regime just reeks of thuggish regimes, like Putin's and

Erdoğan. Is this really the America the Alt-Right, or conservatives
want? Seems kind of Commy, in the Totalitarian Authoritarian

kind of way (not the community based, people's rule, way). You

know, like Russia.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

This comment has been flagged by the community. Click here to show it

Baron von Robber, 22 May 2017 @

11:47am

Re: Re:

Excellent work, comrade. Bottle of vodka for you in break

room.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Thad, 22 May 2017 @ 12:13pm

Re: Re: Re:

Do not feed Every Nation guy.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Anonymous Coward, 22 May 2017

@ 5:24pm

Re: Re: Re: Re:

Every post gets the comments it deserves.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Chuck, 22 May 2017 @ 12:12pm

Re: Re:

An independent, eh? Is it fun being the special snowflake who

votes for a candidate who is always, every time, without fail,

no question whatsoever, guaranteed not to win, ever ever

ever?

Hate party politics all you want. They're here and they're not

going anywhere. The only time a political party has EVER

been dethroned in America is when another, new party took

its place, and there's absolutely no reason to think that's

going to change for at least another century or so.

Voting independent is worse than staying home. Sauce: if

even 1% of the 2.1% of the voters who voted for Gary

Johnson had voted Clinton, she'd be president now. And if

you're going to tell me she wouldn't have been just a LITTLE

better than Trump, then nevermind, I can't talk to you.

As to the main point: this is one of those moments if you're a

reporter for NBC or ABC or CBS, isn't it? You've got to decide

if you side with your corporate masters and stay quiet (now

that Comcast owns you) or if you side with your brothers in

arms in the journalism business and do what's best for both

your profession and the nation. The real story here is to watch

the reactions of those in the press. If you can't stand beside

Mr. Donnelly here, you don't deserve to call yourself a

reporter.

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW

FCC Guards 'Manhandle' Reporter Just For Askin... https://www.techdirt.com/articles/20170522/053...

4 of 14 05/28/2017 01:25 PM



[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Anonymous Coward, 22 May 2017 @

12:43pm

Re: Re: Re:

If 100% of Americans voted with their conscious neither

Hillary or Trump would have been elected.

Choosing to vote on party lines because the independent

will 'never win' is a waste of vote too. Politicians love people

like you, they keep shoving it up your ass and you keep

asking for more each time you vote for them.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

David, 23 May 2017 @ 9:34am

Re: Re: Re: Re:

If 100% of Americans had a conscience there would be no

need to vote in the first place. Democracy is just the form

of government that converges slowest against evil when

compared to other forms.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

PaulT (profile), 24 May 2017 @

1:12am

Re: Re: Re: Re: Re:

"If 100% of Americans had a conscience there would be

no need to vote in the first place"

That seems like a very weird statement. You're not only

saying that it's literally a case of good vs evil, but that

there's nothing the populace could disagree on that isn't

a matter of conscience.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Thad, 22 May 2017 @ 12:44pm

Re: Re: Re:

if even 1% of the 2.1% of the voters who voted for

Gary Johnson had voted Clinton, she'd be

president now.

That's...not really an accurate statement.

First of all, your numbers are wrong. Johnson got 3.3% of

the vote, not 2.1%.

Secondly, of the states Trump won, only 5 (plus Nebraska's

second district) were within the Johnson margin: Arizona,

Florida, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. If 100% of

Johnson's voters outside those states had voted Clinton

instead, it would have had no effect whatsoever on the

outcome of the election.

Lastly, you're assuming a scenario in which half of

Johnson's voters switch to Clinton but the other half don't

switch to Trump. That's a pretty artificial construct, isn't it?

You're assuming a situation in which Johnson voters whose

second choice is Clinton decide that they're going to go

ahead and vote for a major-party candidate, but that

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW
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Johnson voters whose second choice is Trump don't. How

does that work?

In practice, polls showed that Libertarian voters were

roughly evenly split on who their second choice was. So if

every Johnson voter had voted for their second choice

instead of Johnson...it wouldn't have changed the outcome

of the election.

Now, once you look at Jill Stein, she's another story; most

of her supporters did prefer Clinton over Trump. So you

should probably be looking at her voters, not Johnson's.

So, narrowing our list of states Trump won to the ones that

were within Stein's vote margin, you get Michigan,

Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin; those were the three closest

Trump states, and that's why we heard so much about

them following the election. It is true that, had Stein voters

in those three states voted for Clinton instead of Stein,

Clinton would have won the electoral college. However,

once again, anyone who voted for her outside of those

three states made no impact on the outcome of the

election.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Anonymous Coward, 22 May 2017 @

1:26pm

Re: Re: Re:

Voting independent is worse than staying home.

Sauce: if even 1% of the 2.1% of the voters who

voted for Gary Johnson had voted Clinton, she'd

be president now.

What makes you think those votes would have gone for

Clinton? And how was voting for Johnson somehow

"worse" than staying home (unless you think Johnson

would have been worse than Trump)?

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Chuck, 22 May 2017 @ 2:46pm

Re: Re: Re:

First, you seem to presume that just because I don't like the

two-party system, that means I don't like either of the

parties. I'm a democrat and damn proud of it. There's like 2

policy positions out of a platform of 40+ ideas that I

disagree with. Odds are good there will literally never be a

party I agree with more than the Democrats, so no, they're

not shoving anything on or up me.

My problem isn't the Democrats. My problem isn't even the

Republicans, as much as I loathe nearly every single thing

they stand for. My problem is the Independants, as I stated.

It's people who are too idealistic for their own good. Sure,

principles are nice, but a president who isn't a crazy

misogynistic racist would be much nicer. The fact that I

agree with nearly every principle of one party is just icing on

the cake for me. Even people who don't like the Dems are

still living in fantasy land of they believe voting for a

third-party candidate has any actual impact.

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW
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As to Johnson, let's put it this way: people who voted for

Johnson weren't libertarians. Half of them couldn't even

define what a libertarian is. They weren't voting FOR

anyone. They were voting AGAINST the two candidates

who had a snowball's chance in hell of winning. True, there

may have been a small handful of Johnson voters who

genuinely liked the guy, or his politics, or both, but the truth

is a vote for the last 7-8 Independent presidential

candidates has always been a vote against the system,

rather than a vote FOR anyone or anything.

Stein, as you point out, pretty much exclusively stole her

votes from the Clinton pool. But don't delude yourself into

thinking Johnson wasn't taking at least 3-to-1 from Clinton

too. The simple truth is, in a year where the FBI wasn't

tilting the scales, well over Half of Johnson's voters would've

held their nose and voted Clinton, and the remainder?

I'd be shocked if anyone who voted for Johnson could

seriously stomach Trump.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Thad, 22 May 2017 @ 3:50pm

Re: Re: Re: Re:

First, you seem to presume that just because I

don't like the two-party system, that means I don't

like either of the parties.

Huh? Who are you talking to? I assume from the Stein

comments that you were talking to me, but your reply is

to yourself, and I never implied you didn't have a

preference between the two parties. Your comment

clearly indicated you were a Democratic partisan. (Not

that I'm criticizing; I'm a registered independent but I

usually vote Democratic myself.)

But don't delude yourself into thinking Johnson

wasn't taking at least 3-to-1 from Clinton too.

Delude myself? I'm not the one pulling numbers out of his

ass.

Here's a FiveThirtyEight rundown of Johnson's affect

on the polls; it concludes that Johnson voters' second

choice was split evenly between Clinton and Trump.

Now, you may say, "But Thad, almost all the polls were

off." Yes, they were. By about five points. In favor of

Clinton. But the polls that didn't include Johnson didn't

favor Clinton any more than the ones that did.

If you've got any evidence of your "Johnson voters

preferred Clinton over Trump by a 3-to-1 margin" -- that's

a lot, dude -- then feel free to share. But I haven't seen

any, and it seems to me that if you had any you'd have

led with a source instead of just smug condescension.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Wendy Cockcroft, 25 May 2017 @

5:36am

Re: Re: Re: Re: Re:

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW
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Gentlemen, I believe the problem would be solved by the

introduction of proportional representation. It'd break

gerrymandering, for a start.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Thad, 25 May 2017 @ 10:07am

Re: Re: Re: Re: Re: Re:

Proportional representation would be a very good start.

I would also advocate a runoff system instead of first-

past-the-post.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

The Wanderer (profile), 26

May 2017 @ 5:30am

Re: Re: Re: Re: Re: Re: Re:

Be careful about that, though; while the best ranked-

preference systems out there (basically, the

Condorcet method) don't have this problem, the

ones most popularly known under the "instant

runoff" moniker do not entirely eliminate the

perverse-incentive effect which leads to strategic

voting.

The problem is one of what is called Arrow's

impossibility theorem, and in particular the

monotonicity criterion and independence of

irrelevant alternatives (IIA).

The details are in the articles at those links, but

basically, it is impossible to design a voting system

which does not fail at least one of a set of specified

criteria. Every voting system I've seen described

except for the Condorcet method avoids this problem

by sacrificing the criterion known as monotonicity,

i.e., that voting for A over B will never increase the

odds of B winning; as I understand matters, the

Condorcet method instead sacrifices the criterion

known as unrestricted domain, in that it can

sometimes result in a cyclic loop - in which A

defeats B and B defeats C and C defeats A, so that

there is no definable winner. (I have ideas in mind of

how to avoid such loops in practice with - as far as I

can see - no real-world downsides, by sacrificing

only the determinism aspect of unrestricted domain

when such a loop is encountered, but that would be

a separate discussion.)

The methods commonly known as instant-runoff

voting, apparently including the one adopted in

Maine and just recently struck down as a violation of

the state constitution, consist basically of either

"drop the candidate who received the most

last-place votes" or "drop the candidate who

received the fewest first-place votes", repeated until

there is only one candidate left.

It's well known that single-choice first-past-the-post

voting violates IIA and/or monotonicity, by way of

what is known as the spoiler effect; voting for A

means you don't vote for C, so C's vote total is

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW
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reduced, so B has a better chance of winning than if

you'd voted for C. While it is harder to construct an

example for the "drop most-last-place" or "drop

fewest-first-place" instant-runoff systems, such

examples do exist; the linked Wikipedia articles for

IIA and the monotonicity criterion have some.

As long as it is possible to increase A's chances by

changing the way you rank B (or vice versa), the

spoiler effect - and the perverse incentives

associated with it - will always exist. This problem is

smaller under IRV than under any single-choice

voting method that I know of, but it still exists. The

only voting system out there that I know of that does

not have this problem is the Condorcet method.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

William Braunfeld (profile), 23 May

2017 @ 12:22pm

Re: Re: Re:

Ooookay, I've been holding onto this for a while, but this

seems as good a place as any to let the rant flow.

You are NOT JUST VOTING for president.

This is the part people do not seem to get.

Bernie Sanders pushed the Democratic party further to the

left this election, because he had a surprising amount of

support, and the other Democrats needed to shift left to try

and get those voters on their side. This is important - even

vital! - to the democratic process.

The parties pay attention to who you vote for. They pay

attention to what you support. The reason our parties have

stagnated this much is that the Presidential race is,

essentially, a duopoly right now; and it's entirely because of

this sort of viewpoint, because of strategic voting. If enough

people voted for third parties, or voted No Confidence (as I

did; trying to write independents off as "special snowflakes"

demonstrates far more about you than it does about

independents), or otherwise voiced their displeasure, then

while we'd still end up with a D or R in office THIS

ELECTION, the parties would take note and adjust

themselves to fit into the demands of the populace.

Remember: THEY WANT US TO VOTE FOR THEM. No,

we can't change the two-party system for the next election,

or the one after, or maybe even the one after; but if we think

about the future, about the country in 20 years (five

elections down the line), about the country our children will

inherit, the country our grandchildren will live in; in short, if

we stop saying OH GOD TRUMP/CLINTON WILL RUIN

THE COUNTRY and recognize that they get four years and

life will continue past that point (presuming nobody starts

tossing nukes around like candy), then the REAL strategy

should be to try to shift and mold the parties into what WE

want them to be; not to limit ourselves to what the PARTIES

want US to be.

You say voting independent is worse than staying home.

+ + FW LW
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I say voting the party line is why we're in this god-damn

mess to begin with.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Thad, 23 May 2017 @ 2:48pm

Re: Re: Re: Re:

Good point. The Democrats of 2017 are behaving very

differently than the Democrats of 2001. In '01 they bent

over backwards to cooperate with Bush at every

opportunity; today they're actually functioning as a united

opposition party. Their takeaway from 2000 seemed to be

"fuck the base; we need to move farther to the right and

peel off Bush votes," whereas their takeaway from 2016

seems to be "you know, maybe we should stop ignoring

the base; maybe we'd have won if we'd gone with

Bernie."

I mean, kind of. Obviously there's still an ideological rift

between the Democratic establishment and the

Sanders/Warren wing of the party; Schumer's as

establishment as it gets, and Perez vs. Ellison seems to

have turned into a "let's repeat the primaries by proxy"

race, with the Clinton stand-in winning again. (Though

Perez seems mostly all right -- pity about the TPP

support, but he appears to have a good pro-labor record

otherwise --, and he seems to have done a much better

job presenting a conciliatory, unified front with Ellison

after his victory than Clinton did with Sanders after hers.)

But it sure feels like there's at least some inclination to try

and appeal to the liberals who voted Stein or stayed

home rather than vote for Clinton.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Anonymous Coward, 22 May 2017 @

12:58pm

Re: Re:

> Every nation gets the government it deserves,

Ah yes, "the divine right of kings" and all that other crap.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Thad, 22 May 2017 @ 1:18pm

Re: Re: Re:

He doesn't actually know who Joseph de Maistre was. No

sense trying to explain it to him; he thinks the quote makes

him sound smart.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Anonymous Coward, 22 May 2017

@ 5:11pm

Re: Re: Re: Re:

Even attributing the concept makes little sense. You can

find the contours of it even before ancient Greece and

Platos implicit mentions since it is a platitude. Maistres

thoughts were merely creating a counterculture to

enlightenment and a rather incontoversial one in his past.

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW

+ + FW LW
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Calling others snowflakes, spouting fake news and

clamouring for a counter-culture person in the most

mainstream of positions is certainly not very enlightened.

But Trump is an atheist which makes the theory of that

type of authoritarian conservatism nonsense.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

PaulT (profile), 23 May 2017 @ 1:15am

Re: Re:

"Trump got in, because of Democrat & Republican corruption"

...while representing the Republican party. Hmmm

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Thad, 23 May 2017 @ 10:55am

Re: Re: Re:

Sure, but the Democrats did have the bright idea of trying

to defeat the most unpopular candidate in major-party

history by nominating the second-most unpopular one.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

PaulT (profile), 24 May 2017 @

1:16am

Re: Re: Re: Re:

So? Again, nobody can defend Trump or his supporters,

only whine that his opponent didn't meet their tastes. That

doesn't let the people who voted for Trump off the hook for

doing so, nor does it make any sense of the idea that

voting for the representative of the Republican party was

somehow a vote against the status quo.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Thad, 24 May 2017 @ 9:09am

Re: Re: Re: Re: Re:

Trump himself is about as far from "status quo" as it

gets. His policies, on the other hand, yeah, pure

Republican Establishment stuff.

That people thought an unconventional politician would

have unconventional politics is understandable, even if

cynics like you and me saw right through it.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

William Braunfeld (profile), 23 May

2017 @ 12:15pm

Re: Re:

I actually 100% agree with you, here. Good reminder that you

should always view comments the community has hidden,

and that even people you normally wildly disagree with can

have good points.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Anonymous Coward, 22 May 2017 @

+ + FW LW
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12:59pm

Re:

> Is this really the America the Alt-Right, or conservatives

want?

Yup.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

David, 23 May 2017 @ 9:42am

Re: Re:

> Is this really the America the Alt-Right, or

conservatives want?

Yup.

You've seen nothing yet.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

TheResidentSkeptic (profile), 22 May

2017 @ 11:39am

Coming soon...

Official directions for reporters:

"When we want you to ask a question, we will GIVE you the

question. Until then, keep quiet. Do we have to say 'or else'?"

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Anonymous Coward, 22 May 2017 @

1:14pm

Who were they?

Were these FCC or cable company guards?

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Anonymous Coward, 22 May 2017 @

3:09pm

Re: Who were they?

Maybe a branch of the MAFIAA's stop-people-who-might-

be-filming-movies gestapo?

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Zonker, 24 May 2017 @ 3:30pm

Re: Who were they?

Were these FCC or cable company guards?

Yes.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

David (profile), 22 May 2017 @ 2:29pm

DDoS by FCC bot-net

I like the fact that the majority of the attack was surely the bot-net

that FCC buddies threw together. It presents a possibility that is

quite delicious; ask the FBI to look into the DDoS, find the perps

(close at hand no doubt).
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I would enjoy seeing Ajit in a fetching orange jumper.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Daniel Audy, 22 May 2017 @ 2:47pm

Should never have happened but a surprisingly good response, if

lacking an apology, given that it did. Politicians and business folk

should follow his example and avoid turning minor incidents into

personal quagmires.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Don touch me thar, 22 May 2017 @

3:47pm

Handled by men

Anyone notice how many reporters have been murdered in

recent years, along with bankers, non-traditional health care

professionals?

Manhandling seems kind of tame in these lethal times, although I

would prefer woman handling if push comes to shove.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Ryunosuke (profile), 22 May 2017 @

4:09pm

alternative facts!

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Coyne Tibbets (profile), 22 May 2017 @

5:38pm

FCC Response?

"He questioned our authoritah, so he's gotta be a #@$&!+%

terrorist!"

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

orbitalinsertion (profile), 22 May 2017 @

5:47pm

Now that's what I call transparency!

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

Bergman (profile), 22 May 2017 @ 6:23pm

Speaking for myself...

If someone or multiple someones pinned me to a wall that way,

that places them in an optimal position for a submission hold.

Just reach up, place fingers in the proper spots, and press gently

but firmly.

They can either step away or fall over.

[ reply to this | link to this | view in chronology ]

David, 23 May 2017 @ 9:45am

Don't delude yourself.

They can either step away or fall over.

Or shoot you in self-defense. You missed the qualified

immunity memo: proportional response is so yesterday's news.
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