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Dear Rick 1 — Being Rick Rosner

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
November 24, 2016
Scott: What’s it like being Rick Rosner?

Rick: Right now, the Olympics are happening. It’s the very best people in the world at sports. In
a way, I’'m the world’s silver medalist in 1Q. I want to ask NBC where my human interest feature
is with Bob Costas. He shows me tending to my sheep, when I’m not working on IQ tests.

Or working at Home Depot, neither of which I do, but which are generally involved in human
interest pieces. Anyway, in my everyday dumbness and life, | am like everybody else, except
with an obsession to go to the gym. Where | have a circuit, I go to five different gyms because
this is LA. There are gyms every half-mile or so.

Every three years or so, | have been poking at this 1Q test, which is hard enough that it offers the
possible score that could move me up in the rankings. However, it’s so hard. It has taken years to
come close to completing it. | used to have an awesome and semi-crushing job writing jokes and
bits for Jimmy Kimmel Live!, where | was for about 12 years.

As far as things defining you, that job probably defined me. It was all-consuming while I had it. |
haven’t had that job in 2 years. There’s a lot of me sitting at home in a towel because it’s hot,
tweeting, and trying to get famous enough to sell my memoir of going back to high school
several times.

Right now, you and I are trying to sell a book to a mainstream publisher that may be called How
to be a Fucked Up Genius. | feel little bit of desperation because | am 56 now. My time to be
recognized as an authority on anything is getting shorter and shorter.

I don’t feel 56, but there are a lot of people that feel that way. I take 70-80 supplements a day. |
exercise for 2 hours per day. So, maybe, that’s a more legitimate claim in my case. Sometimes, I
think about stuff that’s not non-sense. Usually, | am thinking about non-sense.

We have been working for over two years. You encourage me to think about subjects that aren’t
garbage: physics particularly cosmology, consciousness, the ethical implications of what we
think about physics and consciousness, what the future will be like given what we think about
physics, ethics, and consciousness.

My wife and | are empty nesters for the most part. Our kid is going to be a senior in college. She
has an internship. So, she’ll only be here for a week this summer. Although, the nest doesn’t feel
entirely empty because we have a dog that pisses and poops when and where she pleases, often.

It is a problem in behavioural engineering, which we haven’t figured out yet. That’s about it.
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Dear Rick 2 — A Day in the Life

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
November 26, 2016
Scott: What does your average day look like?

Rick: Sometimes, I’ll wake up when my wife wakes up. She gets around a quarter to five. The
dog is used to getting up when she is up by waking her up. Even when my wife does not want to
wake up at that time, she gets up at that time. When she does it on purpose, it is to get on the
freeway by 6:20/6:30 because driving to Santa Monica on the 405 is impossible.

It’s impossible if you leave after 7:00am. The 405 is a ten- or eleven-lane freeway from the San
Fernando Valley to the West Side of LA, close to the beach. They keep adding lanes. It doesn’t
help. It is gridlocked. You go along 18 miles an hour. There are probably 8 hours a day when it
is that bad.

So if I get up with her, I read the paper, eat my morning pills, maybe do some work, see what’s
happening in social media. Lately, I’ve been ignoring Facebook and LinkedIn because it is too
much, especially with Twitter. Even though, Twitter has a reputation for not being a cutting edge
social media anymore because the number of followers don’t grow with Twitter.

Twitter had 310 million monthly active users a year ago. Now, they’re only up to 313 million
this year. Other things like Snapchat, Instagram, are on to being more less your Grandma’s social
media. Although, my family doesn’t want me to use them to not embarrass them as much.

I’ll tweet for a while, read the paper, watch the TV news, get up and sit around, and we’ll have
this work format where we’ll have this format where you transcribe sessions and then I edit them
eventually. We put them on Amazon with the eventual goal of having legitimate books put out
by a legitimate publisher.

We may meet at 7:30 in the morning. I’ll back to bed. I’ll get up again around 10:00am. Maybe,
I’1l beat off. It feels good and is good for prostate health. My prostate isn’t that large yet, but
regular orgasms are good for prostate hygiene, especially for men. Men have less prostate cancer
statistically that have orgasms.

I’ll get on the stock market and see as it gets closer to closing time. The markets close at 1:00PM
West Coast time. Lately, I’ve been selling stuff because the market has been going on since the
crash of 2008. It has been an 8-year gold market, which means it’s pretty old.

It might be in the season at records highs. It might be good to get out of securities to some extent
because there’s going to be a correction eventually. Maybe, when the fed starts raising interest
rates because the economy or when it is good, there’s writing later in the day.

My wife gets home generally around 1:00. Often, we have lunch together. After that point, |
continue tweeting and doing the things that | should be doing: editing and writing (generally
unpaid). Although, I do have an article running for Reader’s Digest, paid, from a year ago.

I hope this is stuff lead to enough recognition that we get legitimate book deals. At dinner,
around 6/6:30, it’s pretty early. However, my wife waking up at 4:45 in the morning wants to eat
to get into bed by 9:30. After dinner, I’ll go to the library sometimes, but usually to a series of
five gyms more often than not in a big ten-mile loop.
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I’ll go LA Fitness, Coldwater, LA Fitness North Hollywood, Gold’s Gym on Laurel Canyon, the
Y, the Tahunga, LA Fitness on Ventura, and then back home to a total of 80-110 sets. TV is
watched, usually Netflix. I’ll get some writing work done. Usually, I’m too tired. I have been
able to watch an hour of TV and then am rested enough to do some editing from midnight to 1 or
2 in the morning.

I’1l go to bed and then up at 5 in the morning and start again.
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Dear Rick 3 — High School Advice

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
November 28, 2016
Scott: What is some good advice for high school students?

Rick: Pick who you’d want to be to see if you can get what you want out of high school. That
was one way for me. | wanted a girlfriend, but was nerdy. | kept trying to change to be less nerdy
and more jock-ish, but because everyone knew me in the little town I grew up and started late to
have success in sports, it didn’t work at all.

Everybody knew that | was a nerd that was getting restless as a nerd and it didn’t make me
anymore popular back in a time when popularity was more of a thing. The general principle is
still applicable. It took me a while to realize that because girls fall in love with nerds in movies
does not mean that they do it in real life.

| was going to have to decide if | wanted to change myself and learn better social skills to get
what I want. That’s something best done in the first year of high school or before to decide what
you want to get out of high school and see if what you’re doing will help you with that.

I didn’t have much of a problem getting good grades much of the time until I kept getting sad not
being popular and then fucking up. Maybe, social success isn’t what you want out
of high school and academic success is — see if you’re well positioned for academic success.

Do you have good study habits? Do you have good reading skills? At some point, instead of
drifting through high school and letting stuff happen to you, early on, you should decide what
you want out of high school and see if you can make it more likely that you can get what you
want out of high school.

Everybody is frustrated and miserable to some extent in high school. But that’s preferable to real
life or adult misery because everybody is clear on why they are miserable. It makes it a little less
horrible understanding your situation.
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Dear Rick 4 — High School Girlfriend

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
November 30, 2016
Scott: For high school students, how do they get a girlfriend?

Rick: When | was in high school, nerds had a hard time getting girlfriends. You can find people
to get you through the awful high school years. That’s one way of getting a girlfriend, be patient.
Most people who want a relationship will have one before they die.

My friends and | were desperate. My buddy Joe and | would walk our dogs together for hours
and be all freaked out about no girlfriends and talk about who might like us and what we could
do to get girls to like us. A part of it is waiting for things to happen in the course of time.

A lot of people in high school aren’t ready for intimate relationships. When I went

to high school, getting laid was a mark of social success, but for girls, sometimes, especially at
that age being sexually active is a bad move. Plus, I wasn’t anybody that girls would want to
have sex with at the time.

I wasn’t anybody’s idea of a good potential boyfriend. If they put up with me in my nerdy years,
they might have gotten a shot living with a guy who has been successful for a while, or who was
successful for a while, in Hollywood.
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Dear Rick 5 — High School Girlfriend 2

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 2, 2016
Scott: What else — on getting a girlfriend?

Rick: There’s a semi-creepy or fully creepy pickup artist movement. Guys work with each other
to try to develop techniques for picking up girls. There’s a lot that’s creepy about that. It is
manipulative. It objectifies girls. It has girls as targets that often don’t acknowledge women as
complete people, but as people as targets to have sex with.

The less creepy and more responsible aspects of that whole thing have a couple reasonable
principles. One is be somebody worthy of having a girlfriend, ‘become your own best self” to put
it in Oprah terms. If you’re gross, if you’re angry, you’re probably turning off people and instead
you might want to put some effort into improving yourself.

You might want to put effort into being a person that people might like being with. Another
aspect is to think or try to understand women as complete people. Understand that every person
has his or her own objectives and feelings and see if there’s a way that you can come across as a
person who has consideration for those feelings and wants.

Those are feelings and wants on the part of other people. Part of having a long-term partner or
even a medium term partner is fitting your needs together with their needs. It takes a while. Most
people in high school are more sophisticated and less isolated now thanks to everything than they
used to be.

But it still takes a while for people, for teenagers, to get a good handle on what it might entail to
be in a relationship, or even adults. My wife and | have been in couples counselling for well over
fifteen years. It’s not like we go in there every week to yell at each other.

We go in every 3 or 4 weeks to discuss stuff that might be better discussed in a refereed
environment. A big part of couple’s work is adjusting expectations. People can change to some
extent, but what also has to change are if people have unreasonable expectations for their
partners.

Couples counselling is a good way to diplomatically get gripes like that out without everything
necessarily turning into a fight.
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Dear Rick 6 — Vitamins, Minerals, Supplements
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 4, 2016
Scott: What vitamins, minerals, supplements should people be taking? | have skepticism here.

Rick: Some stuff gets debunked, like Vitamin E is currently not popular because some studies
have debunked its efficacy. Besides vitamins or supplements at all, I’d say floss your teeth to
lower the probability of getting heart disease. But still, dude, don’t have a bunch of crap caught
in your teeth to create a bunch of bacteria that very time you swallow it goes into your thorax
area and maybe add to inflammation, which can add to coronary artery disease.

My favourite one is Metformin, which is the most popular diabetes drug in America. It lowers
blood sugar. Take a baby aspirin, it has heart protective action. Turmeric or circumin, it is an
orange powder used in India. When you use it in your food, but you’re not going to get it in your
food, it may get some cancer and inflammation preventative effects.

It seems pretty effective. I like SODzyme. There’s anecdotal evidence. You can’t go too wrong
with a bunch of anti-oxidants or a lot of the other specialized drugs. They tend to function as
antioxidants. With anecdotal evidence that it slows down the graying of hair, I think it does.

| take a lot of it. It may create euphoria. | am a lot happier than | should be because I have been
unemployed for a couple years. You can take fish oil, which may or may not help. It’s just fish
oil. If you eat bad food, you want to counteract the effects of bad food by taking carb or fat
blockers.

You’re going to pay the price in uncomfortable intestinal distress. You’re going to fart and have
exploding poo. It may teach you to not eat so many carbs and fatty food. You’ll strain less in the
bathroom, not absorb as many calories and will serve to replace the dieting discipline you might
have otherwise.
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Dear Rick 7 — Joke Writing

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 6, 2016
Scott: How do you write a joke?

Rick: In my opinion, and the opinion of George Saunders, laughter is an expression of joy at
information received at a discount. As humans, our model for dealing with reality is to
accumulate information. We’re generalists or omnivores of information compared to other
animals that are looking for specific information in the environment.

We don’t have to spend as much getting the information and also cheaply acquire it if the
information fits compactly into our brains if it doesn’t use all of our mental resources in dealing
with the information. To capture the delight of a joke, you set up a complicated situation and
resolve it quickly.

People laugh, “Hahaha, that whole complicated situation that took up a big chunk of my
simulation space has been exposed as bullshit. I don’t have to worry about it at all. Hahaha!”
Practical jokes work like that even more directly. It’s April Fools. Somebody forgets it’s April
Fools.

Somebody that’s bad at practical jokes says that Chicago has been hit by a dirty bomb. They are
evacuating. Suddenly, this occupies your entire awareness except positional awareness. Now,
you’re worried. An American city has been hit by a terrorist attack of the type never been
perpetrated before.

You don’t know what it means for you or your loved ones or Chicago. You’re completely
focused on this and the asshole says, “Hahaha, April Fools!” “Fucker!” You don’t laugh. You’re
pissed at the guy. (Laughs) They may laugh about the situation being resolved. A complicated
situation requiring lots of thought has been solved cheaply.

It turns out to be BS. You don’t worry about it. I’ve chosen a horrible subject because it’s not a
laughing matter. That’s how I think jokes work. You set up a complicated situation and resolve it
with a simple punchline and people laugh at cheaply gained information.
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Dear Rick 8 — Laughter, Election, Mechanization
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 8, 2016
Scott: Long before the election, we were talking about joke writing.

Rick: I and another person think laughter is a reaction to getting information at a discount. The
setup of a joke takes a certain amount of mental real estate. It can be complicated, but the
punchline solves it simply and people can get a simple chunk of information rather than a
complicated one.

Our general orientation is to be avid consumers of information that has personal relevance to us.
That is the human model for survival, where more than any other species, | assume — unless
dolphins or octopuses have some thing going on; we seek out information relevant to us and try
to exploit it.

And there are lots of reasons why Trump got elected, but among them, | believe, are a couple
things that reflect the fact that we’re in the era of big information. One thing, I don’t think this
election could have happened without social media.

Social media, one of its most important functions is to be a personal information feed. People
who are really into it, which is tens of millions of Americans, spend a great deal of time glued to
various devices hit you moment-by-moment with personal information.

Information that is relevant you. It is empowering. It exalts you. It raises your self-esteem. In
some way, it makes your personal information feed viewable by thousands of people a day if
you’re part of the big social networks. You feel important.

| believe this goes along with some social trends that reinforce individuality versus collective
action. Hillary’s slogan is “stronger together,” but based on the elections results. Tens of millions
of people were like “F- that!” I am interested in blatant self-interest like Trump who is a reality
star.

I call it “lottery culture” or “lottery thinking.” People have wondered for years why so many
people have voted Republican against their economic interests. In that, Democrats are known for
being wealth redistributors. The states that vote Republican are states that are net receivers of tax
money. Certain states send more in taxes to the federal government than they receive like
California.

Other states receive more in tax revenue from government programs than they send to the federal
government in taxes. Those are generally the less rich, generally Southern states, but those states
generally are politically conservative and Republican. So, it seems weird that people who vote
for the party that it is against government handouts actually receive more from the government
than the states whose citizens generally vote for the party who is in favour of government
programs that give people money.

Among the explanations, what | might think be the reason, is that people who feel empowered

and feel like they’re on the verge of success don’t want to vote against being penalized for that
success, whether or not they have that success or not. So over the last 20 years, you’ve seen the
coming of reality shows, where any kind of yahoo can get on TV and become rich and famous.
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You have the empowering nature of a personal information feed that is reinforced every few
minutes throughout the day. One of the reasons people would vote for a self-interested
individualist like Trump is their individualism has been pumped up via the celebration and the
constant treats of social media.

Besides that, there are a zillion other reasons including weird electoral college stuff. FBI Director
James Comey saying Hillary was suspicious 11 days before the election. The bad strategic
moves on the Clinton campaign and not hitting states like Pennsylvania and states they thought
that they had.

Beyond that, I think it was the first Al election. People were voting on the consequences of
increased mechanization taking away work functions. | just read an article that says that based on
current technology 40% of things people do at work can be mechanized. It doesn’t mean 40% of
jobs will go to robots immediately, but it does mean work can be hollowed out and thinned out
by mechanization, and that this will increasingly cost jobs, which candidates only talk about
tangentially. Nobody really makes it a huge issue.

There are basic things that don’t get talked about politically because nobody can offer a solution
to it. For instance, we’ve been arguing over Obamacare for § years. He got into office and made
it a priority. Before that, we have been arguing over the cost of medical treatments since Bill
Clinton was in office before that. Everybody talks about eliminating waste and coming up with
better ways to not cost people money for insurance.

But nobody ever makes a point that medicine is much better now than it was 50 years ago. To
some extent, good medicine costs a bunch of money. So, nobody ever talks about how to pay for
something that is inherently expensive and people haven’t even really looked much at medicine
to see what parts of it — it is so tangled — need to be looked at to see what expenses are legitimate
expenses and how much costs are due to our shitty system, which means that the debate is like
the debate with jobs.

People talk about job training on the Left. They talk about educational subsidies to prepare
people better to take the new jobs of tomorrow, but the Right talks about getting rid of
regulations and taxes that make it hard for employers to bring jobs to America. Both of these
arguments don’t do much to address the deal that many, many types of jobs are being shrunken
or going away entirely.

100 years ago, or over 150 years ago, well over 90% of Americans worked in Agriculture. We
were a farming nation. It took a bunch of people to farm. Now, the percent of Americans in
agriculture is under 5%. I want to say 2%, but that sounds crazily low. But it’s not. Farming jobs
have evaporated, but that’s because farming became mechanized, and also corporatized.
Regardless of the exact flavour of the structure of farming, farming jobs went away because
machines do most of the things people used to do 100 years ago. Nobody is talking about
bringing back farming job. That is walking behind a mule with a plough. Nobody wants to do
that because that’s ridiculous.

Only a few fringy people, and only politicians very occasionally, talk about what to do when
more, and more, work gets turned over to machines. It is a source of job loss. It is also a source
of income inequality. Karl Marx was an interesting theoretician because he thought he could lay
out the course of the future exactly via the way people are and the way work is. He said that
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workers would eventually get sufficiently pissed off that they would take over the means of
production. That is communism.

But what he didn’t imagine was a world in which you didn’t need are freakin” workers. The
movie that has been the theme of the election is Idiocracy. It is a Mike Judge movie from ten
years ago. It is set 500 years in the future. Everyone is dumb. They watch crap TV. They eat crap
food. The country is about to collapse because nobody knows how to grow plants anymore
because everyone is an idiot.

But certain aspects of the world make sense and align with the world we live in, which is, we’re
living in a world in which workers are more superfluous and how do you build a world that
addresses that. You could come up with hundreds of millions of new high-tech jobs that would
make use of everybody, but that’s not how high-tech works. High-tech isn’t about job creation.

It is about people making money trying to figure out apps that make life easier for people. That
leads to systems that make Americans crazy like Guaranteed Minimum Income like some Nordic
countries are experimenting with.

Scott: Some experimentation with Universal Basic Income ongoing in Toronto, Ontario, Canada
now. It is similar to the Mincome experiments in Manitoba.

Rick: That doesn’t sound horrible, but it sounds socialist. Many Americans would go crazy about
that. Another thing, as mechanization takes over, things cost less. Things are cheaper. Relative to
average income, food and clothing cost a quarter of what they did a 100 years ago because it is
easier to make food and clothing thanks to food and clothing. An ‘Idiocratic’ future wouldn’t
cost that much for a decent living, but it is socialist.

And American doesn’t like socialism.
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Dear Rick 9 — The Future of Business Cycles 1

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 10, 2016
Scott: Business runs in cycles, plural. What about the future of business cycles?

Rick: There are a bunch of different cycles in economics. There are the major stock market
cycles, bull markets and corrections. Generally, more bull markets eventually, which played out
over a course of years.

Right now, we’re headed towards what people suspect is the tail end of an 8-year bull market
because after the crash of 2007 and 2008 the market had no place to go but back up.

There are the cycles of individual businesses, where if you want to pick a stupid clichéd example
then you’d go with buggy whips. They were a successful business for many, many generations
until cars replaced horses.

You didn’t need to hit your horse on the ass. There are lots of companies that follow some kind
of cycle. A cycle of creation, growth, and then obsolescence. Gonzo, typewriters, some
companies have managed to hang around for a long time.

GE is the oldest company or the original company on the DOW industrial. It’s 10 years old. It
was started by Thomas Edison, who was a prick. JP Morgan had to take the company away from
him because he was bankrupting it or messing it up.

We saw George Westinghouse that made the light bulb. I just read a book about this. The boom-
and-bust cycle of some companies are super fast — so fast that probably normal approaches to
securitization, to selling it or an IPO.

That stuff, especially software and internet companies — apps, all that stuff, a company can get
hot and then cold faster than people can make it into a publicly traded company and get their
investment traded back. You can imagine stuff will continue to accelerate.
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Dear Rick 10 — The Future of Business Cycles 2

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 12, 2016

Scott: With regard to business cycles, this will imply a spreading out of human behaviour.
What do you mean? What does that imply?

Rick: There are companies and commodities that will continue to have slow, or no, business
cycles. They’ll continue to have regular or normal business cycles like real estate.

As stuff gets pricey, and then less pricey depending on what’s going on in the rest of the world
and some weird intangibles, oil has cycles. It’s not like oil gets super hot and everybody’s totally
into oil and need to go crazy and everybody needs to get into oil.

Oil is steady like real estate and old school things like gold. All of those things are subject to
business cycles. Things that are based on the new intangibles like electronic stuff have crazy fast
business cycles.

We are going to enter a world in which some stuff cycles really fast. Some stuff cycles old
school. Although, it will erode over a long period of time. If you live in a world like 100 years
from now, more and more people will decide to live virtually, 200 years from now, people aren’t
going to give as much of a crap about real estate.

If you’re living online, you don’t have to give a crap about real estate, and ditto for oil. There’s
going to be a spread in the behaviour of businesses, which will be somewhat new. I’'m sure there
have been spreads before.
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Dear Rick 11 -The Future of Business Cycles 3

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 14, 2016
Scott: Any relationships with other areas?

Rick: It makes me think of height. You won’t see someone below 5 feet often or over 6’6", tight
range. All of the sudden we’re going to enter a world of business and other forms of human
behaviour where the range is going to grow drastically.

You’re going to see people be 35 feet tall. In terms of human ability, once we start augmenting
our ability, we’re going to see people with the brain equivalent of 5’ tall or those with 150 or
1,050 feet tall.

You’ll also see communities of people that take on technical augmentation or don’t, but you’ll
have entire communities that work at traditional human speeds. The future technical Amish who
are trying to ‘keep it real’ and keep it together.

They are going to die, have normal lifespans, and not have a bunch of bio-circuitry in their
heads. You’ll have communities wired together and think thoughts 5,000 times faster than the
technical Amish.

Their change in their communities will be wildly faster than those who segregate themselves
from being overly teched up.
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Dear Rick 12 -The Future of Business Cycles 4

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 16, 2016
Scott: What about a middle ground?

Rick: You’ll have the sitcom future people. They will do normal stuff by giving their loved ones
and those close to them the best life possible by making middle of the road possibilities.

To us, it will look like crazy ass choices, but they will be based on the crazy ass conditions of the
future. Those people at some point will be augmented. Right now, about 1% of the US
population is augmented.

They have a pacemaker, cochlear implant, insulin pump, but mostly pacemakers. That’s the
standard set of well-accepted technology right now.

Eventually, the accepted technology adopted by mainstream people by the tens of millions will
be brain boosters. It turns out that if you put on a cap that runs a low-grade electric current
through your head then you think better for a half an hour.

You can imagine somebody getting ambitious and saying, “Hey, if you want your kid to do
better in school, then implant this little brain booster dealy thing.”

Whether it’s a thinking cap or a hunk of bio-circuitry that revs your brain clock a little bit when
you need it or all the time because you want to be slightly smarter all of the time, then people
will start doing that.
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Dear Rick 13 — The Future of Brain or
Body Augmentation

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 18, 2016
Scott: What about the future of brain or body augmentation?

Rick: We’re right on the cusp of it being cool to not want to die. There’s only one celebrity who
says he’s going to be frozen to be resurrected later. And that’s Simon Cowell, and he’s well-
known for being an asshole.

That’s no endorsement at all. It’s a creepy thing endorsed by an asshole. It is going to be clear in
the next 5-10 years that on the medical horizon there are whole bunch of things that will help
people live decades and decades longer.

It will become okay and not creepy for people to start embracing that. There are already groups
that are small, and really fringe people, who do whatever they can including caloric restriction,
where you eat as much as 40% of the normal American because it slows down aging so that you
can live for an extra who knows how long.

But that’s starving yourself. It’s a horrible way to live. A lot of these people can’t sit on a
wooden chair because their asses hurt because there’s no padding.

In the near-near future, people are going to start figuring out or are going to believe, at least, that
they can take some control over their aging. It may be in combination with things like fitness
bracelets that right now tell you what your heart rate and your BP are and how many calories you
supposedly expended during a day.

In the future, it will take on more monitoring functions and allow people who are super
conscientious about their health to track more things and to take more care.
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Dear Rick 14 — The Next 4 Years, Staying Informed

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 20, 2016

Scott: With fake news, with the Comey thing, with Trump, with Trumpism, and ethnic
nationalism on the rise in America and elsewhere, how can we get through the next 4
years?

Rick: I live in California, which voted for Clinton 2 to 1. But many people that | talk to are
thinking he may not make it through the full 4 years Just looking at comments, people think he
will get the full 8 years.

So far, even though I hate hat is going on, he is good for our savings because the stock market is
going crazy. | have one friend who listens to conservative news 24 hours a day.

Where said friend doesn’t believe in global warming, doesn’t want to let any Muslims into the
country, he has the full hyper-conservative agenda.

Trump has given a lot of signs of being really, really bad, but it is hard to sort out what really,
really bad will mean — or even hard to discern how conservative he is. He has shown a lot of
signs of being inconsistent about his beliefs and policies, but he has put out a lot of conservative
and anti-government elements with his appointments like Rick Perry.

It is still too early to tell what the effects will be, like telling whether the Democrats will be able
to fight. Republicans have a monopoly on leadership. They own the Senate, the House, the
Presidency, and pretty soon the Supreme Court.

So, the Democrats will have to fight from a position of weakness, but it is hard. How to get
through the next 4 years? The word that keeps coming up both in private conversations and in
news is vigilance, staying informed and understanding what’s going on.

You mentioned fake news. This election was at least in part due to the people believing the
outcome was bullshit. A large segment of the population, more conservatives than liberals, will
continue to embrace bullshit.

The truest believe on the conservative side, even investigative and fact-based reporting, is itself
fake news. They will support anything that supports their side. Recently, 52% of Republicans
believe that Trump won the popular because he said that he won the popular vote, even though
Clinton won the popular vote by 2.84 million.

Step one is staying informed via actual news and trying to understand what that means and if
we’re lucky and things don’t turn out to be that bad, and Trump is starting to backtrack on
building the immigrant wall and putting Hillary Clinton on trial for the emails, so even if he did
put her on trial I do not know how that would affect us personally or politically, except that the
most qualified candidate is getting reamed over pretty trivial bullshit.
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Dear Rick 15 — The Next 4 Years, Conservatives and
Bernie Bros

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
December 22, 2016
Scott: What else?

Rick: Be prepared to be mobilized, at first in wimpy ways, such as social media, signing
surveys, writing your congressperson or senator, and if things become direr then in less wimpy
ways such as going on marches — eventually boycotts.

Scott: How effective would these minor acts of citizen revolt be, necessarily? (Laugh)

Rick: You aren’t going to change many minds with the country as polarized as it is now. There
has been some progression with the election being so garbagy, except the biggest assholes on the
conservative side.

Maybe, I don’t know if they empathize. Maybe, people can understand. Most conservatives can
understand liberals being pissed off even if they make fun of liberals being pissed off and not
liking the results of the election.

Respect for Russia and Putin has gone way up among conservatives since he’s a friend of Trump
and so America, which is crazy but survey results bear that out. The proportions of people who
are deplorable level conservative a-holes, and those who are Bernie Bros. You have about 250
million voting age people in America.

You’ve got 136 million that voted. That’s pretty decent turnout. It’s in the mid-50s. 250 million
American adults: figure 80 million stay apathetic and uninformed and may be too old or too
dumb (or too whatever), 63 million who voted for Trump. Of those that voted Trump, 20% voted
reluctantly for Trump.

So, out of 63 million, it is reasonable to think 20-30 million are pretty happy that he’s president.
Optimistic and loving that people who don’t like him feel bad. 20-30 million Americans with a
fairly extreme conservative agenda.

Another 20-30 million Americans are leaning conservatively, not including those who don’t give
a crap. 66 million voted for Clinton. Clinton’s agenda is less extreme. It is reasonable to think a
higher proportion of Clinton voters actually support the standard middle-to-liberal agenda, which
could be 40 million people.

Another 30-40 million weakly support him. Then you’ve got another 8 million who voted for the
flaky, fringe candidates. Out of all that, you’ve got decent plurality of people who don’t support
the current political leadership.

Say 80 million to 90 million people are sad with the results of the election, 70 million people
who are pretty happy about the results of the election and 80 to 90 million people who don’t care
sufficiently. The last time we had this wide of a landscape was during the Vietnam war — a
divided landscape.

It is hard to draw analogies between the people who weren’t so connected. You couldn’t as
easily find connections among millions of like-minded people. Also, people had a more personal




28

stake in the outcome because the US had a draft. People’s friends and relatives were fighting and
dying and at risk of going to Vietnam.

Risk of military casualties was higher because of the draft and it was a bigger war. We still have
people in the Mid-East because the Afghan War is ongoing. Those people are more people who
chose to become a part of this.

They volunteered for the national guard. They volunteered for the military. In the 60s and the
early 70s, protests over the Vietnam War did effect some political change. LBJ decided not to
run for president in 68 mostly because he was miserable about the Vietnam thing. Nixon ran on
having a secret plan to end the Vietnam War.

Liberals and hippies and largescale protests, even though they weirded out the silent majority of
conservative American, did effect some change. Even though, and probably were the minority,
now we have, just considering the people interested in what’s going on, a not too small majority
of people who don’t agree with current political leadership, but current leadership has shown
themselves to not care so much about public opinion as long as manipulate stuff in their favor.

You’ve got this thing in North Carolina, where the Republican governor narrowly loses his
reelection race and screws over the Democratic governor by passing a bunch of legislation in the
waning weeks of his administration limiting the power of the governor.

Even though, this is wildly unpopular with most of the people in North Carolina, and just think
he’s an asshole. The Republican legislators who are pulling this crap think the same, but don’t
give a crap as long as they have the majority in their state house and senate.

It remains to be seen whether whatever political action and agitation the disgruntled majority
take against the minority government because minority government has been taught that it can
get away with a bunch of crap.

I’'m sure there’s still plenty of good Republican politicians, but there’s a higher proportion of
craven assholes in the Republican party than, during our lifetimes, probably a long time before
that.
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People, Personas, and Politics 1 — Unprecedented

Disapproval
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

March 20, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: | wanted to start another one people, personas, and politics. The
American big — people, the American small — personas, and American politics — big and
small, so we talked — off tape - about the unprecedented disapproval of Trump.

Rick Rosner: On day 58 of Trump’s presidency, Gallup takes daily polls. His disapproval
reached 58% and his approval dropped to 37%. His all-time highs and lows for those numbers.
Gallup has been polling since FDR. So include Trump, that’s 14 presidents. Of those 14, 8 never
reached that level of disapproval including Clinton and Obama. And the quickest besides Trump,
who took less than 2 months, to reach 58% disapproval was Carter, who took 2.4 years.

Truman took 5.5 years. Nixon and George W. Bush took 4.5 years to reach those levels of
disapproval. Of people who reached those levels of disapproval, Nixon was gone in 13 months.
Carter was out of office in about 19 months and George W. Bush managed to hold on for 3.5
years after reaching that level of disapproval. Most presidents either never hit that disapproval or
were gone within 13 months after hitting that level of disapproval.

But that, at least partially, depends where in the election cycle presidents hit that cycle. Trump
still has 46 months to go in his term, and he could hang on. As George W. Bush did for years,
but it is hard to say because, right now, we don’t know if Trump has really done anything
impeachable enough for the Republicans to act on it, Bill Clinton got impeached for lying about
saying he never had sex when he had a blow job or two. I don’t know how many in the Oval
Office. He was not impeached for the blow job, but for lying and saying that he didn’t have sex.
He survived the impeachment and went on to have a couple more years as president with high
popularity.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 2 — Trump, Summers,

and Palin
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

March 21, 2017

[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: If Trump and the House, the House or the Senate—I don’t know—if Trump and
Congress were of opposite political parties, it would be much more likely that somebody would
try to—that Congress would try to impeach Trump. We’re still waiting to see how some of the
stuff Trump has done shakes out to see if it rises to an impeachable offense. Things that might be
that nature include is that he colluded with Russia for the release of damaging information
against the Democrats.

But that’s not news. We can talk about approval or disapproval. There are levels of approval and
disapproval. That once you hit them, it seems extremely unlikely based on other presidents that
YOu can recover.

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: This is not only disapproval that’s unprecedented. It’s a
significantly unprecedented level of disapproval.

RR: Yea! He came in with approval numbers—something like, at least, 10 points lower on
average. More than 30 points lower than the average incoming president.

SDJ: You know the economist Larry Summers? He was in the Obama White House as well.
He was the President of Harvard University. He made a statement about Trump and the
economy as being akin to a “sugar high.” I remember watching an interview a little while
ago with him. I think that the approval rating for people that were really gung-ho about
Trump being in the White House might be akin to another kind of a sugar high.

Super popular, but then a massive drop, a ‘sugar crash’ — so to speak.

RR: Trump fits that characterization with regard to the stock market, but not with regard to
the—American’s statistically are not giving him the benefit of the doubt that they are giving
every other president. There’s been no honeymoon period for Trump. In fact, that honeymoon
period and benefit of the doubt has been declining from president to president for at least a half-
dozen presidents.

There was some euphoria over Obama, but, for the most part, you see increasing levels of
political division with lower overall approval ratings for presidents.

SDJ: That’s a good point. I want to revise what I said then. The “sugar high,” politically,
that around what Sarah Palin called the “Hopey-Changey Stuff” of Obama. The “crash”
could probably be considered a little bit delayed, but the Trump phenomena could be
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considered that. People disappointed and disenchanted and go for a demagogue because of
that — because a lot of people, apparently, that voted for Obama voted for Trump.

RR: When you look at the circumstances of his election, losing popular vote by 2.8 million,
saying horrible things about everybody, obviously benefitting from Comey’s interference and
from Russia releasing all of the emails, many people feel it is an unfair outcome. Also, the
boisterous glee of rabid Trump supporters that, in some ways, tends to not be sporting or not feel
entirely American because it is ungenerous and kind of racist, and just not—just kind of saying,
“F- you,” to everybody.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 3 — Disagreements
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

March 22, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: So that means that Trump has something like 9% support among Democrats. 35%
among Independent. 88% support among Republicans. There’s high levels of disagreement. I
think Trump came in at tied at 46% approval and 46% disapproval. The average president loses
roughly 24 percentage points of approval during his first year, which, if that happened to trump,
that would bring him down to 22% approval.

Although, that seems less likely because he is starting 30 or 40 points below most presidents. So
he has less far to fall. He has already fallen 9 percentage points. It’s not unreasonable to think he
could fall another 8 or 10 points into the 20s. Once you drop below 30 in approval, no president
has recovered from that. Every president who has dropped—4 presidents have dropped to the 20s
in approval. All of those presidents were gone within a year-and-a-half.

Once Nixon dropped into the 20s, he was gone within a year. Truman gone within a year-and-a-
half. George W. Bush gone within a year or two. Again, Trump has the protection of having 46
months to go in his term. He could hang on, or the disapproval could make him crazier. The lack
of approval. He could do more tweet storms to the point where the Republicans think it might be
safer for themselves and the country to have a reliable and steady Republican as president with
Pence.

Or Trump could just quit or could cite health reasons. Not that Trump had a lot of credibility
with the people who don’t like him anyway, we had the hearings with the intelligence agencies —
Comey and other intelligence agency heads — before the house. They were saying trump
basically made up that he had been wiretapped and had no credibility on that. People want
credibility. We’re in new territory because we’ve never had a president who is considered this
untrustworthy this soon in office.

A president wo is so willing to use social media in an uncareful way. The math looks super
unfavorable to him. But we’ve never had a president like this. So the math doesn’t rule

everything. That’s pretty much what I’ve got.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 4 — Norms
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

March 23, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: You were saying that some of the reaction to disappoint and
disenchantment about Obama, if I understand you correctly...

Rick Rosner: ...the election, I mean the election — about how the election played out.

SDJ: Yea, maybe how the eventualities of the Obama administration played out, so that then it
was a reaction to vote for Trump, even though, as you noted, Trump was saying things about
everybody. It was vote for Trump, and damn all of the consequences, campaign trail.

RR: When you look at Obama’s approval rating, they reflect the current highly divided nature of
the country. Where Obama was a pretty clean president, no scandals, except for made up ones, 3
out of 4 — I don’t know how far you’d have to go to get a president with as few scandals as
Obama—Bush had the war. Clinton had sex. | guess, Bush | was a pretty clean guy with not—
well, you had Iran-Contra, but that was mostly hung on Reagan.

I don’t know how much Bush I had to do with that. One of the things that got him kicked out of
office after only one term was raising taxes after saying he wouldn’t. But that’s not scandalous.
That’s just breaking a political promise. Reagan had Iran-Contra. So 3 out of 4 or 4 out of 5
previous presidents had huge scandals. Obama did not. Yet Obama spent about half of his
presidency with under 50% approval.

He had a W-shaped approval curve. Where it started reasonably high, fairly quickly dropped into
the 40s and 50s, popped up above 50, just long enough for re-election, dropped into the 40s and
in the last year of his presidency people saw a slate of unpalatable candidates. Hi approval
started climbing again due to pretty much nostalgia for his presidency, even though he was
president.

The approval he had in the 40s for so many years of his presidency, even though he was largely
governing as a centrist and was largely scandal free shows that Republicans and Democrats hate
each other right now, and will not give each other the benefit of the doubt. The defiance of norms
and good behavior shows up in Trump’s election.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 5 — Stone, Parker, and
Chappelle

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
March 24, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: I feel as though there’s some Freudian reason for all of this. I
don’t what. How about Trump changing the nature of comedy at the moment?

Rick Rosner: That’s a simple idea, and I think somebody else has pointed it out. I think it is
hard to get mad at the Kardashians for joke purposes, when what is happening in politics is so
brutal.

SDJ: Three of the top comedy people — two cartoonists and another standup — have talked
about that. Matt Stone and Trey Parker, they said he is self-parody. So there’s no real
point in doing it more. Chappelle said he’s kind of bad for comedy.

RR: There’s that. Trying to exaggerate his characteristics for comedic effect is not a winning
game because he’s already so exaggerated that there’s not much farther that you can go. Plus, at
some point, people who are in the public eye for screwing up go from being funny to being sad.
Any time somebody dies. That automatically puts a lid on them being funny for a few years, if
not in perpetuity. It was great to joke about Michael Jackson.

Until Michael Jackson was dead. Now it seems sad and a waste. Though you can probably still
sneak in a Michael Jackson child molesting joke in if you were trying to be edgy. But it is part of
the overall landscape of sadness around Jackson. Lindsay Lohan was great for a long time for
making jokes about. Then she went from being funny to being sad because her screwing up got
more consistent and pathetic. Same with Britney Spears. She shaved her head and attacked
somebody. Probably a paparazzo, that crossed the line from funny to sad. Mischa Barton. Trump
is—there are jokes to be made, but there is a bunch of anxiety behind the jokes.

SDJ: Where does that line cross in the political sphere?

RR: Hold on—well, there’s anxiety of two types with regard to jokes about Trump. One is,
anxiety about how much he will screw up the country and how dangerous he is. Two is, anxiety
about whether we’re overreacting and he is just one guy. We still have normal political
processes, and everyone running around saying, “1930s Germany,” is a snowflake who is
freaking out too much. There are two types of anxiety and uncertainty. It makes it tough to joke
about Trump or make it hard to joke about Trump. Also, there’s just too much. We’ve been
joking about Trump for two years now. Ever since he announced he would be running and riding
down the escalator in trump Tower; plus, he was a kind of jokey figure before that. So there’s
Trump fatigue. But you had a question. You go ahead. You were asking a question.

SDJ: | have another. So with regard to the political comedy fault lines, on the one hand,
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there are the funny parts of it, whether the people or the situation. On the other hand,
there’s that anxiety you were talking about. Where some things can possibly go very much
against the better interests of people that would be more politically Left oriented, so there’s
a certain sadness there.

RR: Yea.

SDJ: But when does funny become sad? So, for instance, when Trump talks about or talks
big about some reproductive health rights issue, not in those terms — usually in an epithet
form, in a phrase or a single word while taking down an individual, it becomes defunding
or a bill is proposed. One defunding maneuver that comes to mind the “Global Gag Rule”
that happened. Does that make it not funny but sad? Is that when that transition happens?

RR: Alright, so, all of the examples I gave of going from funny to sad. There’s something about
going beyond the pale — being not subject to normal human limitations perhaps. Where Trump
goes from funny to sad when—well, he is different from Michael Jackson or Britney or Lindsay
Lohan. In that, he’s dangerous to millions of people. The idea, not the idea—that he wants to
cancel Meals on Wheels, which is a program that provides home visits and meals for homebound
seniors.

Seniors who can’t get out of their homes to get groceries to get something to eat, and disabled
people. They serve. Meals on Wheels serves over 210 meals per year to over 2.4 million people.
They provide human contact and food, and also checking in on people to make sure they’re okay.
The federal government only supplies like 3.3% of their budget. But it is important money
because it is guaranteed funding that allows to solicit donations.

Somehow with government money in place, it makes gathering donations easier because it
makes it a solid, reputable program. It only costs a few million per year. Basically, the cost of
one of Trump’s trips to Mar-a-Lago. It goes from funny to sad. In that, it is so mean, so greedy,
and also so dumb. Where Mick Mulvaney, the president’s budget guy comes out and says Meals
on Wheels just isn’t a successful program and should probably go away.

What is not successful about providing millions of meals to seniors for so little money? It has
such bad optics. It shows such contempt and ineptitude that it is very worrisome, and it makes
the jokes more loaded with pathos and ominousness. The Lindsay Lohan jokes became too
loaded with ominousness because you were afraid she’d die. She was getting in car wrecks and
getting caught puking in the gutter outside clubs. Ditto with Britney.

You thought she might go completely insane. She might have to be sent away. She’s back, but
she’s kind of not the Britney of before. She’s in her 30s now. She can’t be the Britney in the
short schoolgirl skirt. And Michael Jackson did go ahead and die. | assume people were telling
jokes about Elvis in the early to middle 70s about how fat he was getting and then he went ahead
and did, which is terrible for comedy and for the subject of the jokes. It is similar in our case, but
certain liberties or political traditions of decency might die, and so we’re sad.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 6 — Decency and Honest

Politics
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

March 25, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: So do you think it’s a removal of two principles. One, decency;
two, pursuit of honest politics, an orientation towards those.

Rick Rosner: There’s just too much at risk. He and his people seem so dangerous and dumb that
we don’t know what they’re going to do and how much damage it’s going to do. Where North
Korea is being super noisy about the nukes they’re developing, the rockets they’re developing,
and the rocket engines they’re developing, that would be scary under a normal president, and it is
super scary under Trump.

Trump, I mean, with regard to the North Korean situation, that’s uncertainty. If North Korea
were doing it under any president, it would be scary. That’s not related to Trump for the most
part. It’s just that Trump might do anything in terms of—he might provoke some kind of war to
boost his approval, which is kind of what Bush did at various points. He manipulated military
action from foreign enemies to good his approval ratings enough to get re-elected.

With regard to trump and North Korea, you have to wonder whether crazy person versus crazy
person is the best thing. | had a conversation with a conservative buddy recently.

SDJ: Lance Richlin?

RR: Yea, Lance Richlin, Lance and | had North Korea come up in conversation. He likes the
idea of a military buildup president, which is what Trump is trying to be. He will cut all sorts of
social program funding for military. So that, according to Lance, we can ring North Korea with
ships on the water and along the border of South Korea a bunch of missile stations.

So that if North Korea does anything super aggressive, we can just rain fire down on them,
which also requires threatening China because China has a weird alliance with North Korea.
They share a border. China doesn’t want a bunch of refugees flowing into its borders if North
Korea completely falls apart. So China feels obligated to keep North Korea stable, which it isn’t
because it is run by a crazy person.

Of all the arguments you can make for Trump, the crazy person versus crazy person is one of the
least non-persuasive argument. It is one where I could almost say, “Alright, maybe.”

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 7 — Decency’s Vacay
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

March 26, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: So perhaps one of the funny things that turns sad is the slow,
whimpering death of decency in American political culture.

Rick Rosner: Well, I mean, yea, because it means we’re losing—decency is among the
American values. Humane behaviour to each other and the world is an American value. That we
stand up for what is right. We defend the downtrodden. And part of the death of decency—not
the death, the temporary absence of decency is the ‘F- You!’ to the downtrodden.

SDJ: Such as the Meals on Wheels.

RR: And to kids with the Head Start program and sesame Street and public television, and the
National Arts Foundation or the National Endowment for the Arts. If you’re looking for grant to
put metal shapes in a park, these are programs that have been squeezed down already to tiny, tiny
fractions of a percent of the federal budget. We’re talking .002% of the federal budget. That
they’re squeezed to nothing so the Republicans can make a political point.

A dumb counterproductive one too.

SDJ: So | see two trends—well, | see a lot of trends. | see one partial analysis with the
reduction in decency, where it takes a vacay. Another one is increase in militaristic culture
—it’s on overtime, which implies a reduction in civil culture.

RR: There’s another sad making thing. It seems that people who aren’t dumb are bummed out
by dumb people being in power. | had or was—I had a tweet go super viral a few days ago.

SDJ: Yes.

RR: After 24,000 tweets, | finally had one hit, which is awesome.

SDJ: [Laughing]

RR: In day one, | got a lot of positive messages. It was an anti-Trump tweet. | got a lot of
positive support. Day two, the pro-Trump people found out about it, but I got a lot of dissing
messages.

SDJ: [Laughing]

RR: But dumb ones. But it was disheartening because a lot of the positive ones were pretty

clever. Obviously from people who weren’t mentally handicapped, but a lot of the pro-Trump
ones were just from dumb people.
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SDJ: [Laughing]
RR: It was attempts at jokes that were terrible or senseless.
SDJ: [Laughing]

RR: Like in my tweet, | mentioned that Angela Merkel had a PhD in quantum chemistry. Then
some Trump person tweets back to me, ‘Even Snoop Dogg would get a PhD in quantum
chemistry because everyone gets a trophy now.’

SDJ: [Laughing]

RR: Which is such a non—which is such a terrible attempt at a joke [Laughing]. The idea is that
under Liberalism everyone gets a trophy. So to use a quantum chemistry PhD to make a point - |
looked it up, 120 PhDs are given every year in physical chemistry in the US, which is 1 PhD in
that subject for every 2.75 million Americans. So no, not everybody gets a PhD in quantum
chemistry. So no!

SDJ: [Laughing]

RR: You picked a terrible subject! [Laughing] I had one say, “You make no since.” I know
that’s probably a combination of a guy whose vision is not so good, and who’s relying on
autocorrect. Day one was people agreeing with me. Day two was dumb people disagreeing with
me. Not that I’'m the king of things to agree or disagree with, but the pro-Trump tweets obviously
came from way dumber people.

Along with those came the pornbots.

SDJ: [Laughing]

RR: Who took a couple three days to find out about the tweet.

SDJ: [Laughing]

RR: Then | got tweets from them saying, “Come push your penis into me. Click here!”

SDJ: [Laughing]

RR: It is depressing that there are so many, proudly dumb, belligerently dumb people, and we
have a belligerently dumb president who is empowered by tens of millions of belligerently dumb
Americans. Just statistically, you know they’re out there because half of all Americans are

dumber than average, and half of those people are dumber than the average dumber than average
American.

SDJ: [Laughing]
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RR: And that’s 80 million people, but they’ve been so empowered. And means they’ve never
been so encouraged to think that they’re okay and they’re right. It’s come up again and again
throughout the whole election and post, which is the Dunning-Kruger Effect. If you want to have
a dumb person in a movie and not a villain, and want them to be charming, you give them some
insight into themselves so they know they’re not the smartest person in the world and that way
they have some natural wisdom.

They’re like magic dumb people in the way Forrest Gump has some, if not deep insights then,
some humanity to Forrest Gump. Even though, he is someone who is borderline retarded. He’s a
sweet caring guy. A good husband, a good father; he’s a magical dumb person. Dunning-Kruger
Effect says that’s not the way dumb people are. Dumb people often lack insight into their
dumbness, and they think they’re super awesome and are too dumb to realize that they’re dumb.

So we’ve got a president elected by the Dunning-Kruger effect, which has been amplified by a
media that caters to dumb, angry lunatics. So yea, it is another source of sadness there. That
seems like an intractable problem. That may continue to affect politics for many, many election
cycles.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 9 — Worst President

Renewal
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

March 27, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: Starting with George Washington, he was both the worst and the best president
ever. And then Adams was either going to be better or worse than Washington, but he was
probably worse. Then there you go again, you’re living under the worst president ever. And then
you can string together a whole bunch of presidents until you get out to Lincoln who is, I think,
the 16th president, and then you get to, was it, Buchanan who was thought to be the worst
president until Trump.

Buchanan as the 15th president, worst president. 20 years later, you have Ulysses S. Grant who
was thought to be the worst president by many people. I don’t know the presidents in

between. Rutherford B. Hayes was probably pretty terrible. You get to Warren G. Harding, who
was thought by many to be the worst president ever. Though he had the courtesy to die after
about 2.5 years in office. So the damage he could do was limited. Then you can move on, then
you’ve got, some people — who I don’t agree with —who thought Carter was the worst president
ever. Then you’ve got George W. Bush, who struck a lot of people during his presidency as
being the worst president ever Then you have Trump—oh! You have Trump who seems to be on
the way, if he keeps presidenting the way he has been, may become indisputably the worst
president ever. But he’s one of a line of, say—he’s one of maybe 6 really bad presidents.

SDJ: Who would be the second-up for you?

RR: Well, I know the presidents of the past 100 years than the previous 100 years. So Harding
seems really terrible. He ran a really corrupt administration. He admitted to being unqualified to
be president. He was banging his mistress in a White House closet, though that doesn’t make you
a bad president. He messed things up. Though when looking at presidents, you have to correct
for how much they had to mess up.

Harding was presiding over a much smaller America without nuclear weapons. He was in the
1920s. There wasn’t as much risk in him being a screw up. On the other hand, if you look at
Buchanan, who | think was the guy that led up to Lincoln, but did a bunch of bad politics that
made the Civil War more probably, so he did a lot of damage. Then you look at George W.
Bush, who was manipulated into lying us into a war.

An unnecessary war built on false pretenses that has led to the deaths of hundreds of thousands
of people, has led to the worldwide impression of the United States as not the shining beacon of
liberty that we’d like it to be. So I don’t know.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 10 — Not So Shining

Beacon
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

March 29, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Do America’s enemies take advantage of this?

Rick Rosner: Yea! | mean, ISIS and Al-Qaeda both became—particularly ISIS, it arose due to
the chaos we caused in the Middle East. When we conquered Iraq, we fired the Iraqi army. Those
guys went off and formed the so-called fundamentalist insurgent movements including ISIS. And
then I’ve heard—who knows—that Trumps’ travel ban has been called the “Blessed Travel Ban”
because it riles people up and makes then want to join.

SDJ: What about Vladimir Putin and his crew, and China’s recent claims about human
rights being too tilted to Western norms, do you think the weakening of American prestige
on the international stage provides — at least those two countries or those two cases —
further strength in the repression of their own populations?

RR: Yea! Because when we are seen as clowny and impotent, then any ideals we try to promote
are compromise, we’ve had, in the last 3 — of the last 3 — presidents, two of them had popular
vote minorities and all sorts of chicanery associated with their being elected. And the first,
George W. Bush, did a lot of damage, that we’re still struggling with.

SDJ: Obama did too. Previous president Obama damage as well with the continuance of
many programs including the drone program, which was considered a terrorist campaign
by many.

RR: Well, the drone program has both horribles and goods. If you’re killing from afar, you’re
going to be making mistakes. You’re also going to make mistakes with boots on the ground.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 11 — Drones and ISIS
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

March 30, 2017

[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: You could argue the drone deaths while terrible are less terrible than other means
of war.

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: If we take the Golden Rule, and if we apply it in that same case,
we consider the perspective of the people that are receiving the drone attacks. In this
instance, innocent civilians in certain countries, say, also getting killed. If it is applied to the
planners in Washington, if some were to consider them terrorists for doing so, would that
justify them having a drone campaign and then bombing people in DC, and having
innocent American civilians killed too?

RR: Okay, there’s no equivalence there in my mind.

SDJ: Okay.

RR: ISIS is clearly one of the most despicable enemies that we’ve had since WWIL
SDJ: ISIS isn’t the only recipient of it, though.

RR: It is good to have a clear enemy because you can feel that it justifies action against that
enemy.

SDJ: Other than justification of a feeling. What about the norm of a trial, the norm of a
proper and fair trial, for criminals rather than bombing them?

RR: Well—ISIS is our enemy in a war. It’s a small war that feels bigger because of the
horribleness of their actions, and because a lot of their actions involve terror, which brings it
home to us. But they’re bad! They—we—I feel we’re justified in fighting them. Given their
tactics, it is tough to—Ilike what just happened. 200 civilians were apparently killed in Mosul,
and the ISIS strategy was that ISIS set up snipers on the roofs of 3 buildings.

Probably knowing that these would be tempting enough targets. In the basements of these
buildings, there were a bunch of civilians probably put there on purpose by ISIS, held there. And
Trump had those targets taken out, which meant that we killed 200 civilians — which is a horrible
thing. And contributing factors were, ISIS probably hoped the civilians would get killed because
it would make the US look really bad.

Another thing is the rules of engagement haven’t changed. Trump has apparently okayed more
targets, is a little more liberal in okaying targets, than Obama. ISIS knowing this set up 20-
civilians and 200 innocent people got killed. That’s a combination of ISIS being really, really
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evil and Trump being inexperienced and possibly having bad judgment. ISIS is—wherever ISIS
goes they commit atrocities.

ISIS is a fairly small force. It depends on whose estimates you believe, but the number is around
30,000 people. Obama flew about 15,000 bombing sorties against ISIS and knocked the extent of
their territory down by about 50%, which is a contributing factor to ISIS committing terror
because as they lose what they want to be their Caliphate. There Islamic dominion over a chunk
of the Mid-East. As they lose territory, they consider themselves free to commit acts of terror
outside of their territory.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 12 — Worst Presidents

Ever
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

March 31, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: If I’'m right about Buchanan, and I have to look it up, Buchanan is the worst
president, not including Trump because he has only been president for a few weeks. But among
presidents that we know, Buchanan probably has the worst, Harding is second worst, and George
W. Bush is third worst.

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What about projecting forward to the next election? What might
be the popular reaction and, therefore, vote results in the 2020 election? Also, the possible
candidates that might come up.

RR: Trump has been under wat for all but 3 or so days of his presidency. That is, his disapproval
rating is currently at 54%. His approval rating is at 40%. So he’s 14% under water. 14% more
people disapprove than approve of his presidency. He’s had more disapproval than approval for
63 out of 66 days. All but the first few days of his presidency. With such a low approval, it’s
hard to get re-elected.

But presidents have had low approval ratings before and have managed to eke out victories, or
even somewhat strong victories, as their approval ratings momentarily pop up during an election.
George W. Bush, managed to get re-elected even after being in a—after he ramped up the war or
ramped up the threat of terror around the election, and people were scared and voted to keep him
on. Obama had ratings in the 40s for much of his first administration, and managed to pop up his
approval above 50% long enough to get re-elected.

Then he dropped back down into the 40s for much of presidency, then his approval rose up into
the 50s and ended at 61 as people saw what was coming and had premature nostalgia. So right
now, Trump is doing terrible. But he may hang on, We’re waiting to see how tainted he is by
Russian meddling in the election. How much he knew, how much his people colluded with
Russia, that may take him down.

But that may not because it is a Republican Congress, and they are trying to cover his butt. Even
though Trump seems obviously terrible to most of the US population, he may still or may
survive 4 years and manage to get re-elected. And that could lead to even more terribleness. He
doesn’t seem to exercise much restraint now. But he does worry about being re-elected because
he is already running 2020 election rallies, which is unprecedented. But as a lame duck, as
someone who is not worried about being re-elected in a second Trump term, he might be even
crazier than he is now.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 13 — Presidenting
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

April 1, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]
Scott Douglas Jacobsen: I am reminded of the idea that someone’s character crystallizes at
age 30, approximately, especially for men. This is an opinion by the late Lee Kuan Yew,
who | agree with on some things — disagree with on other things. Trump is 70?

Rick Rosner: Yup.

SDJ: So I do not see him changing fundamental personality characters. Or if so, not much,
not much.

RR: Well, hold on, he could get worse. He has always been kind of a dick. As a younger man,
his dickishness was leavened or somewhat compensated for by some degree of self-knowledge
and a certain amount of wanting to be seen as a fun guy. He went on Howard Stern all of the
time. He was okay talking about his sexual history.

SDJ: Gross.

RR: Yea, but people have commented on how the pre-presidential Trump smiled a lot. He
wanted to look like a happy, affable guy.

SDJ: Yes.

RR: Presidential Trump scowls all of the time.

SDJ: Yes.

RR: And some people have analyzed that as him wanting to project an aura of seriousness and
heft, and threat. There being some play acting in that. Yea, so, he’s been kind of a parody of a
big businessman. But then as president, he is kind of a parody of presidential behaviour, what he

thinks a president should be. There are other things to take into account, other factors. He
probably doesn’t have strongly held political beliefs.

SDJ: He might be the first atheist president.

RR: Well, you’d have to analyze other presidents and their beliefs.

SDJ: | take into account the Carter phenomenon. Where with Carter — | believe this has
been analyzed by professionals or experts — with Jimmy Carter becoming president and

being a sincere, believing Christian, Republican analysts saw this and decided to take
advantage of this. You know this. Where every or most subsequent presidential candidates,
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even the Democrat aisle, have to express some belief in God, preferably if not exclusively
Christian of some form, he doesn’t seem to have that.

RR: Carter had earnest religious beliefs, but just about every other president since Carter. You
can probably question their belief to some extent. Trump is delivering a commencement address
at Liberty University. He has made his religiosity—even though, it is less believable that he is
religious than it is for most presidents. But you can similarly question the other presidents’
religiousness.

America was founded as a non-religious country. Once Carter showed what you can do with
religion in politics, the Republicans recruited the Evangelicals and made them a political force.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 14 — Dog Whistles 1

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
April 2, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: It’s like the way things in America - I don’t know about other
Western countries, North America and Western Europe, but | do notice the terminology
changed a bit. So... Rick Rosner: Well, they talk about dog whistles. SDJ: ...No, but
almost. Dog whistles in a way, but it is a shift, so then a shift in dog whistles, if you may.

RR: America’s tolerance for religiosity in politics—Americans became more tolerant of religion
in politics from 1980 on. You talked about Trump and the next election, and there are things that
could happen with Trump. Trump is someone that doesn’t have strongly held political views
except around jobs, taxes, tariffs, and trade.

He may find some flexibility in policy that would be helpful to the country. The defeat of
Trumpcare is actually helpful to the country. He may abandon strictly Republican principles.
That may alright. He may more belligerent and more isolated, and that would be bad. And his
thought processes may decay.

The man is 70. He is borderline obese. He doesn’t seem to eat very healthily. His dad — though
he lived into his 90s, I think — had Alzheimer’s for years when he died. Trump’s thinking could
become compromised. People love to diagnose him psychologically from afar. But he does seem
to have some tendencies that allow him to be diagnosed from afar by experts and non-experts as
having some kind of mental illness.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 15 — Sliver of a Chance
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

April 3, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: Imagine a president that comes down with frontal lobe dementia, where somebody
with frontal lobe dementia loses their superego and become capable of just about anything.

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: So that would be an exaggeration of the ‘it becoming worse’
phenomena.

RR: Well, frontal lobe dementia is not that common.
SDJ: Well, it seems functionally equivalent to becoming worse in terms of his personality.

RR: But I mean, what could be just personality traits now, four years from now could be
pathologies.

SDJ: What about a sliver of a chance of having a broader vision of society and getting over
himself?

RR: That’s one of the possibilities. One of the possibilities with Trump, who wants to be liked,
could start governing as a centrist, or saying what he actually thinks about stuff, which may
contradict Republican orthodoxy. He could say anything. He could say Republicans are full of
shit on certain things.

SDJ: Do you see hints of this at time?

RR: No, only in the defeat of Trumpcare or Ryancare. He doesn’t seem to be that devastated.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 16 — US Brain Drain
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

April 4, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: Trump also says that Obamacare will fall apart and the democrats will come to
him to fix it. It’s not really—wat may happen is Obamacare has problems and the Republicans
try to exacerbate the problems by refusing to extend Medicare. Trump cancelled advertising that
reminded people that the deadline for signing up for this year was like January 31st this year,
which led to 4% fewer signups than had been estimated because people tend to wait until the last
minute to sign up.

Obamacare will continue to have some issues. But he may be willing to work to address those
issues and he — with the democrats — will sell it as the democrats have a broken thing and then
they came crawling to me. The democrats will think he is an asshole and will say things in an
asshole way, but if we can fix things then we can afford to eat some shit about it. All of this is
assuming Trump survives for 4 years as a president and may have another shot at another 4 years
as president.

Which would be bad, he would make it a less pleasant place for the world’s smart people to
come and work. He is making it easier for other countries to begin to remove us from our place
of technological dominance.

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Canada is taking advantage of this.

RR: You’re sucking up all of our smart people that want to come to America.

SDJ: Not necessarily, but possibly, I saw some mainstream discussion in Canada to adapt
mainstream programs to take advantage of the brain drain from American.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 17 — Strip Joints
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

April 5, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]
Scott Douglas Jacobsen: | do say this in a very important context. And it is only 1-point

long. Canada is 1/8th to 1/10th — or 1/8th to 1/9th - the size of America. We don’t have the
critical mass of talent. So America has more and more talented people.

Rick Rosner: You have something very important. You have Windsor, Canada, which has some
of the finest strip joints in North America.

SDJ: Okay [Laughing].
RR: And the world’ young entrepreneurs love strip joints.
SDJ: Okay, I could see--

RR: Also, you have a number of super starchy and sugary baked goods. And some of the
world’s best coffee at Tim Horton’s.

SDJ: We have Tim Horton’s. We have poutine. We have maple syrup. We have beaver
stuff. We have the stereotype of being polite. And people going away from a belligerent
president and attracted more to an assumed polite culture and people will find that an
additional attraction in terms of especially working and living conditions. Also, Canada
needs that.

We have too few people. Therefore, compared to China, India, and America, we have fewer
people. We have fewer talented people. So we need smart immigration policies — as we do.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 18 — Next Election,
Again
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
April 6, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: To go back to the next election, democrats, to beat whomever is president at the
time — though that is contrary to everyone who hates Trump’s wishful thinking, you need
somebody — a candidate — wit charisma. That’s the lever that was largely missing in this election.
This was, 2016 was, one of the least charismatic elections in recent history. Where you had the
two least popular candidates going against in each in American history.

Trump has a sloppy charisma when it comes to winning the votes of older white people, but it is
a shaky charisma because it is super creepy and somebody like a Cory Booker on the other side —
who might have a less creepy charisma — could leverage that into a democratic victory. And a
democratic victory is a demographic victory. In that, more people vote for democratic candidates
than vote for Republicans, but because of gerrymandering and the electoral college.

Republicans are overrepresented. There’s also the chance that the democrats will star getting
their crap together when addressing demographic manipulation. Democrats get their asses kicked
in 2010 with red map, when the Republicans figured out if they could manipulate congressional
districts they could win the House of Representatives even though fewer people vote by
manipulating the shape of congressional districts to concentrate democrats in their districts and
spread Republicans out across a bunch of districts so more Republican congress people get
elected.

For 20 years, people have said sheer democrats are going to strangle the Republicans. That the
Republican Party is a dying party because there are more and more people who vote democratic
due to demographic trends, but the Republicans managed to survive and win due to increasingly
sophisticated means of manipulating the electoral process.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 19 — Earnest Babies
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

April 7, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: | have heard a perverse form of optimism from the perspective of
much of the political Left in America. And | want to get your perspective on this as well.

Rick Rosner: Okay.

SDJ: Where the hope in terms of the voting demographics is that older Republicans with
“outmoded ideas” ad other such phrases will die and leave room for more votes of
democrats to weigh more heavily into the possibility of a democratic election victory, to me,
it seems like a dark form of optimism and a little cruel.

RR: That’s one of several demographic trends. Another is that the US becomes less and less of a
white nation at some point. In the next decade, white people will become less than 50% of the
population and non-whites tend to not vote Republican. I’ve heard that every presidential cycle.
The democratic advantage goes up by 2% because Republicans who tend to be older tend to age
out of the population.

Because of immigration and reproduction, the democrats slowly gain an advantage, but it is not
an advantage that democrats have been able to exploit over the last 20 years because democrats

are earnest babies who don’t play as mean as the Republicans.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 20 — The Supreme

Court
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

April 8, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: After the Supreme Court thing, which was a bold denial of Obama’s ability to
nominate a Supreme Court justice and have that justice voted on, plus a bunch of other stuff, |
have been wondering whether representative democracy in America is irretrievably broken, but
first let’s talk about the justices, people like to say that Gorsuch is 49-years-old and may get 39
years on the bench.

The average age of the last 10 Supreme Court justices to leave the Supreme Court has been 87
years. So if he holds to that average, he will be on until 2048. But that ignores advances in
medical science. He could easily get 45 or 50 years on the bench if not more. I don’t know. If
people start living to 120, 130. I don’t know whether they will change the rules to the court.
There will be a bunch of other stuff going on.

That will be disruptive of democratic traditions. So maybe, justices serving for 80 years, starting
when they’re 50 and going until they’re 130. I don’t know if that will be an achieved weirdness
of the system. But whether the system is completely broken and whether it can be fixed, we’ve
had two of the last 3 presidents. They didn’t win the popular vote. They got fewer votes than
their opponents. Bush in 2000 and Trump in 2016.

Trump lost by the popular vote, by 2.8 million. And the Senate and House, one of them — if you
look at the number of people, anyway — the House is strongly Republican, and has a number of
representatives. | believe more people voted for house democratic candidates than republicans.
Even though, two of the last three presidents did not win the popular vote, at least Bush in his
first election didn’t. Things didn’t get really bad until Red Map.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 21 — The Red Map

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
April 9, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: The Red Map was Republican Party realizing that by flipping state races, which
are cheaper to win than national races, they could gerrymander the states and make sure
Republicans are disproportionately represented in the national House of Representatives. So it
has only been since 2010 that things have gotten really, really bad.

Though things have been trending worse and more towards polarization, political polarization for
probably 30 years. Where there almost no centrist politicians left in our national political bodies,

Congress and the presidency and even the Supreme Court, where there are some leftover centrist

justices, but it may become impossible to get those people onto the court in the future.

Where if it turns out that only when the Senate and the presidency are owned by the same
political party, as now, that you can get a Supreme Court justice onto the court, which might not
be the case. We only have one example so far, Gorsuch, but if that turns out to be the case.

Then the Supreme Court will — not that it isn’t polarized now — become just as polarized as the
presidency and Congress. The gerrymandering this, which is — gerrymandering is where — every
party in the House of Representatives have states divided into districts, congressional districts,
that are members of their respective parties.

For the party in power, it ends up with more safe seats for them than the opposition party. In a
state like Virginia, I don’t know how many they have. But let’s say they have 12. The
Republicans in charge of gerrymandering figure out how to divide the states so that you have 9
safe Republican districts.

They consistently win by 55-45% margins and 3 safe democratic party districts, where the
democratic candidate wins by a margin of like 70/30. It’s like ghettoes for the democrats.

They’re crammed into these districts.

[End of recorded material]




56

People, Personas, and Politics 22 — “Gerry” Meet

“Mander”
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

April 10, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: And almost everybody is in a safe district. It is a district that cannot go to another
party due to the demographics, and it’s gerrymandering that has led to the polarization because in
a district that is safe, | believe, close to 90% of congressional districts are safe for one party or
the other. The general election doesn’t matter because it is the winner of the primary for that
district who is going to win the general.

In the primary, it is the bigger partisan lunatic who wins. So unless gerrymandering is gotten rid
of, and is seen as unconstitutional or there is legislation passed to turn redistricting over to non-
political bodies, there may be a number of states who are stuck being brutally gerrymandered,
and given the court is now 5-4 Conservative-Liberal. It may not be possible to win anti-
gerrymandering cases when they reach the Supreme Court.

But we’ll find out on two dates on whether it will happen at all or whether representative
democracy will be truly representative again. We have 2018. Mid-terms are usually won the
party that doesn’t have the presidency, but in the Senate, which is owned by the Republicans 52-
48. There are 25 democrats and only 8 or 9 Republicans running for re-election. So the
democrats out of 33 seats up for grabs.

The democrats are running for re-election in % of them. So the democrats will have to win more
than % of the Senate elections, 28 basically out of 33 elections, to flip the Senate, which is a
crazy number to have to come through with. That’s almost 85% of the Senate that will have to go
to the democrats. So it’ll be tough to take the Senate back.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 23 — The New
GerryManderings

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
April 11, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: For democrats to win back either the Senate or the House, it will take continuing
Republican overreach and incompetence for the next, pretty much, 17 months to even have a
shot at taking even one of those legislative bodies.

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Right.

RR: Also, 2020 offers the next chance at large-scale redistricting because redistricting is
dependent on results of the 10-year census, which happens in years ending in 0. Not only is 2020
a presidential election year, it is also a census year that offers the possibility of redistricting and
now that the democrats should be ‘woke’ about being fucked over by the redistricting of 2010.
We’ll see if lawsuits can be brought to stop super-biased redistricting.

But it is going to be tough because Republican legislatures and governors own something like 37
out of 50 states. So we have 2 opportunities. 2018 and 2020 to see if we can get anywhere close
to democracy starting to work as it used to work, which was not bad — before the 90s. Also,
there’s one more chance for things to turnaround, and that’s if Trump leaves office for before his
4-year term is up.

That’s been look not terrible if you look at the bookie odds. They have been as high as 50-50 for
Trump leaving before the end of 4 years. But I don’t know. He just bombed Syria and then the
media decided that he looked presidential. He may be able to pull off 4 years and it is not
inconceivable that he could get 8 years in which place healing democracy looks like it may not
happen until the 2030s if at all.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 24 — North Korea &
Ivanka Crying

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
April 12, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: So one concern is the Trump Administration in the United States
building militarily and provoking seemingly with little cause.

Rick Rosner: Well, when you say little cause, they continue to develop missile systems and
weapons.

SDJ: I’ll correct what I said. For instance, the USS—the aircraft carrier into sensitive
areas to North Korea. They have begun to prepare for the firing of an intercontinental
ballistic as well as preparing a 6th nuclear test. Something like that.

RR: Trump governs by reflex. He governs by what he thinks will give him the most approval.
There were messages that he launched missiles into Syria when his daughter Ivanka saw children
suffering and cried. It is an understandably human reaction, but it does not reflect a cohesive
foreign policy.

SDJ: You read this in the news, right? That she cried.

RR: Yea.

SDJ: It sounds more like media narrative.

RR: Itis a trending hashtag on Twitter too: #lvankaCried. Given the way he runs the White

House, that seems entirely within line of how things work there right now. He also got a lot of
praise from the news channels from various pundits.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 25 — Polling
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

April 13, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: We know from reporting on him in the White house that he watches hours of news
every day. His popularity didn’t pop very much. He didn’t get much of a pop in approval for this.
Depending on the polls that you look at, if you look a Gallup, he hung steady at 40% approval.
This is day 83 in office. There are 83 days of polls available. On zero of those days did he rise to
majority approval, which is unprecedented since they started polling during FDR’s
administration

But he is probably being reinforced for his — what he considers his — manly stands and
belligerence with North Korea. Obama took a more measured approach. Probably the deal with
North Korea is that they’re going to — given their history over decades — continue to do what they
want, they will continue to defiantly developed their nuclear and missile programs until offered
incentives to back off for a while.

But that way of doing things, it assumes the leaders over there aren’t self-destructive assholes.
That what they do over there. Their own unconcern and belligerence is some way of gaining
advantage to be paid off to stop the programs over there. But if Kim Jong-un is crazy/stupid, and
is the one who is calling all of the shots, he may not be entirely pay-offable. So it’s terrible over
there because you’ve got a potentially crazy guy with Nukes and at least a belligerent asshole.

You could argue that you have belligerent assholes with nukes on both sides, but Trump will
continue to do what he gets positive reinforcement for — and | think he feels as if he got positive
reactions to launching 59 missiles into Syria. Even though, they did very little, at least strategic,
damage.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 26 — Pee Tapes
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

April 14, 2017

[Beginning of recorded material]
Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Those missile launches were signification. Yea?

Rick Rosner: Yea. People who are close to him are contaminated by their ongoing investigation
into their ties to Russia. Whether they knew it or not, a lot of those people were talking to
Russian intelligence agents. Trump himself may be compromised by the level of contact that he
had with Russia. The pee tapes that everybody talks about may—there’s not less evidence that
they exist.

The Pee Tapes being that he engaged with some sex play with prostitutes and urination a few
years ago in a Russian hotel. There’s no evidence for it except for the reliability of the special
agent guy that says it exists, but a lot of the other M16 guys say that this fairly impressive dossier
on Trump are either true or likely to be true. So there’s likely a sex tape of Trump. His White
House, he is spending a lot of energy to distract.

He is doing a lot to distract from the ongoing Russian investigation. So it continues to remain
unclear whether he can serve out his entire 4-year administration or term. If there were a
Democratic Party majority in either house of Congress, there might be more calls for
impeachment just based on what has been disclosed so far. You have Republican majority. Many
Republicans are trying to provide some cover for him.

Absent that he has any cohesive foreign policy philosophy. He will tend to continue to do what
will earn him praise and will react emotionally to what happens with any kind of governance.
Any kind of restraint being provided by—he’s got a few experienced generals in his Cabinet.
They may be the ones to stop him from really escalating or being dangerous.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 27 — Recent American

Politics
Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner

April 15, 2017

[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: At least in recent American politics, Republicans have been more willing to
biased and unfair and come up with clever ways to circumvent democracy. They developed an
apparatus long before the democrats developed one in response to the Republican apparatus to
get hyper-conservative justices onto the Supreme Court. And Republicans were the ones who in
2010 came up with effective ways to gerrymander a huge percentage of the states.

Republicans are less hesitant to engage in non-democratic tactics. And that extends to what facts
they choose to pull out of the confusing ball of all facts pertaining to a particular issue. They
cherry pick. They build conspiracies.

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: One thing in response to all of that. That you have facts. You have
political positions in theory along a spectrum — in reality dotted along that spectrum on
various topics for individual citizens. But an important thing is, the discussions people have
with, for instance, a democrat vs. republican or a liberal vs. conservative. These discussions
they rely on a premise, which I don’t think necessarily holds up too much validity.

In that, you have people debating, essentially, political talking points, and that’s not a real
discussion. | do not mean to say that you and Lance did that because | saw a little bit of one
video, not in full. But my sense is a lot of the time people have discussions on political
talking points rather than on issues and trying to come to the most factual basis of it
because people cherry pick as has happened — more on the Republican side at this point in
time.

RR: I like what you’re saying that political talking points not being discussions. They aren’t
really discussions. They are entertainment. CNN is super guilty of this.

SDJ: You can tell! The ‘discussions’ are dull.

RR: It is a bit like a sports match. You cheer for your side. CNN puts knuckleheads on like
Jeffrey Lord.

SDJ: [Laughing].

RR: People do not get better informed from this type of discourse. It is more who can out argue
the other or who can get in there and say the most—I don’t know. It is not news.

SDJ: That has its own comedy. The solution to that is hard because you have to make a
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genuine position of ignorance, which is in itself an experience of not knowing which is
uncomfortable. It is like coming to a new Kind of math when you’re younger as most people
have experienced. You don’t know it. There’s a moment of fear and anxiety about not
knowing what’s there and feeling like you want to give up.

But listening to someone genuinely makes conversation and, therefore, life less dull because
you do not know what’s coming, but you come to a negotiated and more complicated view
of the world. Which is better because, because as we talked about on ideologies (Left,
Center, and Right), those are simplified views of the world, which lead you to some
modicums of truth, but, in general, wrongness about the world.

But the complicated views you come to from negotiation can help suss out what is really the
case and then actually provide grounds for real discussion for solutions.

RR: People naturally — at least people for the last 100 years — have a progressive-rationalist view
of life in America at least. That is, that things will keep getting better in the fullness of time and
that people will keep getting more enlightened and rational, but since the end of the Fairness
Doctrine and the coming of angry conservative white radio guys like Limbaugh and Glenn Beck
and Alex Jones and Fox News.

A lot of discourse in America includes people who are belligerently wrong about—have been fed
bullshit and have been made confident in it. So even when there’s a clear set of facts based on
evidence and often on the most sensible interpretation of what’s going on, you have like a
quarter of the country backing points of view that are deceptively manipulated, cynically
manipulated.

And don’t represent well-informed or very rational points of view. Tens of millions of people
have been cultivated, have had their brains softened by a steady stream of propaganda. Decades
of propaganda now, and so, rational discourse is often tainted by people who believe or endorse
bullshit. Of course, there have been many periods in history in which that has been the case, but
it is not the way that Americans thought that their country would—It is not a direction
Americans thought that their country would go, but we are in the thick of it right now.

[End of recorded material]
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People, Personas, and Politics 28 — Sarin Gas and
Bombs

Scott Douglas Jacobsen & Rick Rosner
April 16, 2017
[Beginning of recorded material]

Rick Rosner: Less than a week ago, Trump att