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A few weeks ago, I was fortunate 
enough to meet Bill Strickland, 
a man whose experience and 

innovative approaches might address 
worrisome trends emerging in Utah.

I was first introduced to Strickland 
over breakfast, and he quickly 
launched into his life story. Strickland 
talks about his accomplishments with 
considerable pride, but I also sensed a 
desire to do more. In the early 1960s, 
Strickland was a teenager living in 
one of the poorest neighborhoods in 
Pittsburgh. By his own admission, 
Strickland was on a path that would 
quickly lead to prison or an early 
death.

One day he met a ceramics teacher 
named Frank Ross. From the moment 
Ross put clay in his hands, Strickland’s 
life was forever changed. Strickland 
was fascinated with ceramics, and 
he became a protégé of Ross. Ross’ 
positive influence helped Strickland 
graduate from high school, and it 
was Ross who drove Strickland to the 
University of Pittsburgh and made 
him complete an application. If Frank 
hadn’t driven him to campus and put 
a pencil in his hand, Strickland might 
never have applied to college.

Today, Strickland is the president 
and CEO of a multimillion-dollar 
organization called the Manchester-
Bidwell Corporation. A large part of 
this organization is the Manchester 
Crafts Guild, which offers arts 
programs to young people in the 

Pittsburgh community. He also serves 
on the Board of Trustees for the 
University of Pittsburgh.

At any given time, there are about 
500 students at the Manchester 
Crafts Guild studying music, 
photography, painting and ceramics. 
Like Strickland, these young people 
come from Pittsburgh’s poorest 
neighborhoods, and their prospects 
are dim. 

By engaging students in the arts, 
Strickland seeks to open a new world 
for them — much like his own positive 
experience years ago.

According to Strickland, 90 percent 
of the students at Manchester will go 
on to college. In Strickland’s opinion, 
“the arts are a bridge to a new life.”

Strickland uses the arts to 
engage students. Once engaged, 
the students move on to college and 
careers as doctors, lawyers and 

entrepreneurs. The Manchester 
program has received national 
attention. For example, the students 
became so proficient at recording 
live performances that Manchester 
formed its own recording label 
— MCG Jazz. The label has earned 
three Grammy awards, and all the 
label’s profits are donated back to the 
Manchester Crafts Guild.

Strickland has also received his 
share of recognition. He is one of 
a handful of people to receive the 
MacArthur Foundation’s Fellows 
Award, more commonly known as 
the “Genius Award.” The award is 
given to people who show exceptional 
creativity, promise for important 
future achievements and the potential 
to foster creative work. There 
are no applications or unsolicited 
nominations for the MacArthur prize. 
Individuals don’t even know they are 
being considered. Once selected, the 
Fellows simply get a phone call and 
receive a “no strings attached” prize 
of half a million dollars.

Ogden could learn something 
from Strickland’s experience. The 
demographics of Ogden and the state 
of Utah are changing. At the same 
time, aspirations of the students in our 
secondary schools are declining. From 
the end of World War II to the late 
1990s, the proportion of young people 
graduating from high school and the 
proportion of high school graduates 
choosing to enter college increased 

steadily. In recent years, things have 
changed.

A decade ago, 42 percent of Utah 
students entering high school went 
on to attend college. It was expected 
that someday the majority of Utah 
high school students would go on to 
college. That didn’t happen. By 2004, 
the number of high school students 
going on to college had dropped from 
42 percent to 31 percent.

Ten years ago, 94 percent of Utah’s 
students graduated from high school, 
and Utah took great pride in its high 
completion rate. In 2004, Utah’s high 
school graduation rate dropped below 
90 percent. Utah is now significantly 
behind national averages for both 

high school completion and college 
attendance. In the last century, many 
of the improvements in social and 
economic conditions in the United 
States were attributed to increasing 
education levels. It is worrisome that 
Utah is beginning the 21st century 
with a significant drop in educational 
attainment. No society has ever 
bettered social conditions by reducing 
the level of education for its citizens. 
Fewer and fewer young people in 
Utah graduating from high school 
and attending college presents a huge 
problem.

Strickland is traveling around 
the country looking at possible 
locations to start programs similar 
to Manchester’s. According to 
Strickland, Manchester is a “scalable” 
concept; it can be duplicated.

Strickland has already opened new 
schools in Ohio and Michigan. Lewis 
Gale, Dean of the John B. Goddard 
School of Business & Economics 
at Weber State University, invited 
Strickland to Ogden. 

As a result of his visit, Strickland 
said he might be interested in starting 
a school like the Manchester Crafts 
Guild in Ogden. The formula that 
Strickland used in Pittsburgh may 
not work for Ogden; but then again, it 
might.

We have a big problem, and it’s 
time to start looking for solutions. 
Strickland’s example could be a 
starting point.

A bridge to a new world helped by man who was given a chance
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BY GOV. JON M. HUNTSMAN JR.
Guest commentary

It is time for a fundamental reform of 
our state’s tax code. As governor, I am 
looking out for the best interests of 

Utah residents, businesses and education 
by seeking a lower income tax rate with 
a flatter, fairer distribution of tax burden. 
In Utah, we have a unique situation 
where every penny paid in income taxes 
goes into the Uniform School Fund to 
pay for education. That revenue base is 
declining, because 
of a loophole-filled 
tax code. At the 
same time, we 
have become the 
nation’s fifth-fastest-
growing state with 
unprecendented 
educational needs.

We advocate true 
reform: A tax code that is simpler; one 
that provides for the needs of the state 
consistently and from a broader base; and 
one that is competitive with the states 
around us and compassionate to those 
bearing the burden. There’s no reason 
we can’t make meaningful tax reform a 
reality.

I am supporting House Bill 354, now 
moving through the Legislature. This bill 
will lower the income rate from 7 percent 
to 5 percent and remove sales tax on food.

The essence of this reform means 
long-term, dependable revenue free of 
the economic volatility that our current 
system is beholden to. This instability 
impacts our children’s education, our 
families’ strength and our communities’ 

livelihood. The goal is 
to stabilize the tax base 
and make Utah more 
economically competitive.

The critics look for 
winners and losers, but 
the problem isn’t that 
simple. To say that there 
are winners or losers 
by changing the system 
means that the current 
program is perfect. It is 

not. It is broken and must be fixed.
The income 

tax reform we 
are seeking is 
not cosmetic. 
We’re not talking 
about tax rebates 
and winning 
a popularity 
contest in 
November. 

I am not proposing a giveaway. There 
are plans out there that would simply 
drop the rate without addressing the 
deductions and other critical components 
of our antiquated tax code. This is not 
true reform. This will not lend itself to 
long-term problem solving, but will only 
give rise to the possibility of a future tax 
increase to make up for what was lost.

We are at a time of opportunity where 
we can truly make a difference in the 
overall well-being of our state’s economic 
future. The tax code is ready for a historic 
change and we are prepared to make the 
changes, and the hard decisions that will 
better serve our long-term interest as a 
state.

Huntsman is governor of Utah.

Time to change the tax code

Huntsman

BY LIBBY AVERYT
Corpus Christi Caller-Times

CORPUS CHRISTI, Texas — While the White 
House press corps seemed stunned that the 
Corpus Christi Caller-Times broke the story 

on Dick Cheney’s hunting accident, our readers 
expected it.

And we were glad to meet their expectations. 
Frankly, the newsroom had some difficulty 
understanding what all the hubbub was about last 
week. As national newscasters asked repeatedly why 
a local newspaper first reported the story instead of 
the White House press, we kept asking, “Why not?” 
We all heard our newspaper and this community 
falsely described as “Podunk” and “small-town,” 
clearly proving that some of the national press had 
failed to do their homework.

Nueces County has more than 316,000 residents, 
and it’s just one of 12 counties we cover.

We’re a consistently recognized, award-winning 
paper, named by the Press Club of Dallas as the 
best mid-sized paper in six states 13 out of the past 
17 years. Our paper reaches 190,218 readers, and 
our Web site, Caller.com, has more than 197,319 
registered users.

Out of the 1,456 daily newspapers in the United 
States, we rank 167th in circulation.

Our journalism is top-notch, and our work ethic 
is strong, as we devote resources exclusively to 
investigative stories and to features about your 
friends and neighbors.

We’re a newsroom full of professional journalists 
who could work in larger markets, but choose to stay 
here. We like this community, our co-workers and the 
team we’ve built here.

We take seriously our jobs, our readers and the 
privilege of being journalists.

Our readers, such as Hugh Smith, know there is 
nothing “Podunk” about the Caller-Times.

“The National Press Corps is sitting around 

with egg on its face, trying to blame anyone they 
can think of for not ‘giving’ them the news,” Smith 
wrote. “Someone needs to tell them to get off their 
collective rear ends and go to work and quit waiting 
for someone to tell them what is happening. If they 
don’t know how to do this, have them come on down 
to Corpus Christi. I am sure the good folks at the 
Caller-Times would be happy to give them some 
training.”

Added reader Tom Sussman: “As a long-standing 
and ardent critic of the current state of journalism, I 
found your article to be a breath of fresh air. Maybe 
real journalism isn’t dead.”

We’re a newsroom committed to changing with 
the times, building a multimedia operation that 
delivers information any way you want it, through 
print, Web stories, Web video and e-mail alerts.

Caller.com video taken by online content creator 
John Metz of photographer George Gongora 
demonstrating a shotgun drew 10,000 viewers on the 
Web in just five hours. 

The quality was so good that both CNN and 
MSNBC aired it nationally.

The national press doesn’t corner the market on 
great journalism. 

It can happen in any community, and as our 
readers here know, it frequently does.

My staff here knows that I expect them to be first 
in breaking news in our area, and we would have 
been deeply embarrassed had we not been first with 
the Cheney story.

Cheney told Fox News’ Brit Hume Wednesday: 
“It strikes me that the Corpus Christi Caller-Times 
is just as valid a news outlet as The New York Times 
is, especially for covering a major story in South 
Texas.”

Breaking what was national news last week was 
not a fluke for us.

As Managing Editor Shane Fitzgerald told me: 
“We were just doing our jobs.”

Averyt is editor of the Corpus Christi Caller-Times.

When Cheney story broke, we were there

The tax code is ready for a historic 

change and we are prepared to 

make the changes ...

BY WILLIAM O. BEEMAN
The Providence Journal

The White House staff 
members who are trying 
to prevent Iran from 

developing its own nuclear-
energy capacity, and who 
refuse to take military action 
against Iran “off the table,” 
have conveniently forgotten 
that the United States was the 
midwife to the Iranian nuclear 
program 30 years ago.

Every aspect of Iran’s 
current nuclear development 
was approved and encouraged 
by Washington in the 1970s. 
President Gerald Ford offered 
Iran a full nuclear cycle in 
1976. Moreover, the only 
Iranian reactor currently about 
to become operative — the 
reactor in Bushire (also known 
as Bushehr) — was started 
before the Iranian revolution 
with U.S. approval, and cannot 

produce weapons-grade 
plutonium.

The Bushire reactor, a “light-
water” reactor, produces Pu240, 
Pu241, and Pu242.

Although these isotopes 
could theoretically be 
weaponized, the process 
is extremely long and 
complicated, and untried. 
To date, no nuclear weapon 
has ever been produced with 
plutonium produced with the 
kind of reactor at Bushire.

Moreover, the plant must be 
completely shut down in order 
for the fuel rods to be extracted 
— making the process 
immediately open to inspection 
and detection.

Other possible reactors in 
Iran are far in the future.

The American push for 
Iran’s nuclear development 
was carried out with great 
enthusiasm. Professor 
Ahmad Sadri, chairman of 

the Department of Sociology 
and Anthropology at Lake 
Forest College in Illinois, was 
a young man in Iran when 
the United States was touting 
nuclear-power facilities to the 
government of the Shah in the 
1970s. He remembers seeing 
the American display at the 
Tehran International Exhibition, 
which was “dedicated to the 
single theme of extolling the 
virtues of atomic energy and 
the feasibility of its transfer to 
Iran.”

Sadri also remembers an 
encounter with Octave J. Du 
Temple, executive director 
emeritus of the American 
Nuclear Society, who fondly 
reminisced about half a dozen 
trips to Tehran in the early 
’70s to participate in meetings 
on “transfer of nuclear 
technology.”

Donald Weadon, an 
international lawyer active in 

Iran during that period, points 
out that after 1972 and the oil 
crisis, the United States was 
rabidly pursuing investment 
opportunities in Iran, including 
selling nuclear-power plants. 
He writes that “the Iranians 
were wooed hard with the 
prospect of nuclear power 
from trusted U.S.-backed 
suppliers, with the prospect of 
the reservation of significant 
revenues from oil exports 
for foreign and domestic 
investment.”

American dissimulation 
on this point reveals some 
interesting motives on 
Washington’s part. Iran 
under the Shah was as much 
of a threat to its neighbors 
— including Iraq — as it 
might be said to be today; 
its nuclear ambitions then 
could have been inflated and 
denigrated in exactly the 
same way that they are being 

inflated and denigrated today. 
But the United States was 
blissfully unconcerned. The big 
difference today is that Iran is 
now perceived to be a threat to 
Israel, and this fuels much of 
the threat of military action.

Even those who admit that 
the United States helped start 
Iran’s nuclear development 
can produce only two factors 
that make a difference in how 
Iran should be treated today, 
as opposed to the ’70s. The 
most recent factor is President 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad’s 
widely denounced remarks 
attacking Israel. 

The second, older factor is 
Iran’s alleged concealment of 
nuclear-energy development in 
the past.

President Ahmadinejad’s 
remarks have little or no 
connection with any probable 
action on Iran’s part regarding 
Israel. His pronouncements 

were designed primarily 
to shore up support from 
extremist elements among 
his revolutionary supporters. 
Moreover, he has no control 
over Iran’s foreign policy or its 
nuclear-energy program, and 
his views are not embraced by 
Iran’s clerical leaders.

However, the second 
accusation — that Iran has 
“regularly hidden information 
about its nuclear program” 
— is equally specious. When the 
reports of the United Nations 
inspection team are examined, 
one realizes that much of what 
the United States has called 
“concealment” was never 
concealed at all.

Beeman, a Brown University 
professor of anthropology and 
Middle East Studies, is author 
of “The ‘Great Satan’ vs. the 
‘Mad Mullahs’: How the United 
States and Iran Demonize Each 
Other.”

United States instigated Iran’s nuclear policy in the 1970s




