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On StandardNET:

DOYLE McMANUS: The 
Los Angeles Times coluknist 
writes about new advances in 
technology that is helping pro-
tect protesters in the Middle 
East who live in oppressive 
states.

***
See this column and more 

at StandardNET’s  
National Commentary

It’s getting to the point where 
pedestrians are putting their 
lives at risk when stepping 
into crosswalks in Junction 

City. That is not an exaggeration. 
A healthy percent-
age of drivers seem 
to pay little, if any, 
attention to pedestri-
ans walking in cross-
walks where there is 
not a light. 

The latest bit of 
evidence for this 
Ogden walking dan-
ger is the injuries 
sustained by Ogden 
City Council candi-
date Jennifer Neil, injured when she 
was walking in a crosswalk on 25th 
Street and Lincoln Avenue in Ogden 
on Wednesday. The driver was cited 
for a failure to yield the right of way 
to a pedestrian in a crosswalk. Neil 
was thrown 10 feet and very lucky to 
suffer minor, albeit painful, injuries 
to her left knee. We wish her well as 

she recovers.
Raising awareness of the dan-

gers of crossing streets in Ogden, 
particularly in the downtown area, 
is something that needs to be done 

sooner rather 
than later. The 
Ogden Police 
Department 
is suited for 
this task. We 
urge the police 
department to 
focus on cit-
ing vehicles 
that fail to 
observe cross-
walk laws. In 

fact, we think it would be an excel-
lent idea if the police department 
conducted stings on crosswalks by 
observing and citing those drivers 
who do not observe the law.

Pedestrians should of course, be 
careful when they cross a street. 
However, the same rules must apply 
to drivers crossing intersections.

Crosswalk stings needed
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Even though the 2012 presidential 
election is more than a year away, 
campaigning 

is well underway 
and many voters 
already have opinions 
regarding who should, 
and who will, win the 
election. Most often, 
winners and losers 
are viewed in terms of 
individual candidates. 
Harry Truman edged 
out John Dewey in 
1952. John F. Kennedy 
beat Nixon in 1960. 
Barack Obama 
defeated John McCain 
in the last election.

Yet, presidential elections may also be 
viewed in terms of ideological winners 
and losers.

Lincoln’s victory over John 
Breckinridge and Stephen Douglas in 
the presidential election of 1860 may 
be viewed as victory 
for the anti-slavery 
platform adopted by 
the newly formed 
Republican Party. 
Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt’s landslide 
victory over Alfred 
Landon in 1936 was a 
referendum on New 
Deal policies and an 
expanded role for 
government. Ronald 
Reagan’s victory 
over Jimmy Carter in 
1980 constituted the 
ascendance of a long 
list of conservatives 
who had been holding 
to their principles since 
Barry Goldwater’s 1964 
campaign.

The 2012 presidential 
election will certainly 
include the standard 
debates on foreign 
policy, national security, 
and domestic economic 
policy. However, the next election is likely 
to focus upon some ideological issues 
which are unique to the 2012 campaign. 
Interestingly, science and the scientific 
method are emerging as early flashpoints 
in the 2012 campaign.

During the Sept. 7 debate, Jon 
Huntsman warned that “in order to for 
the Republican Party to win, we can’t run 
from science.” Unfortunately, Huntsman’s 
admonition was quickly disregarded.

Just a week later, Michele Bachmann 
turned her back on science. She initially 

criticized Texas 
Governor Rick Perry for 
promoting the vaccine to 
protect women against 
the HPV virus. Then, 
Bachmann went further 
by asserting that the 
HPV vaccine causes 
mental retardation.

When challenged with 
the facts that the Centers 
for Disease Control and 
Prevention had never 
found a link between 
the HPV vaccine and 
mental retardation, and 
the vaccine is effective 

in preventing a disease that strikes twelve 
thousand women each year, Bachmann 
defended her remarks by saying that an 
unnamed woman had told her the vaccine 
caused retardation and that was sufficient 
for her to accept the assertion. The press 

had a field day 
at Bachmann’s 
expense.

The fact that 
the press can 
fill air time by 
lampooning 
the scientific 
ignorance of 
political candidates 
would be amusing 
if it were not 
profoundly sad. It 
is sad that some 
voters embrace 
candidates who 
are hostile toward 
science. It is sad 
that more than 400 
years after the 
birth of Galileo, 
scientists are still 
being criticized 
for research 
findings that don’t 
conveniently 
conform to 
religious tenets.

Huntsman’s remark about running from 
science was initially aimed at Governor 
Perry, yet his advice has far more 
relevance. Ignoring scientific truths does 
not change the facts. Yet, turning your 
back on science can lead to dysfunctional 
policies. This is critically important for 
policy decisions regarding climate change, 
education, economics and public health. 
For this reason, Huntsman’s admonition 
should taken very seriously.

Running from science

Ignoring scientific truths 

does not change the facts. 

Yet, turning your back 

on science can lead to 
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is critically important for 

policy decisions regarding 

climate change, education, 

economics and public health. 
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During the Republican 
presidential debate of Sept. 
7,  Ron Paul stated that U.S. 
foreign policy caused the 
9/11 disaster. Rick Santorum 
ignorantly reacted. 

All one has to do is read 
Osama bin Laden’s letter 
to America to know why 
Paul said it. Refusing to 
acknowledge foreign policy 
played any part in this 
horrific event is sticking our 
heads in the sand to save 
face. Here is a quote from 
the letter: “The American 
people are the ones who 
choose their government by 
way of their own free will; 
…. The American people 
have the ability and choice 
to refuse the policies of their 
Government and even to 
change it if they want. Why 
are we fighting and opposing 
you? The answer is simple: 
Because you attacked us and 
continue to attack us. ... Your 
forces occupy our countries; 
you spread your military 
bases throughout them …”  

Why would any candidate 
for president ignore these 
words and pretend they 
don’t exist? I prefer honesty 
that may not be pleasant or 
popular.

Dolores Czeszel
Plain City

It is evident that when 
the president’s policies fail, 
he demonizes the Tea Party, 
or he uses the excuse that he 
inherited the problem. The 
rhetoric Labor day weekend 
by Mr. Hoffa and the vice 
president is over the top. 
The American people have 
had enough of this president 
and his lack of leadership. 
The only solution President 
Obama has,  “is to spread 
around more borrowed 
money.”

Look at the past; nearly 
two and three quarter years 
have past, and what is the 
result of almost $5 trillion of 
borrowed money?  We have 
unemployment stuck close 
to 10 percent; consumer 
confidence is record low; 
the stock market is tanking 
and close to the 2009 levels; 
national debt increases at 
a $4 billion day rate; there 
is zero economic growth; 
the nation’s credit rating 
has been downgraded; the 
housing market is depressed 
and still falling; food and 
fuel prices are at all time 

highs; and no program, or 
even a draft of a program 
is in sight. This is not 
happenstance but by design.  

The design is by the 
socialist-communist-
Democratic party and what 
he told Joe the Plummer ... 
”spread the wealth around.” 
The only benefactors of 
his spreading the wealth 
has been the unions but 
no programs for the job 
builders.

I have no hope about 
his plan and I dare say — 
the plan will be another 
stimulus give- away to the 
unions. You know the shovel-
ready jobs in infrastructure 
and all the caveat pay 
in accordance with the 
Davis-Bacon Act. But 
for those who are for the 
never-ending government 
borrowing and spending 
and that government knows 
best and is not to big too 
fail, there is the excuse — 
“it was not enough the first 
time around.”

Kaydell Bowles
Brigham City

President’s policies have failed us

“Most Americans 
don’t know it, but the U.S, 
Treasury owes more to 
the Social Security Trust 
Fund ($2.5 trillion) than 
we owe to China.” This is a 
direct quote from the guest 
commentary of Aug. 28 
by Richard Richards, “Tea 
Party a positive force toward 
achieving political reform.”

How does borrowing 
$2.5 trillion happen with our 
senators and representatives 
standing by? A trust fund 
should be held sacrosanct 
for the purpose of which 
it was set up. This has not 
happened overnight, not $2.5 
trilling, not billions, folks, 
but trillions. Where has it 
gone? Has it gone to fraud 
and misuse or pet projects of 
congressional members? If 
we had the $2.5 trillion back, 
would our Social Security 
fund be solvent?

Unfortunately, there is 
no way to get this money 
back as it is long gone. 
However, there has got to 
be a way to prevent it from 
ever happening again. Let’s 
all write our senators and 
representatives to get this 
done. Hatch, especially, 
who has been in Washington 
the longest and knows the 
workings of Washington, 

perhaps can get the ball 
rolling. But, then again, 
maybe not, since he is 
a senior member of the 
establishment that allowed 
this to happen.

Again from Richard’s 
column, I quote: “Legislation 
was passed in the House of 
Representatives years ago 
to prevent Congress or the 
Treasury from spending the 
trust monies but the measure 
was killed in the Senate.” 

Maybe term limits are 
the real answer before the 
privileged get corrupted 
by the power plays in 
Washington. Please write 
to your senators and 
representatives to tell them 
what we want done. The 
government is supposed 
to be governing for all of 
our benefits and it is not 
happening. And, then, let’s 
get some new faces in 
government to get a new 
perspective and a new focus 
to turn our government 
around. If only they will quit 
fighting, quit posturing, and 
start trying to do what we 
elected them to do, then we 
might have a government “of 
the people, by the people, and 
for the people.”  

Judy Gabourie
Roy

Keep lawmakers’ hands off of trust funds
Santorum reacted with 

ignorance to truth




