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T errebonne Sheriff Jerry 
Larpenter, Parish Presi-
dent Gordy Dove, District 

Attorney Joseph Waitz Jr. and a 
host of other parish officials and 
connected business people have 
found themselves the target of a 
blog that says it is out to expose 
corruption in local government.

In response to a complaint filed 
by one of the people mentioned on 
the blog — local businessman and 
Terrebonne Levee Board President 
Tony Alford — the Sheriff’s Office 
conducted a raid Tuesday, focus-
ing on Houma Police officer Wayne 
Anderson’s home, computers and 
cellphones.

The sheriff was woefully out of 
place in ordering criminal raids for a 
matter that is clearly best handled in 
a civil suit, if that.

And he has set a dangerous prec-
edent in asserting that official power 
can be used to silence public dissent.

While the sheriff used criminal 
defamation as a potential charge to 
get search warrants, the law itself is 
questionable at best.

The criminal statute Larpenter 
alleges has been violated is itself a 
violation of the First Amendment — 
at least as it relates to public figures 
and those “who are engaged in public 
affairs” — and the Supreme Court 
said so more than half a century ago. 
The Legislature never should have 
passed this law and should overturn 
it now that we have seen the mischief 
it can bring in the wrong hands.

District Judge Randy Bethancourt 
of Houma, who signed the original 
search warrant, ruled Friday after 
a hearing that the search was valid. 
Anderson’s lawyers are appealing 
that ruling and are considering a 
lawsuit in federal court.

Even if the defamation law was 
broken, which it doesn’t appear to 
have been, the Sheriff’s Office has 
a clear conflict of interest in inves-
tigating this case. Since Larpenter 
is a central character in the blog’s 
critiques, another law enforce-
ment agency should have handled 
the investigation. District Attorney 
Joseph Waitz Jr. recused himself, 
saying he wanted to avoid “the 
appearance of impropriety.” The 
sheriff should have done the same.

Much has been made of the 
anonymous nature of the blog, but 
anonymous speech enjoys every First 
Amendment protection that other 
speech does. Not signing one’s name 
is not a crime. Ironically, anonymous 
critiques will likely become more 
popular now that the entire region 
has seen what can be brought to 
bear when someone speaks up about 
those in power. The sheriff seems to 
have a poor understanding of the law 
and the U.S. Constitution. “If you’re 
gonna lie about me and make it under 
a fictitious name, I’m gonna come 
after you.” There is nothing judicious 
or lawful about that statement. It 
implies that because Larpenter is the 
sheriff, he can initiate criminal cases 
regardless of whether there is any 
legal basis. In this case, there clearly 
is not.

The sheriff needs to explain 
exactly who he thinks this website 
has “defamed” and specify how that 
is the case.  This whole episode will 
have a chilling impact on potential 
speech. Everyone here must think 
twice about criticizing the sheriff or 
other officials or face the possibility 
of home raids and possible criminal 
charges under a law that has been 
ruled unconstitutional. That is the 
message the sheriff is sending to his 
constituents.

And what of consistency? Will 
Larpenter now set up a special 
crime squad to monitor the tone and 
truthfulness of social media com-
ments about people outside his group 
of friends and family? Will he file 
charges against those who defame 
people who aren’t as well connected?

This is a terrible example of the 
power of government and how 
quickly it can be abused. The sheriff 
and the state Attorney General’s 
Office, which is handling the case in 
place of Waitz, should immediately 
drop this ridiculous witch hunt and 
allow American citizens to have their 
say — even if it hurts some feelings.

—Editorials represent the opinion of 
the newspaper, not of any individual.

OUR OPINION

Attention, 
sheriff : This 
is America

S ince Mel Gibson’s 2004 
blockbuster “The Passion 
of the Christ” grossed more 

than $600 million worldwide, Hol-
lywood has slowly begun to look 
at faith-based movies as a way to 
fatten their bottom lines and reach 
a demographic they have mostly 
ignored for decades.

Last week in Los Angeles, the 
show business publication Vari-
ety co-sponsored another of 
its occasional programs called 
“PURPOSE: The Family Entertain-
ment and Faith Based Summit.” 
The summit’s goal is to encourage 
filmmakers to make more movies 
with faith content from a mostly 
Christian perspective. Recently 
there have been some modest box 
office successes with films like 
“Heaven is for Real” and “God’s 
Not Dead.”

Perhaps the boldest move in this 
genre is the remake of a classic, 
“Ben-Hur.” The 1959 film starring 
Charlton Heston won 11 Oscars, 
including best picture, best direc-
tor (William Wyler) and best actor 
(Heston). It, too, was a remake of 
a 1925 silent film version adapted 
from Lew Wallace’s 1880 novel 
“Ben Hur: A Tale of the Christ.”

I generally don’t like remakes, 
especially of classics. Many have 
bombed at the box office, including 
the 1998 versions of “Blues Broth-
ers” and “Psycho.”

The latest “Ben-Hur,” open-
ing nationwide Aug. 19, does not 
try to compete with the 57-year-
old version, which is well known 
to an older crowd and anyone 
who has seen it on numerous TV 
broadcasts.

This remake has the golden 
touch of the husband-wife team of 
Mark Burnett and Roma Downey 
(producers of the highly rated “The 
Bible” series for the History Chan-
nel). The story is approached from 
a different angle without disre-
specting the original. It also seeks 
to reach a younger generation that 
may be unfamiliar with the previ-
ous versions.

There are subtle changes from 

the 1959 storyline.  It could have 
been melodramatic and uncon-
vincing, but Jack Huston (Judah), 
Toby Kebbell (Messala) and direc-
tor Timur Bekmambetov make it 
work.

I asked Roma Downey why she 
and Mark took on such a project. 
She replied in an email that while 
the central theme is about recon-
ciliation and forgiveness, “It’s not 
specifically a faith movie ... it’s 
an action adventure drama, but it 
holds in its heart a story of hope. 
This is the balm our hurting world 
needs. This is why a Ben-Hur 
release for 2016 makes sense. We 
need this message in our country 
and in our world right now.”

The verbal attacks by the main 
presidential candidates prove her 
right.

In the not-too-distant past, 
faith-based movies, if they were 
made at all, suffered from low bud-
gets and tackiness and were often 
too preachy. Not this “Ben-Hur.”

This is a first-class film released 
by two first-class companies 
(Paramount and MGM). It stands 
on its own as entertainment, but 
entertainment with a purpose. Go 
see it. You won’t be disappointed.

ENTERTAINMENT WITH A PURPOSE

The third coming of Ben-Hur

CAL THOMAS

Today is Sunday, Aug. 7, the 220th 
day of 2016. There are 146 days left 
in the year.
On Aug. 7, 1782, Gen. George 
Washington created the Order of 
the Purple Heart, a decoration to 
recognize merit in enlisted men 
and noncommissioned offi cers.
In 1789, the U.S. War Department 
was established by Congress.
In 1814, Pope Pius VII issued a bull 

restoring the Society of Jesus, or 
Jesuits, four decades after the 
order had been suppressed by 
Pope Clement XIV.
In 1882, the famous feud between 
the Hatfi elds of West Virginia and 
the McCoys of Kentucky erupted 
into full-scale violence.
In 1927, the already opened Peace 
Bridge connecting Buffalo, New 
York, and Fort Erie, Ontario, 

Canada, was offi cially dedicated.
In 1942, U.S. and other allied forces 
landed at Guadalcanal, marking 
the start of the fi rst major allied 
offensive in the Pacifi c during 
World War II. (Japanese forces 
abandoned the island the following 
February.)
In 1959, the United States launched 
the Explorer 6 satellite, which sent 
back images of Earth.

TODAY IN HISTORY

Arminda Sue Vazquez: They 
need to bring in out of state 
investigators.

Clorissa Epps: Real talk 100 percent.
Chris Matherne: That’s not corrupt at 
all.
Penny Savin Duplantis: Dude, if it’s all 
lies, why worry about it?
Sam Obgartel: Because there is prob-
ably alot of truth to this. Lol.
Lynne Prevost Doucet: Because it’s not 
lies.
Sam Obgartel: Wow! I knew Houma 
was dirty, but This is wild.
Tammy Austin: And what about other 
lies people tell on others in this 
parish? Do they get action now?
Dawn Guidry Pierron: I don’t like what 
the blogger was writing, especially 
hiding behind a fake name. If he’s 
going to criticize, he should use his 
name. Does the fact that he was 
using a fake name nullify his freedom 
of speech? I guess the fake name 
doesn’t have that right.
Danny J Parsons: This is all public 
information. He just merely put it all 
in one spot.
Clorissa Epps: Amen.
Brandi Clark Jackson: I wonder if we 
can get search warrants and inves-
tigations done when someone does 
this to us? Hell, you can barely get a 
report fi led if someone is harassing 
you. Even then, nothing gets done.
Jennifer Smith: Preach. I called about 
multiple harassments and nothing 
got done ... literally nothing.
Kyle Jackson: Same here, girl. If we 
kicked in doors every time someone 
said something bad about us, there 
wouldn’t be a good door in town.
Brandi Clark Jackson: A few years ago, 
someone was calling my phone from 
a blocked number every Sunday at 
1 a.m. They gave my number out to 
some random guy. They told me the 
most horrible things. I was told that 
there was nothing they could do 
since it came from a blocked number. 
Case closed.
Kyle Jackson: That’s a shame, girl. You 
guys deserve more respect than that.
Morgan Guidry: OMG. Me too. I’d have 
some call everyday. I got told it’s 
not a big deal and continued getting 
harassed. I traced the number myself 
to someone in Houma down a not-so-
nice street.
Joseph Clement: BREAKING NEWS: 
Politicians using their power to con-
fi scate evidence.
 
We also asked our Facebook audience 
what they think of a new poll that shows 
half of Louisianans approve so far of the 
job being done by Gov. John Bel Edwards. 
Here is what they said:
Steve Guin: Half approve? This means 
the other half disapproves. That’s not 
a very favorable statistic for the new 
governor.
Allen Thibodaux: To be fair, in a state 
so heavily Republican and having to 
make unfavorable calls and decisions 
after the screw-ups of the previous 
administration (he who shall not be 
named), 50 percent isn’t that bad.
David Crochet: He’s not been in there 
long enough. He’s done nothing yet. 
Let’s see in two years if they still feel 
that way.
Allen Thibodaux: People were calling 
for his recall less than a month after 
he took offi ce because “he screwed 
everything up.” Considering that, 
he is doing remarkably well. Also he 
has to deal with being the one who 
has to clean up the previous admin-
istration’s crappy budgeting work, 
which has put us in this apartment of 
troubles.
David Crochet: The thing I will never 
understand about Americans is that if 
an elected political fi gure is not doing 
the job after six months, can him. 
No, they sit back and let them do the 
damage. Then, they complain after 
they’re gone. It makes absolutely no 
sense.
Jennifer Smith: In his defense, anyone 
who received this term would have 
spent four years cleaning up after 
Jindal. He’s not going to be able to 
make changes until Jindal’s mess 
gets cleaned up.

We asked our Facebook users what they 
think of news that the Terrebonne Parish 
Sheriff’s Offi ce raided homes over an 
online blog that says it is exposing corrup-
tion among local politicians. Here is what 
they said.

Follow us
on Twitter.

We’re at @HoumaToday 
and @DailyComet.

A lot is wrong with Sheriff 
Jerry Larpenter’s decision 
to order deputies to raid 

a house last week in an effort to 
uncover who is behind an anony-
mous website that criticizes him 
and other public officials.

ExposeDAT, which claims to be 
“Terrebonne Parish’s Underground 
Watchdog,” began publishing state-
ments critical of local public figures 
and their business dealings in late 
June. The site, whose targets include 
Larpenter, Parish President Gordy 
Dove and District Attorney Joe Waitz 
Jr., can be viewed at http://expose-
dat.in/wp/.

Larpenter said in a news release 
Thursday that the Sheriff’s Office 
was investigating a defamation 
complaint by the parish’s insur-
ance agent, Tony Alford, on behalf 
of himself and his business, ASLR 
Insurance. Part of that investigation 
was a search of Wayne Anderson’s 
home on St. Francis Street. Ander-
son, a Houma Police officer and 
former Terrebonne sheriff’s deputy, 
denies involvement in the blog.

Lots of questions are swirling 
about this issue, which was first 
reported by The Courier and Daily 
Comet’s news partner, WWL-TV. 
I’m still getting a handle on all of 
them, but, in the meantime, here are 
some initial problems:

■ Foremost, Larpenter over-
stepped his authority in ordering 
deputies to confiscate computers, 
cellphones and other materials from 
Anderson’s home. You might expect 
this kind of tactic in a backward 
country ruled by a strongman dic-
tator who sends in the goon squad 
to rough up anyone who crosses 
him. And the reasoning he gave to 
WWL-TV should alarm anyone who 
values the free speech and protec-
tion from unreasonable search and 
seizure Americans are guaranteed 
under the U.S. Constitution.

 ■ The state law Larpenter used 
as the basis for his search and sei-
zure is unconstitutional, violating 
Americans’ First Amendment free 
speech rights. The U.S. Supreme 
Court declared this so-called 
criminal defamation statute 
illegal years ago, and the state 
Legislature needs to rescind it 
immediately.

■ State District Judge Randy 

Bethancourt of Houma shouldn’t 
have granted the Sheriff’s Office a 
warrant under this law in the first 
place. The remedy for Alford or 
anyone else who believes he or she 
has been defamed is to file a civil law-
suit seeking damages. Bethancourt 
erred again when he ruled Friday 
that the investigation can proceed. 
During the hearing, the judge ques-
tioned whether Alford is a public 
figure; as a longtime member of the 
Terrebonne Levee Board, he cer-
tainly is. And, as the Supreme Court 
has said in negating the state law the 
sheriff used as the basis for his inves-
tigation, Americans have a right to 
criticize public officials. Anderson’s 
attorneys have appealed, and the 
odds are high that a state appeals 
court will overturn Bethancourt’s 
decision.

 ■ ExposeDat is interesting read-
ing, but I’m not sure what the sheriff, 
Alford or anyone else would claim is 
defamatory. Even if any of it does 
defame, which, in simple terms, 
courts define as maliciously and 
knowingly presenting damaging lies 
about someone, the remedy is a civil 
lawsuit, not the overreaction that 
took place last week.

— Executive Editor Keith Magill 
can be reached at 857-2201 or keith.
magill@houmatoday.com.

EDITOR’S VIEW
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TODAY IN HISTORY

D istracted driving is a 
scourge.

It is a deadly problem that 
is claiming far too many lives every 
year.

And texting and driving is a huge 
component of the problem.

When we are behind the wheel, 
we owe ourselves, our families and 
our fellow motorists the cour-
tesy of paying attention — our full 
attention — to the road and our 
surroundings.

Anything that distracts from that 
central mission is a danger to us all.

According to an Associated Press 
report this week, distracted driving 
killed nearly 3,500 people in the 
U.S. and Puerto Rico last year. That 
was up from 3,200 in 2014.

So not only is this a huge problem, 
it is an increasingly deadly one.

And the growth in the numbers is 
continuing in spite of the fact that 
nearly everyone knows the practice 
is deadly.

“It’s everyone, kids, older people 
— everyone. When I stop someone, 
they say, ‘You’re right. I know it’s 
dangerous, but I heard my phone 
go off and I had to look at it,” said 
one police officer quoted in the AP 
story.

Forty-six states prohibit texting 
while driving, and 14 prohibit driv-
ers from even talking on cellphones. 
Still, the problem is not getting any 
better.

The legal penalties for violating 
the law in Louisiana have grown 
more severe. Fines have more than 
doubled for even the first offense.

But there has to be more persua-
sion in addition to the punishment.

It is a cultural problem. We have 
seen some improvement in drinking 
and driving due to the combination 
of increasing legal penalties and a 
stigmatization of the practice by 
friends and family members.

We have seen the same strides 
made in getting people to buckle 
their seatbelts while they are behind 
the wheel.

But for some reason, the problem 
with distracted driving remains.

Our roads and bridges are in such 
bad shape that even under the best 
conditions, we are in danger while 
driving.

There is no excuse for giving the 
task any less than our complete 
attention.

Knowing that the problem is so 
severe, other motorists now must 
look out for all the normal hazards 
we are used to seeing and also keep 
watch for distracted drivers who 
could veer into our lanes or plow 
through an intersection.

The police officers can and 
should continue to give out tickets 
to discourage distracted driving. 
But it will be up to us — the people 
who are in the cars and on our 
phones — to change our practices 
before we see a measurable differ-
ence in the number of lives it claims 
each year.

We can do it. We just have to 
want to do it.

That call, text or status update 
will wait until you get where you’re 
going. Please give yourself and the 
rest of us a chance to arrive safely.

 
— Editorials represent the opinion of 
the newspaper, not of any individual.

OUR OPINION

Distracted 
driving is 
a deadly 
epidemic

Today is Friday, Sept. 2, the 246th day 
of 2016. There are 120 days left in the 
year.

On Sept. 2, 1945, Japan formally 
surrendered in ceremonies aboard 
the USS Missouri in Tokyo Bay, ending 
World War II.

In 1666, the Great Fire of London 
broke out.

In 1789, the United States Treasury 
Department was established.

In 1864, during the Civil War, Union 
Gen. William T. Sherman’s forces 
occupied Atlanta.

In 1901, Vice President Theodore 
Roosevelt offered the advice, “Speak 
softly and carry a big stick” in a 
speech at the Minnesota State Fair.

T he ironies are everywhere in 
the case of the Terrebonne 
power structure v. U.S. 

Constitution.
Take, for example, Glowing 

Irony No. 1, the most obvious: 
Terrebonne Parish’s top law 
enforcement officer either has 
no understanding of the U.S. 
Constitution or cares little for the 
protections it guarantees.

“If you’re gonna lie about me 
and make it under a fictitious 
name, I’m gonna come after you.”

That was Larpenter’s quote, 
included in the WWL-TV story 
about the Sheriff’s Office raid on a 
Houma police officer’s home and 
confiscation of the police officer’s 
computers and cell phones.

All this intrusion into Wayne 
Anderson’s personal space came 
because the sheriff and some of his 
friends didn’t like the content on 
ExposeDAT.

The website claims to have 
exposed various unsavory business 
connections between Larpenter, 
District Attorney Joe Waitz Jr., 
Parish President Gordon Dove, 
Terrebonne Levee Board President 
Tony Alford and other well-
connected folks. For the record, 
Anderson has denied any connec-
tion to the website.

If you haven’t taken a look yet, 
check it out for yourself at http://
exposedat.in/wp/. It does bring to 
light various business and family 
relations and seeks to cast doubt 
on the integrity and ethics with 
which Terrebonne Parish is being 
governed.

Which brings us to Glowing 
Irony No. 2: Without the heavy-
handed police action aimed at 
shutting down free speech about 
local government, far fewer people 
would have even heard of Expose-
DAT, much less read the critiques 
it contains.

It enjoyed a small audience 

before Larpenter and the rest 
decided they were too thin-
skinned to have all this free speech 
going around on the Internet.

Afterward, of course, many 
thousands of people heard about 
the website and perused its offer-
ings — most of which are aimed at 
exposing connections between and 
among Terrebonne’s most power-
ful people.

If Larpenter and the others were 
trying to limit the exposure of 
these uncomfortable statements, 
they failed utterly.

What they did was increase its 
visibility incredibly by casting 
the website into a public storm 
of polarizing debate — whether 
the cops should search and seize 
your property just because they 
don’t like what someone said 
online. And whether people 
should be protected by the First 
Amendment even when they post 
anonymously.

Which brings us to Glow-
ing Irony No. 3: While some of 
these folks made a big deal out 
of the anonymity that cloaks the 
website, their actions simply 
encourage future detractors to do 
so anonymously or risk criminal 
investigations, unconstitutional 
searches and public smear 
campaigns.

This whole ugly ordeal has set 
back the cause of free speech 
decades — ironically, about the 
same amount of time the crimi-
nal defamation law on which this 
ridiculous search and seizure 

was based has been declared 
unconstitutional.

Both the U.S. and Louisiana 
supreme courts decades ago came 
down on the side of free speech 
and against government overreach 
into our personal rights.

Unfortunately, no one bothered 
to learn about the law before get-
ting a search warrant in pursuit of 
a criminal investigation based on 
an unconstitutional law. Or no one 
cared in the first place.

Whichever is the case, Terre-
bonne has emerged from this latest 
scandal with an embarrassing 
distinction. Even in the shameful 
realm of Louisiana politics, Terre-
bonne is a special place where the 
sheriff will “come after you” if he 
doesn’t like what you say.

So take heed, all those who 
would speak freely just because 
you thought this was a free 
country: You’d better make sure 
you have some friends or family 
members of your own somewhere 
in the local power structure, or 
your constitutional rights aren’t 
worth the time it takes to set up an 
anonymous website.

In the end, of course, sense and 
law prevailed. A state appeals court 
ruled last week that the search was 
unconstitutional — telling every-
one what they should have known 
from the beginning.

Unfortunately, that doesn’t 
change the horrible lesson this 
episode taught would-be critics of 
local government: Dare to invoke 
your God-given freedom and face 
the ire of officialdom — exactly 
what isn’t supposed to happen in a 
free nation. But maybe that is what 
they were trying to do all along. If 
so, job well done.

 
— Editorial Page Editor Michael 
Gorman can be reached at 448-
7612 or by e-mail at mike.gorman
@dailycomet.com.

FIRST AMENDMENT

Ironies abound in fi ght over website

J ames Surowiecki of the New 
Yorker and I seem to have come 
to roughly the same conclu-

sion about President Barack Obama’s 
health-care exchanges, which is that 
they’re in big trouble. Our diagnosis 
of the source of this problem is basi-
cally the same. As Surowiecki puts it, 
“Obamacare is being hobbled by the 
political compromises made to get it 
passed.”

Yet we differ as to the proper treat-
ment; I think that when it became 
clear how crippled the bill was going 
to be, the administration and its 
backers in Congress should have 
retreated to a more modest goal. Sur-
owiecki, on the other hand, argues, 
“In fact, government hasn’t mucked 
around enough: if we want to make 
universal health insurance a reality, 
the government needs to do more, 
not less.”

Which of us is right? You’ll be 
unsurprised to hear that I think the 
answer is “Me.”  

It’s not that we disagree that 
European systems that look kinda like 
Obamacare work better than ours. 
They do. We differ because he thinks 
it’s possible for the U.S. to construct 
something like those European 
systems, “if there were a shift in the 
political mood and it were given a 
shot.” I don’t think that the shift he 
wants will ever occur, and even if it 
did, any “shot” we gave a European-
style system would end up much like 
the “shot” we gave it in 2010, which is 
to say, a wide miss.

Unfortunately, while basically 
everyone in the country thought 
that the U.S. health care system 
was as messed up as a party-school 
group house on graduation day, 
most people actually liked whatever 
coverage they had.  No reform could 
pass if it seemed to shrink any of these 
major markets in any significant 
way. Expanding everything would 
cost a boatload of money and make 
taxpayers freak out, so the architects 
of Obamacare finessed this problem 
with a combination of:

■ Opaque rules.
■ Disingenuously optimistic prom-

ises such as, “If you like your plan you 
can keep it.”

■ Weak versions of unpopular 
measures needed to make the law 
work, such as paltry penalties for fail-
ing to buy health insurance.

■ Not touching the wildly ineffi-
cient profusion of programs.

All that stuff is what has left Obam-
acare where it is. The dishonesty 
was exposed. The weak versions of 
European measures failed to encour-
age the behavior changes needed to 
make the system work.  

Theoretically we could fix this, 
except that the political calculation 
hasn’t changed. Loss aversion is an 
incredibly strong phenomenon in 
politics, which is why even disas-
trously malfunctioning government 
programs are pretty much immortal; 
legislators are too afraid of their ben-
eficiaries to touch them.

This is a problem everywhere, of 
course, but it is especially a problem 
here, because our legal system and 
our political structure create choke 
points that an angry interest group 
can use to block your law.  Undoubt-
edly the root of our disagreement is 
partly ideological. But I suspect it’s 
also partly geographical.

Moving to Washington, as I did 
from New York some years ago, gives 
you a ringside seat to the legislative 
process and a keen new appreciation 
of how much effort goes into pass-
ing a bill that affects just two or three 
poorly funded interest groups.

Passing a major bill requires a 
thousand concessions to public senti-
ment, to key congressional districts, 
to ideological holdouts and to well-
organized interest groups (think of 
insurance lobbies, doctors, nurses, 
patient groups and retired people).  

The sheer weight of necessary 
concessions will deform the program, 
so beautiful in its clean white-paper 
form, into something you barely rec-
ognize. It was true in 2010. And now 
that we have yet another program 
on top of all the others, which also 
cannot be substantially altered, it is 
even more true in 2016.
— Megan McArdle is a Bloomberg 
View columnist writing on eco-
nomics, business and public policy.

AFFORDABLE CARE ACT

Why Obamacare
can’t be what its 
supporters want

Opinion on corporal 
punishment is wrong

On Aug.29, the newspaper’s 
opinion on corporal punishment is 
totally wrong, and so is the ACLU.

Will we the people ever take 
charge of our families and our lives 
again? The ACLU took religion out 
of our schools. Now you want to 
take away our God-given right to 
raise our kids with discipline and 
respect for their elders, teachers 
and the public.

You say in 2014 black kids were 
eight times more likely than His-
panics and twice as likely to receive 
corporal punishment than white 
kids. I hear the same sob story 
about the percentage of blacks in 
our jails. What would you suggest? 
Next time a black kid uses a curse 
word in class, whip the white or 
Hispanic kid sitting next to him or 
her. Next time a crime is commit-
ted by a black person, ride around 
to the next street and arrest the 
first white person you see. This will 
balance things out.

In a few years, all the white 
people will be in jail and all the 
white kids will be expelled.

Where is the money for food 
stamps, welfare, public housing, 
free lunch, public defenders and 
free college going to come from?

If you look around at the lack 
of discipline and respect, this is a 
major reason why there’s so much 
crime. We need more corporal 
punishment, not less. People 
like you are responsible for the 
government’s intervention into 
our daily lives. Also, for the notion 

that a black person should not be 
held accountable for his actions 
or we’ll be called racist, When I 
went to school and got a whip-
ping for being bad and my parents 
found out, I got another one at 
home from my mom. I had to cut a 
switch from the hackberry tree and 
bring it to her. You can’t discipline 
all children the same. Some need 
a firmer hand than others. The 
hackberry switch or paddle should 
be the last resort, but the option 
needs to remain open.

Why don’t you ask your Face-
book followers to respond to this?

 
Herdis Neil
Montegut

 

Hillary Clinton is lacking 
in character

On Aug. 22, I read an opinion 
piece by Daniel Akerson. I would 
like to thank him for his military 
service too America. Next, I would 
ask, did you get your news only 
from CNN? You said the office 
of the president requires “com-
petence, integrity, empathy, 
character and temperament,” and 
Hillary has all of these traits. I beg 
to differ.

Integrity — She is a pathological 
liar. She tells lies to cover lies about 
her lies.

Character — Which one? The 
one she uses when talking to blacks 
or the one she uses when talking 
to coal miners? How about the 
one she uses when talking to Wall 
Street bankers?

Temperament — She’s known to 

be a screaming banshee when mad. 
She’s very vindictive. I’d say to 
ask past enemies from Arkansas to 
Washington, D.C., but they either 
had strange accidents or commit-
ted suicide. Competence — Check 
with the survivors of Benghazi on 
that one. And since when did com-
petence come into play? We’ve 
had Obama for the past eight years.

At the end of his letter, I noticed 
that Mr. Akerson was the CEO of 
GM for four years under Obama. 
Is there some bias there? Just what 
was your retirement package 
from Government Motors? Very 
lucrative, I’d say. Hillary hates 
our military and its uniforms. Ask 
the Marine honor guard pres-
ent when Bill wast president. She 
even spurned the Fraternal Order 
of Police to embrace Black Lives 
Matter. She is just like Obama, a 
divider, not a uniter. She will pass 
massive taxes and stifle business 
growth. She will bloat government 
and squander tax revenue.

She wants to import tens of 
thousands of Syrians a year. I’m 
not an Islamaphobe, just a realist. 
There will be thousands of terror-
ists in those Syrians.

No, we can’t trust Hillary and 
we surely can’t give her the keys to 
America. She will do just as she did 
as secretary of state, sell her influ-
ence for donations to the Clinton 
Foundation. And America will pay 
the price.

God bless America and God help 
us if she becomes president.

 
Michael P. Ayo
Theriot
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