
Volunteers make 
CAC successful

Dear Editor, 
From dinosaurs to the wide ex-

panse of outer space, the Commu-
nity Arts Center’s continued
success stems from our volunteers
who generously give the gift of
time, energy and enthusiastic sup-
port throughout the year. It takes a
village to run an arts center, and
this is seen firsthand through the
many hours volunteers invest in
our center. Whether leading a craft
activity during the summer Arts
Exploration Camp, helping during
our monthly Lunch with the Arts
series, constructing a Mars Rover
Control Station or sitting at the
front desk to welcome visitors, our
volunteers go above and beyond
the call the duty.  

I thank all volunteers who made
this year’s “SPACE … Imagine
at” exhibit possible. Incorporat-
ing visual arts, music and drama,
the volunteers and staff were able
to treat thousands of visitors to an
out-of-this-world experience that
was both educational and enter-
taining. As part of National Volun-
teer Week, the board and staff of
the Community Arts Center extend
a heartfelt “ank you” to the 85
volunteers who invested more
than 1,100 hours in this year’s
blockbuster exhibit.

Although all of our volunteers
gave in their individual ways to

make this exhibit extremely spe-
cial, we must offer two women spe-
cial thanks: Cynthia Frey and Marti
Dickerson. Cynthia and Marti
worked tirelessly to coordinate our
many volunteers’ schedules for
each of our last three blockbuster
exhibits, managing the troops daily
to avoid chaos. We are deeply in-
debted to Cynthia and Marti for
their contributions.

We appreciate the continued
support of the Community Arts
Center, with its mission of creating
arts opportunities for every mem-
ber of our community. e Arts
Center hosts a variety of exciting
programs and events throughout
the year — Little Red Wagon Con-
test, New Horizons beginning
band for adults, riller Dance
Down Main Street, Acoustic Jam,

fine art exhibits and the Dantastic
Race to name a few. We welcome
every member of our community
to come make a personal invest-
ment of time in your Community
Arts Center.

Mary Beth Touchstone,
executive director

Community Arts Center
Danville

Bicyclers should 
follow the rules

Dear Editor,
I am writing in reference to rules

of the road as applicable to bicycles
in the state of Kentucky. 

Some bicyclers got permission
to ride on roads. ey apparently
thought this gives them the right to
just go out on highways and streets

and ignore all the rules of the road.
If they get hit by a car, which by the
way is bigger than they are, they
whine that drivers are not being
fair.

Rules are defined in the Ken-
tucky Administrative Regulations
(601 KAR 14:020). “Bicycles shall
be operated the same as motor ve-
hicles.” is means that bicyclers
are REQUIRED to ride their little
bikes in the right lane not the left;
they are REQUIRED to stop at stop
signs and stop lights. 

Do they do this? No they do not.
Many bicyclers I have seen come to
an intersection and go right on
through regardless of traffic
stopped. Bicyclers need to under-
stand that the road is being shared
with them but they are not sharing
the road with cars. 

Bicycles are unlike motorbikes
in that bicycles go much, much,
much slower than motorcycles,
and they are smaller than automo-
biles that these bicyclers want to
share the road with. ese bicy-
clers want drivers in those big bad
cars to have more respect and see
them. ese bicyclers need to learn
just like motorcycle riders that cars
are much, much bigger than they
are. ey need to have more re-
spect for the cars and themselves. 

Cars go a lot faster than they do
— a lot faster. If a car hits them or if
they hit a car, the hurt is going to be
on them just like it would be on a
motorcycle rider. A bicycler can
whine, if he or she lives, but the
hurt is still going to be on them.

Jeff King
Parksville

Will Red Cross help?
Dear Editor,
Now that there is no local Red

Cross chapter, who will set up a
disaster shelter when needed?

J.D. Germann
Danville

Editor’s note: In an August 2011 letter
to the editor, Terry Burkhart, regional CEO
for the American Red Cross, stated that an
office would still be maintained in Danville
and that the organization would continue
to provide disaster service. He wrote that
questions could be directed to him at
burkhart@redcrosslexky.org or by calling
(859) 253-1331.
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Our whispering campaigns 
WASHINGTON — All it

takes is one little twit.
Or a tweet, as the case

may be — not that
the two are mutually
exclusive. 

In fact, very likely
the person who re-
cently started a
rumor about South
Carolina Gov. Nikki
Haley was trying to
create that idiot’s de-

light — “buzz” — for his blog. Or
whatever little virtual temple he
had erected to himself. 

So it goes in the ridiculous po-
litical arena in which we now find
ourselves. e rumor — that Haley
was about to be indicted for tax
fraud — was so delicious that
other bloggers, tweeters and even
some mainstream media outlets
felt compelled to repeat it. 

Except that it wasn’t true. Not
even a little bit. Some twit appar-
ently thought it would be fun to
start a rumor and see what hap-
pened next. We all know what
happens: Indictments spread like
wildfire; corrections couldn’t roast
a marshmallow. 

e damage took only a couple
of hours. And Haley, a rising star
in the Republican Party and a pos-
sible vice presidential pick for Mitt
Romney, is all too aware of the po-
tential cost to her reputation. She’s
been through this before. While
she was running in the Republican
primary for governor, two men
stepped forward to claim sexual
dalliances with the married
mother of two. 

Obviously, South Carolinians
either didn’t buy it or didn’t care.
e attack was so vile and, frankly,
not so credible that voters reacted
by checking the box by Haley’s
name. Her popularity as governor

ebbs and flows as these things go,
but her appeal as a national figure
does not seem affected by local at-
tacks. She’s going to be around for
a long time. 

Meanwhile, what Haley experi-
enced as a target of the rumor mill
should be of more general con-
cern to everyone. e New York
Times tracked the path of the
Haley/tax rumor to show how
quickly it traveled from a small
spark in the fevered brain of a po-
litical enemy into a bonfire of
inanity. It began with a blog item,
then was tweeted by e Hill, a
Washington political newspaper,
and reported in a short article by
e Daily Beast. 

All of this happened between
12:52 p.m., when the blog post
went online, and 1:12 p.m., when
a reporter for USA Today actually
decided to call Haley’s office and
find out if the story was true. Give
that reporter a raise! But the
rumor was retweeted at 1:14 by
e Washington Post and later
picked up by online outlets Daily
Kos and e Daily Caller. By 3:29,
e Drudge Report linked to the
Daily Caller article featuring the
headline: “Report: DOJ may indict
SC Gov. Nikki Haley for tax fraud.” 

e next morning, e State
newspaper, South Carolina’s
largest, had a front-page story. All
in a day’s whisper. 

What is abominably clear is that
this sort of thing can happen to
anyone at any time. And much
worse things can be said that can’t
easily be disproved. Haley extin-
guished this fire by releasing a let-
ter from the Internal Revenue
Service stating that there was no
investigation. 

But what if, instead, the rumor
were that a candidate was once
suspected of child abuse? “Neigh-

bors, who remembered Candidate
A as quiet and polite, nonetheless
say they always suspected ... “ 

We used to recognize rumors
for what they are, but in the era of
insta-everything, rumors get to
enjoy enough time in the sunlight
to make an imprint on the com-
munity psyche. Most disappoint-
ing during this particular cycle
was the failure of legitimate news
organizations to turn the rumor
over and examine its underbelly
before repeating it. 

What happened to a minimum
of two corroborating sources be-
fore a story is posted? 

Even laymen unfamiliar with
traditional journalism’s standards
and procedures learned that rule
from “All the President’s Men,” the
movie based on Woodward and
Bernstein’s historic Watergate in-
vestigation. 

at was then. Now editors
faced with dwindling subscrip-
tions and advertising must com-
pete with the twits who make it up
as they go. But the danger of trying
to keep up with twits and tweeters
is that eventually you may get
good at it — and no better. 

Integrity of information is the
one thing newspapers can prom-
ise readers that other new media
can’t deliver with the same consis-
tency. 

It isn’t only a matter of pride or
even of survival of newspapers, in
which I obviously have a personal
interest. Ultimately, it is a matter
of helping protect freedoms that
will become diminished as a less-
informed citizenry surrenders re-
sponsibility to titillation — and
slouches inevitably toward idioc-
racy. 

Kathleen Parker’s email address is
kathleenparker@washpost.com. 

Obama’s Manifesto
Bashing the Supreme

Court of the United
States is a presidential

tradition almost as
old as the Supreme
Court itself. omas
Jefferson began it
when he railed
against John Mar-
shall’s landmark de-
cision in Marbury v.
Madison back in
1803. Just as Barack

Obama attacked the same, indis-
pensable principle of constitu-
tional law last week. It’s called
judicial review, and a country
can’t have a meaningful constitu-
tion without it, that is, if it doesn’t
have a court to ensure that the
Constitution is the supreme law of
the land — and can’t be overruled
by an ordinary act of Congress.

at essential insight keeps get-
ting in the way of willful presi-
dents. Andy Jackson, perhaps the
most willful of them all, made no
bones about his determination to
defy the court when it interfered
with his genocidal plans for the
American Indian. (“John Marshall
has made his decision; now let
him enforce it!”)

Our current president was only
following a time-dishonored tra-
dition this past week when he
went to wagging his finger, not for
the first time, at the justices of the
Supreme Court of the United
States. ere was no mistaking the
bullying tone of his words. You’d
have to be blind, deaf and a knee-
jerk liberal not to sense it. Or just
part of the mainstream media.

As he phrased it at his press
conference when the subject of
his health-care plan and its con-
stitutional chances came up: “For
years what we’ve heard is the
biggest problem on the bench was
judicial activism or the lack of ju-
dicial restraint, that an unelected
group of people would somehow
overturn a duly constituted and
passed law.” His health-care law,
he said, was just that. So this court
better not mess with it: “And I’m
pretty confident that this court
will recognize that, and not take
that step.”

To sum it up, as a headline on
the front page of the Wall Street
Journal did the next day: “Obama
Warns Supreme Court/ Says Over-
turn of Health-Care Law Would
Be ‘Unprecedented, Extraordi-
nary Step’.”

Unprecedented? Extraordi-
nary? Our president, who is said
to have taught constitutional law
at one point, has got to know bet-
ter. For the Supreme Court has
been overturning laws on consti-
tutional grounds for two centuries
now. It must have done so scores
of times — maybe a couple of
hundred. Scholars lose count. I’ve
seen the figure 165 bandied
about. at’s a lot of precedents.

John Marshall was only the first
chief justice of the Supreme Court
to rule an act of Congress uncon-
stitutional. If any ordinary law, or
any ordinary president, could
overrule the supreme law of the

law, it wouldn’t be supreme.
ere may be a reason they call it
the Supreme Court.

Even before there was a Consti-
tution, while it was still being de-
bated, a feisty commentator
named Alexander Hamilton
pointed out the inherent logic of
the court’s authority to uphold it:

“A constitution is, in fact, and
must be regarded by the judges,
as a fundamental law. It therefore
belongs to them to ascertain its
meaning, as well as the meaning
of any particular act proceeding
from the legislative body. If there
should happen to be an irrecon-
cilable variance between the two,
that which has the superior obli-
gation and validity ought, of
course, to be preferred; or, in
other words, the Constitution
ought to be preferred to the
statute, the intention of the peo-
ple to the intention of their
agents.”

Colonel Hamilton’s little feuil-
leton would become Federalist
Paper 78. (Newspaper columnists
wrote so much better and clearer
in his time; the trade has declined
considerably since.) John Mar-
shall said much the same thing in
his condensed, crystal-clear, and
unarguably logical conclusion to
Marbury v. Madison. Both docu-
ments should be required reading
for presidents, and certainly for
professors of constitutional law.

Barack Obama is scarcely the
first president to throw a tizzy
when the Supreme Court acts like
a supreme court. Franklin D. Roo-
sevelt and his brain trust were in-
furiated when the court threw out
their Signature Accomplishment,
the National Recovery Act.

at doozy of a law proposed to
do to the whole national economy
what this administration would
like to do to all Americans’ health
care. In response to the court’s
overturning their plan, the New
Dealers set out to pack the court
with their own pet judges. ey
didn’t succeed. 

Americans have this fondness
for the rule of law.

If the court’s doubting a law’s
constitutionality is quite prece-
dented, so is a president’s threat-
ening it. What gives Barack
Obama’s performance a peculiar
historical piquancy is that the first
black president of the United
States should now resort to some
of the same arguments, almost
the same phrases, made in the in-
famous Southern Manifesto of
1956, which threatened massive
resistance to the court’s attempt
to enforce the rights of black
Americans. (“is unwarranted
exercise of power by the Court....”)

Our president’s scholarly pre-
tensions only add a further filip to
his ill-concealed threat to the
court. If this president weren’t so
deaf to irony, he himself might be
amused by the spectacle of it.

Paul Greenberg is the Pulitzer prize-
winning editorial page editor of the
Arkansas Democrat-Gazette. His email ad-
dress is pgreenberg@arkansasonline.com
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