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“I BELIEVE that the public journal is a public trust; That all connected with 
it are, to the full measure of their responsibility, trustees for the public; That 

acceptance of a lesser service than the public service is a betrayal of this trust.
I BELIEVE that clear thinking and clear statement,  

accuracy and fairness are fundamental to good journalism.”
— Walter Williams, founding dean, missouri school of journalism
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State View

Carnahan case shows politics control administration

The Justice Department unfortunately 
has decided to appeal a court ruling 
that undercut its claims of wide-
spread vote fraud in Missouri. There 

ought to be a better use of federal legal man-
power than pursuing these dubious claims

In April, U.S. District Court Judge Nanette 
Laughrey said the Justice Department 
presented no evidence of voter fraud in its 
lawsuit against Missouri Secretary of State 
Robin Carnahan, a Democrat.

The judge said Carnahan responsibly ful-
filled her obligations by providing training 
and equipment to local officials who main-
tain registration rolls.

Federal officials alleged that Carnahan had 
failed to remove the names of deceased or 
inactive voters from registration lists. The 
judge said that was the job of county election 
officials, not the secretary of state.

The Justice Department’s appeal of this 
ruling adds credibility to reports that parti-
san politics has tainted department decisions 
about which cases to pursue.

The Bush administration should be encour-
aging Americans to exercise their right to 
vote, not making claims of fraud that it can-
not support.

— The Kansas City Star

To the Editor

Put stopper in 
flood of illegal 
immigration

I am amused by the recent spate of athe-
istic spokesmen who are clogging our 
media with their know-it-all attitude 
toward God. It might be better called a 

know-nothing attitude.
A news story tells me that recently there 

were 400 talks in Columbia on the existence 
of God in a single day. I don’t really know this, 
can’t prove it, but will take it on faith. That’s a 
lot of God (or no-God) talk even for a univer-
sity town.

One of the speakers was physicist Victor 
Stenger. Appearing at the Columbia Public 
Library at the invitation of the Show-me 
Skeptics and the MU Brights, he said that 
only by the scientific method can we deter-
mine God’s existence. 
Stenger stressed that 
we should be able to use 
the scientific method to 
detect God’s presence. 
If such a God existed, 
he claimed, there would 
be effects that violate 
the laws of physics and 
these would be empiri-
cally measurable.

One question: How 
would one empirically 
measure God? One can, 
indeed, measure the 
material consequences 
(the natural world 
around us) of a Creator, 
but there is no way 
— supposing there is a 
God — that this God can 
be measured.

There are many 
things that cannot be 
measured by the sci-
entific method. For 
instance, could Stenger 
say that nowhere in the 
vast universes no liv-
ing creatures exist (maybe much like us) just 
because science cannot find them? Can he say 
that there is not a boundary or end to space 
just because science cannot detect it? I can 
maintain (believe) that miracles occur, that 
love exists, that UFOs are around us. But I 
can’t prove these things scientifically.

I believe that since the universe exists and 
all that is in it, I can assume that something 
must have caused it, for beyond something 
there cannot be nothing. Even science would 
say that whatever is moved must have a mover, 
that whatever exists must have a creator.

What would people like Dr. Stenger wish to 
find with the scientific empiricism?

What would satisfy their belief in a God? 
Perhaps a physical heaven. Or maybe an actual 
measurable being sitting on a literal throne. 
Such a conception of God may well not be true, 
but the idea of God is beyond physical, measur-
able limitations.

Some scientists may not believe there is a 
God. That is certainly their privilege.

But must we conclude that no God exists 
simply because this God is not seen materially 
and not measured?

Stenger said that the question of an existing 
God was not beyond the competence of science 
“so long as we handle it in a rational way.” OK. 
Then what is the rational way? Just what would 
be the rational arguments against the exis-
tence of God? I would think the scientific atti-
tude toward God would be, at a minimum, that 
such existence is thus far not open to science 
— and may never be. That scientists do not 
(and cannot) know everything. That we simply 
can not comprehend existence beyond our 
mundane, everyday, empirical epistemology.

OK. OK. I know about the Big Bang theory, 
creature evolution and all that. But what 
caused the Big Bang, and before all those 
tiny slimy things slithered out of the water to 
become elephants, cockroaches, and human 
beings, what was there? As the poet James 
Weldon Johnson has written, “Some call it evo-
lution; others call it God.”

Merrill, a professor emeritus at the Missouri School of 
Journalism, has written and taught around the world 

and here in Columbia for more than 50 years.

God cannot 
be measured 
with scienceFrom George Parker, Columbia

What is the main reason 
people seek to be U.S. 
citizens?

Is it one thing ... free-
dom? Perhaps it is the freedom to 
be diverse; not diversity. Diversity, 
too freely touted, might cause the 
opposite of unity.

People are usually united around 
common bonds, not differences.

Immigrants have been wel-
comed who seek freedom and 
desire to preserve it by following 
our laws.

Today, the flood of illegals has 
become an invasion. Our leaders, 
for years, have not shown the will 
to stop this invasion. One way to 
give political leaders the backbone 
to act is for the voters to convey 
a strong and clear message to 
members of Congress and the 
president. This was done on the 
midnight amendment for a con-
gressional pay raise a few years 
ago.

When thousands contacted 
congressmen, within a few days 
the vote was reversed. Radio talk 
shows provided a spark, too. Act 
now. Rich and poor: Meet 

middle-class America
John Edwards, the millionaire 

turned populist, suggests that the 
Paris Hilton case bolsters his argu-
ment that there are “two Ameri-

cas.” Of course for presidential candidate 
Edwards, targeting the left end of the 
Democratic Party, everything proves that 
there are two Americas.

Certainly, Edwards himself proves 
there is more than one America. After all, 
not too many of us put their millions into 
overseas investments, are paid $500,000 
a year to advise a hedge fund and enjoy 
$400 haircuts.

But what about the implication of 
Edwards’ argument — reinforced by the 
Rev. Al Sharpton, who said last week that 
the Hilton case had “all the appearances 
of economic and racial favoritism” — that 
criminal justice, too, is divided between 
the privileged and unprivileged?

Well, for openers, differential justice, 
at least in Los Angeles, is not necessar-
ily based on ethnicity. In 2006, actress 
Michelle Rodriguez, sentenced to 60 days 
in jail on a drunk-driving charge, spent 
just a couple of hours in the can before 
her lawyers got her released.

Which is to say Paris Hilton, the pout-
ing little rich girl, is being singled out for 
harsh treatment. Evidently, the presiding 
judge in this case, Michael T. Sauer, was 
determined to make an example of her. 
So when Hilton’s lawyers pulled strings to 
beat the rap — even though such string-
pulling is par for the course — the infuri-
ated Sauer ordered the heiress back to 
jail.

So score one for middle-class morality. 
Because John Edwards is wrong. There 
are not two Americas, rich and poor. 
There are three Americas: The rich, the 
poor and those in the middle. It’s the 
middle class,  the Silent Majoritarians 
who pay their taxes and play by the rules,  
who ultimately control the politics of this 
country, thanks to their preponderant vot-
ing power.

The rich tend to think they can buy 
their way out of any jam by hiring law-
yers, spin doctors or a month or two at 

some deluxe rehab resort. And the poor 
— at least those nonstrivers who listen 
to professional grievance-mongers such 
as Sharpton — often see the law as some 
sort of imposition on their freedom.

So the rich and the unmotivated poor 
are oftentimes found in alliance against 
the middle class. The rich don’t wish to 
obey, for example, the drug laws, figur-
ing they can afford the consequences of 
a wastrel lifestyle. And the poor — more 
precisely, the lumpen underclass — fig-
ure they have nothing to lose, so why not 
enjoy?

Thus, it’s the middle class and those 
who aspire to be middle class — those 
who know they need to stay sober to hold 
a job and make the mortgage — who 
become the bulwark of conservatism and 
law enforcement.

And this instinct toward enforcing the 
law, even against the rich and powerful, 
has nothing to do with race. A case in 
point is another judge on the other coast, 
Reggie Walton. An African-American 
from a hardscrabble town in Pennsyl-
vania who made his name as a drug law 
enforcer and appointed to the federal 
bench by George W. Bush, Walton has 
always stood for equal justice under the 
law.

And so, having presided over the 
conviction of former White House aide 
Lewis “Scooter” Libby on four felony 
counts, Walton was unimpressed by the 
blizzard of special pleadings on Libby’s 
behalf from big shots that showered into 
his courtroom. Indeed, like Sauer in the 
Hilton case, Walton seems to have been 
annoyed by such obvious finagling on 
behalf of a privileged defendant. So Wal-
ton sentenced Libby to a tough 30 months 
in the slammer and invited Libby’s big-
shot friends to use their legal talents to 
help less fortunate defendants.

So let justice be done to both Hilton and 
Libby. And, by the way, let’s remind John 
Edwards that most Americans are in the 
middle — not at the top, not at the bottom.

James P. Pinkerton is a columnist for Newsday. 
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Doonesbury  By Garry trudeau

Even science 
would say that 

whatever is 
moved must 

have a mover, 
that whatever 

exists must have 
a creator.

john
merrill

From Jeremy Bohm, Columbia 

For too long, rural commu-
nities have been subject to 
inferior wireless service. 
What many people don’t 

realize is that dropped calls are 
not just an annoyance; they also 
have a negative impact on per-
sonal safety and our community’s 
economic well-being.

In rural areas, people need to 
be able to rely on wireless service 
to connect with police and emer-
gency services in the event of an 
accident.

Law enforcement officers 
increasingly rely on cell phones to 
communicate with each other to 
keep information confidential and 
keep their officers safe. 

And in terms of economic devel-
opment, cell phone coverage is 
absolutely paramount to bringing 
new business to the area.

The Federal Communications 
Commission has a program called 
the Universal Service Fund to help 
improve telephone and wireless 
service. In rural areas around 
the country, this fund helps com-
panies erect cell phone towers to 
improve service for everyone.

The FCC is talking about cap-
ping this fund, which would mean 
that communities like ours would 
miss out on critical telecommuni-
cations technology that the rest of 
the state enjoys. This is a bad idea 
for our rural areas and the entire 
state.

The Universal Service Fund is 
important to our state and needs 
to be protected.

Wireless needed 
outside of cities


