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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

VOCES AMERICANAE

A delegation from the 
New Bedford Whaling 
Museum leaves today 

for Cabo Verde in hopes of set-
ting up a long-term presence 
for the museum in the West-
ern African archipelago nation 
with its longtime connection 
with America, Massachusetts 
and New Bedford.

Museum trustee Eugene 
Monteiro and President James 
Russell will spend a week 
there cementing a deal with 
its beginnings in a memoran-
dum of understanding signed 
last July with Cabo Verde’s 
Ministry of Culture and the 
chairman of the Cabo Verdean 
Institute of Cultural Heritage, 
Humberto Lima.

Long-term loans of artifacts 
have been approved by the 
museum, and it remains for 

the parties to fi nd the best 
place to display them.

Earlier this week, the 
121-year-old Schooner 
Ernestina-Morrissey, a fi sh-
ing, exploration and packet 
schooner given as a gift to the 
U.S. by the government of 
Cabo Verde in 1977, began its 
journey to Boothbay Harbor in 
Maine to be refurbished and 
restored to sailing shape. The 
schooner, a Department of 
the Interior National Historic 
Landmark, has been part of 
the New Bedford Whaling 
National Historic Park since 
1996. 

These two events remind 
us of the strong ties we have 
with Cabo Verde, and we look 
forward to the realization of 
both the museum there, and 
the Ernestina’s return here.
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Ties to Cabo Verde 
made stronger

Is Obama biased 
against Christians? 

On Fox News April 5, I 
saw where my pope (I’m 
Catholic) said that the 
killings of thousands of 
Christians is the work of 
Islamist terrorists.

This is a term which 
Barack Hussein Obama 
refuses to use. Why? Also, I 
might add the stooges in the 
left wing media have trouble 
with Islamist terrorists. How 
cowardly.

The pope further states 
that these killings are an 
attack on all Christians 
and are logically a religious 

attack.
Our dear leader Obama 

refuses to acknowledge 
this. Why? If all the Chris-
tians and fair-minded other 
groups in the United States 
unite — can we get the idiots 
out of offi  ce in November 
2016?

Did I mention the Mus-
lims he has had in the White 
House for consultations? 
Or the backstabbing of 
Netanyahou of Israel? How 
about Iran getting nukes? 
When will the madness end? 
Shalom.

Stephen W. Fernandes
New Bedford 

P rotecting endangered 
species need not endan-
ger antiquities such 

as fossils, or antiques made 
of ivory, or whalebone and 
scrimshaw.

The Legislature is consider-
ing a bill that would ban the 
sale or trade of all forms of 
ivory. This would have the 
eff ect of declaring existing 
artifacts of no monetary value

The poaching of ivory 
from living animals, mostly 
elephants, today feeds China, 
the largest market, followed 
by the U.S., and it must be 
stopped if we care to exhibit 
any eff ective stewardship at 
all of this planet.

That’s not a given assump-
tion, however.

We hunted the western 
black rhino out of existence. It 
was declared extinct in 2011 
after a decade of no sightings. 
Social media posts making 
the rounds this week sug-
gest the rhino just recently 
disappeared. In evolutionary 
history, yes. In public relations 
history, not so much.

The appearance of the rhino 
story while this ivory ban 
is being debated raises the 
question of whether it isn’t a 
coincidence. It’s not just the 
Massachusetts Legislature 

considering this bill. New 
Bedford Whaling Museum 
Director James Russell has 
wondered aloud at the curi-
ously similar language seen 
in dozens of bills across the 
country, suggesting a coor-
dinated eff ort. Social media 
sources raising the issue of 
poaching eliminating the 
black rhino could conceivably 
be a public relations part of a 
coordinated strategy.

Just like Russell, The 
Standard-Times is not in favor 
of seeing any animal poached, 
especially endangered ani-
mals. The extinction rate of 
species lucky enough to have 
Homo sapiens as neighbors is 
classifi ed as a mass extinction 
event. That’s nothing for us to 
be proud of.

We would hope that the 
Massachusetts Legislature is 
able to fi nd language, enforce-
ment and penalties that make 
poached ivory unappealing, 
and to contribute to the sur-
vival of threatened species. At 
the same time, those owners 
and collectors of verifi able 
antiques such as carved ivory, 
scrimshaw and fossils should 
be allowed to maintain their 
artifacts, collections, hobbies 
and livelihoods without fear of 
prosecution.

OUR VIEW

State lawmakers can 
write better ivory bill

We admire elephants in part because they 
demonstrate what we consider the fi nest 
human traits: empathy, self-awareness, and 
social intelligence. But the way we treat 
them puts on display the very worst of 
human behavior.
Graydon Carter

By Steve DiMarzo Jr.

E arly in the political 
season now, we have 
four who have declared 

their intentions to run for 
the presidency of the United 
States: Ted Cruz, Rand Paul, 
Marco Rubio and Hillary 
Clinton. 

One would think after 
having experienced some 
of the worst economic 
woes ever heaped upon the 
American public by the most 
un-American Democratic 
administration in our his-
tory that anyone would even 
consider Hillary Clinton as 
a viable candidate is beyond 
logical reasoning.

Hillary’s political “baggage” 
seems to grow each and every 
year that she is around in 
some kind of offi  cial posi-
tion in our government, as 
witnessed by her stint as 
secretary of state, where she 
oversaw the deaths of four 
of our brave Americans in 
Benghazi.

Her offi  cial stance was that 
it was a “video” that incited to 

riot those Libyans to kill our 
ambassador and three others 
defending him. 

However, the truth is that 
she and the others at the State 
Department and President 
Obama knew within min-
utes that this was a terrorist 
attack, yet denied that fact 
even today.

How can anyone, even 
those of you of the left, even 
consider this woman even 
remotely qualifi ed to run this 
country with her record of 
deceit and deception about 
this act and others? 

Even in potential swing 
states, no one seems to be 
able to trust her judgment or 
even her honesty to tell the 
truth especially when it comes 
to her deleting all of her 
emails on her private server, 
which were State Department 
offi  cial documents required to 
be saved and preserved. Yet, 
most of you on the left want 
to give her a pass just because 
she is a liberal. 

Only twice in the last 
century has a third term been 
given to a ruling president 

in power. Don’t expect that 
trend to extend to Hillary 
being elected in 2016, and 
that is because she is toxic 
in all things pertaining to 
transparency, honesty, trust-
worthiness and openness.

Even though we have on the 
right three tea party favorites 
right now to potentially vote 
for, any one of them would 
make a much better president 
that Hillary in so many ways. 

Ted Cruz has said that 
the federal government has 
specifi c duties and everything 
else should be left up to the 
states to decide: this includes, 
same-sex marriage, abortion, 
education standards, school 
choice, voter ID, health care 
and anything else not cov-
ered in the constitutional 
responsibilities of the federal 
government.

Now, for the federal govern-
ment to be the offi  cial arbiter 
of all of these things is an 
abuse of power. 

These delicate items should 
be resolved at the state level, 
which should give all of us 
insight into who will actually 

be the best president for this 
country in 2016. 

The left will continue to 
“defraud” our electoral system 
by granting “illegal’s” the right
to vote through the granting 
of licenses in both California 
and New York, both liberal 
states hell-bent on “stealing” 
elections with non-citizen 
votes. 

This is the only way for 
Democrats to win in 2016, 
through voter fraud and 
through Hillary Clinton being 
portrayed as the savior of 
America. We cannot aff ord 
another liberal president.

—Steve DiMarzo Jr. lives in 
Rochester.
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How could anyone vote for Hillary?

By Emily Schwartz Greco

P resident Barack 
Obama’s spokesman, 
Josh Earnest, recently 

boasted that his boss will “go 
down in history as the green-
est president we’ve ever had.”

Yes, cars, trucks and buses 
will increasingly burn less 
fuel because of this White 
House. If the courts don’t 
spike the Clean Power Plan, 
our national electric grid will 
get cleaner. Solar panels are 
back on the White House 
roof, symbolizing the Obama 
administration’s faith in 
renewable energy.

But Earnest must be kid-
ding. Just as cutting back 
from two packs of cigarettes 
a day to one pack won’t do 
away with your personally 
infl icted cancer risks, all 
Obama’s great steps toward 
a lower-carbon future won’t 
paint his legacy green.

Not when he’s also cham-
pioned the construction of 
new nuclear reactors, sup-
ported heavy spending on 
failed so-called “clean” coal 
experiments, and embraced 
fracking for natural gas and 
oil. Along with wind and solar 
power, those dirty-energy 
mainstays form the core of 
Obama’s “all-of-the-above” 
policy.

Maybe you missed it 
with all the news about 

presidential campaign 
launches, but the Obama 
administration just for-
mally began a 30-day review 
expected to greenlight Shell’s 
exploratory Arctic drilling 
north of Alaska. The govern-
ment allotted merely 10 days 
for public comments, infu-
riating the Sierra Club and 
other environmentalists.

What’s the fuss? For one 
thing, this drilling would 
invite more accidents like 
the devastating 1989 Exxon 
Valdez disaster in Alaska. 
Besides, scientists say the best 
way to avert an irreversible 
climate disaster is to forgo 
burning at least 30 percent of 
the world’s oil. Denying Shell 
the opportunity to drill in the 
Chukchi Sea would mark a 
great step in that direction.

This contradictory move 
looks pretty clumsy, coming 
right after Earnest crowed 
about Obama being the 
Greenest. President. Ever.

Which brings me to Demo-
cratic frontrunner Hillary 
“Inevitable. Next. President.” 
Clinton.

The former fi rst lady, sena-
tor and secretary of state talks 
a good green game. “The 
science of climate change is 
unforgiving, no matter what 
the deniers may say,” she told 
the League of Conservation 
Voters in December.

That would sound greener 

if she had bold plans for 
ending America’s addiction 
to fossil fuels. They’re climate 
change’s main culprits, after 
all. Does Clinton support 
the Keystone XL pipeline, 
which her State Department 
endorsed? She won’t say.

And a lot of what Clinton 
does say about oil and gas 
dilutes her climate cred.

She’s also openly supportive 
of fracking both in the United 
States and abroad. And the 
fact that her family’s chari-
table foundation has accepted 
millions of dollars in dona-
tions from ExxonMobil, the 
Saudi government and other 
oil interests bodes poorly 
for anyone who wants her to 
clamp down on the practice.

Environmentalists are sick 
of Obama’s “all-of-the-above” 
stance. All that dirty-energy 
support can wipe out gains 
from his more planet-friendly 
policies. Yet don’t count on 
a wave of none-of-the-above 
votes in 2016 if Clinton gets 
nominated.

Republicans trend soot-
black on energy issues.

Coal? GOP leaders love it. 
Oil? Drill, baby, drill. Frack-
ing for natural gas? They’re 
rocking it. Nuclear reactors? 
The GOP covets them more 
uniformly than Democrats 
do.

The growing popularity 
and market share of wind and 
solar power in red and purple 
states is making some GOP 
hopefuls more open-minded 
about renewable energy than 
their peers.

But there’s no reason to 
expect whoever clinches the 
2016 Republican nomination 
to go greener than Obama or 
Clinton. The crowd vying for 
that gig is openly courting Big 
Oil.

As the Rolling Stones song 
goes, they see the White 
House and they “want it 
painted black, black as night, 
black as coal.”

—Columnist Emily Schwartz 
Greco is the managing editor 
of OtherWords, a non-profi t 
national editorial service 
run by the Institute for Policy 
Studies. OtherWords.org.
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It’s not easy for Obama to prove he’s green

How can anyone, even 
those of you of the 
left, even consider 
this woman even 
remotely qualifi ed to 
run this country with 
her record of deceit 
and deception about 
this act and others? 

Environmentalists are sick of Obama’s “all-
of-the-above” stance. All that dirty-energy 
support can wipe out gains from his more 
planet-friendly policies. Yet don’t count on 
a wave of none-of-the-above votes in 2016 if 
Clinton gets nominated.
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