
For days local parents 
of school-age children 
have anxiously waited for 
more information from 
school districts and law 
enforcement as threat after 
threat poured in to disrupt 
the school day at one dis-
trict, then another ... then 
another. During that time, 
both school administra-
tion and law enforcement 
have done an outstanding 
job of keeping the pub-
lic informed. Their calm, 
organized readiness has 
been wonderful to watch.

Systems put in place by 
the schools worked. Par-
ents were informed quick-
ly with automated texts, 
calls and social media 
posts that let them know 
what was happening — 
and that their children 
were safe.

When the first threats 
came in last week, the 
training and relationship 
building between the 
schools and law enforce-
ment were evident. 

“What we’ve all been 
through in the last 24 
hours, Mrs. (Suellen) 
Coleman is right this is the 
dream team,” said Super-
intendent Doug Baldwin 
in debriefing first with 
Waterford Elementary 
staff and then repeated 
again with the high school 
staff. “I can’t commend 
law enforcement enough, 
our bus drivers … every-
one, thank you for your 
part. Our number one job 
is to educate, our second is 
to keep them safe.”

It is certainly not the 
wrapping up of the school 
year for which teachers 
and administrators had 
hoped.

“I know that learning 
loss is a term that is thrown 
around and I think some 
of the superintendents that 
I’m in circles with they 
push back against that sen-
timent because, yes, there 
may be some academic 
learning loss but there’s 
been a whole lot of grit, 
persistence, perseverance, 
adaptation. There’s been 
tons of loss of learning 
there,” said Belpre City 
Schools Superintendent 
Jeff Greenley. “(Chil-
dren) are constantly learn-
ing, it’s just been differ-
ent types of things that 
they’ve been learning.”

Right now what they 
are learning is that their 
teachers, administrators 
and local law enforcement 
(and even law enforce-
ment in neighboring coun-
ties willing to help) are 
prepared and have a plan. 
They are learning they can 
feel confident someone is 
watching out for them, and 
is ready to do what is nec-
essary to keep them safe. 

Thank you, ladies and 
gentlemen, for teaching 
that.
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As the Trump presidency 
fades into the past, we are 
reminded of the sex scan-
dal at its dawn. The Federal 
Election Commission has 
just dropped its probe into 
former President Donald 
Trump’s alleged hush-mon-
ey payment to porn star 
Stormy Daniels. 

Charges that Trump broke 
campaign finance laws in 
2016 by not reporting the 
$130,000 payment to Dan-
iels — perhaps thinking 
that a tawdry affair would 
hurt his electoral chances 
— dominated the nation-
al conversation for weeks. 
And like most political sex 
scandals, this one wasted an 
inordinate number of Amer-
ica’s brain cells.

I offer no opinion here 
on whether the FEC acted 
rightly or wrongly in not 
proceeding. Rather, the 
scandal was driven by the 
sex part, and had the unre-
ported payment gone for a 
service of a less prurient 

nature, public interest would 
have hovered around zero. 
What energized the political 
opposition was the adultery 
piece. 

The same thing happened 
over Bill Clinton’s tryst with 
his then-intern Monica Lew-
insky when he was pres-
ident. Here again, a male 
politician allegedly lied and 
may have broken the law, 
but the American people 
saw a married man hiding 
the fact that he betrayed his 
wife. 

Both the Trump and 
the Clinton indiscre-
tions involved mutually 
agreed-upon sex. And in 
both cases, the wives didn’t 
raise a public fuss, leaving 
the spectacle of a betrayed 

and injured mate off the 
table.

The story of the “Access 
Hollywood” tapes, in which 
Trump boasted about grab-
bing women by their pri-
vates, also ended in a puff 
of smoke. Supporters and 
foes alike thought this 
could end Trump’s chances 
of winning the election. It 
turned out that many regu-
lar people who listened to 
Trump’s vulgar monologue 
heard mainly “locker room 
talk.” As much as I disliked 
Trump, that was my impres-
sion.

How naive it now seems 
to think that these revela-
tions would have derailed 
either of these men’s presi-
dencies. 

Partisans trying to scut-
tle the 2018 nomination of 
Brett Kavanaugh to the U.S. 
Supreme Court jumped on 
charges of sexual assault 
dating back to his high 
school days. I found Chris-
tine Blasey Ford’s account 

that he and another student 
jumped on her during a 
drunken party to be plau-
sible.

But what were the details, 
really? These were high 
school kids. According to 
Ford’s testimony, when the 
second student tried piling 
on the bed, they all fell off 
and she left the room. I can 
understand a woman fuming 
about that show of disre-
spect, but if this was a hor-
rendous crime, why did she 
wait 36 years to go public 
with it? 

I found fault with some of 
Kavanaugh’s dissembling, 
but I did not jump on Ford’s 
bandwagon. On the matter 
of sexual assault, I wanted 
to wait for an FBI probe. If 
I could do it again, though, I 
would be more skeptical of 
Ford’s timing. 

The Trump scandal that 
truly bothers me revolves 
around serious charges that 
he committed tax fraud. 
When an American cheats 

on his taxes, other taxpay-
ers — I’m looking in the 
mirror — must make up 
the difference. Whether the 
former president cheated on 
the third Mrs. Trump is not 
interesting to me, nor would 
it be shocking. 

Although partisans obsess 
over them, sex scandals rare-
ly alter the political land-
scape in a major way. And 
when the accusations smell 
of opportunism, they may 
actually help the accused. 

In the 1998 midterms, 
after Republicans wast-
ed months of the nation’s 
time on Clinton’s dalliance, 
Democrats picked up five 
seats in the House. Clinton 
finished his presidency with 
a Gallup approval rating 
of 65 percent, higher than 
Ronald Reagan’s.

And so, while sex scan-
dals are colorful and easy 
to understand, they tend to 
evaporate. Doesn’t Stormy 
Daniels seem 100 years 
ago? 

Real political scandals rarely about sex

Schools, law
enforcement

working 
together

It is said that medieval 
scholastic philosophers 
debated how many angels 
can dance on the head of 
a pin.

If so, they didn’t have 
anything on the amorphous 
and tendentious delibera-
tions of Facebook regarding 
who is allowed to post on its 
social network, most perti-
nently the former president 
of the United States, Donald 
J. Trump.

On January 7, the day 
after the Capitol riot, Face-
book blocked Trump from 
posting indefinitely. It then 
kicked the matter to its over-
sight board saying, “You 
decide.” On Wednesday, the 
board replied, “No, no - you 
decide.”

If Facebook had set out 
to demonstrate that it has 
awesome power over speech 
in the United States, includ-
ing speech at the core of 
the nation’s political debate, 
and is wielding that power 
arbitrarily, indeed has no 
idea what its own rules truly 

are or should be, it wouldn’t 
have handled the question 
any differently.

The case of Facebook v. 
Trump is an open invitation 
to political actors to swoop 
in to reduce the social net-
work’s power or write new 
rules for it, and indeed 
Trump-friendly Republicans 
are making loud calls for 
action.

It’s not clear what the 
best solution is, or even 
if there is a solution, but 
there’s obviously a problem.

In its wisdom, the Face-
book oversight board said 
that it was “not permissible” 
for Facebook to impose an 
indeterminate, standardless 
penalty of indefinite suspen-
sion on Trump - then upheld 
the suspension!

The board called on Face-
book to review the suspen-
sion within six months and 
made some suggestions 
toward developing rules to 
follow in such cases, which 
has an Alice in Wonderland 
quality to it - verdict first, 
rules about whether the ver-
dict is correct or not later.

It underlines the aston-
ishing fact that in reaching 
its most momentous free-
speech decision ever in this 
country, in determining 
whether a former president 
of the United States can use 
its platform or not, Face-
book made it up on the fly.

This is like the U.S. 
Supreme Court hand-
ing down decisions in 
the absence of a written 
Constitution, or a home-
plate umpire calling balls 
and strikes without an 
agreed-upon strike zone.

Two Trump posts on Jan-
uary 6 prompted the suspen-
sion. Trump’s video post-
ed at 4:21 p.m. that day 
was too little, too late, but 

it wasn’t incitement. After 
expressing disgraceful “I 
feel your pain” sentiments 
about the rioters, Trump 
urged them to “go home and 
go home in peace.”

He followed this up with 
his egregious 6:15 p.m. post 
about these kinds of things 
happening when elections 
are stolen, but said in that 
one, too, “Go home with 
love in peace.”

Facebook interpreted 
these posts as violations of 
its Community Standards 
on Dangerous Individuals 
and Organizations, which 
indeed they were.

But Facebook would have 
more credibility enforcing it 
if there was evidence that it 
scoured its platform remov-
ing the posts of people who 
expressed sentiments during 
the rioting associated with 
the George Floyd protests 
like, “I understand your 
frustration with policing and 
our system of justice, and 
admire your passion, but 
please, don’t loot or burn 

things.”
If Facebook just wanted 

to say that Trump is often 
noxious and dishonest in his 
social media postings, that’d 
be understandable. But this 
would put it in the inher-
ently subjective and high-
ly contentious business of 
deciding which politicians 
are worthy and truthful, and 
which are not.

Mark Zuckerberg had it 
right the first time when, not 
too long ago, he was arguing 
it wasn’t Facebook’s role 
to circumscribe the nation’s 
political debate.

Some Republicans, like 
former Trump chief of staff 
Mark Meadows, are saying 
in response to the social net-
work’s Trump decision that 
Facebook should be broken 
up. It’s not evident what 
authority the federal govern-
ment would have to do that. 

But there can be no doubt 
that Facebook, already beset 
on all sides, has hung a lan-
tern on its unsettling combi-
nation of power and caprice.

Facebook’s speech policies are absurd
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Getting published
The Marietta Times welcomes letters to 

the editor of general public interest. 
To be 

considered 
for publica-
tion, letters 
must be no 
longer than 
400 words, 
and must 
c o n t a i n 
the writer’s 
c o m p l e t e 
address and phone number. This informa-
tion will not be published, but is required for 
verification before publication. 

All letters should be written to the edi-
tor, and not a third party. The newspaper 
reserves the right to edit letters for length 
and content.  

Write us at:
Letters to the editor
The Marietta Times
P.O. Box 761
Parkersburg, WV
26101-0761
Email us at:  
letters@ 
MariettaTimes.com


