
A5SATURDAY, MARCH 14, 2015

Opinion • Readers Write, P.O. Box 1480, Owensboro, KY 42302; 
• Email us at ReadersWrite@messenger-inquirer.com;
• Send your letter by fax at 686-7868.

Include your name, address and a telephone number where you can be reached 
during the day. Letters should be no more than 250 words and will be edited for clarity.

To Make Your Opinion Known

MESSENGER-INQUIRER
EDITORIAL BOARD

Bob Morris  
Publisher

Matt Francis  
Executive Editor 

Suzi Bartholomy  
Editorial Assistant

M
artin O’Malley, the 
former Maryland 
governor and a man 

who would very much 
like to challenge 
Hillary Clinton for 
the Democratic 
presidential 
nomination, is 
making his case.

“We took 
measurable 
actions to reduce 
storm-water 
runoff and to 
expand the 
number of acres 
planted with 
winter cover crops, 
to upgrade clean 
technology at all of our 
sewer treatment plants,” 
he says. “We reduced 
nitrogen, phosphorous 
and sediment levels by 
14, 15 and 18 percent, 
respectively.”

But wait — there’s 
more!

Before O’Malley was 
governor, he was mayor 
of Baltimore — and, he 
says, he implemented 
“the 48-hour pothole 
guarantee. And our 
crews actually hit that 
guarantee, and they hit 
it 97 percent of the time, 
and each of the members 
of those crews got a 
thank-you note from the 
mayor when we did it.”

This is why Clinton 
has little to worry about, 
no matter how badly she 
flubs her response to 
the kerfuffle over her 
private email server and 
foreign contributions to 
her family’s foundation. 
She just doesn’t have 
a credible challenger. 
O’Malley actually is a 
serious player with a 
solid record — and he 
might well make a good 
president — but he’s 
campaigning as if he’s 
running to be Clinton’s 
EPA administrator or her 
OMB director.

“It’s a pleasure to be 
here with all of you to 
talk about data-driven 
governing, an issue 
that is near and dear 
to my heart,” O’Malley 
declared Wednesday at 
the Brookings Institution, 
where he was giving 
one of several policy 
speeches as part of 
his still-undeclared 
presidential campaign 
rollout. “This, my fellow 
citizens, is a new way 
over governing. ... It’s 
not about left or right, it’s 
about doing the things 
that work.”

When he finished 
his talk about infant 
mortality and oysters, 
recidivism and lead 
poisoning, I told him it 
all sounds wonderful 
— just not the sort 
of thing that propels 
one to the presidency. 
His spokeswoman, Lis 
Smith, must agree, 
because she tracked me 
down after the speech 
to assure me O’Malley 
talks about many things. 
But O’Malley himself 
defended his passion 
for management-by-
statistics. “I think 
people are actually far 
more interested in a 
functioning government 
and effective governance 
and people with executive 
experience than we 
might give them credit 
for,” he said.

In an ideal world, 

that would be true. But 
primaries are driven 
by ideology — and 
O’Malley is running 

as a technocrat. 
There’s 
theoretically 
an opening for 
a challenger to 
Clinton: This 
week’s NBC 
News-Wall Street 
Journal poll found 
that 63 percent 
of Democratic 
primary voters are 
satisfied with their 
choices, compared 

with 77 percent at this 
point in 2007. That’s 
likely because few see 
an alternative to Clinton. 
Only 11 percent say they 
could see themselves 
voting for O’Malley — 
and 67 percent don’t 
know who he is. Take 
away Joe Biden and 
Elizabeth Warren, who 
appear not to be running, 
and other possible 
challengers to Clinton 
fare little better.

O’Malley shows little 
interest in taking Clinton 
on directly so far. Three 
times after O’Malley’s 
Brookings speech, 
The Washington Post’s 
John Wagner and other 
reporters asked him to 
weigh in on Clinton’s 
email woes. Three times, 
he punted. “Oh, God,” 
he said after the second 
question. “Frankly, I’m 
a little sick of the email 
drama.” He preferred 
to speak about his 
various data programs 
as mayor and governor: 
“CompStat,” CitiStat,” 
“StateStat” and “BayStat.”

“We brought crime 
down by 43 percent,” 
he said. “We reduced 
the number of children 
poisoned by lead in 
our city by 71 percent.” 
The statistics kept 
coming. “We cut in half 
the number of children 
placed in foster care. 
... We reduced infant 
mortality by more than 
17 percent. ... We drove 
down avoidable hospital 
readmissions by more 
than 10 percent in just 
the first year of trying. ... 
I think we received some 
award from somebody.”

Important stuff, no 
question. But O’Malley 
admitted that “to the 
public, all of this process, 
process, process means 
very, very little.”

Indeed, he closed 
his prepared remarks 
by mentioning a 
girl who told him 
her drug-infested 
neighborhood 
was described as 
“Zombieland” — a 
description that also 
fit the still room at the 
think tank. “You guys 
are very quiet,” O’Malley 
stage-whispered as he 
waited for questions to 
begin.

Can such a 
milquetoast manager 
stop Democratic voters 
from following Clinton 
like zombies? O’Malley, 
who knows a lot about 
statistics, can appreciate 
the odds. “Failure has to 
be an option,” he said of 
his leadership style. “If 
we met every goal that 
we set, then we probably 
weren’t setting our sights 
very high.”

Pothole program 
won’t cripple 

Clinton’s chances

T
here is no greater 
asset to our 
communities 

than our families 
and children, but 
many families 
lack support, 
experience 
and basic 
parenting skills. 
Fortunately, there 
are programs 
in place to help 
children get off to 
a better, healthier 
start and to help 
parents learn the skills 
needed to raise them 
— Maternal, Infant and 
Early Childhood Home 
Visiting and Kentucky’s 
Health Access 
Nurturing Development 
Services.

These programs match 
parents with nurses and 
parent educators. In the 

process, parents learn 
how to provide a safe 

and stimulating 
environment for 
their children; 
how children 
grow and develop; 
and how they can 
be successful in 
their new role.

These 
programs save tax 
dollars and reduce 
health care costs 
and remedial 
education. They 

set vulnerable families 
on a path toward self-
sufficiency. They 
significantly improve 
education levels and 
employment rates. In 
fact, voluntary home 
visiting programs have 
been found to produce a 
$17,000 benefit for every 
family served.

Federal funding for 
these programs is in 
jeopardy. The MIECHV 
program will expire 
March 31. This program 
provided more than 
$32 million for home 
visits in Kentucky since 
2010. We encourage our 
congressional legislators 
to champion this 
important state-federal 
partnership and extend 
funding for MIECHV.

Home visiting 
programs are smart 
investments in 
Kentucky’s human capital 
and economy.

HANDS is funded by 
the state legislature with 
$9 million in tobacco 
settlement dollars, which 
leverages an additional 
$17 million in Medicaid 
dollars. MIECHV 
provides additional 

funding to support more 
families in Kentucky’s 
highest poverty counties. 
Annually, more than 
10,000 Kentucky families 
beneit from the program. 
Losing the federal dollars 
would threaten our ability 
to provide this important 
program to families 
across Kentucky.

I encourage U.S. 
Rep. Brett Guthrie to 
take a leadership role in 
maintaining the federal 
support of this effective 
program and encourage all 
of the Kentucky delegation 
to extend funding of these 
vital programs.

Sally Hager Wood is 

chairwoman of the Public Life 

Foundation of Owensboro 

and a member of the Prichard 

Committee on Academic 

Excellence.
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T
he U.S. Department 
of Justice issued two 
reports last week, 

both growing out of the 
Ferguson, 
Missouri, 
shooting 
of Michael 
Brown. 
The irst 
report, 
about “the 
shooting 
death of 
Michael 
Brown by 
Ferguson, 

Missouri, police oficer 
Darren Wilson” ought 
to be read by every 
American.

It says in plain 
English what facts 
have been established 
by an autopsy on 
Michael Brown’s body 
— by three dif ferent 
pathologists, including 
one representing the 
family of Michael Brown 
— by DNA examination 
of officer Darren 
Wilson’s gun and police 
vehicle, by examination 
of the pattern of blood 
stains on the street 
where Brown died and 
by a medical report on 
officer Wilson, from the 
hospital where he went 
for treatment.

The bottom line 
is that all this hard 
evidence, and more, 
show what a complete 
lie was behind all the 
stories of Michael 
Brown being shot 
in the back or being 
shot while raising his 
hands in surrender. Yet 
that lie was repeated, 
and dramatized in 
demonstrations and 
riots from coast to coast, 
as well as in the media 
and even in the halls of 
Congress.

The other Justice 
Department report, 

issued the same day 
— “Investigation of 
the Ferguson Police 
Department” — was 
a complete contrast. 
Sweeping assumptions 
take the place of facts, 
and misleading statistics 
are thrown around 
recklessly. This second 
report is worth reading, 
just to get a sense of the 
contrast with the first.

According to 
the second report, 
law enforcement 
in Ferguson has a 
“disparate impact” 
on blacks and is 
“motivated” by 
“discriminatory intent.”

“Disparate impact” 
statistics have for 
decades been used, 
in many dif ferent 
contexts, to claim 
that discrimination 
was the reason why 
dif ferent groups are 
not equally represented 
as employees or in 
desirable positions or 
— as in this case — in 
undesirable positions as 
people arrested or fined.

Like many other uses 
of “disparate impact” 
statistics, the Justice 
Department’s evidence 
against the Ferguson 

police department 
consists of numbers 
showing that the 
percentage of people 
stopped by police or 
fined in court is larger 
than the percentage 
of blacks in the local 
population.

The implicit 
assumption is that 
such statistics about 
particular outcomes 
would normally reflect 
the percentage of people 
in the population.

But, no matter how 
plausible this might 
seem on the surface, 
it is seldom found in 
real life, and those who 
use that standard are 
seldom, if ever, asked to 
produce hard evidence 
that it is factually 
correct, as distinct from 
politically correct.

Blacks are far more 
statistically “over-
represented” among 
basketball stars in the 
NBA than among people 
stopped by police in 
Ferguson. Hispanics are 
similarly far more “over-
represented” among 
baseball stars than in 
the general population. 
Asian Americans are 
likewise far more “over-

represented” among 
students at leading 
engineering schools 
like M.I.T. and Cal Tech 
than in the population as 
a whole.

None of this is 
peculiar to the United 
States. You can find 
innumerable examples 
of such group disparities 
in countries around the 
world and throughout 
recorded history.

In 1802, for 
example, czarist Russia 
established a university 
in Estonia. For most 
of the 19th century, 
members of one ethnic 
group provided more 
of the students — and a 
majority of the professors 
— than any other. This 
was neither the local 
majority (Estonians) nor 
the national majority 
(Russians), but Germans.

An international study 
of the ethnic makeup of 
military forces around 
the world found that 
“militaries fall far short of 
mirroring, even roughly, 
the multiethnic societies” 
from which they come.

Even with things 
whose outcomes are 
not in human hands, 
“disparate impact” is 
common. Men are struck 
by lightning several times 
as often as women. Most 
of the tornadoes in the 
entire world occur in 
the middle of the United 
States.

Since the population 
of Ferguson is 67 
percent black, the 
greatest possible 
“over-representation” 
of blacks among those 
stopped by police or 
fined by courts is 50 
percent. That would 
not make the top 100 
disparities in the United 
States or the top 1,000 in 
the world.

Ferguson reports based on facts, iction

Associated Press

People demonstrate Thursday across the street from the 
Ferguson Police Department in Ferguson, Mo. 
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