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A summary of continuing goals for community progress: 

■ Appreciate and preserve the best of Monroe County 
living.

■ Find ways to diversify the economy.

■ Make the Port of Monroe competitive in the region. 

■ Support downtown business districts and buy local. 

■ Continue collaboration launched with Resilient 
Monroe. 

■ Move forward with elements of the River Raisin 
Heritage Corridor-East plan. 

■ Reduce phosphorus runoff and algae blooms in 
Lake Erie. 

■ Create a culture that values lifelong education. 

■ Support the Detroit River International Crossing. 

■ Improve beach monitoring and alerts regarding 
pollution. 

■ Exercise patience and courtesy during upcoming 
road construction. 

■ Take actions to eradicate prescription drug and 
heroin abuse. 

The front page Demo-
cratic presidential debate 
photo you selected to run 
on Oct. 14 made Hillary 
Clinton look like a buffoon. 
Your bias is showing. 
Bonnie Berry
Samaria

Editor’s note: Editor Debo-
rah Saul responds: “The Page 
1 photo chosen on deadline 
by an experienced copy 
editor at 11 p.m. Tuesday 
night carried no political 
overtones on the part of the 
newspaper or the employee.

Paper shows bias 
with debate photo I’d like to thank The Monroe News 

and its sister publication, Bedford Now, 
for the marvelous coverage of the Bed-
ford 50th anniversary celebration held 
Sept. 25-26.

When I envisioned the idea for this 
two-day event in January, I was encour-
aged to pursue it by scores of Bedford 
alumni, some of whom had not been 
back to Bedford Township since they 
graduated. They came back in droves, 
some from as far away as Hawaii! 

And what a fantastic event it was. 
Hugs and kisses, laughter and tears, 
elation at seeing each other, seeing 
our old high school and cheering on 
our football team. Most of all, though, 
there was pride (lots and lots of pride) 

in our school, BHS, known locally as 
the Kickin’ Mules.

The Monroe News and Bedford Now 
both contributed mightily to the suc-
cess of this historic event, and I just 
want to acknowledge that. Thank you 
so very much.
Evelyn Powers
BHS Class of 1966
Bloomington, Ind.

Coverage of Bedford 50th anniversary appreciated 
FROM THE NEW YORK TIMES

It was impossible not to 
feel a sense of relief watch-
ing the Democratic debate 
after months dominated 
by the Republican circus 
of haters, ranters and that 
very special group of king 
killers in Congress. For 
those despairing about the 
future of American poli-
tics, here was proof that 
it doesn’t have to revolve 
around candidates who 
pride themselves on know-
ing nothing or believe 
that governing is all about 
destroying government.

Civility was a big winner 
on Tuesday night, and the 
discussion of real issues 
was refreshing. But what 
stood out most was the 
Democratic Party’s big 
tent, capable of containing 
a spectrum of reality-based 
views. All five candidates 
— including two refugees 
from what had been the 
Republican Party, Lincoln 
Chafee, a former Republi-
can senator, and Jim Webb, 
Secretary of the Navy in 
the Reagan administration 
— have real records. They 
also have real differences 
on important issues — 
national security, foreign 
policy, gun safety, financial 
reforms. Those differences 
illuminate the choices that 
have to be made in govern-
ing, some likely to be suc-
cessful, some ineffective.

The debate probably 
won’t change much in the 
polling. Hillary Rodham 
Clinton reminded us why 
she’s the front-runner, with 
her experience, command 
of the issues and strength 
in communicating ideas. ...

On guns laws, there was 
great divergence. Mr. Webb 
has earned an A rating 
from the National Rifle 

Association; Mr. Chafee 
and Martin O’Malley, the 
former governor of Mary-
land, have Fs; Mr. Sanders 
said he had received a 
D-minus, but had a tough 
time explaining his vote 
against the Brady Bill. He 
seemed so determined to 
continue pandering to his 
gun-rights constituency in 
Vermont that he got lost 
in the odd idea that he is 
more in touch with rural 
voters than the governor 
of Maryland and ended up 
undermining his image as 
the righteous truth teller.

On foreign affairs, there 
was disagreement over the 
American role in the war 
in Syria and against the 
Islamic State. Mrs. Clinton 
supports a no-fly zone in 
Syria, an idea opposed 
by Mr. Sanders and Mr. 
O’Malley. Likewise on 
surveillance and security 
issues, Mrs. Clinton de-
fended her support for the 
Patriot Act, which allowed 
the National Security 
Agency to create a vast se-
cret surveillance program, 
while Mr. Sanders opposed 
the act and said he would 
shut down the program.

These are healthy and 
necessary disagreements 
on difficult challenges that 
America faces. There is no 
one way to achieve a more 
economically equitable 
and just society, but these 
Democrats have that com-
mon aim. Their discussion 
showed a capacity to ab-
sorb facts and adjust plans 
to consequences. 

The Republican candi-
dates may have a lot of fun 
campaigning for office, 
but they haven’t a prayer of 
knowing what to do if they 
ever entered the White 
House.

Democratic debate 
civil, illuminating

Letters on matters of public interest 
are welcome. Full name, address and 
telephone number are required. The 
e-mail address for submissions is 
letters@monroenews.com. 

I 
repeat: Unless she’s indicted, 
Hillary Clinton will win the 
Democratic nomination. I 
wrote that six weeks ago, amid 
fevered dreams of a Clinton 
collapse and a Joe Biden 

rescue. That those were a mirage is 
all the more obvious after Tuesday’s 
debate. The reason, then as now, is 
simple: Clinton has no competition.

She’s up against three ciphers 
and one endearing, gesticulating, 

slightly unmoored 
old man. If Joe 
Biden ever was 
thinking of getting 
into the race, he’d 
be crazy to do so 
now. It’s over.

Indeed, even 
before the debate, 
Clinton’s numbers 
had stabilized. It 
began with Kevin 
McCarthy’s gaffe of 

the decade. That gave her a per-
petual get-out-of-jail-free card that 
she adroitly deploys whenever the 
e-mail issue arises. Her technique is 
flawless: a few meaningless phrases 
about having made a mistake, 
taking responsibility and being 
transparent, blah blah, followed 
by (I paraphrase) “but look at the 
larger picture, even Kevin McCarthy 
admits it’s a partisan witch hunt.” 

At the debate, Bernie Sanders 
sealed the deal with a thunderous 
“the American people are sick and 
tired of hearing about your damn 
e-mails.” That rendered the issue 
officially off-limits to all Democrats. 
File closed. End of story. Of course, 
it will be featured in the general 
election, but we’re talking here 
about her getting the nomination.

In gratuitously granting her abso-
lution, Sanders garnered points for 
high-mindedness. But he’d already 
cornered the high-mindedness 
market. Sanders was right to call 
this move dumb politics. His 
declaration simply and definitively 
conceded the race to Clinton. Leo 
Durocher said nice guys finish last. 
Sanders will finish second, which in 

this case is the same thing.
Clinton won the debate because it 

didn’t change the dynamic. It froze 
the race and she’s far in the lead. 
It doesn’t matter that her lead has 
shrunk from 50 points to 20. Twenty 
points is a landslide. 

She remains a lousy candidate, 
but she is an excellent debater — 
smart, quick, strategic and prac-
ticed. Eight years ago, she debated 
Barack Obama 25 times. Tuesday 
night, she successfully bobbed and 
weaved and pivoted. She was at her 
most impressive, however, when 
she whacked Sanders upside the 
head — twice — right out of the 
box. He didn’t know what hit him. 

At the very start, she attacked 
from the left on gun control, from 
the right on capitalism. She sim-
ply said the magic words — small 
business, too? — and he beat an 
unsteady retreat. In general, Sand-
ers was wild and wavy and loud 
and not very nimble. After all, how 
much practice do you get when for 
35 years you’ve been campaigning 
as a social Democrat in Vermont, 
America’s Denmark? 

Sanders is good on an empty 
podium taking on invisible billion-
aires. Put him up against a Clinton 
and he’s lost.  

He did make history of a sort, 
however. Every debate has its mo-

ment — the sound bite that lives 
forever (or until the next debate, 
whichever comes first). His “damn 
e-mails” thunderbolt is the first 
such immortal line to be delivered 
by one candidate that seals victory 
for another.

The other three candidates hardly 
registered. Lincoln Chafee, cur-
rently polling at .3 points (minus-10 
Celsius), played Ross Perot’s 1992 
running mate, Adm. James Stock-
dale, who opened his vice presiden-
tial debate with: “Who am I? Why 
am I here?”

Democratic National Commit-
tee Chairman Debbie Wasserman 
Schultz came out a winner. She 
insisted, despite the squawking of 
Martin O’Malley and others, on no 
more than six debates. Who needs 
the other five? Tuesday night settled 
the issue. When there’s a knockout 
in the first round, you stop the fight.

This is not to say that by objective 
standards — i.e., against minimally 
competent competition — Clinton 
did so brilliantly. After all, to pre-
pare the ground and pre-empt any 
attack from the left, she preceded 
the debate with a supremely cynical 
abandonment of both the Keystone 
XL pipeline and the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership, which as secretary of 
state she’d pronounced “the gold 
standard” of trade deals. 

It did smooth her debate night. 
But by so transparently compound-
ing her inauthenticity problem, the 
flip-flops will cost her in the general 
election.

But that’s for later. Right now, 
game over. Amid the playacting be-
tween today and Clinton’s corona-
tion next summer, we can joyfully 
savor the most delightful moment 
of the debate, when we were re-
minded by Anderson Cooper that 
Sanders had honeymooned in the 
Soviet Union. 

Springtime for Brezhnev in Yaro-
slavl. Attention: Mel Brooks.

Charles Krauthammer’s e-mail ad-
dress is letters@charleskrauthammer.
com.

Clinton’s clinched nomination
Democratic debate proved frontrunner has no competition

Charles 
Krauthammer

Washington Post 
Writers Group

“(Bernie Sanders’ 
e-mail) declaration simply 
and definitively conceded 
the race to Clinton. Leo 
Durocher said nice guys 
finish last. Sanders will 
finish second, which in 
this case is the same 
thing.”


