
2P dallasnews.com

P2 01-27-2013 Set: 16:42:26
Sent by: cstewart@dallasnews.com Opinion CYANMAGENTAYELLOWBLACK

ONLINE FORM 
http://www.

dallasnews.com/
sendletters

We do not accept
letters via email

LETTERS & VIEWPOINTS POLICY
We value reader submissions. We receive far more than we can print and pub-
lish a representative sample. Letters should not exceed 200 words. View-
points columns, which may be submitted through viewpoints@dallas-
news.com, should not exceed 600 words. Letters and columns are edited for
length and clarity. Include your name, address with ZIP code and daytime
phone number. Submissions become property of The News.

MAIL
Letters From Readers

The Dallas Morning News
Box 655237

Dallas, Texas 75265

EDITORIALS

The Dallas Morning News
Established October 1, 1885

Publishers

George Bannerman Dealey 1885-1940

E.M. (Ted) Dealey 1940-1960

Joe M. Dealey 1960-1980

James M. Moroney Jr. 1980-1985

John A. Rector Jr. 1985-1986

Burl Osborne 1986-2001

James M. Moroney III
Publisher and Chief Executive Officer

Robert W. Mong Jr.
Editor

George Rodrigue
Vice President, Managing Editor

Keven Ann Willey
Vice President, Editorial Page Editor

Sunday, January 27, 2013

One of the easiest ways to waste young
minds is for parents to park their chil-
dren at a day care center run by disen-

gaged adults who view their jobs as little
more than group baby-sitting. There’s a pas-
sive, unthinking quality to this kind of child
care, with heavy emphasis on television sets
and cartoon-watching, that assumes there’s
nothing better to do with a child’s time. 

As long as day care center operators are
making money, why should they complain?
As long as desperate parents have someone
supervising their children during work
hours, they’re OK. That seems to be the pre-
vailing reality in low-income neighborhoods
all around Dallas and Fort Worth.

The lack of adult interaction, often for 10
hours a day, means poor young children
aren’t acquiring basic vocabulary and social-
ization skills. All of which helps explain why
thousands of young children enter kinder-
garten each year already behind, already at
risk of academic failure.

This is one way the poverty cycle perpetu-
ates itself, and it can’t be reversed without a
concerted effort to transform the passive day
care formula into an active, educational ex-
perience. A North Texas organization, Edu-
cational First Steps, is doing just that at more
than 90 facilities around Dallas, Tarrant and
Hunt counties. The nonprofit, which coordi-
nates with Dallas ISD and has been recog-
nized by Mayor Mike Rawlings, will show-
case its excellent work at an early childhood
education conference on Feb. 16 in Dallas. 

The transformation process isn’t easy or
quick, says executive director John Breitfell-
er. When Educational First Steps specialists
arrive at many of these facilities, they find
unstructured, unsafe conditions where chil-
dren typically wander with minimal supervi-
sion. TV sets are everywhere. Day care work-

ers make little or no attempt to stimulate
children by reading to them. Some workers
don’t even know how to read.

Day care centers must apply to enter the
EFS program and agree to make substantive
changes. The nonprofit covers the cost to
make facilities safe, eliminating sharp edg-
es, altering locks and doors, and installing
kid-friendly equipment. It brings in trainers
to slowly create a structured classroom envi-
ronment and turn a day care facility into an
accredited early learning center. Special em-
phasis goes to pre-literacy, pre-numeracy,
and social and emotional skills develop-
ment.

A recently completed six-year study by
the University of Texas at Dallas found that,
among 3,557 students whose progress could
be tracked through DISD, children at EFS-
mentored day care centers outperformed
other DISD students in first- and second-
grade math. They had higher reading skills
and lower absenteeism rates.

Public schools are under such intense
scrutiny these days, with lawmakers, educa-
tors and parents growing nervous about the
future. We won’t claim that EFS is the entire
solution, but it certainly puts the focus on a
much-overlooked aspect of the educational
equation.

Before It’s Too Late
Investing in low-income early learning pays off

”You realize, literally, it’s just a place to park your
kid. And those kids, when they go to school, have
absolutely no foundation. … After we are through
with it, you basically have reformulated that day
care into a set of classrooms, segregated by age
group … and you now have teachers teaching.”

John Breitfeller, executive director,
Educational First Steps

Reformulating day care

“We will respond to the threat of climate
change, knowing that the failure to do so would
betray our children and future generations.
Some may still deny the overwhelming judg-
ment of science, but none can avoid the devas-
tating impact of raging fires and crippling
drought and more powerful storms … ”

President Barack Obama,
second inaugural address, Jan. 21

We’ve heard this soaring promise be-
fore, but maybe this time around
President Barack Obama will lead

the environment-friendly parade instead of
watching from the sidewalk as it marches
down a legislative dead-end street. You may re-
call that the president vowed to enact balanced
climate-change policies at the start of his first
term, but showed little leadership as Congress
gridlocked on reform efforts in 2010. Then,
during Obama’s re-election campaign, he ran
from the subject at a world-class sprinter’s
pace.

Just a few weeks ago, this newspaper pub-
lished an editorial listing the issues we will
push for in 2013. Among them: Advocate for
meaningful climate-change legislation and a
national energy policy that balances the na-
tion’s short-term need for oil and gas with the
longer-term need to develop clean, safe and re-
liable alternative energy sources. 

We understand that the politics around this
issue are every bit as contentious as they were
in 2012. Republicans and Democrats in oil, gas
and coal states like Texas remain leery of cast-
ing a vote that could lead to higher energy pric-
es or fewer jobs. On the other side, environ-
mentalists too often insist on climate policies
that fail to recognize that the nation can’t aban-
don traditional energy sources overnight.

Obama must thread this political needle,
which means disappointing environmentalists
who won’t get all they want and challenging
traditional fossil-fuel advocates to recognize
that they can’t continue to do business as usual.

In his first term, the president backed a
hodgepodge of wind, solar and other green ini-
tiatives in his economic stimulus package and
tighter automobile fuel efficiency standards.
While these are necessary steps, they don’t sig-
nificantly move the debate forward.

The president needs to approve more off-
shore drilling and the Keystone XL pipeline,
both of which are needed while the nation
shifts toward cleaner energy. At the same time,
Obama should push for changes that would cap
or put a price on dirty carbon emissions, a step
that must be taken if the nation is ever going to
sustain a new energy direction, and phase in
other incentives to change energy consump-
tion habits.

These approaches aren’t contradictory or
counterproductive. If given the right incentives
— and a clear federal commitment to gradual,
measured and sustainable cleaner energy —
the U.S. economy will adapt and grow.

The energy challenge must move beyond
what is convenient and toward what is impera-
tive. No country wants to sacrifice its economy
to meet environmental challenges. But the
United States, by virtue of being the world’s big-
gest energy consumer, cripples future genera-
tions when it delays diversifying energy sources
and confronting the thorny realities of energy
and climate change. The president must show
leadership now.

Climate Promise Must Be Kept
It’s an imperative for Obama’s second term

June 2009: The Democratic-controlled House
barely passes an energy and climate-change bill
that would control carbon emissions through a
cap-and-trade mechanism.
Winter 2009: The Senate fails to act on the House
bill. President Obama stays clear of the debate.
Spring 2010: Sens. John Kerry, Joe Lieberman and
Lindsey Graham work for months to write an
energy and climate-change bill, then Graham pulls
out of the alliance. Obama again stays on the
sidelines, and the Kerry-Lieberman bill dies.
December 2010: The White House announces the
next five-year offshore drilling plan will not include
new leases in the eastern Gulf of Mexico or off the
Atlantic coast, as Obama flips from proposals he
made months earlier.
March 2011: Obama proposes reducing
consumption of imported oil, greater use of natural
gas, renewable bio-fuels and electric vehicles, and
increased nuclear power. He offers limited support
for offshore drilling and chides Republicans for
“drill, baby, drill.”
January 2013: Obama says climate-change
legislation is a second-term priority.

Little action on energy

Walt Handelsman/Newsday

Admirers too soft on Clinton
Re: “Clinton gets emotional on Benghazi

— She spars with lawmakers, says security
will get top consideration,” Thursday news
story.

Embedded in Secretary Clinton’s testi-
mony on Benghazi, and in response to unfo-
cused questioning about her extraordinary
expertise and outstanding service thwarted
only by the vagaries of underfunding by a
Congress that has the nation only $16 tril-
lion in debt, were her comments on neces-
sary military assistance to African nations.
She pointedly mentioned Nigerian oil, pos-
iting the old “blood for oil” argument and
coming down on the side of blood.

Given the fawning adulation for her rec-
ommendations by Democratic senators,
one can only hope that the new secretaries
of defense and state will apply their vaunted
Vietnam experiences to her proposals.

Secretary Clinton also noted some 20
embassies are currently under Benghazi-
type threats. Might be a good idea to evacu-
ate forthwith before another YouTube
comes out. 

Robert Wallace, Richardson

We’re one to talk
Re: “The Language of Hate — Morsi’s

condemnations of Jews should concern us
all,” Tuesday Editorials.

This amused me in that Americans seem
to have no moral authority with regard to
hate and hate speech. The loathing and vit-
riol regarding the president, our congressio-
nal leaders and other persons’ opinions dis-
pel the idea that we are a people of stan-
dards and good grace.

The letters to the editor in this newspa-
per show an appalling lack of tolerance, pa-
tience and class. We describe the leader of
the free world in terms that should embar-
rass us for ourselves, not for him.

The rest of the world watches our every
move. Is this what we want to project, the
image of spoiled, rotten children who take
their toys and go home when they don’t get
their way?

Amanda Stanton, Duncanville

Detriment of these deployments
Suicides in the military have hit a record.

Why? The totally idiotic idea of bringing
troops out of combat home for a week or so,
then sending them back again. Plus, rede-
ployments of the same troops multiple
times. Stupidity!

What does the Pentagon think this meth-
od of fighting a war does to service people
and their loved ones? I served in the Navy in
World War II and in Korea in 1951, where I
built up enough points that when we started
the rotation program, I was able to come
back home in December. I also served in
Vietnam in 1966 to 1967 and rotated home.

If you are going to war, do it with enough
people and equipment to win in the shortest
time possible, the way we did it in World
War II. No one or two weeks back home
then back again to war.

Just think of the financial cost of bring-
ing them home and sending them back as
well as the emotion the families and troops
suffer. That is sure a fast way to break down
anyone.

But then, you people in Washington do
not care.

James Douglas, Garland

Other fixes besides cuts
It seems that not a day can go by without

The News editorial pages including at least
one op-ed or letter from a conservative be-
moaning the deficit and “entitlements,”
code word for Social Security and Medicare.

The solutions are raising the taxes on
those who can afford to pay more and rein-
ing in the bloated military-industrial com-
plex, but these are solutions that conserva-
tives tell us are “off the table.” The one sim-

ple step of removing the earnings cap on So-
cial Security contributions, for example,
would resolve most of the system’s difficul-
ties for the next 75 years. Incidentally, legal-
izing the undocumented immigrant popu-
lation would also help Social Security by
positively impacting the age demographics
of the system.

The conservative argument that a dollar
in tax increases does more harm to the
economy than a dollar in spending reduc-
tions is faith-based and not fact-based.
They back that allegation with buzzwords
like “job creators” rather than with evidence
because the evidence does not exist.

Morris Fried, Richardson

Innocence, not racial bias
Re: “Watkins to advocate for race-based

appeals — Law would initially apply only in
death penalty cases, Dallas DA says,” Tues-
day Metro story.

While there is merit in widening the
scope of the appeal process, it seems to me
what needs to be corrected is the prosecu-
tion of innocent people before it ever gets to
the costly appeal process. 

Instead of pursuing the race card, which
will likely be impossible to prove, why not
clean up the prosecution’s win-at-all-cost
mentality? When studying the exonerations
throughout the country, there seem to be
certain issues that keep coming up. Those
include, but are not limited to, coercion of
state witnesses, forced or contrived confes-
sions, withholding of exculpatory evidence
— just to mention a few. Those are not mis-
takes; those are results of mal-intended
prosecutors and police who are dead-set on
winning. 

I’d say, focus on cleaning up the system
and return to the premises of truth and jus-
tice. Then there won’t be several years of
backlog in the appellate courts and inno-
cent people spending half their lives sitting
in prison. 

What an abominable waste of tax dollars
while real criminals go free to continue
their crime sprees.

Audrey White, McKinney

Water solution? Developers
With water shortages looming, as they

have been for years, with no useful action
being taken, it’s long overdue for developers
to have their feet held to the fire as to the
way they build and landscape new homes.

Why are they getting building permits?
If there’s not enough water now, where will
it come from? New reservoirs, maybe? They
are such a destructive use of the land. Oh,
but wait; think of all of the development
that can go on around a reservoir. Like we
need more concrete, traffic and impounded
water to contribute to the already excessive
heat and humidity.

Municipalities should enact building
standards that require every new home be
xeriscaped and built with a cistern to collect
rainwater.

Slash-and-burn development is driving
our water issues. Developers are a major
factor in our water problems, and they need
to be participants in the solutions as well.

Jim West, Ferris

Today’s nature is contrived
A definition of arboretum is a “botanical

garden devoted to trees.” As I drove past the
Dallas Arboretum yesterday and saw more
concrete going in, I wondered how many
trees were felled to make room for the new
children’s installation and for parking lots.

Don’t get me wrong. I do enjoy the arbo-
retum. I am a member. I do, however, still
mourn the loss of the old bamboo forest at
the north end of the garden where my son
played happily 20 years ago.

I fear that many of today’s children will
only experience a contrived type of nature,
with nothing left wild.

Helen Stettler, Dallas/Lochwood
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