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OpiniOn THE FIRST AMENDMENT: Congress shall make no law 
respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free 
exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of all 

the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, 
and to petition the government for a redress of grievances. 
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The Herald-Banner welcomes your letter to the 
editor. 
We ask that it be kept brief and to the point. Overly 
long letters are subject to editing. 
One letter per writer will be published in the same 
week. 

All thank you letters should include 10 businesses/
individuals max.
The letter should not exceed 500 words.
Letters through the mail should be sent to the Edi-
tor, Post Office Box 6000, Greenville, TX, 75403.
Email should be addressed to KRISTAL@heraldban-

ner.com. Please type Letter to the Editor in the 
subject line.
All letters must contain a physical address and 
daytime phone number, although only names 
and hometown (if other than Greenville) will be 
published.

Letters Policy

Dear Mr. Palmer, I fear you have mistaken the 
purpose and meaning of  my letter from April 13.

Nowhere will you find where I, in my own words, 
related to a specific religion or denomination. 

The main issue was, and is, not necessarily a 
specific source, but specific, universal ideals – 
those espoused in my letter lauding our founding 
fathers in their establishment of  our constitution 
and bringing to our consciousness the need for a 
government that doesn’t alienate the virtues we 
have enjoyed, more so in the past than the present. 

In fact, the founding fathers considered making 
one of  the requirements for the presidency was 
that he would be a Christian but discarded it.

As for Hitler’s Protestant Reich Church, it was 
in the works before the war’s end, and it was to 
conform to Hitler’s dictates that violated Christian 
ethics. Look up Richard and Sabina Wurmbrand to 
get the full picture of  not just Nazi, but communist 
heinous treatment of  those who held to the true 
Christian faith.

And, as for Benjamin Franklin’s quote, I most 
heartily agree, as long as there is no government 
meddling in religious matters, but that’s another 
subject all together.

CE HOLT
Celeste

Reader: Previous letter did not mention specific denomination
YOUR SAY  |  LETTER TO THE EDITOR

HERALD-BANNER COLUMNIST  |  A TEXAN’S VIEW OF WASHINGTON

What makes Buttigieg’s message rhetorically different?
Editor’s Note: This opinion piece 

was originally published in the 
San Antonio Express-News and is 
reprinted here with permission.

A
merica’s political cul-
ture may never have 
been more rancorous, 
bitter and polarized. 

As a communication scholar, I 
believe there are those moments 
when it is instructive to bracket 
our partisan 
views in favor 
of  analyzing the 
rhetorical strate-
gies and mes-
sages of  politi-
cal candidates. 
Doing so might 
help us under-
stand why some 
politicians are 
persuasive and 
others aren’t.

Consider a 
recent example. Watching Mon-
day’s CNN town hall, I became 
even more intrigued by Mayor 
Pete Buttigieg’s unique rhetori-
cal style.  While his discourse 
is reminiscent of  the positive 
and hopeful demeanor of  Presi-
dents Barak Obama and Ronald 
Reagan, not to mention echoing 
their faith in America’s great 
political experiment, there is 
something far more distinctive 
about Buttigieg’s rhetorical mes-
sage—something that transcends 
his political ideology.

 The best way to make this 
case is to reflect upon Buttigieg’s 
response to ongoing allegations 
by the media and pundits that he 
fails to offer enough specific pub-
lic policy proposals to separate 
him from the rest of  the Demo-
cratic field.  

Rather than being defensive 
or advocating that particular 
policy positions are a litmus test 
of  one’s fitness to be elected, 
Buttigieg’s message implies that 
a President is an executive, not a 
legislator or policy wonk. 

 Why is this significant?
 Most political observers agree 

that a presidential candidate 
should have a deep knowledge 
and history of  the domestic and 
foreign policy issues facing the 
nation, as well as an overall 
philosophy about how to address 
these issues. Clearly Buttigieg 
does. 

Yet he also recognizes that 
perhaps the most important 
attribute of  an effective chief  
executive is possessing a phi-
losophy—and record—of  leader-
ship demonstrating an ability 
to be flexible enough to change 
one’s mind, work collaboratively 
with those who disagree, and 
get things done especially at the 
local level.

But this is just one example 
documenting Buttigieg’s unique 
rhetoric.

 Unlike typical presidential 
campaigns against an incum-
bent, arguably the 2020 race 
may buck historical norms and 
traditional campaign strategies. 
Buttigieg seems to be cognizant 
of  this. 

His rhetoric—perhaps more 
than other Democratic candi-
dates—reflects a keen awareness 
and political shrewdness that 
from a message standpoint 2020 
must not become primarily an 
anti-Trump election.  

To his credit, Buttigieg resists 
a natural, knee-jerk tendency 
to become negative and take on 
the President at every turn. He 

refrains from communicating 
obvious responses to the Trump 
tweet and absurd statement du 
jour.

 In fact, Buttigieg rarely men-
tions Donald Trump’s name and 
infrequently launches explicit 
and direct attacks against him—
all of  which would play directly 
into Trump’s rhetorical play-
book, motivate his base and turn 
off  undecided voters who are 
tired of  politics as usual.

 To be clear, what I am contend-
ing does not constitute an en-
dorsement of  Buttigieg; I do not 
yet have a preference and want 
to learn more about the other 
presidential aspirants. 

However, as a professor of  rhet-
oric who studies messages, I do 
believe Buttigieg might be that 
once-in-a-lifetime presidential 
candidate who enters the scene 
at precisely the right moment 
with a potentially persuasive, 
positive, and bipartisan mes-
sage—a message avoiding attack 
and calling for genuine change 
(where “change” is more than 
a clichéd and tired rhetorical 
trope) to extricate the country 
from a dangerous time in history.  

Whether or not Buttigieg suc-
ceeds in winning the nomina-
tion remains an open question. 
Nevertheless, his message might 
offer a positive rhetorical path 
forward—one allowing us to us 
to escape the muck and mire of  
our current divisive political 
climate.

Richard Cherwitz is the Ernest S. 
Sharpe Centennial Professor in the 
Moody College of Communica-
tion and founder of the Intellectual 
Entrepreneurship Consortium at the 
University of Texas at Austin.

RICHARD
CHERWITZ
On THe neWs

OTHERS SAY  |  GUEST EDITORIAL

Sharing information 
essential in battling 

global terrorism

T
his was a despicable, inexcusable act 
of  violence that targeted innocent 
people.

Terrorist bombings struck Colombo 
and elsewhere in Sri Lanka almost simultane-
ously, killing and injuring hundreds of  people, 
including Japanese nationals.

The blasts targeted churches where many 
Christians had gathered for Easter events, and 
luxury hotels that have many foreign guests. 
There were explosions at eight venues, includ-
ing suicide attacks.

Sri Lankan authorities have detained mem-
bers of  a domestic Islamic extremist group that 
allegedly conducted the attacks. Sri Lankan 
Prime Minister Ranil Wickremesinghe said the 
government believes “there may be links” be-
tween this group and the Islamic State extrem-
ist group.

IS has claimed responsibility for the bomb-
ings and released footage that purported to 
show the men who committed the attacks. The 
authenticity of  these claims is unclear, but 
based on the targets chosen and the elaborate 
methods used, it seems IS provided some kind 
of  support to the group that carried out the 
bombings.

In March, the United States declared that all 
territory that was under IS control had been 
recaptured. However, the group’s radical think-
ing continues to spread over the internet and 
through other channels. There is a lingering 
risk that the tentacles of  these beliefs could 
reach into societies plagued by poverty, dis-
crimination and other problems.

Alarmingly, there is a possibility Sri Lankan 
authorities missed signs that a terrorist attack 
was coming. Although foreign intelligence 
agencies had warned of  a planned suicide 
bombing attack on Christian churches, the Sri 
Lankan prime minister and Cabinet ministers 
reportedly did not receive this information.

Tensions could be rekindled.
Political wrangling between Wickremesinghe 

and Sri Lankan President Maithripala Sirisena 
apparently formed a backdrop to these events. 
It is essential that a government operates in 
unison and quickly deals with a possible ter-
rorist attack to prevent it from happening. The 
Sri Lankan government must seriously take 
to heart that it was one step behind in dealing 
with the situation and take steps to prevent any 
recurrence.

Cooperation with investigative agencies in 
the United States and elsewhere also will be 
crucial for fully uncovering the truth of  what 
happened.

Beginning in the 1980s, Sri Lanka’s govern-
ment, which was led by the majority Buddhists, 
clashed fiercely with an extremist Hindu group 
that was demanding a separate, independent 
state. Terrorist bombings perpetrated by the 
extremists often occurred, but the nation’s 
security situation had improved since the civil 
war ended in 2009.

There are concerns the latest attacks could 
again trigger heightened tensions between 
people of  different religions and ethnicities. A 
chain of  terrorist attacks and retaliation must 
not be allowed to occur.

Sharing information with other nations is es-
sential for counterterrorism measures. Japan 
should spearhead discussions on this issue, 
including at the summit meeting of  the Group 
of  20 major and emerging economies to be held 
in Osaka in June.

— Japan News
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