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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

W
ith hurricane season officially 
beginning Saturday, it’s frighten-
ing that the Trump administra-
tion continues to ignore the role 

climate change plays in spawning increasingly 
horrific storms that threaten the lives and 
property of  Texans and residents of  other Gulf  
states.

The U.S. Climate and Health Alliance said 
Hurricane Harvey dealt Texas a harder blow 
two years ago because climate change produced 
stronger storm surges, increased precipita-
tion, and created more powerful winds. Harvey 
dumped nearly of  52 inches of  rain on parts 
of  Harris County. Researchers said that was 40 
percent more rain than a similar storm would 
have produced decades ago.

Not even scientists within President Trump’s 
administration have been able to weaken his 
skepticism. He paid no attention to the latest 
National Climate Assessment, which every four 
years evaluates the effects of  climate change 
on the United States. The report said climate 
change had made Texas particularly “vulner-
able to increasing temperatures, extreme pre-
cipitation and continued sea level rise.”

The report meant nothing to Trump, who 
remains hell bent on reversing environmental 
rules imposed by previous administrations to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions such as car-
bon dioxide that cause global warming. It’s bad 
enough that Trump ignores science, but he has 
also placed accomplices in key positions to hide 
the truth from the rest of  us.

One culprit is former astronaut James Reilly, 
who Trump appointed last year to head the U.S. 
Geological Survey, one of  the federal agencies 
charged with keeping tabs on climate change 
and predicting its impact. Reilly, a geologist 
who also once worked for an oil exploration 
company, has ordered USGS scientists using 
computer-generated climate models to project 
the impact of  climate change only through 2040.

If  you think it’s mere coincidence that scien-
tists say current emissions’ impact on global 
warming won’t be felt until after 2040, you need 
to know more about Reilly. During last year’s 
confirmation hearings, he assured senators, 
“I’m fully committed to scientific integrity.” Yet 
when asked specifically “when” more action 
should be taken to address global warming, 
Reilly suddenly became cryptic.

“Interpretation of  the ‘when’ is really the 
problem,” he said, “and the ‘when’ really is the 
problem in: What’s that spectrum of  time for 
you? Time, in this regard, is probably the same 
as what was best described in how you measure 
depth in a seismic section. That is, it’s basically 
numbers on a rubber band, and you’re doing 
one of  these things, trying to figure out where’s 
the best fit.”

Come again? His mutterings are reminiscent 
of  Bill Clinton debating the meaning of  the 
word ‘is.’ Only in this case, the consequences of  
denial are quite possibly apocalyptic.

Truth becomes more complex when we don’t 
want to face it. All Reilly had to say is “now.” 
Now is the time to directly confront global 
warming. Reilly shouldn’t be in charge of  
the USGS if  he can’t admit that. If  scientific 
integrity is as important to him as he said it is, 
he won’t make it a casualty to Trump’s insis-
tence that global warming take a back seat to 
whatever business model he believes is more 
important than surviving catastrophic climate-
related events.

NASA, which like the USGS studies our 
climate, says the damaging changes scientists 
expect to occur beyond 2040 include stronger, 
more frequent, and longer-lasting hurricanes, 
rising sea levels due to melting ice, and an 
“essentially ice free” Arctic Ocean. NASA says 
the southwestern United States should expect 
“declining water supplies, reduced agricultural 
yields, health impacts in cities due to heat, and 
flooding and erosion in coastal areas.”

At this point, it appears unlikely that Trump 
will ever stop trying to weaken or get rid of  
environmental rules that would help mitigate 
these and other devastating consequences. He’s 
surrounded himself  with yes men who won’t 
talk him down from his position. He doesn’t 
listen to anyone in Congress, Republican or 
Democrat, who might change his mind.

So, it’s up to the American public to reach the 
president. He’s running for re-election, so he 
must care what voters think. Contact the White 
House and let Trump know you don’t want to 
live in fear of  more storms even worse than 
Harvey. Tell the president it’s time to acknowl-
edge human activity’s role in creating the 
greenhouses gases that cause global warming 
and to do something about it.

— Houston Chronicle
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Rhetorical reading of Mueller’s 
statement more helpful than partisan one

O
ne’s political views 
affected their interpre-
tation of  Wednesday’s 
televised statement 

by the outgoing special counsel, 
Robert Mueller. The reactions 
from both sides of  the aisle were 
predictable.

For obvious 
reasons, this 
state of  affairs 
is unfortunate.  
Partisanship too 
often trumps (no 
pun intended) fair 
and well-reasoned 
analysis. 

This situation is 
not inherent and 
can be remedied 
by drawing on 
a knowledge of  
rhetoric, an understanding of  
which dates back to the writings 
of  ancient philosophers like 
Plato and Aristotle. 

As a scholar of  rhetoric, for 
over four decades I have empow-
ered my students to use what 
they learn about communication 
not to preach or reinforce prior 
partisan narratives, but to read 
more accurately and thought-
fully both the lines and between 
the lines of  messages. 

This kind of  analysis is clearly 
demanded in today’s highly 
polarized political world where 
a more objective interpretation 
of  information is requisite for 
democratic deliberation. 

For example, carefully pars-
ing language helps reveal much 
about Wednesday’s televised 

statement by the outgoing spe-
cial counsel, Robert Mueller. 

To those on the left who criti-
cize Mueller for not going far 
enough to hold President Donald 
Trump accountable, as well as 
to those on the right who claim 
that Mueller cleared the Presi-
dent and the matter is therefore 
closed, I recommend a close 
rhetorical analysis of  what 
Mueller said; his words speak 
for themselves, painting a clear 
picture of  why these political 
interpretations are inaccurate 
and misleading. 

First, Mueller’s message com-
municated that his actions and 
decisions were made in strict 
accordance with the limited 
charge he was given by the attor-
ney general.  Second, Mueller’s 
words were deliberately chosen, 
making several points clear: 

— The real reason he was 
asked to conduct an investiga-
tion (which, contrary to some, 
was not the Steele dossier)

— His rebuke of  what Presi-
dent Trump has been saying 
about the conclusions of  the 
Mueller Report (namely, that the 
Russians did not interfere in the 
2016 election to help one candi-
date, that there was no collusion 
and no obstruction, and that it 
exonerated the president)

— Mueller’s disagreement 
— albeit phrased respectfully — 
with Attorney General William 
Barr’s summary

— Most important, his reitera-
tion of  the fact that the Constitu-
tion, unlike the special counsel’s 

restricted legal investigation, 
provides a specific mechanism 
for addressing Trump’s behavior 
and holding him accountable for 
possible wrongdoing. 

So before listening to the spin 
of  politicians and media pundits 
who already have made up their 
mind about the president and 
who seem reticent to reevaluate 
their position, I encourage Amer-
icans to apply common-sense 
principles of  rhetoric to read 
the lines (and read between the 
lines) of  the written transcript 
of  Mueller’s statement. 

Such a careful rhetorical analy-
sis will show Americans of  all 
political stripes that the Mueller 
Report and his Wednesday state-
ment deliberately were worded 
in order to make obvious that he 
would not exceed his prescribed 
role as special counsel, that the 
case against Trump is far from 
closed, and that Mueller now 
placed the ball in Congress’s 
court to do their duty and act.

Mueller’s message was explic-
itly and implicitly transparent: 
The matter of  potential wrong-
doing by President Trump, as 
the Constitution specifies, is 
the jurisdiction of  and should 
be investigated and assessed 
by American citizens and their 
legislative representatives. 

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.
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