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Pooling assets
from KSU

The etiquette of vaping

It struck us this week-
end in City Park that
two terrific

Manhattan assets really
ought to be paired togeth-
er: K-State students and
City Pool.

The pool is closed. As
you probably know, its sea-
son ended more than a
week ago, on Aug. 11. This
is absurd. The notion that
our great new pool is
unavailable during some
of the hottest weeks of the
year would be funny if it
weren’t so dumb.

City officials say they
can’t keep the pool open
past that because the high
school and college kids
that typically fill lifeguard
positions won’t work past
that time. The high school
kids have to get go back to
school, and the college
kids leave town or start
gearing up for their acade-
mic year.

Whatever. We’ll concede
that point.

So here’s another sugges-
tion:  Why not train a
bunch of K-State students
to fill the gap?

It’s actually a pretty good
fit. The same time that
high school kids have to
quit and some college kids
leave town, K-State stu-
dents start flooding back
here. First come the soror-
ity girls for rush, then the
balance of the student

population. Doubt us?
Obviously, you didn’t go to
Wal-Mart this past week-
end. It’s a crush.

Somehow, of those 20,000
students, it seems to us
that there are probably a
few dozen kids who
worked as lifeguards else-
where (or even here) over
the summer. They might be
fraternity or sorority mem-
bers looking for a service
project, or they might want
to earn a few bucks for
pizza.

We concede we’re not
experts in the field. But it
just seems like there
would be enough people to
staff the pool through
Labor Day.

The city government rou-
tinely meets with universi-
ty officials, along with
folks from the counties
and the school district.
They call it the “intergov-
ernmental” meeting.
Perhaps that’d be a good
place to start a discussion
about this.

We’ve been lucky with
the weather this year –
August has been remark-
ably cool. But lots of times
at this time of the year, it’s
broiling, and having that
terrific pool shuttered
seems like a cruel joke.
Let’s see if we could pre-
vent that from happening
next August.

Floyd Pullin is a one-brand guy. Floyd bought his first Ford, a
Model T, in 1926. Nine vehicles – every one of them Fords – and 87
years later, a local Ford dealer is paying him back. The dealership
in Confluence, Pa., threw a birthday party complete with limo ride
for Floyd, who recently turned 102. The limo was undoubtedly also
a Ford, but Floyd could have supplied his own wheels, the 2013 F-
150 pickup he just purchased.

2012 Bloomberg View

”Mind if I vape?”
The question may become

more common as electronic ciga-
rettes become more popular. The
answer, however, remains elu-
sive. Etiquette aside, the health
effects of inhaling nicotine vapor
(hence the term) are largely
unknown. More research is
clearly needed, but in the mean-
time, the U.S. Food and Drug
Administration has to start regu-
lating e-cigarettes.

U.S. consumers will spend $1
billion on battery-powered
smokes this year, 10 times more
than they did four years ago. Are
e-cigarettes, which come in such
flavors as chocolate and butter
rum, a benign device to help peo-
ple stop smoking? Or are they
just a new way to feed an old
addiction? How safe, compared
with tobacco smoke, is the vapor
they create?

No one knows. The small stud-
ies that have been done so far
hint at both pros and cons; one
found that smokers cut back on
real cigarettes after trying the
electronic kind, while another
found particles of metal and sili-
cates in e-cigarette vapor that
could cause breathing problems.
That there are more than 200
brands containing varying levels
of nicotine and other substances
only makes it harder to assess
their safety.

The FDA has indicated it will
begin to regulate e- cigarettes
this fall. After a federal judge

ruled that it couldn’t classify
them as medical devices
(because they deliver a drug,
nicotine), the FDA will regulate
them as tobacco products
(because nicotine is derived
from tobacco). Unlike regular
cigarettes, however, e-cigarettes
are not known to be lethal.
Wariness is warranted, but it’s
safe to assume that their vapors
are not nearly as dangerous as
tobacco smoke.

The FDA’s approach, there-
fore— and that of states and
cities that regulate tobacco use—
should be two-pronged: It should
find out whether e-cigarettes are
indeed safe. And while it does, it
should ensure that ”vaping”
remains restricted to adults who
are fully informed of the poten-
tial risks.

To begin, e-cigarette makers
should be required to report and
label all ingredients in the nico-
tine solutions they use. Even
though these deliver fewer poi-
sons than are found in tradition-
al cigarettes, they nevertheless
have been found to contain car-
cinogenic nitrosamines and
other harmful impurities
derived from the tobacco, as well
as the additive diethylene glycol,
an ingredient in antifreeze.

Manufacturers should also dis-
close the amount of nicotine that
can be inhaled from their e-ciga-
rettes. Today’s models haven’t
been found to give users as large
a hit of nicotine as regular ciga-
rettes do, but that may not always
be the case.
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Could the pools be kept open longer?

Our congressman sounds
like he’s awfully afraid
To the Editor:

Like you, and everyone else in
Kansas’ First District, I recently
received in the mail
Representative Huelskamp’s
“mid-year update from our
nation’s capital.” His opening
letter was well-written, and
provided a nice summary of
events in which he participated
on our behalf. Upon reading
updates of the issues “most often
asked about”, I was curious why
the writing style changed so
dramatically from his
introduction.

While I appreciate legislative
updates, I was overwhelmed by
the apparent anger and fear that
was ingrained in this
information. By my count there
are over 50 instances of words or
phrases that refer to situations
including danger, harm (past and
future), or illegal activity. The
only continuity between the
paragraphs was the
unmistakeable sense of fear.
Fear of the now, fear of what
might be, and fear of the effects
of what has happened. His
language ranges from words
such as “invasions”, “illegal”,
“attack”, “scandal”, “tragically”,
and “fighting”, to loaded phrases
such as “expensive and
coercive”, “unfairly subjected”,
“grave threats”, and “crushing
obligations”.

Now I know that many of you
are probably thinking “well
that’s what all politicians do,
even Democrats.” To that I say,
“you’re right”, but that doesn’t
mean that this is what we should
accept. If my representative was
a Democrat and used this
language I would write a similar
letter. My point is that living in
fear offers little hope for
reasonable, fair, and prosperous
decision-making. It is one thing
for people to be fearful - and if
they are truly in fear, then my
heart aches for them. It is quite
another for a member of
Congress to further incite that

fear when he is in a position of
power that can help dispel much
of that fear.

Discussions that are loaded
with fear rarely result in much
more than reactionary
behaviors. Such fearful
discussions also tend to exclude
any hope of slowing a hasty
response. Late last year I wrote
to Representative Huelskamp to
explain my hope that rash
decisions pertaining to the
“fiscal cliff” not be made in
haste or fear - in spite of “end-of-
the-world” declarations of
tragedy commonly heard at the
time. Whether or not he actually
read my letter, I’ll never know.
What I know is that the world
didn’t end and from my
perspective it didn’t get much
better nor much worse.

It doesn’t matter if I agree with
his views or not, what I would
expect of a person given such
responsibility is that he address
the issues in an informative,
helpful, and positive manner.
One that befits the job of
representing Kansans in
Washington. For the record, I
didn’t vote for him. However, no
matter who voted for him he
should at least have the respect
for our good intelligence and not
demean us, or him, by keeping to
the “lowest-common-
denominator” when it comes to
keeping his constituents
informed.

Kirk Hargett
1204 Pierre

Preserve Peace 
Memorial Auditorium
To the Editor:

Over the past few weeks I have
been following the ongoing
debate about Manhattan’s
Memorial Auditorium at City
Hall. While I no longer live in
Manhattan, my family has had
roots there since the Civil War
and I still consider it home. As
such, this issue concerns me
deeply.

In point of fact, a local
newspaper of the era (late 1942)

published a prominent article
about my grandparents and their
five sons serving in uniform
wherever needed during World
War II — in Europe, North Africa
and the Pacific. All have long ago
gone to Glory, but their legacy is
embodied in the Memorial
Auditorium.

When the Memorial
Auditorium was dedicated, it
was intended to serve as a living
reminder for the community of
the sacrifices made by its young
men and women. Much as the
Memorial Stadium at Kansas
State served to bring the
community together to honor the
local veterans who died during
World War I, the Memorial
Auditorium was built to mark
our final victory over fascism,
and those who gave their all
during the struggle. Whenever
events were held there, the
community came together and in
doing so it embodied why they
fought.

It seems a matter of supreme
disrespect to the veterans of that
second Great War to
“repurpose” the memorial that
they dedicated to honor their
comrades, living and dead. Most
of these vets have since passed,
and their number declines daily,
but their memory should not die
with them — and certainly not to
address such an ad hoc issue as
office space.

While I acknowledge the
Commission’s efficient and
unilateral application of a
certain sterile logic, it seems
that they should include the
community that they ostensibly
serve in these deliberations. As
an ex-pat” I am in no position to
disapprove of their decision to
dismantle the auditorium, but I
certainly deplore it.

It is said that, if you don’t know
where you’ve come from, you
don’t know where you are. Let us
come together to ensure that a
clear memory of our past
informs a comprehensive and
inclusive vision for our future.

Robert L. Beardsley
Leavenworth

Letters to the Editor

Video requires tough response
John Romano
Los Angeles Times

The beating has stopped.
At this point in the video, the 13-

year-old victim is cowering
beneath a seat on the school bus,
and his three assailants are stand-
ing nearby as if admiring their
own brutality.

The 64-year-old bus driver, who
was shouting at the trio of 15-year-
olds to back off while he was call-
ing dispatch for help, now stands
in the aisle and addresses the
older teens.

’’You know, y’all going to jail,’’
the bus driver says. ’’Y’all going to
jail.’’

Looks as if the driver may have
been mistaken.

Prosecutors have recommended
that at least two of the 15-year-olds
be given nine months of probation
for the attack that took place in
Gulfport but circled the nation via
video.

Let me say, I understand the
reluctance to send kids to any type
of correctional facility, juvenile or
otherwise. There is a real danger
of forever altering a youngster’s
life by potentially dooming him or
her to the justice system at such
an early age.

But, in a case such as this, there
is an even greater danger in treat-
ing a violent crime as a youthful
indiscretion.

Look at it this way:
Based on police reports, two of

the older teens had approached
the 13-year-old earlier in the day
with an offer to sell marijuana.
The younger boy declined and
then notified a school official.
Isn’t that what he was supposed to
do? Isn’t that what we teach our
kids?

And yet the boy’s reward was a
broken arm in a savage beating.

So, tell me, what lesson should
other kids take from that?

If I’m a kid who tries to stay out
of trouble, I’m thinking only a fool
would ever notify authorities
about a potential crime. And if I’m
a kid with a bad attitude, I’m not
too worried about breaking bones
if I know counseling is my likely
punishment.

’’There is a danger in setting the
wrong tone for kids, a fear that
you better not speak out,’’ said
attorney Frank McDermott, who
represented the bus driver after
Gulfport police initially suggested
he was negligent for not interven-
ing. ’’It’s unfortunate, but it could
create a mentality where the bad

kids run roughshod over the good
kids.’’

What’s important to remember
is that this was not a simple
schoolyard fight. It was not a dis-
pute over girls or sports or some
other random event.

This was a premeditated attack.
It was vicious. It was brazen. And
it did not end when the boy fell to
the floor and tried to escape.

This cannot be excused as a
temporary lapse in judgment or a
matter of hanging out with the
wrong crowd. It was not a crime of
opportunity, and it was not a vic-
timless offense.

In other words, this was not
some boys-will-be-boys transgres-
sion. It was brutal, cowardly and
utterly inexcusable.

Here’s what cannot be forgotten:
In too many ways, we have

already failed the 13-year-old.
We failed him when school offi-

cials did not anticipate trouble on
that bus ride home. And we failed
him when no one else on the bus
stood up to help.

If a judge decides next week
that the appropriate punishment
for the three defendants is nine
months’ worth of counseling and
supervision, I fear we will have
failed him again.


