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Gene Goldwasser served as  principal of several NYS elemen-
tary schools.  Since his retirement, he has been an adjunct pro-
fessor at Hofstra, a coach with the Institute for Student 
Achievement and president of NYSRSAS. 

Executive Board Meeting Dates 
      Members are welcome to attend our meetings. 
They begin at 10:00 a.m. and will be held at the West-
ern Suffolk BOCES offices, 31 Lee Avenue, Wheatley 
Heights, NY 11798 on :  

Wednesday, December 11 
Wednesday, April 22 
Wednesday, June 10 

If you are able to join us, please call 631-761-5451 so 
we can arrange for seating. 

Is Impeachment the Right Way to Go? 
Eugene Goldwasser    

        Is impeachment the right way to go? 
Should not the voters decide whether a 
president or other elected official be re-
moved from office?  
         To read the editorial and op-ed pages 
of The New York Times or The Washington 

Post, it is a foregone conclusion that President Trump 
has committed high crimes and misdemeanors that re-
quire his removal from office.  These include colluding 
with foreign governments to destabilize the election 
process; violating the emoluments clause of the consti-
tution by encouraging foreign leaders and corporate 
entities to stay at his hotels, reaping profits instead of 
creating a “wall of impartiality”; seeking a quid pro quo 
from foreign leaders to investigate his political rivals in 
order for their countries to receive funds earmarked by 
congress. 

As a result, the House of Representatives has be-
gun an impeachment inquiry, which will most likely re-
sult in the impeachment of President Trump and a sub-
sequent trial in the Senate, presided over by the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court. This process will occupy 
the rest of 2019 and last well into 2020 before there is 
a resolution. It is not a foregone conclusion that the 
president will be removed from office. After all, the Re-
publicans maintain a comfortable majority in the Sen-
ate and removal from office must be by a vote of 2/3 of 
those senators present, so some 18 Republican sena-
tors would have to join the Democrats for Trump to be 
removed from office. This will be the third president to 
be impeached by the House – Andrew Johnson and Bill 
Clinton were acquitted by the Senate in their impeach-
ment trials and Richard Nixon resigned as president 
with the specter of impeachment looming. 

Yet despite all the hoopla, President Trump has 
his adherents who defend his decisions, minimize his 
transgressions and attack his opponents vehemently 
calling their attempts to remove him from office a witch 
hunt, a hoax or an attempt at a coup. They counter 

each accusation with accusations of their own, de-
flecting and blunting the attack on the president and 
setting up smokescreens and subscribing to conspiracy 
theories designed to downplay and denigrate their 
opposition. 

One can understand why Speaker Pelosi was so 
reluctant to allow the impeachment process to go for-
ward in the spring and summer of this year. She knew 
it would degenerate into a street brawl where the 
business of government would be placed on a back 
burner while the House limps toward an impeachment 
vote. 

How this will all play out remains to be seen. Will 
the House impeach? Will the Senate acquit or find the 
president guilty? Who will be responsible for making 
the case against and/or for the president? How will 
the parties fare – will the Democrats be strengthened 
by the process or will they lose seats in the House and 
the Senate? How will the impeachment process affect 
next year’s elections remembering that every member 
of the House of Representatives is up for election in 
2020? We live in fascinating times and they just got a 
whole lot more interesting. 
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(continued on page 3) 

From  the  Desk  of:  The  Reflective  Retiree            Corine Lipset-Huberman  
 All I Really Need to Know I Learned in Kindergarten –  

Is It Still True Today? 
 For 22 years I was a school administrator.  

For 19 of those years I was an elementary school 
principal and thus presided over 19 moving-up exer-
cises – a day when the school auditorium was filled 
with fifth grade children dressed in their best 

clothes, with shiny freshly-scrubbed fac-
es and beaming from ear to ear. They 
were on top of the world  - seniors in a K
-5 school – ready to go on to middle 
school where once again they would be 
on the bottom of the heap, the lowest 
grade in a new school filled with unfa-
miliar faces, dealing with heightened 
expectations. 

 For most of the youngsters, I had been their 
principal for six years, from Kindergarten on, their 
source of wisdom (or so they thought, at least until 
they got to fifth grade), the person who planned 
their days, assigned them their teachers, who 
helped them solve their school problems (and 
sometimes their non-school problems). I felt it in-
cumbent upon me to send them off to the next 
stretch of academic pursuit and emotional growth 
with some wise words, and so I turned to Robert 
Fulghum’s classic book, first published in 1986, ALL I 
REALLY NEED TO KNOW I LEARNED IN KINDERGAR-
TEN. 

 As you may recall, the book starts out with 
these words: “Wisdom was not at the top of the 
graduate-school mountain, but there in the sandpile 
at Sunday School. These are the things I learned:   

Share everything 
Play fair. 
Don’t hit people. 
Put things back where you found them. 
Clean up your own mess. 
Don’t take things that aren’t yours. 
Say you’re sorry when you hurt somebody. 
Wash your hands before you eat. 
Flush. 
Warm cookies and cold milk are good for you. 
Live a balanced life –learn some and think some 

and draw and paint and sing and dance                                 
and play and work every day some. 

Take a nap every afternoon. 

When you go out into the world, watch out 
for traffic, hold hands, and stick togeth-
er.” 

 Why do I write about this at the pre-
sent time?  Surely it might have been more 
appropriate in June when graduations at all 
levels take place.  I write it now because I believe we 
need to take heed of Mr.Fulghum’s advice at this crucial 
time as I ponder the state of our nation.  I believe the au-
thor has written a cautionary tale for private individuals 
and for those who steer the ship of our nation at any 
time, but it is critical in this particular time period. 

 I don’t worry about Mr. Trump having milk and 
cookies every day although, needless to say, they would 

be better for him than de-
vouring countless cheese-
burgers daily.  (Easy on the 
cookies, though, Mr. 
Trump.  And watch out for 
the word though.)  I don’t 
worry about the President 
taking a nap every after-
noon, although it would be 

better for him and for the nation if he slept more at night 
rather than getting up before sunrise to spin off a spatter 
of tweets. I don’t worry about Mr. Trump washing his 
hands before he eats or flushing because I have read that 
he is a bit of a germaphobe. 

 But I worry a lot about all of the other things 
listed.  Like “don’t hit people.” You can hit people in 
many different ways, many of them non-physical. Mr. 
Trump hits people when he calls them names in a sort of 
caricatural manner (e.g., Sleepy Joe, 
Shifty Schiff); when he simulates 
someone who exhibits jerky move-
ments; when he won’t give anyone 
a chance to respond to him and 
keeps talking. I worry about Mr. 
Trump not playing fair, like when he 
invites foreign leaders to meddle in 
our affairs. I worry about Mr. 
Trump not paying attention to 
“clean up your own mess” when he 
reverses regulations that have been put in place by for-
mer heads of the EPA that guard  
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NYSRSAS 
 

Executive Board 
Eugene Goldwasser, President 

Joseph Quinn, 1st Vice President 
Patricia Galaskas, 2nd Vice President 

Edward Price, Treasurer 
Edward Bellomo, Recording Secretary 

 
Committee Chairs 

Mary Louise Haley, Education 
Stewart Mortman, Political Action 

John Wallace, Membership 
Corine Lipset-Huberman, Newsletter 

Ken Forman, Website Liaison 
 

Members at Large 
Sherry Alessandro 

Vincent Deland 
John Fogliano 
Jeff Hollander 
Elliott Kigner 
David Long 

Martin Mandelker 
Stan Opas 

George Pincus 
Lois Small 

Seth Weitzman 
Jack Zamek 

 
We welcome your comments on articles or current issues.  To 

start a discussion, contact us at 
info@nysrsas.org 

Career Paths – 
Is College Always the Right Road? 
 

Given the fact that researchers predict that 85% of 
anticipated jobs in the workforce in 2030 don’t even 
exist today and recognizing that lifestyle adjustments 
will be necessary in the face of climate change as 
well as  technological and demographic pressures on 
the global economy, the NYSRSAS Executive Board 
has agreed to focus its attention on positive action to 
support workforce development and career path 
programs.  

 

The problems are not new, nor are they simple. In 
our Focus Group meeting, we identified several: 

• An expectation in many communities that a col-
lege degree is THE primary pre-requisite for suc-
cess 

• A societal bias against what was once called 
“vocational education” that stigmatizes some BO-
CES and similar technologically oriented programs 

• Extreme costs involved in equipping advanced 
programs and keeping them “current” in a world 
of rapid technological change 

• A need for teachers who can teach both  concrete 
skills and less-tangible “habits of mind” like prob-
lem solving, communication, teamwork, creativity 
and adaptability that will equip their students for 
a future in which technological advances will un-
doubtedly demand true life-long learning. 

 

We are not alone in our concern. The New York 
State Board of Regents is looking at high school grad-
uation requirements with a broad perspective and 
New York State already has a middle school require-
ment for 1.75 credits in career and technology edu-
cation [CTE]. At the federal level last year’s reauthori-
zation of the Perkins Career and Technical Education 
Act will provide some funding.  

 

In the meantime, we invite our members to share 
their thoughts and suggestions via email 
(info@nysrsas.org). When the Executive Board meets 
on December 11, we plan to extend our session to 
begin to draft a position paper. In addition, we fore-
see a need to publicize our concerns (and sugges-
tions) beyond our membership.  We anticipate some 
political action such as demanding support for CTE 
from candidates seeking our endorsement and lob-
bying for funding for CTE programs at both the state 
and federal level. If you can attend our meeting, 
please call 631-761-5451 so that we can arrange seat-
ing.  

Dr. Corine Lipset-Huberman has had extensive experience at all 
levels of education. She spent the last 19 years prior to retire-
ment as principal of the Village School in Syosset, NY. 

I Learned in Kdg. (cont’d from p. 2) 

against further pollution, when he pulls out of global 
associations dealing with climate change.   

 I could go on and on about many other of Mr. 
Trump’s rules and regulations, acts and actions, man-
ners and mannerisms that abrogate Mr. Fulghum’s list.  
No doubt I could find some to which other leaders – 
Republicans and Democrats – have not paid close 
enough attention.  But the one that I would have all 
leaders follow consistently is the last one listed – 
“When you go out into the world, watch out for traffic, 
hold hands, and stick together.”   

 Would it do any good to send Mr. Trump a copy 
of Robert Fulghum’s book?  Who knows?  But it might 
be worth a try! 
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Medicare for All ? 
 Stewart Mortman 

Medicare for all sounds good. Most people feel 
that all citizens have a basic right to needed medical 
care. But many of us don’t really understand what Med-
icare for all means. Ask different politicians and you get 
different definitions. By my count there are at least 10 
major proposals to expand Medicare and Medicaid. 
Some plans would create a single payer system for all 
residents. Others would expand Medicare by making it 
available to people at the age of 50. And then there are 
those plans that would make Medicare an option along 
with private insurers.  

Let’s take a look at some of the pros and cons of 
Medicare for all. Virtually every developed country in 
the world, with the exception of the United States, has 
universal coverage for its citizens. Depending on whose 
statistics you are reading, there is 10 to 15 percent of 
our population who are uninsured. There are many 
questions that you must ask yourself. Is this a moral is-
sue and therefore worth it at any cost?  Is it a decision 
being made for us and therefore taking away our free-
dom of choice? Does universal coverage cover all resi-
dents, even those who are undocumented? If you sup-
port Medicare for all, are you willing to give up your em-
ployer based coverage?  

A single payer system has its advantages. One 
possible advantage to universal coverage is that the 

government will have better bargain-
ing power with medical providers, in-
cluding drug manufacturers. If given 
this increased leverage, will they use 
it? Remember Medicare (the largest 
consumer of prescription drugs) is not 
permitted, by law, to negotiate drug 
prices.  

Consider this: When there are competing enti-
ties for your business there is the impetus for innova-
tion and improvement. This improvement may be in the 
form of better quality or lower cost. The private sector 
has been behind some of the most innovative medical 
breakthroughs in recent history. The incentive for this 
innovation may not be there in a single payer system.  

At the present time the majority of Americans 
have health insurance through their employer. 
(Employer-sponsored coverage is mandatory under the 
Affordable Care Act if a company has 50 or more em-
ployees.)  

Now, here is a big question. Would you prefer 

eliminating premiums altogether and hav-
ing the expense covered by tax dollars? Be-
fore you answer that question, would your 
answer be the same if universal coverage 
represented a significant increase to your 
personal income tax? Most sources predict that this 
would be the case. Remember there is always a cost 
and that cost must be paid in some fashion. Are those 
who have worked with the understanding that their 
medical coverage in retirement is a form of deferred 
pay be willing to give up that benefit?  

Another thing to consider is the very real pos-
sibility of significantly longer wait times to see a spe-
cialist. There will be more people vying for the existing 
medical resources. In Canada for the year 2017 the 
average wait time, after getting referred by your gen-
eral practitioner to a specialist, was over 21 weeks. 

These are some of the considerations that 
must be factored into your calculus before you decide 
whether or not you are in favor of Medicare for all. 
There are others, but as you can see it is not as simple 
or straightforward as it appears at first blush. I will 
leave you with one additional factor to ponder. Many 
of the people who do not have medical insurance and 
cannot afford medical care use the emergency room 
as their primary care physician. Therefore the hospital 
is functioning as the insurer of last resort. There is a 
cost for this. What is that cost and who pays for it? I’ll 
give you part of that answer. We pay. That payment is 
in the form of higher insurance premiums. Hospitals 
have to make up the shortfall left behind by those 
people who can’t pay. They do this by charging more 
for services provided to people who can pay. Insur-
ance companies are billed at a higher rate and this 
extra cost is passed on to those who have insurance, 
through higher premiums. The government does pro-
vide some compensation to public hospitals for low-
income patients. But where does the government get 
these funds? You guessed it . . . from our tax dollars.  

We can now plainly see that what appeared, 
at first, to be a simple question is not so simple after 
all. There are few win-win situations in life. This is 
clearly not one of them.  

Stewart Mortman  retired as an Assistant Principal from the  
New Rochelle Public Schools.  He serves as NYSRSAS Chair-
person of Political Action. 
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Born a Crime – by Trevor Noah – Book Review 

 Mel Haley 

Trevor Noah is the popular South African comedi-
an and host of the Daily Show. In that role, Trevor 
brings his talents as a comedian and his unique global 
perspective to deliver incisive social and political com-
mentary. Born a Crime is a collection of stories about 
growing up in South Africa as the child of a black Afri-

can mother and a white European fa-
ther. Under the strict laws regulating 
the separation of race, his birth was 
considered a crime. The book is also 
the story of his highly religious, inde-
pendent and fearless mother deter-
mined to save her son from the vi-
cious cycle of poverty, violence and 
crime embedded in the culture 
around them.  

The stories are told from the unique perspective 
of a child who frequently found himself an outsider 
due to the laws governing relations between races in 
South Africa during apartheid. Noah was literally 
forced to spend his early years indoors. “Where most 
children are proof of their parents’ love, I was proof of 
their criminality. The only time I could be with my fa-
ther was indoors.” Under apartheid, children who 
were in the wrong area designated for their color 
could be hauled off by the government and placed in 
an orphanage. As a “colored” child he could not be 
seen in public with his black mother or his white fa-
ther. Consequently, he spent most of his childhood 
indoors separated from other children and the outside 
world.  

While poverty was a daily reality in their world, 
his mother made it her mission to find ways to “feed 
his mind.” She somehow managed to purchase a rick-
ety Volkswagen and used it to travel to state parks, ice 
skating rinks and wealthy white communities in Johan-
nesburg. She always found money for books even 
when there was little to eat. Trevor observes, “We tell 
people to follow their dreams, but you can only dream 
what you can imagine, and depending on where you 
are from, your imagination can be limited.” His moth-
er was determined to expand his view of the world 
beyond the walls of their impoverished black commu-
nity. 

His mother also gave him the tools to make his 
way around the obstacles in his path. “She taught me 

to challenge the system [of] authority 
and question the system. The only way it 
backfired on her was that I constantly 
challenged and questioned her.” 

These arguments between mother 
and son are hilarious, and it is evident 
that they helped hone his skills for thinking critically 
and his ability to analyze and reveal the absurdity of 
the reasoning in an argument.  

Even after the release of Mandela from prison and 
the demise of apartheid, Trevor found himself an out-
sider in school and in the communities he grew up in. 
People did not know what to make of a young man 
who was not black enough or white enough to fit into 
the categories established by the legacy of apartheid. 
His ability to speak a number of African languages as 
well as English helped him to blend into different racial 
groups and cultures. Armed with his mother’s unwaver-
ing love, his ingenuity and boundless energy, Trevor 
overcame the poverty, violence and crime that charac-
terized the life of young black men in the hood. 

Born a Crime is an educational, humorous and 
deeply thought-provoking book. As a student of histo-
ry, I learned much about apartheid and the brutal his-
tory of South Africa. I have a deeper understanding of 
the legacy of racism, poverty and violence that still 
threatens democracy in South Africa today. The stories 
in this memoir are candid, poignant, and at times bru-
tal. Trevor combines these narratives with his incisive 
social and political commentary about South Africa dur-
ing apartheid and the violent years fol-
lowing its demise. What makes this 
book even more powerful is his ability 
to give a global perspective to the issue 
of racism and to provoke the reader to 
reflect on the subtle and overt ways in 
which governments and cultures limit 
people’s access to educational and eco-
nomic opportunity based on race and 
culture. This is one of the books that 
you will be thinking about long after 
you finish the last page. 
Mary Louise Haley [Mel] started her career as a special educa-
tion teacher. She retired as an Elementary School Principal from  
the Herricks Public Schools. She is presently serving as Educa-
tion Committee Chair for NYSRSAS. 
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The First Amendment to the Constitution guarantees 
freedom of speech to all.  If the message is one of hate, 
it is of course hurtful to the targets of the message, but 
unless the message endangers the bodily safety of oth-
ers or destruction of property, the message can be de-
livered.  Therein lies our query:  Is freedom of speech 
too free?  Would it be better for society as a whole if 
hate messages were prohibited?  If rallies promoting 
bigotry and hate were not allowed? 

* * * * * * 
Response from Sherry Alessandro (served as Assistant 
Superintendent/HR & Administration, Rocky Point 
UFSD) 
    Hate filled speech and behaviors are more evident 
now than ever before. These words and actions are di-
visive and potentially dangerous. However, free speech 
is inherent in our rights as outlined by the First Amend-
ment to the Constitution.  It is a right that our forefa-
thers fought for and defended with their lives.  That 
said, there are many instances of hate speech that hurt 
people to their core.  At the same time, if we were to 
restrict hate speech or actions that promote bigotry, 
who would be the judge of what constitutes hate 
speech? What is offensive to one person may be ac-
ceptable to another. Additionally, once you make an 
exception and limit a certain type of speech, you will 
have created a precedent and you may not be able to 
hold firm as other of our democratic rights are eroded.  
As much as we may abhor or be offended by the com-
ments or actions of others, to curtail freedom of speech 
is fundamentally undemocratic. Our best response to 
actions or speech of others that we find offensive is to 
confront negativism, hate and bigotry through our own 
verbal and written responses in a positive manner. 
     Historian Beatrice Hall (aka S.G. Tallentyre), in her 
book The Friends of Voltaire (1906) included the fa-
mous phrase:  “I disagree with what you say, but I will 
defend to the death your right to say it,” calling it a Vol-
tarean principle.  I think Voltaire had the right idea! 
Response from Edward Price (served as Superinten-
dent of Island Park Public Schools) 
     Limiting speech violates the fundamental principle of 
American freedom.  The founders of our government, 
fearing overreaching governmental power, created a 
Constitution with checks and balances.  They added a 
Bill of Rights to protect individual citizens against arbi-
trary government actions.  The First Amendment out-
lines the core principles of freedom of speech, the 

press, assembly and religion.  
Many of the founders stated 
clearly the importance of free 
speech. Benjamin Franklin 
noted, “Freedom of speech is 
a principal pillar of a free gov-
ernment.  When support is 
taken away, the constitution 
of a free society is dissolved, 
and tyranny is erected in its 
ruins.” George Washington 
indicated that “if free men are 
to be precluded from offering their sentiments on a 
matter, which may involve the most serious and alarm-
ing consequences that can invite the consideration of 
mankind, reason is of no use to us;  the freedom of 
speech may be taken away, and dumb and silent we 
may be led, like sheep, to the slaughter.”  Obviously, 
limiting free speech was considered a major threat to a 
democratic society. 
     The issue of when free speech threatens society was 
left to the courts to decide.  The Supreme Court has 
generally given wide latitude to controversial speech. 
In Schenck v U.S. (1919), the Court ruled that a “clear 
and present danger” to society is required to limit 
speech.  In his decision, Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes 
gave an example of not permitting one to shout  “fire” 
in a crowded theater.  Forty years later the Court de-
cided in Yates v U.S. (1959) that even radical speech is 
protected unless there is advocacy to act. Merely sup-
porting an abstract opinion is protected provided it 
does not advocate violent action. In 1973, the Court 
found a California law prohibiting display of offensive 
messages unconstitutional since it limited freedom of 
expression protected by the First Amendment (Cohen v 
California). 
     In order to limit hate speech, it must demonstrate a 
clear and present danger to society.  Merely expressing 
an unpopular opinion is protected. However, when the 
speech is supported by calls for violence, government 
has a responsibility to act. The actions of white su-
premacists in Charlottesville who marched with racist 
chants while carrying military assault weapons raise 
questions regarding when the line separating protected 
speech and a clear and present danger is crossed. This 
may be the most important issue facing our nation in 
coming years. 
     While I find the opinions expressed 

 

Quarterly Query – Summer 2019 

(Cont’d on p. 7) 
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Quarterly Query – Summer 2019 
(continued from  page 6) 

A former editor of the NYSRSAS Newsletter, Joe Marchese re-
ceived his Ph.D degree from St. John's University. He retired as 
Assistant Principal of Half Hollow Hills H.S East. 

became popular with many colonists such as noted 
patriots John and Samuel Adams, John Hancock and 
James Otis who objected to British laws they deemed 
oppressive. Quoting historian Pauline Maier, Lynch 
maintains that “in the years between 1768 and 1770 
no English political figure evoked more enthusiasm in 
America than the radical John Wilkes.” Among the bills 
he introduced in Parliament were those favoring free-
dom of the press, religious liberty and the rights of 
prisoners, and opposing the limitation of voting to 
property owners. Looking to America, he opposed the 
Townshend Acts. Although his bills did not often re-
ceive approval, his arguments rang true in the colonies 
and influenced the writers of the U.S. Constitution. It is 
interesting to note that Wilkesboro, North Carolina 
and Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania took their names from 
John Wilkes. 

Port City Ponderings 
(cont’d from  page 8) 

  

Quarterly Query 
 
 

Autumn 2019 
 
 

There’s a lot going on in our world these days and the 
articles in this newsletter reflect our troubled times.  
Therefore, we thought it would be good to select an 
upbeat topic for this section of our newsletter:  

What’s the most wonderful gift 
you have ever received? 

Think back and consider gifts (tangible or intangible) 
that you have received over the course of your life-
time. Is there one that has been especially memora-
ble, perhaps life changing—whose impact has been 
long lasting or is in any other way extraordinary? 
Please take a few moments to describe that gift and 
how it affected you. Our readers would love to hear 
your stories.  
 

e-mail your response to 
clipsethuberman@gmail.com 

 

(Please include your name and  
the district from which you retired.) 

  

We hope to hear from you. 

by racists antithetical to the values of a diverse demo-
cratic society, we need to remember the cautions of 
those who wrote the Constitution before taking impul-
sive action limiting fundamental liberties. 
Response from John Wallace (served as Social Studies 
Chairperson, Herricks School District)  
     The issue of freedom of speech started with the rati-
fication of the Constitution and the Bill of Rights. People 
should be able to say what they want even if the views 
are anathema to the overwhelming majority of Ameri-
cans. There have to be limits for health and safety rea-
sons. One should not be able to threaten a person or his 
or her loved ones with physical harm. Justice Oliver 
Wendell Holmes, Jr. stated in Schenck v U.S. that a per-
son cannot falsely shout “fire” in a theatre as this would 
constitute a “clear and present danger.”  Often we hear 
views which we consider out of the norm, obnoxious 
and even downright falsehoods. We should challenge 
these ideas but not suppress them.  Our democracy de-
pends upon the free exchange of ideas in order to flour-
ish. 
 

Response to an earlier Quarterly Query 
Which of the top 10 events in 2018  

affected you the most? 
 

Diane Ditchfield (served as Ass’t. Director of Special 
Education, Glen Cove School District) 
     Each of the top 10 stories was quite distressing to 
me. The story that affected me the most was the Park-
land School shooting. I watched in sadness, horror and 
despair as yet another school massacre occurred. My 
emotions are just as raw today as they were in 1999 
after the Columbine school shooting and each of the 
subsequent school shootings, year after year. 
     However, what resonated with me the most was the 
outcome of the shooting. I was so impressed and proud 
of the way the kids took the lead and turned this tragic 
event into a movement to bring about a change for 
common sense gun control. It brought back memories 
of the 60’s. Their activism, not limited to protest 
marches, voter registration drives, bus tours, etc. gives 
me hope for the future of this country. 
(Editor’s note:  Diane submitted this response on Febru-
ary 10, 2019, shortly after the query was posed in the 
January issue. Unfortunately, it did not find its way to 
my desk until August. But here it is and we thank Diane 
for writing in!) 
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        Across the Cape Fear River from Wil-
mington in Brunswick County are the ru-
ins of Brunswick Town which was estab-
lished in 1727 near the mouth of the 
Cape Fear River. It rapidly became an 
important port of entry to the colony 
serving the British as a significant source 

of naval stores.  Burned to the ground by the British in 
1776 in retaliation for their defeat by the colonists at 
Moore’s Creek, its ruins have yielded significant ar-
chaeological artifacts of the period. 
 Recently, Charles Ewen, the director of Phelps 
Archaeological Laboratory at East Carolina University, 
and some of his students were exploring near the ru-
ins of an excavated tavern in Brunswick Town. An arti-
cle in the Wilmington StarNews this past July 8th noted 
that one day the dig yielded a clump of dirt originally 
dismissed as a pebble. According to Ewen, student 
Adam Pohlman noticed something odd about the 
clump. “It was translucent blue when held up to the 
light.  He washed it, examined it, and found what 
looked to be tiny words on the back.” The item was a 
pressed glass jewel and the words etched on the back 
were “Wilkes and Liberty 45.” It was determined to be 
a cufflink and the words were a code which were 
“infamously seditious in the 1760’s.” 
 But who was Wilkes?  Ewen notes that he was 
an English pamphleteer critical of the British govern-
ment.  Therefore, he became popular with the Ameri-
can colonists, especially in Brunswick Town, a “hotbed 
of sedition.” Not having previously heard of him, I 
delved into the internet for additional information and 
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encountered “Wilkes, Liberty, and Number 45,” an 
extensive article by Jack Lynch, assistant professor of 
English at Rutgers University.  Wilkes was certainly an 
interesting and controversial figure in mid-17th centu-
ry British politics. Noted for his personal life of drunk-
en orgies, immorality and ribaldry, he nonetheless 
craved political power. After several attempts, in 1757 
he managed to get elected to the House of Commons 
where he became an active member of the opposi-
tion. 
 Wilkes’ prime target for ridicule was the Earl 
of Bute who had the novelist Tobias Smollett edit The 
Briton, a newspaper friendly to the government.  
Wilkes responded by publishing The North Briton 
which excoriated Bute and his other opponents with 
insults. He continued with his criticisms in subsequent 
issues, but Lynch asserts that with issue No.45 Wilkes 
“had crossed the line” by criticizing the king. “It was a 
strict rule that the king was above reproach, and that 
only his ministers could be criticized.” After George III 
ordered Wilkes’ arrest for seditious libel, a trial en-
sued during which the prosecution committed some 
procedural errors, and Wilkes argued that as a mem-
ber of the House of Commons he could not be arrest-
ed “for anything short of treason or breach of the 
peace.” The court agreed.  Subsequently, Wilkes and 
the number 45 became symbols of the rights of the 
people against the government, and cries of “Wilkes 
and Liberty” often echoed in London. 
 When news of Wilkes’ disagreements with the 
government reached the American colonies, he soon 
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