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AUSTIN, Texas — Attention,
all campers! “Progressive index-
ing” is just another word for “cut-
ting Social Security benefits.” Do
not be fooled by this idiot locu-
tion. Just as sure as “extraordi-
nary rendition” now means
“shipping the guy to another
country so he can be tortured,”
progressive indexing means cut-
ting benefits. Got it?

In another interesting develop-
ment from President Bush’s
news conference, if you make
more than
$20,000 a year,
you are
w e a l t h y .
That’s what
the president
said —
“wealthy.” 

Would you
hire this man
as an invest-
ment consult-
ant? Bush
said, “I know some Americans
have reservations about invest-
ing in the stock market, so I pro-
pose that one investment option
will consist entirely of treasury
bonds, which are backed by the
full faith and credit of the United
States government.” These are
exactly the same treasury bonds
that currently guarantee Social
Security and have been
described by Bush, including in
the very same press conference
as, a cabinet full of “worthless
IOUs.” 

He continued, “Options like
this will make voluntary personal
retirement accounts a safer
investment that will allow an
American to build a nest egg that
he or she can pass on to whomev-
er he or she chooses.” Nope,
under that option, what you get is
not a nest egg, but a rotten egg.

Brad DeLong, the blogging
economics professor who spe-
cializes in this subject, ran the
numbers. “The safest long-term
investment the U.S. Treasury
offers is the 20-year, inflation-pro-
tected TIP.... What Bush is not
telling you is that, under the
Bush plan, if you divert $1,000
from your Social Security to pri-
vate accounts, that amount is
clawed back — charged to an
account associated with your
normal Social Security benefit,
that amount is then compounded
at 3 percent per year plus the
rate of inflation, and then after
you retire, deducted over time
from your normal Social Security
benefit.

“If you are 45 and if Bush’s
plan were available today ... fol-
low George W. Bush’s advice,
divert $1,000 into your private
account, invest it in TIPS, and at
the 1.85 percent per year interest
rate you will indeed be able to
collect an extra amount worth
$10.11 a month in today’s dollars
when you retire at 65....

“But the clawback would
reduce your normal Social
Security benefit by $14.16 a
month. You’re $4.05 a month
behind.” 

That’s why privatizers never
mention the clawback.

Basically, you have to beat 3
percent plus inflation to come out
ahead, and the only way to do
that is to gamble in the stock
market.

Further technical analysis by
Jason Furman shows how really
badly the plan victimizes the
middle class and that it would not
close 70 percent of the shortfall
problem, as Bush claimed, but 57
percent, including cuts for the
disabled. Bottom line, it’s a bad
deal.

By the way, to the bird-brain on
television who said it’s only 4 per-
cent of your Social Security and
who wouldn’t take some risks
with a mere 4 percent? — jeez.
The 4 percent they are talking
about is 4 percent of the 12 per-
cent in total Social Security tax.
Four is one-third of 12, and that
comes to 33 percent. It’s not that
hard, honey.

Bush used another common
disinformation claim out of
Washington — we are not cutting
the benefits, we are merely slow-
ing the rate of growth in the ben-
efits. This is a perennial form of
government lying.

“Of course we are not cutting
Head Start. We are spending
more money on Head Start than
ever — look, here’s this figure in
our budget, it is more than it was
last year, and so that is an
increase.” 

Except, since there are ever
more kids who qualify for Head
Start (even at the lowest level,
the program has never been fully
funded), when the increase in
funding is way too small to cover
the increase in the number of
most needy kids, what you have
effectively done is decrease the
spending per child in the pro-
gram, and that is, in fact, cutting
the program. It will not work as
well. 

(Molly Ivins is a syndicated
columnist.)

WASHINGTON — When
President Bush embraced econo-
mist Robert Pozen’s Social
Security financing plan last week,
he achieved two strategic results
that put his troubled proposal
back on track.

First, by endorsing Pozen’s
progressive solvency plan, Bush
gave his per-
sonal retire-
m e n t
accounts pro-
posal the
aura of politi-
cal biparti-
sanship it
needs to
counter the
Democrats’
war against
it. A longtime
D e m o c r a t
who taught at Harvard, Pozen
supported John Kerry for presi-
dent in 2004 and has contributed
to many of his party’s candidates.

Pozen was a central member
of the bipartisan presidential
commission Bush appointed in
2001 to devise ways to implement
his reforms and was an ally of the
late Sen. Daniel Patrick
Moynihan, New York Democrat,
who co-chaired the panel and
backed the administration’s pro-
posal.

Second, by endorsing Pozen’s
long-term financing recommen-
dation at a news conference,
Bush was putting a well-thought-
out and fully workable solvency
solution on the table — the criti-
cal part of the Social Security fix
that he had left unaddressed in
his initial proposal.

Pozen’s plan doesn’t just fix
Social Security’s future financing
troubles, it resolves them just
about as far as the eye can see.
Who says so? The nonpartisan
chief actuary of the Social
Security Administration.

In a detailed memorandum
written on Feb. 10, Chief Actuary
Stephen C. Goss said he
crunched the numbers on
Pozen’s plan and found that it
would keep Social Security “sol-
vent,” meeting all of “its benefit
obligations through the long-
range period 2004 through 2078.” 

And if that is not enough to sat-
isfy the fiercest deficit hawk,
Goss went on to say that Pozen’s
plan “would be expected to
restore sustainable solvency for
the program, that is, the program
would be expected to be finan-
cially solvent for the foreseeable
future.” 

And it would do so without
plunging the government and
taxpayers deeper into debt, with-
out hurting the most vulnerable
Americans on the lower end of
the income scale, without raising
anyone’s taxes, and without
touching the benefits of retirees
or those who will retire in the
next decade or so.

However, while Pozen’s plan
retains Bush’s private invest-
ment accounts concept, he pro-
poses starting out at 2 percent of
a workers’ payroll taxes, half of
Bush’s 4 percent proposal. But
that difference could be nar-
rowed with some modest alter-
ations in the financing system.

There were questions about
whether Pozen’s plan would fly
when he first presented his idea
in a Wall Street Journal op-ed col-
umn. But it wasn’t long before
Bush was talking up the idea and,
finally, last week, said that he
fully embraced it. Bush’s core
conservative supporters, after
studying the fine print, endorsed
it, too.

“We very strongly support it,”
Heritage Foundation analyst
David John told me.

“This would do two things,
both of which are critical. First,
this brings Social Security’s
promises close to what Social
Security can afford to pay.
Second, this focuses benefits on
people who need it the most, the
ones who are least likely to have
other types of retirement plans,”
he said.

Pozen’s plan would change the
way Social Security calculates
each worker’s future benefits,
helping lower-income workers
more and higher-income workers
a little less.

Currently, those calculations
are based on a person’s wages
over his or her working life.
Under his plan, workers making
$113,000 or more would have ben-
efits figured on price increases,
which tend to rise more slowly
than wages.

Benefits for workers making
$25,000 or less would continue to
be calculated on wage growth.
Workers in the middle-income
ranges would see their benefits
figures on a blending of wage and
price increases.

In this way, as Pozen explains
his plan, the Social Security ben-
efits of lower-income workers,
who make up 30 percent of the
labor force, “would be preserved
because they depend almost
entirely on these benefits for
retirement income. This group
has minimal participation in
retirement programs like 401(k)s
and IRAs, whose tax advantages
are enjoyed mainly by high- and
medium-wage earners.” 

(Donald Lambro is a syndi-
cated columnist.)

Editor:
With everyone getting over the

school board elections and with
the June 7 primary election cam-
paigns in full swing, the Byram
election, scheduled for Tuesday,
may be overlooked by even the
most dedicated of voters. On that
date, the mayor’s seat and one
council seat are to be filled. 

By popular referendum,
Byram Township adopted the
non-partisan, council-manager
form of government under the
Faulkner Act in 1985 after a peri-
od best described as one of
“political insincerity.” To keep
the communities with this form
of government as non-partisan
as possible, elections are held at
times other than those of pri-
mary and general elections. 

I have filed for re-election as
mayor and Councilman Jim
Oscovitch has done the same to
succeed himself on the council.
No one filed to run against either
of us before the deadline to do so.
While I believe that this is a sign
of confidence in my performance
as mayor and in Jim’s dedication
on the council over the past few
years, one cannot presume that
write-in campaigns will not be
launched at the last minute by
those who have disagreed with
our stands on various issues.
Therefore, it is as important as
ever to exercise one’s right to
vote. 

As you may know, the mayor
and council have made some
excellent professional appoint-
ments; we have funded an expan-
sion of C.O. Johnson Park to
make up for lost recreation
fields; we have revised the mas-
ter plan; we have obtained weak
financial support from Trenton.
We feel we have significantly
improved the delivery of govern-
mental services to our con-
stituents. 

I do not use the term “we”
unadvisedly. Although we have
our disagreements on some

issues, not the least of which is
the design for improving Route
206, the council and I are working
together for the community we
have all come to appreciate and
are proud to call our home.

On Tuesday, I respectfully urge
all Byram voters to go to the polls
and vote. It is your right to vote
and it is the privilege of those
elected to serve our great com-
munity. 

Eskil. S. “Skip” Danielson
Mayor, Byram

•••
Editor:

I’m sure Byram residents all
agree that our town is a great
place to live, work and play. For
several years, however, it has
lacked focus, leadership, and a
vision for the future. It’s time to
fix that problem.

I believe in a “Better Byram.” I
also believe Byram deserves a
better choice for mayor, and for
that reason, I’m asking my
neighbors to write-in my name
on the ballot Tuesday.

The ingredients for a better
Byram are already in place —
talented elected and appointed
officials, and dedicated volun-
teers already serve our commu-
nity. We need a mayor who
exhibits leadership.

Elected officials and volun-
teers have spent more than 10
years seeking designation for
Byram as a village center. This
nearly one-square-mile area is
now some of the most sought-
after and developable land in
Sussex County. Yet the township
has been devoid of leadership
that encourages new ratables,
and our residents carry an
increasing tax burden.

Our recently completed smart
growth plan, village center ordi-

nance, and a new master plan all
focus on the Route 206 corridor
to become Byram’s “Main
Street.” Rational, thinking peo-
ple realize it is time to revisit the
DOT’s massive widening plan,
yet some still advocate the
hideous and unreasonably wide
expanse of five lanes of pave-
ment that will decimate the rural
character of our town, offering
only limited and dangerous
access to current businesses and
our village center. Our town's
future requires a mayor with
vision toward creating a vibrant
business climate.

Our “Township of Lakes”
depends on its vast forested
tracts for clean water. In
February 2004, our council was
presented a tree protection ordi-
nance that ensures proper man-
agement of our forests and tree-
filled neighborhoods. More than
14 months later, it still sits unad-
dressed. Talk is cheap, but action
shows dedication. Our environ-
ment demands a mayor who will
focus on “green” leadership.

I have been a resident of
Byram since 1997. As co-founder
of North Byram Concerned
Citizens, a community activist
group, I have been an outspoken
advocate for combining smart
growth with preservation of valu-
able natural resources.

Focus. Vision. Leadership.
That is what Byram needs today.

Scott Olson
Byram 

LAMBRO

Pozen
plan

Don’t be fooled

IVINS Editor:
So many times secretaries’

week comes and goes with flow-
ers, candy and maybe a lunch. 

We, as trial lawyers, rely much
more so than other business peo-
ple upon our secretaries.
Because we are out of the office
in court so much, our secretaries
hold down the fort and have to
deal with “the slings and arrows
of outrageous fortune.”

This year, in addition to candy,
flowers and lunch, we would like
to publicly acknowledge our grat-
itude to Jane, Linda, Lisa, Linda,
Barbara, Terri, Bridgitt, Barbara
R. and Tracy.

George Daggett
Daggett, Kraemer, Eliades,
VanderWiele & Ursin, Esqs.

Sparta

Scouts say thanks
Editor:

The Hampton BSA Troop 96

would like to thank the
Sandyston-Walpack School,
Marian McKeown School and the
communities of Hampton and
Stillwater for their continued
support of Scouting for Food
Campaign. More than 2,600
pounds of food were collected.
Thirteen local food pantries ben-
efited from this drive. Some of
these pantries were at low inven-
tory levels. 

This food drive would not be
successful without the generosi-
ty of these communities. 

Ginny Campbell
Hampton BSA Troop 96

Animal officers
Editor:

I would like to publicly thank
the animal control officers of
Wantage for their help with my
feral cats. They were kind, cour-
teous and compassionate with
both me and the cats. The people

and animals of Wantage are for-
tunate to have them working for
them. 

Thank you so much, Bernice
and John. I really appreciate
your help and I know I can count
on you if I need help in the future.

Joyce Meincke
Wantage

Thanks to stranger
Editor:

A recent trip to the motor vehi-
cle agency convinced us chivalry
is not dead. 

My husband bought the wrong
checkbook with him and instead
of having to go back to motor
vehicle, a total stranger wrote a
check for him.

We can’t thank this kind gen-
tleman enough, and believe me
sir, you will be reimbursed.

Karen Thebold
Ogdensburg

Public thank you to secretaries

Route 206 project at center
of Byram mayoral election

Editor’s
Mailbag

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR  
The Herald welcomes letters from its read-
ers  for  publication  in  the  Editor’s 
Mailbag.  All  letters,  however,  must  be 
originals, not copies, should be limited to 
300 words, and must be signed. Form let-
ters will not be printed. Letters must con-
tain writer’s complete name, address and 
telephone  number  to  allow  for  prompt 
verification. It is the paper’s policy to pub-
lish names of persons sending letters. 

Letters should be sent to: The New 
Jersey Herald,  PO Box 10,  Newton,  NJ 
07860. 

Thursday was Holocaust Remembrance Day, set aside to
honor the more than 6 million Jews and others who were mur-
dered by the Nazis during World War II. Although the world
has proclaimed its determination that mass murder of this
scale will never again be allowed, mass murder did not end
when World War II did. Even now, slaughter on a massive
scale, genocide or not, is being perpetrated in Africa, in a
region of Sudan called Darfur. 

A bill before Congress contains measures that promise to
ease this monstrous crime. It’s called the Darfur
Accountability Act. The bill authorizes a battery of measures
aimed at pressuring the government of Sudan, which is arm-
ing Arab militias that prey on mostly black villages in Darfur.
Sponsored, chiefly, by Sens. Jon Corzine, D-N.J., and Sam
Brownback, R-Kan., the measure passed the Senate with
bipartisan support last month.  

The State Department reckons that in the last two years,
60,000 to 160,000 people have been murdered in Darfur. Other
informed estimates put the death toll as high as 400,000.

Whatever the exact number is, it was sufficiently gross to
cause then-Secretary of State Colin Powell to identify it as
“genocide” last fall.

His use of the term was significant because the 1948
Genocide Convention obliges the United States and other sig-
natories to impose penalties against those guilty of this
immense crime. In fact, it was Powell who focused attention on
Darfur when he visited the region last June.

But U.S. policy on Darfur seems to have collapsed. Far from
backing the Darfur Accountability Act, the Bush administra-
tion opposes it. This opposition, perhaps stemming from a
desire to retain Sudanese cooperation in the war on terrorism,
is indefensible. The measures contained in the bill are sensi-
ble.

It seeks a new United Nations Security Council resolution
authorizing sanctions against the regime; imposes an arms
embargo on Sudan; freezes the assets of and denies visas to
Sudanese officials; provides help to an African Union military
mission in Darfur; imposes a military no-fly zone over Darfur;
and calls for the appointment of a special presidential envoy
for Sudan.

“Never again” is a moral imperative. The struggle against
genocide and the hatred it arises from require the swift enact-
ment and strong enforcement of this measure.

Reprinted from The Milwaukee Journal Sentinel 

End atrocities 


