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Absent from the front of the
majestic edifice that is the
National Museum of the

Marine Corps in Triangle, Va., is
the name of the Pulitzer Prize
winner whose photo inspired its
design. But it’s not the first time
the Marines snubbed Joe Ro-
senthal.

Atop Mount Suribachi during
one of World War II’s bloodiest
battles, Rosenthal snapped the
iconic photo “Raising the Flag
on Iwo Jima” on Feb. 23, 1945. It
became the Marines’ trademark
symbol and reinvigorated a

nation.
The image

helped raise more
than $26 billion
in war bonds.
Rosenthal prof-
ited less than
$10,000 for his
efforts.

In 1954 Rosen-
thal’s photograph was re-creat-
ed in bronze by sculptor Felix
de Weldon. In Arlington along
with President Eisenhower,
Rosenthal, de Weldon and the
three surviving veterans from
the photograph were present for
the monument’s dedication.
Marines paid for the project
with private donations but inex-
plicably only de Weldon’s name
was on the structure.

Millions have visited the
popular national attraction and
in 1982, by an act of Congress,
Rosenthal’s name finally was
engraved on the monument.

The legendary Joe Rosenthal
was a friend. He mentored me
in photography. We double-
dated. He once almost drove
my convertible into San Fran-
cisco Bay (Joe had bad eye-
sight). He was the guest of hon-
or at my wedding, but I never
let him drive my car again. In
1981, at a near-riotous ceremo-
ny on Treasure Island, more

than a thousand of Rosenthal’s
media friends and well-wishers
gathered for his retirement from
the San Francisco Chronicle.
Justifiably, the Marines wanted
to take part in a ceremony befit-
ting the man whose photograph
had come to define them.

I was one of the Marines in
charge of organizing the event,
which became the leading in-
ternational news story of the
day. President Reagan and the
patricians of the craft he loved
worldwide sent congratulations.

Rosenthal achieved rock star
status in media and military
circles, yet remained humble
and reclusive in retirement. We
visited together in Arlington
during the anniversary gathering
of Iwo Jima veterans years later.

Sitting on the black granite
base of the monument next to
his name, an emotional, glassy-
eyed Rosenthal shared incred-
ible stories of survival during
the war. He reflected on his
simple humor used to amuse
19-year-old combatants landing
in a hailstorm of bullets and
bombs where thousands did not
return. For a man who was
denied military service due to
his vision, Rosenthal had been
part of more landings and wit-
nessed more combat operations
than perhaps any photographer
in military history.

He had a genuine affection
for the common soldier, sailor
and airman. But because of his
role on Suribachi, Rosenthal
revered what he called “my
Marines.”

Living quietly in a retirement
home in August 2006, his prized
possession was the certificate
on his wall from the comman-
dant making him an “honorary
Marine.” He was 94. I called to
check on my friend and dis-
cussed the new Marine muse-
um being constructed clearly

from his photograph ... again
without his name on the facade.
He made light of the omission,
recalling the 1954 oversight.

In an effort to lift his spirits, I
had a brick inscribed with his
name; that brick, and those
inscribed with the names of
other Marines, line the grounds
of the monument site. I told
him I’d personally deliver a
copy to him the following week.

Rosenthal chuckled, saying,
“So now the Marines can walk
all over me some more.” Then
he became serious and melan-
choly, saying, “Tell ’em,” re-
ferring to the commandant and
chairman of the Joint Chiefs,
Gen. Peter Pace, “take care of
my Marines down here ... and I
will take care of your Marines
up there.” Those were his last
words about the Corps; he died
two days later.

Shortly after, at a fitting and
moving tribute at the Marines'
Memorial Club in San Francis-
co, his memory was honored. I
helped the family organize the
funeral and ceremony, eulogiz-
ing his final words. For years
many have privately attempted
to encourage the museum hier-
archy to honor Rosenthal and
place his name somewhere on
the front of the building. They
refused.

Part of the offering was do-
nating the entire life story of
Rosenthal that he allowed me to
tape. With shocking and chilling
disclosures, it has never been
publicly heard. They still refuse.

This February Marines will
again pay homage to Iwo Jima
veterans during the 68th anni-
versary of the historic battle.
Retired Marine Commandant
Gen. Charles Krulak, who made
Rosenthal an honorary Marine,
stated, “It would be fitting that
Rosenthal’s name be placed on
a plaque near the cornerstone

of the museum in recognition of
the fact that the visual construct
of the building itself was taken
from his famous photograph.”

Virginia Del. Rich Anderson, a
retired Air Force colonel who
chairs the General Assembly’s
Military and Veterans Caucus,
said he also encourages prudent
action to honor Rosenthal.

Perhaps public or political
intervention would encourage
museum officials to “take care
of one of their own.” But Rosen-
thal would understand the de-
lay. He’d been snubbed before.

Daniel Cortez, a Northern Virginia political
writer and broadcaster, is active in veter-
an and minority affairs. Reach him at
dpcortez1969@yahoo.com.
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Joe Rosenthal stands in front of the Marine Corps War Memorial
(also called the Iwo Jima Memorial), whose design was inspired by
his iconic photo.

Daniel P.
Cortez

Legalizing pot will
cause more problems

EDITOR, TIMES-DISPATCH:
In his Commentary

column, “Glimmers of
hope on the drug front,”
Neal Peirce touches on
one dimension of the war
on drugs: legalization of
pot and the impact on
criminal activity. There
can be no doubt that such
changes will decrease
criminal activity, but what
are the unintended conse-
quences associated with
this movement?

It is remarkable how
little attention is brought
forward on the health
consequences of such
actions. Smoking pot is
analogous to smoking any
combustion product de-
rived from organic materi-
al. These products of com-
bustion are little different
than smoking tobacco but
have additional impact on
the user with respect to
impairment of complex
tasks such as driving. After
just completing a multi-
generational war against
tobacco, to set in motion
an even more complex
public health debacle
simply considering the
criminal dimension seems
at a minimum to reflect a
poor examination of this
issue.

RICHARD CARCHMAN.
COLUMBIA.

Reasons for economic
distress are many

EDITOR, TIMES-DISPATCH:
In his Op/Ed column,

“It’s about limited govern-
ment, not tax cuts,” Ber-
nard McNamee made four
points I found unconvinc-
ing.

He stated that tax cuts
were a means to limit
government. But only cuts
in programs, departments
or war can limit govern-
ment; otherwise, tax cuts
lead to deficits.

He stated that the Rea-
gan tax cuts spurred eco-
nomic activity. Yet, a key
component of Reagan’s
tax cuts was investment
tax credits. This created
economic activity only for

the tax cut and not for
demand. As we have seen,
this led to overbuilding,
bank collapse and reces-
sion.

McNamee stated that
47 percent of folks do not
pay federal income taxes,
thus feeling entitled with-
out ownership in govern-
ment. Yet, the GOP wants
cuts to Social Security and
Medicare, which nearly all
of that 47 percent pay
into, feeling ownership.
They resist meaningful
spending cuts just as FDR
predicted.

McNamee suggests to
the GOP they must sell
folks on the idea that
government is not the
source of freedom or pros-
perity. But until 1789, no
one working anywhere for
wages or subsistence had
either freedom or pros-
perity. Most thinking folks
see government as provid-
ing military security for
our freedom, the best
hope for a return to job
levels and wage improve-
ments their parents en-
joyed, and continuing the
health and retirement
programs noted above.

The global economy is
the key unaddressed fac-
tor in our economic dis-
tress. Moving funding for
health care off a tax on
jobs in America to be
replaced by a consump-
tion tax either at the fed-
eral or state level is the
best job creation option
available. With unions
diminished, I do not see
how we solve obtaining a
meaningful share of pro-
ductivity growth for wage
earners.

TOM MCGRATH.
OCEAN ISLE BEACH, N.C.

Pay attention to
women’s issues

EDITOR, TIMES-DISPATCH:
As the General Assem-

bly convenes for the 2013
session, I urge women of
Virginia to pay close at-
tention. Once again there
will be legislation intro-
duced by Del. Bob Mar-
shall and others that
threaten the health and
reproductive rights of
women. These are person-

al medical decisions about
private matters, made
between a woman and her
doctor, not between a
woman and her legislator.

Certainly our General
Assembly could better use
its time looking for ways
to create jobs and settling
some of our more press-
ing needs. Women of
Virginia, let your legislator
hear from you.

JOAN MARTIN.
CHESTERFIELD.

Abortion is just
unfathomable

EDITOR, TIMES-DISPATCH:
I don’t understand why

pro-abortionists call abor-
tion “pro-choice” when
the baby developing and
growing in its mother’s
womb is not given a
choice whether to live or
not.

I don’t understand why
pro-abortionists say they
have a right to do whatev-
er they want with their
own body when the moth-
er and the baby she car-
ries within clearly have
two separate bodies with
two separate sets of or-
gans, limbs and every-
thing else, connected by
an umbilical cord for feed-
ing until the baby can
develop fully.

I don’t understand why
it is legal to terminate a
life growing within the
mother’s womb, but if the
baby’s life was deliber-
ately ended any time after
it exits the womb it is
considered murder. (I’m
not referring to any in-
stances where the moth-
er’s life is at stake.)

I don’t understand why
a woman with an un-
wanted pregnancy doesn’t
give the baby up for adop-
tion instead of having an
abortion. (I know people
who have had to wait
years to adopt a baby
because they aren’t avail-
able.)

I don’t understand this
huge outcry in our nation
for a “woman’s right to
choose,” or even how Roe
v. Wade ever became law.
Since God is the creator of
all life, we all need to stop
and ask him what he

thinks about abortion and
what he wants us to do. I
don’t believe he would be
in agreement to end a life
that he created in the first
place.

I just don’t understand.
MARY HUTCHINSON.

HENRICO.

Did God just watch as
Newtown happened?

EDITOR, TIMES-DISPATCH:
I was perplexed by

Robin Beres’ column
“God was in Newtown
that morning.” She im-
plies that God was only
present in the positive and
loving behaviors of those
who tried to defend the
children or in the loving
behaviors of those who
cared for the victims. She
then seems to contradict
herself by saying, “For
many of us, what hap-
pened in Newtown only
reinforces our conviction
that there must be a God.”
I’m not sure one can have
it both ways.

If you think there is a
God who affects human
behavior and this God is
omnipresent, then God
watched as the Newtown
children and adults were
slaughtered. And he or she
also watched during every
other earthly event where
humans were slaughtered,
e.g., the Jews, Armenians,
Catholics, Protestants,
Sunnis, Shiites, Native
Americans, Bosnian Mus-
lims, Hutu, Tutsi, etc.
Furthermore, God was
present when people died
in mine accidents, ship-
wrecks, tsunamis, earth-
quakes, mudslides, etc.

When people see God’s
impact only in positive,
loving or miraculous be-
havior, they are engaging
in wishful thinking. From
what I’ve seen, God ap-
pears to be neutral or
indifferent to the events
on this planet.

What is clear, real and
true, however, is that
human beings of every
religion, race, tribe and
social class often act in
loving and caring ways. It
is our human nature and
not some supernatural
God that drives our con-

cern for the welfare of
others. Where people
grow up with hope, love
and adequate nourish-
ment, they come to love
life and want themselves
and others to be safe and
secure.

The real angels of the
world are not sent from
God but are produced
through the love and
kindnesses we show each
other every day.

JOHN SCHUITEMAN.
ASHLAND.

Baby boomers have
sacrificed enough

EDITOR, TIMES-DISPATCH:
I am a baby boomer

and, listening to the noise
coming from Congress
that sacrifices need to be
made, I want to set the
record straight. My gener-
ation sacrificed more than
60,000 in the Vietnam War
that history has shown to
be a tremendous waste.
Most were drafted, unlike
the military today.

We sacrificed working
minimum-wage jobs in
high school and college as
companies and individu-
als built fortunes. We
sacrificed trying to raise
families while paying
more than 16 percent for
car loans and 10 percent
for home loans so existing
seniors could collect 10
percent interest on their
CDs while retiring in Flori-
da, Arizona and Texas. We
sacrificed as Social Securi-
ty taxes were raised so
those collecting could
receive far more than
what they paid in. We
sacrificed when compa-
nies dropped pension
plans and put under-
funded, over-expensed
401(k)s in place. We sacri-
ficed when financial in-
stitutions recently com-
mitted fraud that destroy-
ed our portfolios and
home values.

Now the government
wants to reduce our Social
Security in coming years.
I, for one, have sacrificed
enough and I am sorry if
the next generation or
those following have to
pay for it, but each gener-
ation is asked to sacrifice

and ours has sacrificed
enough. My entire genera-
tion just wants a fair re-
turn on investment, noth-
ing more. If you call that
an entitlement, so be it;
we are entitled to what we
paid for.

JOHN STASI.
MECHANICSVILLE.

National exhibit has
local connection

EDITOR, TIMES-DISPATCH:
Anyone who has a

chance should take a day
trip and visit the Smithso-
nian’s American History
museum to view the ex-
hibit “Changing America:
The Emancipation Procla-
mation, 1863 and The
March on Washington,
1963.” The exhibit in-
cludes President Lincoln’s
coat and hat that he wore
daily. Also included is
Harriet Tubman’s shawl,
given to her by Queen
Victoria.

On a personal note, Nat
Turner’s Bible is a feature
item in the display. My
cousin Maurice donated
the Bible to the Smithso-
nian recently. Turner led
the 1831 insurrection in
Southampton County.
Turner was baptized be-
hind my family’s ancestral
church, Persons United
Methodist Church, on the
millpond. Our church is
still going and is celebrat-
ing its 175th year.

There is a group of Civil
War soldiers buried in the
church cemetery that was
part of the 3rd Virginia
infantry, Gen. Pickett’s
division. The 3rd Virginia
made it to Gettysburg on
the third day.

Richmonders will ap-
preciate the exhibit. There
is memorabilia concern-
ing Richmond and the
1963 March on Washing-
ton, and a copy of the
Emancipation Proclama-
tion as part of the display.
The exhibit tells the story
of the civil rights move-
ment. The Smithsonian
wanted to have the exhibit
ready for the inaugura-
tion.

MARK PERSON.
RICHMOND.

Letters to the Editor, Cont.


