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M uch of the conver-
sation this election 
cycle has revolved 

around change, the need for 
change and the suitability of 
various candidates to effect 
change.

And yet, it can be difficult 
to determine just what kind of 
change it is that the electorate is 
desiring.

Do we want some sort of bold 
departure from the status quo? 
Are we ready to try something 
completely new and untested? 
Or are we just dissatisfied with 
the state of things and looking 
for a new approach?

The answer could be different 
for each individual, but it seems 
curious that many of those most 
vocal about wanting change 
and supporting candidates who 
promise to make it happen are 
actually pining away for the way 
things used to be. They long for 
a simpler time, for a time in the 
past that they view as better 
than the life they are experienc-
ing today.

But it can be easy to look back 
through rose-colored glasses, 
to remember the past through 
the lens of today when life has 
become more complicated by 

the explosion of information 
and technological advances. 
Gender roles are less clear, the 
workplace more in flux, the 
generational differences more 
stark.

The older demographic — 
many of whom have become 
uncomfortable with the changes 
brought on by a global economy, 
a more egalitarian society and 
greater access to information — 
are longing for a time when they 
felt more secure, more sure of 
the path ahead.

The real difference in how 
people view change is whether 
they perceive it as improv-
ing their personal situation 
or degrading it. If the desired 
change can be considered prog-
ress, it must make life better, 
richer, easier. So it pretty much 
depends on each person’s view 
of his or her life and how it 

compares to the past as well as 
how the future is seen.

Many Americans cite the 
1950s and ‘60s as the good old 
days and the change they seek 
would bring the country back 
to where it was then. A look 
at that time recalls the strong 
postwar economy when more 
people were able to access 
higher education, get a good job 
and own their own home. The 
deprivation of the war years led 
to pent-up demand for goods, 
fueling a strong manufacturing 
climate and the benefits made 
possible by the GI Bill meant 
more upward mobility for 
American families.

But there were large seg-
ments of society that were not 
so lucky.

Those days saw state-sanc-
tioned discrimination against 
African-Americans, against 
women, against gay and lesbian 
people. It was OK to limit the 
membership of civic and profes-
sional organizations to men only 
and to spend a larger amount of 
money on scholastic athletics 
for men than for women.

Women were paid much less 
than men for the same work and 
some professions restricted the 

participation of women alto-
gether. Children in low-income 
areas received a substandard 
education, with far fewer 
resources dedicated to their 
public schools than to those in 
more prosperous areas. Too few 
people received adequate health 
care.

Most of those who long for 
the old days would not say this 
is the world they prefer. Yet 
still, the fast pace of societal 
change has been jarring for 
many Americans. They are 
uncomfortable with encounter-
ing fellow residents who do not 
speak English or do so in a hard-
to-understand accent. They do 
not want their grandchildren to 
be born out of wedlock. They 
cannot envision an America 
where those who identify as 
“white” are in the minority, and 
they believe marriage should be 
between a man and a woman.

In short, many of those who 
call for change and support 
candidates considered to be 
change agents really don’t want 
change at all. They want things 
to stay the way with which they 
feel most comfortable, the way 
they grew up, the realities they 
have come to know and consider 

the norm.
But things do not stay the 

same. I remember as a child 
thinking my grandmother had 
seen more change in her life 
than I could even imagine. She 
saw the advent of electric-
ity, the development of the 
automobile, of commercial air 
travel, radio and television and 
so much more. She embraced 
change of this kind while hold-
ing to her values of respect 
for one another, and her strict 
adherence to good manners and 
decorum. But when the Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution 
refused to allow the great Afri-
can-American vocalist Marian 
Anderson to perform at Con-
stitution Hall, my grandmother 
denounced her membership.

Change is inevitable, ongo-
ing and pervasive. Those who 
embrace it and learn to adapt, 
while still maintaining their 
basic value structure, have a far 
greater chance of finding joy in 
life.

— Kathy Silverberg is a former 
publisher of the Herald-
Tribune’s southern editions. 
Email: kathy.silverberg@
comcast.net

OLD DAYS WEREN’T ALWAYS GOOD

Desire for change is often nostalgia for how things used to be
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OPINION

T he Herald-Tribune 
Hot Topics Forum 
this week was framed 

around this question: Could 
Sarasota County’s public and 
private sectors learn from 
Tallahassee and its efforts to 
curb adult homelessness?

Short answer: Yes.
Forum panelists included 

three leaders of the Kearney 
Center — a private-sector 
initiative that provides tem-
porary shelter, services and 
links to housing — and two 
representatives of Tallahassee 
government. Their discussions 
were informed and informa-
tive, and well received by 
a capacity audience in the 
Selby Auditorium on the 
University of South Florida 
Sarasota-Manatee campus. 
(The event can be viewed 
at https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=GSnVH3UDB_U. The 
forum will also be broadcast on 
Manatee Educational Televi-
sion. Go to metvweb.com for 
times and channels.)

Based on the audience’s 
reactions, and some comments 
from Sarasota County officials 
and local philanthropic lead-
ers who met with the center’s 
leaders, some lessons have 
already been learned.

Perhaps the most important: 
There is an alternative to the 
government-led effort that 
was unsuccessfully attempted 
in Sarasota County.

The Kearney Center was 
conceived and largely funded 
by the private sector; its great-
est benefactor has been Richard 
Kearney, a Tallahassee resi-
dent who has used his wealth 
and community connections 
to prevent homelessness and 
mitigate its impacts.

Kearney’s intellect, pres-
ence, compassion, passion and 
financial commitment are such 
that many people who heard 
him speak during the forum 
are asking: Who is our Rich-
ard Kearney? (Or who are our 
Richard Kearneys?)

Sarasota County has the 
private-sector wealth to fund a 
program of this magnitude. But 
Kearney did more than write 
checks: He provided leadership 
and attended countless meet-
ings as part of a process that 
developed and implemented 
plans, sought community 
buy-in and made adjustments 
in response to lessons learned 

in Tallahassee.
Kearney noted in the forum 

that he and his associates did 
not visit Sarasota County to 
serve as consultants or offer 
a model for replication. Their 
purpose, he said, was to share 
experiences and serve as a 
resource — if the local private 
sector considers whether to 
attempt to create a compre-
hensive, seamless system that 
seeks to provide homeless 
adults with immediate aid and 
housing as quickly as possible.

The context of that offer 
leads us, for the moment, to 
focus on one of the many useful 
points made by the panel-
ists: The early discussions and 
meetings should be devoted 
to whether the creation and 
funding of a shelter-to-
services-to-housing system 
is a good idea that the private 
sector is willing to initiate and 
lead — with governments as 
partners. Panelist Gil Ziffer, 
a Tallahassee city commis-
sioner who supports the center, 
urged communities to agree 
to concepts and plans before 
considering the location of 
facilities. Good advice.

These are among the a 
number of other valuable 
takeaways:

■ Private-sector funding 
and support from institutions 
and individuals in the commu-
nity made it easier for elected 
officials to embrace the plan 
and contribute public funds. 
In short, it was something 
the community wanted, not a 
project that government was 
foisting upon the community.

■ The Kearney Center is a 
physically attractive complex 
on a spacious site in Tal-
lahassee, but away from its 
downtown. The campus-like 
setting enabled two valu-
able developments to occur: 
1. The center attracted some 
40 nonprofit and government 
agencies to provide services 
at the site, which encourages 
collaboration, offers conve-
nience to the adults in need of 
services and reduces the need 
for homeless people to go from 
one location to another. 2. 
The consolidations led to the 
closing of facilities that were 
inadequate and were con-
tributing to complaints from 
residential neighborhoods and 
businesses.

Challenges remain in 
Tallahassee. There is no pana-
cea. But the Kearney Center 
experience shows that, if there 
is a will, there is a way to strive 
for progress.

OUR VIEW

The private answer
 to homeless problem

Trump and Madoff 
Donald Trump boasts that 

he is a superior businessman 
and therefore can fix America’s 
problems, domestic and inter-
national. He will create jobs, 
reduce the national debt, end the 
threat of terrorism, and make 
deals, wonderful deals, around 
the world.

Sounds good, and it’s every-
thing we want to hear and 
believe: Fix the world with a 
promise.

So why not show us his taxes? 
Let us decide if he is a superior 
businessman who makes won-
derful deals.

Why not share with us his plan 
to end terrorism and wipe out 
ISIS? Not every detail, but some 
clue that he has a plan beyond 
“just trust me.”

Give us some specifics on what 
international deals he would 
make besides arming Japan with 
nuclear weapons, withdraw-
ing from NATO and being best 
friends with Vladimir Putin.

We need to fix problems at 
home and abroad. We need real 
solutions to difficult problems 
and not just “trust me because 
I’m a superior businessman.” 
Isn’t that what Bernie Madoff 
told investors, and then stole 
their life savings?

Barbara Desmond
Venice

Hillary ignores dangers 
I recently watched Hillary 

Clinton spewing a gravel-voiced 
stream of mean-spirited hatred 
for Donald Trump. She called him 
every kind of “phobe” as well as 
every nasty name known to man.

Much of this hatred stems 
from Trump’s desire to close off 
the border with Mexico. Early 
in his bid to become president, 
Trump said drugs were being 
sent into our country from 
Mexico. Now those chickens 
have come home to roost and 
many Americans are overdosing 
and dying from the deadly form 
of heroin coming in from Mexico.

Hillary seems to maintain a 
happy-go-lucky attitude about 
the Mexican border and does not 
seem at all concerned with that 
drug problem. She seems more 
interested in maintaining the 
flow of illegal immigrants and the 
preservation of sanctuary cities.

The only logical reason for her 
attitude is that the illegals are 
seen as future citizens who will 

be eternal Democratic voters.
Hillary should knock off the 

elementary-school name-calling 
and try to focus on the real dan-
gers to our country which Trump 
has so effectively pointed out.

Allen E. Bosch
Venice

Can’t campaign 
in church

The Flint, Michigan, pastor 
was correct in interrupting 
Donald Trump’s recent speech.

Trump was in a church, 
and tried to make a political 
statement.

An IRS rule prohibits chari-
table groups and churches from 
participating in political cam-
paign events. If they allow any 
political events in their churches 
or charitable venues, they can 
lose their tax-exempt status.

After what was an invitation 
to talk about the drinking-water 
pollution in Flint, Trump started 
to attack Clinton, so the pastor 
rightly intervened.

Let us not judge or condemn 
the pastor. Any hosting of a 
political candidate by a church 
could jeopardize that privilege.

Dr. Margaret E. Towner
Retired pastor
Sarasota

Words and actions 
If you are even considering 

voting for Donald Trump, please 
don’t. You will be very disap-
pointed afterward, whether he or 
Hillary Clinton wins. Here is why: 
I think he will go down in history 
as being the least qualified person 
for president, ever.

What matters most about 
choosing leaders is not what they 
say they are going to do for us, but 
what they have done in the past.

Hillary Clinton has a legacy 
of helping people, particularly 
children and people in need.

She also has a legacy of being 
basically an honest person, and 
this has been true about her 
statements during this election 
campaign. Independent reviews 
by PolitiFact and FactCheck have 
consistently judged the accuracy 
and honesty of her statements to 
be well above all of the Republican 
candidates.

And no one doubts — even 
those people who do not want 
her to be president — that she has 
an incredibly broad background 
of experience, which we voters 

should require in a president.
Trump’s honesty has been 

ranked consistently by Politi-
Fact and FactCheck at the very 
bottom of all of the candidates, 
Republicans and Democrats! 
He has a legacy of self-serving 
and destructive business prac-
tices — multiple bankruptcies, 
unpaid contractors and a terribly 
mismanaged university.

He can’t help you. He 
doesn’t know how. Please vote 
intelligently.

Brad Hardin
Venice

What’s in your basket? 
In a recent Herald-Tribune, 

I saw two well-written let-
ters regarding Hillary Clinton’s 
“basket” remark.

Two writers took it upon 
themselves to explore this issue 
in considerable detail. The first 
was pro-Donald, followed by one
who was pro-Hillary.

Both provoked a lot of thought 
and scrutiny on choosing the 
lesser of the two evils.

I think that a more appropri-
ate description would be a basket 
of gullibles, which most likely 
would apply to both parties.

M.W. Panek
Sarasota

If the Clintons were 
Republicans

Perception, like beauty, is in 
the eye of the beholder. If Bill 
and Hillary Clinton had done 
everything they have done in 
their lives as Republicans, they 
would be praised as two of the 
best Republicans ever.

Republicans would point out 
that during President Clinton’s 
eight years in office, our country
experienced economic growth 
of immense proportions. He 
kept us out of wars and signed 
laws that crack down on welfare 
cheaters. Bill’s indiscretion with 
“that woman” would be glossed 
over as no big thing!

Hillary would be praised as 
the most qualified person ever 
to run for president. Her failures 
in Benghazi would be ignored. 
She would be lauded regarding 
her email policies as secretary of 
state for being clever enough not
to give classified information to 
Russia or China.

Bill St. Lawrence
Venice
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