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Where has kindness 
gone? Maybe it is sim-

ply hiding out.
Columnist Leonard Pitts’ 

piece of Feb. 2 (“The lonely 
death of Naika Venant”) 
revealed yet again the trend 
wherein thousands watch 
live, horrifying events on so-
cial media leading to human 
destruction and death. Scar-
ier yet is the fact that a huge 
majority of those who watch 
react with contempt rather 
than compas-
sion result-
ing in further 
e n c o u r ag e -
ment and hu-
miliation, thus 
p r o m o t i n g 
the acts, with 
few if any at-
tempts to in-
tervene. To 
quote Pitts, 
“It cries out 
for families, worship houses 
and schools to rededicate 
themselves to what it means 
to be a truly human being.” 
Social media, with its many 
advantages, bears an under-
current of something incre-
mentally worse than the gos-
sip grapevines of yesteryear. 
Taunting and harsh laughter 
with cold ridicule have be-
come its worst aspects when, 
in fact, it can be a tool for 
helping to save people in dis-
tress. Responses refl ect the 
values of those who watch 
and currently that majority 
does not place much value on 
human life.

Galloping incivility, a term 
I recently discovered and 
immediately appreciated, is 
growing in our neighbor-
hoods. The recent behaviors 
of a few Bangor school em-
ployees using students and 
colleagues as targets in some 
after-school “fun” points to 
lack of respect and unprofes-
sional, abusive behavior. The 
many local examples of sui-
cide and drug overdose that 

might have been prevented 
are shocking and worrisome. 
There’s a noticeable increase 
in numbers of published 
obituaries for local people in 
their 20s, 30s and 40s that is 
telling, especially when there 
is no cause of death noted. 
Poverty has nothing to do 
with it. People are looking for 
relief from mental, physical 
and emotional ills and get-
ting bombarded with sugges-
tions of solutions that don’t 
address the problem, or they 
are afraid to look for help. 
Asking for help from a coun-
selor, clergy or trusted friend 
is all too rare. Some doctors 
are perhaps too ready to pre-
scribe a drug for what would 
more effectively be treated 
with other available or ad-
ditional therapies. Patients, 
too, are guilty of prescription 
overuse and abuse.

Listening is a gift that can 
be freely given. Conversa-
tions around the nearly ex-
tinct family dinner table and 
other friendly exchanges too 
often avoid heartfelt speak-
ing and listening in favor of 
safe subjects. Active listening 
doesn’t come naturally. Skill 
is required to help the speak-
er express what’s going on in-
side without critique. Train-
ing for handling “teachable 
moments” in schools must 
be given new priority. Teach-
ers and youth leaders need 
skill sets and encouragement 
equipping them to facilitate 
discussions and lessons that 
offer students opportunities 
to explore their values before 
actual events such as abuse or 
untimely death occur. Boards 
of education must demand 
professional behavior and 
give top-down encourage-
ment for teacher-trained 
interaction with students, 
refl ecting what is really hap-
pening at school and address-
ing pending issues instead of 
hoping they go away. Spon-
sorship of student groups 

like gay-straight alliances is 
a worthwhile endeavor in ad-
dressing value confl icts.

Faith communities are 
struggling to keep their mem-
bers intact and active, but 
often fail to promote oppor-
tunities that help transform 
troubled lives, in spite of 
preaching matching values. 
In reality, most faith com-
munities hope to be helpful 
but may miss the mark by 
avoiding the radical kindness 
modeled by their holy ones, 
like the Dalai Lama, Jesus 
and Mohammed. Many de-
nominations are having their 
own struggles with changing 
values challenging their inter-
pretations of scripture. Case 
in point: sexual orientation, 
seen by some as just another 
form of human being created 
by God, worthy of full ac-
ceptance, while others see it 
very differently and preach 
accordingly.

The good news is that in 
recent reporting we fi nd no-
ticeable numbers of everyday 
people ready to help, doing 
radical acts of kindness in 
response to increasing exam-
ples of disrespect and hatred. 
Some individuals, groups 
and whole communities are 
taking risks by offering sanc-
tuary to migrant and refugee 
families fearing unreasonable 
deportation, seeking asylum 
in hopes of a traditional 
American welcome. As I 
write this, Muslim groups are 
reportedly offering help and 
friendship to Jewish counter-
parts encountering threats to 
their community centers and 
destruction to their cemeter-
ies.

The time is right to join the 
movement to give kindness 
and compassion a boost with 
words and actions, proving 
that we know what it means 
to be human beings together 
on this fragile planet.

Melinda Stibal lives in Coloma. Her email 
address is: 2mstibals@comcast.net.

I’m beginning to feel like Sal-
ly Field.
Remember the 1985 Acad-

emy Awards, when she was 
stunned by the idea of  being 
accepted? “And I can’t deny 
the fact that you like me!” she 
gushed. “Right now! You like 
me!”

I could give the same speech 
today.

I am, you see, employed in an 
industry that is dealing with, 
well ... let’s be diplomatic and 
call them “challenges.” Truth is, 
though, the newspaper business 
is “challenged” in 
the same sense 
the Titanic was 
“leaky.”

Wherever I 
travel, I make a 
point of  pick-
ing up the local 
paper. Almost 
always, it is like 
holding a cancer 
patient, some stricken friend 
you haven’t seen in a while. You 
are shocked by how thin and 
fl imsy it has become, how little 
substance remains. Budgets are 
shrinking, ad revenue is de-
clining, some cities no longer 
have seven-day-a-week home 
delivery; some don’t even have 
seven-day-a-week newspapers.

And now, all of  a sudden: 
“You like me! Right now! You 
like me!”

Which is to say that lately, 
I’ve been hearing from readers 
who say they’ve found renewed 
appreciation for newspapers 
as we trudge through the Val-
ley of  the Shadow of  Trump. 
They see them as the last line 
of  defense between 2017 and 
“1984.”

Initially, I didn’t attach much 
importance to such comments; 
I thought it was just a few 
isolated folks. But I’ve since 
learned that other journalists 
are hearing the same thing. 
Amazingly, a number of  papers 
are reporting that subscrip-
tions are up since the Novem-
ber election. The Washington 
Post has even hung out the 
Help Wanted sign.

Apparently, Donald Trump is 
good for business. Who knew?

I am of  multiple minds about 
this. In the fi rst place, as already 
noted, there’s the Sally Field re-
sponse. Close behind that there 
is a wish that some of  this love 
had been in evidence 10 years 
ago when I began losing friends 
and colleagues to the unem-
ployment line.

And close behind both is a 
realization that, while an up-
tick in subscriptions is cer-
tainly a good thing, it is un-
likely to be a panacea for what 
ails newspapers. The changes 
wrought to the business model 
by the technological revolution 
of  the last quarter-century are 
too profound. The internet has 
hollowed this business out like 
a cantaloupe.

We are, as a nation, poorer 
for that.

In the clangorous acrimony 
of  our hyper-partisan politics, 
in the forward rush to master 
the new tricks and the next 
technology, we somehow lost 
appreciation for the values this 
old technology – we’re talking 
things that happened yester-
day printed on dead trees, for 
criminy sake! – brought, quite 
literally, to the table.

When I say that, I don’t in-
tend to signal some romantic 
rumination about lingering 
over breakfast with the sports 
page, or the tactile joys of  ink 
and paper, though those things 
are not unimportant. But I’m 
talking about information, the 
kind of  in-depth briefi ng for 
which television lacks the time 
and Facebook, the authority. 
I’m talking about knowledge 
that equips a citizen to hold his 
or her government to account. 
I’m talking about the fact that 
facts matter.

This is what some people 
seem to have belatedly remem-
bered. It’s what seems to be 
prodding their return.

I’m more than glad to have 
them back, but pardon me if  I 
regard all this with a jaundiced 
eye. The newspaper, we used to 
say, is the watchdog of  power. 
Well, it seems to me that some 
of  us are only just now – i.e., 
since November – discover-
ing the paradox of  watchdogs: 
You can get along fi ne without 
them. You really don’t need 
one.

Right up until you do.
Leonard Pitts is a columnist for The Miami 

Herald. His email is: lpitts@miamiherald.
com.

Renewed 
appreciation 

for journalism

Media treating Trump 
with no fairness at all

Editor,
The opposition party, 

better known as the main-
stream media, are acting 
like a pack of hungry 
wolves doing anything 
they can to make President 
Trump look bad.

If a Democratic president 
would have initiated a ban 
on Muslims from certain 
countries from entering the 
United States, they would 
have been perfectly alright 
with it. For example, Presi-
dent Obama banned all citi-
zens of Iraq from entering 
this country for a period of 
time. Back in 1980 Presi-
dent Carter put a ban on 
all Iranians from entering 
the USA during the hostage 
crisis. The mainstream 
media and left-wingers were 
perfectly alright with those 
situations. Believe me, the 
demonstrations against the 
ban were not out of altru-
ism for the Muslims, but 
out of hatred for President 
Trump.

The ultra-liberal 9th 
District Court was obvi-
ously going to rule against 
President Trump’s executive 
order banning Muslims, 
with a 29-page written 
rebuke staying Trump’s or-
der. The 9th District Court 
used a bunch of legal jibber 
jabber citing the Constitu-
tion, of all things. They 
talked about due process for 
someone from one of seven 
countries wanting to come 
here, having never been in 
this country. Laughable at 
the very least. Rulings by 

the 9th District Court have 
only a 20 percent rate of 
success. In other words, the 
Supreme Court has shot 
down 80 percent of its rul-
ings.

Good luck to President 
Trump in keeping our coun-
try safe.

Leon Savenas
St. Joseph

School vouchers present 
an unworkable model

Editor,
School vouchers are 

often put forward as the 
solution to our educational 
problems. However, basic 
economic common sense 
shows that this idea will 
hurt all public schools 
while providing little bene-
fi t to students in struggling 
schools. Like other ex-
amples of  well-intentioned 
government overreach, the 
unintended consequences 
are the problem.

School vouchers un-
doubtedly can help an 
individual child attain 
a better education, but 
widespread use of  vouchers 
is not viable. The funda-
mental issue is fairness: We 
simply cannot fairly draw 
a line separating those who 
qualify for vouchers from 
those who don’t. A lottery 
inside a struggling school 
district is the worst pos-
sible idea – the government 
randomly selecting winners 
and losers. Picking one 
entire district, but not the 
next is equally unfair. And 
what of  the tens of  thou-
sands of  students already 
in private schools: Why 

wouldn’t they qualify for 
vouchers?

The only fair and just 
way to distribute vouchers 
is one for every child. This 
would mean that the state’s 
funding per child would 
go down, or the state 
expenditure for education 
would have to go up, with 
the increase in spending all 
going to private schools. I 
don’t want higher taxes just 
to fund private schools.

And what happens at 
those private schools? Once 
every child has a voucher, 
why wouldn’t the schools 
raise their tuition above 
the cost of  vouchers? Their 
students pay tuition right 
now. They wouldn’t be 
asking anything more. No 
private school has, as its 
mission, the education of 
every child, as the public 
schools must. So private 
schools are neither obli-
gated nor in a position to 
provide an educational 
haven for every student.

In the end, one of  two 
things will happen: Either 
the disadvantaged students 
will remain in struggling 
public schools because 
their vouchers cannot guar-
antee a private education, 
or the state will be forced 
to regulate tuition costs at 
private schools and force 
them to accept students 
they don’t want. Neither of 
these results is attractive.

Meanwhile, all public 
schools, including the many 
doing a fi ne job, will suffer 
as funding is directed away 
to private school students.

Rob Regovich
St. Joseph
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Editorial Board

IN OUR OPINION

LMC Board ignored policy    
with under-the-radar purchasing

Lake Michigan College has 
a clear and concise policy 
regarding conflict of interest 

matters, as they relate to Board of 
Trustees members. 

Board members would do well to 
give the policy a closer read.

The policy calls for avoidance of 
both “actual conflicts of interest as 
well as the appearance of any con-
flicts of interest.” The first sub-sec-
tion, regarding receiving or furnish-
ing goods or services, states: “No 
member of the Board of Trustees 
shall furnish goods or services to the 
College or its agents, employees or 
subcontractors for remuneration, 
except under such terms and condi-
tions as are made available to the 
public in general, and only after pub-
lic disclosure to and approval by the 
Board of Trustees.”

However, that never happened 
in the case of former board Chair-
woman and current Trustee Mary Jo 
Tomasini, whose promotional prod-
ucts company, Competitive Edge, 
did more than $200,000 worth of 
business with LMC over a five-year 
period.

In its statement regarding these 
issues, LMC said Tomasini “fully 
disclosed her business” upon joining 
the board in 2009. It’s unclear what 
that even means, or whether it quali-
fies as a “public disclosure.” And it 
is certain there was never a board 
vote regarding the business relation-
ship between Competitive Edge and 
LMC – a stipulation straight out of 
the college’s own policy. 

LMC’s prickly response to inqui-
ries about the breach of ethics points 
out that trustees are not involved 
with day-to-day purchasing deci-
sions by the college, and that it has 
a purchasing department charged 
with making those decisions, and 
that employees there are expected to 
uphold ethical practices.

Frankly, this is laughable. Pur-
chasing department employees 
surely were very aware that Toma-
sini’s company was a major suppli-
er for the college, which could easily 
have swayed them to favor Competi-
tive Edge over competitors, even if  
Tomasini herself  never did anything 
to encourage such purchases.

Tomasini and fellow board mem-
bers should have been very aware of 
how it would look if  word got out of 
the relationship between Tomasini’s 
company and the college. This is 
the very reason public institutions 
draft conflict-of-interest policies – so 
that obvious or potential conflicts 
are made public, and presumably 
kept above board, in full view of the 
taxpayers who support these institu-
tions.

By ignoring the policy, board 
members have risked eroding pub-
lic trust in the very institution they 
serve.

LMC’s defensive response likely 
says a lot about the initial source of 
the disclosure – the attorney for fired 
ex-LMC President Jennifer Spielvol-
gel, who is suing LMC for wrongful 
termination.

One doesn’t have to scratch too 
deep to see attorney Brad Glazier’s 
motive for releasing the informa-
tion, since it may cast some doubt on 
the board’s competence, or possibly 
make the board look hypocritical 
(Glazier’s contention). But the two 
issues, as we see it, are unrelated.

Going forward, the board can 
clean this up by redoubling efforts 
to follow its own policies, and bet-
ter recognize that as stewards of an 
important public institution, percep-
tion matters a great deal.

More kindness, compassion needed
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