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Terrible time to increase minimum wage

The editorial you published Sept. 7 (”Increase
wages for essential workers”) argues in favor of
Amendment 2, which would increase the Florida
minimum wage.

The editorial also points out that the July unem-
ployment rate in Florida was 11.3%, “recession level.”
The economy is suffering from the horrid economic
effects of COVID-19, and will continue to suffer for
some time. 

With high unemployment and a disastrous econo-
my, why on earth would you advocate a policy that
will only lead to more unemployment? 

If the government mandates a wage above the mar-
ket level, the effect on workers will be harmful in
many ways – unemployment, reduced hours, reduced
training and more. We must keep in mind that the true
minimum wage is always zero.

Paul H. Rubin, Sarasota, professor of economics
emeritus, Emory University

Column about socialism misleading

The guest column Sept. 6 from Kay C. James, presi-
dent of the Heritage Foundation, was factually incor-
rect and incredibly misleading.

First of all, democratic socialism and communism
are not the same. Much of what she described were
examples of communism, including women working
in coal mines; and “… true socialism depends on the
dictatorship of a military leader or political party.”

I’m not sure what “true socialism” is, but demo-
cratic socialism as practiced widely throughout
Europe, Japan, South Korea, Australia and New Zea-
land does not involve dictatorships. 

Regarding results from the Danish market econo-
my, the following is from Forbes magazine, December
2018:

“This thoroughly modern market economy fea-
tures advanced industry with world-leading firms in
pharmaceuticals, maritime shipping, and renewable
energy, and a high-tech agricultural sector. Danes en-
joy a high standard of living, and the Danish economy
is characterized by extensive government welfare
measures and an equitable distribution of income.”

The column intends only to confuse voters and to
reinforce Republican talking points for the upcoming
election. It’s an opinion piece filled with false and in-
accurate statements – nothing more, nothing less. 

Derry Beck, Sarasota

Government, developers invading rural areas

The bigger the government, the smaller the citizen. 
This is happening in Sarasota County, as citizens

are finding it harder to make their voices heard over

the roar of developers, county planners and commis-
sioners who see urbanization of our rural areas as a
moneymaker.

I attended the Planning Commission hearing on
CPA-2019-C on Aug. 20, but was unable to speak (“Sa-
rasota County planning board rejects citizen rural
preservation effort”).

Large landowners and developers insisted that we
were depriving them of the right to sell their land for
densely developed subdivisions, which would bring
upward of 2,400 houses to the area at the east end of
Fruitville Road.

We settled here on five- and 10-acre lots because
we have livestock and enjoy the peace and quiet of
rural life. What about small ranchers who need the
land to raise their beef cattle, goats, chickens and
sheep? 

The Miakka Community Club followed all the rules
in proposing CPA-2019-C, a request to change the
county’s roadmap for growth. Now we are being told
the 20-signature rule should be done away with or in-
creased dramatically. 

At the next hearing, Sept. 23, we plan to once again
make our case to be allowed to live the way we have
out here for 150 years. Please join us.

Paige Farr, Sarasota

Trump unfit to serve as commander in chief

As an Army Vietnam veteran, I am appalled and
outraged that President Donald Trump views veter-
ans and active duty military as “suckers,” and those
who sacrificed their lives for our country as “losers.”

While his supporters may buy that this is “fake
news,” all major news sources, including his beloved
Fox News, have confirmed that he indeed used these
disparaging remarks against troops, veterans and
those killed or missing in action. This is not surprising
since he has been recorded voicing similar sentiments
in public going back many years. 

What is surprising is the failure of elected GOP offi-
cials – including my local congressman, Vern Buchan-
an – to condemn such statements. 

Given that Buchanan represents a large number of
veterans and active duty military of all services, I
would expect him to have reacted quickly to condemn
Trump’s comments, yet like his Republican col-
leagues, he remains silent. 

In my view, any public official, including Buchan-
an, who does not openly condemn Trump’s com-
ments is not fit to serve our country. Many of the ser-
vice members whom Trump derides endured extreme
personal sacrifice, or died, to protect the lives and lib-
erties of those very same officials.

Harry G. Kamberis, Holmes Beach

LETTERS FROM OUR READERS

Of all the words said and written, on the record
and off, in the murky saga of Sarasota’s Lift Station
87, perhaps the most insightful came this week from
Robert Fournier, the city’s venerable attorney:
“There’s no one single cause that I think anyone is
going to be able to point to as the reason that ex-
penses, both on the litigation side and the construc-
tion side, turned out to be significantly more than
originally anticipated.”

And yet the commission has voted unanimously to
wade back into the odoriferous swirl of circum-
stances and missteps that facilitated the dumping of
millions in taxpayer dollars down a deep hole – along
an elaborate network of pipes that wound up leading
nowhere.

It’s reasonable to assume that such an inquiry will
take us to the very same place. After all, this isn’t
rocket science; it’s plumbing. 

The question of why the costs of overhauling the
lift station quadrupled over 15 years – from $12.5 mil-
lion nobody wanted to spend to an estimated
$52 million – is also reasonable. But a quest to derive
“lessons learned” or “best practices” from this partic-
ular protracted boondoggle, and apply them to future
decisions about infrastructure, amounts to a mis-
guided effort to make lemonade using wildly inap-
propriate ingredients.

A beleaguered sewage transfer plant near Hudson
Bayou was considered a noxious neighbor even be-
fore it scandalized the city by releasing 570,000 gal-
lons of sewage into that lovely waterway in February
2005. The spill, attributed to failure of a 20-year-old
electrical switch, sparked an immediate overhaul of
the city’s policies for response to such disasters.

But then the plot thickened: City leaders learned
that an identical leak a year earlier had gone unre-
ported. They wanted answers, and maybe heads on
platters. “I am not suggesting a witch hunt,” Commis-
sioner Lou Ann Palmer said. “I am simply trying to
get the facts.”

Sound familiar?
Next came more than three years of predictable

wrangling about whose backyard would be the best
site for a replacement. In 2011 it was announced that
work would begin on Mound Street, and construc-
tion would take 18 months. The cost: $12.5 million, up
from the $7-10 million estimate floated before affect-
ed residents had their say. 

By 2012, the city disclosed a “microtunneling”
problem that would alter the timeline. An investiga-
tion into the project disclosed “flawed pipes, inade-
quate testing by an inexperienced engineer and
questionable contract deals.” Contractors who had
bid on the job told the Herald-Tribune they were glad
they weren’t chosen. And in this way, a plumbing
problem became a court case.

In 2013, the city hired a new engineering firm, add-
ing another $1.1 million to the estimate and predicting
completion in 2015. By the following year, unwork-
able notions about building the facility underground
were scrapped, which meant the station needed to
look pretty enough to appease its new neighbors –
perhaps disguised as an “Old Spanish Mission.” The
price had more than doubled. A year later, the new
completion date was 2020, and the price tag was
$42 million.

Litigation with former contractors has only com-
pounded this expense. In 2017 Fournier downplayed
hopes for a favorable settlement, telling commission-
ers that it was a complex case and a decisive victory
in court would be “a little more difficult than what it
might sound at first.” This was prescient; in 2018 one
jury actually found the city at fault.

Now we almost have a handsome new lift station.
And all those engineers with good ideas that turned
out to be truly bad ideas have drifted away. Maybe it’s
best to let them go.

Just as surely as a certain raw material always
flows downhill, we anticipate that any fresh inquiry
into Lift Station 87’s labyrinthine history will only re-
veal a circle of ghostly fingers, all pointing at one an-
other. 

The Herald-Tribune Editorial Board

OUR VIEW

Lift station
narrative is
not pretty

WASHINGTON – In government, personnel is pol-
icy, so in eight weeks, when president-elect Joe Biden
begins assembling his administration, he should
nominate Michèle Flournoy as defense secretary.
Educated at Harvard and Oxford, undersecretary of
defense for policy from 2009 to 2012, she surely
knows what Christian Brose knows.

The former staff director of the Senate Armed Ser-
vices Committee under John McCain, Brose writes in
“The Kill Chain: Defending America in the Future of
High-Tech Warfare”: “The Chinese Communist Party
aims to become the dominant power in Asia and in the
world, and it believes that for China to win, America
must lose.” China is projected to have the world’s larg-
est GDP “by as early as 2030. The last time the United
States faced a competitor, or even a group of compet-
itors, with greater economic power than its own was
in the nineteenth century, before our own rise to glob-
al predominance.”

In defense procurement, writes Brose, “the goal is
to buy deterrence, the prevention of war. And the only
way to deter wars is to be so clearly capable of winning
them that no rival power ever seeks to get its way
through violence.” Today, writes Flournoy in Foreign
Affairs, the risk of war with China is higher than it has
been for decades, and is growing because of “growing
Chinese assertiveness and military strength and
eroding U.S. deterrence.” And if conflict comes, “the
United States can no longer expect to quickly achieve
air, space, or maritime superiority; the U.S. military
would need to fight to gain advantage, and then to
keep it, in the face of continuous efforts to disrupt and
degrade its battle management networks.”

Brose says that if war begins, crucial U.S. military
assets – ships, submarines, bomber and fighter air-
craft - would be thousands of miles away. Cyberat-
tacks would hinder logistical movements, U.S. satel-
lites would be disabled by lasers, high-energy jam-
mers or anti-satellite missiles, forward bases in Japan
and Guam would be attacked by ballistic and cruise
missiles and hypersonic weapons - runways cratered,
operations centers and fuel supplies destroyed. “Most
Americans,” writes Brose, “have spent their entire
lives in a world defined by U.S. military dominance,”

and he asks, “Do Americans trust the Chinese Com-
munist Party enough to live in a world where it has
more capable weapons than the United States and our
allies do?”

Flournoy says there is a “dangerous new uncertain-
ty” that, combined with China’s “strongly held beliefs
about the United States as a declining power,” could
invite Chinese risk-taking, such as attacking or block-
ading Taiwan: “China’s theory of victory increasingly
relies on ‘system destruction warfare’ – crippling an
adversary at the outset of conflict, by deploying so-
phisticated electronic warfare, counterspace, and cy-
ber-capabilities.”

In order to bolster deterrence, Flournoy says, U.S.
policy should aim to “shape Beijing’s calculus”: If “the
U.S. military had the capability to credibly threaten to
sink all of China’s military vessels, submarines, and
merchant ships in the South China Sea within 72
hours, Chinese leaders might think twice before, say,
launching a blockade or invasion of Taiwan; they
would have to wonder whether it was worth putting
their entire fleet at risk.”

This, however, will require fresh thinking by a stale
defense industry comfortably insulated from new en-
trants into competition. “National defense,” Brose
writes, has become a “closed system” governed by “a
dense web of perplexing laws and policies, dominated
by a handful of major companies ... When the Cold
War ended there were 107 major defense firms. By the
end of the 1990s, there were five.”

Reality, which gets a vote on the fate of nations, is
more serious than the United States currently is. It is
unrealistic to expect any presidential campaign to ar-
ticulate the granular details of defense policy, but the
2020 campaign can pose this stark question: Which
candidate can be expected to focus on, and act on,
facts? Probably not the candidate responsible for the
perception of U.S. decline. Certainly only presidential
leadership can restore the nation’s safety.

Before leaving the Senate, John McCain directed
Brose to organize a briefing for his 99 colleagues to
hear why Marine Gen. Joseph Dunford, then chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, had concluded that,
“In just a few years, if we do not change our trajectory,
we will lose our qualitative and quantitative compet-
itive advantage.” And why the Rand Corp. has con-
cluded what numerous war games involving China
have indicated: “U.S. forces, could, under plausible
assumptions, lose the next war they are called upon to
fight.” About 88 senators skipped the briefing.

Contact George Will at georgewill@washpost.com.

Risk of war grows as US
military loses dominance

George Will
Columnist
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