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Concerns about Selby Gardens legitimate

The Sept. 12 editorial about Selby Garden’s request
for a rezoning trivializes the legitimate concerns of
many residents of Sarasota, not just gardens neigh-
bors, over the gardens’ plans for expansion as a com-
mercial event center.

The Herald-Tribune incorrectly stated that neigh-
bors were concerned “the multistory parking garage
would loom garishly over their lanais and boat docks
and swimming pools.” That is factually incorrect, mis-
leading and unfair.

Nearby residents of Selby Gardens have legitimate
issues with Selby’s plans to operate an intensive com-
mercial event center, with the attendant noise and
traffic. City residents not immediately adjacent to the
gardens have a very legitimate concern about adding
significant traffic impacts to an already overburdened
intersection.

Our neighborhood existed peacefully with Selby
Gardens until 2016, when the decision was made to
establish the gardens as a “world-class catered events
and dining destination and premier Bayfront enter-
tainment location” (Selby Strategic Plan, 2016-21),
significantly increasing the size and number of
events, many with loud, amplified music.

We love Selby Gardens and have always supported
it as a botanical garden. It is our hope that we can find
meaningful compromise moving forward. 

The impacted neighborhoods’ concerns should not
be minimized nor trivialized.

Robert Bernstein, Bay Point Park Association, Sa-
rasota

Selby compromise blend of old and new

It was heartening to read your editorial Sept. 12 on
Selby Gardens’ expansion plan, and hear the sound of
reasonableness and progress above the noise of pri-
vate property and selfish privacy. 

Some “tiers” of nostalgia may be shed as Selby Gar-
dens continues to grow from its lovely old-world bay-
ou gardens into a respected research institution, but
the present compromise plan saves both worlds and
the gardens plan in modified form.

It is time now to move a few yards of opinion to an
enhanced field goal of recreation and education.

Martin Tucker, Sarasota

Sarasota should grow up, not out

The citizen-initiated proposal to redesignate the
6,000 acres-plus area between Verna Road and Fruit-
ville Road for “rural heritage” is a heroic attempt to
stop the sprawl and draw the line between rural heri-
tage preservation and urban development.

The notion of hamlets and villages contained in the
2050 Plan is a Potemkin dreamscape reminiscent of a

scene in Bilbo Baggins Shire or Hobbiton. But growth
begets growth, and is dynamic not stagnant stage-
craft.

Even under the guise of “clustering,” sprawl is
sprawl.

Sprawl is low-density development that must be
serviced with roads, utilities, shopping, medical facil-
ities, more roads and a whole bunch of other stuff that
transform natural areas and rural landscapes into ex-
tensions of networks of urban development.

Sprawl is a form of land abuse, not land use. 
Sarasota needs to grow up, not grow out into the

rural landscapes. There is so much wasted land and
air rights space in the urban services area to accom-
modate future growth that none of the East County
subject area should be needed for the expansion of ur-
ban forms of development. 

Sprawl hurts us all.
Larry Grossman, Sarasota

Trump treats followers like ‘deplorables’

Hillary Clinton got in hot water for putting Donald
Trump supporters in a “basket of deplorables.” Hav-
ing heard what the president told Bob Woodward
about COVID-19, one wonders if he might feel the
same about his cult of followers.

If he valued them as humans, why in the world
would he mislead them about the dangers of the coro-
navirus? How could he know that it was more deadly
than the “strenuous” flu, and was spread in the air,
and not warn those who trusted him and recommend
the wearing of masks?

That leaves us with this question: Is his conduct
the result of an incredibly evil mind or is he just plain
stupid?

John R. Blue, Parrish

Voters: Strive to consider both sides

The one word I use to describe myself is “fair.” A
Sept. 13 letter, “President’s negligence led to many
deaths,” pushed my tolerance for injustice over the
edge.

“The deliberate negligent murder of more than
190,000 Americans by President Donald Trump is be-
yond unthinkable,” according to the writer. Not only is
that statement grossly unfair, it is legally incorrect to
combine the adjectives “deliberate” and “negligent” to
modify the word “murder.”

Juxtaposed on the page following the letter were
two op-eds on the coronavirus pandemic with oppos-
ing viewpoints: Michelle Goldberg’s “These Tapes Re-
veal a Conscious Deception” and Marc Thiessen’s “If
Trump Lied, so Did Fauci.”

Please voters, whether progressive or conserva-
tive, consider both sides of a controversy and be fair.

Judith H. Rousseau, Venice

LETTERS FROM OUR READERS

Catch-up conversations with old friends have tak-
en on a Brigadoon-like quality in recent weeks, with
the bulk of our exchanges dwelling on books and
movies – just as they did back in those days of oblivi-
ous adolescence when entertaining ourselves was a
full-time job.

We give due consideration to hurricanes and fires,
of course, but since we do happen to think science
knows a thing or two about climate change, there’s
not much to say. And public health or politics – that’s
not what we turn to each other to grouse about. I
sometimes try to float my optimistic theory that we
are someday going to look back on this time as a cata-
lyzing rebirth for American journalism – marveling at
the intrepid explorers of COVID-19 who just kept in-
sisting on finding things out, despite practically no
money or glory attached to the endeavor, until finally
news consumers managed to achieve an attitude of
gratitude.

But no, my friends don’t seem to discern that pat-
tern just yet.

So: books and movies. Which makes me want to
steal a tactic from my colleagues on our Ticket staff,
and recommend a few recently revisited favorites
that have to do with journalism.

“Scoop,” 1937: Evelyn Waugh’s picaresque novel
unfurls a case of mistaken identity that transforms
the unremarkable John Boot into a foreign corre-
spondent for The Daily Beast. Its genius lies in cap-
turing the wacky relativity of what constitutes news,
and the elusiveness and rarity of that quality known
as news judgment. Also it’s hilarious.

“The Financial Lives of the Poets,” 2009: Jess
Walter’s story about an ex-reporter puts a pointed
finger on the disintegration of the news industry’s
traditional business model, even before the Great Re-
cession made it obvious to everyone. Chapter 8, “The
Last Days of the Newspaper Business, Part II,” con-
tains a witty and skewering one-page timeline of
boneheaded decisions in corner offices that hastened
the sad skid.

“The Imperfectionists,” 2010: Tom Rachman’s
fond and fictionalized love letter to the International
Herald Tribune is an incisive portrayal of those
crackpots, misfits and saints who make working in
any newsroom so unforgettable, and irreplaceable.

“Born Yesterday,” 1950: This clever and touching
George Cukor film is his most Capraesque, if it’s OK to
say that. It’s brilliant in just about every way, but Wil-
liam Holden’s turn as a cynical and yet earnest re-
porter (and yes, most manage to be both) who falls in
love with a gangster’s moll as she falls in love with her
country keeps this one at the top of my watch-it-
again list.

“The Paper,” 1994: Michael Keaton plays an irrev-
erent city editor and Glenn Close is his ambitious
shoulder-padded boss at a scrappy New York tabloid
in competition with the stodgy Times. It’s not a per-
fect movie, but its breakneck chronological narrative
epitomizes deadline pressure, and the newsroom
characters are spot-on – including the guy who keeps
complaining about his chair and the merciless treat-
ment he takes from coworkers who complain only
slightly less. (This was before we news folks learned,
the hard way, that nobody loves a whiner.)

“Absence of Malice,” 1981: I’ll never understand
why this isn’t considered an American classic. Writ-
ten by Kurt Luedtke, a former newsman, it burrows to
the core of journalism’s blunt-instrument paradox to
illustrate how trying to do right can go wretchedly
wrong. The haunting scene where Melinda Dillon’s
character runs barefoot across her neighbors’ dewy
lawns – stooping to pick up their papers before they
can read about her – is one that every journalist
should see, and forever bear in mind.

Barbara Peters Smith is the Herald-Tribune’s opin-
ions editor.

Books and
movies that
celebrate
the news

Barbara Peters Smith
Columnist

WASHINGTON – It is never enough for President
Donald Trump’s supporters to provide casual approv-
al. The cost of loyalty goes higher and higher.

Trump intuits that his base has made a mental ac-
commodation without inherent limits. It takes vari-
ous forms but involves one formulation: When every-
thing good is at stake, all objections are trivial in com-
parison. With the identity of America at issue, X is in-
significant. With the lives on unborn children on the
line, Y is trifling. With the future of Western civiliza-
tion in the balance, Z is inconsequential.

Over the last few days, the gravity of X, Y and Z has
been further clarified. From reporting by Jeffrey Gold-
berg in the Atlantic, we know that the commander in
chief regards Americans who lost their lives in battle
as “losers” and can’t comprehend the non-monetary
motivations for military service.

This is more than a failure of patriotic ritual. Most
concisely in the Gettysburg Address, Abraham Lin-
coln argued that a moral appreciation for self-govern-
ment requires an understanding of the human cost of
sustaining it. “From these honored dead,” he said, “we
take increased devotion to that cause for which they
here gave the last full measure of devotion.” By Lin-
colnian reasoning, Trump is indifferent to the fragile
majesty of democratic institutions because he is im-
pervious to the sacrifices on which they rest.

Yet, by the relentless logic of Trumpism: Because
the American way of life is at stake, the symbolic des-
ecration of every military grave is a minor matter.

From reporting in a book by The Washington Post’s
Bob Woodward, we also know that Trump was fully
aware of the deadly nature of COVID-19 in early Feb-
ruary but continued to publicly dismiss the danger.
We suspected this, of course, since White House offi-
cials had begun ringing alarm bells in January. But
Woodward has provided smoking-gun audio evi-
dence that Trump had been informed about CO-
VID-19’s dangers by Chinese President Xi Jinping, and
was engaged in purposeful public deception in dis-
missing its seriousness. “I wanted to always play it
down,” Trump told Woodward on March 19. “I still like
playing it down.”

Trump’s explanation – that he didn’t want to “cre-
ate a panic” - is only credible if the panic he sought to
avoid was on Wall Street. Denying Americans crucial
information at the start of a pandemic - when the
eventual extent of that pandemic could be dramat-
ically curtailed by concerted action - is outrageous,
heartless, reckless negligence. According to some es-
timates, more than 80% of American COVID-19

deaths could have been avoided if shutdowns and
other public health measures had commenced two
weeks earlier. By his own words, Trump stands con-
victed of a level of public health malpractice that
amounts to a different kind of American carnage.

Once again, Trump is the ultimate caller of his sup-
porters’ bluff. If the president is to eventually save
hundreds of thousands of lives from abortion (a pa-
tently absurd assumption), then what are tens of
thousands of unnecessary deaths from COVID-19 in
comparison? In this form of reasoning, it is a simple
ethical matter. Just do the math.

And we all know – from a constantly expanding
body of public evidence - that Trump is setting up a
challenge to our democratic institutions if he fails to
be reelected in November. He implies that only the
votes counted on election night - where he has an
electoral advantage - will be reliable and valid. He has
already concluded: “The only way we’re going to lose
this election is if the election is rigged.”

And what true supporter could object? If Trump is
really the “bodyguard of Western civilization,” what is
the delegitimization of one presidential election in
comparison?

This reductio ad Trumpism indicates why Trump’s
base of support is so durable. Assuming that Trump is
the defender of Americanism, the only hope of the
pro-life cause and the best hope of civilized order,
there are few crimes or misdemeanors Trump could
possibly commit to forfeit his supporters’ approval.
The idiocy of such assumptions has done little, so far,
to diminish their power.

And this reveals the source of their deepest dam-
age. In such an absurdly constructed political philos-
ophy, Trump can contest the limits of human decency
and democratic legitimacy with no fear of rejection by
his own party, and thus (given the current configura-
tion of the U.S. Senate) no fear of removal from office.

Now Trump is determining whether this approach
can secure a strategic plurality of voters that allows
for another electoral college victory. Or at least the
plausible impression of such a victory on election
night. At that point, Trump will be armed with an ar-
gument that places no limits on his freedom of action
and with supporters who have lost all moral propor-
tion. That may be the testing point of democracy. 

Contact Gerson: michaelgerson@washpost.com.
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SEND A LETTER TO THE EDITOR
Letters must have the writer’s name, full address and
daytime phone number and should be no longer
than 200 words. We may condense letters and edit
them for accuracy. Writers can have one published
letter every 30 days. We are unable to acknowledge
or return letters, or to publish every letter we
receive. We no longer accept letters by postal mail.
Email letters to: editor.letters@heraldtribune.com.

OPINION
Barbara Peters Smith, Opinions Editor

941-361-4936

Barbara.Peters-Smith@heraldtribune.com

Matthew Sauer ... General Manager/Executive Editor

Barbara Peters Smith ........................... Opinions Editor

Mike
Highlight


