
THE RACE to succeed Thomas Menino as mayor is getting underway in a Boston that is steadily ban-
ishing most of the demons of its 20th-century history. The curse of the Bambino is over. Whitey Bulger is on tri-
al. And Menino’s genuine commitment to inclusion has taken many of the ethnic and racial antagonisms of the 
1970s off the table. Suddenly, a city that lost population for decades after World War II is growing faster than 
the state as a whole. In this hopeful new environment, even a gruesome terrorist attack on the Boston Marathon, 
one of the city’s signature public events, ended up unifying rather than dividing the populace. 

The candidates seeking to lead today’s Boston ought to acknowledge how much it differs from the city 
that Menino inherited in 1993. Each owes the voters an account of how he or she would open Boston up to the 
challenges and possibilities of this next stage in the city’s history — and let go of the baggage of the last one. 

In recent months, the Globe’s editorial page has described a number of ways in which standoffish civic 
attitudes make Boston seem forbidding to newcomers. The bias against late-night commerce. A tendency among 
established leaders to keep the region’s innovation economy at arm’s length. Parking and square-footage re-
quirements that add to high housing prices. A baroque liquor-licensing system that defeats would-be restaura-
teurs and keeps neighborhood business districts from thriving. 

Each of these problems grew out of an earlier era, when most changes 
looked like threats. When all movement seemed to be downward; when long-
time residents were fleeing by the hundreds of thousands; when the city’s 
famous brownstones seemed destined to become symbols of urban squalor — 
these were reasons to distrust strangers and to lock the doors tight. 

Those conditions no longer apply. By failing to acknowledge that the city has changed, Boston risks 
walling out workers seeking a lively, diverse, accommodating climate — and the businesses that depend upon, 
and are founded by, these workers. The next mayor can set a new tone, because of the office’s influence over 
planning and licensing matters, and also because of its broader role as chief advocate for Boston on Beacon Hill 
and in the public eye. 

These issues call out for attention:
Encouraging late-night business. Even before all the recent attention on tech workers with 24-hour 

schedules, people in many long-established occupations — late-shift cops, medical residents, emergency-room 
nurses — needed places to eat, shop, and work out after the city rolls up its sidewalks at night. But they’ve run 
up against the view that nothing good happens after midnight — a view buttressed by memories of the seedy 
Combat Zone, where crime and prostitution once dominated. Public policy should recognize how much those 
concerns have abated, especially as gleaming residential buildings replace the Combat Zone. 

Working through parking anxieties. When Boston was hemorrhaging residents to its suburbs, the city 
bent over backwards to provide something suburbanites take for granted: free, convenient parking. In addition 
to launching resident-only sticker programs for street parking in neighborhoods, the city also required develop-
ers of new housing to build spaces for cars. Yet minimum-parking rules push up housing costs significantly and 
squeeze out other amenities, such as outdoor space or extra storage, that tenants might value more. The rules 
also send an odd message: that Boston won’t accept newcomers if they make it harder for current residents to 
park for free. 

These rules are being overtaken by events. Once-utopian ideas like car- and bike-sharing have become 
part of the local transportation system. Even as the population grows, the number of vehicles being registered in 
the city keeps falling. Recognizing all this, the Boston Redevelopment Authority has wisely eased up on parking 
requirements. Will the next mayor go further, or reverse course amid criticism from some neighborhood groups? 

Using the market to make housing affordable. In theory, minimum-square-footage rules keep unscrupu-
lous landlords from keeping tenants in Dickensian squalor. In practice, fears that smaller apartments will turn 
into flophouses aren’t warranted, especially in a city where soaring housing costs pose a far greater danger than 
urban blight. Allowing smaller units onto the market cuts costs by squeezing more units into the same pricey 
lots. 

Giving restaurants room to thrive. Aspiring restaurateurs set up shop in Cambridge because an artificial 
scarcity makes liquor licenses in Boston outrageously expensive. Main Streets in all but the wealthiest neigh-
borhoods lose energy as a result. An obvious question for candidates is whether they support City Councilor 
Ayanna Pressley’s effort to allow Boston, rather than the state Legislature, to control the number of liquor 
licenses in the city. It’s also crucial to understand how much political capital a mayoral candidate would invest 
in making that happen. Beacon Hill power brokers need to be persuaded to give up their power to meddle in 
city affairs. Pressley, who’s running for reelection to the council, has made the issue a personal crusade. Boston 
needs a mayor who will do the same.
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T
HE RACE to succeed Thomas
Menino as mayor is getting under-
way in a Boston that is steadily
banishing most of the demons of

its 20th-century history. The curse of the
Bambino is over. Whitey Bulger is on trial.
And Menino’s genuine commitment to in-
clusion has taken many of the ethnic and
racial antagonisms of the 1970s off the ta-
ble. Suddenly, a city that lost population for
decades after World War II is growing faster
than the state as a whole. In this hopeful
new environment, even a gruesome terror-
ist attack on the Boston Marathon, one of
the city’s signature public events, ended up
unifying rather than dividing the populace.

The candidates seeking to lead today’s
Boston ought to acknowledge how much it
differs from the city that
Menino inherited in 1993.
Each owes the voters an ac-
count of how he or she
would open Boston up to
the challenges and possi-
bilities of this next stage in
the city’s history — and let
go of the baggage of the last one.

In recent months, the Globe’s editorial
page has described a number of ways in
which standoffish civic attitudes make Bos-
ton seem forbidding to newcomers. The bi-
as against late-night commerce. A tendency
among established leaders to keep the re-
gion’s innovation economy at arm’s length.
Parking and square-footage requirements
that add to high housing prices. A baroque
liquor-licensing system that defeats would-
be restaurateurs and keeps neighborhood
business districts from thriving.

Each of these problems grew out of an
earlier era, when most changes looked like
threats. When all movement seemed to be
downward; when longtime residents were
fleeing by the hundreds of thousands; when
the city’s famous brownstones seemed des-
tined to become symbols of urban squalor
— these were reasons to distrust strangers
and to lock the doors tight.

Those conditions no longer apply. By failing
to acknowledge that the city has changed,
Boston risks walling out workers seeking a
lively, diverse, accommodating climate —
and the businesses that depend upon, and
are founded by, these workers. The next
mayor can set a new tone, because of the of-
fice’s influence over planning and licensing
matters, and also because of its broader role
as chief advocate for Boston on Beacon Hill
and in the public eye.

These issues call out for attention:
Encouraging late-night business. Even

before all the recent attention on tech work-
ers with 24-hour schedules, people in many
long-established occupations — late-shift
cops, medical residents, emergency-room
nurses — needed places to eat, shop, and
work out after the city rolls up its sidewalks
at night. But they’ve run up against the
view that nothing good happens after mid-
night — a view buttressed by memories of
the seedy Combat Zone, where crime and
prostitution once dominated. Public policy
should recognize how much those concerns
have abated, especially as gleaming residen-
tial buildings replace the Combat Zone.

Working through parking anxieties.
When Boston was hemorrhaging residents
to its suburbs, the city bent over backwards
to provide something suburbanites take for
granted: free, convenient parking. In addi-
tion to launching resident-only sticker pro-
grams for street parking in neighborhoods,
the city also required developers of new
housing to build spaces for cars. Yet mini-
mum-parking rules push up housing costs
significantly and squeeze out other ameni-
ties, such as outdoor space or extra storage,
that tenants might value more. The rules al-
so send an odd message: that Boston won’t
accept newcomers if they make it harder for
current residents to park for free.

These rules are being overtaken by

events. Once-utopian ideas like car- and
bike-sharing have become part of the local
transportation system. Even as the popula-
tion grows, the number of vehicles being
registered in the city keeps falling. Recog-
nizing all this, the Boston Redevelopment
Authority has wisely eased up on parking
requirements. Will the next mayor go fur-
ther, or reverse course amid criticism from
some neighborhood groups?

Using the market to make housing af-
fordable. In theory, minimum-square-foot-
age rules keep unscrupulous landlords from
keeping tenants in Dickensian squalor. In
practice, fears that smaller apartments will
turn into flophouses aren’t warranted, espe-
cially in a city where soaring housing costs
pose a far greater danger than urban blight.

Allowing smaller units on-
to the market cuts costs by
squeezing more units into
the same pricey lots.

Giving restaurants
room to thrive. Aspiring
restaurateurs set up shop
in Cambridge because an

artificial scarcity makes liquor licenses in
Boston outrageously expensive. Main
Streets in all but the wealthiest neighbor-
hoods lose energy as a result. An obvious
question for candidates is whether they
support City Councilor Ayanna Pressley’s ef-
fort to allow Boston, rather than the state
Legislature, to control the number of liquor
licenses in the city. It’s also crucial to under-
stand how much political capital a mayoral
candidate would invest in making that hap-
pen. Beacon Hill power brokers need to be
persuaded to give up their power to meddle
in city affairs. Pressley, who’s running for re-
election to the council, has made the issue a
personal crusade. Boston needs a mayor
who will do the same.

Reinventing civic life. In the 1960s,
when urban planning meant bulldozing
some parts of town and blasting highways
through others, Boston’s historic neighbor-
hoods had much to fear from grand
schemes from on high. The city learned
from that, and now gives neighbors and
neighborhood associations a strong voice in
decisions that might affect them.

But fending off ill-conceived planning
schemes is only a small part of what keeps a
neighborhood vital; filling it with a varied
mix of people, businesses, buildings, and at-
tractions is the bigger part. Yet in discus-
sions of business licenses, proposals for new
housing, and other ideas, neighbors often
wield their veto reflexively, and it’s easier
for authorities to say no to unusual propos-
als than to say yes. Weekday Licensing
Board meetings or early-evening planning
meetings don’t draw in the full range of
public opinion; would-be mayors should
seek out additional ways — from online fo-
rums to social media — to gather input
from a broader range of Bostonians.

To longtime Bostonianswho lived through
the city’s worst, a bright-eyed focus on mi-
cro-units and bike sharing and restaurant-
driven redevelopment might seem overly
idealistic — a distraction from the realities
of many neighborhoods. The city’s prob-
lems haven’t all disappeared; gang violence
holds some areas hostage, and the city still
struggles to upgrade its school system.

Even so, taking on all of those problems
is immensely easier because of Boston’s re-
vival over the last generation. The city
avoided the fate of hollowed-out Rust Belt
cities in large measure because of its re-
nowned hospitals and universities, which
flourished, and spun off new industries, as
Americans spent heavily on health care and
higher education. Yet especially as pres-
sures mount to cut costs in both of those
sectors, Boston’s prosperity depends on
openness to new possibilities. A core issue
of this mayoral race is how to make sure
Boston is a place where new residents, new
businesses, and new ideas can take root.

OPEN UP, BOSTON

Take note, mayoral hopefuls,
as burdens of history recede
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Letters to the Editor

DAN WASSERMAN

IN HIS June 30 column “Civil-
rights generation prisoner to its
fears” (Op-ed), Jeff Jacoby
made some broad generaliza-
tions about those of us who are
worried about the Supreme
Court’s decision in Shelby
County v. Holder.

As Jacoby noted, “For too
many blacks . . . the chains of
remembrance make it impossi-
ble to believe that the old racist
impulses aren’t still smolder-
ing, every ready to ignite.” The
civil rights generation and
those of us who are descen-
dants of that generation are
well aware of the racial prog-
ress in this country; all we have
to do is look to the election of
President Barack Obama,
something that seemed virtual-
ly impossible not long ago.

But many of us are also
keenly aware of the stark reali-
ties of history. As a teacher of
US history, these lessons come
up often in my class. One of
these realities is that there have
been just three African-Ameri-
can senators elected since Re-
construction. This is a sobering
reminder about the limits of
the political progress of Afri-
can-Americans.

Both history and reality
make us duty bound to be cau-
tious about limits to the Voting

Rights Act, an act meant to
guarantee equal protection un-
der the law. This is a guarantee
African-Americans may always
be seeking to fully achieve. We
are not prisoners to fears, but
are liberated by the truth which
sets us all free.

JULIAN KENNETH
BRAXTON
Roslindale

Progress aside, we
are duty bound to
beware limits to
Voting Rights Act

TWO ARTICLES in the July 4
edition highlight a fundamen-
tal flaw in the One Fund Boston
disbursement process. The
front-page story “Victim payout
method faulted” detailed fund
administrator Kenneth Fein-
berg’s focus on physical injury
and number of days in the hos-
pital in determining compensa-
tion for victims of the Boston
Marathon bombings. Issues of
a more psychological nature,
such as the traumatic brain in-
jury suffered by one spectator,
were ignored. The second arti-
cle, “An echoing of terror,”
which appeared on the Metro
front, described the devastating
symptoms of post-traumatic
stress disorder that persist in
many victims of and witnesses
to the bombing.

Why are PTSD symptoms
not considered worthy of com-
pensation by the One Fund? Is
it only because Feinberg’s expe-
dited formula isn’t nuanced
enough to handle psychological
injury? Are we still living in an
era when emotional pain is not
considered to be real?

The Metro article tells of a
psychologist who donates her
time to the Boston Area Trau-
ma Recovery Network. Why
not apportion some of the re-
maining money in the One

Fund to directly support this
kind of invaluable and neces-
sary work?

DR. ERIC LESKOWITZ
Needham

The writer is a psychiatrist.

One Fund process
fails in grasping
reality of
emotional pain

COLUMNIST LAWRENCE
Harmon criticizes Boston City
Councilor-at-Large John Con-
nolly for supporting Councilor
Charles C. Yancey’s $115 mil-
lion loan order to construct a
state-of-the-art high school in
Mattapan (“Connolly stumbles
in vote pursuit,” Op-ed, July 6).
Both councilors are mayoral
candidates. Harmon attacks
Yancey’s loan order by calling it
a “fantasy” and “cockamamy,”
and he accuses Connolly of
wooing the minority vote.

But the real story is the fact
that many Boston high school
students are taking courses in
substandard facilities without
gymnasiums, cafeterias, or sci-
ence laboratories; and that
most city councilors have con-
sistently voted against the loan
order, seemingly out of faithful-
ness to the Menino administra-
tion, which has failed to ac-
quire funding for the much-
needed school.

Harmon should instead be
skeptical of Connolly’s pre-cam-
paign opposition to the loan or-
der, and he should be skeptical
of the other councilors’ ratio-
nale for opposing it. Obviously,
a new state-of-the-art high
school would benefit Boston’s
future public high school stu-
dents.

KENNETH YARBROUGH
Chief information officer

Office of City Councilor
Charles Yancey

Boston

Attack on bid for
new high school is
a misfire

LANGUISHING IN A LINE OF CARS

WHILE READING your July 9
report of traffic jams of up to
eight hours for Cape Cod travel-
ers departing after the long In-
dependence Day weekend
(“Long escape from paradise,”
Page A1), two contradictory
thoughts occurred to me. The
Commonwealth advocates
tourism for the revenue it
brings to local businesses, yet

ignores modernizing and
streamlining the ancient path
needed to boost that objective.

Ignoring the problem will
not make it go away. This state
should be ashamed of its collec-
tive self.

LEONARD J. ZAVALICK
Holliston

Endless traffic
jams are no way
to boost tourism

LAST WEEK I was in San Fran-
cisco during the Bay Area Rap-
id Transit strike. I traveled

from the airport to the other
side of the Golden Gate Bridge.
The traffic was horrendous, but
it kept moving.

The reason? No gridlock.
None.

I’ve never seen a blocked in-
tersection in San Francisco. If
cars can’t get all the way
through an intersection, they
stop.

If we could adopt this prac-
tice in Boston, we could do a lot
better with traffic jams.

KATHLEEN LESLIE
Cambridge

A clearer path to
easing gridlock

MATTHEW J. LEE/GLOBE STAFF

Cape traffic was heavy at the base of the Sagamore Bridge Sunday.

Boston’s prosperity
depends on openness
to new possibilities.
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T
HE RACE to succeed Thomas
Menino as mayor is getting under-
way in a Boston that is steadily
banishing most of the demons of

its 20th-century history. The curse of the
Bambino is over. Whitey Bulger is on trial.
And Menino’s genuine commitment to in-
clusion has taken many of the ethnic and
racial antagonisms of the 1970s off the ta-
ble. Suddenly, a city that lost population for
decades after World War II is growing faster
than the state as a whole. In this hopeful
new environment, even a gruesome terror-
ist attack on the Boston Marathon, one of
the city’s signature public events, ended up
unifying rather than dividing the populace.

The candidates seeking to lead today’s
Boston ought to acknowledge how much it
differs from the city that
Menino inherited in 1993.
Each owes the voters an ac-
count of how he or she
would open Boston up to
the challenges and possi-
bilities of this next stage in
the city’s history — and let
go of the baggage of the last one.

In recent months, the Globe’s editorial
page has described a number of ways in
which standoffish civic attitudes make Bos-
ton seem forbidding to newcomers. The bi-
as against late-night commerce. A tendency
among established leaders to keep the re-
gion’s innovation economy at arm’s length.
Parking and square-footage requirements
that add to high housing prices. A baroque
liquor-licensing system that defeats would-
be restaurateurs and keeps neighborhood
business districts from thriving.

Each of these problems grew out of an
earlier era, when most changes looked like
threats. When all movement seemed to be
downward; when longtime residents were
fleeing by the hundreds of thousands; when
the city’s famous brownstones seemed des-
tined to become symbols of urban squalor
— these were reasons to distrust strangers
and to lock the doors tight.

Those conditions no longer apply. By failing
to acknowledge that the city has changed,
Boston risks walling out workers seeking a
lively, diverse, accommodating climate —
and the businesses that depend upon, and
are founded by, these workers. The next
mayor can set a new tone, because of the of-
fice’s influence over planning and licensing
matters, and also because of its broader role
as chief advocate for Boston on Beacon Hill
and in the public eye.

These issues call out for attention:
Encouraging late-night business. Even

before all the recent attention on tech work-
ers with 24-hour schedules, people in many
long-established occupations — late-shift
cops, medical residents, emergency-room
nurses — needed places to eat, shop, and
work out after the city rolls up its sidewalks
at night. But they’ve run up against the
view that nothing good happens after mid-
night — a view buttressed by memories of
the seedy Combat Zone, where crime and
prostitution once dominated. Public policy
should recognize how much those concerns
have abated, especially as gleaming residen-
tial buildings replace the Combat Zone.

Working through parking anxieties.
When Boston was hemorrhaging residents
to its suburbs, the city bent over backwards
to provide something suburbanites take for
granted: free, convenient parking. In addi-
tion to launching resident-only sticker pro-
grams for street parking in neighborhoods,
the city also required developers of new
housing to build spaces for cars. Yet mini-
mum-parking rules push up housing costs
significantly and squeeze out other ameni-
ties, such as outdoor space or extra storage,
that tenants might value more. The rules al-
so send an odd message: that Boston won’t
accept newcomers if they make it harder for
current residents to park for free.

These rules are being overtaken by

events. Once-utopian ideas like car- and
bike-sharing have become part of the local
transportation system. Even as the popula-
tion grows, the number of vehicles being
registered in the city keeps falling. Recog-
nizing all this, the Boston Redevelopment
Authority has wisely eased up on parking
requirements. Will the next mayor go fur-
ther, or reverse course amid criticism from
some neighborhood groups?

Using the market to make housing af-
fordable. In theory, minimum-square-foot-
age rules keep unscrupulous landlords from
keeping tenants in Dickensian squalor. In
practice, fears that smaller apartments will
turn into flophouses aren’t warranted, espe-
cially in a city where soaring housing costs
pose a far greater danger than urban blight.

Allowing smaller units on-
to the market cuts costs by
squeezing more units into
the same pricey lots.

Giving restaurants
room to thrive. Aspiring
restaurateurs set up shop
in Cambridge because an

artificial scarcity makes liquor licenses in
Boston outrageously expensive. Main
Streets in all but the wealthiest neighbor-
hoods lose energy as a result. An obvious
question for candidates is whether they
support City Councilor Ayanna Pressley’s ef-
fort to allow Boston, rather than the state
Legislature, to control the number of liquor
licenses in the city. It’s also crucial to under-
stand how much political capital a mayoral
candidate would invest in making that hap-
pen. Beacon Hill power brokers need to be
persuaded to give up their power to meddle
in city affairs. Pressley, who’s running for re-
election to the council, has made the issue a
personal crusade. Boston needs a mayor
who will do the same.

Reinventing civic life. In the 1960s,
when urban planning meant bulldozing
some parts of town and blasting highways
through others, Boston’s historic neighbor-
hoods had much to fear from grand
schemes from on high. The city learned
from that, and now gives neighbors and
neighborhood associations a strong voice in
decisions that might affect them.

But fending off ill-conceived planning
schemes is only a small part of what keeps a
neighborhood vital; filling it with a varied
mix of people, businesses, buildings, and at-
tractions is the bigger part. Yet in discus-
sions of business licenses, proposals for new
housing, and other ideas, neighbors often
wield their veto reflexively, and it’s easier
for authorities to say no to unusual propos-
als than to say yes. Weekday Licensing
Board meetings or early-evening planning
meetings don’t draw in the full range of
public opinion; would-be mayors should
seek out additional ways — from online fo-
rums to social media — to gather input
from a broader range of Bostonians.

To longtime Bostonianswho lived through
the city’s worst, a bright-eyed focus on mi-
cro-units and bike sharing and restaurant-
driven redevelopment might seem overly
idealistic — a distraction from the realities
of many neighborhoods. The city’s prob-
lems haven’t all disappeared; gang violence
holds some areas hostage, and the city still
struggles to upgrade its school system.

Even so, taking on all of those problems
is immensely easier because of Boston’s re-
vival over the last generation. The city
avoided the fate of hollowed-out Rust Belt
cities in large measure because of its re-
nowned hospitals and universities, which
flourished, and spun off new industries, as
Americans spent heavily on health care and
higher education. Yet especially as pres-
sures mount to cut costs in both of those
sectors, Boston’s prosperity depends on
openness to new possibilities. A core issue
of this mayoral race is how to make sure
Boston is a place where new residents, new
businesses, and new ideas can take root.

OPEN UP, BOSTON

Take note, mayoral hopefuls,
as burdens of history recede
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Letters to the Editor

DAN WASSERMAN

IN HIS June 30 column “Civil-
rights generation prisoner to its
fears” (Op-ed), Jeff Jacoby
made some broad generaliza-
tions about those of us who are
worried about the Supreme
Court’s decision in Shelby
County v. Holder.

As Jacoby noted, “For too
many blacks . . . the chains of
remembrance make it impossi-
ble to believe that the old racist
impulses aren’t still smolder-
ing, every ready to ignite.” The
civil rights generation and
those of us who are descen-
dants of that generation are
well aware of the racial prog-
ress in this country; all we have
to do is look to the election of
President Barack Obama,
something that seemed virtual-
ly impossible not long ago.

But many of us are also
keenly aware of the stark reali-
ties of history. As a teacher of
US history, these lessons come
up often in my class. One of
these realities is that there have
been just three African-Ameri-
can senators elected since Re-
construction. This is a sobering
reminder about the limits of
the political progress of Afri-
can-Americans.

Both history and reality
make us duty bound to be cau-
tious about limits to the Voting

Rights Act, an act meant to
guarantee equal protection un-
der the law. This is a guarantee
African-Americans may always
be seeking to fully achieve. We
are not prisoners to fears, but
are liberated by the truth which
sets us all free.

JULIAN KENNETH
BRAXTON
Roslindale

Progress aside, we
are duty bound to
beware limits to
Voting Rights Act

TWO ARTICLES in the July 4
edition highlight a fundamen-
tal flaw in the One Fund Boston
disbursement process. The
front-page story “Victim payout
method faulted” detailed fund
administrator Kenneth Fein-
berg’s focus on physical injury
and number of days in the hos-
pital in determining compensa-
tion for victims of the Boston
Marathon bombings. Issues of
a more psychological nature,
such as the traumatic brain in-
jury suffered by one spectator,
were ignored. The second arti-
cle, “An echoing of terror,”
which appeared on the Metro
front, described the devastating
symptoms of post-traumatic
stress disorder that persist in
many victims of and witnesses
to the bombing.

Why are PTSD symptoms
not considered worthy of com-
pensation by the One Fund? Is
it only because Feinberg’s expe-
dited formula isn’t nuanced
enough to handle psychological
injury? Are we still living in an
era when emotional pain is not
considered to be real?

The Metro article tells of a
psychologist who donates her
time to the Boston Area Trau-
ma Recovery Network. Why
not apportion some of the re-
maining money in the One

Fund to directly support this
kind of invaluable and neces-
sary work?

DR. ERIC LESKOWITZ
Needham

The writer is a psychiatrist.

One Fund process
fails in grasping
reality of
emotional pain

COLUMNIST LAWRENCE
Harmon criticizes Boston City
Councilor-at-Large John Con-
nolly for supporting Councilor
Charles C. Yancey’s $115 mil-
lion loan order to construct a
state-of-the-art high school in
Mattapan (“Connolly stumbles
in vote pursuit,” Op-ed, July 6).
Both councilors are mayoral
candidates. Harmon attacks
Yancey’s loan order by calling it
a “fantasy” and “cockamamy,”
and he accuses Connolly of
wooing the minority vote.

But the real story is the fact
that many Boston high school
students are taking courses in
substandard facilities without
gymnasiums, cafeterias, or sci-
ence laboratories; and that
most city councilors have con-
sistently voted against the loan
order, seemingly out of faithful-
ness to the Menino administra-
tion, which has failed to ac-
quire funding for the much-
needed school.

Harmon should instead be
skeptical of Connolly’s pre-cam-
paign opposition to the loan or-
der, and he should be skeptical
of the other councilors’ ratio-
nale for opposing it. Obviously,
a new state-of-the-art high
school would benefit Boston’s
future public high school stu-
dents.

KENNETH YARBROUGH
Chief information officer

Office of City Councilor
Charles Yancey

Boston

Attack on bid for
new high school is
a misfire

LANGUISHING IN A LINE OF CARS

WHILE READING your July 9
report of traffic jams of up to
eight hours for Cape Cod travel-
ers departing after the long In-
dependence Day weekend
(“Long escape from paradise,”
Page A1), two contradictory
thoughts occurred to me. The
Commonwealth advocates
tourism for the revenue it
brings to local businesses, yet

ignores modernizing and
streamlining the ancient path
needed to boost that objective.

Ignoring the problem will
not make it go away. This state
should be ashamed of its collec-
tive self.

LEONARD J. ZAVALICK
Holliston

Endless traffic
jams are no way
to boost tourism

LAST WEEK I was in San Fran-
cisco during the Bay Area Rap-
id Transit strike. I traveled

from the airport to the other
side of the Golden Gate Bridge.
The traffic was horrendous, but
it kept moving.

The reason? No gridlock.
None.

I’ve never seen a blocked in-
tersection in San Francisco. If
cars can’t get all the way
through an intersection, they
stop.

If we could adopt this prac-
tice in Boston, we could do a lot
better with traffic jams.

KATHLEEN LESLIE
Cambridge

A clearer path to
easing gridlock

MATTHEW J. LEE/GLOBE STAFF

Cape traffic was heavy at the base of the Sagamore Bridge Sunday.

Boston’s prosperity
depends on openness
to new possibilities.



Reinventing civic life. In the 1960s, when urban planning meant bulldozing some parts of town and 
blasting highways through others, Boston’s historic neighborhoods had much to fear from grand schemes from 
on high. The city learned from that, and now gives neighbors and neighborhood associations a strong voice in 
decisions that might affect them.

But fending off ill-conceived planning schemes is only a small part of what keeps a neighborhood vital; 
filling it with a varied mix of people, businesses, buildings, and attractions is the bigger part. Yet in discussions 
of business licenses, proposals for new housing, and other ideas, neighbors often wield their veto reflexively, 
and it’s easier for authorities to say no to unusual proposals than to say yes. Weekday Licensing Board meetings 
or early-evening planning meetings don’t draw in the full range of public opinion; would-be mayors should seek 
out additional ways — from online forums to social media — to gather input from a broader range of Bosto-
nians. 

To longtime Bostonians who lived through the city’s worst, a bright-eyed focus on micro-units and bike 
sharing and restaurant-driven redevelopment might seem overly idealistic — a distraction from the realities of 
many neighborhoods. The city’s problems haven’t all disappeared; gang violence holds some areas hostage, and 
the city still struggles to upgrade its school system. 

Even so, taking on all of those problems is immensely easier because of Boston’s revival over the last 
generation. The city avoided the fate of hollowed-out Rust Belt cities in large measure because of its renowned 
hospitals and universities, which flourished, and spun off new industries, as Americans spent heavily on health 
care and higher education. Yet especially as pressures mount to cut costs in both of those sectors, Boston’s pros-
perity depends on openness to new possibilities. A core issue of this mayoral race is how to make sure Boston is 
a place where new residents, new businesses, and new ideas can take root. 
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