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Many times, the conflicts in life are simply because the people, factions, players involved are addressing the problem with very different degrees of seriousness. It can be frustrating if something you think is important is treated as a minor matter by someone else.  Or if something you feel contains many subtle differences or inferences is treated as a black and white issue by the other person.





This usually results in the more serious person resenting or looking down on the other.  It can easily be considered an insult if others don’t think your interests are all that important.  This usually increases the animosity between the participants.





 After it’s over, people seldom revisit the issue to decide whether or not it was even important.  Does anyone remember that Christo’s fence was supposed to be an environmental disaster?  One year after it was taken down there wasn’t a sign of it from the ground or the air.





Remember Warms Spring dam?  It was supposed to cause the county to become San Jose north.  Building the new hospital on the east side of town was a big issue at the time.  The Factory Outlet was going to cause traffic jams on Payran and Petaluma Blvd.  The auto mall is looking better all the time with only the same one BIG sign despite all the additional auto dealerships.  And years from now, people will be wondering what the big flap on Lafferty was all about.





Lafferty is a good example, an extreme example, of how serious some participants can get.  Everything the Council did for two years was evaluated relative to Lafferty.  Even though the Council voted unanimously on numerous other civic actions, they were referred to as the Minority and the Majority.   Like chess, even when the game is over, the players and their moves are still discussed by some ad infinitum.





Think about some other issues from abortion to Bosnia to gun control to capital gains to widening 101 to the headwaters forest.  For many people these were/are ho hum issues. For others, the resolution of one of these issues is of world stopping importance.  What is the difference in how we hear about the issue?





We usually hear only from those for whom the issue is important.  They write letters, speak before legislative bodies, circulate petitions, take out advertisements supporting their position, have bumper stickers, etc.  Their pronouncements are quoted, their boycotts and picket lines shown on the evening news, and  their leaders interviewed.





Those who don’t care one way or the other are not only silent, but invisible.  You can’t sell many newspapers or keep people tuned to your station’s evening news by reporting, “Most people don’t care one way or the other about this subject”.  Reporting, like fiction, relies on the conflict between opposing interests to capture our interest.  It’s difficult to make a story out of non-interest.





 On most of the issues reported in the press, it’s easy to overlook that the reports only apply to those who have an interest in the issue.  The media hardly ever tells you that most people don’t care at all how an issue is resolved. 





Do you have much or little interest in some of the headline issues?  Keep this in mind if you get into any discussion about policy issues.  It might make it much easier to understand the other person’s actions.


    


A good saying to remember is, “It’s not as important to be serious about things as it is to be serious about important things.”


   


