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As the media haven’t had the President to focus on since the end of the impeachment trial, it appears discussion of the possible Y2K problem is the designated replacement to fill space and time.  Media need a potentially catastrophic happening to keep their audience interested.  While Y2K won’t provide the titillating details of the Lewinsky episode, it can invoke the potential of life threatening happenings (events) that could effect any of us.





During this year the public will be separated into three categories, those who believe the Y2K problem could mean the end of civilization as we know it, those who believe it isn’t a serious problem, and those who couldn’t care less.  This latter category will be ignored for the remainder of this column.





I thought to make the year a little more interesting, it would be good to have the members of the first two groups, whom I’ll designate as the Worriers and the Ho Humers, identify themselves. Chris, the portion in italics can be cut.  However it does have the potential of giving you a periodic Y2K piece for the paper.  If you use it, please remove the italics.  This could be done by writing to this paper and declaring your affiliation.  (Those who declare before July 1st will be given more status than those who wait until later in the year when the outcome may be more predictable.)  The idea is this: some type of get together might be arranged during the first week of 2000 wherein those whose view prevailed would be treated to a symbolic eating of crow by those who were in error.





This isn’t really that simple however.  There will have to be meetings over food and drink during the year to agree on how Y2K disasters will be identified.  Must a disaster be worldwide, nationwide, statewide or just a local event before the Worriers can claim victory?  Will a single disaster qualify as a win or lose indicator?  What qualifies as a Y2K disaster, (would a New Years flood or an airline strike count)?





As you can see, the devil is in the details.





While this all sounds like fun and games, could there be a genuine benefit from such a happening?  I think so.  Those who have publicly declared they worry about things not normally involved in their everyday lives would either have such postures vindicated or perhaps learn to loosen up a little bit.  Conversely, those who worry about nothing until after it happens might learn the lesson that sometimes it’s good to worry.  Of course I would expect the Worriers to participate more than the Ho Humers.  The Ho Humers are only slightly removed from those who couldn’t care less and therefore might not be able to work up much interest in participating in this Y2K project.





But even this is a lesson in itself.  Those who worry about something that they don’t want to happen, happening, are more likely to take some type of preventative action.  Our local concerns about flooding, open space, transportation have been given prominence because of the Worriers.  And solutions have been implemented because of the Worriers.  So, as much as  Ho Humers sometimes don’t like the solutions that are implemented, it’s often because none of them were there to offer an alternate solution.





Perhaps if during the year the Worrie
