
it’s a good idea, but does it need

to be in that location?

that is my reaction to

the plans to create a park

and build a YMCa exten-

sion building near the

shoppes of north Village.

st. joseph has one of the

best park systems of any

city in the country, and

they are tied together by

an awesome and historic

parkway system.  it is aug-

mented by the neglected

riverfront park (which needs work)

and the heritage park ball fields.

there is also Mitchell park, patee

park and France park.

st. joseph has grown substantially

toward the east since 1960, but the

amount of green space on the east

side of the city is sparse. 

there is green space—in campuses

and in a few other locations. one

green space is the Mark Youngdahl

Conservation area. But there is no

playground equipment there.  there

is a picnic table and shelter, howev-

er.

there is green space on the West-

ern reception Diagnostic and

Correctional Center, which is on the

grounds of the former state

hospital, which moved across

Frederick avenue to become

northwest Missouri psychiatric

rehabilitation Center.

there is green space at Missouri

Western state University. and there

is a walking trail near the

Missouri Department of

Conservation offices on the

north part of the campus. 

there is green space north

of heartland regional

Medical Center. But new

buildings continue to make

that area smaller. at one

time, there was a walking

trail, but that was wiped

out when the Cancer Center

was built.

there is a small playground  in the

middle of “the Zoo,” which is

north of st. paul lutheran Church.

that area was originally to be a

location for a school and is still

owned by the st. joseph school

District. again, there is no play-

ground equipment. 

there is a playground at hochman

park in the Deer park subdivision,

and there is some playground equip-

ment. 

a few years ago, there was a plan

for a major new recreation park

near st. joseph Christian school,

but that was defeated at the polls.

it is a long way from eastern st.

joseph to Krug park or hyde park.

even Bartlett park is a long dis-

tance away.

it seems to me that the City of st.

joseph needs to create some small

“pocket parks” in various areas in

the east and possibly north sides.

these could have some playground

equipment and a picnic table.

perhaps, with these, the creation of

a park near the shoppes would

make sense. 

perhaps, some parks could be

planned near creeks or in flood

plains. Maybe, a park could be

planned near the 102 River, where

another small riverfront could be

created. One such place may be at

the former Horseshoe Drive-In

Theatre. But don’t look for a park

in a floodplain to be open year-

round. 

a new park would make st. joseph

a better place to live, which is a

goal of all city residents. 

(Duane Thies is a long-time staff

writer for The Telegraph who recently

returned to our staff.)

even though i represented the

south side when i served on the

City Council, i always tried to look

at the “big picture.”

Most of the city’s recent growth

has been

to the east

and north-

east, so it

seems

right and

reasonable

that a park

is needed

in that

area. We

have

large parks in the city’s north, south

and central areas.

i had the benefit of reading

Duane’s column before writing

mine.  he makes some good points.

one he did not make was that the

st. joseph school District still has

long-range plans for a new school

in the northeast part of the city.

they have a playground and an ath-

letic field included in those plans. 

i have to agree with eastside resi-

dent and Telegraph writer Duane

thies, it seems like a location could

be found a little closer to the middle

of the east side--like somewhere in

the vicinity of Frederick Blvd.  

Maybe he is on to something by

suggesting a 102 river-front park.
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intentions to refurbish a derelict

building two and a half city blocks

away from the new York trade tower

site (commonly called

“ground zero”) have pro-

duced a telling array of

responses, some measured,

some less so. objections

(including cries of out-

rage) were predictable.

More remarkable, howev-

er, have been public state-

ments of support coming

from sources as varied as

local religious leaders

(including one Bishop and

at least one prominent rabbi), first

responders who survived the destruc-

tion, victim’s family members, and

politicians (including the Mayor, the

district Congressional representative

and, most remarkably, libertarian

ron paul).

some objections have focused on

the erroneous belief that the building

is to serve solely as a mosque, and this

is seen as an insult to Christians and

jews who were killed nearby.

skipping for a moment the problem of

defining what counts as “nearby,” this

objection overlooks the fact that large

numbers of Muslims (about 300 of

them) were also killed in those build-

ings, along with some number of

hindus, Buddhists, non-believers, and

others. nobody has a corner on grief,

anger, and loss in such terrible cir-

cumstances, and nobody should claim

one. that is an affront to humanity,

and beneath decency per se.

the project leader, imam Feisal

abdul rauf, has stated that the build-

ing is meant to serve as a cultural cen-

ter and a way to show that the hijack-

ers responsible for the chaos are nei-

ther typical nor representa-

tive of islam. there are plans

for a prayer room, but the

building will not be a

mosque in either appearance

or function. this, however,

only fuels the paranoid fires

of conspiracy theorist’s

imaginations and the bot-

tomless pit appetites of polit-

ical opportunists who feed

on fear, suspicion, anger, and

prejudice. they apparently

believe that imam rauf intends to

provide a “secret” recruiting place for

al Quida where evil anti-american

plotters can gather to gloat over their

suicidal success, and they ignore the

facts that rauf has a long history as an

official U.s. diplomatic representative

to the Mid-east and an even longer

history working with the FBi in

counter-terrorism.

opponents also ignore that pesky

distance problem, and everything it

implies. there are genuine fanatics

(like demagogic radio propagandist

Bryan Fischer or the almost laughably

histrionic pamela geller) who would

ban all new Mosque construction in

the U.s. and seem to be a short step

away from proposing concentration

camps or deportation for anybody

who is Muslim or who expresses any

tolerance for Muslims. these same

characters, however, would have

nothing to say about erecting a

roman Catholic Cathedral within two

and a half city blocks of the Murrow

Building site in oklahoma City.

timothy McVeigh, author of the other

most successful terrorist attack on

american citizens, was raised back

east, you know… as a roman

Catholic. is “what’s good for the

goose good for the gander?” not if

you’re a fear-mongering opportunist

willing to sacrifice every iota of rea-

son, compassion, and decency in

order to play on other people’s raw

emotions, get your face in the news,

and maybe score a few tawdry politi-

cal points. For people like Fischer and

geller, “far enough away” is

“nowhere” and nothing will satisfy

them until the entire world conforms

itself to their image: a really unset-

tling thought.

there are problems with the site

that ought to be carefully considered.

st. nicholas greek orthodox Church

was just across from the towers, and

is having difficulty obtaining permis-

sion from the nY port authority to

rebuild (despite a long history in the

spot). in the matter of “appropriate-

ness,” it has already been noted that

bars and strip clubs operate much

closer than the proposed islamic cul-

ture center, but the primary insult has

hardly been mentioned: plans for a

55,000 foot shopping mall and trans-

portation hub under the tower sites in

the very ground itself. if that doesn’t

count as a sacrilege, it’s hard to know

what would.

so the questions boil down to these:

is it legal and ethically proper to have

an islamic culture center two and a

half blocks away from “ground zero?”

Yes. is it wise? given that national

opinion runs about 70% against it and

the definitive purpose of the center is

“bridge building,” probably not. time

will erode much of the negative senti-

ment (though tribalist fanatics will

always be quick to pour fuel on the

fires of suspicion and bigotry if it

serves their purpose), but there may

be an interim solution. What if,

instead of an islamic cultural center

alone, one or two other adjacent

derelict buildings were to be convert-

ed to cultural centers dedicated to

judaism and Christianity? With islam,

these are the abrahamic religions (all

trace their roots to abraham) and each

could demonstrate by cooperating in a

joint effort a real dedication to under-

standing, unity, and compassion

rather than suspicion, division, and

enmity. any way you take it, it’s a

nice idea.

in fact, it’s probably too nice. it’s

idealistic and makes far too much

sense for anybody who prefers to

operate mostly on emotions (and

heightened emotions at that). it would

never appeal conspiracy theorists

(who would only see it as another

conspiracy) or to political oppor-

tunists (who never miss a chance to

keep things stirred up because an

angry, stirred-up electorate is easier to

hoodwink). it wouldn’t appeal to reli-

gious fanatics either; the “true believ-

ers” who think (their version) of the

Deity sits up nights to admire them.

For the rest of us, however, it has pos-

sibilities, and is at least worth think-

ing about.
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