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affiliations that would place your opinion in context. the full letter policy and additional 
letters are available at LOwELLSuN.COM

Email: letters@lowellsun.com
(Please do not include any attachments)
fax: 978-970-4600
phone: 978-458-7100

facebook: Leave comments at 
www.faCEBOOK.COM/SOCaLOpiNiON
twitter: Follow or send tweets to 
@LOwELLSuNNEwS

By Jay linnehan

We need to talk about hous-
ing — specifically concerning 
our senior neighbors.

For 25 years, the goal of the 
Greater Lowell Community 
Foundation has been to im-
prove the quality of life for the 
people in the 21 communities 
we serve. Be it food insecurity, 
access to mental health care, or 
support for refugees — we are 
committed to helping our com-
munity partners do all they can 
to support our most vulnerable 
populations.

Access to housing that is safe 
and affordable is a fundamen-
tal human right. Unfortunately, 

many in our community are 
struggling due to the pandem-
ic. Many living on the margins 
are now wondering where they 
will be laying their head at 
night. This includes our aging 
residents who have done so 
much to contribute to Greater 
Lowell.

The increasing cost of rent, 
combined with record inflation 
and fuel cost, make those on a 
fixed income particularly vul-
nerable to housing insecurity 
and at risk of becoming home-
less.

According to the Joint Center 
for Housing Studies of Harvard 
University, one in every 
two rent-burdened senior 

households spends more than 
50% of their income on hous-
ing. When you’re spending 
more than half your limited in-
come on rent, there’s not a lot 
of room for rising food costs, 
increases in heating fuel, or any 
emergency.

Our seniors deserve to know 
that the housing they need is 
available. The number of se-
niors deemed “low income” is 
growing in our region, but the 
affordable housing supply isn’t. 
Shockingly, only about a third 
of the seniors who qualify for 
subsidized housing can access 
it. As housing becomes less af-
fordable, we see people finding 
themselves homeless for the 

first time.
Across the nation, the num-

ber of older adults in homeless-
ness has increased by more 
than 10% in the last 15 years. 
This number is expected to 
continue to grow.

When researchers at Boston 
University looked at the expect-
ed costs of providing for home-
less seniors the number was 
shocking. It costs some $5 bil-
lion per year to provide shelter, 
health and related services. 
This is the cost of maintaining 
the status quo. Various esti-
mates indicate that it costs 
about half as much to build 
supportive housing — a place 
where these seniors can call 

home.
We need to talk about hous-

ing. We need to talk about 
building 300 housing units in 
Greater Lowell. Community 
Teamwork Inc., The Lowell 
Plan, the Greater Lowell Cham-
ber of Commerce, and GLCF 
have begun to initiate this plan. 
We need the collective will and 
support of our community to 
accomplish this very important 
goal: more homes.

We need your help, please 
email  talkabouthousing@com-
mteam.org.

            Jay Linnehan is president and 
CEO of the Greater Lowell 
Community Foundation.         

Let’s solve elderly and housing insecurity in Greater Lowell

That’s the shocking news 
city councilors received last 
week. According to a report 
prepared by Suffolk Con-
struction Project Executive 
Rex Radloff, the price of 
steel, curtainwall and dry-
wall had risen significantly. 
On average, steel is up 139%, 
curtainwall 38% and drywall 
24%. He said the cost in-
creases became apparent 
when Suffolk started bidding 
for phases two through four 
on the project.

When Radloff was before 
the council last Tuesday, the 
overrun was thought to be at 
least $29.7 million. Both fig-
ures contradict what Radloff 
said in January, when he as-
sured the project was on 
time and on budget.

The project included a $26 
million contingency for cost 
estimating and escalation. 
Radloff indicated $24 million 
of that sum had been used, 
which he attributed to vola-
tility in the marketplace, 
brought on by COVID-19.

So why wasn’t the city ap-
prised of this situation earli-
er, instead of being blind-sid-
ed just a week ago?

To account for the market 
changes, Radloff proposed 
changing the project’s loan 
order to $381,967,231 from 
the original construction-
contingency price tag of 
$343,399,220, which council-
ors will consider this eve-
ning.

No one — especially resi-
dents — wants to see this ex-
tra burden put on the city’s 
taxpayers. They’re already on 
the hook for about $133 mil-
lion. 

However, there’s currently 
no other alternative.

City Manager Eileen Dono-
ghue explained that once the 
Massachusetts School Build-
ing Authority bonds its por-
tion of a project, it won’t allo-
cate an additional amount.

Donoghue said that’s to 
prevent a community from 
making significant changes 
to a project after the fact.

That isn’t the case here.
On the contrary, Dono-

ghue contends the LHS proj-
ect has already initiated 
about $2 million of value en-
gineering — cost-reduction 
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Editorial

By Cynthia M. Allen

Like most Americans, I’ve 
spent the last few weeks con-
templating the implications of 
Russia’s unprovoked invasion 
of Ukraine, including those 
that extend beyond ever-in-
creasing gasoline prices and 
grocery bills.

As I was explaining to my in-
quisitive 6-year-old, war is, sad-
ly, a perennial state of human 
existence.

This isn’t the first war of her 
lifetime, and no matter how 
much we strive for peace 
throughout the world, it won’t 
be the last.

But unlike the wars of the re-
cent past — even those in 
which U.S. troops were commit-
ted — the fight in Ukraine feels 
closer to home.

The images and stories of or-
dinary men taking up arms, of 
women constructing Molotov 
cocktails in their town squares 
and of families resolutely hun-
kering down in defense of their 
nation are as terrifying as they 
are compelling.

They are hopeful, too.
They remind us that when 

their culture, freedoms and 
way of life are under assault, 
many people will risk and even 
lose their own lives to ensure 
their long-term survival.

What would we do in such 
circumstances? A recent Quin-
nipiac University poll posed 
that same question to Ameri-
cans: Would you stay and fight 
or leave the country?

A bare majority, 55%, said 
they would stay and fight, 
while 38% said they would 
leave.

“When confronted with a ter-
rible hypothetical that would 

put them in the shoes of the 
Ukrainians, Americans say they 
would stand and fight rather 
than seek safety in another 
country,” said Quinnipiac poll-
ing analyst Tim Malloy.

That’s one way to spin it, I 
guess.

For me, the fact that just un-
der half of my friends and 
neighbors would hypothetically 
abandon their homeland and 
all it stands for in the face of a 
foreign invader is less than en-
couraging.

Many people don’t even seem 
to have hypothetical patrio-
tism, let alone fortitude.

Further disheartening is that 
the youngest Americans, those 
ages 18-34 and most physically 
capable, were even less likely to 
stay and fight. Only 45% said 
they would remain, while 48% 
would flee.

Comparatively, two-thirds of 
the 50-to-64-year-old cohort 
said they would remain.

That’s not wholly surprising 
given that so much of the re-
cent discontentment with 
America is concentrated among 
the youth.

Equally unsurprising is that 
political differences also play a 
role in willingness to defend 
our nation.

Republicans (68%-25%) and 
independents (57%-36%) said 
they would stay and fight, while 
Democrats said, 52%-40%, that 
they would leave the country.

That seems consistent with 
our political divide. Many peo-
ple on the left find America, be-
cause of its historical failures 
and present-day inadequacies, 
unworthy of our defense.

But there are elements of 
that thinking on the political 
right now, too.

For all the chest-thumping of 
the Make America Great Again 
right, a surprising number of 
people believe that the U.S. — 
much like Ukraine — has 
brought destruction upon itself 
and any attack would be wholly 
warranted if not deserved.

I don’t disagree that we are a 
decadent society — one that has 
generally enjoyed so much free-
dom for so long that we have 
sometimes lost all perspective.

To wit, I received a promo-
tional email last week from a 
children’s clothier, explaining 
that, in an effort to defend the 
children of the world from on-
going “violence and discrimina-
tion,” it would donate equal 
amounts to a domestic LGTBQ 
nonprofit and an international 
aid organization.

As if transgender policies in 
Texas and Florida (even if one 
believe them to be misguided) 
are the moral equivalent of 
deadly rocket attacks on a chil-
dren’s hospital in Ukraine.

They are not.
America, in spite of its short-

comings and failures, is worth 
defending.

Our highest ideals — liberty, 
equality and democracy — 
would never be truly achieved 
if we were to turn and run from 
an invader.

While I have no delusions 
about my ability to fight, if we 
ever faced an existential crisis 
like the people of Ukraine now 
face, I would choose to stay. I 
hope more of us would do the 
same.

            Cynthia M. Allen is a columnist 
for the Fort Worth Star-
Telegram. Readers may send her 
email at cmallen@star-
telegram.com.        

Would Americans fight for their 
homeland like Ukrainians? No
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State should 
fund LHS 
cost overrun

changes. 
Any further cuts would im-

pact the educational experi-
ence for students — not al-
lowed under MSBA rules.

Meanwhile, Councilor 
Corey Robinson has further 
cost concerns because the 
project so far has consisted 
of just new construction — 
erecting the school’s gymna-
sium. Phases two through 
four are renovations to the 
existing edifice, which dates 
back to 1922.

“When you’re talking 
about renovations to old 
structures and facilities, you 
never know 100% what’s be-
hind those walls,” Robinson 
said.

The city was told during 
the divisive debate over the 
high school’s fate that in-
spections of the existing 
structure didn’t find any is-
sues that would complicate 
its makeover.  

But that won’t be known 
until workers know what’s 
exactly behind those walls.

We understand the frus-
trations voiced by councilors 
— notably Erik Gitschier and 
Dan Rourke — about the ap-
parent lack of oversight exer-
cised and lack of transparen-
cy shown by Suffolk, but it’s 
time to address the issue at 
hand — how to fill a $38.5 
million hole.

We agree with the city 
manager that using ARPA 
funds — awarded to commu-
nities to help offset COVID-
19’s economic impacts — 
should apply in cases of soar-
ing pandemic-caused con-
struction costs.

But at this point, she’s 
been advised that only $2 
million from that source can 
be used.

We believe state funding’s 
the ultimate answer to Low-
ell’s problem, and that the 
city’s State House delegation 
— led by Rep. Tom Golden, 
D-Lowell, its dean and Low-
ell’s presumptive next city 
manager — should make that 
case on Beacon Hill.

As part of House Speaker 
Ronald Mariano’s leadership 
team, securing this funding 
would be a demonstrative 
show of Golden’s legislative 
clout.

The vast majority of Lowell High School’s 
multimillion renovation still lies ahead, 
but that project has already been saddled 
with a $38.5 million cost overrun.
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