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Travel Corner
by Peter Shattuck

As advancing age and a declining economy combine to limit 
our travel possibilities, Elizabeth and I have the compensating plea-
sure of recalling special moments in our previous wanderings. More 
specifi cally, we have been thinking about the entirely unexpected, 
those serendipitous moments that appeared nowhere in the printed 
itinerary. Let me share a few examples.

In 1988, we spent a wonderful week in London. From our hotel 
room, we could see into the windows of the Conservatives’ Carlton 
Club, where most of the time nothing happened. One Saturday 
evening things got lively. Th ere, around a long oval table, sat 50 or 
60 suited men – and one woman, the center of all eyes. We giggled 
as we watched them until, as in a silent movie, they all rose, linked 
elbows, and under Margaret Th atcher’s direction, swayed back and 
forth, singing lustily, just as in their public school days. It seemed a 
perfect caricature of all we had ever heard about the British upper 
classes. 

On the other side of the world, in 2005, we found ourselves in 
Broome, on the far west coast of Australia. Th e day after our arrival 
we learned that Anzac Day, commemorating Australia’s role in 
World War I and the slaughter at Gallipoli, would be observed at 
the fairgrounds starting at dawn. We shared a ride on a small van 
with three Australians, one of whom insisted on giving us a drink 
from his bottle of dark rum: “My father told me always to share this 
on Anzac Day.” Th e whole town was there: no one from WWI, but 
in the parade marched veterans of WWII and Vietnam, current 
servicemen, children wearing their grandfathers’ medals, nurses, 
and teachers, while a scratchy sound system repeated the “Colonel 
Bogey March.” An Anglican priest prayed, ending with the heart-
breaking line, “At the going down of the sun, and in the morning, 
we will remember them.” Gallipoli wasn’t our fi ght, but our eyes 
were no drier than were the Australians’.

One fi nal example: In 1998, with Dick and Gay Kornweibel 
and David and Linda Martin, we visited South Africa, under the 
superb guidance of Bob Bess. David Ghola, the Xhosa develop-
ment offi  cer at the University of Port Elizabeth, escorted us into 
the adjacent African township. He and his wife served us tea and 
explained his initiatives with children. Later, David took us to his 
church for an afternoon of singing competition; we were escorted 
ceremoniously to front row seats. To a congregation of 500, chorus 
after chorus sang gloriously. Ranging in number from 20 to a 100, 
the groups each sang three songs – one classical, one traditional, 
and one of their choice – all with incredible energy and discipline. 
At intermission, Bob and David introduced each of us, and the 
congregation applauded vigorously. Never before had I felt like a 
movie star. Afterwards, the congregants crowded forward to shake 
our hands, and children clutched at our clothes for attention. As we 
drove away, someone said, ”How could anyone have thought that 
they could keep these people down.”

We hope there will be more travel and more memories. But 
at least, to paraphrase Humphrey Bogart, “We’ll always have 
Broome”!

In Memoriam
John C. Egan, Communication Studies, 2009
Carol Eberhart, Foreign Languages, Februrary 11, 2009
Dolores Combs, Hornet Foundation, February 10, 2009
Audrey M. Johnson, Student Financial Services Center, January 29, 2009
John Cox, Business Administration, January 3, 2009
Joseph J. Kotrlik, Jr., Teacher Education, December 16, 2008
Lester H. Gabriel, Civil Engineering, December 7, 2008
Michael Ballard-Rose, Teacher Education, October 23, 2008
Sheila M. Deaner, Testing Center, October 9, 2008
Herbert H. Harrison, Music, September 20, 2008
Evelyn R. Lyser, Social Work, August 19, 2008

for further details, please check our website:
www.csus.edu/org/emeritus

Free Campus and Emeritus 
Association Services

by Steve Gregorich, 
SilverLink Sitemaster

We have added a new page to our 
SilverLink website titled “Get Con-
nected.” It provides faculty and staff  
retirees with detailed directions for 
acquiring or re-establishing services 
available from the campus and from 

our Association. It is not required that you be an Emeritus As-
sociation member to qualify for these privileges.

For instance, many of you probably no longer have a 
SacLink account. Back when you retired, campus e-mail service 
from off -campus left much to be desired, so you acquired some 
other service for e-mail and did not use your SacLink account 
for more than a year. After one year the campus deactivates 
accounts that are not used.

But today the campus e-mail service is very much im-
proved. It is no longer “dial up,” so that you will not incur any 
long distance phone charges. You can access your reactivated 
SacLink account directly from the internet. Th ere are several 
more important benefi ts. You can learn all about the benefi ts 
and how to reactivate your SacLink account on the “Get Con-
nected” page.

Th e “Get Connected” page explains many more things – 
how to get a CSUS One-Card, for instance, or how to get a free 
copy of the last campus phone directory that will be printed. 
Type the following address into the address line of your browser 
to go to our SilverLink website:

http://www.csus.edu/org/emeritus/
When you get to the home page, click on any of the choices 

on the left that are under the title “Re-Connect.”
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Obama’s House  
by David Covin (Government)

President Barack Obama has a lot to teach black people of 
my generation. He does not see the world as we do. Karl Man-
nheim told us almost a century ago visionary leaders see the 
world in terms of its possibilities. We saw the world in terms 
of its possibilities for our times. Obama sees it in terms of pos-
sibilities for his. 

We were born and raised in a Jim Crow world, a world 
where the black middle class was less than 10 percent of our 
population, where we – and everybody else – knew our place 
in it. Obama was not. When he looks at the world, he sees 
doors that need to be opened. When we looked at the world, 
the doors did not exist. His expanded vision consists of creat-
ing a whole new architecture – without doors or even rooms 
– a national structure with illimitable possibilities for everyone 
under the roof. But Obama’s house is not new. It is inhabited. 
It must be remodeled with the residents inside. Some are in 
choice spots – next to a window with a view, in front of a 
fireplace. Others occupy less favorable quarters, next to a gar-
bage can, the attic, the basement. We old fogies have an acute 
perspective about this set of conditions. While we do not have 
the power of Obama’s vision, we do have a deft appreciation 
for the obstacles that stand in its way, and some of the means 
that might remove them. 

We must sound one caution above all others – clearly, 
emphatically, and incessantly. All black leaders and the black 
population at large will be under tremendous and relentless 
pressure to throw up our hands and shout “Hallelujah,” to 
declare that we have reached the promised land, crossed over 
into campground, and lay our burden down. It ain’t so. 

The 2008 election was about the directions the white 
electorate wanted to take the country. The black candidate 
represented the presidential party out of power in a country in 
the midst of a catastrophe growing more desperate by the day, 
and the white candidate represented the party which led the 
country into the abyss. The black candidate, by the standards 
of meritocracy, widely proclaimed as de rigeur for filling the 
highest offices, outshone his white counterpart by orders of 
magnitude. The white candidate was also close to entering 
his dotage, as proved by his choice for a running mate. If 
under those circumstances the overwhelming majority of the 
electorate could not vote for a black candidate, then clearly the 
election was about race, or so it would seem.

That, however, is an illusion. The majority of white voters 
have not voted for the Democratic Party since 1964. Even that 
was primarily the result of the Kennedy assassination. Before 
1964, the last time a majority of whites had voted for the 
Democrats had been in 1948. But over the last four decades 
white voters have made a startling revelation. Through the 
election of a black governor in Virginia, two black senators 
in Illinois, black people elected to statewide offices across the 
country – all in white majority jurisdictions – white people 
have learned that office holders of African descent can and do 
represent white interests every bit as well as white office hold-

(Post-Racialism? cont. page 6)

ers. Nowhere was that made plainer than the Illinois Senatori-
al election in 2004 when the Republican party chose the black 
Republican, Alan Keyes, to run against the black Democrat, 
Barack Obama.

The general election of 2008 underscored the same point. 
In the primary, because black voters are the largest single block 
of Democratic voters and the foundation of the party’s base, 
Obama could not stray too far from that base. But even before 
the primaries were over, Obama signaled what this election 
– as all national elections in the U.S. – was really about. He 
disavowed the minister who had married him and christened 
his children. He supported continuing oppressive government 
infringements upon civil liberties, he tuned down his propos-
als for withdrawing from Iraq. He came out in favor of the 
death penalty. The more Hillary gained on him, the faster and 
further he ran from black people. By the general election cam-
paign, black people had vanished from the Obama agenda. 
The reason was simple. Obama wanted to win. To do that, he 
had to prove to white people he could represent them just as 
well and faithfully as all the other black people who had been 
elected by white constituents since the 1970s.

Obama’s strategy is to develop the national capacity to 
remodel the house so that people can move about freely 
within it. That is an element we old geezers have failed either 
to visualize or realize. Nevertheless, we must be like the old 
Greek choruses and remind him that despite winning the 
election by more than seven million votes, he still did not get a 
majority of the white votes – and that tells us something about 
the residents of the house. We must remind him that when 
unemployment rates go up, they go up twice as fast for us. We 
must remind him that proportionately more of us are home-
less, without medical care, and incarcerated than anybody else. 
Proportionately, our children suffer more from infant mortal-
ity, dismal educations, and shorter life spans.

Finally, we must use the opportunity President Obama and 
his conception of the world have given us. Not every historical 
period is propitious for organizing, mobilizing, and effective 
political action. This one is. Nevertheless, not everybody will 
have a free pass to better quarters. If we want every person to 
have the best chance possible, those of us who are best situ-
ated must become architects ourselves, plumbers, carpenters, 
electricians, and day laborers at work to construct within this 
house spaces and opportunities specifically for the marginal-
ized. Because unless we lay our own minds, hearts, and hands 
to it, the national political edifice will always be the construct 
of the privileged, no matter what the architect or crew chief 
looks like.

Post-Racialism?  
by Tom Kando (Sociology)

Jan. 19, 2009: Today is Martin Luther King, Jr. Day. Last 
night, we saw the incredibly uplifting concert held at the Lincoln 
Memorial in celebration of Obama’s upcoming presidency.

Today many comments about it appear in the media. Let 
me focus on two in the Sacramento Bee: One by my colleague 
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Tim Fong, professor of Ethnic Studies at Cal State, and 
another by columnist Dan Walters. These two articles 
highlight both a frequent mistake and a correct observation 
about race at this time:

(1) Fong re-iterates the oft-heard truth that while 
Obama’s election is a great step forward, we are still not out 
of the woods as far as race relations are concerned. He then 
proceeds to point out that a majority of white Americans 
voted for McCain, not for Obama.

This oft heard statement is problematic. The obvious 
implication is that most whites are still racists. But by this 
measure, blacks appear to be more fixated on race than 
whites, since a far higher percentage of blacks voted the race 
line, i.e. for Obama. Fong also reminds us of continued ra-
cial economic inequality. Whites are better off than blacks 
– another indication of lingering racism. Yes. But Japanese 
and Chinese Americans make even more than whites. This 
is inconvenient for the facile and simplistic dichotomy that 
places whites on the side of privilege and all others on the 
side of victimization.

(2) Dan Walters, on the other hand, reminds us that it 
was indeed the great influx of minority voters which helped 
California pass the anti-gay Proposition. Sorry folks, if 
Obama had not motivated an extra 600,000 blacks and 
Hispanics to go to the polls in November, Prop 8 would 
have been defeated. But you see, here again, the liberals 

stick to their knee-jerk binary thinking: There are only two 
groups: (a) Good people, i.e. minorities, gays, women, etc.; 
and (b) bad people, i.e. whites, especially white heterosexual 
men. So the fact that African-Americans and Hispanics 
were more anti-gay than the rest of the electorate creates 
great cognitive dissonance in liberals. Anyone who even 
states this fact – as Dan Walters bravely does – is called a 
racist. 

The post-racial era is what we are all eagerly anticipat-
ing, and Obama’s election is a huge step in that direction. 
What is required, however, is a de-emphasis on race, not a 
continued emphasis upon it. And in that regard, I am afraid 
that liberals are as guilty as conservatives.

Now don’t misunderstand me: I would be very insensi-
tive if I were to deny African-Americans the well-deserved 
and long-overdue celebration of the first black President. 
Ethnic (and gender and other demographic) identification is 
legitimate. Heck, I have been joking to my wife about how 
proud I am that Peter Orszag (a fellow-Hungarian) is going 
to be Obama’s director of OMB. It is eminently appropriate 
right now for African-Americans to be festive and to cel-
ebrate the election of the first African-American President.

But then, we need to move on: I voted for Obama not 
because of his ethnicity, but because he seems to be mag-
nificently qualified for the presidency at this time of great 
trouble.

Post-Racialism? continued


