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Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion,
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of
speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to
assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of
grievances.

— First Amendment to the U.S. ConstitutionOPINION
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Michigan’s gaming regulators and
a large number of Michigan
charities are squared off over

proposed changes in the rules that gov-
ern gambling events that provide funds
for hundreds of community groups
across the state. Compromise is in order.

Members of hundreds of civic clubs
across the state are alarmed at tough
regulations they say will seriously di-
minish their revenue for good works. In
Holt, it means the local Lions Club may
have trouble keeping its pledge to sup-
port a scholarship fund. In Grand Ledge,
the Lions Club worries about its ability
to fund free eye exams and glasses or to
build wheelchair ramps for those in
need.

Charitable gambling started with bin-
go in 1972 and expanded to “millionnaire
parties” that included poker in 1979.
Now state officials say it has catapulted
in to an enormous business — $197 mil-
lion in 2011— and is showing increased
signs of corruption. Gov. Rick Snyder’s
legal counsel told a legislative hearing

companies that contract to run gambling
events for charities. The proposed
changes include limiting the companies’
payment to a fixed fee rather than per-
centage of profits and limiting location
rental to $250 per day. The new rules
also require charities to have more vol-
unteers present at gambling events and
to take a direct role in enforcing rules.

Charities depend on gambling income,
but citizens also rely on charities to
make sure the events are more charita-
ble than not. Consider: Most reasonable
people who make a donation during a
telemarketing call from a charity are
disappointed if they learn that only pen-
nies on the dollar go to the charity. State
officials and charities both have a vested
interest in making sure that doesn’t hap-
pen with charitable gambling.

Still, regulators must be reasonable
about what they expect of charities. The
groups must become partners in protect-
ing the charities’ good names and the
funding that supports their good works.

An LSJ editorial

last month: “Charitable poker began as a
good cause ... and has devolved into a
racket.”

Since the Michigan Gaming Control
Board took oversight of charitable gam-
ing, which had been regulated by the
Lottery Commission until 2011, officials
say they’ve logged hundreds of viola-
tions to laws and administrative rules.
Those include matters as simple as char-
ity volunteers failing to wear required
nametags and as worrisome as falsified
records or selling more than the maxi-
mum allowed allotment of betting chips.

Difficulties seem to center on the

Compromise on charitable gambling
Protecting good work,
good name is goal

OUR POINT IS...
Charities and Michigan Gaming Control Board

must find compromise on new rules.

Let’s recap: If you like your in-
surance policy, you can keep it. No,
wait. If you liked your policy, it was
probably worthless anyway. Scratch
that. If your junk policy was can-
celed and you still want it, you can
keep it. Er, get it back.

So now President
Obama has apologized
for real. On Thursday,
he and announced that
insurance companies
can ignore the law for
a year. The several
million Americans
whose policies were
canceled, or were
scheduled to be can-
celed, can get them
back— assuming state regulators
and insurance companies comply.

It isn’t clear whether insurers
can, or will, based on the assurances
of someone whose credibility isn’t
exactly soaring. The newest prom-
ise dovetails with an earlier delay
granted to businesses with at least
50 employees (just 3.6 percent of
employers), which were given an-
other year to comply with the ACA.

With the computer-crash rollout
preventing people from signing up,
businesses temporarily exempted
from compliance, and policyholders
either reinstated or facing yet an-
other broken promise, is there any-
one left to love Obamacare?

Can the president do what he just
did, legally? The president is prob-
ably within bounds, according to
Simon Lazarus, senior counsel at
the Constitutional Accountability
Center. The relevant constitutional
text, he writes on The Atlantic’s
website, requires that the president
“take care that the laws be faithful-
ly executed.” The only prohibition is
that the president not fail to execute
the law owing to his opposition to a
policy. This is not the case here.

Cynics insist that Republicans
have no interest in helping Obama-
care. They are correct. Do Repub-
licans want to make sure Obama
fails? Yes, but not for reasons some-
times suggested. When Senate Mi-
nority Leader Mitch McConnell of
Kentucky notoriously said that his
job was to make sure Obama was a
one-term president, it wasn’t be-
cause of race. McConnell made his
remark in October 2010 on the eve
of the midterm elections and after
Obamacare passed without a single
Republican vote. Republicans op-
pose Obama’s policies, not the man.

Democrats incessantly seize
upon their prize trophy: The U.S.
Supreme Court validated Obama-
care. True-ish. The high court didn’t
endorse Obamacare as a good idea.
It didn’t even find the individual
mandate constitutional. It ruled that
the mandate/penalty is constitu-
tional only if the penalty is viewed
as a “tax.”

Whether the ACA survives the
new timetable remains an open
question. Given the season, the
timing of these un-glad tidings
could not be worse. Soon enough,
Americans will figure out whether
Obamacare is the gift Democrats
promised.

Write Kathleen Parker, Washington
Post Writers Group, 1150 15th St. NW,

Washington, DC 20071 or
kathleenparker@washpost.com.

Can ACA
survive
its woes?
Americans will see
problems with law

KATHLEEN

PARKER

The Food and Drug Administration
has taken the first step to ban trans
fat. In so doing, it also took the first
step to drastically un-
dermine the integrity of
the agency. Instead of
protecting Americans
from unreasonable risks,
the agency has effective-
ly decided to change
its mission to nutrition
activist.

In its own announce-
ments regarding the
proposed ban, the agency boasts how,
for more than a decade, companies
and consumers have taken significant
action to reduce the consumption of
trans fat. In 2003, the consumption of

partially hydrogenated oils, which are
the major dietary source of trans fat,
was 4.6 grams per day. In just a dec-
ade, it has declined to about 1 gram
per day in 2012. This is nearly an
80 percent reduction.

This is a classic example of a solu-
tion in search of a problem. There has
been a massive decline in trans fat
consumption, yet the FDA still feels
compelled to ignore the voluntary and
informed choices of Americans. In-
stead, it has decided the public
shouldn’t be given the ability to make
free choices, and as a result is taking
the extreme action of imposing a ban.

The FDA’s actions should make
everyone nervous because it’s far
bigger than banning trans fat. The

agency is trying to expand its power
from banning food ingredients that
are dangerous to banning ingredients
that the government thinks aren’t as
healthy as other alternatives.

Individuals don’t keel over and die
after eating microwave popcorn con-
taining trans fat. Nor do they die if
they eat some popcorn over their life-
time. Of course the more an individual
eats of an unhealthy food, the likelier
the risk of potential harm. As with
so many things, the dose makes the
poison.

This is a question of freedom.
The last thing we need is to protect

Americans from an out-of-control
agency driven by an activist agenda.

McClatchy-Tribune

Trans fat ban tries to control lives

DAREN
BAKST
is a research
fellow in
agricultural
policy at the
Heritage
Foundation.

We’re angry over health care
and missing everything else

Where were the tea party nuts
when the U.S. Supreme Court stopped
the recount and appointed George W.
Bush president, or when Bush wire-
tapped our phone lines and emails?
You didn’t get mad when Bush illegal-
ly invaded Iraq, which posed no
threat to us and spent $1 trillion on
the war or when $10 billion in cash
disappeared in Iraq. You weren’t mad
when 6 million American jobs were
outsourced overseas under Bush, or
that Bush ran up a $10 trillion budget
deficit or when Republicans gave the
wealthy a trillion-dollar tax cut. You
weren’t mad when Bush nearly de-
stroyed our economy and rewarded
Wall Street a no-strings-attached
bailout. The tea party racists didn’t
get mad when the lack of oversight
cost citizens $12 trillion in invest-
ments and home values. Now, you get
mad when a black man, who was
elected president, decides we deserve
the right to see a doctor when we are
sick. Is it time for another civil war?

Martin Hildabridle
Eaton Rapids

Parent has questions about
the MEAP test and cheating

Just a note to parents of school
kids who took the Michigan Educa-
tional Assessment Program test.
When I received the results of my
son’s test in the mail, I was con-
cerned. He told me that he did one
part and his friend did the other
(reading and math). I called the
teacher and told him I wanted my son
retested. The teacher said it was not
possible. To his alarm, I asked if I
should call the state Board of Educa-
tion. He apparently was aware of this.
Why would my son tell me that he and
his friend cheated?

“Out of the mouth of babes.”
June Ann Hazen

Grand Ledge

Shocked that Michigan rated
poorly on nursing homes

When I read your article (LSJ,
Nov. 3) titled, “Most area nursing
homes cited for failures,” I was

shocked to learn that Michigan ranks
43rd nationwide in nursing home
quality of care.

My 90-year-old mother has lived at
East Lansing Health Care Center
since March of this year. She receives
competent care from nurses, nurse’s
aides, staff, and regular doctor’s vis-
its. She’s given showers, helped with
routine tasks, but she has weekly
visits to the beauty shop.

The calendar at East Lansing
Health Care Center is full of activ-
ities — bingo, crafts, musical guests,
religious services and many more.
Residents have nutritious snacks and
meals. ELHCC is kept spotlessly
clean.

An outdoor garden area offers a
chance to watch birds, have cook-
outs, or just play cards outside. Mich-
igan State University students often
come for visits or to join in activities.
Room visits are provided daily by
ELHCC.

My mother enjoys participating in
activities and living at the ELHCC. I
am confident that she lives in an ex-
cellent nursing home facility.

Maribeth Fletcher
Okemos

YOUR OPINIONS

EXPRESS YOURSELF
Letters to the Editor
» Letters must be 175 words or fewer. Election
letters are limited to 100 words. Include address
and telephone number for verification purposes
only. Letters are subject to editing. Letters to the

Journal, 120 E. Lenawee St., Lansing, MI 48919
» By email: opinions@lsj.com

Viewpoints
Do you wish to write a 500-word opinion on a
topic of general interest?

» Call Elaine Kulhanek at 377-1038.
» By email: ekulhanek@lsj.com

editor, opinion and Viewpoints columns, and
articles submitted to the State Journal may be
published or distributed in print, electronic or
other forms.

Questions? Call 377-1038
» By fax: (517) 377-1298
» By mail: Letters to the Editor, Lansing State


