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OUR PERSPECTIVE

Letters submitted for publication should be on 
subjects of general interest and no more than 250 
words in length. Anonymous or unsigned letters will 
not be published.

 Letters must include the writer’s name, address, 
age and telephone number. Phone numbers will be 
used to authenticate letters and will not be pub-
lished unless specifically requested by the writer.

Upon request, mailing addresses will be withheld.
Contributors are limited to one letter every 30 

days. Letters thanking individuals or organizations 
for personal services rendered cannot be accepted. 
We do not publish individual consumer complaints 
about specific businesses.  While we do not publish 
letters from groups endorsing political candidates, 
we will carry letters discussing candidates and cam-

paign issues.
All material is subject to editing before publica-

tion. Letters exceeding 250 words will be edited for 
length, and we reserve the right to withhold letters 
which are abusive, malicious or potentially libelous. 

Commentaries of up to 600 words should be dis-
cussed with the Opinion Page Editor before being 
submitted.

Letters of a religious nature must be related direct-
ly to the news.

Mailing address: Letters to the Editor, The Journal 
Times, 212 Fourth St., Racine WI 53403. Our e-mail 
address is:

slovejoy@journaltimes.com

LETTERS POLICY

LETTERS FROM READERS

SEND YOUR LETTERS TO:  slovejoy@journaltimes.com

Don’t boost sales tax
In Wednesday’s Journal Times, Ron Tait, 

of the Advisory Task Force on Alternative 
Funding for Quality of Life Programs, has 
proposed a 0.5 of one percent sales tax to fund 
these programs. 

Tait says we will earn 17.6 percent on 
our investment. He says he won’t show the 
arithmetic which I for one would like to see. 
I don’t think of taxes as investments and no 
tax I know of has ever earned 17.6%. If I am 
wrong, I have some IRA money I would like 
to invest.

I am against this tax. Sales taxes never go 
down. In fact they go up each year as prices 
go up.

 Because of this, sales taxes are a convenient 
way to increase spending without the 
legislators ever having to vote to increase 
taxes.

When you think about it, isn’t every 
expenditure of our local government funding 
a “quality of life” issue? Roads, police, fi re, 
schools, courts, etc., are all quality of life 
issues to me. I want to see who votes to 
increase spending on these issues and I want 
to see who votes to increase spending on 
parks and museums too. 

I applaud our County Board for having held 
the line on sales taxes this long.

 We are one of the last counties in 
Wisconsin without an additional half one one 
percent sales tax. I urge them to keep holding 
it. 

If spending on museums and parks is so 
important, let them vote on the spending 
needed to fund them.
David Kristopeit
1905 Thurston Ave., Racine

Pork barrel rail plan
KRM commuter rail is a good example of 

pork barrel economics.
Area politicians and rail boosters treat the 

80 percent of the $200 million capital cost to 
be paid by the federal and state as “our share” 
and the remaining 20 percent as painless to 
voters . . . cleverly funded by a proposed $13 
tax per car rental (mostly affecting 

area visitors). 
 And they’re good with riders paying 

well under half of the $11 million annual 
operating cost.

The needed tax revenue will be well spent, 
they reason, because economic development 
will concentrate around train stations.  But, 
do they really believe that Racine County’s 
economy will improve because commuters 
are forced to go to State Street or Four Mile 
Road?

We’ve got bus service now from Racine to 
Kenosha/Metra and to Milwaukee — 12 trips 
per day —  more pickup points than KRM, 
similar fares, privately operated.  We’ve got 
Amtrak to Chicago and Milwaukee with much 
shorter trip times than KRM and seven trains 
per day and no change in Kenosha.

Would you invest in a project which will 
lose $6,300,000 per year and have capital 
amortization of $15 million per year?  The 
cost will be $21,300,000 per year for the 
taxpayers and $4,600,000 per year for the 
riders, an 82 percent subsidy!

Boosters will riposte that the funding rules 
were made in Washington.  But neither that 
nor their well-funded PR campaign make 
KRM even remotely justifi ed.

Users of highways, sewers and commercial 
aviation largely pay for them with fees, 
fares and fuel taxes (source: Transportation 
Research Board of the National Academies 
Special Report 285 (2006). 

 If users want trains, let them pay for them 
with fare box collections based on cost. 

 Everyone knows that they won’t, because 
market-based economics allocates capital 
properly and pork barrel economics doesn’t.
Fred Young
Racine

Where are rail entrepreneurs?
You really have to wonder why it’s only 

the politicians who are willing to spend our 
money (taxes) on commuter rail?

Apparently the entrepreneurs know 
something?
Frank Tylla
3712 Spruce St., Racine

BY BRIAN DEY
Unifi ed school board member

Over fi fty years ago, Linda Brown was an 
eight year old black child that had to cross 
Topeka, Kansas to attend a school that was 
designated as an all-black public school, 
while her white friends were free to attend 
the neighborhood school, just a few blocks 
away.  The decision of the Supreme Court, 
in their ruling regarding Brown v. Board 
of Education, made it unlawful to separate 
children by the color of their skin, and 
striking down the courts previous decision, 
Plessy v. Ferguson, which allowed separate 
but equal schools.  Over fi fty years later, there 
is a fear that a neighborhood school plan 
would return us to the injustices of the past.

I am offering a plan that assures that 
neighborhood schools won’t take us back 
to those injustices.  The plan calls for all 
children, district wide, to be assigned to the 
school closest to their home.  The District 
would maintain district wide school choice 
with busing provided for students who 
receive free or reduced lunch.  The plan also 
calls for all schools to be considered in the 
neighborhood school concept including 
our magnet schools.  Magnet programs will 
be kept intact but may have to be moved 
to different locations.  To attract talented 
teachers to inner city schools, the District will 
provide specifi c training and pay incentives.  
Additional resources should be provided to 
inner city schools for counseling and social 
services.  Multiculturalism will be included 
in the curriculum district wide.  Lastly, 
capture as much diversity as possible, while 
maintaining sensible contiguous boundaries.  
The School Board will monitor annually that 
all buildings are equitable and that resources 
are expended based on need.

Many communities, including 
Milwaukee Public Schools, have returned 
to neighborhood schools, realizing the 
benefi ts to students, parents, neighborhoods 
and taxpayers.  The benefi ts to students 
include little or no time spent on buses, the 

opportunity to be more involved in after 
school activities and the ability to receive 
help with school work after school.  The 
benefi t to parents includes the ability to be 
more involved in their child’s education.  The 
neighborhood benefi ts by increasing pride 
and concern for their community, and will 
hopefully lead to citizens and community 
leaders becoming more involved.  For the 
taxpayers, savings should be seen by reduced 
transportation costs and/or more money 
going directly to the classroom.

Segregation, as defi ned by the American 
Heritage Dictionary, is the policy or practice 
of separating people of different races, classes 
or ethnic groups, as in schools, housing and 
public and commercial facilities, as a form 
of discrimination.  Drawing boundaries by 
neighborhoods and allowing the freedom of 
choice is color-blind.  Whether you are Black, 
White, Hispanic or any minority, all would 
have the ability to attend their neighborhood 
school and the ability to choose any school in 
the district.

This plan is similar to the Milwaukee 
Neighborhood Schools Initiative outlined 
in the 1999 Wisconsin Act 9.  We might be 
able to petition the state to grant us the same 
provisions Milwaukee has, which include 
provisions for facility bonding and additional 
aid.

In the thirty plus years of RUSD’s 
self-imposed desegregation policy, the 
achievement gap has not narrowed 
signifi cantly.  It’s time we rethink how we 
educate children.  It’s time to believe that all 
children have the ability to learn and succeed.  
It’s time once again to have the school be the 
center of the community, and that all schools 
will be great schools.  

  
Brian Dey is a current member of the Racine 

Unifi ed School District Board of Education. 

Neighborhood school choice
would have several benefi ts

You’ve come a long way, baby.
The smoking ban has come of age.
It offi cially arrived in Wisconsin last week when Gov. 

Jim Doyle announced he would seek a statewide ban 
on smoking in indoor places — including restaurants 
and bars. Not only that, Doyle said he wanted a $1.25 
per pack boost in the state cigarette tax to $2.02 
and the money would be used to help the state fund 
smoking cessation efforts and to treat smoke-related 
illnesses.

Not surprisingly, there was some political blowback 
from smokers — and some restaurant and tavern 
owners, who have long argued it is their right to 
determine how to run their establishments and argue 
if they choose to allow smoking, why offended non-
smokers have the freedom to go someplace else.

It’s not an issue of personal freedom. It’s an issue of 
public health.  

U.S. Surgeon General Richard H. Carmona’s made 
that clear enough last year in his report, “The Health 
Consequences of Involuntary Exposure to Tobacco 
Smoke.”

 “Second-hand smoke is not a mere annoyance,” 
Carmona said. “It is a serious health hazard that can 
lead to disease and premature death in children and 
nonsmoking adults.” For non-smokers exposure 
to second-hand smoke can mean a bump-up of 25 
percent in their risk of heart disease and 20 to 30 
percent in the risk of getting lung cancer, the report 
said.

Nor is Wisconsin alone in its move to clear the 
air. Almost half the states in the country have now 
passed laws banning smoking at the workplace or in 
restaurants and bars.

And today, France, known for its smoky cafes and 
the home to both the name “cigarette” and “nicotine” 

— taken from Ambassador Jean Nicot who brought 
tobacco home from Portugal — took its fi rst step 
down the road to smoke freedom. Beginning today 
hospitals, schools, shops and other workplaces went 
smoke free. In eleven months, bars and cafes will also 
have to comply. 

On Tuesday the European Union’s executive arm 
declared itself in favor of a smoking ban in public 
places — raising the possibility of nearly an entire 
continent going smoke-free.

“The fact is that passive smoking does kill. Whoever 
claims this is not proven are just fooling themselves 
or others,” said EU Health Commissioner Markos 
Kyprianou. He said second-hand smoke in the EU 
takes an annual toll of more than 79,000 adults each 
year.

Polls in Europe show that 80 percent of EU citizens 
favor smoking bans in workplaces and indoor public 
places.

Polls in Wisconsin by the American Cancer Society 
have shown that 77 percent support a $1 increase in 
the cigarette tax — including a majority of smokers.

 According to Wisconsin health care and health 
advocacy groups, the governor’s proposal will prevent 
more than 67,000 youngsters in the state from taking 
up the habit, spur 34,000 to 42,000 state residents to 
quit and prevent some 30,000 premature smoking-
related deaths.

Those are worthy goals and ones that are easily 
within reach to make Wisconsin a healthier place.

We urge the Legislature to adopt Doyle’s proposals 
to protect state youngsters from this heavily addictive 
drug, to nudge smokers toward a healthier day, and to 
spare non-smokers the unhealthy insult that has been 
infl icted on them for far too long.

Legislature should back
public indoor smoking ban

BY ALAN CARUBA
The National Anxiety Center

Americans are about to discover 
that they have been duped 
one more time by claims that 
suggest we can save the earth if 
we just fill up the tanks of our 
automobiles with ethanol.

The true definition of “energy 
independence” should be 
making areas in and around the 
United States more accessible 
to exploration and extraction of 
vast amounts of known oil and 
natural gas supplies. 

This has not occurred because 
most of America’s onshore energy 
is in the West and Alaska where 
more than half the land is under 
federal control, despite estimates 
according to the U.S. Interior 
Department of 187 trillion cubic 
feet of natural gas and 21 billion 
barrels of oil, representing 76 
percent of onshore federal oil and 

gas resources. 
That’s enough natural gas 

to supply all of America’s 
households for the next 39 years. 
In terms of oil, it is comparable 
to more than 30 years of current 
imports from Saudi Arabia. 
Currently, Congress permits 
access to just three percent 
of onshore federal oil and 13 
percent of onshore federal gas 
under standard lease terms.

On January 10, the Senate 
Agriculture Committee convened 
to discuss two proposed bills, 
the “American Fuels Act” and 
the “BioFuels Security Act.” 
They are aimed at creating 
artificial markets for ethanol and 
biodiesel. Their advocates will 
tout them as providing “energy 

independence.” What they won’t 
tell you is that they will wreak 
havoc on the economy, needlessly 
raising the cost of food. 

One of the great ironies of the 
ethanol bandwagon is that a 
leading environmentalist, Lester 
R. Brown, president of the Earth 
Policy Institute, understands 
better than most how bad an idea 
it is. Brown recently called for 
a moratorium on the building 
of ethanol plants in the United 
States “so we can catch our 
breath and determine how much 
we want to harvest our corn for 
ethanol.”

Brown finds himself sharing 
the same pew as Tom Tanton, 
vice president of the Institute 
for Energy Research and host of 
www.factsonEnergy.org. There 
are many reasons why ethanol is 
not the answer to our need for 

gasoline to fuel our automobiles. 
Here are just a few:

■ Ethanol provides about 34 
percent less energy output than 
gasoline. Thus the miles traveled 
per gallon on ethanol are greatly 
reduced. 

■ Ethanol increases the price 
per gallon by 20 to 80 cents and, 
at the same time, requires more 
stops to refuel.

■ Ethanol is so corrosive it 
must be transported by truck 
or rail because it will damage 
pipelines. The January 29 issue 
of Business Week reports, “Auto 
fuel that contains more than 10% 
ethanol is too corrosive to use 
in existing gas station pumps.” 
Imagine what it does to the 
engine of your automobile?

■ Ethanol, when 
transportation, refining, and 
farming costs are factored into 

its production for fuel, provides 
negligible energy gains.

■ Ethanol receives a fifty-one 
cent-per-gallon tax credit and 
mandates for its use have driven 
the price of corn to 10-year-
highs. This increases the cost to 
feedlot owners who feed corn to 
cattle and pigs, forcing the cost 
of these food stocks to rise. 

■ Ethanol production has 
doubled from 2001 to 2005 and 
could double again by the 2008 
harvest season, providing fifteen 
billion gallons or approximately 
six percent of U.S. auto fuel 
needs. Let me repeat that, 
six percent! And all the time 
this is occurring, the price of 
everything else that involves 
corn production goes up with no 
appreciable increase in energy 
value.

■ Finally, as Brown points out, 
since U.S. corn accounts for one-

fourth of all grain exports, a rise 
in the price “could create food 
riots in low-income areas around 
the world.”

There is, based solely on 
these facts, no good reason to 
build a single new plant for 
the production of ethanol, nor 
for any further Congressional 
mandates to force every driver to 
fill their tank with a mixture of 
ethanol and gasoline.

It is an energy and food debacle 
of enormous proportions and its 
advocates in Congress know that 
most Americans haven’t a clue 
about the true facts.

Alan Caruba writes a weekly 
column, “Warning Signs”, posted 
on the Internet site of The National 
Anxiety Center, www.anxietycenter.
com. His book, “Right Answers: 
Separating Fact from Fantasy”, is 
published by Merrill Press.

Americans are getting duped to board ethanol bandwagon
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