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City missed an
opportunity on
golf courses

Our view

THEY WERE SUPPOSED TO BE MITTESOTA,
MITTsOURI AND
COLoROMNEY

It is true that the city of
Bowling Green is in the
business of providing ser-
vice, but when hundreds of
thousands of dollars are
paid each year by the tax-
payers for a money-losing
service that the city offers,
why not leave all options on
the table?
The service in question is

our golf courses, which are
continuing to see a loss of
revenue each year.
We pose this question

because we find it hard to
understand why commis-
sioners feel the need to
bleed revenue on a noncore
service when an option was
on the table to lease one of
the courses to a local busi-
nessman who might have
turned the course around
and actually shown a profit,
given the chance.
Unfortunately, the city

chose to tum down local
businessman Greg Gary's
request to lease Paul Walker
Golf Course.
Their decision is disap-

pointing, given the huge
deficit these golf courses
are putting on taxpayers.
In fiscal year 2011, the

city ran a $179,974 deficit
on the course. It's the sec-
ond highest deficit since
2008, when it was
$224,437. Overall in 2011,
the city's three courses ran a
$923,965 deficit.
These numbers are sim-

ply unacceptable given the
belt tightening and layoffs
at City Hall, which makes
the commission decision
more troubling.
We fully understand that

not all of the services the
city offers make money, but
this proposal seemed like an
opportunity to reduce the
deficit.
Gary, who said was going

to bring the course up to
United States Golf Associa-
tion standards, made a very
good point when he said
why not take an asset like
the golf course and release
some of the liability so the
city could take those funds
and use them elsewhere,
like other parks?
This seems like a legiti-

mate question, but appar-
ently the city doesn't mind
continuing to lose nearly a

million dollars a year on its
golf operation.
CommissionerBrian Nash,

who opposed Gary's idea,
said there is a cost to pro-
viding services.
This is true, but can loss-

es this sizable be justified
during a period of belt tight-
ening?
What did the city have to

lose by giving Gary's pro-
posal a shot?
The city staff believed

that Gary's proposal didn't
provide enough detail and
was too good a deal for him,
but Gary commented after
the decision that he had
hoped to be able to negoti-
ate.
Now we cannot know if

the city could have obtained
an arrangement more to its
liking.
The city also had dis-

cussed closing Riverview,
the golf course at Hobson
Grove, since it was seeing a
decline in golfers and losing
a substantial amount of
money as welL
On average since 2008,

the city has subsidized 37.8
percent of the Golf Course
at Riverview's operating
costs. That's considerably
higher than Paul Walker
Golf Course's 16.7 percent
and CrossWinds Golf
Course's 19.4 percent.
City staff estimated in

December that closing
Riverview could move an
estimated 10,000 rounds to
Paul Walker or Cross-
Winds. Riverview has seen
a significant decrease in
play since 2002, when
16,865 rounds were played.
In 2010, 10,978 rounds
were played.
Wouldn't it have made

sense to close this course
considering it is the least
used and the city faces larg-
er deficits to keep it operat-
ing?
Moving golfers from

Riverview to the two
remaining city operated
courses could reduce their
deficits.
We are hopeful, but not

optimistic, that the city will
re-evaluate the Gary pro-
posal and the Riverview
closing.

A self-serving president
Obama really wanted Catholics to endure plan, but he compromised for personal gain
WASHINGTON - At the National Prayer

Breakfast nearly two weeks ago, seeking the-
ological underpinning for his drive to raise
taxes on the rich, President Barack Obama
invoked the highest possible authority. His
policy, he testified "as a Christian," "coin-
cides with Jesus' teaching that 'for unto
whom much is given, much shall be
required."
Now, I'm no theologian, but I'm fairly cer-

tain that neither Jesus nor his rabbinic fore-
bears, when speaking of giving, meant some
obligation to the state. You tithe the priest, not
the tax man. The Judea-Christian tradition
commands personal generosity.
But no matter. Let's assume that Obama

has biblical authority for hiking the marginal
tax rate exactly 4.6 points for couples making
more than $250,000 (depending, of course,
on the prevailing shekel-to-dollar exchange
rate). Let's stipulate that Obama's prayer-
breakfast invocation of religion as vindicating
his politics was not, God forbid, crass, hypo-
critical, self-serving electioneering, but a sin-
cere expression of a social-gospel Christiani-
ty that sees good works as central to the very
concept of religiosity.
Fine. But this Gospel according to Obama

has a rival - the newly revealed Gospel
according to Sebelius, over which has erupt-
ed quite a contretemps. By some peculiar
logic, it falls to the health and human services
secretary to promulgate the definition of "reli-
gious" - for the purposes, for example, of
exempting religious institutions from certain
regulatory dictates.
Such exemptions are granted in grudging

recognition that, whereas the rest of civil soci-
ety may be broken to the will of the state's
regulators, our quaint Constitution grants spe-
cial autonomy to religious institutions.
Accordingly, it would be a mockery of the

Free Exercise Clause of the First Amendment

ily serves persons who share its religious
tenets." Catholic soup kitchens do not
demand religious IDs from either the hungry
they feed or the custodians they employ.
Catholic charities and hospitals - even
Catholic schools - do not turn away Hindu or
Jew.
Their vocation is universal, precisely the

kind of universallove-thy-neighbor vocation
that is the very definition of religiosity as cel-
ebrated by the Gospel of Obama. Yet accord-
ing to the Gospel of Sebelius, these very same
Catholic institutions are not religious at all -
under the secularist assumption that religion
is what happens on Sunday under some Goth-
ic spire, while good works are "social ser-
vices" that are properly rendered up unto
Caesar.
This all would be merely the story of con-

tradictory theologies, except for this: Sebelius
is Obama's appointee. She works for him.
These regulations were his call. Obama
authored both gospels.
Therefore: To flatter his faith-breakfast

guests and justify his tax policies, Obama
declares good works to be the essence of reli-
giosity. Yet, he turns around and, through
Sebelius, tells the faithful who engage in
good works that what they're doing is not
religion at all. You want to do religion? Get
thee to a nunnery. You want shelter from the
power of the state? Get out of your soup
kitchen and back to your pews. Outside,
Leviathan rules.
The contradiction is glaring, the hypocrisy

breathtaking. But that's not why Obama
offered a hasty compromise on Friday. It's
because the firestorm of protest was becom-
ing a threat to his re-election. Sure, health
care, good works and religion are important.
But re-election is divine.
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if, for example, the Catholic Church were
required by law to freely provide such "health
care services" (in secularist parlance) as con-
traception, sterilization and pharmacological
abortion - to which Catholicism is doctrinal-
ly opposed as a grave contravention of its
teachings about the sanctity of life.
Ah. But there would be no such Free Exer-

cise violation if the institutions so mandated
are deemed, by regulatory fiat, not religious.
And thus, the word came forth from Sebe-

lius decreeing the exact criteria required to
meet her definition of "religious" and thus to
qualify for a modicum of independence from
newly enacted state control of American
health care, under which the aforementioned
Sebelius and her phalanx of experts deter-
mine everything - from who is to be covered,
to which treatments are to be guaranteed free-
of-charge.
Criterion 1: A "religious institution" must

have "the inculcation of religious values as its
purpose." But that's not the purpose of
Catholic charities; it's to give succor to the
poor. That's not the purpose of Catholic hos-
pitals; it's to give succor to the sick. There-
fore, they don't qualify as "religious" - and
therefore can be required, among other
things, to provide free morning-after abortifa-
cients.
Criterion 2: Any exempt institution must

be one that "primarily employs" and "primar-

Obama acted out of hypocrisy, necessity on super PACs
"One of the worries we have obviously in

the next campaign is that there are so many of
these so-called super PACs, these indepen-
dent expenditures that are gonna be out there,
there is gonna be just a lot of money floating
around and I guarantee a bunch of it's gonna
be negative. " - President Obama in an inter-
view Super Bowl Sunday.
"President Barack Obama - in an act of

hypocrisy or necessity, depending on the
beholder - has reversed course and is now
blessing the efforts of a sputtering super PAC
..." - from a story on Politico the next day
We've seen this movie before. In 2008,

candidate Obama broke a promise to use pub-
lic campaign financing, thereby gaining a tac-
tical advantage at the expense of betraying his
professed principles. Of course, politics is hell
on principles, so one can hardly be surprised
at his decision now to embrace a super PAC
set up on his behalf. Disappointed, but not
surprised.
Maybe you've seen recent episodes of

"The Colbert Report" in which Stephen Col-
bert has spoofed the super PAC rules by fol-
lowing them. He formed a super PAC, raised
a million dollars, then announced his candida-
cy for "president of the United States of South
Carolina" and, in accordance with the law,
turned control of the money over to Daily

argument lightly, but one should dismiss this
one just the same.
If a billionaire wants to express her opin-

ion, let her write a letter to the editor like any-
one else. Let her take out an ad in the local
paper.
But giving her the ability to flood an elec-

tion with unlimited, practically unregulated
money gives her an unfair and insurmount-
able advantage, rendering her voice exponen-
tially louder than that of the average citizen.
Worse, as we see with Obama, it inaugurates
a cash flow arms race from which no candi-
date, however principled, can afford to opt
out.
One is reminded of a perverse old reading

of the golden rule: "He who has the gold
makes the rules." That saying has about as
much to do with the actual golden rule as the
court's decision does with free speech, but it
neatly sums up the effect that decision has had
on American politics.
It is past time we the people demanded cor-

porate cash be banned from politics, and that
all candidates be required to accept public
financing. Until then, we are doomed to keep
seeing this movie.
Politico casts Obama's decision as an act of

either hypocrisy or necessity. But see, that's
just the problem:
It was both.
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Rand Paul: Iam a not
an absent u.s. senator

LEONARD PITTS

Show host Jon Stewart, who then ran an ad
slamming Mitt Romney, Colbert's "oppo-
nent" in the South Carolina primary. This was
all legal, so long as the two did not "coordi-
nate" their activities.
That Colbert and Stewart are friends and

business partners and shared staff did not
count as "coordination." Which sort of puts it
into perspective when a real candidate shrugs
and says he has no control over nasty take-
down ads run against his opponent by some
super PAC controlled by his friend or busi-
ness partner.
It also offers vivid illustration of how dis-

astrous was the 2010 Supreme Court ruling in
the Citizens United case that paved the way
for corporations to dump unlimited money
into the electoral process. The court blessed
this chicanery under the theory that money is
speech. One does not dismiss a free speech

In a Jan. 19 letter, "Rand Paul
has been absent in U.S. Senate,"
the writer claims I am never in
Washington and only spend time
campaigning for my father or in
Bowling Green.
First, of course I am always in

Bowling Green. And Louisville.
And Lexington. And Hop-
kinsville, Owensboro, Crescent
Springs and Hazard. I was elected
to represent Kentucky and I can
best do that by hearing from
them.
It's funny to be accused of

spending too much time in Ken-
tucky, after my campaign oppo-
nent alleged I would not spend
enough time in Kentucky.
I do spend much time in Wash-

ington, D.C., when the Senate is
in session. I have been present for
every debate, large and small, this
past year.
I have proposed amendments

to every major bill on the floor,
and vigorously participate in the
process of making laws and rep-
resenting Kentucky.
I have introduced more legisla-

tion and amendments than any
other freshman legislator.
I offered spending cut amend-

ments to nearly every bill. I stood
up for Kentucky, offering bills in
support of the commonwealth's
bridges and ports, and worked to
stop the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency's war on coal.
My office was one of only

three in Washington to produce
an entire fiscal blueprint for the
federal government, and one that
balanced in five years, a promise
I made while campaigning.
I fought alongside Republicans

to cut spending, and alongside
Democrats to end the Patriot Act
and our nation-building. I intro-
duced and voted for term limits.
I have, week after week, kept

my campaign promises through
my votes and bills.
Recently, I announced that I

am returning $500,000 to the
U.S. Treasury - money saved
from my budget.
I plan to uphold every cam-

paign promise and I am honored
to represent Kentucky.

Rand Paul
Bowling Green

Editor's note: Paul is the
junior Republican U.S. senator

from Kentucky.
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