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Deregulation by
another name
WASHINGTON— Think the Obama ad-

ministration has been strangling busi-
nesses with red

tape?
Well, that’s a load of

chicken droppings.
Those who say we’re

being regulated into a state
of European socialism
might wish to consult with
some of the federal poultry
inspectors who assembled
Monday morning outside
the Agriculture Depart-
ment. They were protesting
a proposal to allow chicken slaughterhouses to
inspect themselves — eliminating those pesky
federal monitors who have the annoying habit of
taking diseased birds out of the food supply.
Among the hundred or so picketers at the

union-organized protest were two men in six-
foot-tall chicken costumes and a guy carrying a
rubber chicken that squawked when its belly
was squeezed. They wielded signs demanding
“Don’t play chicken with food safety” and “Don’t
let the fox guard my chicken.” They chanted
along as a man shouted into a bullhorn: “We
don’t want no funky chicken.” The rubber
chicken squawked in time.
“I don’t think the consumers want their

chickens to be inspected by the companies that
produce them,” said poultry inspector Stan
Painter, who came from Alabama for the protest
and led marchers by beating a drum with a pair
of drumsticks (the wooden variety, not chicken
legs).
The loss of federal food safety inspectors —

coming just after a controversy over a beef pro-
ducer’s use of a meat filler known as pink slime
— sounds about as palatable as a salmonella
sandwich. But USDA officials say there’s no rea-
son to get queasy: The inspectors will be shifted
to other tasks — microbiological testing and
the like — that would reduce food-borne ill-
ness.
“It’s primarily a public health thing, and, by

the way, it reduces spending,” Brian Ronholm,
deputy undersecretary of agriculture for food
safety, told me Monday afternoon. “There aren’t
many opportunities an administration gets to
achieve both goals.”
The benefit to food safety is contested, but

nobody disputes that the proposal would save
the poultry industry more than $500 million
over three years — quite a nugget. And that’s
the more important point. Whatever you think
about chicken producers policing themselves,
the idea is part of an Obama regulatory policy
that has been rather more favorable to business
than the U.S. Chamber of Commerce’s claims
about a “regulatory tsunami.”
The Office of Management and Budget argues

that the cost of new regulations in the Obama
administration’s first three years was lower than
the previous three years, under the George W.
Bush administration. Agencies issued 886 final
rules in the Obama administration’s first three
years, compared with 931 in the final three
Bush years. Obama officials, irking many con-
sumer advocates and liberal watchdog groups,
have delayed implementation of some new rules
(including on food safety) and required federal
agencies to reduce the costs of existing regula-
tions.
That’s a small gesture compared with the pile

of regulations that came with Obamacare and
with the Dodd-Frank financial overhaul, but
lately, industry has softened its criticism. Two
weeks ago, the Business Roundtable, an organi-
zation of chief executives, issued a statement
hailing the administration’s “effort to enact re-
forms that streamline the regulatory process,
engage regulated parties earlier in the process
and take account of the cumulative impact of
regulations.”
In truth, business doesn’t have to worry much

about its place in the pecking order. Even if the
Obama administration were inclined to bring
down capitalism with an orgy of overregulation,
there isn’t enough money in the budget to en-
force the rules on the books. That’s what the
chicken fight is about: Spending cuts, such as
those Congress and President Obama agreed to
last summer, are a form of de facto deregula-
tion.
USDA inspector Trent Berhow, one of the

demonstrators outside the Agriculture Depart-
ment on Monday, said that chickens are just the
canaries in the coal mine of food-safety deregu-
lation. “If it starts in chicken, eventually it’s
going to continue on into red meat, into hogs
and cattle,” he said. “No doubt about that.”
John Gage, president of the American Federa-

tion of Government Employees, said at Monday’s
protest that he spoke with Agriculture Secretary
Tom Vilsack about the change in poultry inspec-
tions.
“He said it’s budget cuts — we have to do it,”

Gage claimed. And he’s hearing the same justifi-
cation for reduced regulations across the fed-
eral government. “We’re going to see it in the
Bureau of Prisons, in Social Security, in the VA
— across the board,” Gage said.
That’s not just chicken feed.

Dana Milbank’s email address is danamil-
bank@washpost.com.

Dana Milbank

Put the prisoners in tents
Dear Editor,
In response to the article on the front

page of Thursday's paper about the jail
budget being short and possibilities that
the citizens would need to come up with
some of the money needed, I say shut the
jail down, replace it with tents like they do
out in Arizona.
We ain’t got enough room to put all the

convicts in now, way too many offenders
are being let go because of overcrowded-
ness. All jails everywhere are too full. We
need a place to house them, because being
let go is not of any consequence, that’s
why we have such a pill problem, and a
stealing problem, and copper theft prob-
lem. Do I need to list it all?
I was no saint when I was growing up,

and yes, I got my share of second chances
or whatever you want to call it, but it is
pitiful to look in the paper on Fridays and
see so many charges being dismissed and
for the same ones to be back in and out for
the same charges four or five times a year,
not to mention seing some of them in the
obituaries as well.
I know there are others out there who

are as sick of this kind of stuff as I am,

stuff going on in our streets and our young-
sters having very little chance to not get
caught up in the nasty life of crime and
drugs that is out there.
Come on good people of Winchester, I

would like a little feedback on this article,
good or bad. I’m interested in just how you
citizens REALLY feel about whats going on
right here in our little town.
And in case you didn’t notice, I’m not

going to mention the school situation for
now. Thats a whole other deal. More to
come, maybe.

Keith Sorrell
Winchester

Pleased with care
at Fountain Circle

Dear Editor,
My mother is a resident at Fountain Cir-

cle Health and Rehab Nursing Facility and
has been for about five years.
Mom is on D-wing, which is for residents

with Alzhimers and dementia.
The care that Mom gets is excellent, she

is always clean, her bed is never dirty, and
believe me, the nurses and aides never
know when I’m going to show up.
These women and men truly care for

the people on D-wing. I cannot speak for
any other of the wings, but I do know what
goes on with my mom or I would see to it
that she would be moved.
The men and women not only care for

their patients, they care for the families. I
know this from personal experiance. When
they see I am upset, one of them will talk
to me, cry with me, hold my hand or just
listen.
For most of the residents, the nurses

and aides are the only family these people
have, and that is so sad.
The women and men will bring in food

and goodies and have parties for them,
and their eyes just light up!
These men and women don’t have to do

all they do, but they want to. Why, you
might ask. Because they care, that’s why.
There’s so much negative talk about

this facility, I just wanted to write some-
thing positive.
You’re always free to visit, the door is

always open. In fact, they really want visi-
tors, volunteers to read to residents or just
to sit and talk or just to make them feel
loved.

Margie Setters
Winchester

Closing young Americans’ minds
CHICAGO— Let me apologize for

the language I’m about to employ
in this column. It’s not every day

that I feel so strongly
about something that
I have to use so many
controversial words
with the potential to
offend.
Here goes: di-

nosaurs, pepperoni
and, steel yourself —
birthday!
Confused? Well

thank goodness, then.
This means our de
facto national religion — political correct-
ness — hasn’t yet made you as ultra-sensi-
tive as New York City public school officials
have become.
According to the New York Post, the Big

Apple’s schools included a list of off-limits
topics in a request for proposals from com-
panies bidding to update the English, math,
science and social studies exams used to
measure students’ academic progress. The
subjects “do not belong in a city- or state-
wide assessment,” the guidelines warned,
noting that if these terms were included, it
would “probably cause a selection to be
deemed unacceptable” because of their po-
tential to “evoke unpleasant emotions in
the students.”
The topics included the aforementioned

dinosaurs, pepperoni and birthdays (be-
cause each of these concepts are not ob-
served in certain religions) plus such
others as computers in the home (though
computers in a school or public library set-
ting were OK, presumably because they do
not evoke emotions over the “digital di-

vide”) and dancing (another reference to
an item that could collide with a religious
belief, though mention of ballet is accept-
able).
Hunting, movies, junk food, homes with

swimming pools, evolution, rock ‘n’ roll
music and television also made the list.
They sit alongside the kind of items that re-
ally make you shake your head because
their inclusion in formal proposal guide-
lines implies a belief that assessment de-
velopment professionals don’t have the
sense to avoid topics such as pornography,
alcohol and drugs, cigarettes or the occult.
Lists like these exist because no one can

take any chances that age-appropriate com-
mon sense will win the day in any setting,
much less an educational one.
Who can blame education administrators

for erring on the side of extreme caution
when, in the last year alone, there have
been a smattering of reports that students
were subjected to insulting assignments?
Among them: math problems using inappro-
priate references to slave beatings, and a
question about how the U.S. deals with ille-
gal immigrants that included the inappro-
priate choices “puts them to death” and
“shoots them into outer space.”
Frankly, I’m surprised that race and im-

migration didn’t make it onto New York
City’s off-limits list, which includes other
important but difficult to talk about topics
such as cancer, crime, death, divorce,
homelessness, unemployment, poverty, slav-
ery, terrorism and violence.
Those are all tough issues to address

even in their proper context, and their ex-
clusion from a standardized test implies
they are off-limits during regular teaching
time as well. Given that a great many stu-

dents deal intimately with at least a few of
those topics, it seems particularly cruel to
simply bypass them and hope no one will
get their feelings hurt.
But don’t think I’m blaming teachers, ad-

ministrators or school systems — they have
every reason to be terrified of offending the
fragile sensibilities of the adults in their
students’ lives. Though cases of students
being exposed to truly offensive materials
are rare, the headlines these incidents gar-
ner have outsized impact on people’s per-
ception of what can go wrong in
classrooms. School staff can hardly be
blamed for trying to head off any risky situ-
ations.
I imagine that school leaders are merely

laboring under the understanding that our
society now employs only two modes of
communication: “in your face about my be-
liefs and taking no prisoners with those
who might disagree,” and “if you don’t talk
about something then we can all pretend it
doesn’t exist, but if it does come up, con-
sider me deeply insulted and looking for re-
dress.” I’d wager that “helicopter parents”
fit in either category.
Pity the children who live in a world

where the grown-ups in their lives try to
shield them from confronting the concepts
of Halloween, rap music or nuclear
weapons (also on the off-limits list) on a
written exam but do little to prepare them
for dealing with those everyday facts in
their real lives. Don’t be surprised when
they turn out as ill-equipped to mature and
behave like thoughtful adults, as are their
protectors.

Esther Cepeda’s email address is estherj-
cepeda@washpost.com.

Esther Cepeda


