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In the world of unethical 
business practices, almost 
nothing is more despicable 
than preying on soldiers.

So everyone can be glad 
that Kentucky Attorney Gen-
eral Jack Conway and 19 of 
his fellow AGs have shut down 
deceptive marketing of for-
profit colleges by a site called 
GIBill.com. 

The California company, 
QuinStreet Inc., which oper-
ated the site, also agreed to 
pay $2.5 million as part of 
a settlement announced last 
week, though denying that it 
had engaged in deception.

While appearing to be run 
by the Department of Defense, 
GIBill.com gave the impres-
sion that vets could use their 
benefits only at the schools it 
listed and referred all contacts 
to the for-profits that were 
paying it.

Deceptive marketing is just 
a symptom of what should be 
a much larger concern. For-
profit education companies are 
using veterans to funnel hun-
dreds of millions of tax dollars 
from the U.S. Treasury to their 
investors and executives.

It’s hard to say what the 
vets are getting in return.

In response to complaints 
that students of many for-profit 
schools are being saddled with 
huge education debts while 
receiving few if any marketable 
skills or transferable credits, 
the Obama administration 
imposed eligibility standards 
for schools to receive federal 
financial aid. But the standards 
are weak and enforcement is 
still three years away.

What the for-profit educa-
tion chains are getting is rich. 

For example, even though 
enrollment and new students 
have decreased, the Apollo 
Group Inc., owner of the 
University of Phoenix and the 
largest for-profit education 
chain, expects profits of  
$740 million this year. 

Bloomberg News has 
reported the CEO of Strayer 
Education Inc. received a com-

pensation package worth $41.9 
million in 2010, including $40 
million in stock. Taxpayers 
provide more than three-quar-
ters of Strayer’s revenue. 

Beefed-up GI Bill education 
benefits, approved by Con-
gress in 2008, were the least 
we could do for those who 
served multiple tours in Iraq 
and Afghanistan. The benefits 
also have been a windfall for 
for-profit schools.

Between 2006 and 2010, 
military education benefits 
received by 20 for-profit educa-
tion companies climbed from 
$67 million to $521 million, a 
jump of 683 percent, accord-
ing to Hollister Petraeus, the 
Consumer Financial Protection 
Bureau’s point person for vets.

Enrolling vets provides a 
double bonus to the for-profits. 
Federal law restricts colleges 
to receiving no more than  
90 percent of their revenue 
from federal student financial 
aid programs such as Pell 
Grants. But federal education 
benefits to veterans don’t 
count against the 90 percent 
limit. So enrolling vets enables 
the for-profits to enroll more 
recipients of federal financial 
aid.

Congressional efforts to get 
a better handle on whether 
taxpayers are getting good val-
ue for the public dollars pour-
ing into for-profit education 
have all but ended because the 
industry “owns every lobbyist 
in town,” said U.S. Sen. Dick 
Durbin, D-Ill. at a Washington 
press conference last week at 
which the GIBill.com settle-
ment was announced.

Congress’s reluctance 
makes consumer protection 
efforts by the states even more 
vital, especially as the issue 
takes on a more partisan tone 
with GOP presidential hopeful 
Mitt Romney making a point 
to praise for-profit schools.

It’s good the group of 
AGs working with Democrat 
Conway on for-profit educa-
tion issues includes members 
of both parties.

Vets deserve 
education, 
not scams 
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By Noah Feldman
If the Supreme Court had 

wanted to make history, it could 
have: Striking down the individual 

mandate in the 
health-care law would 
have been the most 
weighty Supreme 
Court ruling since 
Franklin Roosevelt’s 
first New Deal was 
ruled unconstitu-
tional three-quarters 
of a century ago.

By upholding the 
individual mandate 
— after honestly 
acknowledging that 
making people buy 
insurance is a tax  
— the court chose 
the more cautious 
course.

In the spirit of Justices Oliver 
Wendell Holmes and Felix Frankfurter, 
the court adopted the strategy of 
judicial restraint. The man most re-

sponsible for this comes as a surprise: 
Chief Justice John Roberts, a tried 
and tested conservative appointed by 
George W. Bush to the near-universal 
plaudits of the right. Roberts said 
in his confirmation hearings that he 
believed in judicial restraint. 

That has become a cliche, repeated 
by every would-be judge raising a 
right hand before a Senate committee. 
When the chips were down, Roberts 
did exactly what he had sworn to 
do under oath. He stayed the court’s 
hand and rejected activism. 

The court’s explanations were 
sufficiently complex that CNN briefly 

Chief ’s role 
will define 
his legacy 
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The Supreme Court’s 
high-profile decision to sus-
tain the individual mandate 
in the Affordable Care Act 
hasn’t ended the debate on 
the law’s merits. 

Instead, it has set up a 
high-profile battle for the 
White House — with the 
president’s health care law 
right in the middle.

Even proponents of 
“Obamacare” admit that 
the legislation initially will 
increase our country’s spend-
ing on health care, and that 
many Americans will see 
premiums rise. 

But if conservatives over-
whelmingly carry the elec-
tion in November with a mandate to repeal 
the ACA, they also need a plan to replace it.

Our nation’s health care system was 
riddled with problems before the act, and 
those problems are still with us today. The 
biggest single problem with our health care 
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By John Garen

MEXICO CITY — With 
virtually all polls showing 
that the candidate with the 
soap-opera looks, Enrique 
Peña Nieto, 45, is likely to win 
Mexico’s Sunday elections, the 
big question is whether his 
victory would mean a return 
to Mexico’s corruption-ridden, 
authoritarian ways of the past. 
Although times have changed, 
that may very well happen. 

Peña Nieto’s candidacy for 
the Institutional Revolutionary 
Party (PRI) — the party that 
ruled this country for seven 
decades until it was voted out 
of office in a 2000 election 
that was heralded as Latin 
America’s equivalent to the fall 
of the Berlin Wall — is leading 
by about 15 percentage points 
over its closest rival in most 
polls. 

According to the latest 

Mitofsky poll released last week, 
Peña Nieto has 44.4 percent of 
voter support, followed by leftist 
candidate Andres Manuel Lopez 
Obrador with 28.7 percent, and 
center-right candidate Jose-
fina Vazquez Mota with 24.6 
percent. The poll doesn’t count 
non-responses. 

Granted, there could be last-
minute surprises. A growing 
everybody-against-Peña Nieto 
student movement known 
as “Yo soy 132” has emerged 
in recent weeks, accusing 
Mexico’s two major television 
networks of promoting Peña 
Nieto’s candidacy. The student 
protest movement has spread 
like wildfire in social media, 
and has helped Lopez Obrador 
climb in the polls. 

But while there are 14 mil-
lion Mexicans under 23 who 
will be eligible to vote for the 
first time in a presidential elec-
tion, and many of them may 
back Lopez Obrador, most 
political insiders doubt that 

LEADING CANDIDATE A 
RETURN TO THE RIGHT

Mexicans weigh 
corruption, safety

By Andres Oppenheimer
McClatchy Newspapers

Presidential candidate Enrique Peña Nieto of 
the Institutional Revolutionary Party greeted 
supporters at his closing campaign rally. 
Mexico’s presidential election is today.

By Melinda Henneberger
The Washington Post

A few miles from the county jail 
where Penn State predator Jerry 
Sandusky can take a shower every 
day, the local paper reports, his wife 
of 45 years has been holed up at 
home with the blinds and curtains 
drawn.

The blinders, too, are appar-
ently still on. Sure as ever that the 
former football coach never raped 
a kid in the school showers, or did 
anything else he’s been accused of, 
Dottie Sandusky is, the stock phrase 
offered up by defense attorney Joe 
Amendola, “trying to put the pieces 
back together.” 

The case is far from over — 
two more accusers came forward 
during the trial, including Jerry 
and Dottie’s own adopted son, 
Matt. Two high-ranking former 
Penn State officials will soon go to 
trial, too, charged with lying to a 
state grand jury that’s still investi-
gating, and with failure to report 

allegations about Sandusky’s sick 
behavior — eyewitness accounts 
from their own employees. Since he 
was found guilty last month, on 45 
counts of violating 10 kids over 15 
years, there’s been a lot of hopeful 
talk about the message his convic-
tion sends to victims everywhere, 
that even a bunch of fatherless kids 
nobody was looking out for can tell 
the truth about a powerful man and 
be believed.

But when Dottie does venture 
from her home, to visit him in jail, 
as she has been doing, she can do 
so without any worry that she, too, 
might soon have a cell of her own. 

Which is a shame, in my view; 
teachers, therapists, even priests 
have a legal duty to report attacks 
on children, but it’s murkier for 
spouses, because the “spousal privi-
lege” that prevents a wife from ever 
having to testify against her hus-
band in effect puts the protection 
of a marriage above the safety of 
a child. And what kind of message 
does that send others in Dottie’s 
situation? 

MRS. SANDUSKY WON’T BE 
CHARGED BUT HAD TO KNOW

Choosing not to hear the 
screams in the basement

See ROBERTS, E2 See GAREN, E2

See SANDUSKY, E2 See MEXICO, E4

CHRIS WARE | cware@herald-leader.com


