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OUR VIEW

To the point
Citizens should reaffirm state officials’ ability to decide manage-
ment of wolves as is done for other species: in a scientific manner.

▼

▼   LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Election letters 

are welcome

The Monroe News 
welcomes letters to the 
editor on issues of public 
interest and candidates 
for public office. Please 
adhere to the following 
guidelines:

1. Discussion of the 
qualifications of a 
candidate and his or her 
position on issues or the 
merits of a ballot issue is 
the preferred format for 
letters. Outright or vague 
endorsements of specific 
candidates or issues is 
not. 

2.  All letters must 
reach The Monroe News 
no later than one week 
before Election Day (Nov. 
4). That deadline date 
would be Oct. 28. This 
allows for processing and 
planning for the space 
available as well as for re-
sponses from candidates 
if called for.

3.  Letters on election 
issues can be no more 
than 400 words. Shorter 
letters are likely to be 
read by more people. 
Writers are allowed one 
letter every 30 days; 
some exceptions are 
made for a second letter 
if it is a response to an-
other on the same topic.

4. We reserve the right 
to edit letters for correct 
spelling, grammar, punc-
tuation and length. 

5. Letters will not be 
accepted from the candi-
dates or their immediate 
families, their campaign 
managers or spokesmen. 

6. Name-calling, ru-
mors, libelous statements 
and personal attacks will 
result in the entire letter 
being rejected. 

7. Letters must be 
substantially the original 
thoughts written by the 
individual signing the 
letter. Letters created by 
campaigns or written by 
third parties will not be 
used. 

8. E-mail is preferred 
to letters@monroenews.
com. Typed or legibly 
written letters also may 
be sent to P.O. Box 1176, 
Monroe, MI 48161 or 
faxed to 242-0937.

9. Each letter must 
include name, address 
and phone number for 
verification purposes.

After reading several 
negative letters to the 
editor in the probate 
court judge race, I feel 
compelled to respond. As 
a member of the Com-
mittee to Elect Jill LaVoy 
Probate Judge, we were 
told by Ms. LaVoy she 
would not tolerate any 
negative campaigning 
against her opponents. 
I believe Ms. LaVoy’s 
committee certainly has 
upheld her wish. 

So, over the past several 
weeks, letters written 
by attorneys Dulany 
and Zagorski, former 
Judge Moskwa, and Ms. 
Zagorski’s mother, Mary, 
were, in my opinion, 
about as unprofessional 
as these professionals 
could get. For attorneys 
and a judge to make neg-
ative remarks about one 
of their own colleagues 
and Judge Lohmeyer to 
allow it is not acceptable, 
and certainly an apology 
to Ms. LaVoy is in order. 

I also would like to 
address two more issues. 
The judicial appointment 

process as explained 
by Mr. Dulany certainly 
leaves out some impor-
tant details. As I under-
stand it, each of those ap-
pointments with maybe 
the exception of Judge 
White were very political. 
For instance, the cross-
over appointment of 
Judge Braunlich will not 
benefit Gov. Snyder in his 
endeavor to get re-elect-
ed. Not political? And to 
indicate Ms. LaVoy was 
not qualified — she was 
one of the top three can-
didates each time. 

It is also noteworthy 
that Ms. LaVoy was the 
winner of the primary. 
She beat Cheryl Lohm-
eyer. Ms. LaVoy was the 
only non-incumbent 
judicial candidate in the 
State of Michigan to win 
in the Aug. 14 primary. 
That is quite an accom-
plishment!

The last issue of Ms. 
Mary Zagorski indicat-
ing that Ms. LaVoy was 
responsible for Judge 
Lohmeyer’s damaged or 
missing signs is ludi-

crous. Really? Ask any 
person running for office 
how many signs they 
have had missing or 
damaged. For sure, Ms. 
LaVoy also has had her 
share and did not accuse 
Judge Lohmeyer. Unfor-
tunately, vandalism of 
political signs does hap-
pen for whatever reason. 
I believe the police agen-
cies can confirm that.

Again, as I stated in 
my letter to the editor 
prior to the primary 
election, Ms. LaVoy has 
proven her commitment 
to this community, to 
her family, to serving the 
children and adults most 
vulnerable and does not 
deserve such treatment 
from her opponent. Her 
commitment is to run-
ning an honest campaign 
and to be elected the next 
Monroe County Probate 
Judge. That is why I will 
be casting my vote for 
Ms. LaVoy on Nov. 4.

Geri Allen
Monroe

Previous letters left facts out, were unfair to Jill LaVoy

In Jean Dahm’s “Letter 
to the Editor” published 
on Oct. 22, there were 
two notable factual er-
rors. 

First, the recent event 
at Monroe County Com-
munity College honoring 
Congressman John D. 
Dingell, Sen. Carl Levin, 
and State Sen. Randy 
Richardville was hosted 
and sponsored by the 
River Raisin National 
Battlefield Park Founda-
tion. 

While MCCC waived 
the room rental fee as 
part of their continuing 
educational partnership, 
all other expenses were 
paid by the Battlefield 

Foundation and their 
generous event sponsors.  
Ms. Dahm completely 
misrepresented the event 
as a “lavish party thrown 
for politicians” paid for 
by the college. Had she 
taken the time to verify 
who sponsored and paid 
for the event, she would 
not have wasted the com-
munity’s time with this 
erroneous information. 

The second factual 
error is that Ms. Dahm 
asserts that the proposed 
millage will provide an 
additional $6 million 
annually to MCCC. Based 
upon Monroe County’s 
2014 taxable value, the 1 
mill increase will gener-
ate an estimated $5.5 

million as is clearly stated 
in the ballot language. In 
her next point regarding 
property value increases, 
Ms. Dahm fails to men-
tion the effect of the 
Headlee Amendment on 
capping revenue from 
property-assessment 
increases to the rate of 
inflation. 

Endorsing candidates 
for political office is a 
long-honored tradition 
in our country. Equally 
important is supporting 
those endorsements with 
accurate facts. 

William J. Bacarella, Jr.
Chair, Monroe County 
Community College 
Board of Trustees

Two erroneous facts about MCCC were shared in letter

This letter is in re-
sponse to Glenda Ken-
non’s letter on Oct. 21. 
Somewhere along the 
way she has gotten her 
facts wrong. Her letter 
was about the pension 
tax that the Democrats 
have been claiming Gov. 
Rick Snyder has leveled 
on the seniors. THAT IS 
TRUE; he has leveled that 
tax on seniors! 

Her claim that anyone 
age 67 or older is not 

having his or her pension 
taxed is completely false. 
My husband is 81 and I 
am 74. Last year when we 
completed our Michigan 
income tax we found out 
we owed Michigan Gov. 
Rick Snyder $617. This is 
because the Republicans 
changed the law and now 
at least Ford retirees are 
taxed. 

My husband has been 
retired since 1998 and we 
have owed Michigan tax 

$0 until now. We believed 
Mr. Snyder when he 
said no one born before 
1946 would be taxed 
on their pensions; our 
mistake. Maybe she and 
her husband aren’t taxed 
or maybe our governor 
doesn’t care about auto-
workers.

Kalman and Linda  
Nemeth
Milan

Time to truly set facts straight on pension tax system

Should wolf hunting be 
allowed in parts of Michi-
gan? That question sparks 
passionate responses, both 
for and against. And it’s a 
question state voters are 
facing on the Nov. 4 ballot.

They should vote “yes” 
on both Proposals 1 and 2, 
reaffirming state officials’ 
power to decide whether 
hunts should be allowed in 
parts of Michigan.

The issue has had a 
complex and contentious 
history in recent years.

Gray wolves in Michigan 
and throughout the Mid-
west, once numbering in 
the millions, were hunted, 
trapped and poisoned to 
near-extinction by 1960, 
when a state bounty 
program was ended. But 
wolf populations have re-
bounded since 1974, when 
they were listed as endan-
gered under federal law, to 
more than 600 now.

Since the gray wolf was 
removed from the pro-
tected list in 2012, more 
than 1,000 have been 
killed through hunting and 
trapping programs in the 
Great Lakes states. Michi-
gan legislators then passed 
a law making the wolf a 
game species, and in 2013 
adopted a law empower-
ing the Natural Resources 
Commission (NRC) to 
decide on hunts. The NRC 
allowed a hunt in some 
portions of the U.P. in 
2013, and 22 wolves were 
killed out of a maximum 
of 43 authorized. No hunts 
were authorized this year.

Anti-wolf-hunting 
forces gathered petitions 
to put both laws up for a 
referendum this fall. But 
pro-hunt forces responded 
with their own petition 
drive supporting the laws. 
Their successful effort was 
embraced in August by the 
Legislature, which passed 
a law that included a $1 
million appropriation to 
fight Asian carp — a step 
that kept the anti-hunt 
referendums off the ballot.

The Keep Michigan 
Wolves Protected coali-
tion says that move is 
unconstitutional and will 
be challenged in court. 
But that claim is a dubi-
ous one; quite likely, the 
Legislature’s reaffirmation 
will stand up in court.

Proposal 1 would des-
ignate the wolf as game, 
authorizing hunting and 
requiring licenses for 
hunting. Proposal 2 would 
affirm the NRC’s power to 

designate certain species 
including wolves as game 
for hunting purposes, and 
grant the Legislature the 
sole authority to remove 
species from the game 
hunting list.

Opponents of Props 
1 and 2 say, despite the 
comeback, Michigan’s 
wolf population still is 
fragile. They say support-
ers’ claims of the threat 
posed by wolves are wildly 
exaggerated, and point 
out that residents already 
can legally shoot wolves 
attacking people, pets and 
livestock. Further, farm-
ers are compensated for 
livestock lost to wolves.

They dispute the claim 
that letting the NRC decide 
is scientific — the seven 
members of the panel are 
appointed by the governor, 
and only one is a biologist 
who voted against the 2013 
hunt. Anti-hunt activists 
also say the Legislature’s 
vote to reaffirm the NRC’s 
power was anti-democrat-
ic, thwarting the people’s 
will as expressed by peti-
tions signed by thousands 
to change the current laws.

Supporters of Prop 
1 and 2 argue that the 
wolf population is hardly 
fragile, having tripled since 
passing the recovery goal 
of 200 more than a decade 
ago. They say the current 
system of deciding wolf 
hunts in fact is scientific—
though the 2013 hunt was 
authorized by the NRC’s 
political appointees, it 
was based in part on a 
detailed memo drafted by 
the Department of Natural 
Resources going over the 
scientific questions and 
detailing the goals of the 
hunt: addressing the con-
cerns of residents of three 
small U.P. zones and using 
hunting to make wolves 
more wary of humans.

As for the claim that the 
Legislature’s move was 
anti-democratic, let’s note 
that lawmakers acted in re-
sponse to a petition signed 
by nearly 300,000 citizens 
in support of letting the 
NRC decide on wolf hunts. 
The pro-hunt faction used 
the petition process, just 
as the anti-hunt coalition 
had.

On the whole, there’s 
no clear-cut reason for 
carving out an exception 
to wolves in the NRC’s 
general authority to name 
game animals and set rules 
for hunting. That being the 
case, voters should sup-
port Proposals 1 and 2.

Wolf hunts in Michigan: 
‘Yes’ on Proposals 1, 2

A FEW WORDS FROM NEWSMAKERS

“Education is the best weapon against poverty, igno-
rance and terrorism.” 

— Nobel Laureate Malala Yousafzai 

who received the Liberty Medal  
in a Philadelphia ceremony Tuesday.


