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Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment
of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the
right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition
the Government for a redress of grievances.
— The First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution

OUR VIEW

X TO THE POINT
The Resilient Monroe process has given a glimpse of ways not only
to survive waves of change, but to thrive from them.

Resilient Monroe
talks needn’t end
The Monroe community
has gotten stronger and is
more determined to plan
its future thanks to an extensive regional planning
effort called Resilient Monroe. The process wrapped
up its review at a public
forum held last week at the
Monroe City Hall.
For the last 15 months,
business leaders, local ofﬁcials and citizens from the
city and Frenchtown and
Monroe townships have
been gathering to update
master plans for all three
communities. The underlying goal of the process
centered on increasing
resilience — the capacity
to recover from adversity
or change — in the communities. This includes the
capacity to adapt to new
conditions and changing
circumstances and establish a path toward success.
The project addressed
a wide range of shared
concerns, including improvements to transportation corridors, efforts to
build the local economy
and new ways to manage
impacts of weather events
such as ﬂooding and extended periods of extreme
heat and drought.
Highlights of the process
included an intense threeday planning “charrette”
that focused on beautifying the Telegraph Rd.
corridor that runs through
all three jurisdictions and
converting the current LaZ-Boy headquarters on N.
Telegraph Rd. into an entertainment and shopping
venue; heat and ﬂooding
vulnerabilities speciﬁc to
Monroe, and a comprehensive resource atlas that
highlights existing conditions, community trends
and options for action.
Copies of the atlas can be
downloaded from the Web
site (www.resilientmonroe.
org) for free.
At the ﬁnal session,
expanding the LaPlaisance
Rd. corridor off I-75 in
Monroe Township to the
north got some attention.
The area is home to many

vacant store fronts in the
Horizon Outlet mall but
still offers prime business
opportunities if a microbrewery, restaurant or a
farmers market could be
lured there, supporters
said.
Another main goal
discussed was developing
the N. Dixie Hwy. corridor
off I-75 in Frenchtown
Township to the south with
the city in between both
corridors.
That idea makes sense,
and all three areas — Telegraph Rd., LaPlaisance Rd.
and N. Dixie Hwy. — could
beneﬁt from the extra trafﬁc and shoppers the new
development might bring.
Like most ideas generated during the planning
process, money is an
issue in facilitating an
environment that would
attract businesses to locate
here. But as Dan Swallow, Monroe’s director of
community and economic
development said, funding is available through a
variety of state and federal
grants.
More than 1,500 stakeholders in the three communities took part in the
planning process, which
was paid for with more
than $100,000 obtained
from the Kresge and
Americana Foundations.
The three communities
also contributed more
than $25,000. That kind
of involvement can only
enhance relationships and
cooperative discussions
with all three communities
— something to pursue
and nurture.
Participants agreed that
Resilient Monroe was well
worth the time, effort and
money and that future
meetings were essential to
get things done. That will
be the task of representatives of the three municipalities — to continue the
collaborative gatherings
and engage in more discussions on the hopes and
wishes for the region in the
years ahead.
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Numbers don’t support the need for Bedford Schools’ ‘reinvention plan’
The Bedford Public Schools Board
of Education has notiﬁed the voters
of Bedford Township it is holding a
special election for a $70 millionplus bond issue to support a school
“reinvention plan.” The proposed
millage for the ﬁrst year is 4.37 mills,
which will be adjusted up or down
in future years based on change, if
any, in the taxable value of Bedford
Township real estate.
The board has stated that of the
proposed millage, only about onehalf is “new millage money” due to
the expiration of current school-related millages. It further argues that
a resident would see an approximate $20 a month increase for each
household on the property taxes, on
average, currently paid.
I argue the millage request is all
“new money,” particularly since this
millage request is a 30-year obligation.

Southeast Michigan Council of
Governments (SEMCOG) data, as
well as U.S. Census data, clearly
demonstrated that in Bedford
Township between 2000 and 2010,
the population of school-age
groups, (i.e., younger than 5 and
between 5 and 20 years of age),
decreased by nearly 500 individuals,
yet a new grade school was constructed in that period. Simple
examination of this data, as well as a
cross-section of the new household
starts during the housing boom,
shows why the board recently
had to close two grade schools in
Bedford. The “build it and they will
come” mantra did not happen.
SEMCOG has projected the population growth of the township from
today to 2040 will be about 20 percent — 30,000 to 36,000. The group
projected to grow the largest is the
65-plus age group (from 4,400 to
9,900 individuals), more than dou-

bling. This age group will comprise
most of the anticipated growth. The
population of school-age groups
will remain essentially the same,
or slightly decreasing, from 2010 to
2040. Yet there are remodeling and
new construction plans for this age
group.
The millage request of 4.37 mills
will deliver up to $4.3 million in the
initial year. On the unofﬁcial ballot,
the board consultant has estimated
the “simple average annual millage
anticipated to be required to retire
the bond debt is 3.9 mills.” Looking
at all the data, this project could
cost north of $100 million, including anticipated interest, to support
a $70 million bond issue.
Our children are entitled to the
best learning environment we can
afford, but is this the best affordable
plan?
R. LaMar Frederick
Lambertville
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Show us the political money
Citizens deserve real-time data of who’s lining politicians’ pockets
BY LISA ROSENBERG
Sunlight Foundation

I

n the McCutcheon v. Federal
Election Commission decision
likely to be announced soon, the
Supreme Court is expected to strike
down the long-standing cap on total
contributions individuals may give
to federal candidates and political
parties, permitting the unseemly
spectacle of a single donor contributing more than $3.5 million to one
party during an election cycle. This
Sunshine Week, as we consider the
vital importance of the public’s right
to know, we should put pressure on
our elected ofﬁcials to ensure we all
have access to who’s funding and
inﬂuencing our elections.
A more robust disclosure regime
will be necessary to inform the public whether, in exchange for such
massive contributions, donors are
receiving more access to and inﬂuence over our elected ofﬁcials. It’s
technologically possible, so why not
make this vital information available as soon as possible? Congress
should enact legislation to mandate
disclosure of all contributions of
$1,000 or more to parties, candidates and political committees
within 48 hours to enable citizens to
better gauge whether their elected
ofﬁcials are representing their interests or special moneyed interests.
Nearly $7 billion was spent on
campaigns in 2012. Roughly a billion dollars came from “outside”
groups, the result of the Supreme
Court’s disastrous Citizens United
decision. The remainder was
ﬁnanced mostly with so-called hard
money contributions made to the
candidates and parties. The source
of much of that money was the
political 1 percent of the 1 percent,

the wealthiest citizens whose voice
in politics, if measured by spending,
far outweighs everyone else’s.
The court is likely to strike the
overall contribution caps because
a majority doesn’t view multimillion-dollar contributions from
a single individual as a problem.
What this court fails to recognize is
the First Amendment rights of the
99.9 percent of citizens who cannot
buy access to elected ofﬁcials in
order to give voice to their issues.
Seven-ﬁgure contributions are not
a megaphone merely amplifying
the voices of the donors, they are a
sonic boom, overpowering to the
point of silencing all other voices.
The tiny number of donors with
the political purchasing power to
make multi-million-dollar contributions simply do not, cannot
and will not represent the interests
of most Americans. And while
the super rich have every right to
advocate what they believe in, they
shouldn’t have the right to suffocate
everyone else’s voice under the
weight of their massive campaign
contributions. Without real time
transparency, they will.
Citizens are affected every day
by the decisions of their elected
representatives and have the right
to know — in real time — when
a campaign contribution or the
access it buys contributed to the introduction of a bill, the tabling of an
amendment or a vote on legislation.
Technology allows those asking
such questions to determine what
role money played in shaping policy
and allows constituents to react if
they determine their interests are
not being represented.
Real-time transparency can foster
accountability, deter corruption

and provide for a better-informed
electorate. But, while transparency
is fundamental to our democratic
system of government, it is not a
panacea for all that ails our democracy. Limits on who can give
to candidates and campaigns and
how much they can give are still
necessary to ensure our elected
ofﬁcials represent all of us. Knowing a driver is going 200 miles per
hour does not mean it is safe for
him to do so. Similarly, knowing a
candidate asked for and received a
ﬁve-, six- or seven-ﬁgure contribution from a single donor does not
make that candidate less corrupted
or corruptible. But as the attack
on contribution limits continues,
robust, real-time disclosure can act
as a bulwark against the unfettered
and wholesale purchase of our elections by the wealthy.
Our disclosure laws must reﬂect modern realities if they are to
adequately serve voters’ right to
information about who is paying
for our elections. Disclosure of large
contributions online, in real time, is
a necessary, obvious and simple update. As Mitch McConnell, no friend
to campaign ﬁnance laws, noted in
2010, “We need to have real disclosure… why would a little disclosure
be better than a lot of disclosure?”
Why indeed? If the Supreme
Court rules that it’s time for campaign contributors to go as big as
they want, Congress must respond
with a revamped disclosure system
that shines a light on those contributions as soon as they are made so
that voters know who is lining their
elected representatives’ pockets.

Lisa Rosenberg is a government
affairs consultant for the Sunlight
Foundation.

