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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
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A small gas tax increase and allocation from the Michigan Catastrophic Claims Association fund could be the right formula for
fixing Michigan’s roads.

A better idea
for ﬁxing roads
Michigan legislators are
trying to devise a new road
repair plan now that the
state’s voters resoundingly
defeated the most recent
proposal.
Many ideas are being
discussed, but some make
more sense than others.
Among them is a plan
from state Rep. Peter J. Lucido, R-Shelby Township,
who proposes funding
road and infrastructure
repairs by tapping an existing and under-used multibillion-dollar state fund.
The plan suggests using a combination of the
interest earned and the
principal from the Michigan Catastrophic Claims
Association (MCCA) fund
to ﬁx the roads. The MCCA
revenue comes from annual $186 a vehicle charges
included in auto insurance
payments.
The MCCA fund is
used to reimburse auto
insurance companies for
personal injury protection claims that exceed
$530,000 for a single accident. That doesn’t often
happen so, each year, the
fund grows by about $1
billion. In 1998, then-Gov.
John Engler arranged to refund about $180 a vehicle
to state drivers because the
fund surplus continued to
far outstrip claims.
“Currently there’s almost
$18 billion in assets in the
fund,” said Rep. Lucido.
“We’re paying almost $200
per car per year into this
fund and it’s time we start
putting it to better use, as
safety is a key issue. By ﬁxing the roads and making
them safer, we will reduce
the number of accidents
that potentially lead to the
kinds of serious injuries
covered by this fund.”
“This fund continues to
stockpile money,” he said.
“We’ve seen it returned to
taxpayers in the past. Why
not use it to ﬁx the roads?
How much money do we
need to have in this fund
before enough is enough?”
Indeed, the state could
tap the fund for $1 billion a

year for ﬁve years without
putting a real dent in the
surplus. And the concept
is not unheard of considering that the Michigan
Natural Resources Trust
Fund has a cap of $500
million. Once the fund hits
that level, any additional
money goes to the Michigan State Parks Endowment Fund.
Legislators also could
add a small increase in the
gas tax. The timing is right
because gas prices have
dropped and stabilized
a bit and it appears they
will be stable for a while.
A gas tax also is more of a
direct road-user tax than
the broad statewide sales
tax increase that had been
built into the recently
defeated ballot proposal. A
higher fuel tax, combined
with higher registration
fees for commercial trucks
that weigh more than
26,000 pounds, could generate at least another $500
million.
The combined additional $1.5 billion would
be a good start to bolster
existing road maintenance
allocations.
Cluttering a proposal
with numerous other types
of new fees and taxes to be
used for other purposes
besides roads only will
complicate and confuse
the issue. Indeed, that is
a major reason the ballot
proposal was defeated
overwhelmingly. We don’t
need another ballot proposal, just a simple lawmaker-approved proposal
in which all the money
goes to roads, over a period limited to ﬁve years.
That’s something legislators and their constituents
should be able to support
without reservations.
The time limit also
would provide a good
test of whether such an
annual commitment of
funds actually would make
a meaningful difference
in the quality of the state’s
roads, or whether it would
need to be tweaked going
forward.
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Face-off in the Middle East
Don’t force Obama into sending American troops to Syria

J

eb Bush spent last week debating with himself whether he
would have started the war his
brother launched on Iraq.
When he ﬁgures it out, our
would-be president can focus in
on the campaign to drag us into yet
another Mideast war
— this time to bring
down Bashar Assad’s
regime in Syria.
While few would
mourn the passing
of the Assad dynasty,
there is a problem: If
Patrick
Assad falls, a slaughBuchanan
ter of Christians will
Creators
follow and the battle
for control of Damas- Syndicate
cus will be between
the Syrian branch of
al-Qaida, the Nusra Front, and the
crazed terrorists of the Islamic State.
Victory for either would be a
disaster for America.
Where is the evidence of an unholy alliance to bring this about?
Turkey, which turned a blind eye
to ISIS volunteers slipping into
Syria, has aided the Nusra Front in
setting up its own capital in Idlib,
near the Turkish border, to rival the
ISIS capital of Raqqa.
In the fall of Idlib, said Bashar
Assad, “the main factor was the
huge support that came through
Turkey; logistic support, and military support, and of course ﬁnancial support that came through
Saudi Arabia and Qatar.”
Why would Turks, Saudis and Qataris collude with Sunni jihadists?
Turkish President Recep Tayyip
Erdogan detests Assad. The Saudis
and Gulf Arabs are terriﬁed of Shiite
Iran and see any ally of Tehran, such
as Assad, as their mortal enemy.
This also explains the seven
weeks of savage Saudi bombing of
the Houthi rebels, who dumped
over a U.S.-Saudi puppet in the
Yemeni capital Sanaa, then seized

the second and third cities of Taiz
and Aden.
But while the Houthis bear no
love for us, they have been ﬁghting
al-Qaida in the Arabian Peninsula
(AQAP). Thus, the Saudi bombing
has given AQAP, the most dangerous terrorist foe we face, freedom
to create sanctuaries and liberate
hundreds of fellow terrorists from
prison.
The Israelis seem to be in on the
game as well. While they have taken
in rebels wounded on the Golan
Heights and returned them to their
units, there are reports of Israel
aiding the Nusra Front with intelligence and even air strikes.
Last week, an Israeli ofﬁcial
bluntly warned that Hezbollah
has amassed 100,000 short-range
rockets capable of striking northern
Israel, thousands of which could hit
Tel Aviv. The rockets are said to be
hidden in Shiite villages in southern
Lebanon.
Israel is preparing, writes The
New York Times’ Isabel Kershner,
“for what it sees as an almost inevitable next battle with Hezbollah.”
As Hezbollah has been the most
effective ﬁghting ally of Assad, an
Israeli war on Hezbollah could help
bring Assad down.
But, again, who rises if Assad falls?
And who else, besides Christians
and Alawites, starts digging their
graves?
As one might expect, Sen. Lindsey
Graham is all in. Late in April, he
declared, “Assad has to go. ... We’re
going to have to send some of our
soldiers back into the Middle East.”
Graham is willing to commit
10,000 U.S. ground troops.
“I would integrate our forces
within a regional army. There is
no other way to defend this nation than some of us being on the
ground over there doing the ﬁghting,” he said.
Wednesday, The Washington Post

laid out the game plan for war on
Syria. While we cannot create a
NATO with kings, emirs, sheiks, and
sultans, says the Post, “(T)here is
a way that Mr. Obama could serve
both the U.S. interests and those
of the Gulf allies: by attacking the
Middle East’s most toxic, and destabilizing force, the Bashar al-Assad
regime in Syria. Syria’s dictatorship
is Iran’s closest ally in the region,
and its barbarity opened the way for
the rise of the Islamic State. Recently, it has suffered battleﬁeld reverses, in part because of increased Gulf
aid to rebel forces.
“If Mr. Obama were to ... create
safe zones in northern and southern Syria for the rebels, the balance
could be tipped against Damascus
and Tehran — and U.S. allies would
have tangible reason to recommit to
U.S. leadership.”
Consider what is being recommended here.
The Post wants Obama to bomb a
Syrian nation that has not attacked
us, without congressional authorization — to aid rebels whose most
effective ﬁghters are al-Qaida and
ISIS terrorists.
And we’re to ﬁght this war — to
nullify ultra-rich but unhappy Gulf
Arabs?
Obama must also “do more about
Iranian aggression,” says the Post.
But against whom is Iran committing aggression?
In Syria, Iran is backing a regime
we recognized until a few years ago,
that is under attack by terrorist rebels we detest. In Iraq, Iran is backing
the government we support, against
ISIS rebels we detest.
Bottom line: A U.S. attack on Syria
is being pushed by the War Party to
propel us into a confrontation with
Iran, and thereby torpedo any U.S.
nuclear deal with Iran.
For whose beneﬁt?

X G U E S T E D I T O R I A L Commentaries from other newspapers do not necessarily reﬂect the views of The Monroe News’ editorial board.

ISIS paints U.S. as evil but free speech gives it ability to recruit
FROM THE PARIS (TENN.)
POST-INTELLIGENCER

It’s probably safe to say that
most Americans don’t understand the appeal of Islamic
fundamentalists’ recruitment of
supporters in this country.
The Islamic State has recruited
hundreds of American converts,
we’re told.
What we’re not told is how

they’re doing it and what Americans can do to counter their
inﬂuence. If the trend doesn’t
change, and soon, one veteran
CIA agent claims, the terror
group before long will be in a position to conduct major attacks
on American soil.
The agent, Michael Morell, is
the author of a new book entitled “The Great War of Our Time:

The CIA’s Fight Against Terrorism
From Al Qaida to ISIS.”
Recruiters for ISIS paint the
U.S. government as the bad boy
in the Middle East’s conﬂict. Terrorists are portrayed as freedom
ﬁghters, campaigning to rid their
nations of Western inﬂuence.
Morell says the “great war,”
testing our national security and
our politics, is likely to stretch for

decades more — “for as far as I
can see,” he writes.
The chairman of the House
Homeland Security Committee
says terrorism “has gone viral
... We’re very deﬁnitely in a new
phase in the global terrorism
threat.”
Al-Qaida did not die with
Osama bin Laden, Morell said.
“They today have the ability to

bring down an airliner in the
United States,” he said. “If that
happened tomorrow, I would
not be surprised.”
Part of the problem is that this
is a free country. A dictatorship
would be in a better position to
ﬁght back. But that’s a handicap
we must not give up in the name
of safety. Freedom is too important.

