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With probable increases in taxes, definite increases in poverty, and unemployment, topped off with a decrease in population, casino gambling is being touted as the savior that Cleveland has been waiting on.  Proponents believe this new member to the community will bolster the economy with increased revenues and job creation.  Opponents assert that it will only exacerbate the problems of poverty, crime, and other social ills commonly associated with casinos and already present in Cleveland to some extent or another.    The gaming industry has been trying to open up a casino in Ohio for the past two decades, but the General Assembly has repeatedly turned down legislation to legalize casinos.  In 1990 and 1996, Ohio voters turned down ballot initiatives by 62 and 38 percent respectively.  
  

OPPONENTS

Economic.  One of the wide standing beliefs is that large projects such as casinos don't necessarily produce successful commercial.   They also stress that success of a casino is not simply attracting patrons to a large complex to which many drive to, park, and go home - a criticism common of Atlantic City casinos. 

Impact on Community.  According to a news article in the Cincinnati Enquirer,  a respected official stated that most of the people he knew in one of the largest gaming communities in the United States(Tunica, Mississippi) were living way below the poverty line.  After over 10 years of gaming, the county's crime rate has grown excessively.  Violent crimes are commonplace. Addiction to gambling and alcohol is also at an all-time record.  Pawnshops have popped up all over the area, unfairly taking advantage of those who really cannot afford the luxury of gambling. 

Crime.  Orest Holubec (Governor Bob Taft’s press secretary) states that the Governor opposes gambling because he believes the social ills outweigh the possible financial gains;…[and also] bring an increase in prostitution, drug use and overall crime.   Dan Moore, managing partner of Whiskey Island Partners, believes that a casino is a temporary solution that has lingering negative consequences.   He also goes on to state:  “What a casino is is a regressive tax on predominately poor, largely women, largely undereducated people. They go to the casino, they spend their money, they as an average group lose and the social costs are born by the community. “

According to Earl Grinols, an economist at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, much of the published research on the impact of gaming on economic development is polluted by its relationship to the gaming industry. 

PROPONENTS

Casino developers assert that casinos will bring jobs, save money, and also raise money, which would please the citizens of the state.  Mayor Jane Campbell along with other politicians and supporters such as Lorain Mayor Craig Foltin, Cincinnati Mayor Charlie Luken, State Representative Bill Seitz, representatives from Ohio's horse racetracks, horsemen's groups, casino developers, slots manufacturers, fraternal and veterans groups and tavern owners intensely believe that the legalization of casino gambling will benefit the state.
  Tim Hagan. “The bottom line is many people in Ohio are going to Detroit or Ontario or West Virginia or Indiana to go to a casino. We're losing whatever that money is.” Concurring with that school of thought is real estate developer Bert Wolstein who also states that , “[a] casino with a major hotel and a convention center all put in one piece is an absolute necessity for Cleveland to rescue the downtown.”

Criteria that Should be Used to Resolve the Issue

Section A.  The Planner’s Responsibility to the Public would be my guiding principle as delineated  the first 3 subsections. 

1) A planner must have special concern for the long rang consequences of present actions.

2) A planner must pay special attention to the interrelatedness of decision, and 

3) 3)  A planner must strive to provide, full, clear and accurate information on planning issues to citizens and governmental decision-makers.

As a planner, I would definitely have to analyze the social as well as the economic repercussions that a casino would have on the Cleveland area.  This would include looking past the potential revenues and devoting as much energy in studying some of the possible hidden costs (i.e. increased security, municipal services, etc., social ills).  Because the political pressure is so strongly in favor of casinos, I would have to be sure not to succumb to political pressures.  To do otherwise would diminish my credibility indirectly with officials and policy makers down the road by creating a unflattering reputation for myself to bend under pressure.   

It was surprising to find that the some of the data collected in order to determine the feasibility of casinos in the area has been furnished wholly or in part by the gaming industry.  As an ethical planner, I would not be able to rely on such data.  The determination of the ways in which a casino would potentially affect the community would have to be reached though an impartial analysis based upon data from a neutral party (meaning no special interest groups) before a decision regarding true feasibility could be made. This is important because I believe that the citizens are not as feeble minded as politicians sometimes believe.  Citizens must believe that the data that they are being given is the absolute truth to the best of my knowledge and care and proper diligence went in to insuring that the data was not tainted.  Only then, do I believe that the public will buy in.  Without the buy in of the public, I believe that the City should explore other avenues.  If the public is presented the facts, and they are allowed to voice their opinions either for or against it, their opinion must be respected or additional data gathering should be conducted to reassure them.  The disregard for public sentiment could risk political suicide for any officials who unwisely took this path and any advisors that helped them come to that decision- a weak minded or perhaps a slightly unethical planner.  This too, inevitably leads to the loss of credibility.  These social and political factors are all very important and require much more attention that just the proverbial bottom line.  

The only way to provide officials as well as the public with a legitimate analysis from which they could make any decision that like from the data, would be to cast any prejudices aside and give purely the facts- to be more specific, to give ALL the facts.  For example, it would be important not only to state that 500 new jobs would be created but the average wage and possibly benefits associated with that job.   To do otherwise is to paint a lopsided picture and that would be unethical.  As a planner who would first and foremost be concerned about the general welfare of the public, I would not propose even preliminary suggestions based on narrow interpretation (of pure economics) without first determining the net cost and fully understanding to the best of my ability all of the consequences of casinos on a city.  As long as I give my best faith effort without influence from partial parties, I would be able to maintain a high standard of ethics in my profession.   Full consideration to the complexity and multifaceted nature of this topic would have to be given.  It would be my job to assess risk and benefit and balance the two when making recommendations.  To do otherwise would not be in the best interest of the welfare of the public and would be against my ethical beliefs.  
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