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ACTION ALERT – OPPOSE CASINO GAMBLING IN MASSACHUSETTS
BACKGROUND:

Casino gambling, long opposed by the League of Women Voters of Massachusetts, is once again a real possibility in Massachusetts.  Both the newly-recognized Wampanoag tribe and the racetrack owners are pressing for the addition of Class 3 gaming, which includes slot machines and table games, into the gaming already allowed under Massachusetts law.

Any legislation that expands legalized gambling from the current Class 2 for lottery and bingo gaming to Class 3 for table games and slot machines will certainly bleed lottery revenues and will allow the building of Foxwood and Mohegan Sun-type facilities by Massachusetts. 

LEAGUE’S POSITION:
Although the League’s position opposing casino gambling was adopted a number of years ago (1982), subsequent developments in the casino gambling industry have served to confirm the League’s original concerns about establishing casino gambling in Massachusetts.  
Talking points:

a.  Gambling is no substitute for a reasonable tax policy: Connecticut, New Jersey and Rhode Island all have casino gambling and all have higher taxes than Massachusetts.  These states pay higher taxes in part because they need to make up for the unmet revenue needs that were promised by the casinos - every $1 in gambling taxes received costs the state $3. 

b.  Everyone, including non-gamblers, pays for the massive social costs that the casino gambling industry brings along with it. 

c.  Revenues are uncertain, particularly as the numbers of casinos increase; one casino in a general area may be successful, but as more are built, there is less money to go around.  If casinos are legalized here, New Hampshire will be likely to follow suit.  No state in the country has ever solved its budget problems with gambling revenues. Even New Jersey, with its 17 casinos, had to shut down its state government last year due to a budget crisis.
d.  A community could find itself with a more or less bankrupt facility if there are not enough customers to sustain it, but the associated costs of the facility would still be there for the local taxpayers to face.

e.  Although a new facility will bring jobs initially, particularly in the construction phase, the experience of other places has shown a net loss of jobs as many smaller businesses find that they can’t compete with the casinos. Once the construction is complete, jobs at the casino for the most part are not high paying.  In addition, large corporations do not like to locate near casinos because of the increased risk of having employees become caught in the cycle of addictive gambling.
f.  It is significant that The Wall Street Journal and The Boston Business Journal, two of the most pro-business newspapers in the country, both editorialize against casinos.  

g.  Casinos bring all sorts of social and economic problems to the community such as increased traffic, pressure on the local infrastructure (water use, new roads, etc.) and increased petty and major crime. While most people who frequent casinos do so responsibly, a significant number do become compulsive gamblers.  Recent studies indicate that high stakes gambling is becoming increasingly common among young people; approval of casinos will tend to exacerbate this problem.  The Commonwealth should not be in the position of enabling these problems.

TAKE ACTION NOW:
· Call or Email your Legislators to urge them to oppose casino gambling. Please go to www.mass.gov/legis for a listing of all legislators.

· Call and/or e-mail your friends and family in Massachusetts and ask them to contact their Legislator’s and say NO to casino gambling in this state.

For more information, e-mail Carole Pelchat, VP Program & Action or Louise Haldeman, LWVM Specialist
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