
I

TTxTUT" ; : TZ THE REBEL YELL November 4, 1993 Page 5Casing the joint', real purpose of BaWsicTicTAt
Nevada is keeping a close

watch on Washington D.C. these
days.

Close watch because of huge
implications thatlie in theSupreme
Court decision concerning
Waldemar Ratzlaf, a Portland,
Oregon restauranteur, who is ap-
pealing his conviction of violating
the Bank Se--

crecy Act of
1970.

The
Bank Se-

crecy Act re-

quires all
transactions
in excess of
$10,000 to
be reported
to the federal
government.

--x,

The information is
then sent to the Treasury Depart-
ment where the watchful eyes of
the I.R.S. loom.

Ratzlaf 's lawyers claim that
is the bank's responsibility to re-

port transactions not the de-

positor.
So what was his crime?
Ratzlaf paid off $160,000 in

casino debts (markers) with nu-

merous cashiers checks. Each
check was under the $10,000
needed to file with the govern-
ment. Ratzlaf payed the debts in
small increments because he knew
the I.R.S. was planning an audit of
his finances. Effectively Ratzlif
tried to the system, or at least
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it

such

beat

that s what
theSupreme
Court will
determine.

T h e
Bank Se-

crecy Act's
official pur-

pose is to

detect
money lau-
ndering. A

victimless crime, money launder-
ing is a favorite of Washington
beaurocrats. It also allows thcI.R.S.
a chance to case the wallets of
honest citizens.

This act is harmful to Nevada
since casinos must obey by the
same laws as a bank follows con-

cerning transactions over $ 1 0,000.

The financial dealings of high
rollers, or
anyone for
that matter,
are private
matters.
Would you
want a re-

port of your
dealings in a
casino being
sent to the
federal t?

Will the
federal nt

give you a
tax break for

losing
$10,000 at
blackjack?

"A victimless
crime, money
laundering is a

favorite of
Washington

beaurocrats."

You can be sure they'll be
there when you win $ 1 0,000.

The issue is clear; just read
between the lines a little. The Bank
Secrecy Act was created not to
stop money laundering but to stop
tax evasion.

If anything should be illegal

it's taxation

Taxa-

tion is the

r c i v e
force to

obtain
money
from in-

dividuals.

This

could
also ap-

ply to

armed
robbery.
What
President
Clinton

callscontributionquitefranklycan
be called theft.

People who engage in govern-

ment-approved, coercive means
to obtain money arc called agents.
All others involved in using coer-
cive force to take other people's
money are called criminals.

The I.R.S. not only commits

this act, they force others to be
accomplices. If employees of a
bank or casino don't report

10,000, they risk fines
and imprisonment.

Meanwhile, Ratzlif was sen-
tenced to 15 months in prison and
$26,300. And all because he tried
to protect his wallet from the sticky
fingers of the federal government.

Read and
think about
James Yohe's

intriguing
column that
appears every
Thursday in
The RebelYell

.
Letters to the Editor

Kostman's reply
toSapovits

In response to the "per-
spective" by Jay Sapovitz of No-
vember X 1993, let me begin by
congratulating Mr. Sapovitz on
such an inspiring story.

As far as my decision to
suspend redistribution ofalcohol
at CSUN events, t would like to

J thank you for reminding me about
the duties of my position. How
ever, Im quite sure that the stu-

dents thMempoweredxnetodomy1
. job did not place beer at the top of

their list when it came to "rights"
they wanted mc to defend.

While my decision was
prompted by the brawl of October

23rd, roy statement was clear',

until further notice, the use of
alcohol at any and all entertain-

ment andor programming events
officially sponsored by UNLV's
StudentGovemment(CSUN) will
no longer be funded..." This sim-

ply states that pending an investi
gation, the distribution of beer at
tailgates will be suspended-no- t
permanently Mr. Sapovitz,btit until

further notice,
As far as your comments

about CSUN accepting
responsability for student drunk-

enness, that is ridiculous! Perhaps
your "perspective" would have

morecrcdibility if you interviewed

or even spoke with the people who

made the decisions-no- t employ-

ees, Mends,or acquaintances. But

I suppose it's easier to say Vhy

do you think he did this " than to

actually putsome effortinto going

to the source.
You Said that T should

"vehemently oppose any sugge
Uons that are in conflict with he
interest of the students.1" If you
truly see this as an issuethat I need

to speak vehemently'' against or
oppose, it makes mtwottder ifyou

infactrcad your own story, I made

this decision-shoul- d I oppose my-

self? J made this decision prior to

any mandates or suggestions put
forth by any administrators, This

means Mr. Sapovita that we are

policingourown, Itmcansthat we

are responsible enough to make a
decision to investigate the matter

at hand before outside interven-
tion.

My main focus this se-

mester has been tuition, writing
legislation to amend the Board of
Regents Handbook, parking prob-
lems, safety issues, text book price
gouging, and proper student
representation notbeer. It's sad
that you see this as an excuse to
attack me Or Student Government,
but youd'td say at the beginning of
the year that you would look fat
any reason to attack mo. Con-

gratulations.
I will however stand by

my decision. I will also continue
to fight for students rights. Mr.
Sapovite, you should concentrate
on attacking real issues, not a few
cups of beer at a tailgate party. By
the way, at the rime I suspended
beer, there were only two home
football games remaining-on- e on

a three day weekend (Halloween)
when there would be extremely
low attendance because of student
travel etc., and the final game of
the year which is a scheduled 1:00

p,m kick off, where traditionally
only a few hundred students (if
that) show up to watch the game.

What you have done is

attract more attention to this mat
ter than called for. If you want to
talkabout someone makinga"rash
reaction and betraying the stu-

dents," you just need to utter the
name Sapovitz.

JoelS.Kostman

Student Body President

Reply to
Roxanne Warren

Dear Editor,
In response to Roxanne

Warren's column "Who is re-

sponsible for America any-
way," she states; "The enter-
tainment industry, just like
any other, is out to make the
biggest buck possible, They
supply what is in demand. To
dootherwisewouldjustbebad
business,This statementhas

its genesis in a braneh of phi-

losophy entitled Preference
Satisfaction Utilitarianism,

This doctrine assumes
that by allowing one group
interests to enjoy precedence
over another could possibly
infringe on the other group's
legitimate interests unjustly.
Therefore, to maximize
society's collective prefer-
ences, and not unjustly in-
fringe on one group's rights, a
freemarket system theoreti-
cally places no value on an
action, but rather Jets society
determine what preferences
are to be satisfied.

I say theoretically, for we
must decide to what degree
we want a certain quality (e.g. ,

clean air) and how much that
quality is worth; i.e. how much
money from road funds or
school funds should be allo-

cated to achieve that degree of
quality. Therefore, each ele-

ment in a free-mark-et system
has a value, if it didn't the
system would not work.

- The danger with this doc-

trine is in the questions. Aren't
there preferences which
should not be satisfied, and
does man always act in his
ownlong-ter- m best self-interes- t?

Consider: Black market
babies, slavery, cigarettes,
D.D.T. and pesticides.

Furthermore she states,
"We are the people, We set the
standards." However, this
leads to the next danger in-

herent in this doctrine.
Can't one group enjoy

greater economic resources,
thus enabling their desires to
be satisfied regardless if it is
not society's best long-ter- m

interest?
In conclusion, it is the

industry's responsibility to
regulate itself, however when
they refuse to admitthey h ave
produced any harm it is
doubtful this wiUhappen.This
notion ofstanding responsible,
for the effects you have caused,
is not merely my Opinion, but
it is buttressed by common
law (strict product liability
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law). Moreover, many other
industries have endured gov-
ernment regulations due to
theirinability to stand morally
accountable for the conse-
quences of their product. If
indeed the media is an indus-
try, as you stated it is, then it
should either regulate itself
or accept the ultimate concVu

m eion ofgovernment regulation;

Kevin Louden
Philosophy Major

Another Sapovits
Letter

Dear Editor,

This truly comes from my
heart: Jay Sapovits you are a grade
A.classl.comptctcBOZO. Didn't
your mother ever teach you to think
before speaking (or writing as the
case may be). Sometimes J choose

not to read your column because it

is usuall uninformed; and if four
year olds could read, it would even
be insulting to their intelligence,
but when 1 do read it, it reaffirms
my faith that there is someone out
there willing to play the fool for the
entertainment of others.

Well, that's enough for the
insults (lnccd to vent sometimes).
I'm writing in response to "The
Sap" column of October 28th,
StudentsShoulciManage Alcohol

Not Administrators.
Jay says, "the main concern

of Student Affairs director should
be allowing students to manage
themselves." lagrce(forachangc).
Unfortunately, the brawl at the Sil

ver Bowl clearly says that under
certain conditions students don't
manage themselves." I agree (for
a change). After the infamous
homecoming brawl,administratorS
have the responsibility to ask
themselves, "What are the condi-

tions which students don't control
themselves?" They ask themselves
this because they are paid to serve
the students by protecting the
reputation of our institution, and
by preserving the public's safety.

My next concern with Jay's
article evolves in the question,

"What's wrong with a hand
stamp?" The stamp is an effort to
comply with the laws that state no
one under the age of 21 is allowed
to consume alcohol. Everyone over
21 needs to get stamped so that
there is no quesuon of who is legal
to drink and who is not (Jay.tfyou
wash with soap you can get the
bothersome stamp of t with the first
rinse.1) i Student Government
cudn't run two lines, one to check
IDs and one to serve beer (serve,
notsate), then the servers would bo
forced to hold up die serving line to
check W. 'sand one to serve beer
serve, not sale), then the servers

would actually take longer than
waiting in two lines because when
the servers arechecking I.D. 's they
aren't pouring beer.

If free beer is ever served at
a UNLV function again, one thing
to consider would be not only the

hand stamp but also giving the
beer servers a pennanent, felt pen

to mark those who take abeer, with
a two beer limit.

My last concern comes from
i the completely insane assumption
that fame automatically makes a
person 2 land legal to drink. Does
thins mean that if the kids who are
Kriss Cross, or McCauley Caulkin
came to a UNLV Student Gov-

ernment tailgate we could legally
serve them a beer?

Sincerely,
Robert J. Williams

English Major, Senior

Editor's Note: This is a reprint

of a letter (hat ran in Tuesday's

edition. It was incomprehensible
in its first run due ton layout

error. The Rebel Veil regrets

any misunderstanding thh may
han mused and apologizes to
Mr, Williams.

The Rebel Yell welcomes

letters to the editors.
; Submissions should be no
; more than 300 words and

may be edited. All letters
; should include a name,
; phone number and should

be signed.


