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said.
“Instead, they became more

reactionary after the commis-
sion had basically released its
maps. By that time it was al-
ready settled that commission-
ers were going with the maps
they put before the public,” he
said.

Democrats now must lie on
the bed they made. They took
the work of the commission too
lightly to wage a preemptive
public campaign to deter the
crisis of congressional repre-
sentation Detroit now faces.

Even the responses to the
new maps have been largely
insignificant in Detroit. Mayor
Mike Duggan hasn’t addressed
the issue or initiated action. All
the mayor did was to tweet his
position on the issue by calling
for equitable representation.

Civil rights groups in the
city have been largely dormant,
perhaps caught flatfooted. The
apparent lack of a cohesive
response from Black leaders in
the city and their allies in the
Democratic Party speaks vol-
umes about the lack of prep-
aration to confront the possi-
bility of no Black member in
Congress from the state.

Some current and former
Black lawmakers plan to sue
the redistricting commission,
alleging violation of the Voting
Rights Act. Civil rights lawyer
Nabih Ayad, who is repre-
senting the group, pointed to
the harm done to voters.

“Regardless of what the
intent or the motive of the 13
commissioners here was, the
fact is that the end result is that
it strips away the voters and
the representatives of those
communities, especially in the
city of Detroit,” Ayad said at a
media event recently. 

Those filing the suit are
likely panicking because they
perhaps underestimated the
power of the redistricting
commission. But I’m afraid the
group’s lawsuit may be coming
too late, and it remains to be
seen if the courts will show any
desire to table the maps for
redress.
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M ichigan is poised to
have no Black mem-
ber in its congression-

al delegation next year, after
Rep. Brenda Lawrence, the
lone African
American,
revealed last
week she
was retiring
from Con-
gress.

The
announce-
ment of
Lawrence’s
exit at the end of 2022 comes
after new congressional maps
were released to the public by
the Michigan Independent
Citizens Redistricting Commis-
sion. The maps eliminated the
14th congressional district she
represented, and created a new
12th district, which includes
Southfield, parts of Wayne
County and, most notably,
Dearborn.

Though Lawrence has be-
come the most prominent
casualty of the mess that has
been created by the commis-
sion, the real losers are African
Americans in Detroit, who
belonged to her previous dis-
trict.

For example, the new 13th
congressional district, which
covers part of Detroit and is
currently represented by Rash-
ida Tlaib, who plans to run for
reelection in the 12th district, is
now up for grabs. Millionaire
Shri Thanedar, despite a thin
community resume, is making
a play for the seat. If he were to
win, it will be a death knell for
Black representation in Con-
gress from Michigan.

But don’t just point the
finger at the redistricting panel
for this disintegration. Put the
blame also on Democratic
political players in the city,
including Black civic leaders.

One Democratic Party in-
sider, Jonathan Kinloch, who
chairs the 13th Congressional
District, told me his party
failed in this process.

“Once the constitutional
amendment of creating inde-
pendent commissioners were
set, Democratic stakeholders
should have been ready to craft
maps on the front end and
submit them sooner,” Kinloch

Democrats to blame for
redistricting damage

BANKOLE
THOMPSON

F or anyone who believes that
America’s elite institutions of
higher learning are taken far too

seriously — and I count myself among
the believers — the last two years have
been bracing. Of course I am referring
to COVID policy, in particular the cur-
rent efforts of Princeton and Yale to
restrict the off-campus movements of
their students in fairly radical ways.

This week Yale sent out an email
laying out requirements for returning
students. According to the Yale Daily
News, there will be a campus-wide
quarantine until Feb. 7, which may be
extended. Furthermore, students “may
not visit New Haven businesses or eat at
local restaurants (even outdoors) except
for curbside pickup.”

Meanwhile, Princeton issued this
announcement on Dec. 27: “Beginning
January 8 through mid-February, all
undergraduate students who have re-
turned to campus will not be permitted
to travel outside of Mercer County or
Plainsboro Township for personal rea-
sons, except in extraordinary circum-
stances. … We’ll revisit and, if possible,

revise this travel restriction by February
15.”

My first reaction, as someone who
teaches at George Mason University in
northern Virginia, is to be amazed that
the life of the Yale campus and the life of
New Haven can be so readily separated.
If Yale truly has evolved to be a separate
enclave, then that is a sign of trouble,
pandemic or not. My school is so in-
tegrated with the local community that
such a regulation would be unthinkable.
Princeton at least is recognizing that the
university and the town are pretty much
inseparable.

My second reaction is that these two
elite American institutions have lost
their moorings. Can you imagine your
school telling you not to leave the coun-
ty? (Though Princeton sports teams are
somehow exempted.)

If Princeton or Yale took the position
that the current state of COVID is so
potentially dangerous that the entire
university must be shut down, that
would at least be consistent (and, in
March 2020, I agreed with that view).
But these policies do not and indeed
cannot insulate these universities from

the outside world. The omicron strain is
going to spread at Princeton and Yale
regardless of whether students gather at
Hoagie Haven or Modern Apizza.

The selectivity is stunning. The Prin-
ceton policy restricts the travel of un-
dergraduates, but what of the other
people affiliated with the university,
such as faculty, staff or contractors? The
Yale policy prevents students from
patronizing local New Haven busi-
nesses, but what if a professor wants to
drive up to Cambridge?

The assumption seems to be that the
virus spreads in particular ways that
can be controlled by a university with
virtually no enforcement apparatus. It
is all but impossible to imagine an en-
forcement of these rules that is in any
way universal and fair.

What about the risk from keeping
the students together in dorms? Prince-
ton has a 20-student limit on gather-
ings, but if the virus is that dangerous,
can a group of 19 students be justified?
Masks are useful, but they are not a
cure-all and not always of sufficient
quality. Keep in mind that as of last
semester, when the more dangerous

delta variant was dominant, Princeton’s
eating clubs were open.

Perhaps the strongest defense of
these policies is this: Universities can
only do so much. And if they don’t want
to shut down, at least they can institute
rules to help limit the spread of the
virus until the omicron wave passes.

I doubt these policies will signif-
icantly limit the spread of COVID. But
my objection is more fundamental:
They put universities in the untenable
position of both panicking about CO-
VID and treating COVID as trivial.
Given the purpose of a university as an
educational leader, a university that is

hypocritical and rhetorically corrupt is
failing outright.

The restrictions also show these
universities as content to treat their
students much worse than their faculty
and staff — a faculty and staff that is
typically older and thus more at risk for
COVID. The liberty of Yale students to
visit a local bookshop or grocer is less
important than freedom of movement
for faculty and administrators.

Imagine the reaction if a professor or
a dean told a student: “I will go out and
about and do largely as I please. But you
have to stay on campus, so you do not
infect me.” It would be considered out-
rageous, and rightly so.

Right now some of America’s top
universities are essentially sending that
message — in the process telling the
world that they are not morally serious.
They should not be surprised, then,
when the world starts believing them.

Tyler Cowen is a Bloomberg Opinion columnist.
He is a professor of economics at George
Mason University and writes for the blog

Marginal Revolution. His books include “Big
Business: A Love Letter to an American

Anti-Hero.”

Universities take a stand against freedom
BY TYLER COWEN

Yale is barring students from patronizing
local businesses, Cowen writes. 
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“Outta’ My Mind on a Mon-
day Moanin’”

I am so naïve.
I just finished watching

the presi-
dent of the
United States
give his Jan. 6
anniversary
speech.

I honestly
(foolishly)
thought the
president was
going to use
this opportunity to unify and
heal our hurting nation, one year
after the horrible attack on our
Capital by some law-breaking
hooligans hiding among law-
abiding citizens exercising their
right to peacefully protest.

I, sadly, was so wrong.
The first clue was the speech

by his warm-up act, the vice
president of the United States.
How could she possibly liken that
riot to Pearl Harbor and 9/11?

Even though she didn’t write
the speech, she had every oppor-
tunity to fix it before she gave
such ridiculous words credence.

Then, as the president
stepped up to the microphone, I
still had hope that he actually
would finally do what he has
repeatedly promised he would
do: bring us together, unite us.

He’s the guy that goes out of
his way to emphasize “we are the
United States of America.”

There was not one thing he
had to say that would unite
anyone, except maybe those who
cringe hearing him repeatedly
say, “God bless our troops” at the
end of all of his speeches, mostly
ignoring the fact that the suicide
rate among active military per-
sonnel and veterans is now
higher than ever.

This speech further proved
just how scared this president
and his party are of former Presi-
dent Donald Trump.

Those who can delineate
between personality and per-
formance are remembering the
Trump unemployment rate
below 4%, the lowest in 50 years,
low gas prices and the lowest
poverty rate ever.

No wonder they are so ob-
sessed with him.

And scared.

Paul W. Smith is host of “The Paul W.
Smith Show” on WJR-AM (760) from

6-9 a.m. Monday-Friday.

Biden speech
didn’t unify

PAUL W.
SMITH

W hen tragedies such as
the mass shooting at
Oxford High School

occur, society rightly seeks to
hold the perpetrator account-
able — which often includes
charging the perpetrators in the
adult criminal justice system,
even if they are minors.

Research, however, shows
that prosecuting youths as
adults — which disproportion-
ately impacts Black and Brown
youth — does not improve
public safety, nor does it pre-
vent similar crimes from recur-
ring.

“Available evidence indicates
that transfer to the adult crimi-
nal justice system typically
increases rather than decreases
rates of violence among trans-
ferred youth,” notes one 2007
report from the Centers for
Disease Control and Preven-
tion. 

Incarcerating children in
adult prisons and jails also puts
them at increased risk of phys-
ical harm at the hands of older
inmates or facility staff. They
may also be placed in isolation
for their own safety, which can
lead to its own psychological
trauma.

Michigan law offers an al-
ternative to transferring youth
to the adult system. Juvenile
courts can retain jurisdiction
until age 21 for very serious
offenses, provided that the
offense occurred before the
youth turned 18.

In addition, if there are
concerns that a youth may be a
long-term public safety risk,

Michigan courts can impose a
“blended sentence,” which
allows the court to immediately
confine a young person and
provide them with age-appro-
priate treatment in a juvenile
facility.

It also allows for a youth to
be released at age 21 if they no
longer present a threat to the
community, or to serve out an
adult sentence possibly in pris-
on, if the court determines the
youth is still a risk to public
safety. 

Under the federal Juvenile
Justice Delinquency and Pre-
vention Act (reauthorized in
2018), any youth held in local
adult jails must be removed to a
juvenile detention center as of
Dec. 21, 2021, even those waived
into the adult system. In Michi-
gan, as of last October, only
those 18 or older can be held in
an adult jail.

One exception allowed un-
der the federal act is if a court
finds that keeping a minor in an
adult facility is “in the interest
of justice.” 

This means the court must
weigh multiple factors includ-
ing the person’s age, physical
and mental maturity, present
mental state (including wheth-
er they present an imminent
risk of self-harm), the nature
and circumstances of the charg-
es, the youth’s history of delin-
quency, and the ability of jail
and juvenile facilities to meet
the needs of the youth while
protecting the public and oth-
ers in their custody.

A court that decides to de-
tain a youth in an adult jail

must also hold a review hearing
once every 30 days, with a 180-
day limit unless there is a “good
cause” extension.

Youth held in adult facilities
under the interest of justice
exception are covered by the
Prison Rape Elimination Act’s
youthful inmates provision,
which guarantees sight and
sound separation between
youth and adult inmates. 

However, this is an extreme-
ly difficult standard for jails
and prisons to meet, and has
resulted in young people kept
in solitary cells without access
to such rehabilitative resources
as school and group counseling.

Because the vast majority of
youth who are sentenced to
adult correctional facilities are
eventually released, the lack of
appropriate, in-facility treat-
ment along with the trauma of
incarceration with adults places
them at a higher risk of re-
offending than if they had been
in a secure juvenile facility.

This means that a knee-jerk,
“tough on crime” response
which sends children to adult
prisons may actually decrease
public safety. 

When a child gets into trou-
ble with the law, a strong effort
to identify and address the
young person’s needs with
age-appropriate interventions
and accountability measures is
the most effective way to make
us all safer in the long run.

Jason Smith is the executive director
of the Michigan Center for Youth

Justice. The Ann Arbor based
nonprofit advocates for a fair and

effective justice system for the
state’s youth.

Prosecuting kids as adults does harm
BY JASON SMITH

Incarcerating children in adult prisons and jails puts them at increased risk of physical harm, Smith writes.
Seth Perlman
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