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October 29, 2009

Massachusetts Family Institute is a 19 year old research and public policy institute dedicated to strengthening families in the Commonwealth. As such, we are extremely concerned about the profound impact that expanding predatory gambling would have on the stability of families, and therefore on our society as a whole.

The Federal Commission that conducted the National Gambling Impact Study found that problem gambling rates double within 50 miles of a casino.
 The legalization of Class 3 Gambling (slots and/or casinos) would put virtually every Massachusetts resident within such a 50-mile radius, of possibly multiple casinos or slot parlors.

At his press conference last year, the Governor stated that Massachusetts currently has 310,000 problem gamblers, which means that we could expect to reap a harvest of 620,000 problem gamblers if casinos are approved by the Legislature. That equates to nearly 20% of our adult population!

Most of those 620,000 problem gamblers represent individual families who would suffer.

· 80% of gambling revenues come from people with less than $50,000 annual income.
 Over half have yearly incomes of $20,000 or less.

· 40% of white collar embezzlement crimes are gambling related

· Gambling significantly contributes to home foreclosures, bankruptcies
,
 drug and alcohol abuse, depression, family distress, domestic violence, desertion, divorce
 and suicide.

· Lest there be any doubt about the economic “benefits” of gambling, comprehensive studies by the University of Illinois reveal that for every dollar government receives in gambling revenues, it pays out $5.60 in social costs to deal with the devastation of families, increase in crime, and the bureaucracies needed to cope with gambling’s ills.
 

· The gambling industry is notable for the corruption it brings to government at all levels. 

Please protect our families, our communities and give this bill, and any other bill to expand government dependence on gambling revenues, a negative report.

Evelyn T. Reilly

Director of Public Policy
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