A TOTALLY NEW IDEA
IN BAG TAGS

...Your custom club
design in full color in metal
and featuring a unique
personalizing system.

These all-metal Bag Tags are designed
for Tournament as well as Professional
Bag Storage use. Set in a sparkling gold
embossed ring, your custom club crest
or message is locked into the metal by
the Nelson ANOLITE Process for a life-
time of beauty and use.

A new exclusive Nelson development in
Bag Tag Identification lets you add play-
er's name and other data instantly. Spe-
cially processed pad areas on the reverse
side produce a sub-surface marking that
cannot rub or wash off. Your markings
are the equivalent of engraving. Simply
write or print the information needed with
a specially inked indelible pen provided.
Eliminates slow, costly labels and tapes.
Two Bag Tag sizes available: 3"- and
234¢"'-diameter. The smaller (‘"’“‘
diameter also available X

with key chain attachment.
Write for prices
and delivery
today.
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The real issue?

In the April issue of GOLFDOM
(**What’s Behind Nader’s Attack on
Golf?” p. 53) you printed an edito-
rial concerning my letter to Gover-
nor Mandel of Maryland about pref-
erential assessment of country clubs.
Your statements indicate a lack of
awareness of the real issue involved
in that letter and in the report pre-
pared by Michael Kinsley.

The editorial stated that the real
question is one of the wisdom of the
use of preferential assessment to
maintain green spaces. This is clear-
ly not the issue at hand. The real is-
sue raised by the preferential assess-
ment law is who should be paying
the $25 to $45 per member subsidy
of these clubs. Should this cost be
borne by the wealthy members or
should it be borne by the average
middle-income homeowners who
could not become members even if
they wanted to?

The issue of green spaces raised
by your editorial and by Lt. Gover-
nor Blair Lee is also a false issue.
Clearly, green space legislation is
desirable. But the issue here is, given
the country club’s present location,
should membership dues be raised
or should the public subsidize the
clubs? The answer is obvious. Mem-
bers of these clubs would in most
cases be more than able to pay an
additional $25 to $45 in member-
ship fees. These clubs would be
forced to sell only if their member-
ship were unwilling to pay the in-
creased dues, thus making the opera-
tion of the club uneconomical. Al-
most all of the clubs referred to in
the Kinsley report, especially the
most prestigious, have waiting lists.
Thus, there would be little or no re-
duction in actual membership if the
cost of membership were raised.

The editorial also emphasized the
feature of the Maryland preferential
law that provides for a rollback in

taxes for up to 10 years. First, the
rollback provision is limited to only
the 10-year period immediately pre-
ceding the date of sale of the land.
Thus, if a club had been in existence
for 30 years, it would be liable only
for the immediate preceding 10
years. Second, there is no provision
for interest on the unpaid taxes. Mr.
Kinsley pointed out in his report that
the real value of the back taxes is re-
duced by almost 75 per cent because
of the failure of the law to require
payment of interest. Finally, the
rollback provision is grossly inade-
quate, compared to more modern
methods of recapturing back taxes.
The most desirable provision, if the
law is not to be repealed, would be to
have a set percentage of the sales
price be paid, in the event the club is
sold.

The editorial further stated that
the only alternative to the existing
use of country club property is high
density development. This clearly is
not necessarily the case. Most prop-
erty owned by the clubs is zoned for
recreational use. It would require a
positive act of the local zoning au-
thority before the permissible land
use of this property is altered. Thus,
even if a country club were to relo-
cate, the green spaces could remain
green.

Finally, the editorial stated that
most states were too bankrupt to
purchase the country club property
outright for park use. Mr. Kinsley
pointed out in his report that Mont-
gomery County, Md., can build a
substantial golf course that will be
open to the public with the money
the country clubs in that county save
in one year. Moreover, the $600,000-
plus that would have been received
over the last four years is enough for
the county to have built a modest
county park.

The emotional and personal com-
mentary in your editorial serves on-
ly to cloud the issues involved. A lit-
tle thought would make evident that
the already overburdened homeown-
er cannot justly be required to subsi-
dize private clubs that he cannot join
because of social, ethnic, religious or
€conomic reasons.

Ralph Nader, Washington, D.C.
P.S. How about teeing off with an-
other editorial that avoids earlier
misunderstanding and clarifies the
real issues? After all, no one is
against golf!



