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This being 2018 and all, I nat-
urally assumed the girls would
share in the perks.
But as we found out during

last week’s City Council dis-
cussion on the proposal to
move the Columbus Crew SC
to Austin, the largest piece of
the community benefits pack-
age, an elite youth soccer acad-
emy worth $48 million over 25
years, is for boys only.
I hope that fact doesn’t sit

well with you, either.
The proposed stadium deal

coming before the Austin
City Council on Thursday has
evolved over the months to
include more tangible benefits
in exchange for use of the city-
owned tract at McKalla Place.
With Precourt Sports Ventures
now agreeing to pay rent and
provide more public use of the
facility, among other things,
the deal has improved for Aus-
tin taxpayers.
But the negotiations aren’t

done, and the city deserves
better terms on several fronts.
Among them: With taxpayer
resources at stake, the coun-
cil must ensure girls aren’t left
on the sidelines if this deal pro-
ceeds.
The reasons Precourt cites

for not providing a girls’ acad-
emy are somewhat nuanced,
and I’ll explain them further
in a minute. Precourt offi-
cials also emphasize that the
$7.6 million promised over 25
years for youth soccer clinics,
camps, club scholarships and
soccer gear will equally bene-
fit boys and girls. And they told
me this week they’ll contribute
to a local girls’ soccer academy
run by Lonestar Soccer Club,
though they declined to say
how much.
That’s a start. But the coun-

cil should press for a specific,
equitable commitment Thurs-
day when Precourt returns to
City Hall.
Major League Soccer

requires each professional soc-
cer club to sponsor compet-
itive teams of youth players,
ages 12-19, through the U.S.
Soccer Development Acad-
emy to help grow the next gen-
eration of soccer greats. The
MLS franchise picks up the tab
while these players get top-
notch coaching, game time
with the best players in the
country, and eventually the
attention of college recruiters
and professional scouts.
One could argue, as Precourt

initially did, that this program
is logically geared toward boys
because MLS is a men’s league.

And yes, at a minimum, the
program must have boys.
But that doesn’t prevent an

MLS franchise from also spon-
soring a girls’ academy. FC Dal-
las has academies for boys and
girls — the latter being a par-
ticular source of pride for the
franchise, as the girls’ under-15
team last month won the first
national championship offered
in the division.
The New York City FC and

the San Jose Earthquakes also
have boys and girls academies,
and the Los Angeles Galaxy
operates academies for both
genders in two cities, Carson
and Carlsbad. The MLS fran-
chises in Houston and Port-
land offer girls’ academies in
conjunction with the National
Women’s Soccer League teams
they also operate.
An academy typically serves

about 120 players a year,
roughly 20 in each of six age
divisions. Given that Lonestar
Soccer Club alone has more
than 7,000 players at all ages
and levels of play, including
about 2,500 at the elite level, all
evenly divided among boys and
girls, I wouldn’t expect a lack
of interest if Precourt opened a
girls’ academy in Austin.
Not just anyone can start

an academy, though. The U.S.
Soccer Development Acad-
emy must provide approval
first, after looking at the mar-
ket need and the strength of
the sponsoring club. Because
Lonestar already operates a
girls’ academy, Precourt has
suggested it might not be able
to get U.S. Soccer approval for
a second such program in Aus-
tin.
OK. But I haven’t heard

anyone voice a similar con-
cern about Precourt opening
a boys’ academy in the same
city where Lonestar already
has one, doubling the number
spots available to the most elite
male players.
I caught up this week with

Lonestar executive director of
business Allen Fincher, and
as you might expect of some-

one whose love of soccer runs
through his veins, he’s excited
about the possibility of MLS
coming to Austin. His organi-
zation is still talking with Pre-
court about what its support
for girls’ soccer would look
like. But Fincher said he’s con-
fident that “it would be a major
benefit for the girls of this town
if this stadium deal were to go
through and they’re able to
come to town.”
I hope so, because the ben-

efits to girls who participate in
sports are undeniable. Numer-
ous studies have shown they’re
more likely to excel in school,
attend college (in part because
of the availability of scholar-
ships) and rise to higher-paying
jobs, particularly in male-dom-
inated professions. Teens
who play sports are physi-
cally healthier and show more
signs of mental and emotional
well-being, such as high self-es-
teem and a stronger social sup-
port network.
Beyond promising to write a

big check to Lonestar, Precourt
must explain how its contri-
bution will benefit girls. Lone-
star can’t simply create more
development academy spots
for girls, because each organi-
zation can field only one team
per age group. Lonestar is
maxed out.
Precourt money could

make it more affordable for
girls to compete with Lone-
star, which is a pay-to-play
club. But Fincher told me Lon-
estar already provides more
than $300,000 a year in needs-
based financial aid to players
in various divisions. “We don’t
turn kids away” if families can’t
afford to pay, he said.
If Precourt wants lucrative

use of city-owned land for its
stadium, plus the boon of pay-
ing no property taxes, its com-
munity benefits package must
extend equally to girls and
boys. Their families are all tax-
payers here.
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Give girls equal benefits as
boys in MLS stadium deal

Bridget
Grumet
Commentary

There has been a lot of dis-
cussion about the finances
involving the MLS soccer deal
before the Austin City Council.
Is it economically good for Aus-
tin? How much are Precourt
and MLS paying to Austin?
How much low-income hous-
ing space is being provided?
Who is paying for transporta-
tion in and out of the stadium?
I have a question to our City

Council: Do you know what
has been lost in the discussion?
How soccer can potentially

positively impact our Hispanic
community.
Before I am attacked as an

outsider or worse, let me back
up: I am born and raised in
Austin. Not the Austin most
of you readers know — but
the Austin that spoke Span-
ish, lives east of Interstate 35,
and has been playing soccer
long before MLS came knock-
ing. I went to school at Palm
Elementary, Mendez Middle
School, Kealing Jr. High, and
the LBJ Science Academy. I
graduated from the University
of Texas before departing for
the Army.
I began playing soccer at the

YMCA and then moved into
the club system, beginning
with the Austin Flyers, Aus-
tin Chaps, and Austin Capitals.
I am Austin, and I want MLS

here — but not for the reasons
you think.
I believe that soccer can

open doors for kids just like
me. Soccer helped me cross
from East Austin and South
Austin to West Austin. It
helped me see a different part
of Austin that I had never expe-
rienced. What may seem “nor-
mal” to many of you was not to
me — and is not now to many
Hispanic kids. I never attended
a UT football game as a kid.
My father did not take me to
alumni events on campus. My
parents were not part of the
Rotary or Lions clubs or the
other organizations that shape
West Austin. I experienced
West Austin because I earned a
youth soccer scholarship with
a soccer club composed mostly
of Westlake families.
Austin agreeing to a deal

with MLS will open an area of
Austin that is traditionally not
open to kids from East Austin.
I am a resident of District 7.

The district is only 22.4 per-
cent Hispanic, according to
2010 census data. I am part of
that percentage living in Dis-
trict 7 — and I disagree with
my City Council member. I
agree that affordable housing
is important; green park space
is important; and all the other
concerns are valid. However,

for a city that continues to be
very segregated — at a time
in our country when the His-
panic and immigrant commu-
nities are continuously under
attack — Austin has a great
opportunity to create unity.
MLS will draw people from
all over Austin to a part of the
city that has not traditionally
been accessible to kids from
East Austin.
It can inspire kids whose par-

ents have been playing soccer
in dirt fields long before Aus-
tin had an organized men’s
league. And parents who are
not city employees or musi-
cians who would qualify or
understand how to apply for
affordable housing. And par-
ents whose jobs are cleaning
homes, cutting grass and doing
all the other jobs in Austin that
have to get done but that few
want to do.
There are many places

where the city can build afford-
able housing. There are plenty
of open spaces that can be
converted to parks and recre-
ational areas. There is only one
location suitable to Precourt
for an MLS franchise stadium.
Please approve the MLS part-
nership deal.

Tristan is anattorneyandveteran

inAustin.
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MLS in Austin would open doors
to children from all parts of city

Abbott’scapitalismtake
justCaliforniadreaming

Re: Aug. 4 article, “Amid
Trump-Koch feud, Abbott talks
Texas v. California.”
Gov. Greg Abbott, given his

long reign as top politico in
this one-party state, must be
credited for his electoral prow-
ess and devoted partisanship,
though his views regarding
matters of political economy
and social theory are peculiar.
His vision of Texas as the

“leader of the national move-
ment for capitalism” and of
California as a leader in the
race “toward socialism,” apart
from its naiveté, distorts a less
dramatic contrast between pri-
vate versus public interest.
In Texas, government pol-

icy is mostly driven by private
interest, whereas in Califor-
nia public interest is always a
matter of consideration in gov-
ernment policy. Capitalism, of
course, reigns supreme in the
political economies of both
states, as it does nationally.
Isn’t Abbott aware that world
capitalism’s first trillion-dollar
corporation, Apple, is a Califor-
nia native?
H. SCOTT COOK, SANMARCOS

Focusonrealproblems
andleavewomenalone

Re: Aug. 5 commentary,
“Women should decide what
happens after an abortion.”
It was so refreshing reading

Rabbi Amy Cohen’s comments
about women who really know
how care for themselves and
decry the need for inane gov-
ernmental interference or reg-
ulations.
It would be equally refresh-

ing if those politicians who
think they know what’s best
for women and which pub-
lic restroom one should use
would do something beneficial
for our state: determine how to
improve infrastructure, attack
the property tax inequities, or
ensure equitable public educa-
tion funding throughout Texas.
GARY GIUS, KYLE

Cityshouldholdoffon
charteramendments

Re: Aug. 4 commentary,
“Give Austin a broader voice;
vote on democracy dollars.”
The League of Women Vot-

ers Austin Area commends
Erik Moore’s commentary in

the Statesman about democ-
racy dollars, a program that
puts the power of the vote
before the power of the money
in Austin elections.
The league has been com-

municating with the City Coun-
cil because there have been no
public discussions on the Char-
ter Commission amendments.
Their plan is to put two amend-
ments on the November ballot
with no public input. If these
two charter amendments are
adopted by voters in November,
it will be two years before oth-
ers can be reconsidered.
The league asks the coun-

cil and mayor to put no charter
amendments on the November
ballot. Instead, put them on a
2019 ballot, and have oppor-
tunities to discuss the amend-
ments next year. It is ultimately
up to the voters to decide the
merits of the programs — but
they must be informed.
DIXIE DAVIS AND FRANCES

MCINTYRE, LEAGUE OF LEAGUE

OFWOMENVOTERS AUSTIN

AREAADVOCACY, AUSTIN

Renewalscommentary
missesonsomecharges

Re: Aug. 5 commentary,
“Myth, not renewable energy,
generates Georgetown’s buzz.”
Misstatements and

unfounded predictions are to
be expected from the author’s
organization, whose raison
d’être is climate denial and
support for the fossil fuel
industry. Where to start?
The author misrepresents

the ratio of wind and solar
Georgetown uses. It is unlikely
that the city will run out of
both at the same time, even
with high demand — especially
if the city initiates its plans to
expand rooftop solar.
I am tired of hearing that

renewable energy will pro-
duce pollution to develop infra-
structure. Did that ever stop the
petroleum industry, which pol-
lutes during and after construc-
tion? Is the petroleum industry
not highly subsidized?
Improved renewable energy

technology continues bring
costs and pollution down while
creating jobs. The solar indus-
try is working closely with
wildlife groups to minimize
harm to birds and bats, while
climate change continues to
cause extinction.
MARTIN BYHOWER,

GEORGETOWN
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Gov. Greg Abbott sees California, home to trillion-dollar Apple, as a

leader in the race “toward socialism.” JAY JANNER / AMERICAN-STATESMAN
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