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Time to roll the dice?

JIM POWELL | For The Times

State of the 
presidency is 
totally spent

President Obama’s Barack Tuesday night 
address to Congress was less about the state of 
the union than the state of the presidency. And 
the state of this presidency is spent.

The signs of intellectual 
exhaustion were every-
where. Consider just three. 

After taking credit for 
success in Syria, raising 
American stature abroad 
and prevailing against the 
Islamic State — one claim 
more surreal than the 
next — Obama was forced 
to repair to his most well-
worn talking point: “If you 
doubt America’s commit-
ment — or mine — to see 
that justice is done, just ask 
Osama bin Laden.”

Really? Five years later, that’s all you’ve got?
Indeed, it is. What else can Obama say? Talk 

about Crimea? Cite Yemen, Libya, Iraq, the 
South China Sea, the return of the Taliban? 

“Surveys show our standing around the world 
is higher than when I was elected to this office,” 
Obama boasted. 

Surveys, mind you. As if superpower influence 
is a Miss Universe contest. As if the world doesn’t 
see our allies adrift, our enemies on the march 
and our sailors kneeling, hands behind their 
heads, in front of armed Iranians, then forced to 
apologize on camera. (And our secretary of state 
expressing appreciation to Iran after their subse-
quent release.)

On the domestic side, Obama’s agenda was 
fairly short, in keeping with his lame-duck status. 
It was still startling when he worked up a passion 
for a great “new moonshot” — curing cancer.

Is there a more hackneyed national-greatness 
cliche than the idea that if we can walk on the 
moon ... ? Or a more hackneyed facsimile of 
vision than being “the nation that cures cancer?” 
Do Obama’s speech writers not know it was Rich-
ard Nixon who first declared a war on cancer 
— in 1971? 

But to see just how bare is the cupboard of 
ideas of the nation’s most vaunted liberal vision-
ary, we had to wait for the stunning anachronism 
that was the speech finale. It was designed for 
inspiration and uplift. And for some liberal 
observers, it actually worked. They were thrilled 
by the soaring tones as Obama called for, yes, a 
new politics — a post-partisan spirit of mutual 
understanding, rational discourse and respect for 
one’s opponents.

Why, it was hope and change all over again. 
You’d have thought we were back in 2008 with 
Obama’s moving, stirring promise of a new and 
higher politics that had young people swooning 
in the aisles and a TV anchor thrilling up the leg, 
and gave Obama the White House.

Or even further back to 2004, when Obama 
electrified the nation with his Democratic con-
vention speech: “There’s not a black America 
and white America and Latino America and 
Asian America; there’s the United States of 
America.”

Tuesday night, Obama did an undisguised, 
almost phrase-for-phrase reprise of that old 
promise. Earnestly, he urged us to “see ourselves 
not, first and foremost, as black or white, or 
Asian or Latino, not as gay or straight, immigrant 
or native born, not as Democrats or Republicans, 
but as Americans first.” 

On cue, various commentators were moved by 
this sermon summoning our better angels. Good 
grief. I can understand falling for this 12 years 
ago. But now? A cheap self-quotation, a rhetorical 
mulligan, from a man who had two presidential 
terms to act on that transformative vision and 
instead gave us the most divisive, partisan, ten-
dentious presidency since Nixon. 

Rational discourse and respect for one’s 
opponents? This is a man who campaigned up 
and down the country throughout 2011 and 2012 
saying that he cares about posterity, Republicans 
only about power. 

The man who accused opponents of his Iran 
treaty of “making common cause” with Iranians 
“chanting death to America.”

The man who, after Paul Ryan proposed a cou-
rageous, controversial entitlement reform, gave 
a presidential address — with Ryan, invited by 
the White House, seated in the first row — calling 
his ideas un-American. 

In a final touch of irony, Obama included in 
his wistful rediscovery of a more elevated poli-
tics an expression of reverence for, of all things, 
how “our founders distributed power between 
... branches of government.” This after years of 
repeatedly usurping Congress’ legislative power 
with unilateral executive orders and regulations 
on everything from criminal justice to climate 
change to immigration (already halted by the 
courts).

There is wisdom to the 22nd Amendment. 
After two terms, presidents are spent. Nothing 
shows it like a State of the Union valedictory 
repeating the hollow promises of the yesteryear 
candidate — as if the intervening presidency had 
never occurred.

Charles Krauthammer is a columnist for The 
Washington Post Writers Group. HIs column 
appears Sundays.

Are Georgians ready to gamble on 
allowing casinos to take root here?

The odds aren’t in favor right 
now, but based on recent history, it 
may be just a matter of time. The 
discussion underway in the General 
Assembly is whether Georgia should 
take a bite of the economic apple 
that serpent is offering.

A bill proposed in the state House 
by Savannah Rep. Ron Stephens 
would crack open the door to legal-
ized casino gambling. It would allow 
local governments to set up referen-
dums and let voters decide whether 
to allow casinos in their area. The 
state would be divided into five zones 
with a maximum of six casinos in 
each. Proceeds would generate fees 
of some $250 million a year for the 
state’s HOPE education funds.

On the surface, it’s just a more 
privatized version of what the state 
already does with the Georgia Lot-
tery. That, too, is gambling, and 
feeds the HOPE chest, but is fully 
controlled by a state agency. Allow-
ing casinos is a step beyond that 
only 18 states have so far taken (not 
counting those run by Indian tribes). 
It wasn’t long ago Nevada or Atlan-
tic City were the lone options if you 
wanted to hit the blackjack tables on 
U.S. soil, but that has changed within 
a generation.

Developers looking to build casi-
nos already are eyeing ripe real 
estate in the state, among them 
the Turner Field site in Atlanta for 
which Georgia State University ulti-
mately won the bid. They’re waiting 
for legalization, of course, but they’re 
not going away any time soon. And 
neither is this issue.

Gov. Nathan Deal isn’t keen on 
legalizing gambling, and neither 
are most Republican leaders who 
control the legislature. But like many 
other matters tied to moral choices, 
they may be worn down over time. 
There isn’t a groundswell for it yet, 
but give it time.

Think about where this state has 
come in how it governs personal 

behavior in recent decades. In the 
not-too-distant memories of many, 
a majority of Georgia counties and 
municipalities were dry, with only 
big cities like Atlanta supporting 
liquor either by the drink or in a bag. 
That changed.

And until just a few years ago, 
even the wettest counties in Georgia 
weren’t able to sell packaged spirits 
on Sundays. That, too, changed.

At one time, adult clubs were con-
fined to one tiny corner of Atlanta. 
Now they are found in the suburbs 
and along interstates statewide.

And before last year, medical use 
of marijuana was outlawed in Geor-
gia. Not only was a bill passed last 
year easing that restriction, another 
is planned in this session to loosen 
those obstacles even further. Rec-
reational use of the drug isn’t on the 
table here yet, but a few states have 
crossed that line and the idea is only 
likely to spread.

The spread of gambling is just as 
incremental. For years, Georgians 
were forced to cross state borders 
to buy lottery tickets until the early 
’90s, when Gov. Zell Miller was able 
to pass Georgia’s lottery to fund the 
HOPE plan. In recent days, Geor-
gians snapped up 22 million tickets 
at $2 a pop trying for the Powerball’s 
billion-dollar-plus jackpot.

Georgia’s population continues to 
grow and change both from those 
moving in from elsewhere and a 
younger, more diverse demographic 
less bound by the same moral 
parameters of previous generations. 
For better or worse, that’s the direc-
tion we’re heading, and casinos may 
be the next brick to tumble from that 
wall.

Recent polls show some 60 percent 
of Georgians in favor of legalized 
casino gambling to fund HOPE. 
Unless something happens to change 
their minds, it’s just a matter of time 
before that notion reaches enough 
state lawmakers to pass a bill. They 
may take the plunge, if only because 
a referendum that amends the state 
constitution gives legislators a bit of 
an escape hatch to avoid the wrath of 
those strongly opposed to the idea.

But is it a good idea? While many 
Georgians favor legalized casinos, 
some might sing a different tune 
when they learn one is planned for 
their neighborhoods. Even well-reg-
ulated casinos could bring crowds, 
traffic and crime to their areas.

 It’s one thing to take the libertar-
ian tack and favor such freedom in 
the abstract, but those future casinos 
will have to be built somewhere. 
It’s not hard to forecast battles from 
those who take the NIMBY (not in 
my backyard) defense by saying rou-
lette wheels and craps tables are fine 
so long as you take them to the other 
side of town.

Yet the attraction remains in using 
“sin taxes” to help fund critical 
needs rather than continuing to jack 
up taxes or fees most of us have no 
choice in paying. That payoff may 
be too hard to resist, particularly if 
lottery revenues can’t keep up with 
HOPE’s growing demands.

And the casino push has some 
pretty strong backing from wealthy 
developers who can bring in the 
best lobbyists to make their case 
and will go all-in until they win. The 
economic lure, public sentiment and 
big money interests can gather into 
a tide gambling opponents and state 
and community leaders can’t hold 
back forever.

Casino gambling isn’t going to pass 
this year’s legislature, and maybe not 
next year’s. But based on past trends, 
you can place a pretty sure bet it’s 
coming some time down the road.

Georgians may favor casino gambling, at least 
in theory, but it remains a long shot, for now

While many Georgians favor legalized casinos, some might sing a different 
tune when they learn one is planned for their neighborhoods. Even well-
regulated casinos could bring crowds, traffic and crime to their areas. It’s one 
thing to take the libertarian tack and favor such freedom in the abstract, but 
those future casinos will have to be built somewhere. 
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en-US/Display/20152016/HB/677, 
or find the link with editorial at 
gainesvilletimes.com.
Follow legislation: General Assembly 
website, www.legis.ga.gov
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Shading the sunshine

JIM POWELL | For The Times

Trump stands 
as a defender 
of the faithful

What happened to the evangelicals? They 
were supposed to be the bedrock of the Ted Cruz 
candidacy. Yet on Super Tuesday he lost them to 
Donald Trump. 

Cruz still did make a reasonably good showing, 
winning Alaska, Oklahoma and Texas, the latter 
by an impressive 17 points. 
But he didn’t have the 
great night he needed to 
put away Marco Rubio and 
emerge as Trump’s one 
remaining challenger.

Cruz had done all the 
groundwork to win evan-
gelicals and sweep the 
South by putting together 
strong alliances with local 
pastors and leaders. And 
yet, outside Oklahoma 
and Texas, he lost them 
to Trump by stunning margins — by 21 points in 
Alabama, 13 in Georgia, 14 in Tennessee, 16 in 
Virginia and 36 in, of all places, Massachusetts.

How could this have happened? A more scrip-
turally, spiritually flawed man than Trump would 
be hard to find. As several anti-Trump evangeli-
cal voices have argued, Christian witness cannot 
possibly support a thrice-married man with such 
an impressive list of sins, featuring especially 
spectacular displays of the seven deadlies. 

These theological arguments are both eloquent 
and impassioned but, in this season of fear and 
anxiety, beside the point. This time around, evan-
gelicals are not looking for someone like them. 
They’re looking for someone who will protect 
them.

They’ve tried backing exemplary Scripture-
quoting Christians, without result. After Mike 
Huckabee and Rick Santorum and considerations 
of Cruz himself, they are increasingly reluctant to 
support like-minded candidates who are nonethe-
less incapable of advancing their cause in a hos-
tile political arena so dominated by secularism.

They have no illusions about Trump. They 
have no expectations of religious uplift. What 
he offers them is not spirit but “muscle” (to bor-
row a word from the notorious former Professor 
Melissa Click of the University of Missouri).

The transaction was illuminated by Trump’s 
January speech at Liberty University. His earlier 
halfhearted attempts to pose as a fellow evangeli-
cal were amusing and entirely unconvincing. At 
Liberty, he made another such I’m-one-of-you 
gesture by citing a biblical verse in “Two Corin-
thians,” thereby betraying a risible lack of famil-
iarity with biblical language and usage. 

Yet elsewhere in the speech, he described 
how Christians abroad are being massacred and 
Christians here at home are under cultural and 
political siege. He  pledged: “We’re going to pro-
tect Christianity.” 

Interesting locution. Not just Christians, but 
Christianity itself. What Trump promises is to 
stand outside the churchyard gates and protect 
the faithful inside. He’s the Roman centurion 
standing between them and both barbarians 
abroad and aggressive secularists at home. 

The message is clear: I may not be one of you. 
I can’t recite or even correctly cite Scripture. But 
I will patrol the borders of Christendom on your 
behalf. After all, who do you want out there: a 
choir boy or a tough guy with a loaded gun and a 
kick-ass demeanor?

Evangelicals 
answered resoundingly. 
They went for Trump in 
a rout.

The essence of 
Trump’s appeal every-
where, far beyond 
evangelicals, is pre-
cisely the same: “I’m 
tough, I will protect 
you.” That’s why he remains so bulletproof. His 
lack of policy, the contradictory nature of his 
pronouncements that pass as policy — especially 
their capricious eruption and summary abandon-
ment — have turned out to be an irrelevance. 

Who cares? His support has nothing to do with 
actual prescriptions. Tuesday night, the immigra-
tion issue ranked low among Republican voters’ 
concerns. Only about 10 percent deemed it their 
No. 1 issue. The political success of Trump’s dra-
conian immigration stance lies not in the policy 
but in the attitude, a not-going-to-take-it-anymore 
defiance.

That’s the reason none of the rhetorical out-
rages that would have destroyed another candi-
dacy have even left a mark on Trump. He mocks 
John McCain’s heroism, insults Carly Fiorina’s 
looks, fawns over Vladimir Putin — nothing. If 
anything, he gains support for fearless “telling it 
like it is” candor.

This is a man who three times last Sunday 
refused to disavow David Duke and the Ku Klux 
Klan. No other candidate could survive that. 
Trump not only survives, he thrives. Two days 
later, he wins seven out of 11 Super Tuesday 
states and ascends to the threshold of presump-
tive nominee. 

Which is why the only possible way to stop 
Trump is a full-scale, open-the-bomb-bay-doors 
attack on the very core of his appeal: his persona 
of the tough guy you can trust to protect you. 

It may be too late. But everything else will sim-
ply bounce off the Teflon.

Charles Krauthammer is a columnist for The 
Washington Post Writers Group.

If there’s one message shining 
through in this year’s presidential 
race, it is a general distrust of giving 
government too much influence in 
our lives. Candidates from both par-
ties are railing on how the unholy 
alliance between the public and 
private sectors works against middle-
class Americans while lining the 
pockets of the rich and powerful.

That message is hitting home with 
many voters based on the results 
seen thus far. Americans are becom-
ing ever more leery of letting public 
officials run amok with their tax 
money and make decisions that 
affect them without strong account-
ability. And anything that increases 
government’s ability to limit public 
access to information runs contrary 
to that belief.

Yet one piece of legislation before 
the General Assembly would give 
state agencies freedom to shield 
more vital information. Senate Bill 
323, which cleared the chamber last 
week, would let any state agency 
conceal documents connected to eco-
nomic development projects involv-
ing more than $25 million or 50 jobs 
until the deal is completed.

The current law gives such an 
exemption only to the state Depart-
ment of Economic Development, the 
key negotiating entity for such deals. 
A compromise reached in 2012 gave 
it some leeway to keep its bargaining 
from becoming public, lest it under-
mine the state’s competitive edge. 
State Sen. Butch Miller of Gainesville 
is one of the bill’s sponsors.

We understand the state’s desire to 
keep negotiations under wraps until 
an agreement is struck. Other states 

aware of what’s on the table could 
undercut Georgia’s position and steal 
the deal. 

Luring new industries to create 
jobs and expand the revenue base 
is a worthy goal, and offers of tax 
incentives and other sweeteners are 
fine as long as they remain legal and 
transparent. But that doesn’t justify a 
sweeping exemption to keep all such 
deals away from the prying eyes of 
the people those agencies serve.

If any and all state departments 
were granted such an exemption, 
it could easily be used as a blanket 
excuse to deny access to all kinds of 
information loosely defined as eco-
nomic in nature. Who decides what 
material qualifies shouldn’t be left to 
those who are involved; in the wrong 
hands, it could lead to abuse of the 
right to secrecy. 

If written too loosely, the bill 
would allow any state agency or 
department to draw the curtain over 
any matter deemed to fit within the 
auspices of economic development. 
Opponents fear that could include 
public works such as road expansion 
or other projects that involve public 
money and land acquisition, matters 
the folks paying the tab have every 
right to be aware of.

Any law should identify those 
limits carefully to avoid its broad 
application. Its limits need to be nar-
rowly defined and strictly enforced 
to ensure information is not kept 
from the public en masse when its 
involves taxpayers’ money. The fine 
line between the public’s right to 
know and the government’s ability 
to negotiate deals is a tricky one, but 
expanding the exemption could tilt 

the balance in the wrong direction.
The Georgia First Amendment 

Foundation, a nonprofit focused on 
open records laws, has expressed 
concern over the bill, calling it 
“unnecessary.” In a letter shared 
with The Times that foundation 
executive director Hollie Man-
heimer sent to the bill’s sponsor, Sen. 
Mike Dugan, she restated the desire 
to keep those exemptions limited 
to the sole agency handling such 
negotiations.

“We believe the bill as drafted 
opens the door to abuse of the excep-
tions to open records provided for 
major state economic projects,” she 
wrote. “The current language of the 
bill does not sufficiently make clear 
the exemption is talking about only 
projects under consideration by 
the State Department of Economic 
Development. A narrowing to that 
effect would prevent our opposition 
to final passage of the bill.”

Those elected to serve in public 
office aren’t out to deceive us in most 
cases, but once in office, many try to 
protect what they often ran against. 
The belief government shouldn’t 
be too big or powerful is a common 
message in election years. But some 
elected leaders seem all too willing 
to protect and grow that power are 
once they are calling the shots.

Any law that puts a shade on the 
sunshine needed to keep government 
open, transparent and responsible 
should be skewed toward the public’s 
right to know. Public officials work 
for us, not the other way around. It’s 
up to us to remind them of that, both 
all the ballot box and after the elec-
tion once they are in office.

Bill to shield public records runs contrary to 
limiting government’s power to keep secrets 

CHARLES 
KRAUTHAMMER

letters@charles 
krauthammer.com

The fine line between the public’s right to know and the government’s ability 
to negotiate deals is a tricky one, but expanding the exemption could tilt the 
balance in the wrong direction.

What Trump 
promises is to 
stand outside the 
churchyard gates 
and protect the 
faithful inside.
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Detour needs caution 

JIM POWELL | For The Times

Jewish identity 
often defined 
by Holocaust

Bernie Sanders is the most successful Jewish 
candidate for the presidency ever. It’s a rare sign 
of the health of our republic that no one seems 
to much care or even notice. Least of all, Sand-
ers himself. Which prompted Anderson Cooper 
in a recent Democratic debate to ask Sanders 
whether he was intentionally keeping his Juda-
ism under wraps.

“No,” answered Sand-
ers: “I am very proud to be 
Jewish.”

He then explained that 
the Holocaust had wiped 
out his father’s family. And 
that he remembered as 
a child seeing neighbors 
with concentration camp 
numbers tattooed on their 
arms. Being Jewish, he 
declared, “is an essential 
part of who I am as a 
human being.” 

A fascinating answer, 
irrelevant to presidential politics but quite 
revealing about the state of Jewish identity in 
contemporary America.

Think about it. There are several alternate 
ways American Jews commonly explain the role 
Judaism plays in their lives. 

 ■ (1) Practice: Judaism as embedded in their 
life through religious practice or the transmission 
of Jewish culture by way of teaching or scholar-
ship. Think Joe Lieberman or the neighborhood 
rabbi.

 ■ (2) Tikkun: Seeing Judaism as an expression 
of the prophetic ideal of social justice. Love thy 
neighbor, clothe the naked, walk with God, beat 
swords into plowshares. As ritual and practice 
have fallen away over the generations, this has 
become the core identity of liberal Judaism. Its 
central mission is nothing less than to repair the 
world (“Tikkun olam”).

Which, incidentally, is the answer to the 
perennial question, “Why is it that Jews vote 
overwhelmingly Democratic?” Because, for the 
majority of Jews, the social ideals of liberalism 
are the most tangible expressions of their pro-
phetic Jewish faith.

When Sanders was asked about his Jewish 
identity, I was sure his answer would be some 
variation of Tikkun. On the stump, he plays the 
Old Testament prophet railing against the power-
ful and denouncing their treatment of the widow 
and the orphan. Yet Sanders gave an entirely dif-
ferent answer.

 ■ (3) The Holocaust. What a strange reply — 
yet it doesn’t seem so to us because it has become 
increasingly common for American Jews to 
locate their identity in the Holocaust.

For example, it’s become a growing emphasis 
in Jewish pedagogy from the Sunday schools to 
Holocaust studies programs in the various uni-
versities. Additionally, Jewish organizations orga-
nize visits for young people to the concentration 
camps of Europe. 

The memories created are indelible. And 
deeply valuable. Indeed, though my own fam-
ily was largely spared, the Holocaust forms 
an ineradicable element of my own Jewish 
consciousness. But I worry about the balance. 
As Jewish practice, learning and knowledge 
diminish over time, my concern is that Holocaust 
memory is emerging as the dominant feature of 
Jewishness in America.  

I worry that a people with a 3,000-year history 
of creative genius, enriched by intimate rela-
tions with every culture from Paris to Patagonia, 
should be placing such weight on martyrdom — 
and indeed, for this generation, martyrdom once 
removed.

I’m not criticizing Sanders. I credit him with 
sincerity and authenticity. But it is precisely that 
sincerity and authenticity — and the implications 
for future generations — that so concern me. 
Sanders is 74, but I suspect a growing number of 
young Jews would give an answer similar to his. 

We must of course remain dedicated to keep-
ing alive the memory and the truth of the Holo-
caust, particularly when they are under assault 
from so many quarters. Which is why, though I 
initially opposed having a Holocaust museum as 
the sole representation of the Jewish experience 
in the center of Washington, I came to see the 
virtue of having so sacred yet vulnerable a legacy 
placed at the monumental core of — and thus 
entrusted to the protection of — the most tolerant 
and open nation on earth.

Nonetheless, there must be balance. It would 
be a tragedy for American Jews to make the 
Holocaust the principal legacy bequeathed to 
their children. After all, the Jewish people are 
living through a miraculous age: the rebirth of 
Jewish sovereignty, the revival of Hebrew (a 
cultural resurrection unique in human history), 
the flowering of a new Hebraic culture radiating 
throughout the Jewish world.

Memory is sacred, but victimhood cannot be 
the foundation stone of Jewish identity. Tradi-
tional Judaism has 613 commandments. The 
philosopher Emil Fackenheim famously said 
that the 614th is to deny Hitler any posthumous 
victories.

The reduction of Jewish identity to victim-
hood would be one such victory. It must not be 
permitted.  

  
Charles Krauthammer is a columnist for The 
Washington Post Writers Group.

The Georgia General Assembly 
is much like Forrest Gump’s box of 
chocolates; you never know what 
you’re going to get.

Legislators in this year’s session 
have argued passionately about a 
handful of high profile issues, such 
as whether college students will have 
to keep their handguns in their cars 
rather than their dorm rooms, and 
the propriety of forcing religious 
leaders to ask the “Will you take?” 
question of same-sex couples.

But while a few hot-button issues 
grab the newspaper headlines and 
the attention of electronic media’s 
talking heads, dozens of other less 
noted bills work their way through 
the system without garnering much 
fanfare.

Such is the case with Senate Bill 
346, which proposes to make a few 
minor changes to the wording of 
definitions relative to the state’s 
“Environmental Policy Act.” Those 
changes would allow road and air-
port building projects costing up to 
$100 million and not including any 
federal funding to bypass some of 
the existing reporting requirements 
for environmental protection and 
preservation of potentially significant 
archaeological sites.

Environmentalists and historic 
preservationists spoke out against 
the legislation last week. Mean-
while, the bill’s primary author, Sen. 
Brandon Beach, downplayed their 
concerns and insisted the bill would 
only reduce paperwork and red tape 
associated with major road projects 
and would not eliminate compliance 
with environmental regulations nor 
ignore the need to preserve histori-
cal locales or cemeteries and burial 
grounds.

Groups such as the Chattahoochee 
Riverkeeper, the Georgia River 
Network and the Georgia Council 
for Professional Archaeologists all 
expressed their opposition to the 
bill, with the president of the archae-
ologist group saying the legislation 
would “gut” the 25-year-old Georgia 
Environmental Policy Act.

At a House subcommittee meeting 
Thursday, opponents expressed their 
concerns that allowing state funded 
transportation projects to move for-
ward without the current protections 
of the GEPA could result in environ-

mental damage and the loss of sig-
nificant archaeological sites, such as 
historic sites important to the state’s 
Native American cultures.

Beach insists that’s not the case. He 
says the intent is to speed up desper-
ately needed road projects that can 
be delayed for months by adminis-
trative paperwork and consultative 
reviews, and that such projects would 
still be subject to laws protecting 
natural resources, endangered spe-
cies, cemeteries and other historic 
properties.

Maybe it’s because the legislation 
has flown under the radar for most 
of this year’s session and hasn’t had 
the public airing it needs to engender 
public trust, but somehow we’re not 
totally convinced that the proposed 
paperwork reduction wouldn’t also 
result in the cutting of some road con-
struction corners.

The chief engineer for the state’s 
Department of Transportation did 
little to allay public concerns over 
the bill during Thursday’s committee 
meeting. She said if the legislation 
is approved, the DOT and the state’s 
Department of Natural Resources 
would then work together to create 
policies to determine what needs to 
be “surveyed, documented, mitigated 
...”

The devil is always in the details, 
and the drafting of such policies after 
passage of the proposed legislation 
would, on the surface, seem to offer 
great opportunity to bypass some 
of the existing regulations the bill’s 
author is adamant would still govern 
road construction.

We understand the thought process 
behind the bill. Road projects do take 
an incredibly long time to complete, 
and some of that extended timetable 
is because of requirements to satisfy 
environmental and archaeological 
concerns. But those concerns are 
often quite legitimate and valid.

There’s a certain arbitrariness to 
the legislation that is curious. If the 
goal is legitimate, as the sponsoring 
senator says, then why have a cap on 
the size of the project to be exempted 
from the existing requirement? Is 
expediting a project costing $105 mil-
lion of less importance than speeding 
up a project costing $95 million?

What happens when, as road proj-
ects often tend to do, a project starts 

off with a $90 million budget but the 
final price tag is $110 million? Do you 
then go back and do the paperwork 
after the fact?

The bill would only apply to proj-
ects built without federal funds, 
which would have to satisfy federal 
environmental laws regardless. So 
are local governments searching 
for funding likely to give up federal 
dollars if they can expedite proj-
ects by bypassing the current state 
standards?

The arbitrariness of the spending 
cap aside, the bigger issue is whether 
passage of the legislation will 
increase the likelihood of environ-
mentally destructive road building, 
or projects that ignore historic pres-
ervation concerns. Supporters of the 
legislation to this point have failed to 
put forth a convincing argument that 
such will not be the case. The idea of 
passing the bill now and trusting that 
enabling legislation later will address 
issues as important as water quality, 
erosion and animal habitats is more 
than a little disconcerting.

The state is flush with revenues 
from new taxes collected specifically 
for the purpose of improving trans-
portation. We understand the desper-
ate need to get the bulldozers moving 
on dozens of projects all across Geor-
gia. But we can’t be so desperate to 
get those projects done that we ignore 
their full potential impacts.

The proposal has passed the Sen-
ate, but we would suggest the House 
let this legislation die for this session 
of the General Assembly. Those who 
think it a valid effort can bring it 
back next year for a much more pub-
lic review of true intent and potential 
unintended consequences. As it 
stands now, it looks to be an effort to 
get money more quickly to those par-
ties heavily invested in the commer-
cialization of the state’s road-building 
efforts than it does a thoughtful effort 
at reformation of the state’s environ-
mental policies.

If GEPA needs to be revised and 
updated, lawmakers should make 
their case and put forth a comprehen-
sive proposal for doing so. That’s bet-
ter than trying to go through a back 
door with legislation that attempts 
to alter the playing field simply by 
creating exemptions to certain defini-
tions in the law. 

Bill seeking to bypass environmental, historical 
review on building projects needs closer study
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Prayers and pistols

JIM POWELL | For The Times

Campaign 
carries an air 
of menace

By international and historical standards, polit-
ical violence is exceedingly rare in the United 
States. The last serious outburst was 1968 with its 
bloody Democratic-convention riots. By that stan-
dard, 2016 is, as yet, tame. It may not remain so. 

The political thuggery 
that shut down a Donald 
Trump rally in Chicago last 
week may just be a har-
binger. It would be nice, 
therefore, if we could think 
straight about cause and 
effect. 

The immediate con-
ventional wisdom was to 
blame the disturbance on 
the “toxic climate” created 
by Trump. Nonsense. This 
was an act of deliberate 
sabotage created by a total-
itarian left that specializes in the intimidation 
and silencing of political opponents.

Its pedigree goes back to early 20th century 
fascism and communism. Its more recent incar-
nation has been developed on college campuses, 
where for years leftists have been taunting, 
disrupting and ultimately shutting down and shut-
ting out conservative speakers of every stripe, 
long before Trump.

The Chicago shutdown was a planned attack on 
free speech and free assembly. Hence the exul-
tant chant of the protesters upon the announce-
ment of the rally’s cancellation: “We stopped 
Trump.” It had all of the spontaneity of a beer-
hall putsch.  

Given the people, the money and the groups 
(including MoveOn.org) behind Chicago, it is 
likely to be replicated, constituting a serious 
threat to a civilized politics. But there’s a second, 
quite separate form of thuggery threatening the 
2016 campaign — a leading candidate who, with 
a wink and a nod (and sometimes less subtlety), is 
stoking anger and encouraging violence.

This must be distinguished from what hap-
pened in Chicago, where Trump was the victim 
and for which he is not responsible. But he is 
responsible for saying of a protester at his rally 
in Las Vegas that “I love the old days. You know 
what they used to do to guys like that? ... They’d 
be carried out on a stretcher, folks.” 

He told another rally that if they see any pro-
testers preparing to throw a tomato, to “knock 
the crap out of them ... I promise you I will pay 
for the legal fees.” Referring in an interview to 
yet another protester, Trump said “maybe he 
should have been roughed up.”

At the Vegas event, Trump had said, “I’d like 
to punch him in the face.” Well, in Fayetteville, 
N.C., one of his supporters did exactly that for 
him, sucker-punching in the face a protester 
being led away. The attacker is being charged 
with assault.

Trump is not responsible for the assault. But he 
is responsible for refusing to condemn it. Asked 
about it, he dodged and weaved, searching for 
extenuation. “The man got carried away.”

So what? If people who get carried away are 
allowed to sucker-punch others, we’d be living in 
a jungle.

Trump said that it was obvious that the cold-
cocker “obviously loves his country.” What is it 
about punching a demonstrator in the face that 
makes evident one’s patriotism? Particularly 
when the attacker said on television, “Next time 
we see him, we might have to kill him.” 

Whoa! That’s lynch talk. And rather than con-
demn that man, Trump said he would be instruct-
ing his people to look into paying his legal fees. 

This from the leader of the now strongest fac-
tion in the Republican Party, the man most likely 
to be the GOP nominee for president. And who, 
when asked on Wednesday about the possibility 
of being denied the nomination at the convention 
if he’s way ahead in delegates but just short of a 
majority, said: “I think you’d have riots,” adding 
“I wouldn’t lead it but I think bad things would 
happen.”

Is that incitement to riot? Legally, no. But 
you’d have to be a fool to miss the underlying 
implication.

There’s an air of division in the country. Fine. 
It’s happened often in our history. Indeed, the 
whole point of politics is to identify, highlight, 
argue and ultimately adjudicate and accommo-
date such divisions. Politics is the civilized sub-
stitute for settling things the old-fashioned way 
— laying your opponent out on a stretcher.

What is so disturbing today is that suffusing 
our politics is not just an air of division but an air 
of menace. It’s being fueled on both sides: one 
side through organized anti-free-speech agitation 
using Bolshevik tactics; the other side by verbal 
encouragement and threats of varying degrees of 
subtlety.

They may feed off each other but they are of 
independent origin. And both are repugnant, both 
dangerous and both deserving of the most unre-
served condemnation.

Charles Krauthammer is a columnist for The 
Washington Post Writers Group.

God, guns and marijuana.
No, that’s not a Charlie Daniels 

song or a Hunter S. Thompson novel, 
but the general theme of this year’s 
Georgia General Assembly session, 
winding toward a finish this week.

It was eight years ago then-candi-
date for president Barack Obama 
famously derided those who live in 
rural and Southern states for clinging 
to religion and guns, a snide swipe 
from a Harvard-educated Yankee 
who apparently didn’t understand 
Americans outside of his Beltway-to-
Chicago axis.

Yet Georgia lawmakers seem bent 
on fulfilling that unfortunate stereo-
type with this year’s agenda. Thank-
fully, a truly conservative governor 
has sounded the voice of reason. 
More on that in a bit.

And we’ll leave the medical mari-
juana discussion for now, though its 
passage would have improved lives 
much more profoundly than other, 
less vital issues, as seen in a story on 
page 1A today.

Instead, lawmakers spent more 
time and energy on firearms in their 
40-day session than one might see 
in a “Die Hard” movie. The thrust 
was for “campus carry,” allowing 
21-year-olds with a license carry 
guns on state college campuses, 
ostensibly to protect themselves 
from crime.

This idea is opposed by college 
administrators, who know the risk of 
accidents or misuse in a setting that 
mixes immaturity, alcohol and more 
immaturity. They worry of safety, 
and perhaps the increased liability 
costs insurance companies might 
incur. It’s unsettling to imagine the 
kid who just got a D on his chemistry 
exam is packing heat.

And while the bill creates a few 
limits, such as not allowing guns in 
dormitories, fraternity houses or 
sporting events (to the relief of ref-
erees), it would allow them in other 
locales, including child care centers, 
classrooms and libraries. But if a 
student who lives in a dorm or frat 
house, and has no car, wants to stroll 
around campus with a sidearm on 
his belt, where does he store his hog-
leg overnight? The saddle bags on his 
horse?

Gov. Nathan Deal stepped in and 
disarmed this risky notion until a 
more thoughtful approach can be 
made. If the concern, as stated, is to 
give students more protection from 
thugs lurking in the shadows, a better 
idea would be to beef up security and 
keep deadly force in the hands of 
those trained to use it.

Still ongoing is the effort to pass a 
religious liberty bill, House Bill 757 
co-sponsored by Dawsonville Repub-
lican Rep. Kevin Tanner. A similar 
effort failed last year but was resur-
rected by last year’s U.S. Supreme 
Court ruling to legalize same-sex 
marriage. Its backers claim pastors 
and faith-based institutions need 
legal protection from compromising 
their beliefs with such ceremonies.

Deal tapped the brakes on this bill 
after it passed, largely over concerns 
from both the LGBT community and 
Georgia industries that any law codi-
fying discrimination against legal 
behavior is bad for business, possibly 
unconstitutional and just wrong. 

He urged lawmakers to work out 
the kinks, so they sent him a revised 
bill at week’s end. One key provision 
would prevent penalizing faith-based 
organizations that refuse to hire or 
provide services to people when 
their beliefs clash, and protect pas-
tors who decline to perform same-
sex ceremonies. But even if the law 
is considered mild and reasonable 
compared to other efforts, its percep-
tion of a “scarlet letter” stain of intol-
erance remains.

Said Rep. Karla Drenner, a Demo-
crat from Avondale Estates, the 
state’s first openly gay lawmaker: 
“What it says to me is that ‘there’s 
something wrong with you, Karla.’”

The imagined concern this bill 
targets appears to be a straw man. 
Couples, same-sex and otherwise, 
are going to seek clergy and cake 
bakers who are sympathetic to their 
unions, not drag them to their altar at 
gunpoint (though Georgia does allow 
firearms in houses of worship, so 
that’s technically possible). It’s a law 
that, like so many others, could do 
more harm than good.

Gay-rights advocates warn the bill 
could spark boycotts against some 
of the state’s top employers, as Indi-

ana endured last year, and perhaps 
drive some to greener and more 
welcoming pastures. Is addressing a 
phantom fear worth losing jobs and 
tax revenue provided by the likes of 
AT&T, Coca-Cola, Delta Air Lines, 
Home Depot or UPS? The law also 
could torpedo the state’s growing 
film and entertainment industry.

Ironically, just a day earlier, 
the legislature approved sales tax 
exemptions for Super Bowl tickets to 
help lure the NFL’s signature event 
back to Atlanta. But will such events, 
be they a Super Bowl or Final Four, 
arrive to help pay for that billion-
dollar stadium rising downtown if 
the state is branded as insensitive to 
certain groups? The NFL already is 
hinting it will bypass Atlanta if the 
bill becomes law, and other organiza-
tions may follow.

Since both issues raise concerns, 
we applaud the governor for his 
prudent refusal to rush foolishly 
into laws that might open ugly cans 
of worms. Some call second-term 
leaders “lame ducks,” but freedom 
from re-election often spawns wis-
dom over  cave-ins to election-year 
interests. If only all officials were 
similarly inspired.

In fact, Deal is taking a more 
conservative stance than his party 
brethren under the Gold Dome. 
“Conservative” means to act with 
caution and discretion, to think 
things through carefully before 
jumping into massive changes. 
Funny how the meaning of that word 
has changed, and is embraced by 
many politicians who can’t wait to 
increase government’s power and 
influence over those it serves. Big 
government is bad, it seems, unless 
you’re in it.

It also should be the mantra of a 
true conservative to trust the U.S. 
Constitution and the freedoms it 
protects quite capably without need-
less add-ons. Like the First Amend-
ment printed above, which shields 
the right to choose our own spiritual 
journeys. And the Second Amend-
ment, which allows us to defend our 
homes. Both are in solid working 
order, despite fears to the contrary.

Kudos to governor for slowing the rush 
on bills seeking ‘God and guns’ protection

Deal is taking a more conservative stance than his party brethren under the 
Gold Dome.  ‘Conservative’ means to act with caution and discretion ...
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No remedy from Capitol

JIM POWELL | For The Times

Obama takes 
an ideological 
Havana holiday

The split-screen told the story: on one side, 
images of the terror bombing in Brussels; on the 
other, Barack Obama doing the wave with Raul 
Castro at a baseball game in Havana.

On one side, the real 
world of rising global ter-
rorism. On the other, the 
Obama fantasy world in 
which romancing a geo-
politically insignificant 
Cuba — without an ounce 
of democracy or human 
rights yielded in return — 
is considered a seminal 
achievement of American 
diplomacy.

Cuba wasn’t so much a 
legacy trip as a vanity trip, 
vindicating the dorm-room 
enthusiasms of one’s student days when the San-
dinistas were cool, revolution was king and every 
other friend had a dog named Che. 

When Brussels intervened, some argued that 
Obama should have cut short his trip and come 
back home. I disagree. You don’t let three suicide 
bombers control the itinerary of the American 
president. Moreover, Obama’s next stop, Argen-
tina, is actually important and had just elected a 
friendly government that broke from its long and 
corrupt Peronist past. 

Nonetheless, Obama could have done without 
the baseball. What kind of message does it send 
to be yukking it up with Raul even as Belgian 
authorities are picking body parts off the floor of 
the Brussels airport?

Obama came into office believing that we had 
vastly exaggerated the threat of terrorism and 
allowed it to pervert both our values and our for-
eign policy. He declared a unilateral end to the 
global war on terror and downplayed the threat 
ever since. He frequently reminds aides, reports 
Jeffrey Goldberg of The Atlantic, that more 
Americans die annually of bathtub accidents.

It’s now been seven years. The real world has 
stubbornly refused to accommodate Obama’s 
pacific dreams. The Islamic State has grown 
from JV team to worldwide threat, operating 
from Libya to Afghanistan, Sinai to Belgium. It 
is well into the infiltration phase of its European 
campaign, with 500 trained and hardened cad-
res in place among the estimated 5,000 jihadists 
returned from the Middle East. The increasing 
tempo and sophistication of its operations suggest 
that it may be poised for a continentwide guer-
rilla campaign.

In the face of this, Obama remains inert, 
unmoved, displaying a neglect and insouciance 
that borders on denial. His nonreaction to the 
Belgian massacre — his 34-minute speech in 
Havana devoted 51 seconds to Brussels — left the 
world as stunned as it was after the Paris mas-
sacre, when Obama did nothing. Worse, at his 
now notorious November 
news conference in Tur-
key, his only show of pas-
sion regarding Paris was 
to berate Islamophobes.

David Axelrod called 
Obama’s response “tone 
deaf.” But that misses the 
point. This is more than 
a mere mistake of pre-
sentation. Remember his 
reaction to the behead-
ing of the American 
journalist James Foley? 
Obama made a statement 
expressing his sympathies — and then jumped 
onto his golf cart for a round of 18.

He later told NBC News’ Chuck Todd that this 
was a mistake. “Part of this job is also the the-
ater of it,” he explained, “it’s not something that 
always comes naturally to me.”

As if postponing a bucolic recreation was a 
required piece of political playacting rather than 
a president’s natural reaction — a mixture of 
shock and sorrow — to the terrible death of a citi-
zen he could not save. 

It’s not as if Obama is so super cool that he 
never shows emotion. Just a few months ago, 
he teared up when speaking about the Sandy 
Hook school shooting.  That was the work of a 
psychotic. But when speaking about the work 
of Islamist terrorists, he offers flat perfunctory 
words.

I cannot fathom why. Perhaps having long 
seen himself uniquely qualified by background 
and history to make peace between Islam and 
the West, to now recognize how badly things have 
gone on his watch is to admit both failure and the 
impossible grandiosity of his original pretensions.

Whatever the reason, he seems genuinely 
unmoved by a menace the rest of the world 
views, correctly, with horror and increasing 
apprehension. He’s been in office seven years, 
yet seems utterly fixed on his campaign promises 
and pre-presidential obsessions: shutting down 
Gitmo, rapprochement with Iran, engagement 
with tyrants (hence Havana), making the oceans 
recede (hence the Paris climate trip). 

Next we’ll see yet another useless Washington 
“summit” on yet another Obama idee fixe: elimi-
nating nuclear materials.

With the world on fire, the American president 
goes on ideological holiday. As was said of the 
Bourbons: “They have learned nothing and have 
forgotten nothing.” 

Charles Krauthammer is a columnist for The 
Washington Post Writers Group.

As we assess what the Georgia 
General Assembly accomplished 
in its now-concluded 40-day ses-
sion, one key bill that didn’t get 
passed was a missed opportunity to 
help many in our state: The push to 
expand availability of a cannabis oil 
derivative for those who endure sei-
zure disorders.

The bill would have allowed for 
the medicine’s carefully monitored 
manufacture and distribution to 
make it available to those who now 
must break the law to acquire it. It 
also would have expanded the num-
ber of diseases the oil is approved to 
treat.

A law passed last year was an 
important first step in decriminal-
izing possession of the drug, but only 
for eight specific afflictions. It’s still 
hard to acquire and limited in who 
can have it. 

In fact, the bill’s main sponsor, 
Rep. Allen Peake of Macon, has 
himself admitted breaking the law 
by transporting cannabis oil across 
state lines for families who need 
it. None of these people want to be 
lawbreakers, but when faced with 
the option of letting their loved ones 
languish needlessly, what choice do 
they have? Why should parents have 
to jump through hoops like the eye 
of a needle to ease their children’s 
suffering?

Legislators expressed various 
concerns. Some have questioned 
whether the medical science behind 
cannabis oil’s benefits are valid. 
These amateur doctors need only to 
talk to families of children plagued 
by such seizures, as we did in The 
Times last week, to learn how the 
drug eases their symptoms and helps 
them lead more normal lives. To 
those who have witnessed its effects, 
it is nothing short of a miracle. 

Other concerns came from law 
enforcement officials who convinced 
lawmakers that loosening restric-
tions on cannabis oil production 
could result in expanded use of the 

drug for recreational purposes. Yet 
there’s no correlation between the 
medicinal oil derivative of mari-
juana, which lacks the THC chemi-
cal that creates the “high,” and the 
plant’s other mind-altering qualities. 
The law as presented would have 
carefully limited conditions where 
the drug could be grown, harvested 
and manufactured.

Even a scaled-down version of 
the bill failed in the session’s final 
hours. It would have expanded the 
number of medical conditions for 
which cannabis oil possession would 
be allowed to include Tourette’s syn-
drome, autism and post-traumatic 
stress disorder. Why that couldn’t 
pass is another mystery, perhaps 
more tied to procedural issues than 
substance. 

It’s also worth noting that PTSD is 
a psychological affliction common 
among returning military veterans. 
So much for supporting our heroes in 
uniform.

But nothing is more puzzling than 
the notion that possessing a medical 
drug with no intoxicating qualities 
should be illegal in the first place. 
You can’t make it here, and you can’t 
bring it into the state, but it’s OK for a 
few people to have it for a few select 
conditions. At some point, state lead-
ers need to clean that up so it makes 
sense.

The reluctance to allow cannabis 
oil treatment on a wider scale may 
be further evidence of how lawmak-
ers are resistant to social change, 
even by small degrees. To most, mar-
ijuana is a drug of choice for stoners 
and hippies, not a natural substance 
that can be transformed into an 
effective medicine like others that 
have both useful and abusive quali-
ties. Though it’s hard to imagine how 
approving the use of a drug is going 
to create more pot smokers.

Meanwhile, legislators passed 
a law allowing college students to 
carry guns into classrooms. They 
passed a “religious freedom” law 

that could drive a stake through our 
economy’s beating heart, with corpo-
rations from Disney to the NFL and 
beyond lined up in opposition (for 
more on this, see page 1A). 

They passed a bill allowing roads 
and other construction to go forward 
in some cases without a pause to 
study the environmental or histori-
cal impacts of the project. And they 
dimmed the light on open govern-
ment by passing a bill allowing 
records on certain economic devel-
opment projects to be shielded from 
public view, and to allow college ath-
letic departments to withhold public 
records for up to three months, a 
consistent effort to put the needs 
of sports teams on an ever-higher 
pedestal.

There were some positive late 
developments, such as a law to expe-
dite the backlog of rape case evi-
dence that has stacked up over the 
years, giving victims who endured 
that invasive process some hope of 
justice. And even that no-brainer 
barely squeaked through.

As is always the case in election 
years, legislators seemed more 
intent on making points to please key 
constituencies than trying to solve 
real problems, increase freedoms 
and help our state grow and prosper. 
And any action that could alienate 
many Georgians, harm our economy 
or safety, or that fails to ease the suf-
fering of sick children doesn’t meet 
the smell test.

For better or worse, the session 
is over and the effects are in place. 
What Georgians think of those efforts 
will be reflected in the upcoming 
state elections, at least for those few 
lawmakers facing opposition. As 
always, we get the government we 
choose and deserve.

And for many anxious Georgians 
in need of cannabis oil, the promise 
of hope this Easter season offers is 
tempered by knowing the medicine 
their family needs won’t be any 
easier to get than it was before.

State legislators’ unwarranted fear of change led 
to their failure to ease cannabis drug restrictions

As is always the case in election years, legislators seemed more intent on making 
points to please key constituencies than trying to solve real problems, increase 
freedoms and help our state grow and prosper. And any action that could 
alienate many Georgians, harm our economy or safety, or that fails to ease the 
suffering of sick children doesn’t meet the smell test.
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Obama 
remains inert, 
unmoved, 
displaying a 
neglect and 
insouciance 
that borders 
on denial. 
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Deal’s fearless veto

JIM POWELL | For The Times

4 contenders, 
4 very different 
foreign policies

After dozens of contests featuring cliffhangers, 
buzzer-beaters and a ton of 
flagrant fouls, we’re down 
to the Final Four: Bernie 
Sanders, Hillary Clinton, 
Ted Cruz and Donald 
Trump. (If John Kasich 
pulls a miracle, he’ll get his 
own column.) The world 
wants to know: What are 
their foreign policies?

Herewith, four candi-
dates and four schools: 
pacifist, international-
ist, unilateralist and 
mercantilist.

(1) Bernie Sanders, pacifist.
His pacifism is part swords-into-plowshares 

utopianism, part get-thee-gone isolationism. 
Emblematic was the Nov. 14 Democratic debate 
which was supposed to focus on the economy but 
occurred the day after the Paris massacre. Sand-
ers objected to starting the debate with a question 
about Paris. He did not prevail, and answered the 
first question with some anti-terror pablum that 
immediately gave way to an impassioned attack 
on his usual “handful of billionaires.”

Sanders boasts of voting against the Iraq War. 
But he also voted against the 1991 Gulf War. His 
reaction to all such dilemmas is the same anti-
imperialist/pacifist reflex: Stay away, but if we 
must get involved, let others lead. 

That’s for means. As for ends, Sanders’ for-
eign policy objectives are invariably global and 
universal, beginning above all with climate 
change. The rest is foreign policy as social work 
do-goodism, most especially undoing the work of 
U.S. imperialism. 

Don’t be surprised if President Sanders hands 
Guantanamo Bay over to the Castros, although 
Alaska looks relatively safe for now.

Closest historical analog: George McGovern.
(2) Hillary Clinton, internationalist.
The “Clinton/Obama” foreign policy from 

Ukraine to Iran to the South China Sea has been 
a demonstrable failure. But in trying to figure out 
what President Clinton would do in the future, we 
need to note that she often gave contrary advice, 
generally more assertive and aggressive than 
President Barack Obama’s, that was overruled, 
most notably, keeping troops in Iraq beyond 2011 
and early arming of the Syrian rebels. 

The Libya adventure was her grand attempt at 
humanitarian interventionism. She’s been chas-
tened by the disaster that followed. 

Her worldview is traditional, post-Vietnam 
liberal internationalism — America as the indis-
pensable nation, but consciously restraining its 
exercise of power through multilateralism and 
near-obsessive legalism.

Closest historical analog: the Bill Clinton for-
eign policy of the 1990s.

(3) Ted Cruz, unilateralist.
The most aggressive of the three contenders 

thus far. Wants post-Cold War U.S. leadership 
restored. Is prepared to take risks and act alone 
when necessary. Pledges to tear up the Iran deal, 
cement the U.S.-Israel alliance and carpet bomb 
the Islamic State.

Overdoes it with “carpet” — it implies Dres-
den — although it was likely just an attempt at 
rhetorical emphasis. He’s of the school that will 
not delay action while waiting on feckless allies 
or farcical entities like the U.N.

Closest analog: Ronald Reagan.
(4) Donald Trump, mercantilist.
He promises to make America strong, for 

which, he explains, he must first make America 
rich. Treating countries like companies, he 
therefore promises to play turnaround artist for a 
foreign policy that is currently a hopeless money-
losing operation in which our allies take us for 
fools and suck us dry.

You could put the Sanders, Clinton and Cruz 
foreign policies on a recognizable ideological 
spectrum, left to right. But not Trump’s. It inhab-
its a different space because it lacks any geopo-
litical coherence. It’s all about money. He sees 
no particular purpose for allies or foreign bases. 
They are simply a financial drain.

Imperial Spain roamed and ravaged the world 
in search of gold. Trump advocates a kinder, gen-
tler form of wealth transfer from abroad, though 
equally gold-oriented. 

Thus, if Japan and South Korea don’t pony up 
more money for our troops stationed there, we 
go home. The possible effects on the balance of 
power in the Pacific Rim or on Chinese hege-
monic designs don’t enter into the equation.

Same for NATO. If those free-riding European 
leeches don’t give us more money too, why stick 
around? Concerns about tempting Russian ambi-
tions and/or aggression are nowhere in sight.

The one exception to this singular focus on 
foreign policy as a form of national enrichment 
is the Islamic State. Trump’s goal is simple — 
“bomb the (bleep) out of them.” Yet even here he 
can’t quite stifle his mercantilist impulses, insist-
ing that after crushing the Islamic State, he’ll 
keep their oil. Whatever that means.

Closest historical analog: King Philip II of 
Spain (1556-1598).

On Jan. 20, one of these four contenders will 
be sworn in as president. And one of these four 
approaches to the world will become the foreign 
policy of the United States.

Don’t say you weren’t warned.

Charles Krauthammer is a columnist for The 
Washington Post Writers Group.

Political courage is so rare these 
days the very phrase clangs on the 
ear as a contradiction, an oxymoron 
like “jumbo shrimp.” This is an era 
when winning elections seems the 
sole quest and governing is focused 
on the next trip to the polls, not fac-
ing tough problems head-on regard-
less of the fallout.

But Gov. Nathan Deal’s veto of the 
legislature’s “religious liberty” bill 
rises to that level, showing a willing-
ness to defy his own party to do the 
right thing.

No one envies Deal’s dilemma. 
This issue pits two different factions 
of conservatives against each other: 
Social activists and evangelicals 
against business interests, both 
groups that have supported him and 
other Republicans. He knew any 
decision he made would leave many 
unhappy.

Yet the veto was needed. The bill 
would have driven a wider wedge 
between Georgians over the con-
tentious same-sex marriage issue. 
Protecting individuals’ right to their 
beliefs is important, but covered by 
the First Amendment: “Congress 
shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or pro-
hibiting the free exercise thereof 
...” Those 16 words already keep 
pastors, business owners and others 
from being forced to compromise 
their faith. When individual rights 
clash with the law, the courts must 
apply the U.S. Constitution in every 
case. A clutter of extra laws at the 
state or federal level won’t change 
that.

Deal made his decision based on 
the bill’s likely outcome. The first 
effect, as he stated, is to avoid label-
ing Georgia as a place of intolerance 
for all lifestyles. Our state has suc-
ceeded economically and socially as 
a great place to live and work, and 
anything that smacks of discrimina-
tion doesn’t move us forward as a 

key player in a diverse society.
Those who oppose the governor’s 

veto say he caved in to corporations 
and special interests that had threat-
ened boycotts had the bill become 
law. Many threatened to pull out of 
Georgia, including the growing TV 
and movie industry the state has 
cultivated with tax incentives and 
investments. Also rattling its sabers 
was the National Football League, 
which said Atlanta could forget ever 
getting another Super Bowl in its  
fancy $1 billion ballpark now going 
up downtown.

That clearly was a factor in Deal’s 
decision. The question he had to 
ask is whether the problems the bill 
would address were worth the dam-
age it would cause. An elected leader 
needs to weigh risks and rewards; 
if righting a grievous wrong would 
alienate Hollywood and others, so 
be it. But this bill didn’t meet that 
standard, and was proposed to solve 
phantom problems that don’t yet 
exist.

In fact, the House bill that passed 
was watered down a few times to try 
and weed out concerns over discrim-
ination. The final version would have 
protected pastors from being forced 
to perform same-sex ceremonies 
and faith-based organizations that 
provide public services from being 
forced to abandon their beliefs. But it 
likely would have had minimal prac-
tical effect, and wasn’t worth the jobs 
and economic gains it would cost.

In reality, the bill was more 
symbolic, a way for lawmakers to 
join other social conservatives in 
response to the Supreme Court deci-
sion by saying, in essence: We don’t 
agree with same-sex marriage, but 
we can’t stop it, so we’ll pass a law 
thumbing our noses at the idea. The 
sentiment behind it, more than its 
possible enforcement, is what soured 
many against Georgia and spawned 
the idea of an economic snub.

Yet it’s also worth remembering 
how fast this major shift in attitudes 
has come upon us. Just a few years 
ago, even most on the left favored a 
“one man, one woman” definition of 
marriage. Even when social change 
is needed and overdue, it takes time 
for many to adjust to a new reality.

We also should remember that 
members of the faith community 
are tasked with guiding spiritual 
journeys, not creating policy. They 
are neither politicians nor lawyers 
(we have plenty of both) and their 
efforts to keep their communities on 
the right moral path is where their 
hearts and heads will always be. We 
should respect that.

But government has a different 
role: To enforce laws that apply to 
everyone, believers of all faiths and 
nonbelievers as well. The Constitu-
tion was designed to protect the 
rights of all Americans to choose 
their own paths. Those whom we 
elect to office should let it do so with-
out interfering.

We’re thankful the governor did so 
by putting principle above politics. 
It helps that he doesn’t have to seek 
re-election — and maybe is an argu-
ment for term limits — since his veto 
has sparked fresh dissension within 
his party. But unlike the war of 
personalities we see in the national 
presidential campaign, this debate is 
over substance. In the long run, that 
could help the party bring in differ-
ent views to broaden its message.

Regardless, a veto won’t end 
the discussion. Two local pastors 
have weighed in with their views 
on today’s Viewpoint page, and we 
welcome those from other local resi-
dents. This is a worthy debate that 
is necessary in a free society. The 
tug-of-war over balancing personal 
rights vs. public concerns began with 
the birth of the republic, and should 
never end. The answers that emerge 
define us as a nation and a people.

Difficult rejection of religious liberty bill 
divides his party but was the right move

The question he had to ask is whether the problems the bill would address were 
worth the damage it would cause. An elected leader needs to weigh risks and 
rewards; if righting a grievous wrong would alienate Hollywood and others, 
so be it. But this bill didn’t meet that standard, and proposed to solve phantom 
problems that don’t yet exist.
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