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For more than 100 years, The Tulsa World has fought for more reasonable legal 
restrictions on alcohol in Oklahoma. The newspaper led the fight for the repeal of 
Prohibition in the state (finally accomplished in 1959), for liquor-by-the-drink (1982) and, 
during 2016 and 2017, passage of a state Constitutional amendment to allow the sale of 
cold, strong beer and wine at all levels of retail.  

 

From the day it was first proposed in the Legislature, the Tulsa World backed State 
Question 792 in a series of strongly written unsigned editorials by Associate Editor Mike 
Jones and Editorial Pages Editor Wayne Greene. The measure proposed to break the 
liquor store monopoly on strong beer and wine sales, end a silly requirement that strong 
beer and wine only be sold at room temperature, and free the state of hypocritical laws 
that defined 3.2 beer as a “non-intoxicating beverage.”  

 

The reform was not without entrenched opposition. In addition to liquor store owners, 
State Question 792 went against the state’s politically powerful religious right, the so-
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called “dry” forces whose votes have helped maintain antiquated and Puritanical 
restrictions in the state for decades. One reader wrote to complain that the newspaper’s 
backing of alcohol sales was “shameful,” but the newspaper persisted in the interest of 
modernization and a freer market.   

 

The Tulsa World’s strong editorial support was important in the ultimate passage by a 
nearly two-to-one statewide majority of State Question 792. The newspaper repeatedly 
called on its readers to erase remnants of Prohibition from the state statutes, and voters 
responded. In the Tulsa World’s primary readership area, Tulsa County, the measure 
passed 175,671-68,766, a 72 percent majority.  

 

Since the election, the World has continued to be the voice of alcohol reform in 
Oklahoma, pressing that the momentum created State Question 792 be used to take on 
other outdated state laws against the sale and use of alcohol. As of the end of the 
eligibility date for SNPA submissions, those legislative efforts maintain momentum and 
seem likely to be passed into law this year. If not, the World will continue the effort until 
they are. 

 

 

 



Opinion
“Publish and set up a standard; publish and conceal not.” Jeremiah 50:2
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The state continues to 
inch nearer to the goal of 
modernizing its alcohol 
beverage laws.

Senate Joint Resolution 
68 would place a question 
on the November ballot 
that would change the way 
beer and wine are sold in 
Oklahoma. It passed the 
House 61-30 and now is in 
conference committee.

Since Oklahoma voted in 
1959 to become a wet state, 
the laws have been strict, 
confusing and often unfair. 
Grocery stores and con-
venience stores have not 
been allowed to sell wine or 
strong beer. Liquor stores 
cannot sell anything cold.

It all seems unfair and 
counter to the free market. 
If passed, the state ques-
tion would inally allow for 
cold strong beer and wine 
at all levels of retail, which 
is what the people want. 
Liquor stores would con-
tinue to hold a monopoly 
on spirits.

Some supporters and 
opponents have switched 
sides, muddling the debate. 

But it ought not be so com-
plicated, and it needs to be 
a lot faster.

While the Legislature 
is dithering, two initia-
tive petitions that would 
accomplish variations on 
the same thing are moving 
forward. That creates the 
potential for confusing and 
somewhat contradictory 
proposals before voters on 
the same ballot.

Let the people vote and 
decide what they want and, 
within reason, let the free 
market determine where 
they shop.

The voters of Oklahoma 
are ready to pull the state 
into the 21st Century, if the 
Legislature would just get 
of the dime and let them.

editorials

Let’s vote

WASHINGTON — Donald 
Trump’s damage to the Republican 
Party, although already extensive, 
has barely begun. Republican quis-
lings will multiply, slinking into 
support of the most anti-conserva-
tive presidential aspirant in their 
party’s history. These collabora-
tionists will render themselves in-
eligible to participate in the party’s 
reconstruction.

Ted Cruz’s announcement of 
his preferred running mate has 
enhanced the nomination process 
by giving voters pertinent informa-
tion. They already know the only 
important thing about Trump’s 
choice: His running mate will be 
unqualiied for high oice because 
he or she will think Trump is 
qualiied.

Hillary Clinton’s optimal run-
ning mate might be Sen. Sher-
rod Brown of Ohio, a pro-labor 
populist whose selection would 
be balm for the bruised feelings of 
Bernie Sanders’ legions. Running 
mates rarely matter as electoral 
factors: In 2000, Al Gore got 43.2 
percent of the North Carolina 
vote. In 2004, John Kerry, trying 
to improve upon Gore’s total there, 
ran with North Carolina Sen. John 

Edwards but received 43.6 per-
cent. If, however, Brown were to 
help deliver Ohio for Clinton, the 
Republican path to 270 electoral 
votes would be narrower than a 
needle’s eye.

Republican voters, particularly 
in Indiana and California, can, by 
supporting Cruz, make the Re-
publican convention a deliberative 
body rather than one that merely 
ratiies decisions made elsewhere, 
some of them six months earlier. 
A convention’s sovereign duty is to 
choose a plausible nominee who 
has a reasonable chance to win, 
not to passively airm the will of a 
mere plurality of voters recorded 
episodically in a protracted pro-
cess.

Trump would be the most 

unpopular nominee ever, unable 
to even come close to Mitt Rom-
ney’s insuicient support among 
women, minorities and young 
people. In losing disastrously, 
Trump probably would create 
down-ballot carnage suicient to 
end even Republican control of the 
House. Ticket splitting is becom-
ing rare in polarized America: In 
2012, only 5.7 percent of voters 
supported a presidential candidate 
and a congressional candidate of 
opposite parties.

At least half a dozen Republi-
can senators seeking re-election 
and Senate aspirants can hope to 
win if the person at the top of the 
Republican ticket loses their state 
by, say, only four points, but not if 
he loses by 10.

A Democratic Senate probably 
would guarantee a Supreme Court 
with a liberal cast for a genera-
tion. If Clinton is inaugurated next 
Jan. 20, Merrick Garland probably 
will already be on the court — 
conirmed in a lame duck Senate 
session — and justices Ruth Bader 
Ginsburg, Anthony Kennedy and 
Stephen Breyer will be 83, 80 and 
78, respectively.

The minority of people who pay 

close attention to politics includes 
those who deine an ideal political 
outcome and pursue it, and those 
who focus on the worst possible 
outcome and strive to avoid it. The 
former experience the excite-
ments of utopianism, the latter 
settle for prudence’s mild pleasure 
of avoiding disappointed dreams. 
Both sensibilities have their uses, 
but this is a time for prudence, 
which demands the prevention of 
a Trump presidency.

Were he to be nominated, con-
servatives would have two tasks. 
One would be to help him lose 
50 states — condign punishment 
for his comprehensive disdain for 
conservative essentials, including 
the manners and grace that should 
lubricate the nation’s civic life. 
Second, conservatives can try to 
save from the anti-Trump under-
tow as many senators, representa-
tives, governors and state legisla-
tors as possible.

It was 32 years after Jimmy 
Carter won 50.1 percent in 1976 
that a Democrat won half the pop-
ular vote. Barack Obama won only 
52.9 percent and then 51.1 percent, 
but only three Democrats — An-
drew Jackson (twice), Franklin 

Roosevelt (four times) and Lyndon 
Johnson — have won more than 53 
percent.

Trump probably would make 
Clinton the fourth, and he would 
be a tonic for her party, undo-
ing the extraordinary damage (13 
Senate seats, 69 House seats, 11 
governorships, 913 state legislative 
seats) Obama has done.

If Trump is nominated, Repub-
licans working to purge him and 
his manner from public life will 
reap the considerable satisfaction 
of preserving the identity of their 
162-year-old party while working 
to see that they forgo only four 
years of the enjoyment of execu-
tive power.

Six times since 1945 a party 
has tried, and ive times failed, to 
secure a third consecutive presi-
dential term. The one success — 
the Republicans’ 1988 election of 
George H.W. Bush — produced 
a one-term president. If Clinton 
gives her party its irst 12 consecu-
tive White House years since 1945, 
Republicans can help Nebraska 
Sen. Ben Sasse, or someone else 
who has honorably recoiled from 
Trump, conine her to a single 
term.

in case of trump nomination, break glass

Rest assured
Congratulations to state 

Treasurer Ken Miller for 
successfully fending of 
insurance lobby attacks on 
his program to connect lost 
heirs to justly deserved life 
insurance beneits.

Miller has aggressively 
joined with other states to 
ind unclaimed policies and 
notify the rightful ben-
eiciaries. Often these are 
cases of lost or forgotten 
paperwork or beneiciaries 
who were unaware that 
policies existed.

When beneits aren’t 
claimed, the insurance 
companies can continue to 
beneit from them, so it’s 
not surprising that they 
don’t like Miller’s pro-
gram.

Senate Bill 298 would 
have required insurance 
companies to use a Social 
Security database to look 
for unclaimed beneits 
on future policies, but it 
wouldn’t have done any-
thing for policies that are 
already on the books. In 
other states, similar legisla-
tion has been used in court 
to shut down programs 
similar to Miller’s efort, 

thus removing an efective 
level of state oversight from 
the process.

Miller, Florida Insur-
ance Commissioner Kevin 
McCarty and California 
Controller Betty Yee were 
recently featured on a “60 
Minutes” segment about 
unclaimed life insurance 
beneits.

McCarty said there’s 
evidence that in many cases 
insurance companies didn’t 
investigate the need to pay 
claims in cases where they 
knew a covered individual 
had died.

Miller said billions of 
dollars in unpaid beneits 
could still be sitting on in-
surance company books.

With the help of Miller’s 
pressure, SB 298 missed 
a legislative deadline and 
is essentially dead, but we 
have no doubt that the in-
surance companies will try 
again in the future.

We admire Miller for 
his willingness to ight for 
ordinary Oklahomans and 
hope that future treasur-
ers will continue to insist 
on full, fast and monitored 
payment of beneits.

Miller ights for beneiciaries
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oklahoma legislators announce new $1.3 billion 
study to research going broke.

L. Lamb

Fallin possible Vp candidate, promises to destroy 
u.s. economy, too

John White

due to technical diiculties beyond our control, the vot-
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— Bruce Plante
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the voters of okla-
homa are ready to pull 
the state into the 21st 
century, if the Legisla-
ture would just get of 
the dime and let them.

Money talks

I was shocked and angered to learn 
by an article in the Tulsa World of the 
excessive bonuses and raises given out 
by Gov. Mary Fallin last year.

She could not ind the money for our 
teachers and children. Education ought 
to be a higher priority than politicians’ 
salaries.

It was just plain wrong. This on Gov. 

Fallin. Shame on her.
Sherry Stiller, Tulsa

the nestbuster

What is it that Sen. Ted Cruz, Gov. 
John Kasich and the Republican Na-
tional Committee don’t understand? 
People are sick and tired of career 
politicians.

Four years ago they said, give us a 

Republican House and we will change 
the way things are going. Nothing hap-
pened.

Then they said we need a Republi-
can Senate and we will change things. 
Nothing happened.

Donald Trump might not have all 
the answers, but the Washington gang 
sure doesn’t want him messing up their 
cozy little nest.

Bill Payne, Broken Arrow

Cindy
Highlight
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SUNDAY MORNING QUARTERBACK     The search for rhyme or reason in current events

A-Pauling behavior
The candidates came to debate,
But the gadly became quite irate.
     “I’m feeling left out,”
     He started to shout,
“It’s more than I’ll tolerate.”

Veep vetting
Inhofe’s latest political scheme,
Kissing the ring of the Birther King.
A VP slot would be a dream.
Trump/Inhofe. Oh, what a team!
          — Bennett Tanksley, Bokoshe

The Death of Statesmanship
What we miss in the U.S. today
Are statesmen who didn’t “pay to play.”
     When agreement was best
     For our nation-blessed,
They came together in a united way.

          — Shirley Coufer, Hominy

Submit your topical limericks: Sunday Morning Quarterback; PO Box 1770; Tulsa OK 74102

In November, the vot-
ers of Oklahoma will get 
another chance to bring the 
state’s alcohol laws into the 
21st century.

The state has moved, 
some would say glacially, 
toward modern alcohol 
laws in the last 70 years 
or so. Beginning with the 
approval of beer sales in 
the 1930s to liquor store 
sales in the 1950s to liquor-
by-the-drink in the 1980s. 
Now, voters will decide 
if liquor stores may sell 
cold, high-point beer and if 
grocery stores and conve-
nience stores will be able to 
sell cold, high-point beer as 
well as wine.

As with the other 
changes, this one also was 
diicult. Senate Joint Reso-
lution 68 struggled at times. 
But in the waning days of 
the Legislature, with some 
arm-twisting, the House 
approved the plan. It will 
be sent to the people as a 
state question on the No-
vember ballot.

The state question pro-
poses constitutional chang-
es necessary to eliminate 
the state’s legal distinction 
between low-point 3.2 beer 
and stronger brews. It also 
would allow beer of up to 
8.99 percent and wine of 
up to 15 percent to be sold 
in grocery and convenience 
stores, and would allow li-
quor stores to sell products 
other than alcohol.

The ban on liquor stores 
selling cold high-point beer 
and grocery and conve-
nience stores being limited 
to 3.2 beer sales has long 
been a sore point with 
both groups. There was, 
of course, some disagree-
ment between the two 
even though the goal was 

efectively the same.
Liquor store owners 

worry that their beer and 
wine sales could drop of 
given the competition with 
grocery and convenience 
stores. Opponents fretted 
that changing the Constitu-
tion could jeopardize small 
business owners, espe-
cially those who own liquor 
stores.

The fact is, Oklahomans 
want cold, strong beer 
available at all levels of re-
tail. Consumers have found 
it inconvenient to buy room 
temperature, strong beer 
at the liquor store and then 
have to refrigerate it for 
hours before drinking it.

They also have been 
frustrated by having to stop 
at a diferent place — such 
as a grocery or convenience 
store — to buy products to 
complement their liquor 
store purchases. The ques-
tion also would allow liquor 
stores to sell some accom-
panying products.

The general feeling 
among most Oklahoma 
beer, wine and liquor con-
sumers was that the law as 
it stood was simply stupid. 
We agree.

Allowing competition be-
tween grocery, convenience 
and liquor stores is fair, for 
both the consumer and the 
retailers. The free market 
will decide, as it ought to, 
where customers will shop.

We congratulate the 
Legislature for sending 
this question to the voters. 
We believe the majority of 
Oklahomans will embrace 
the legislation and Okla-
homa inally will get its al-
cohol laws into the modern 
age.

Cheers.

EDITORIAl

Cheers!
Voters will decide alcohol laws

Will state budget woes incite change?
By TERESA MEINDERS BURKETT

Oklahoma’s 55th Legislature ad-
journed sine die at 5 p.m. on the last 
Friday in May, as required by our state 
Constitution. As in most years, the 
budget was revealed only in the inal 

days of the session 
and few lawmak-
ers had time for 
thoughtful review, 
much less to ofer in-
put, before approv-
ing the $6.8 billion 
appropriations bill.

Our state experi-
enced two general 
revenue failures this 
iscal year, one in 
December 2015 

when a 3 percent across-the-board 
cut was meted out to all state agen-
cies, and a second in March this year, 
resulting in an additional 4 percent 
cut to state appropriations. Our state 
Constitution requires a balanced 
budget, so there is little choice but to 
cut services when a revenue failure 
occurs. Fortunately, revenue failures 
are rare, but two in one iscal year is 
devastating.

The underlying reasons for the 
revenue failures can be debated, but 
the efects on our state are apparent to 
everyone.

Education is the place where most 
Oklahomans have felt the budget 
failures. Every state school district was 
underfunded and school boards were 
faced with decisions ranging from 
iring teachers, shortening the school 
week, cancelling school bus service, to 
ending music or athletic programs.

Higher education took the biggest 
funding hit. Oklahoma’s universities 

and community colleges will be forced 
to reduce programs and raise tuition 
rates.

Health care services received more 
cuts when the Legislature failed to 
pass either a $1.50 tobacco tax or the 
carefully crafted Medicaid Rebalanc-
ing Plan promoted by every profes-
sional healthcare organization in the 
state. Several Oklahoma hospitals an-
nounced their closures this year, and 
more are certain to follow before the 
summer is out.

What can we do? How have we so 
lost our way?

One of our biggest challenges is the 
constitutional requirement, passed by 
voters in 1992, that any bill that pro-
vides new sources of state revenue ei-
ther be approved by 75 percent of both 
legislative chambers and the governor 
or by a vote of the people. No similar 
requirement is required for reductions 
in state revenue, and we have experi-
enced plenty of them in recent years, 
from reductions in personal income 
tax rates to the favorable tax treatment 
of horizontal drilling.

If we wish to see real change in our 
state inancial health going forward, 
that constitutional noose around our 
budget needs to be revisited. Since 
the passage of State Question 640, our 
Legislature has been unable to muster 
the votes needed to fund our essential 
state services. Is the political will there 
to free our state budget from those 

constraints? 
Right now, most people would say 

the cuts aren’t deep enough, the pain 
not bad enough, to repeal the constitu-
tional provision limiting our Legisla-
ture’s ability to raise revenues. We may 
not be far from the possibility, though.

Current predictions are that our 
state budget shortfall next year will 
be even higher than we saw this year. 
More devastating cuts can be expected 
if we don’t act. When communities 
can no longer hire teachers to keep 
schools open, and when all health care 
services disappear, the funds those 
industries’ workers contributed to 
city cofers will be lost. Those miss-
ing workers will no longer support 
local businesses, cutting the sales tax 
revenues that Oklahoma municipali-
ties require. Towns will no longer be 
able to fund police, water treatment, 
road maintenance, and other modern 
amenities. It will be a death spiral for 
small communities.

Oklahoma cannot adequately fund 
education or any other core services, 
without additional revenues. We have 
demonstrated that we cannot cut our 
way to prosperity, or even livability. 
When people say they want schools 
and teachers to be funded, they need 
to realize that a revenue increase is 
needed to do that, and that means an 
increase in taxes. At some point, Okla-
homans will have had enough of living 
in what will soon become Third World 
conditions. Then, the political will to 
relieve us from the bondage of SQ 640 
may be there.

Teresa Meinders Burkett is a Tulsa attorney and a 
member of the Tulsa World Community Advisory 
Board. Opinion pieces from board members ap-

pear in this space each week.
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The critical moment in the now 
departed, little mourned 2016 
legislative session came on the 
evening of the 61st day.

It was May 18, and state House 
leaders were determined to pass a 
$1.50-a-pack state cigarette tax in-
crease. The cigarette tax increase 
had been loating around the Capi-
tol since before the session began. 
Gov. Mary Fallin endorsed it in her 
State of the State speech as a way 
to give teachers a much-needed 
state-funded raise.

As Fallin argued, a cigarette tax 
literally saves lives. Smoking is the 
No. 1 cause of preventable death in 
Oklahoma. A 20 percent increase 
in the price point of cigarettes 
would lead to a 10.4 percent reduc-
tion of cigarette consumption 
and an 8.6 percent reduction in 
the number of children who start 
smoking.

Later in the session, plans 
changed. Fallin agreed to drop 
the teacher raise plan and use the 
cigarette tax to shore up the Med-
icaid budget. Otherwise, the state’s 
Medicaid agency was looking at a 
25 percent reduction in the rates it 
pays doctors, hospitals and nursing 
homes. That would have wrecked 
the state health-care system for 
everyone, including those who 
couldn’t imagine using Medicaid.

Fallin made a remarkable con-
cession at that point. After years of 
resisting Afordable Care Act fund-
ing, she agreed to the Medicaid 

Rebalancing Act, which would use 
the federal money to underwrite 
private insurance for indigent 
Oklahomans. Combined with other 
changes, the Oklahoma Plan would 
have reduced the state’s uninsured 
rate by 30 percent, assured the 
long-term viability of the state’s 
health-care network and brought 
billions of dollars in federal fund-
ing into the state economy.

It was a calculated gamble. 
Fallin needed to bring in enough 
Democratic votes for the tax in-
crease and the Medicaid money to 
overcome the Republican votes she 
would lose.

The House has 71 Republicans 
and 30 Democrats. If the tax were 
sent to a vote of the people, polling 
showed it probably would pass, but 
the Medicaid providers couldn’t 
wait until November. For the tax to 
go into efect sooner, Fallin had to 
have a 76-vote supermajority.

But the Democrats were coy, 
perhaps because they suspected 
a trap to get them to vote for a 
tax increase and perhaps because 

they’d rather go into November’s 
election with the state in a iscal 
wreck and the Medicaid issue to 
throw at the Republicans.

In an efort to win back lost 
Republicans, House leaders passed 
the Medicaid Rebalancing bill, but 
struck language connecting it to 
the cigarette tax. Now the cigarette 
tax was just a $150 million portion 
of a plan to deal with the state’s 
$1.3 billion budget hole.

Without Democrats, the vote 
counts still didn’t add up, but 
House leaders decided on the 
61st day of the session to open 
the question and try to shame the 
other side into coming over.

Fallin, House Speaker Jef 
Hickman and Rep. Doug Cox, a 
physician and the leading advocate 
of the cigarette tax, held a press 
conference. They urged voters to 
call their legislators and insist they 
vote for the tax hike. Hickman said 
there was no Plan B for balancing 
the state budget.

The vote opened at 4:11 p.m. 
Fairly quickly the tally rose to 
46-49 with Democrats uniied 
in opposition. Gradually, a few 
Republicans changed their vote to 
yes. The yes vote peaked at 49. If 
the Democrats had come over as 
a group, the majority would have 
been three more than needed to 
send the measure to the Senate 
and avoid a vote of the people. If 
more Republicans had joined in, 
it would only take a portion of the 

Democrats. But things stopped 
moving. The Democrats wouldn’t 
vote for a tax hike to bail out the 
Republican budget. They insisted 
on a link to the Medicaid money.

The leadership left the vote open 
for 2 hours, 15 minutes. Gradu-
ally, Republican votes melted 
away: Who wants to vote for a tax 
increase that never gets imple-
mented? With the vote at 40-59, 
leadership brought the hammer 
down and declared the measure 
defeated.

Cox announced that he might 
bring the bill up for reconsidera-
tion later, but that never happened.

Whether there was a Plan B or 
not when the vote opened, there 
had to be one when it closed. 
Education funding got hammered 
even harder, especially the state’s 
colleges and universities which 
took a 15.9 percent budget cut. 
All the federal Medicaid money? 
It stays in Washington, although 
Oklahoma taxpayers will continue 
to pay for it.

Over the remaining few days 
of the session, Republicans and 
Democrats would snipe at each 
over who bears responsibility for 
the failure to pass the tax and what 
would have happened if it had 
passed.

I see enough shame for both 
sides.

There are plenty of Republicans 
to blame for refusing to accept 
any linkage to Medicaid funding 

because they hate the president 
and for just refusing to vote for any 
tax whatsoever. Democrats get the 
blame for refusing to put the state’s 
long-term best interest ahead of 
their short-term political goals.

Remember the names of these 
legislators who voted against the 
cigarette tax when you go to the 
polls in November:

The Republicans:
Scott Biggs, David Brumbaugh, Kevin 

Calvey, Josh Cockroft, David Derby, 
Travis Dunlap, Jon Echols, George 
Faught, Dan Fisher, Tommy Hardin, 
Sally Kern, Dan Kirby, Charles McCall, 
Randy McDaniel, John Montgomery, 
Jason Murphey, Jason Nelson, Tom 
Newell, Scooter Park, John Pfeifer, 
Dustin Roberts, Sean Roberts, Mike 
Ritze, Michael Rogers, Mike Sanders, 
Chuck Strohm, Ken Walker, Kevin Wal-
lace, Paul Wesselhoft,

The Democrats:
Mike Brown, Ed Cannaday, Donnie 

Condit, Jason Dunnington, William 
Fourkiller, Regina Goodwin, Claudia 
Griith, Chuck Hoskin, Scott Inman, 
Steve Kouplen, James lockhart, Ben 
loring, Mark McCullough, Jean-
nie McDaniel, Jerry McPeak, Cyndi 
Munson, David Perryman, Eric Proctor, 
R.C. Pruett, Brian Renegar, Wade Rous-
selot, Seneca Scott, Mike Shelton, Ben 
Sherrer, Jerry Shoemake, Shane Stone, 
Johnny Tadlock, Emily virgin, Cory Wil-
liams, George Young.

Wayne Greene 918-581-8308
wayne.greene@tulsaworld.com

Plenty of shame for both sides in state tax failure
Wayne
Greene
World Editorial
Pages Editor

Blog:
www.tulsaworld.com/

waynesworld

The Oklahoma Legislature has asked voters to consider a 
measure to allow cold strong beer sales at all levels of retail.   
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“Publish and set up a standard; publish and conceal not.” Jeremiah 50:2
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Eye care important

Glaucoma is a lifelong disease that 
causes increased pressure in the eye-
ball due to obstruction of the outlow 
of aqueous humor, which damages the 
optic nerve and impairs vision, some-
times causing blindness.

Hundreds of thousands of people 
lose their vision to glaucoma annually. 
Prior to the last 15 years, if existing 
medications did not halt glaucoma’s 
progress, few options existed.

Now, several efective surgical and 
laser procedures are available. Still, 
untold thousands will lose their vision 
unless they take charge of their eye 
care.

Annual eye examinations and pres-
sure tests are needed. If diagnosed 
with glaucoma, continued care is im-
portant. Ask questions about your eye 
pressure, your prognosis and new pro-
cedures. Consider a second opinion.

Glaucoma is a slow progress-
ing, painless disease. You might not 
become aware of it until considerable 
irreversible vision has been lost.

I was a patient of a Tulsa ophthal-
mologist for more than 30 years. My 
eye pressure was maintained until the 
last few years when it became uncon-
trollable. My doctor continued with 
the same eye drops.

I consulted another doctor, Dr. Jason 
Ellen, who specializes in the diagno-
sis and treatment of ocular diseases. 
Following an exam, he immediately 
called Dr. Mahmoud Khaimi at Dean 
McGee Eye Institute in Oklahoma City. 
He performed laser surgery in both my 
eyes and was able to save some vision 
in each eye.

Had I not changed doctors, I would 
be totally blind now.

David E. Corral, Tulsa

Ego exercise

Donald Trump’s acceptance speech 
at the Republican convention was a 
stridently delivered litany of crises 
that purportedly threaten the lives 
of every citizen and the health of the 
Republic.

His list included out-of-control im-
migration, unfair trade agreements, 

ruling elites, unreliable allies, ISIS 
and a skyrocketing rate of murder and 
mayhem in our cities and towns.

All of these problems were laid at 
the feet of corrupt politicians and 
corporations, imported terrorists and 
foreign governments. This exercise 
in fear-mongering was delivered with 
considerable fervor but little regard 
for facts.

This litany was followed by pledges 
to eliminate each problem person-
ally and swiftly. Trump eschewed any 
reference to constitutional processes 
for addressing problems in the com-
monweal. The word “we” was absent 
from his tirade.

Rather, he claimed that only he 
could address and resolve each prob-
lem and he added “believe me” to but-
tress each pledge.

Somehow the idea of working 
through the legislative process, to say 
nothing of the courts, law enforcement 
and other mechanisms of democratic 
government, was irrelevant, perhaps 
even a hindrance, to the grand plan of 
Trump.

The irst words of the Constitu-
tion, “We the people,” apparently are 
foreign to the self-exalting Trump. 
This performance was unworthy of 
any serious candidate for the oice of 
president.

It was not an acceptance speech. It 
was, rather, an egotistical exercise that 
reawakened memories of tyrants and 
dictators.

Robert J. Doolittle, Tulsa

Irked by cartoon

I was seriously disappointed by the 
Tulsa World editorial board’s decision 
to run a misogynistic syndicated edito-
rial cartoon on July 28.

The cartoonist drew Hillary Clinton 
as a shepherd surrounded by sheep, 
her staf topped by the international 
symbol for women. The obvious 
insinuation from that visual is that 
women are sheep, incapable of making 
informed, independent and judicious 
voting decisions. This is not political 
satire, it’s gender bias.

It is irresponsible for the editorial 
board to publish a cartoon aimed at 
denigrating an entire group of people 
based on an immutable characteristic 
like gender. Despite winning the right 
to vote 96 years ago, women have yet 
to achieve equality in many areas, not 
the least of which is equal representa-
tion in the three branches of American 
government.

Women are not sheep. We do not 
blindly follow a politician because we 
happen to share the same sex organs. 
End of story.

Growing up, I read the Tulsa World 
with my father every morning at our 
kitchen counter. I shudder to think 
of the impact such a pointed misrep-
resentation might have had on any 
number of young women who do the 
same.

Our country is facing a conten-
tious, divisive election and a free press 
should shine a light on the important 
issues, not contribute to the fray. Sim-
ply put: You need to do better.

Christian Helm Leikam, Tulsa

LETTERS

Oklahoma has struggled 
with alcohol laws through-
out its history. Advance-
ments have been made, 
such as liquor-by-the-
drink, but the state’s laws 
concerning who could and 
couldn’t sell wine and cold, 
strong beer have remained 
archaic.

We don’t believe that is 
what most Oklahomans 
want. Neither does the “Yes 
on 792” campaign, which 
kicked of last week. Nov. 8, 
voters will inally be able to 
decide whether they should 
be able to get cold, strong 
beer or wine and where they 
should be able to buy it.

SQ 792 would allow 
liquor, grocery and conve-
nience stores to sell cold, 
strong beer and wine. Cur-
rently, only liquor stores 
sell wine and strong beer, 
and then only at room 
temperature. Grocery and 
convenience stores can 
sell cold beer, but only the 
so-called 3.2 beer. And no 
wine whatsoever. It’s a silly 
system that leaves consum-
ers frustrated and confused.

SQ 792 would change 
that. That would make a lot 
of beer drinkers very happy, 
and it would make the sale 
of beer and wine more 
competitive, which would 
help consumers.

“Yes on 792” Chairman 
Jef Reasor, the chairman 
and CEO of Reasor’s LLC, 
which has many grocery 
stores in Oklahoma, said, 
“All this is about customer 
choice. This isn’t about try-

ing to go after anybody or 
hurt anybody else. It’s just 
about competition.”

Some liquor store owners 
are concerned that passage 
of SQ 792 will hurt their 
strong beer and wine sales. 
Well, it will hurt their mo-
nopoly of that market, but 
it ought not kill well-run, 
viable businesses.

Liquor stores likely will 
continue to ofer the best 
and largest selection of 
wines and beers, while the 
selection in grocery and 
convenience stores likely 
will be smaller but will ca-
ter to the consumers look-
ing to grab a quick six-pack 
for the lake trip or a bottle 
of wine for the evening’s 
dinner.

Liquor stores will 
continue to ofer larger 
selections of beer and wine, 
along with their expertise 
on what wines to purchase 
for certain occasions. The 
proposal also opens up 
restrictions on liquor store 
sales of things like ice and 
corkscrews.

Oklahomans want cold, 
strong beer and wine to be 
available at all levels of re-
tail. That’s what they ought 
to get.

SQ 792 is a fair state 
question. It will be Okla-
homa’s irst step toward 
sensible alcohol laws since 
liquor-by-the drink was ap-
proved in the 1980s.

Let the free market de-
cide where customers will 
shop.

It’s time.

EDITORIALS

SQ 792

Good luck
Civic responsibility and 

luck came together in Still-
water last week.

To promote mammogra-
phy and spread the word 
about new 3-D technology, 
Mayor Gina Noble arrived 
at Stillwater Medical Cen-
ter for a mammogram. She 
wound up learning that she 
was in the very early stages 
of breast cancer.

What could have been 
and likely was considered a 
routine test, turned out to 
be much more.

Her willingness to pro-
mote awareness of a poten-
tially deadly disease might 
have saved her life. About 
24 hours after undergoing 
her 3-D mammography, she 
was told that she had Stage 
0 breast cancer, meaning it 
had not spread.

Mayor Noble also is a 
professor at Oklahoma State 
University. She promises 
that her treatment schedule 
will not interfere with her 
work and hopes to be back 
on both jobs by Aug 15.

Stillwater is the third city 

in Oklahoma, along with 
Tulsa and Oklahoma City, 
to acquire the 3-D technol-
ogy. The new mammogra-
phy allows for a much more 
high-quality image with 
no additional radiation or 
compression time.

Speaking out about can-
cer, and especially one as 
personal as breast cancer, 
can be diicult. But, thank-
fully, in recent years more 
people are doing so and the 
result is more lives are be-
ing saved.

Noble deserves all of 
our thanks and respect for 
not only promoting the 
detection of breast cancer 
but also for sharing her 
personal story with all of 
us. Any cancer is a very per-
sonal issue for anyone who 
has been through it.

We wish all the best for 
Mayor Noble and hope she 
comes through a stronger 
and healthier person. And 
we urge all women to fol-
low her lead and get their 
routine mammography.

It really does save lives.

mayor shares her cancer story
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WASHINGTON — SOME-
ONE — the Russian 
military, say many cyber 

experts — broke into the comput-
ers of the Democratic National 
Committee and the Democratic 
Congressional Campaign Commit-
tee, releasing emails and sensitive 
documents. Sounds bad, and is. But 
a worse danger looms: the possibil-
ity that hackers (whether Russians 
or others) will manipulate our vot-
ing machines, casting doubt on the 
election’s outcome.

Imagine. It’s the day after the 
election. Either Hillary Clinton 
or Donald Trump has “won.” But 
the victor’s triumph rests on close 
results in ive or six states, where 
the winner had a few thousand 
more votes. Assume also that each 
of these states used — at least par-
tially — electronic voting. Assume 
then that the loser alleges that 

cyber tampering stole the election.
The resulting furor would be 

unavoidable. It would raise par-
tisan anger still further. It would 
subvert faith in our basic demo-
cratic institutions and, probably, 
excite all manner of conspiracy 
theories. It would make the com-
bat of the Bush-Gore election in 
2000 — the disputes over which of 
Florida’s “hanging chads” should 
be counted — look like child’s play. 
It would be a disaster.

How likely is this cyber crackup? 

I don’t know; but I’m unwilling to 
dismiss it totally as a journalistic 
fantasy for two reasons.

First, this campaign has featured 
the unexpected and the impos-
sible. The hacking of the Demo-
crats’ computers, coupled with the 
timing of the release of documents 
to coincide with the party’s con-
vention, is only the latest example. 
With apologies to Dave Barry, it 
can be said of this campaign that 
“I’m not making this up.”

Second, hacking is more wide-
spread than most Americans think. 
Big companies are constantly 
under assault. A CNN study in 
2014 estimated that more than 100 
million Americans had had their 
personal information hacked in the 
previous year. With so much hack-
ing — national and international 
— why wouldn’t someone try to 
sabotage the election? In 2012, 

129 million Americans voted for 
president. In a close race (which 
this appears to be), shifting a few 
hundred thousand in the popular 
vote could change the electoral 
result.

If these thoughts occur to me, 
a conirmed nontechie, they must 
have occurred to others. Sure 
enough, when I Googled the 
subject, many stories and reports 
popped up. One of the best ap-
peared last week on washington-
post.com and was written by Bruce 
Schneier, a cyber-security expert 
at Harvard. He’s worried.

“We must ... create tiger teams 
to test the machines’ and systems’ 
resistance to attack, drastically 
increase their cyber defenses and 
take them oline if we can’t guar-
antee their security online,” he 
wrote.

By contrast, there is some good 

news. Electronic voting machines, 
which served about 39 percent 
of voters in 2012, according to 
one study, may be on the decline. 
“States ditch electronic voting 
machines,” said a story in The Hill 
newspaper in 2014. (The other 
main voting technology in 2012, 
covering 56 percent of voters, 
involved paper ballots that were 
optically scanned. The retention of 
the ballot can be used to verify the 
outcome. The older mechanical 
lever machines have vanished.)

Regardless of what happens this 
year, we are forewarned. Put-
ting voting on the internet invites 
controversy and chaos. If we’re 
lucky enough to avoid this now, we 
shouldn’t tempt the future. Paper 
ballots may be “slower and less 
convenient,” writes Schneier, but 
they preserve elections’ integrity. 
What could be more important?

Hacking the election: integrity trumps speed
  Robert J. 
Samuelson

Washington Post
Writers Group
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Oklahoma has slowly pulled itself 
into modern times by changing its 
alcohol laws. Repealing prohibition 
in the 1950s and approving liquor-
by-the-drink in the 1980s have 
helped the economy by attracting 
more tourism and conventions to 
the state. Now, one more step needs 
to be taken.

State Question 792 is on the ballot 
Nov. 8. It would inally allow state 
liquor stores to sell cold, high-point 
beer as well as alcohol accessories 
such as wine openers and mixers. 
Grocery and convenience stores also 
would be able to sell cold, strong 
beer and wine. Liquor would only be 
sold at liquor stores.

Quite frankly, the current law 
is stupid. It bans the sale of cold 
high-point beer in liquor stores 
and allows the sale of cold 3.2 beer 
in grocery and convenience stores. 
When it’s explained to people who 
didn’t grow up in the state, they are 
astounded at the rule’s obvious lack 
of logic.

SQ 792 would allow consumers 
to decide where they buy their beer 
and wine. The archaic two-strength 
beer system and the outdated re-
quirement that wine and strong beer 
can only be sold warm would inally 
be abandoned.

Some liquor store owners fear that 
SQ 792 will hurt their businesses 
as more people will simply pick up 
their wine or high-point beer at the 
grocery or convenience stores. Per-
haps that will be true in some cases, 
but we think the threat is overstated.

Liquor stores will be able to com-
pete head to head with grocery and 
convenience stores for sales of cold 
wine and beer. Smart liquor store 
owners will (and most already do) 
ofer more brands, attracting cus-
tomers interested in variety. They 
also will make sure their stafs have 
expertise that customers will rely on. 
Again, that’s already true in the case 
of liquor stores we’re familiar with. 
They’ll still have the monopoly on 
liquor sales. Given those advantages 
of service and selection, liquor stores 
that are well positioned should sur-
vive the test.

Some won’t compete efectively 
and won’t survive the test, which is 
how the market works. That isn’t 
a valid argument not to reform the 
law.

SQ 792 levels the playing ield and 
makes shopping more convenient 
for consumers. It brings Oklahoma 
alcohol laws into the modern age 
and deserves passage. We urge you 
to vote yes Nov. 8 on SQ 792.

EDITORIAL

Vote ‘yes’ 
on SQ 792

Do we kneel or do we stand?
By Judy Eason McIntyre

W
hen we kneel, 
we usually do so 
to give rever-
ence and thanks. 

We kneel in prayer, and it 
is considered a respectful 
activity. However, in the 
game of football, “taking a 
knee” is a ritual and strate-

gic action. 
A player 
kneels with 
the ball 
when he is 
trying to 
“run out the 
clock.”

But, when 
Colin Kae-
pernick, the 
San Fran-
cisco quar-
terback, 
dropped 

to his knee as the national 
anthem began to play at an 
NFL preseason game last 
month it threw the game 
into a controversy that had 
many crying “foul.”

Kaepernick’s reverential 
knee spotlighted the move-
ment in the street beyond 
the stadium. He was con-
cerned about the killing of 
black people by police. “It’s 
beyond any sport. It’s about 
people. It’s about human-
ity. The fact that people are 
denied their liberty and jus-
tice. That’s what this issue 
is about. It’s racial discrimi-
nation; it’s racial proiling,” 
he said to the entire world.

Instead, of singing “The 
Star-Spangled Banner,” 
he was asking us to look 
beyond the ield and see the 
injustices faced by African 
Americans and minorities. 
He was shifting our gaze 
to shocking facts in the 
country. According to the 
website, Mapping Police 
Violence and the Center 
for American Progress, the 
statistics are dire for blacks 

facing the criminal justice 
system:

1. Police killed at least 102 
unarmed black people in 
2015, nearly two each week.

2. Some 37 percent of 
unarmed people killed by 
police in 2015 were black. 
Black people represent 
only 13 percent of the U.S. 
population.

Moreover, according to 
the Legatum Prosperity 
Index’s indings for 2015, 
the U.S. is “the only West-
ern country to register high 
levels of state-sponsored 
political violence.”

Maybe the words “What 
so proudly we hail’d at the 
twilight’s last gleaming” 
rang false and hypocritical 
in Kaepernick’s ears. He 
said, “I am not going to 
stand up to show pride in 
a lag for a country that 
oppresses black people and 
people of color.” His protest 
became national news and 
the source of derision for 
him since it occurred in 
front of millions.

He was compared to box-

ing champion Muhammad 
Ali, who refused to serve in 
the U.S. Army in 1967 and 
was stripped of his heavy-
weight title. Others recalled 
the 1968 Olympics, when 
gold and bronze medalists 
Tommie Smith and John 
Carlos raised their ist in 
the black power salute and 
lowered their heads on the 
podium when the national 
anthem was played. It 
was considered an insult 
in front of the televised 
international audience in 
Mexico and the athletes 
were sent home.

The passage of time 
proved these athletes to be 
brave heroes, and history 
will probably view Kaeper-
nick the same.

Just as he knelt to start a 
conversation about injus-
tices toward blacks, after 
the brutal killing of Terence 
Crutcher by a police oicer, 
we Tulsans were forced to 
our knees in prayer asking 
for the abuse to end.

But, rather than stay 
on our knees our next 

play should be to rise and 
demand changes in how we 
are treated by those in au-
thority. We need a citizen’s 
review board to monitor 
the police. We need police 
to face disciplinary actions 
if they do not turn on their 
cameras during confronta-
tions with residents. We 
need community policing so 
that those who patrol our 
neighborhoods get to know 
us as individuals and act to 
preserve our humanity.

If we are to stand for the 
words in the national an-
them: “the land of the free 
and the home of the brave,” 
then we should be free and 
brave enough to stand and 
insist that our rights be 
honored.

Judy Eason McIntyre is a 
former state senator, Tulsa 
Public School board mem-
ber and a member of the 
Tulsa World Community 
Advisory Board. Opinion 
pieces by advisory board 
members appear in this 

space each week.

A
gainst doctor’s recom-
mendations, Rep. Katie 
Henke went to Okla-
homa City on May 21, 

2014.
Her proposal to re-

form the way the state 
enforced its require-
ment that third-grad-
ers pass a reading test 
in order to become 
fourth-graders was 
hanging by a thread, 
and she had to save it.

First passed in 1997, 
the state’s Reading 
Suiciency Act was 
designed to make sure 
students were reading 
on grade level by third 
grade. In a program 
enforced by then-Superinten-
dent Janet Barresi, students 
who didn’t fall into a handful 
of exceptions were ordered 
held back if they didn’t pass 
the test.

But parents, teachers and 
experts protested that holding 
back children regardless of 
circumstances made no sense. 
What if the child missed the 

cut score by one point and was 
sick on the day of the test? 
What if the high-stakes nature 
of the test resulted in a child 

who had third-grade 
proiciency not being 
able to demonstrate 
it on test day? What if 
the child was reading 
at third-grade level in 
second grade, but some-
how didn’t get the right 
grade the next year?

Henke’s solution, in 
House Bill 2625, was to 
put together a commit-
tee of parents, teachers 
and reading experts to 
consider each child who 
fell short of a passing 
grade individually. The 

committee would look at all 
the child’s circumstances. If 
the situation called for it, the 
committee could, by unani-
mous vote, grant probationary 
promotion into fourth grade. 
If probationary promotion was 
granted, the committee would 
continue tracking the child’s 
progress until he was reading 
at the appropriate grade level.

The bill made sense, and 
Henke built a coalition to get 
it passed. It went through the 
House 89-6. The Senate passed 
it 43-1. And then ... the gover-
nor vetoed it.

In her veto message, Gov. 
Mary Fal-
lin sided 
with Barresi’s 
arguments 
that there 
were enough 
safeguards in 
the existing 
third-grade 
reading law, 

and Henke’s measure sounded 
like “social promotion” to her, 
political hot-button language.

Meanwhile, Henke was deal-
ing with a delicate pregnancy. 
Her doctor told her to stay in 
Tulsa. Fellow legislators told 
her to let the bill go. Better 
luck next year.

But the day after the gover-
nor’s veto, Henke was on the 
loor of the House, asking her 
fellow lawmakers for an over-
ride.

If you watch the video of 

what happened that day, you’ll 
see Henke pacing up and down 
the aisles as the slow legisla-
tive processes grind away. After 
opponents of the override 
started to draw things out, she 
cut short questioning and used 
a parliamentary maneuver to 
prevent debate. The House 
went straight to a vote and ... 
the governor’s veto was over-
ridden on 79-17 vote.

There were cheers in the 
House chamber when the inal 
vote was announced. Mean-
while, Henke says she was 
having contractions.

It was the most dramatic day 
of the legislative session and a 
test of Henke’s resolve to solve 
problems for her constituents.

Let’s cut to the end of the 
story: The Senate voted to 
override the veto later that day. 
Henke’s bill became law. The 
next year, another bill added 
more nuance to how the read-
ing mandate works and kept 
the Henke committees in place.

The baby, Frank “Fletcher” 
Henke V, was born a little early, 
but healthy. He’s 2 years old 

now. His mom is running for 
re-election.

The ight over HB 2625 
was two years ago, but voters 
should remember it on election 
day. They should also remem-
ber who voted to override and 
who voted to sustain.

Two House members with 
Tulsa County districts who 
voted with Henke that day 
were Rep. Jadine Nollan, R-
Sand Springs, and Rep. Terry 
O’Donnell, R-Catoosa. Both are 
up for re-election in November. 
One local legislators — Rep. 
Mike Ritze, R-Broken Arrow — 
voted against the override. He 
is up for re-election too.

In the Senate vote, three 
local legislators on the Nov. 8 
ballot voted for the override: 
Sen. Nathan Dahm, R-Broken 
Arrow; Sen. Dan Newberry, 
R-Tulsa, and Sen. Gary Stani-
slawski, R-Tulsa. Sen. Ben 
Brown, R-Broken Arrow, was 
one of two senators who voted 
against the override, but his 
seat isn’t on the ballot until 
2018, when he will be term 
limited.

Remember May 21, 2014? Voters should

State questions will bring 
Oklahoma alcohol laws 
into the modern age

Wayne   
Greene
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San Fran-
cisco 49ers 
safety Eric 
Reid (35), 
quarterback 
Colin Kae-
pernick (7) 
and outside 
linebacker Eli 
Harold (58) 
kneel during 
the national 
anthem 
before an 
NFL football 
game against 
the Tampa 
Bay Buc-
caneers in 
Santa Clara, 
California, on 
Oct. 23.   
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Oklahoma’s vote last week to 
allow cold, full-strength beer at 
all levels of retail might result in 
the death of 3.2 beer.

We won’t be sending any low-
ers to that funeral.

For decades, Oklahoma has had 
a two-tiered beer law: cold, weak 
beer for sale in convenience and 
grocery stores. Warm, strong beer 
in liquor stores. It was frustrat-
ing to consumers and built on a 
statutory dishonesty — that 3.2 
beer is a “nonintoxicating bever-
age.”

Almost every other state aban-
doned 3.2 beer a long time ago. 
Thus, Oklahoma accounts for 
about 60 percent of its sales, Tul-
sa World business writer Samuel 
Hardiman reported Tuesday.

With the overwhelming pas-
sage of State Question 792, the 
double standard is over. Cold, 
strong beer is on its way eventu-
ally to a retailer near you, which 
probably means Oklahoma’s 3.2 
sales will sink to near zero. The 
brewers might decide weak beer 
just isn’t economically feasible 
anymore, QuikTrip spokesman 
Mike Thornbrugh suggested to 
Hardiman.

So, 3.2 beer might be going the 
way of butter churns, slide rules 
and the one-horse shay — into 
obscurity.

But not right away.
As Hardiman reported, the new 

beer law doesn’t go into efect 
for two years, which gives liquor 
stores an opportunity to prepare 
for the change by installing cool-
ers if they choose to.

It also gives the Legislature a 
chance to follow the spirit of SQ 
792 with other needed alcohol 
law reforms, including dealing 
with the ridiculous prohibition 
of parents taking children into 
liquor stores with them. The law 
is a Puritanical anachronism 
that encourages parents to leave 
their children unattended while 
they are dealing with routine 
commercial transactions. It also 
creates a forbidden allure to li-
quor store products in the minds 
of children, an unintended and 
counterproductive consequence if 
we’ve ever heard of one.

The Legislature should take the 
SQ 792 interim as an opportunity 
to deregulate liquor stores in 
general, especially legal restric-
tions on operating hours. Who 
should set liquor store hours? 
For the most part, liquor store 
owners are guided by the buying 
habits of their customers. Man-
dating the same hours as bars 
— we’re not going to argue for 2 
a.m. whiskey sales — has merit, 
but the idea that all liquor stores 
must slavishly obey the same 10 
a.m. to 9 p.m. operating hours is 
contrary to American free enter-
prise.

We’re tickled and not a bit sur-
prised that SQ 792 passed. We’ll 
patiently wait for it to go into 
efect, and hope that the time can 
be used for more needed reforms.

EDITORIAL

Warm 

beer is 

dead

Did academia help elect Trump?

W
ASHINGTON 
— Many under-
graduates, their 
fawn-like eyes 

wide with astonishment, are 
wondering: Why didn’t the 
dean of students prevent the 
election from disrupting the 
serenity to which my 
school has taught me 
that I am entitled? 
Campuses create 
“safe spaces” where 
students can shelter 
from discombobulat-
ing thoughts and 
receive spiritual balm 
for the trauma of 
microaggressions. Yet 
the presidential elec-
tion came without 
trigger warnings?

The morning after the 
election, normal people rose 
— some elated, some de-
spondent — and went of to 
actual work. But at Yale, that 
incubator of late-adolescent 
infants, a professor respond-
ed to “heartfelt notes” from 
students “in shock” by mak-
ing that day’s exam optional.

Academia should consider 
how it contributed to, and re-
lects Americans’ judgments 
pertinent to, Donald Trump’s 
election. The compound of 
childishness and condescen-
sion radiating from cam-
puses is a constant reminder 
to normal Americans of the 
decay of protected classes — 
in this case, tenured faculty 
and cosseted students.

As “bias-response teams” 
fanned out across campuses, 
an incident report was 
iled about a University of 
Northern Colorado student 
who wrote “free speech 
matters” on one of 680 

“#languagematters” post-
ers that cautioned against 
politically incorrect speech. 
Catholic DePaul University 
denounced as “bigotry” a 
poster proclaiming “Unborn 
Lives Matter.” Bowdoin Col-
lege provided counseling to 

students traumatized 
by the cultural appro-
priation committed 
by a sombrero-and-
tequila party. Oberlin 
College students 
said they were suf-
fering breakdowns 
because schoolwork 
was interfering with 
their political activ-
ism. Cal State Uni-
versity, Los Angeles 
established “healing” 

spaces for students to cope 
with the pain caused by a 
political speech delivered 
three months earlier. Indi-
ana University experienced 
social-media panic (“Please 
PLEASE PLEASE be careful 
out there tonight”) because 
a priest in a white robe, 
with a rope-like belt and 
rosary beads was identiied 
as someone “in a KKK outit 
holding a whip.”

A doctoral dissertation at 
the University of California, 
Santa Barbara uses “feminist 
methodologies” to under-
stand how Girl Scout cookie 
sales “reproduce hegemonic 
gender roles.” The journal 
GeoHumanities explores how 
pumpkins reveal “racial and 
class coding of rural ver-
sus urban places.” Another 
journal’s article analyzes 
“the relationships among 
gender, science and glaciers.” 
A Vassar lecture “theorizes 
oscillating relations between 

disciplinary, pre-emptive 
and increasingly prehensive 
forms of power that shape 
human and non-human ma-
terialities in Palestine.”

Even professors’ books 
from serious publishers are 
clotted with pretentious 
jargon. To pick just one from 
innumerable examples, a 
recent history of the Span-
ish Civil War, published by 
the Oxford University Press, 
says that Franco’s Spain was 
as “hierarchizing” as Hitler’s 
Germany, that Catholicism 
“problematized” relations 
between Spain and the Third 
Reich, and that liberalism 
and democracy are concepts 
that must be “interrogated.” 
Only the highly educated 
write so badly. Indeed, the 
point of such ludicrous prose 
is to signal membership in a 
closed clerisy that possesses 
a private language.

An American Council of 
Trustees and Alumni (ACTA) 
study — “No U.S. History? 
How College History De-
partments Leave the United 
States out of the Major,” 
based on requirements 
and course oferings at 75 
leading colleges and uni-
versities — found that “the 
overwhelming majority of 
America’s most prestigious 
institutions do not require 
even the students who major 
in history to take a single 
course on United States his-
tory or government.” Often 
“microhistories” are ofered 
to history majors at schools 
that require these majors to 
take no U.S. history course: 
“Modern Addiction: Ciga-
rette Smoking in the 20th 
Century” (Swarthmore Col-

lege), “Lawn Boy Meets Val-
ley Girl” (Bowdoin College), 
“Witchcraft and Possession” 
(University of Pennsylvania).

At some schools that 
require history majors to 
take at least one U.S. history 
course, the requirement can 
be fulilled with courses like 
“Mad Men and Mad Women” 
(Middlebury College), “Hip-
Hop, Politics and Youth 
Culture in America” (Uni-
versity of Connecticut) and 
“Jews in American Entertain-
ment” (University of Texas). 
Constitutional history is an 
afterthought.

Small wonder, then, that a 
recent ACTA-commissioned 
survey found that less than 
half of college graduates 
knew that George Washing-
ton was the commanding 
general at Yorktown; that 
nearly half did not know 
that Theodore Roosevelt was 
important to the construc-
tion of the Panama Canal; 
that more than one-third 
could not place the Civil War 
in a correct 20-year span or 
identify Franklin Roosevelt 
as the architect of the New 
Deal; that 58 percent did not 
know that the Battle of the 
Bulge occurred in World War 
II; and that nearly half did 
not know the lengths of the 
terms of U.S. senators and 
representatives.

Institutions of supposedly 
higher education are awash 
with hysteria, authoritarian-
ism, obscurantism, phi-
listinism and charlatanry. 
Which must have something 
to do with the tone and 
substance of the presidential 
election, which took the na-
tion’s temperature.

I
t’s Thanksgiving week, 
so it’s almost a civic sin 
to be cynical.

I thought I’d count 
my political blessings after 
the Nov. 8 election 
and see how much 
of a feast I could pile 
onto my plate.

• State Question 
779 failed. Hey, you 
did support SQ 779, 
didn’t you? Yes, but 
not by much. I was 
about 51 percent for 
it, 49 percent against 
it. I recognized all 
its warts, but saw it 
as the only game in 
town. The voters saw 
it diferently, and not 
by a little bit. It failed 
by 18 points, which, in the 
spirit of Thanksgiving, I’m 
going to count as 49 percent 
of a win.

I’m through with SQ 779, 
and I feel OK with that. I 
don’t have to defend a tax on 
the poor. I don’t have to hope 
that it won’t destroy local 
retail more than the internet 
already has. I don’t have to 
worry that people will think 
they solved the education 
funding problem when it 
was obvious the proposal 
was, at best, only a start in 
that direction.

And somehow, SQ 779’s 
defeat has started a political 
thread that now the Legis-
lature has to do something 
about public school fund-

ing. It hasn’t for 10 
years. In fact it has 
done most of the 
things imaginable 
to undercut public 
schools, and most 
legislators still got re-
elected. But who am 
I to question a good 
thread?

No turkey this year, 
but I like ham too.

• State Question 
777 failed by a lot.

Now that is good 
news without any 
sophistry. The voters 

saw through the American 
Gothic rhetoric and recog-
nized that “right to farm” 
actually put clean water and 
clean air at risk forever.

Ah, cranberry sauce!
• State Questions 780 and 

781 passed by a lot.
That’s great news and 

a little surprising. Voters 
recognized that they were 
burning money by sending 
petty criminals to prison 
to learn how to be better 
criminals. The voters igured 
out that treating people with 
substance abuse and mental 

health issues is a chance to 
straighten out lives and turn 
them into taxpayers instead 
of tax consumers.

Potatoes and gravy.
• State Question 790 failed 

by a lot.
The Ten Commandments 

monument can stay on the 
lawn of the private conser-
vative think tank where it’s 
been hanging out, and we 
don’t have to worry about 
the ridiculous ights over 
proposed Satanic and Hindu 
statues for the state Capitol.

More important — much 
more important — the prin-
ciple that state money and 
resources won’t be used for 
religious purposes has been 
preserved in the Oklahoma 
Constitution. That’ll at least 
slow down the public school-
depleting march toward 
vouchers and any other 
similar mischief.

You brought the green 
bean casserole? I love that 
stuf.

• Some good people were 
elected to the Legislature.

Republicans Katie Henke, 
Weldon Watson and Ken-
neth O’Donnell are all going 
back to Oklahoma City. How 
do we start a movement to 
draft Henke to be the next 
Education Committee chair-
woman?

Democrats Regina Good-
win, Meloyde Blancett and 
Monroe Nichols are good for 
two years. They’re all smart, 
creative and likely to be able 
to get some things done 
despite the overwhelming 
numbers against them.

Whipped cream on that 
pie, please.

What a feast, huh? There’s 
plenty to be thankful for 
this year. I think I’ll take a 
nap before the football game 
starts.

Plenty to be thankful for in election

Still a few anachronisms 
to deal with in 
Oklahoma’s alcohol laws

Wayne   
Greene

Editorial  

editor

wayne.greene@ 
tulsaworld.com

Beer rated at 3.2 percent alcohol sits in a 
refrigerator for sale at a Reasor’s store in 
Brookside on Wednesday.  
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Consider ham instead of turkey for 
your main meat. Courtesy/David 

George 
Will
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Reneging on weed

Is President Donald Trump 
really willing to wipe out 
tens of thousands of jobs in 
recreational marijuana states, 
disregard the votes of millions 
of recreational marijuana us-
ers who voted for him because 
they believed in him and 
throw away billions of dollars 
that recreational marijuana 
brings to our economy?

If he does, he will wipe out 
many millions of dollars in tax 
revenue. If he goes through 
with his disastrous anti-mar-
ijuana plan, he will not only 
lose many millions in tax rev-
enue, but many of those who 
supported him in 2016 will not 
in 2020.

If Trump goes through with 
continued prohibition, he 
will do all that plus force the 
legal marijuana market back 
underground and hand it back 
to the drug cartels after we 
have made much progress in 
taking much of the market 

from gangs and regulating 
marijuana to keep it out of 
children’s hands.

Warren Osborn, Seminole

U.S. slipping

Everything I read tells me 
we’re going downhill, and if 
not now the U.S. will soon 
become a Third World country 
when it comes to government 
of the people and freedom 
from obvious radical and nega-
tive policies proposed by our 
new administration.

Continuing protests against 
limited immigration, the 
border wall, low wages and 
beneits, women’s rights, LGBT 
rights and the rise of white 
supremacists openly marching 
and recruiting on college cam-
puses gives the impression, 
rightly so, that we’re losing our 
identity as the world leader for 
promoting justice, a free press 
and inviting immigration.

Our president refuses to an-
swer questions he doesn’t like 

from the press and only calls 
on reporters who agree with 
his radical ideology, others he 
calls fake news and ignores 
their questions. This is not my 
America.

This is how dictators act.
C.P. Dwyer, Tulsa

Non-Christian Americans

Do you have to be a Chris-
tian to truly be an American? 
My answer is not so easy.

When I think back to the 
beginning of our country, 
even before the 13 colonies, I 
remember the purpose of the 
Maylower voyage, freedom 
to worship the Christian God. 
America eventually became 
free for all religions, but 
started with Christianity.

During the Revolution, one 
of the most iconic igures was 
Thomas Jeferson. Jeferson 
was a deist, one who believes 
that God is distant, but he is 
the person who penned our 
Declaration of Independence, 

and we consider him a great, 
all for one and one for all, true 
American.

To truly be American, you 
need to believe in freedom 
and justice, understand why 
America was settled, be here 
legally, and at least know 
enough English to carry on 
a simple conversation with 
someone.

So the answer to the ques-
tion is that it doesn’t matter if 
you are a Christian, if you were 
born here, if you are a Demo-
crat or Republican, in order to 
be American. What does matter 
is that you love America and 
would do anything to better it 
and the world.

Connor James Jefers, Tulsa
Editor’s note: The reasons 

the Pilgrims led Europe, most 
historians agree, was mostly 
due to their separation from 
the Church of England. They 
irst led to Holland and then 
to America. It was not to be 
able to practice Christianity, 
but their brand of Christianity. 

Most Blue Laws have 

outlasted their times. Forc-

ing liquor stores to remain 

closed on Sundays is one.

Oklahoma voters took 

a major step forward in 

November when they 

overwhelmingly approved 

the sale of strong, cold beer 

and wine in grocery and 

convenience stores. Liquor 

stores also will be able to 

sell their strong beer cold, 

but owners were disap-

pointed when language to 

allow their stores to remain 

open on Sundays was left 

out of the state question.

Now, Sen. Stephanie Bice, 

R-Oklahoma City, has in-

troduced a bill that would 

allow liquor stores to open 

on Sundays between noon 

and midnight, beginning 

in 2018. Under current law, 

liquor stores must close on 

Sundays and are allowed 

to be open from 10 a.m. 

to 9 p.m. Monday through 

Saturday.

Blue Laws were written 

to discourage people from 

doing anything on Sundays 

other than go to church or 

rest. Years ago, retail stores 

closed on Sundays. Those 

bleak years, thankfully, are 

behind us. Even the state’s 

liquor laws have modern-

ized, although slowly.

The state maintained a 

form of Prohibition until 

1959, although the federal 

constitutional amendment 

was repealed in 1933. The 

state law didn’t completely 

wipe out drinking as 

bootleggers made a handy 

proit from thirsty Okla-

homans. Finally, in 1984, 

liquor-by-the-drink was 

approved by voters.

Now, along with the 

November vote on strong 

beer and wine, the state is 

poised to allow the sale of 

liquor at package stores on 

Sundays. It’s a good idea. 

In fact, we would go even 

further.

We think the state should 

largely deregulate the 

working hours of liquor 

stores. While some bound-

aries might be a good idea, 

we think the owners of 

stores should be able to set 

their own hours depend-

ing on the marketplace. We 

also have issues with the 

state’s ban on children ac-

companying their parents 

inside liquor stores.

But, that’s a ight for an-

other time. For now, we ap-

plaud the Bice proposal. As 

grocery and convenience 

stores begin selling strong 

beer and wine, this will 

help level the playing ield 

for liquor stores. And it 

will make buying alcoholic 

beverages more convenient 

for customers.

It’s fair, and it’s common-

sense legislation. And it’s 

time.

EDITORIAL
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No more 
blues on 
Sunday?

WASHINGTON — President 
Trump’s main achievement 
in his irst address to Con-
gress was to make the phrase 
“President Trump” seem more 
plausible to more Americans. 
The event had all the reassur-
ing signs of normalcy 
— the familiar ova-
tions, the teleprompter 
(actually being used), 
the policy propos-
als, the attempts at 
inspiration. Interna-
tional alliances were 
reairmed rather 
than questioned. A 
Gold Star family was 
honored instead of 
criticized. Trump made 
at least the attempt to 
present his national-
ist, law-and-order views in 
the best light rather than the 
starkest contrast. His convic-
tions, while still vivid, were 
not painted in his typical, 
jarring neon.

In all this, Trump made use 
of conventions rather than 
smashing them. And that 
provided some assurance that 
conventions could matter to 
the president and his team, at 
least for one winter’s evening. 
None of this represented a 
substantive change; it was a 
triumph of the speechwriting 
department, not the policy 
shop.

But even some of Trump’s 

toughest critics found encour-
agement in his attempt to be 
encouraging. What you are 
reading is proof. Call it the 
soft bigotry of ... something or 
other.

And still. The actual pur-
pose of a president’s 
irst speech to Con-
gress is not to burnish 
his image; it is to clari-
fy his budget priorities. 
And here, Trump is 
on more familiar, less 
coherent, ground.

The Trump budget — 
which still only exists 
in its barest outlines — 
would increase defense 
spending by more than 
$50 billion, cut discre-
tionary spending by a 

similar amount, and leave en-
titlement programs alone. All 
of these elements represent 
the fulillment of campaign 
pledges. But, taken together, 
they seem like the liberal cari-
cature of a Republican budget: 
Cut poverty-ighting programs 
and international aid in order 
to fund more ships and tanks, 
but leave programs for the el-
derly (who disproportionately 
vote Republican) untouched.

Republicans clearly foresee 
a division of labor in the bud-
get process. Trump will do the 
big-picture persuasion while 
House Speaker Paul Ryan and 
Senate Majority Leader Mitch 

McConnell take care of the 
details. But the problem here 
is the big picture. Even in 
outline, the Trump budget is 
impractical, cold-hearted and 
unsalable.

It ofers little by way of out-
reach to Democrats, some of 
whom will be needed to pass 
appropriations bills requiring 
60 votes in the Senate. The 
proposal to slash discretionary 
spending — which means cuts 
in things like education, en-
vironmental protection, AIDS 
drugs and medical research 
— is enough to embitter any 
liberal heart. Discretionary 
spending has been steadily 
shrinking as a portion of the 
budget and has already taken 
considerable hits over the 
years. Trump is asking for gal-
lons of blood from a pale and 
anemic patient.

Trump is proposing to shift 
spending into defense and 
law enforcement, with no net 
cut in spending. “He seems to 
be arguing,” says Yuval Levin, 
editor of National Afairs, 
“for keeping the same budget 
trajectory we are on now, but 
still taking the political pain 
and human cost of big discre-
tionary cuts.” That is not an 
easy sell to Republicans.

Under Ryan’s leadership, 
congressional Republicans 
staked out the position that it 
is irresponsible to leave Social 

Security and Medicare on the 
path to insolvency and crisis. 
Ryan and company have now 
been undermined by another 
president who refuses to 
confront the mathematics of 
entitlement instability.

The president is likely to 
ind resistance to elements 
of his budget in unlikely 
places. Some of the strongest 
opponents of cuts in foreign 
aid have backgrounds in the 
military. They understand 
that health and development 
spending can be a strategic 
tool, encouraging stability 
and decreasing the need for 
future interventions. Perhaps 
Trump should pause a mo-
ment in his praise of military 
leaders and actually listen to 
them.

The Trump budget outline 
is underdeveloped, compared 
with those of other presiden-
cies; it leaves the trajectory of 
deicits unchanged; it imposes 
cruel and indiscriminate cuts 
in discretionary spending; 
it is cowardly, especially on 
the main drivers of future 
debt; it is injurious to elected 
Republicans who will risk the 
wrath of the Trump base in 
order to make rational budget 
choices; it is an indication of 
governing unseriousness and 
a preference for positioning 
over leadership.

But the speech was nice.

Liquor stores ought 
to be allowed to 
open on Sundays

Speech was coherent, but Trump’s budget is not
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