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WASHINGTON

Desperation seems to 

be driving Republicans 

this grateful season as they 

seek to trade polar bears 

for tax cuts, while fervently 

praying that former Ala-

bama Supreme Court Chief 

Justice Roy Moore didn’t 

do what he’s alleged to have 

done, which might give the 

U.S. Senate another Demo-

cratic vote.

The race is on to pass tax 

reform before Dec. 12, when 

Alabama will select a new 

senator to fill the seat va-

cated by Attorney General 

Jeff Sessions. Moore, best 

known as the “Ten Com-

mandments judge,” recently 

has been 

accused 

of having 

pursued 

teenage 

girls sever-

al decades 

ago when 

he was in 

his 30s. 

He is set 

to face off 

against 

Democrat 

Doug Jones, who prosecut-

ed two of the Klansmen 

accused of setting off the 

bomb in a Birmingham 

church that killed four Afri-

can-American girls in 1963.

Paging Flannery O’Con-

nor. Not that this evolving 

Southern gothic narrative 

needs a fiction writer’s 

labors. Even O’Connor, who 

once explained Southern-

ers’ tendency to write about 

“freaks” because “we are 

still able to recognize one,” 

would be hard-pressed 

to embellish the already 

weird. We might also ping 

William Faulkner while 

we’re at it, who noted that 

the past isn’t past. In Ala-

bama, where I once worked 

as a reporter, the past just 

keeps on truckin’.

In the wake of these 

accusations by four wom-

en, including one who was 

14 at the time of Moore’s 

alleged advances, several 

Republican senators have 

offered cautious remarks, 

saying that “if true,” then 

Moore should step aside. If 

true, Moore should proba-

bly re-read those command-

ments more closely rather 

than forcing his courtroom 

audiences to study them 

as he presided over others’ 
moral failings.

While it is neither right 
nor fair to condemn anoth-
er without due process, the 
statute of limitations is well 
past on these allegations, 
which were published by 
Washington Post reporters 
who spent a month inter-
viewing dozens of people in 
addition to the accusers. In 
the case of one teen, Moore 
allegedly offered alcohol 
to his underage date and 
modeled his “tight white” 
underwear. The swirl of 
allegations arrived at a 
moment when it seemed 
likely that Moore was to 
become Alabama’s senator. 
The state hasn’t elected a 
Democrat to the office in 
more than 20 years.

As momentum builds 
for Moore’s possible retreat 
and optimism grows among 
Alabama Democrats, Re-
publicans desperate to pass 
something before year’s 
end have been trying to 
pull elephants out of hats. 
Or something. In addition 
to proposing tax cuts for 
the rich, they’ve turned 
from draining the swamp 
to thawing the Arctic to 
scrounge up more money. 
Sen. Lisa Murkowski of 
Alaska has introduced a bill 
that would open the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge to 
oil and gas drilling.

Murkowski, usually the 
more rational member of 
Alaska’s Senate duo, seems 
to have fallen under the 
spell of the greedy brother-
hood. If we were desperate 
for oil, her bill might make 
more sense, but we’re in 
the midst of a glut. Some 
environmentalists, mean-
while, have questioned the 
Congressional Budget Of-

fice’s projection that Arctic 
drilling would produce $1.1 
billion over a decade. For 
this to be true, they say, oil 
would need to earn $70 per 
barrel. Yet, in West Texas 
today, a barrel of crude oil 
is selling for about $57. 
Obviously, this is only a $13 
difference. And the refuge 
contains 19 million acres, of 
which Murkowski proposes 
exploiting only 800,000.

For now. But what about 
later? And what refuge 
might be next?

More than 100 years 
ago, when the first national 
wildlife refuge was estab-
lished by President Theo-
dore Roosevelt, we seemed 
to have a better sense of our 
role as wardens of our na-
tion’s natural resources and 
the ecosystems that support 
wildlife. The idea that we 
no longer need to protect or 
manage animals humane-
ly—or that they still have 
more than enough acreage 
to sustain them—ignores 
the reasons we created 
these protections in the 
first place and the reality 
that the planet does not, in 
fact, require our presence.

The fact that this is a 
partisan issue simply ig-
nores reason.

That a few Republicans 
would sacrifice even a 
square inch of the Arctic 
unnecessarily for the profit 
of a political victory is, 
frankly, as stomach-turn-
ing as the image of a 
tighty-whitey-wearing Roy 
Moore pawing a 14-year-
old. Surely, there’s a better 
way to make a buck—and 
a better soul to warm Ses-
sions’ seat.

Kathleen Parker’s email 
address is kathleenparker@
washpost.com.

Republicans, pedophiles 
and polar bears, oh my!

KATHLEEN 

PARKER
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Keep your hands off the U.S. Consti-
tution

America doesn’t need an unprece-
dented and dangerous constitutional 
convention to balance its federal budget.

It needs real leadership, more courage 
and cooperation in Washington.

President Donald Trump and the 
Republican-run Congress, for example, 
should be able to simplify the tax code 
without adding $1 trillion or more to the 
nation’s $20 trillion of debt.

They should be able to slow spending 
increases on entitlements and the mil-
itary without a constitutional require-
ment to do so.

They should be able to pay for basic 
government services, such as roads, by 
raising fees on motorists for the first 
time in more than two decades, rather 
than borrowing to get by.

Those are the kinds of responsible 
actions it will take to balance the federal 
budget—not opening up our nation’s 
most sacred document to the risk of wild 
revisions.

The Wisconsin Senate should reject 
Assembly Joint Resolution 21, which 
seeks a national constitutional conven-
tion to pass a balanced budget amend-
ment. The Assembly OK’d the measure 
in June. (UPDATE: The state Senate 
approved the resolution Tuesday.)

Proponents of holding such a conven-
tion for the first time since 1787 contend 
it’s the only way to get Washington to 

live within its means. 
Interestingly, the 
proponents of the 
resolution in Wiscon-
sin are Republicans—
the same party that 
controls Congress 
and the White House. 
Don’t Republicans 
in Wisconsin have 
faith in their GOP 
colleagues in Wash-
ington to make tough 
decisions and get the 

job done? Apparently not.
Nonetheless, a constitutional conven-

tion isn’t the answer to America’s serious 
fiscal problems. If such a requirement 
were actually enshrined in the U.S. Con-
stitution, it could force huge spending 
cuts or giant tax increases in the face of 
wars or recessions.

And that assumes Congress would 
abide by a balanced budget amendment. 
More likely, Congress would find clever 
ways around such a requirement if law-
makers really wanted to keep spending 
and cutting taxes.

The Wisconsin Senate knows how 
this works. For years, state leaders have 
passed budgets that are balanced on 
paper. But when generally accepted 
accounting principles are applied, large 
deficits appear.

Yet the real danger of a constitutional 
convention is that its delegates—like-
ly state lawmakers from around the 
country—would stray from their stated 
goal and push dramatic changes to our 
democracy and rights.

Allowing state legislators to monkey 
with the U.S. Constitution and its Bill 
of Rights could have disastrous results, 
such as new limits on free speech, or 
government intrusions on privacy. Wis-
consin shouldn’t become the 28th of 34 
states needed to prompt a convention.

AJR 21 would put far too much power 
in the hands of other states’ politicians 
to rewrite the Constitution.

— Wisconsin State Journal

Constitutional 
convention 

is a bad idea

The real danger of 

a constitutional 

convention is that 

its delegates would 

stray from their 

stated goal and push 

dramatic changes to 

our democracy and 

rights.
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HARTFORD, CONN.

Driving out of town on Albany Avenue I 
was struck by the speed with which neigh-
borhoods shifted before my eyes, from the 
handsomely rebuilt downtown to some 
of the saddest poverty in urban America. 

And then, just as quickly, 
I turned onto Bloomfield 
Avenue and was staring 
at lush fairways lining the 
Hartford Country Club.

It was so tightly situat-
ed; the contrast so great. 
Yet, there were no signs 
warning “Keep Out,” nor 
any saying “All Are Wel-
come.”

It seems for all our 
progress socially and 
politically, we are in many 
ways more divided than 
ever. We have a shrink-
ing middle class, and our 
neighborhoods reflect that.

We are stuck at politi-
cal extremes, unwilling to 
even consider opposing 
points of view. And we 
are frightened, making us 
suspicious of those who 
appear to be different.

As I drove on I was re-
minded of a recent column 
by my colleague Clarence 
Fanto, writing in the Berk-
shire Eagle. It was about a 
small town of about 11,000 
people in north central 
Massachusetts called 
Groton.

Seems that over the 
summer, the town in-
stalled large stone markers 
along eight roads leading 
into Groton. Each was 
engraved with the words: 
ALL ARE WELCOME.

The brouhaha that 
resulted would be flat out 
funny if it were not so 
frighteningly reflective of 
our times. At a town meet-
ing in October a motion 
was introduced to remove 
the markers, or at least 
change the wording on the 
stones.

Some of the 400 resi-
dents who showed up for 
the meeting insisted that 
the wording should be 

“Welcome to Groton,” or simply “Welcome.”
The crux of concern was the word “all.” 

One resident complained that “all” con-
veyed a pro-immigration viewpoint, not 
shared by everyone in town. Others went 
so far as to suggest that by using the word 
“all, “ Groton was identifying itself as a 
“sanctuary town.” Heaven forbid.

According to the Boston Globe, Face-
book posts—some of which might have 
been from people living outside Groton—
said “All Welcome” signs would attract 
“a criminal element,” “pedophiles” and 
“terrorists.”

Adding heat to the debate was that one 
sign, on Route 119, happens to be next to 
the site of a Hindu temple, due to open 
Nov. 19. Was that it? Were residents skittish 
about appearing to welcome Hindus?

Groton sits on land that once belonged 
to the Nipmuc and Nashaway Indians, who 
eventually were forced to accept that they 
were not welcome either.

Today, the town has an almost equal 
number of Republicans and Democrats, 
with the majority of residents having 
registered as “unaffiliated,” for what that’s 
worth.

Fortunately, the motion to change the 
road signs in Groton was defeated. The 
message, All Are Welcome, remains.

Regrettably, although many American s 
are conceptually in favor of such a mes-
sage, in practice, the concept nowadays is 
hardly set in stone.

Peter Funt is a writer and speaker. His 
book, “Cautiously Optimistic,” is available 
at Amazon.com and CandidCamera.com.

Who’s welcome? 
Neighborhoods 

show our divisions

PETER FUNT
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