Ferdie J. Deering
Increase in

HE Oklahoma Transportation
Commlssion has announced it
will spend twice as much for road
consiruction during the next fiscal
year. That doesn't necessarily
promise greater safety. o
Other aciions could maké our new
highways and bridges, as well as
older thoroughfares, more danger-
ous than ever.
One is the scheduled election in
September to legalize liguor-by-the-

drink. Liquor interesis are prepared .
to spend more money thamsven bi--.
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Drusﬁen Driving Ahead?

money-laden liguor lobbyists.

The legislature also has approved
in a joint House-Senale conference
committée 5 so-called anti-drunken
driving bill that would weaken whiat
little law enforcement néw e-::stu
apainst it. S S

The Bill would! 'E‘m:rbdhﬁ- the -ﬂhé
for driving under suspensiofdf:l{-
censes from $50 1o §200. Offenders
with money or infleence now usually
escape prison punishment and this
wiould not keep them from literally

Ja¥ing their freedom in the future.

fore to perseade voiers that @flaho- . -

mans sught to drink more liguor by
making it more readily available,
Opponents, I.-u 1I].-E1'l'.'H.-EEl| sales of
boitled dis :B.lwi death in the
form of alcoholi tl?'b'E'I'ﬂ,EEEI cannot
match those, large ' expenditures.
Many people may be misled by the

Muood of propaganda th,at may b Y
pected from distillers'and retailers,
The governor's fence-straddling

altiiude leaves the state without of-
ficial leadership to proteci the peo-
ple from more drunken driving.
Most legislators lack stature and/or
courage 1o stand up against the

Under. the pretext of alleviating
crowded prisons the measure also
would allow release of individuals
convicted of what are politely called
“aloohol related offenses” to the De-

“partment of Mental Health. Treat
‘them, oot punish them, is the idea.

Only those deemed 1o be " ‘security
risks" would be, r‘EItLI;l#ﬂ in: prison.
4z in the past, this probably would
ot include members of the legisla-
ture and other public officials,
prominent business men, movie
gtars, or fricnds of the court or pa-
role board.

One feature of the measure would
legalize use of highway road blocks

‘by law enforcement officials io

check for *“alcohol related of-
fenses.” Bui what is the point in ar-
regting drunkesn- drivers il they are
1oy b fimed, turned over to the De-
partment of Health which may have
no.more room for them than state
prisons do, and then allow them to
be turned loose to drink and drive
again?

Laws against restaurants and
bars serving liguor-by-the-drink are
seldom, if ever, enforced now. Le-
galizing such practice will not re-
gult in “more honesty” but in more
intoxication.

Bupporters of the campaign for
more liguor-by-the-drink have used
the slogan “Let's Be Honest.” That's
a good idea. Let us be honest about
the objectives.

" “The honest truth is that liquor dis-
tillers and retailers want to make
more money by selling more liguor,
regardiess of the effects it may
have on human lives, salety, health
amd familios
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The People Speak

Legislators Enfér?‘a?“mg |

TO THE EDITOR:A

Two or three weeks ago 1 was
watching educatiotal television and
was “treated” to ajsession of the Ok-
lahoma House of epresentatives.

I fact I got
;’Zat a three-

and he hinted o
lation in the fufuréy to restrain your
As a stropf advogatr of the Bill of
Rights of the United States Constitu-
tion, I urge the citizens of Oklahoma
to be on guard agdinst laws passed
by state legislators hampering free-
dom of the press.
Moreover, I applaud your stand
regarding the legislators. They are
entertaining, but/spe . bent on tax-
ing your state in & flighe when no citi-
zen needs more tag¢s.
Larry K. Wilson
Fort Smith, Ark.

Columnist ’lrks Reader

TO THE EDITOR:

Mr. Deering is having a real prob-
iem with facts about our effort to le-
galize liquor by the drmk in Oklaho-
ma.

First, we are offended by his
statement, *“Liquor interests are
prepared to spend more money than
ever before to persuade voters that
Oklahomans ought to drink more li-
quor by making it more readily
available.” This is wrong. We are
simply trying to tax and legislate
what is already in effect, and the
last state in this country so to do. I
demand that he prove that it is our
effort to persuade anyone to drink
more,

About the only truth in the article
is “laws against restaurants and

bars serving liquor-by-the-drink are

| Prayer for Toda?

ET us come to you, Lord, to

humbly thank you for us-

ing our minds, our faces, our

eyes, heart and hands to help

bring your love and healing
Lg);'ace to others. Amen.
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seldom, if ever, enforced now.” The
main reason is the law now. Who is
supposed to enforce the law? The
state ABC only has a handful of
agents to enforce. The additional
taxes and licensing will give teeth
and funds to enforce.

We have not accepted any money
from *“liquor distillers™” and the re-
tailers have nothing to gain one way
or the other.

The honest business community
and chambers of commerce mem-
bers resent Mr. Deering's com-
ments. We feel that proper legisla-
tion can be accomplished. We are
against roadies and drunk drivers
and support the MADD causes. Why
doesn’t Mr. Deering come up with a
substitute solution for the present
conditions that now exist? Appar-
ently he is delighted with what is go-
ing on in our state now. We aren’t
and are trying to be honest.

dohn Kilpatrick
City

Watkms Flip-Flops

i

District congreskmag, Wes Watkms
What a shame!

ip O'Neill
ch,Vern think of
nef" of their best

al taxes, for a huclear fkeeze, and
for the second Ehual Rights~Amend-
ment (just like|the first one), for
canceling money to Nicaraguans
who are fighting their communist
rulers, and for B two-year budget
with 86 percent l(or $96 billion) of
the cuts to be taken out of the de-
fense department and 14 percent
(or $16 billion) of the cuts to be di-
vided among the other 12 depart-
ments.

Circuses can use quick changers.
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" Let’sBe Hom;"s'g"(ﬂbatl?gé

TO THE EDITOR:

John Kilpatrick apparently wants Ferdie
Deering to be honest. Mr. Kilpatrick should
take his own advice. I submit that Deering was
closer to the truth than Kilpatrick.

The Deering editorial rightly concluded that
liquor-by-the-drink would mean higher profits
for the sellers and higher consumption among
private citizens. Unless all the laws of econom-
ics and marketing have been repealed, his con-
clusions are correct.

Kilpatrick, on the other band, says State
Question 563 would bring better law enforce-
ment and more taxes. I wonder if he has read
the petition he and his organization paid circy-
lators thousands of dollars to circulate. It con-
tains no taxes on liquor-by-the-drink. On the
contrary, it limits what taxes the legislature
can levy. The only enforcement provision jt has
is a name change for the ABC Board and two
new political appointees.

Richard T, MeCartney, City




