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speakers of the house — with
firmly prescribed periods de-
pending on the office held. In
extraordinary occasions the
honor was extended for other
mournful events, such as the
peacetime loss of service-
members. For example, the
flag was flown at half-staff in
1963 following the USS
Thresher sinking during the
Kennedy administration and
the Challenger space shuttle
explosion in 1986.

Today, the stars and
stripes fly at half-staff when
NATO allies such as France
and Belgium are attacked by
ISIS terrorists. But when
other NATO allies such as
Turkey are attacked by the
same group — nothing. With
the killings of officers in Dal-
las and Baton Rouge, flags
are lowered. But in 2014,
when two minority NYPD of-
ficers were murdered as ret-
ribution for Michael Brown’s
death — nothing. Does any-
one else think the honor of
the symbol may be losing its
meaning, from overuse and
inconsistency?

Symbols only have mean-
ing to the extent they are
honored. When it comes to
lowering the flag, that means
ensuring it is lowered only
for extraordinary occasions
of national mourning. When
it comes to party platforms, it
means respecting the con-
cerns expressed by those who
share your ideals. But in both
cases, as with most every-
thing in life, it comes down to
actions.

Those always speak more
clearly than symbols and
more loudly than words.

Michael Cianchette is for-
mer chief counsel to Gov.
Paul LePage, a Navy reserv-
ist who served in Afghani-
stan and in-house counsel to
a number of businesses in
southern Maine.

from renewable sources by
2020. Currently, however,
only 18 percent of its elec-
tricity comes from renew-
able sources. The rest is
generated from coal and
natural gas.

On-site generation sys-
tems, such as rooftop
solar arrays, and commu-
nity-scale energy projects
cannot produce enough
electricity to meet mari-
juana growers’ energy
needs. As a result, the
marijuana industry is in-
directly increasing Colo-
rado’s reliance on fossil
fuel.

Legalization provides
some energy benefits. For
example, it allows indoor
cultivators to connect to
existing electricity grids
instead of relying on car-
bon-intensive gasoline and
diesel generators. Howev-
er, these benefits are
swamped by the industry’s
fast-growing electricity re-
quirements.

Experts estimate that
nationwide, indoor mari-
juana cultivation accounts
for nearly 15 million met-
ric tons of carbon emis-
sions annually — more
than the annual energy-re-
lated emissions of South
Dakota, Delaware, Rhode
Island and Vermont, or
the District of Columbia.
Public utility commission-
ers across the nation are
discussing strategies for
managing power demand
from indoor pot growers.

Legalize and regulate
When states legalize

marijuana cultivation,
they establish detailed
regulatory and licensing
schemes governing who
may sell, possess and cul-
tivate the plant, where
they may do so, and how
much they must pay for li-

censes. Policymakers
should also seize this op-
portunity to enact rules
governing the industry’s
climate and energy im-
pacts.

Since indoor growers
consume such enormous
amounts of electricity, pol-
icymakers should start by
requiring indoor cultiva-
tors to consume only car-
bon-free energy sources or
to pay a carbon fee until
such measures can be im-
plemented.

Boulder, Colorado is ad-
dressing this issue by im-
plementing city and coun-
ty licensing schemes that
require indoor marijuana
cultivators to use energy
monitoring technology
and routinely report their
energy use. Growers must

offset their energy use by
utilizing 100 percent re-
newable energy, purchas-
ing renewable energy
credits, or paying a carbon
fee. However, few other
states or localities have
followed Boulder’s lead.

Oregon has established
a task force to study ener-
gy and water use for mari-
juana production. The
group is scheduled to re-
port its findings to the
state legislature later this
summer. Preliminary indi-
cations are that the task
force will call on growers
to follow energy best prac-
tices, but it is unclear
whether it will recom-
mend making this policy
mandatory or merely a
suggestion.

States that do not have

enough renewable energy
generation to meet the in-
dustry’s electricity de-
mands, such as in Colora-
do, should take a two-
pronged approach. First,
they should require indoor
growers to pay escalating
carbon fees based on their
electricity consumption.
These funds should be
used to support develop-
ment of more efficient
technology and climate-
friendly electricity facili-
ties.

Second, legislators
should also require an ex-
ponential increase in the
percentage of energy con-
sumed by indoor growers
from renewable energy
sources via on site genera-
tion — such as rooftop
solar — or community re-

newable energy facilities.
This two-pronged ap-
proach would ensure
growers do not become
complacent just paying the
fee.

The best time to address
impacts of this magnitude
is before they occur, not
after a major industry is
already established. Mari-
juana production is rapid-
ly developing into an ex-
tremely lucrative industry
that can afford to manage
its impacts on the environ-
ment.

Gina Warren is an associate
professor of law at the Uni-
versity of Houston focusing
on energy law and policy.
This piece originally ap-
peared on TheConversa-
tion.com.
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federal contests, which
could lessen the downward
pressure on turnout he
found looking at San Fran-
cisco elections.

Ranked-choice voting
is touted as a path to un-
covering the hidden con-
sensus behind a plurali-
ty, yet it is no guarantee
of a true majority.

Proponents of ranked-
choice voting often point
to recent contests for the
Blaine House, which have
featured as many as six
candidates splitting the
vote, as races that would
have seen different results
if voters had the option to

rank candidates.
Since 1974, only two gov-

ernors in Maine have won
the support of more than
50 percent of voters, in-
cluding Gov. Paul LePage,
who was elected and re-
elected with 38 percent and
48 percent of the vote, re-
spectively.

“They aren’t accountable
to broad interests within
the public,” Bailey said.
“This would ensure majori-
ty rule and that no candi-
date [who is] opposed by a
majority of voters wins.”

Even under ranked-
choice voting, it’s possible
for candidates still to win
without a majority of all
votes cast.

Here’s why.
When votes are redis-

tributed during an instant

runoff, ballots can be
tossed out or exhausted if
voters mistakenly rank
more than one candidate,
say, as their second choice
or if they do not rank all
candidates.

Political scientists Craig
Burnett and Vladimir
Kogan sought to find out
how exhausted ballots
might affect the outcomes
of elections in which
ranked-choice voting was
used and whether it can
lead to candidates still
winning with less than a
majority.

In a 2015 study, the polit-
ical scientists from the
University of North Caroli-
na at Wilmington and Ohio
State University found
that in four local elections
in California that em-

ployed ranked-choice vot-
ing, none produced a win-
ner who captured a majori-
ty of all votes cast. They
found that high rates of
ballot exhaustion — rang-
ing from 9.6 percent in a
2010 election in San Lean-
dro to 27 percent in a 2011
contest in San Francisco
— led candidates to win on
average with 45 percent of
the total vote.

“IRV need not, and fre-
quently does not, produce
a winner who wins a ma-
jority — rather than a plu-
rality — of all votes cast,”
Burnett and Kogan wrote.

Portland, the only city
in Maine that uses ranked-
choice voting, saw a simi-
lar result in its 2011 may-
oral election. In that elec-
tion, 19,728 votes were cast

for 15 candidates, plus
some write-ins. Over the
course of 14 instant run-
offs, 3,494 ballots were ex-
hausted and Michael Bren-
nan emerged in the final
runoff as the winner with
9,061 votes, or 46 percent of
all votes cast.

The 2015 mayoral elec-
tion, however, had a much
different outcome. With a
slimmed down candidate
pool of only three candi-
dates, Ethan Strimling
emerged victorious in the
first round with 9,163
votes, or 51 percent of all
votes cast.

It’s not uncommon for a
winner to be crowned in
the first round in a
ranked-choice contest.
Since 2004, there have
been 107 elections in the

San Francisco Bay Area
decided with ranked-
choice voting; 68 were won
in the first round, accord-
ing to Bailey.

Here’s the rub. Only 11
cities across the U.S., in-
cluding Portland, have
used ranked-choice voting
to elect candidates to local
office since 2002, according
to FairVote, a nonprofit
that advocates for the
model.

What research there is
on ranked-choice voting is
hampered by limited data.
The findings that voter
turnout goes down and
that voter error leads to
high rates of discarded
ballots could fade over
time as voters adjust to
the new voting system,
McDaniel said.

White people think racism is gettingworse—
BY SAMUEL SOMMERS
AND MICHAEL NORTON
THE WASHINGTON POST

How do Americans
think about the
role of race in our
country’s daily

life? News reports, social
media and uncomfortable
dinner conversations often
point to one conclusion:
They disagree. Many
white Americans believe
the United States has en-
tered a post-racial phase;
many black Americans be-
lieve race is as salient an
issue as ever.

Recent polling identifies
one area, though, where
black and white Ameri-
cans show remarkable
convergence: They believe
race relations have gotten
worse. Asked in a Wash-
ington Post-ABC News poll
released this past week
whether race relations in
the United States are gen-
erally good or generally
bad, 72 percent of black re-
spondents said “bad.” So
did 63 percent of whites. A
recent New York Times-
CBS News poll had similar
results.

But this purported
agreement obscures the
fact that black and white
Americans see issues re-
lated to race very differ-
ently. Just one week after
the widely publicized fatal
police shootings of black
men in Louisiana and
Minnesota — and days
after a gunman killed five
police officers in Dallas —
75 percent of blacks sur-
veyed by the Times and
CBS reported thinking po-

lice are more likely to use
deadly force against a
black civilian than a white
civilian. Only 36 percent
of whites agreed.

Our recent research
suggests yet another way
black and white Ameri-
cans see race differently:
Whites now think bias
against white people is
more of a problem than
bias against black peo-
ple.

We asked 417 black and
white respondents to as-
sess how big a problem an-
ti-black bias was in Amer-
ica in each decade from
the 1950s to the present.
We then asked them the
same questions about anti-
white bias — the extent to
which they felt that rac-
ism against whites has
changed since the 1950s.

Black and white Ameri-
cans thought anti-black
bias had decreased over
the decades. Whites saw
that decline as steeper and
more dramatic than blacks
did, but the general im-
pressions of the trend
were similar for both
races.

When asked about anti-
white bias, though, black
and white respondents dif-
fered significantly in their
views. Black respondents
identified virtually no an-
ti-white bias in any de-
cade. White respondents
agreed that anti-white bias
was not a problem in the
1950s but reported that
bias against whites started
climbing in the 1960s and
1970s before rising sharply
in the past 30 years.

When asked about the

present-day United States,
a striking difference
emerged. Our average
white respondent believed
at the time of our survey
in 2011 that anti-white
bias was an even bigger
problem than anti-black
bias.

This perception is fasci-
nating, as it stands in
stark contrast to data on
almost any outcome that
has been assessed. From
life expectancy to school
discipline to mortgage re-
jection to police use of
force, outcomes for white
Americans tend to be — in
the aggregate — better
than outcomes for black
Americans, often substan-
tially so. (While a disturb-
ing uptick in the mortality
rate among middle-aged
whites has received a
great deal of recent media
attention, it is worth not-
ing that even after this in-
crease, the rate remains
considerably lower than
that of blacks.)

Reports on our re-
search have occasionally
prompted bizarre emails
and phone calls of thanks
from individuals grateful
for our shining a light on
anti-white bias — messag-
es that we have always
been surprised to receive,
given the actual nature of
our data. (A sample
email: “The purpose of
my email is to acknowl-
edge the facts surround-
ing your recent findings.
I am in agreement with
the research because i
personally have experi-
enced racism and bigotry
toward myself as a white

person and i have been a
target of racism and bigot-
ry myself.”) Our findings
do not indicate a verifi-
able surge in anti-white-
ness in recent years or
identify a new victimiza-
tion of white Americans.
Rather, our research re-
veals a heightened percep-
tion among whites that
they are increasingly the
primary victims of bias in
America — a perception
that statistics say is
wrong.

But in the years since
our study, whites’ identifi-
cation with victim status
— a view of themselves as
the most persecuted group
— has become even more
apparent. Look at the re-
ports about white nation-
alist groups that support
the presidential run of
Donald Trump, a candi-
date who has pledged to
“make America great
again” — presumably a
reference to earlier eras
when white Americans be-
lieve they were not yet
targets of discrimination.
This perceived victimhood
may also undergird the
bristling response of those
who counter Black Lives
Matter protests against
police brutality by assert-
ing vocally that “all lives
matter,” as though ac-
knowledgment of the tra-
vails of one segment of so-
ciety necessarily leaves
less sympathy for the oth-
ers.

Our research also sug-
gests that among whites,
there’s a lingering view
that the American Dream
is a “fixed pie,” such that
the advancement of one
group of citizens must
come at the expense of all
the other groups. Whites
told us they see things as a
zero-sum game: Any im-
provements for black
Americans, they believe,
are likely to come at a di-
rect cost to whites. Black
respondents in our sur-
veys, meanwhile, report
believing that outcomes
for blacks can improve
without affecting out-
comes for white Ameri-
cans.

Such discrepancies are
not new. A decade ago,
psychologist Richard Ei-
bach and colleagues dem-
onstrated that one source
of divergent perceptions of
racial progress is that
black and white Ameri-
cans tend to focus on dif-
ferent reference points.
Black Americans typically
see less progress toward
racial equality because
they compare the present
day with an ideal, yet un-
realized society. White
Americans perceive more
progress because they
compare the present with
the past.

What is the basis for the
persistence of beliefs
about anti-white bias? For
some whites, the changing
— and increasingly less

white — demographics of
the United States may feel
existentially threatening.
Indeed, research points to
people’s pervasive fear
that they will end up on
the bottom of the status
pile — a fear called “last
place aversion.” That
may further increase op-
position to the gains of
other groups: If “they”
are moving up in the
world, “we” must be mov-
ing down. Such fears
might be particularly pro-
nounced for a group, like
white Americans, that
has always been at the
top of the racial hierar-
chy and therefore has the
furthest to fall.

Black and white Ameri-
cans may agree that race
relations are approaching
a new nadir, but this is
just about the only race-
related issue on which
they see eye to eye. Major
fault lines run through
that apparent common
ground. In calls to end an-
ti-black racism, some see
an effort to allow every-
one to pursue the Ameri-
can Dream. But others see
a threat and a reason to
resist.

Samuel Sommers is a pro-
fessor at Tufts University
and the co-author of “This
is Your Brain on Sports.”
Michael Norton is a profes-
sor at Harvard Business
School and the co-author of
“Happy Money.”
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A budded marijuana plant is ready for trimming at the Botanacare marijuana store in Northglenn, Colorado, in 2013.


