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The following is the opinion 
and analysis of the writer: 

Fall is around the corner, 
but the temperatures at the 
U.S.-Mexico borderlands 

are still high. This summer they 
spiked to 115 degrees in mid-
June, causing the number of 
migrant deaths and suffering to 
also spike. Despite a change in 
season, it is still physically im-
possible to carry the 6 to 10 gal-
lons of water needed to survive 
a 3-7 day journey across the So-
noran Desert in scorching heat.

But the situation is more 
serious than the deadly high 
temperatures. For more than 
25 years the political class has 
cheered on anti-immigrant 
policies while wastefully spend-
ing billions of dollars on walls 

and security. The only tangi-
ble result has been militarized 
borderlands, forcing migrants 
to cross in more dangerous and 
desolate areas causing more 
suffering and death. The cartels 
and gangs have gotten more 
sophisticated as they fine-tune 
their cold-blooded techniques 
to smuggle people and drugs 
across the border.

Practically speaking, the 
U.S.-Mexico border has become 
a gigantic pressure cooker that 
exponentially intensifies the 
danger and fear on the tired, the 
poor and those huddled masses 
yearning to be free.

The Trump administration 
implemented disastrous im-
migration policies, including 
cutting more than $500 million 
dollars of direct aid to Northern 
Triangle countries of Guate-
mala, El Salvador and Honduras; 
creating Migrant Protection 
Protocols (MPP), that forced 
vulnerable immigrants fleeing 
violence to await their asylum 
hearings in dangerous Mexican 
border towns; and misusing 

an obscure U.S. public-health 
order, Title 42, that allowed 
the government to expel and 
deny entrance of anyone during 
a public-health crisis when 
COVID-19 hit.

For the past year and a half, 
the U.S. border has been shut 
down and is nearing a boiling 
point.

Hope was put on the Biden 
administration, but it has been 
painfully slow in terminating 
Trump’s destructive policies. 
The most significant step it has 
taken, ending MPP, recently hit 
a road bump when the Supreme 
Court upheld an order that the 
Biden administration reinstate 
MPP until it provides a fuller 
explanation of its reasons for 
terminating the program. Sadly, 
migrant families don’t have the 
luxury of waiting for adminis-
trations to settle and policies to 
change.

Every day, humanitarian 
groups like the Green Valley/
Sahuarita Samaritans, which is 
sponsored by the Good Shepherd 
United Church of Christ, wit-

ness the human carnage created 
along the border. Water stations 
set up along the trails migrants 
follow are seeing record usage.

In the last several months, 
humanitarian groups working 
in the desert, including groups 
from our congregation, have 
found more migrants in need of 
emergency help than they did 
during the entire previous five 
years.

Last month, my congrega-
tion’s group stopped to give wa-
ter to 20 children from Mexico 
and Guatemala who had been 
detained by the U.S. Border Pa-
trol along the wall near Sasabe. It 
is heartbreaking to see innocent 
children lost in the desert, hang-
ing on for dear life and separated 
from their families.

Because children are no longer 
expelled under Title 42, parents 
are increasingly making agoniz-
ing decisions to send children 
across the border alone. This is 
just one of the many devastat-
ing consequences of retaining 
inconsistent Title 42 expulsions 
against parents who know well 

that if they want to be with their 
children again they first have to 
survive the “Devil’s Highway.”

Something has to give and 
release the heavy strain, the suf-
fering, the agony at the border. 
If we come together as one Ari-
zona community to advocate for 
an end to inhumane and ineffec-
tive policies like Title 42, we can 
give our border communities, 
the vital gateways to our nation, 
a fighting chance to recover 
from the pandemic.

I hope and pray you will join 
me in doing so — for the sake of 
not just desperate migrants flee-
ing persecution in their home 
countries, but for the sake of 
our very own country, which is 
crushing its border communities 
and pushing them to the brink of 
potential collapse.

Reverend Dr. Randy Mayer has 
been the Lead Pastor of The Good 
Shepherd United Church of Christ 
in Sahuarita, Arizona, for 23 
years and is a founding member 
of several border humanitarian 
groups in the Santa Cruz Valley.
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and analysis of the writer: 

One-point-five trillion dol-
lars is a lot of money. But 
by reportedly saying that’s 

the most he is willing to have the 
federal government spend on a 
package of social, climate and 
infrastructure programs, Sen. 
Joe Manchin of West Virginia is 
forcing his fellow Democrats to 
make choices they avoid in their 
$3.5 trillion plan. Some of the 
most difficult for them involve 
health care.

House Speaker Nancy Pelosi’s 
priority is strengthening the Af-
fordable Care Act, also known as 
Obamacare. Subsidies for it were 
expanded earlier this year, but 
only on a temporary basis. She 
wants to make them permanent. 
Sen. Bernie Sanders, the social-
ist Democrat from Vermont and 
chairman of the Senate Budget 
Committee, is more eager to 
expand Medicare. When Sen-
ate Democrats introduced their 
budget resolution last month, 
Sanders touted its Medicare 
provisions and didn’t mention 
Pelosi’s health care priorities. He 
has criticized the House Demo-
crats’ budget bill for offering in-
adequate dental benefits under 
Medicare.

It’s a split that highlights 
two different ways of thinking 
about the progressive project. 
The question for Democrats is 
which matters more: advancing 
the goal of a government-di-
rected health care system or 
giving more help to Americans 
with low incomes? Or, to put it 
another way: socialism or redis-
tribution?

The Medicare expansion that 
the left wing of the Democratic 
Party favors would offer more 
federal benefits for everyone: 
rich, poor and in-between. 
Americans aged 60 to 64 would 
for the first time be eligible for 
Medicare. As a group they have 
a higher net worth than the 
national average. They are also 
the age group of working adults 
most likely to have private health 
insurance.

Dental insurance was uncom-
mon when Medicare began in 
the 1960s, and the traditional 
program still does not offer it. 
Adding dental benefits has some 
appeal as a way of updating it. 
But 43% of seniors have chosen 
a private Medicare Advantage 
plan, and 89% of them include 
dental benefits. Full implemen-
tation of a new dental benefit in 
the traditional program would 
cost $60 billion a year. Chris 
Pope, a health policy scholar 
at the conservative Manhattan 
Institute, points out that it’s 
low-income working-age adults 
who have the worst access to 
dental care — and Medicaid, the 
program that covers them and 

their children, spends only $14 
billion a year on such care.

If your objective is to provide 
help to those who need it most, 
expanding Medicare is an odd 
way to go about it; boosting 
dental benefits under Medicaid 
would be one of many supe-
rior alternatives. Sanders’ plan 
makes more sense as a way of 
furthering the goal of Medicare 
for all, something near and dear 
to the hearts of Sanders-style 
Democrats. Putting people be-
tween 60 and 64 in Medicare 
would extend its reach, give it 
more power over health markets 
and enlarge its political constit-
uency. Adding dental benefits 
would make the traditional pro-
gram more attractive than Medi-
care Advantage, which Sanders 
wants to abolish (too capitalis-
tic). Extending Medicare might 
be more attractive to voters if it 
includes universal dental cov-
erage, something that not even 
Canada, with its single-payer 
health system, provides.

Showering money on people 
who don’t need it is a feature 
of these proposals rather than 
an unfortunate side effect. The 
point is to build a new system 
that includes everyone and that, 
eventually, no one will be able to 
escape. It’s a line of thinking that 
dovetails nicely with a critique 
of Obamacare that has always 
had currency within the political 
left: It was too complicated, too 
market-oriented, and too polit-
ically damaging, and expanding 
popular entitlement programs 
would have been a wiser course. 
Representative Pramila Jayapal, 
the Washington State Democrat 
who chairs the House Progres-
sive Caucus, advocates Medicare 
expansion in these terms: “We 
need to recognize that while the 
ACA did many good things, just 
providing subsidies to private 
insurance is not the way to move 
forward.”

There is something to that cri-
tique. One study has found that 
ACA enrollees reap fewer than 
50 cents of every dollar the gov-
ernment spends on subsidizing 
them. Spending more money on 
the program without reforming 
it, as the Democrats propose to 
do and Pelosi has at the top of 
her health-care agenda, may ac-
complish less for the public good 
than they think. These proposals 
are, however, at least better tar-
geted toward people who need 
public assistance than the Medi-
care-expansion ideas are.

So far, debate over these dif-
ferent approaches has been muf-
fled. Asked whether expanding 
Medicare would mean the ACA 
got “short shrift,” Pelosi recently 
replied: “I think both will be 
present. That’s not a problem.” 
But to govern is to choose — and 
Manchin seems to be insisting 
on it.

Ramesh Ponnuru is a Bloomberg 
Opinion columnist. He is a senior 
editor at National Review and a 
visiting fellow at the American 
Enterprise Institute.

THE EDITORIAL BOARD
St. Louis Post-Dispatch  

The following is the opinion 
and analysis of the writer: 

Americans of divergent 
political persuasions 
found common cause to 

unite around then-President 
George W. Bush after the Sept. 
11, 2001, attacks because of the 
clear and present danger that 
al-Qaida posed to the nation. 
Political divisions began de-
veloping in the lead-up to the 
2003 Iraq War, at which point 
Bush refused to budge on his 
justification for the invasion. 
Leaders of his party stood loy-
ally behind him, even to the 
point of questioning the patri-
otism of Iraq War critics.

The divisions sown back 
then are growing wider and 
deeper today, and it’s those di-
visions — not al-Qaida — that 
now pose perhaps the greatest 
threat to the nation’s survival. 
To his credit, Bush recog-
nizes these new dangers and 
has correctly called out those 
responsible. He chose the sol-
emn occasion of the 20th an-
niversary of the 9/11 attacks to 
speak out against the domestic 
extremists hiding behind the 
banner of patriotism to un-

dermine national unity. They 
are succeeding where al-Qaida 
failed.

Speaking in Shanksville, 
Pennsylvania, at the site where 
Flight 93 crashed after passen-
gers overwhelmed 9/11 hijack-
ers, Bush noted the heightened 
security measures that Amer-
icans have accepted as neces-
sary to fend off future terrorist 
attacks. Then he shifted focus 
to warn of the new threat 
America faces. Though Bush 
didn’t name names, it was 
clear he was referring to the 
divisiveness cultivated during 
Donald Trump’s presidency 
that culminated in the Jan. 6 
Capitol insurrection:

“And we have seen grow-
ing evidence that the dangers 
to our country can come not 
only across borders, but from 
violence that gathers within. 
There is little cultural overlap 
between violent extremists 
abroad and violent extremists 
at home. But in their disdain 
for pluralism, in their disregard 
for human life, in their de-
termination to defile national 
symbols, they are children of 
the same foul spirit. And it is 
our continuing duty to con-
front them.”

It was particularly bold of 
Bush to speak so plainly on 
Saturday’s anniversary, a day 
of solemn remembrance. His 
remarks, however, stayed true 
to the cause of national unity.

“A malign force seems at 
work in our common life that 
turns every disagreement 
into an argument, and every 
argument into a clash of cul-
tures. So much of our politics 
has become a naked appeal to 
anger, fear, and resentment. 
That leaves us worried about 
our nation and our future to-
gether,” he said.

It took courage for Bush to 
draw the linkage between the 
domestic extremists’ goals 
and those of al-Qaida, partic-
ularly regarding their mutual 
“disdain for pluralism” and 
willingness to defile national 
symbols.

In the months after 9/11, the 
phrase “If you see something, 
say something” became the 
mantra of all who sought to 
protect America from those 
seeking to destroy the country. 
Bush clearly sees something 
and used this occasion to say 
something. If only his fellow 
Republican leaders shared his 
courage.
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The Arizona Daily Star Opinion team will host our weekly reader chat Thursday, Sept. 
16, at 2 p.m. Our special guest will be author, teacher and minister Marianna Cacciatore.

Cacciatore’s book “Being There for Someone in Grief” is used as a textbook and is a 
guide for hospice volunteers. She is an emeritus board member of Tu Nidito Children 
& Family Services.

If you would like to join the conversation Thursday, email Opinion coordinator Sara 
Brown at sbrown@tucson.com, and she will email you the Zoom link; or, here is the 
meeting ID: 935 4617 8115 and password: 346308. 

You can join by video or just listen in over your phone. We look forward to seeing or 
hearing you there.

To see previous reader chats, go to tucson.com/opinion/chats/
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