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SAN FRANCISCO — We 
have a choice to make.

We can look at both violence 
and racism as scourges that all 
of us must join together to fi ght. 
Or we can turn the issues of 
crime and policing into fodder 
for racial and political division. 

In principle, it shouldn’t be 
hard to recognize two truths. 

Too many 
young African-
Americans have 
been killed in 
confrontations 
with police when 
lethal force 
should not have 
been used. We 
should mourn 
their deaths and 
demand justice. Black Lives 
Matter turned into a social 
movement because there is le-
gitimate anger over the reality 
that – to be very personal about 
it – I do not have to worry about 
my son being shot by the police 
in the way an African-American 
parent does. 

At the same time, too many 
of our police forces are killed 
while doing their jobs. Accord-
ing to the National Law En-
forcement Offi cers Memorial 
Fund, 1,466 men and women in 
law enforcement died in the line 
of duty over the last decade. We 
should mourn their deaths, ap-
preciate the dangers they face, 

and honor their courage.
Now I’ll admit: It’s easy for 

me to type these words on a 
computer screen. Circumstanc-
es are more complicated for 
those on either side of confron-
tations over the obligations of 
our police forces. Things get 
said (or, often, shouted) that 
call forth a reaction from the 
other side. A few demonstrators 
can scream vile slogans that can 
be used to taint a whole move-
ment. Rage escalates.

Moreover, there are substan-
tive disagreements over what 
needs to be done. Those trying 
to stop unjust police killings 
want to establish new rules and 
practices that many rank-and-
fi le offi cers resist, arguing that 
the various measures could pre-
vent them from doing their jobs. 
This resistance, in turn, only 
heightens mistrust of the police 
among their critics. 

But politicians and, yes, even 
political commentators have an 
obligation: to try to make things 
better, not worse. There is al-
ways a choice between the poli-
tics of resentment and the poli-
tics of remedy. Resentment is 
easier.

And so it was this week that 
the murder of Texas Sheriff ’s 
Deputy Darren Goforth in-
spired Sen. Ted Cruz to say on 
Monday: “Whether it’s in Fer-
guson or Baltimore, the re-

sponse of senior offi cials of the 
president, of the attorney gen-
eral, is to vilify law enforcement. 
That is fundamentally wrong, 
and it is endangering the safety 
and security of us all.” For good 
measure, the next day, Cruz 
condemned President Obama’s 
“silence” on Goforth’s murder.

The problem? For starters, 
Obama was not silent. He called 
the slain offi cer’s widow on 
Monday and issued a statement 
saying he had told Kathleen 
Goforth “that Michelle and I 
would keep her and her family 
in our prayers. I also promised 
that I would continue to high-
light the uncommon bravery 
that police offi cers show in our 
communities every single day. 
They put their lives on the line 
for our safety.” Obama has 
made statements of this sort 
over and over. Vilifi cation this is 
not.

Over at Fox News, the cam-
paign against Black Lives Mat-
ter has become fi erce. Bill 
O’Reilly called the organization 
a “hate group” and declared: 
“I’m going to put them out of 
business.”

Let’s take fi ve steps back. The 
movement for police reform was 
not the invention of some leftist 
claque. It was a response to real 
and genuinely tragic events. Si-
lencing protesters won’t make 
anything better.

And some potential solutions 
don’t even make the political 
agenda. The easy availability of 
guns on American streets is a 
threat to police offi cers and to 
African-Americans in our most 
violent neighborhoods. Why are 
those who seek reasonable gun 
regulations regularly blocked 
by interests far more powerful 
than those who demonstrate in 
our streets?

On April 5, 1968, the day af-
ter Martin Luther King Jr. was 
assassinated, Robert F. Kenne-
dy – who himself  would be fa-
tally shot exactly two months 
later – said this to the Cleveland 
City Club:

“Whenever any American’s 
life is taken by another Ameri-
can unnecessarily – whether it is 
done in the name of the law or 
in defi ance of the law, by one 
man or by a gang, in cold blood 
or in passion, in an attack of 
violence or in response to vio-
lence – whenever we tear at the 
fabric of our lives which anoth-
er man has painfully and clum-
sily woven for himself  and his 
children, whenever we do this, 
then the whole nation is degrad-
ed.”

How much more pain must 
we endure before we recognize 
that these words are still true? 

E.J. Dionne is a columnist for The Washing-
ton Post. His email is: ejdionne@washpost.
com

Joe Biden hasn’t decided wheth-
er to run for president, but he 

tells almost everyone who asks 
that he’s giving it serious 
thought.

Can a 73-year-old vice presi-
dent who’s been a punch line for 
comedians really win the Demo-
cratic nomination against a jug-
gernaut like Hillary Rodham 
Clinton?

It’s possible – if  
he resolves to give 
Democrats some-
thing many of 
them don’t want: 
a full-blown de-
bate over their 
party’s foreign 
policy.

Biden and Clin-
ton aren’t far apart when it comes 
to domestic issues, but that’s de-
cidedly not true when it comes to 
international affairs.

Clinton was on the hawkish 
side of Obama’s team. She sup-
ported a big surge of U.S. troops 
into Afghanistan in 2009; Obama 
opted for a smaller surge, with a 
time limit. In 2011, she called for 
U.S. military intervention in Lib-
ya; Obama went along. In 2012, 
she urged him to send military 
aid to Syrian rebels; Obama re-
sisted (after Clinton left offi ce, he 
changed his mind).

Biden was on the opposite end 
of all three debates. He didn’t 
think adding U.S. military force 

in Afghanistan would solve the 
country’s problems. He didn’t 
think Libya was central enough 
to U.S. interests to justify air-
strikes. And he was skeptical 
about the idea of arming Syrian 
rebels.

The two even disagreed over 
whether the president should 
launch the secret 2011 raid in 
Pakistan that killed al-Qaida 
leader Osama bin Laden. Clinton 
“concluded that this was a rare 
opportunity and believed we 
should seize it,” then-CIA Direc-
tor Leon Panetta wrote in his 
memoir. “Biden argued that we 
still did not have enough confi -
dence that Bin Laden was in the 
compound (where the CIA be-
lieved he was living), and he came 
out fi rmly in favor of waiting for 
more information.”

There’s a clear pattern here. 
Each time, Clinton argued in fa-
vor of U.S. intervention. Each 
time, Biden was a skeptic, warn-
ing Obama that the risks out-
weighed the potential gains.

That doesn’t mean Clinton’s a 
refl exive interventionist ready to 
invade other countries on a whim; 
she’s not.

Nor does it mean that Biden 
would never approve the use of 
force; in 2002, he endorsed 
George W. Bush’s decision to go 
to war in Iraq (as did Clinton).

But it does refl ect an underly-
ing difference between the two, 

one that also shows up, more 
subtly, in their rhetoric.

One of Clinton’s consistent 
themes as secretary of state was 
the idea of the United States as 
“the indispensable nation,” a slo-
gan popularized by her husband, 
Bill Clinton, in his 1996 cam-
paign.

“The United States can, must 
and will lead in this new century,” 
she said in a 2010 speech. Other 
countries “look to America not 
just to engage but to lead.”

There was a critique of Obama 
hidden in that sentence. “Engage-
ment” had been the watchword 
of Obama’s foreign policy; his 
secretary of state was saying, in 
effect, that engagement is nice – 
but not nearly enough.

Since leaving offi ce, Clinton 
has sharpened her critique of 
Obama’s reluctance to deploy 
force.

Last year, for instance, she told 
the Atlantic that she believed 
Obama’s failure to arm the Syri-
an rebels had contributed to the 
rise of Islamic State. “’Don’t do 
stupid stuff’ is not a guiding prin-
ciple,” she said, citing a phrase 
Obama had used.

Unlike Clinton, Biden almost 
never utters the words “indis-
pensable nation.” 

“There’s a generational story 
among Democrats here,” argues 
James Mann, author of “The 
Obamians,” an insightful book 

on Obama’s foreign policy team.
“Biden came to the Senate in 

the 1970s as part of the opposi-
tion to the Vietnam War. His 
main theme over the years has 
been skepticism over whether 
force will be effective.

“Clinton grew up as an antiwar 
liberal, but in terms of foreign 
policy, she’s of a different genera-
tion. In the 1990s, the Bill Clin-
ton years, America was at the 
height of its power. The lesson 
Democrats learned then, in plac-
es like Bosnia and Kosovo, was 
that military power works.”

To some degree, Democrats al-
ready have a choice on foreign 
policy: Bernie Sanders is, if any-
thing, even less enthusiastic about 
military intervention than Biden. 
(Sanders voted against the Iraq 
war in 2002.) But foreign policy 
hasn’t been the centerpiece of 
Sanders’ pitch. Biden would do 
well to campaign on the issue, in 
part because Democratic primary 
voters are more likely to agree 
with his skepticism than Clinton’s 
“indispensable nation” ap-
proach.

Military intervention has di-
vided Democrats, often bitterly, 
in almost every election since the 
Vietnam War half a century ago. 
So far, in this campaign, it hasn’t, 
but if Biden runs, that’s likely to 
change.

Doyle McManus is a columnist for the Los 
Angeles Times. 

Back when I was in school, I per-
formed a scientifi c experiment in 

which I poured a liquid of one color 
into a beaker that contained liquid 
of a different color. At fi rst the liq-
uid in the beaker was diluted, but as 
I kept pouring, the poured liquid 
eventually overtook the liquid in the 
beaker, creating an entirely new sub-
stance.

That’s what is hap-
pening in Europe as 
thousands of migrants 
fl ee their home coun-
tries, seeking refuge in 
the European Union. 
Germany, alone, is ex-
pected to have re-
ceived 800,000 mi-
grants by the end of 
the year, four times last year’s num-
ber.

German Chancellor Angela 
Merkel has suspended the EU’s 
Dublin Regulation for Syrian mi-
grants. Under the rule, writes The 
Telegraph, “...migrants can only ap-
ply for asylum in the fi rst EU mem-
ber state they enter, and face depor-
tation if  they try to apply in another. 
But Germany ... has now ordered its 
offi cers to process applications from 
Syrians even if  they have made their 
way through other EU countries.”

Critics of the Dublin Regulation 
have called it expensive and ineffec-
tive. Many Syrian migrants reach 
Greece fi rst, but decline to seek asy-
lum there, preferring to push on to-
ward Hungary, which is considered 
the gateway to Europe. Merkel has 
said she might reinstate border 
checks, which was a regular practice 
before the EU was created. She 
should.

That most of these migrants come 
from Muslim countries raises several 
important questions. The fi rst is how 
many actual or potential terrorists 
are among them? Second, why would 
Muslims, many of whom believe the 
West is decadent and anti-God, want 
to come to Europe? Third, why 
haven’t these migrants sought refuge 
in other Muslim countries, which 
one might think would be their fi rst 
priority?

No nation, no continent, can sur-
vive uncontrolled immigration, es-
pecially when it involves people 
whose language, religion, culture 
and worldview differ – in some cases 
radically – from the countries to 
which they are migrating. Uncon-
trolled migration in Europe and ille-
gal immigration in the United States 
spell an eventual death knell for both 
countries, which is, no doubt, the in-
tent of ISIS, which is reportedly 
backing this fl ood of humanity. Will 
those fl ooding Europe eventually 
embrace European values, or when 
their numbers grow to the point 
where they form a signifi cant per-
centage of the population, will the 
migrants demand that their values 
and religion dominate?

In the U.S., cries of “racism” in 
the immigration debate have re-
placed sound reason. But this isn’t 
about discriminating against people 
of a different language or color; it is 
about preserving what we have, not 
only for those of us who have con-
tributed to making America what it 
is, but also for immigrants who 
would not only like to partake of 
our success, but contribute to it. If  
nations want to preserve the life-
styles and culture which they and 
their forebears have worked and 
fought to create and sustain for 
themselves, their posterity and for 
immigrants, borders must be con-
trolled and assimilation must be a 
top priority for those who are al-
lowed to enter. Otherwise, nations 
become disunited with competing 
subsets jostling for power, infl uence 
and benefi ts.

Those who support “open bor-
ders” have an obligation to tell us 
when enough is enough. Must we 
wait until the American “liquid,” 
which contains the values, faith and 
prosperity from capitalism that built 
and sustained us through wars and 
depressions, is replaced by a differ-
ent “liquid”? What happens when 
the “takers” outnumber the “mak-
ers”? If  we wait for that day to arrive 
before we act, it will be too late.

Yes, give us your tired, your poor, 
your huddled masses yearning to 
breathe free – but legally, in an or-
derly fashion and not en masse. And 
let’s also learn what these migrants 
and immigrants likely mean by “free-
dom.” If  they mean Sharia law, that 
is not freedom for Europe, or for 
America.

If  the EU and the U.S. fail to ad-
dress this very real crisis, we and they 
are assisting in national suicide.

Cal Thomas is a columnist for Tribune Content 
Agency. His email is: tcaeditorstribpub.com

Europe is being 
overrun by 
unchecked 

immigration

LMC was the perfect 
incubator for success

Editor,
When I had the opportunity 

to attend Lake Michigan 
College, my parents were 
unable to help me fi nancially, 
and the affordability of LMC 
was the main factor in my 
decision. I was able to work 
locally and still go to school, 
and scheduling my job was easy 
with LMC’s class schedules.

But my LMC experience 
went beyond my expectations. I 
love the fact that the teachers 
are there when you need them, 
and the small class sizes ensure 
individual attention. The small 
size also makes it a great 
stepping stone for students who 
have just graduated and will be 
transferring to a university. The 
campus was friendly, and I was 
made to feel like I belonged 
there. The campus set-up makes 
it easy to fi nd classrooms, and 
to fi nd plenty of places to 
study. College staff are easygo-
ing, helpful and knowledgeable. 
There really isn’t a better place 
to start your college career or 
to get new skills to advance 
your career.

As I refl ect on my graduation 
at my LMC and fi nally wearing 
my honoree ribbon, I knew that 
my life had changed there. 
Graduation day gave me all the 
incentive I needed to continue 
my education and fi nish my 
bachelor’s degree. Graduating 

from LMC gave me the 
confi dence I needed to fi nd my 
voice and myself as an indi-
vidual, and to give back to our 
community.

As a proud alumna of  Lake 
Michigan College, I want to 
encourage the support of  the 
Campaign for Tomorrow by 
my fellow community mem-
bers. Your gift will go toward 
new approaches to education 
that will benefi t students as 
well as the economic health of 

our region.
Gloria Ender

President
Freedom Finishing, Inc.

MDOT should pay for     
any damages from signs

Editor,
In the Sept. 2 edition of The 

Herald-Palladium, there was 
an article titled “BH’s cross-
walk experiment.” In the article 
it states “many of the signs 

have been hit, with varying 
degrees of damage.” It further 
states, “They’re (the signs) all 
designed to be hit and to come 
back up.”

My question and position is, 
if  a driver hits a sign and the 
car is damaged, will the 
Michigan Department of 
Transportation reimburse the 
driver for the necessary repairs? 
It seems only fair.

James O’Malley
Benton Harbor
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