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My husband advises me, “Don’t waste
your time arguing with people who
are unwilling to be convinced,” which

I suspect applies to many readers of this column
as it pertains to the separation of immigrant
families at the border.

Those readers might argue, “We must enforce
our laws!” A deft attempt to avoid taking a deep
dive into an uncomfortable topic. We humans
do this all the time because cognitive dissonance
is uncomfortable. And so when we see images of
children in pens, or hear audio of toddlers
wailing for their mamas, it is easier to change the
subject.

But what I want to talk about is not the law,
but morality. One hopes that our laws are moral,

but there have been many laws in the U.S. that
allowed things that were immoral. Slavery.
Marital rape. The internment of Japanese
Americans. The institutionalization of Native
children. Plainly stated, if a law is immoral, it’s
wrong to enforce that law, and we have a moral
imperative to not follow it.

And taking nursing babies from their mothers’
breasts and putting them in what amounts to jail
is not just immoral but barbaric, cruel, and
inhumane. If you don’t see that, I do not know
how to convince you to think otherwise, but,
much to my husband’s chagrin, I’m going to try
anyway.

When I was 4, I was separated from my mother
at the department store. I was hiding on the

inside of a clothes rounder. Why? Who knows?
But I remember looking at the dresses that
surrounded me and longing to be old enough to
wear one. When I came out, my mother was
gone. I became panicked, hysterical. A woman
brought me to the customer service desk as I
became even more hysterical, until I heard a
voice over the loud speaker asking the parent of a
missing girl to return to the dress department.

Do you have a memory of something like
that? Try to remember what you saw and heard
and smelled and felt. Try to really relive it. If you
can’t remember, then try to imagine. Try to
experience the terror of a 4-year old. Yes, it’s
uncomfortable. Do it anyway.

Now try to imagine the terror of a 4-year old
taken from his mother in McAllen, Texas. Try to
imagine it. Feel it. This is how we build empathy,
a skill so lacking in the U.S. today.

This is what alarms me most about what is
going on today: That people — good people —
are so lacking in empathy that they cannot
understand that what the federal government is
doing, lawfully or otherwise, is wrong because it's
immoral. Allow yourself to sit with the cognitive
dissonance of what you believe about yourself
and the world versus what is actually happening
to babies and children at the hands of our
government. Allow yourself to imagine and feel
the anguish of others. The anguish of children.

I’m not asking you to think about
immigration overhaul, or whether asylum
should be granted to victims of domestic
violence, or whether to build the wall, or
whether the psychological torture of
preschoolers is a valid deterrence strategy.
Reasonable people can disagree on those
questions and debate them later. But right now,
I’m asking you to start with love, and move and
think from there. I'm asking you to imagine the
experience of a vulnerable child you don't
know- imagine so deeply that you feel the
child’s fear.

As a last step, imagine who this child will be as
an adult. He will likely carry the scars of trauma
with him to the grave, and will be filled with
hatred toward the U.S.

Meanwhile, future generations of Americans,
ignorant of history, will wonder aloud, how and
why our neighbors to the south, and others
from “sh--hole” nations, islands in the Atlantic,
and war-torn countries in the Middle East hate
us and wish us harm.

Even if I haven’t changed your mind, my time
writing this column, will have been well spent if
managed to change heart of just one of you
brave enough to imagine yourself in another
person's experience.

Roost is a former Poway resident who now lives
in San Diego.
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This is worth
the argument

As we wind down from this week’s Fourth
of July festivities, everyone should pause
a moment to reflect. Look beyond the

barbeques, apple pie and fireworks to grasp the
significance of where America stands as a
nation. Honestly assess what got us here and
realistically come to grips with what it will take
to ensure a viable future.

July 4 commemorates the signing of the
Declaration of Independence, which
established the 13 American colonies as a single
nation independent of Great Britain. But
another date bears equal significance. On June
28, 1788, the Constitution of the United States
was ratified. For 229 years this brilliantly crafted
document has provided the foundation from

which a diverse mix of leaders has been able to
guide America to global greatness. It is the
oldest document of its type in force anywhere
in the world and is a causal factor in America’s
success. Our future success will likewise depend
upon whether our Constitution maintains its
foundational role in governance.

Two powerful elements were designed into
the Constitution to safeguard its effectiveness.
The Supreme Court was created to ensure all
branches of government follow the
Constitution. Additionally, a clearly defined a
process for making amendments was also
included.

The amendment process has worked well
throughout history — probably much better

than the framers predicted. The U.S.
Constitution has been amended 27 times, with
the first 10 amendments being referred to as the
Bill of Rights. The process is cumbersome,
because it demands widespread acceptance of
the people. One, two or even a handful of
people cannot lawfully amend the
Constitution, nor should they.

However, a growing number of leftists think
they know more than us and the framers. They
want to bypass the legislative lawmaking
process and the mandated process for
amending the Constitution and impose their
will on the people by “legislating from the
bench.”

“We the people” is more than a catch phrase
coined to give the Constitution a peppy
opening. The words are meant to convey that
Americans will govern collectively, through a
representative legislative process. Lower courts
exist to decide whether people are following
those laws. The Supreme Court’s exists to ensure
everything that happens in government is in
compliance with our Constitution. If someone
feels a need to change the laws or the
Constitution, they should do so through the
legislative branch or the amendment process —
not through the decisions of individual judges
or justices.

Recent years have brought us a spate of

“activist” judges who deemed it in their
purview to create law rather than adjudicate
disputes within the boundaries of the law. Their
intent has been to bypass the legislative branch
of the government. The Ninth Circuit Court has
a well-earned reputation for such action. Left
leaning members of the Supreme Court have
done likewise.

The debate for Justice Kennedy’s replacement
should not be about whether Republicans,
Democrats, women, or minorities are
adequately represented on the high court.
Those are concerns relevant to legislative and
executive branch elections and appointments.
Rather the debate should be solely about who is
best qualified to represent the U.S. Constitution.

For Democrats to say they are going to resist
anyone President Trump appoints solely
because the person will be a Trump appointee is
Trump Derangement Syndrome run amok. At
the very least, this behavior amounts to
political malpractice. It is an insult to every
valid principle upon which our nation was
founded.

Sadly for the left, stances like this simply
make them irrelevant in the public square. It is
ironic that the left’s efforts to expand their
influence only make them more impotent.

Lyles, a Poway resident, is a management
consultant and best-selling author.
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Beyond barbeques
and fireworks


