
P
resident Donald Trump faces a defining 
moment as he considers what to do about 
the DACA mess and the wall along the 

southern border that was the central promise 
of his campaign. Will the president make good 
on his repeated vows to establish a pro-citizen, 
pro-worker immigration policy, including a wall? 
Or will he accept the same old “amnesty now, 
enforcement later” bargain that has been on the 
table for years?

Trump supporters like me are understand-
ably nervous. To be clear, we are not upset about 
the president’s willingness to find a deal that 
would allow the “dreamers” who were brought 
to this country as children to remain here legally. 
We support the president’s interest in finding a 
legislative solution to replace the unconstitution-
al executive action that President Barack Obama 
imposed with his Deferred Action for Childhood 
Arrivals program.

What we cannot support is a DACA deal that 
deals with the dreamers alone without paying 
for the wall and making other efforts to enforce 
and strengthen immigration laws. Accepting a 
dreamers-only deal would enrage and alienate 
the president’s base.

The bill proposed by Rep. Bob Goodlatte is a 
good place to start. It includes all the elements 
that are essential for both Republicans and Dem-
ocrats. The basics are this: DACA recipients will 
receive immunity for prior immigration viola-
tions and a renewable non-immigrant visa that 
will allow them legally to live, work and attend 

school in this country. This is a big improvement 
over the current arrangement, which can be 
changed by unilateral executive action.

In exchange, Democrats will agree to full 
funding of the border wall, an end to chain mi-
gration, re-allocation of diversity lottery visas to 
the H-1B program, and implementation of the 
E-Verify system for employers.

Note that this measure does not address other 
big issues such as how to deal with the other 10 
million to 12 million illegal immigrants estimated 
to reside in the United States or how to reform 
our legal immigration system. But it would rep-
resent a positive first step.

The Goodlatte bill is a fair representation of 
what the president promised and what his sup-
porters expect. It’s also good policy in that it fixes 
the current problem and helps ensure that an-
other generation of minors is not brought to the 
country illegally and placed in the same jeopardy.

If the president were to break faith with his 
voters on this signature issue, it would be more 
consequential than when President George H.W. 
Bush infamously renounced his “Read my lips: 
no new taxes” pledge in the 1990s. It would strike 
at one of the basic tenets of Trump’s presiden-
cy and set the stage for a low-energy election 
for Republicans, leading to a loss of the House, 
perhaps a loss of the Senate and everything that 
portends. And Trump would have no one to 
blame but himself.
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Christopher Buskirk is editor and publisher of 
the website American Greatness.
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OTHERS SAY

The human touch
I

n 1945, Austrian physician Rene Spitz inves-
tigated an orphanage that took extra care 
to make sure its infants were not infected 

with disease. The children received first-class 
nutrition and medical care, but they were barely 
touched, to minimize their contact with germs. 
The approach was a catastrophe. Thirty-seven 
percent of the babies died before reaching age 2.

It turns out that empathetic physical contact 
is essential for life. Intimate touch engages the 
emotions and wires the fibers of the brain to-
gether.

The power of this kind of loving touch is 
long-lasting. The famous Grant Study investigat-
ed a set of men who had gone to Harvard in the 
1940s. The men who grew up in loving homes 
earned 50 percent more over the course of their 
careers than those from loveless ones. They 
suffered from far less chronic illness 
and much lower rates of dementia in 
old age. A loving home was the best 
predictor of life outcomes.

If the power of loving touch is 
astounding, the power of invasive 
touch is horrific. Christie Kim of 
NYU surveyed the research litera-
ture on victims of child sexual abuse. 
The victims experience higher levels of anxiety 
throughout their lifetimes. They report higher 
levels of depression across the decades and high-
er levels of self-blame. They are more than twice 
as likely to experience sexual victimization again.

Over the course of each year, people have 
many kinds of interactions and experience many 
kinds of mistreatment. But there is something 
unique about positive or negative touch. Emo-
tional touch alters the heart and soul in ways that 
are mostly unconscious. It can take a lifetime of 
analysis to get even a glimpse of understanding.

For this reason, cultures all around the world 
have treated emotional touching as something 
apart. The Greeks labeled the drive to touch with 
the word eros, and they meant something vaster 
and deeper than just sexual pleasure. “Animals 
have sex and human beings have eros, and no 
accurate science is possible without making this 
distinction,” Allan Bloom observed.

The Abrahamic religions also treat sex as 
something sacred and beautiful when enveloped 
in loving and covenantal protections, and as 
something disordered and potentially peace-de-
stroying when not.

Over the past 100 years or so, advanced 
thinkers across the West have worked to take the 
shame out of sex, surely a good thing. But they’ve 
also disenchanted it. As Elizabeth Bruenig wrote 
in the Washington Post last week, “One of the 
principal outcomes of the sexual revolution was 
to establish that sex is just like any other social 
interaction—nothing taboo or sacred about it.” 
Sex is seen as a shallow physical and social thing, 

not a heart and soul altering thing.
One unintended effect of this disenchantment 

is that it becomes easy to underestimate the risks 
inherent in any encounter. The woman who talk-
ed in an online article about her date with Aziz 
Ansari is being criticized because what happened 
to her was not like what happened to the victims 
of Harvey Weinstein and Louis C.K. There was 
no workplace power dynamic and no clear vio-
lation of consent. The assumption seems to be 
that as long as there’s consent between adults, 

everything else is kosher.
Surely that’s setting the bar amaz-

ingly low. Everything we know about 
touch suggests that even with full con-
sent, the emotional quality of an en-
counter can have profound positive or 
negative effects. If Ansari did treat her 
coldly or neglectfully, it’s reasonable 
to think that the shame she felt right 

after was the surface effect of a deeper wound. 
Neglectful, dehumanizing sex is not harassment, 
but it’s some other form of serious harm.

Disenchanting emotional touch also causes 
people to underestimate the way past experienc-
es shape current behavior. Two writers I greatly 
admire criticized the woman in the Ansari 
episode for not exercising more agency. If she 
was uncomfortable, she could have put on her 
clothes and hopped in a taxi.

But that’s not how agency works. It’s not a 
card you pull out of your pocket and lay on the 
table. Agency is learned, not bred. 

E
very human being has had better and 
worse experiences. Everybody makes 
mistakes. And I hate the way Babe, which 

published the story about the Ansari date, vi-
olated everybody’s privacy here. But it seems 
that the beginning of good sense is to take the 
power of touch seriously, as something that has 
profound good and bad effects.

It seems that the smarter we get about tech-
nology, the dumber we get about relationships. 
We live in a society in which loneliness, depres-
sion and suicide are on the rise. We seem to be 
treating each other worse. The guiding moral 
principle here is not complicated: Try to treat 
other people as if they possessed precious hearts 
and infinite souls. Everything else will follow.
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David Brooks is a columnist for the New York 
Times.

Save this landmark
The bridges of Monroe County

I
TS OFFICIAL name may be the 
Arkansas Department of Trans-
portation, but there are times—like 

now—when its specialties would seem 
to be obfuscation and general mystifi-
cation. For it’s still moving to tear down 
storied old structures in the dubious 
name of modernization. There is no 
good reason for this rush job, but a lot of 
bad rationalizations are being offered.

Today’s case in point would seem to 
be the announcement that the depart-
ment has accepted a bid of $11.3 million 
from the Century Construction Group, 
Inc. of Tupelo, Miss., to destroy the old 
U.S. 79 bridge across the White River at 
Clarendon. Now you know where your 
money goes, fellow taxpayers. It goes 
to an out-of-state “construction” group 
that tears things down.

“At this time,” to quote the depart-
ment’s Danny Straessle, the depart-
ment’s spokesperson, “there is nothing 
preventing us from moving forward.” 
Or in this case, from moving back-
ward—and demolishing a picturesque 
old bridge with a colorful history, may-
be to one day make way for another 
nondescript stretch of roadway like any 
other in the country. One that’s scarce-
ly worth a second glance as motorists 
speed on their way to the next city. 
“What was that place we just passed?” 
someone in the car might ask. “You got 
me,” the driver might reply, “It doesn’t 
matter. All these places look alike after a 
while.”

What, after all, makes a place mem-
orable? It’s not necessarily some out-
ward feature but its intrinsic value in 
the hearts and minds of those who have 
grown up with it and learned to cherish 
it over time. And time is the one fea-
ture our modernizers cannot serve up 
on demand. What makes an old bridge 

like this one at Clarendon valuable and 
versatile is the common memories it 
stirs and the common history it evokes. 
Unless people hold fast to that common 
heritage, the essence of a community 
may evaporate day by day and year after 
year.

Folks in Clarendon who hold on to a 
common history know something that 
the highwaymen in Little Rock seem 
completely unaware of. They value a 
structure not because it is distinctive in 
the eyes of the rest of the world but be-
cause it is theirs. And is so embedded in 
their personal history that they will balk 
at any ham-handed attempt to erase it 
from the map. Humble as it may be, it’s 
theirs.

But this 87-year-old bridge is distinc-
tive in its own right. There’s good rea-
son it’s listed in the National Register 
of Historic Places in America. To quote 
the lawsuit the locals have filed to save 
the bridge: “It is a symbol of American 
strength, craftsmanship, and freedom of 
expression. It is an engineering marvel 
and a core part of Arkansas history . . . 
The Bridge sits on or near the original 
road (Arkansas’ first military road) from 
Memphis to Little Rock. Signage on the 
Bridge reflects that the Historic Claren-
don Bridge is on the route of the historic 
Trail of Tears.”

Why sacrifice all this historic and 
historical legacy? The new bridge is 
built. Let people drive over it. But why 
not keep the old bridge up for those of 
us who’d like an afternoon or 12 in the 
coming years to bird-watch and view 
one of the largest remaining bottomland 
hardwood forests in the nation? Before 
everything is planted in pine.

Let’s think about that before it’s too 
late and another part of the past is gone 
forever.

The forgotten ally
Abandon all hope for simple solu-

tions when it comes to the Middle East, 
where simplistic solutions are on offer 
instead. Our allies the Kurds are being 
menaced by Turkey, which proclaims it-
self an American ally only when it suits 
that country’s nefarious purposes.

It’s a wise nation that can tell friend 
from foe, and for the moment Turkey’s 
dictatorship has taken on a distinctly 
anti-American tone. For their part, the 
Kurds have turned to the United Na-
tions for help, and we all know how 
futile an appeal to that quarter can 
be. So the Kurds are stuck between a 
rock—Turkey’s determination to attack 
them—and a harder place, reliance on 
the ever unreliable United Nations.

The Kurds came through for Amer-
ican interests when they joined the 
Western alliance against ISIS, that brutal 

terrorist threat, and now this country is 
coming through for them by supporting 
a Kurdish-led border patrol that num-
bers some 30,000 fighters—a formida-
ble force the Turks seem determined to 
crush.

What to do now? It’s clear what this 
country should not do: Abandon the 
Kurds again. That’s happened all too of-
ten in their sad history. Now is the time 
to champion their cause, not sell them 
out once again in some Kissingeresque 
power play. For these are proud people 
with a long memory. Let’s give them 
something to remember gratefully: our 
support.

It has been said that nations have no 
friends or enemies, only interests. And 
it would befit America’s to stand by our 
Kurdish friends now, just as they have 
stood by us.

David

Brooks

Mr. Trump, don’t abandon base
CHRISTOPHER BUSKIRK
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Leave the Coke on the shelf
BLOOMBERG

I
f they ever finish arguing about im-
migration and the budget, members 
of Congress can be expected to turn 

to food stamps, which conservative Re-
publicans want to cut and Democrats 
don’t. For their own sake and to promote 
public health, both sides might want to 
focus on a simple reform that deserves 
bipartisan support: Require that food 
stamps be used for food.

According to the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, households receiving fed-
eral food-stamp benefits spend more 
money on soft drinks than on any other 
grocery item. Overall, they devote 9.3 
percent of their food budgets to “sweet-
ened beverages,” which include sodas 
and iced teas, compared to 7.1 percent for 
households that don’t receive benefits. 

Because low-income shoppers typ-
ically use their own money to supple-

ment government benefits, it’s impos-
sible to know precisely how much the 
$74-billion Supplemental Nutrition 
Assistance Program is subsidizing 
soda consumption. But even a modest 
amount is too much, given the correla-
tion between sugary drinks and obesity, 
diabetes and heart disease.

Despite such findings, the govern-
ment has resisted calls to restrict SNAP 
benefits to food. Opponents say that 
placing additional limits on what food 
stamps can buy is both cumbersome and 
paternalistic. The junk-food industry has 
also lobbied heavily against restrictions.

Food stamps have proved to be an 
effective tool for helping to lift millions 
of Americans, especially children, out of 
poverty. The government can do more 
to ensure that those who receive them 
also gain the benefits of a more healthy 
diet.

Doug
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