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OPINION

Looks like more and more Democrats
are returning to their roots.

They’re siding with Jim Crow. 
What else to conclude when they em-

brace the same legislative tool their
Southern forerunners — the Dixie Demo-
crats — used to deny civil rights to Black
people.

Or perhaps something else is afoot. 
The Democratic Party is reformed. It

gave up cones and bedsheets a long time
ago. Then it started calling Republicans
“racist” and the true heirs to the Dixie-
crats.

Democrats attack two of their own

But they didn’t just go after Republi-
cans. A few years ago, they pulled out
their paintbrushes and began to apply
the stain of America’s racist past on two
of their own who would not get out of the
way of their legislative agenda.

Kyrsten Sinema and Joe Manchin re-
fused to help their party abolish the leg-
islative filibuster in the U.S. Senate to
make way for the passage of single-par-
ty, multitrillion-dollar spending bills,
voting reforms and the codification of
Roe v. Wade.

The filibuster is an age-old tactic that
gives senators the right to stop votes
with unlimited debate. To stop that de-
bate, the majority must have a 60-vote
supermajority, thus making 60 the
threshold for most Senate bills. 

It’s a tool that protects the minority
from getting steamrolled by the majority
while, in theory, promoting bipartisan-
ship.

When the Democrats were in the Sen-
ate majority recently, they hated the fili-
buster. They said it had a sordid history
because Southern senators had used it to
block early civil rights legislation.

AOC, Obama, Biden 
indict the filibuster

Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, D-
N.Y., described it as “a cherished tool of
segregationists.”

Former President Barack Obama
called it “a Jim Crow relic.” Former Presi-
dent Joe Biden heartily agreed.

Also, back in 2022, Robert Reich, for-
mer Labor secretary in the Clinton ad-
ministration, harrumphed that Demo-

crats must “Abolish the Jim Crow filibus-
ter.” 

So it was with no small amusement
that Sinema greeted Reich’s tweet on
March 14. He had encouraged Capitol
Hill Democrats to filibuster the Republi-
cans’ continuing resolution and thus
shut down the government.

Sinema responded on X: “Glad to see
you’ve joined the filibuster admiration
club!”

Democratic leaders ignored Reich.
They struck an agreement with the Re-
publicans to keep funding the govern-
ment. Had they not, they feared the Re-
publicans would have gone scorched
earth eliminating more and more of the
federal bureaucracy.

This infuriated Ocasio-Cortez, who
expressed her “deep sense of outrage
and betrayal” that her party leadership
had joined Republicans to invoke cloture
and prevent a filibuster.

Sinema was again delighted. She’d
found a new friend. 

“Change of heart on the filibuster, I
see!” Sinema tweeted. 

She also attached a screen grab of this
badly aged AOC tweet from 2022: “We
could protect Roe tomorrow, but Sinema
refuses to act on (killing) the filibuster.
Until that changes she can take a seat
talking about ‘women’s access to health
care.’ “

Now liberals gravitate to filibuster

With all the progressive Democrats
turning into groupies for the filibuster,
Sinema tweeted up a storm Friday night
and into Saturday morning, welcoming
them to her squad.

And look who showed up.

Rep. Pramila Jayapal, D-Wash., who
tweeted: “Vote NO on cloture and NO on
final passage of Republicans’ bad bill.”

Sinema responded, “Just surprised to
see support for the ‘Jim Crow filibuster’
here.” 

Of course, it’s only the “Jim Crow fili-
buster” when it helps Republicans. 

Sinema predicted in a 2022 speech
that Democrats would one day be glad
she stopped them from destroying the
filibuster: “Eliminating (the filibuster
and) the 60-vote threshold will simply
guarantee that we lose a critical tool that
we need to safeguard our democracy
from threats in the years to come.”

Some will call the former senator a
hypocrite for voting for a filibuster carve-
out in 2021 that allowed the U.S. govern-
ment to raise the debt ceiling by $2.5 tril-
lion and avoid default. 

But that was an unusual Senate mo-
ment when then-Majority Leader Chuck
Schumer and Minority Leader Mitch
McConnell struck an agreement to in-
crease the debt ceiling without the possi-
bility of a filibuster. It was carve-out in
service to bipartisanship and thus palat-
able to Sinema and Manchin. 

Now, to see progressive Democrats
embrace a Senate tool they once de-
scribed as outdated and racist is, above
all, clarifying. It shows you how the polit-
ical left — the Democratic Party — ex-
ploits race to advance its politics.

When the Republicans are the minor-
ity and employ the filibuster, it’s KKK!

When the Democrats are the minority
and employ the filibuster, it’s A-OK!

Phil Boas is a columnist for the Arizo-
na Republic, where this column original-
ly appeared. Email him at phil.boas@ar-
izonarepublic.com.
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Former Arizona Sen. Kyrsten Sinema
refused to help their party abolish the
legislative filibuster in the U.S. Senate
to make way for the passage of
single-party, multitrillion-dollar
spending bills, voting reforms and the
codification of Roe v. Wade, Phil Boas
says. ROB SCHUMACHER/ARIZONA REPUBLIC FILE

As a veteran, I have always believed
our nation has a sacred obligation to
support those who have served our
country. However, recent actions at
both the federal and state levels threat-
en to undermine this commitment, par-
ticularly for veterans who rely on diver-
sity, equity and inclusion programs to
access opportunities and overcome sys-
temic barriers. 

The Trump administration’s elimina-
tion of federal diversity, equity and in-
clusion initiatives, coupled with Ohio
Senate Bill 1 — a Republican effort to dis-
mantle diversity, equity and inclusion
programs in our state colleges and uni-
versities — have already harmed and
threatened the well-being and advance-
ment of veterans.

Diversity, equity and inclusion pro-
grams are not just about race or gender;
they are about creating pathways for
historically marginalized or disadvan-

taged individuals. 
Many veterans come from low-in-

come backgrounds, face challenges
reintegrating into civilian life or struggle
with invisible wounds like PTSD. 

Diversity, equity and inclusion initia-
tives provide critical support systems,
employment opportunities and re-
sources that help veterans succeed in
higher education and the workforce.
Eliminating these programs is not just
shortsighted — it is an affront to the sac-
rifices veterans have made for our coun-
try.

Vance likely benefited
from DEI policies

Consider the story of Vice President
JD Vance, a veteran from a low-income
family, who graduated from The Ohio
State University and Yale Law School. 

Vance likely benefited from diversity,
equity and inclusion initiatives during
his time there, as these programs are
designed to level the playing field for in-
dividuals like him, ensuring veterans
and first-generation students have a fair
shot at success. 

Yet, Vance now supports policies that

deny those same opportunities to oth-
ers. His hypocrisy is both disappointing
and harmful to the working-class com-
munities he claims to represent.

Since the Trump administration took
over, their termination of diversity, eq-
uity and inclusion programs and mass
firings of federal employees have left
many former service members unem-
ployed or without job opportunities. 

Earlier this month, at a town hall in
Kansas hosted by GOP Sen. Roger Mar-
shall, constituents in attendance voiced
their disapproval over these job cuts im-
pacting veterans. In response, Marshall
abruptly ended the meeting, citing his
busy schedule without addressing any
of the concerns raised by the crowd. 

This complete inability to defend his
party’s actions and fight for his constit-
uents is disgraceful but unsurprising.
After all, the GOP has become complete-
ly captured by the interests of the ultra-
wealthy, who want nothing more than
the destruction of our administrative
and regulatory systems at the expense
of average Americans.

Here in Ohio, the Republican-backed
Senate Bill 1 seeks to eliminate diversity,
equity and inclusion programs at our

public colleges and universities. 
This legislation ignores the reality

that many veterans rely on these pro-
grams to access education, build net-
works and transition into meaningful
careers. Upon their discharge, diversity,
equity and inclusion initiatives are of-
ten the difference between thriving and
merely surviving. By dismantling these
efforts, we are telling veterans that their
service and sacrifices were not enough
to warrant our support.

To my fellow veterans and all Ohio-
ans who believe in justice and equity, I
urge you to join me in opposing these ef-
forts and fighting to preserve diversity,
equity and inclusion programs.

Our veterans deserve nothing less
than our full support, both in and out of
the armed forces. We must honor their
service by ensuring they have every op-
portunity to succeed in the land they
promised to protect.

State Sen. Hearcel F. Craig (D-Colum-
bus) represents Ohio’s 15th Senate Dis-
trict, which encompasses areas of
Franklin County, including Columbus,
Bexley and Whitehall. Craig previously
served two terms in the Ohio House and
seven years on Columbus City Council.
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Editor’s note: What do you think
Ohio needs for a prosperous future for
the entire state? Let us know in a letter to
the editor of 200 words or less emailed to
Letters@Dispatch.com. Include your full
name, address and daytime phone num-
ber with your submission.

The Dispatch recently called atten-
tion to the alarming number of rural
Ohioans living in health care “deserts.”
When evaluating solutions, urgent care
centers can also provide a basic level of
care when rural hospitals close, alleviat-
ing the burden on emergency medical
services and enabling primary care phy-
sicians to focus on chronic disease pre-
vention and management.

As The Journal of Urgent Care Medi-
cine reported in December, rural urgent
care centers are growing 40% faster
than their suburban counterparts, mak-
ing them the fastest-growing solution
for rural health care. The benefits to a ru-

ral community are significant and
proven: 

h In many rural communities, urgent
care is the only medical access point.

h If there are other access points,
their hours are often limited, whereas
urgent care is defined by its extended
evening and weekend hours.

h Many urgent cares, especially those
in rural areas, also offer primary care
services. 

h Urgent care is an affordable option
for services like sutures and X-rays that
would cost a rural patient hundreds, if
not thousands, of dollars in an emergen-
cy room.

h When patients depend on Ohio Me-
dicaid to cover the costs, non-emergent
emergency room visits cost Ohio Medi-
caid millions of dollars more than if
those patients had access to urgent care.

Rural urgent care is working to in-
crease access and lower costs in health
care. That’s why we see rural urgent care
quickly filling in neighboring states like
Kentucky and Indiana, but Ohio has
seemingly been skipped over.

A major obstacle is Ohio’s restrictive
X-ray regulations, which do not exist in
any other state. X-ray services not only

make rural urgent care economically vi-
able, but they’re essential for diagnosing
fractures, pneumonia and other acutely
rising conditions that, left untreated,
can progress to something far more seri-
ous and costly to treat. 

Yet, Ohio law requires X-rays to be
performed by a certified radiologic tech-
nologist or a general X-ray machine op-
erator under a physician’s supervision.
This creates an impossible barrier in ru-
ral settings:

h As with physicians, there’s a na-
tional shortage of radiologic technolo-
gists. Rural providers cannot compete
against urban medical centers for this fi-
nite labor pool, especially where radio-
logic technologists don’t exist in rural
areas.

h Further, because radiologic tech-
nologists are trained to operate many
types of machines, such as CT and MRI,
their pay is reflective of a greater skill
set. This means in an urgent care where
they only operate an X-ray, radiologic
technologists are expensive and under-
utilized. 

h What about general X-ray machine
operators? As The Dispatch states, rural
areas are suffering from a lack of doc-

tors. Almost all rural urgent cares are
staffed by nurse practitioners or physi-
cian assistants — who, by Ohio law, can-
not supervise general X-ray machine op-
erators. 

The result? Few urgent cares in rural
Ohio, meaning one-third of rural coun-
ties in Ohio lack access to after-hours X-
ray services outside of emergency de-
partments, costing taxpayers millions in
extra Medicaid expenditures. 

Ohio policymakers must recognize
that rural urgent care can be a great so-
lution for rural health care, but only if
the X-ray situation is solved. 

By standardizing its X-ray regulations
with other states, Ohio can dramatically
improve healthcare access, save Ohio
Medicaid millions and enhance primary
care services for chronically under-
served populations.

It’s time for Ohio to stop being left be-
hind. 

Alan Ayers is an award-winning
writer and is senior editor of The Journal
of Urgent Care Medicine as well as presi-
dent of Urgent Care Consultants. He has
contributed hundreds of original arti-
cles and presentations on urgent care-
related subjects.
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