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L t. Gov. Dan Patrick understandably wants
to deliver on his campaign promise to se-
cure the U.S.-Mexico border and fill gaps

left by inadequate federal enforcement, but he
proposes to go about it the wrong way by extend-
ing the deployment of Texas National Guard
troops on a mission of dubious utility.

Gov. Rick Perry ordered the deployment of
1,000 National Guard troops last summer amid
a dramatic surge of migrants from Central
America. By the time training and preparations
were complete, the troops didn’t fully deploy un-
til the surge was in steep decline.

To justify more state expenditures and an ex-
tended two-year tour for the National Guard,
Patrick asserted that it was the Guard’s deploy-
ment that led to a drastic drop in migrant cross-
ings. He owes it to Texas taxpayers to prove his
assertions with an independent audit.

This newspaper isn’t the only one raising a
skeptical voice. Gov. Greg Abbott has withheld
an endorsement. House Speaker Joe Straus took
pains to remind Patrick that the lieutenant gov-
ernor doesn’t call the shots: “Gov. Abbott is the
commander in chief, and he will decide whether
to extend the National Guard’s deployment.”
The state has spent nearly $1 billion on border
security since 2008.

Some law enforcement officials and border-
area leaders question the utility of deploying
military forces for a job that requires a law en-
forcement authority the troops do not have. In
addition, the Guard’s commander, Maj. Gen.
John Nichols, testified that the longer-term de-
ployment adds stress and unpredictability for
troops as they put jobs and home lives on hold.

The House Appropriations Committee chair-
man, Rep. John Otto, R-Dayton, joined the
skeptics after hearing Nichols’ and others’ as-
sessments: “Ultimately what I’m hearing is there
will not be a need for the Guard. … There’s a lot

of confusion about how we measure success.”
The troops’ main job is to provide surveillance

and alert law enforcers to the presence of poten-
tial smugglers and illegal border crossers. That’s a
job more efficiently accomplished by hiring addi-
tional state troopers and installing 4,000 cam-
eras along the border, as Republican legislators
recommended late last year.

Patrick wrongly asserts that the troop deploy-
ment prompted the decline in migrant crossings.
National Guard troops didn’t deploy fully along
the border until September. For years, the surge
of migrants has followed a cyclical pattern, begin-
ning in March, peaking in May and June, then
falling off by August.

Patrick offered statistics of migrant apprehen-
sions and drug seizures to back his claim that
“Operation Strong Safety” made a difference.
Legislators should demand a full, independent
audit of the program and determine whether
there are more efficient ways to assist federal Bor-
der Patrol enforcers without wasting taxpayer
dollars on political stunts.

Border Force, Yes; Troops, No
Patrick’s National Guard plan fails the smell test

U.S. Border Patrol apprehensions

NOTE: Numbers are for all borders.

SOURCE: U.S. Customs and Border Patrol Staff Graphic
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Blaming religion
Re: “Obama wrong about Christianity,” by

Tom Collingwood, Tuesday Letters.
Collingwood’s letter drips with condem-

nation of a religion that has over 2 billion
people. He says the religion is wholly respon-
sible for the terrorist actions of 100,000 peo-
ple, yet he calls prior terrorist actions of
Christianity an aberration. He says secular
people did things in the name of religion. 

Not sure of the difference, but the Inquisi-
tion started in 1231 A.D., when the pope ap-
pointed the first “inquisitors of heretical de-
pravity.” It continued to the 19th century —
the last execution was in 1826. The church
admits that 6,000 people in Spain and 1,200
in Portugal (and territories) died, but it does
not mention the thousands of Jews and Mus-
lims who were forced to flee or convert in
Spain, Portugal, Brazil, Cape Verde and Goa
during this period. These actions were not
only condoned by popes but authorized by
them. Not exactly “secular.”

You just can’t paint an entire people or re-
ligion with one broad brush. Collingwood’s
time writing this foolishness might have
been better used learning about the religion
he condemns. Just so the record is straight, I
am Jewish.

Robert Thickman, Richardson

Historical rebuttal
Collingwood sees no comparison to the

Christian vs. Muslim violence. My response
is brief: the Holocaust.

Donna Wilson, Dallas/Greenway Parks

Dialogue on Ebola
Re: “Ebola response dissected — SMU

panel looks at how local outbreak played
out,” Saturday news story.

On the same day a panel at SMU was dis-
cussing how Dallas responded to the Ebola
outbreak, so were students at Shelton
School’s 15th Annual Ethics Symposium.
Sophomores and juniors from seven schools
discussed the topic during the ethics and me-
dia panel portion of the day’s activities. They
discussed the need for balanced, factual re-
porting based on scientific facts vs. sensa-
tional reporting 24/7 and the fear factor (real
or perceived) to attract media attention.

Many students have parents who work as
professionals at Presbyterian Hospital who
experienced (or knew of) the crisis firsthand.
All school nurses were linked and involved
with communicating the facts. All schools
were communicating with their constituents
about the situation, and I’m proud to be in-
volved with a communicators group that was
professional with their communications.

I’m pleased to say the student attendees at
Shelton’s event were most thoughtful in their
deliberations — they could have added to
SMU’s panel discussion.

Anne Hendrick-Thomas, North Dallas 

director PR/HR, Shelton School

Tone down open carry threats
Re: “The Dangers of Open Carry — Hot-

headed rhetoric of group leader crosses the
line,” Feb. 6, Editorials.

You won’t find a stronger supporter of the
Second Amendment, or the rest of the U.S.
Constitution, than myself. Personally, I don’t
have a desire to carry openly. However, it is
legal in several other states, and I haven’t
heard of any problems caused by it in those
states. I have carried concealed for more
than 40 years, both as a police officer and re-
tiree.

Now Kory Watkins of Open Carry Tarrant
County has a problem. Apparently he has
never heard the old saying, “You can get
more with honey than you can vinegar.” In-
timidation and threats won’t get you very far
with voters or elected officials, Watkins. I
don’t have a problem with open carry. It’s just
not my cup of tea. 

Seems to me, if you really hold the Second

Amendment dear, you might want to hold
downyour tone a bit. I would support an open
carry law if passed. But Watkins, you are try-
ing to ruin the chances of the law ever getting
passed. Try thinking of fellow supporters of
suchalaw.

Jimmie George, Farmersville

Ads obscure views from trolley
Re: “Adding ka-ching to the ding-ding —

Not everyone is on board with wrapping
streetcars in ads,” Monday Metro story.

Phil Cobb of McKinney Avenue Transit
Authority and DART has not considered the
opinion of a third, most important player in
the debate to wrap the trolleys with ads. The
riders.

Trolley riders are tourists, Dallas guests,
not commuters going to work. Excitedly, they
peer out the trolley window, cameras in hand,
and try to match the sites with their tour
maps. They are not reading their newspaper,
reading a Kindle or dozing off; they are
looking out the windows and taking pictures
and pointing.

Any rider who has ridden in an advertise-
ment-wrapped DART vehicle can experience
the gloomy interior and distorted view
looking out the windows. One cannot see
through the darkened window at night and
must put up with a fuzzy view looking out at
the landscape. Wraps certainly were not de-
signed for riders to view through.

Tim Bob, Plano

Vaccines a modern marvel
Re: “Harsh lesson from history,” by Gay-

lard French, Tuesday Letters.
Thanks to the marvel of modern vaccina-

tions, people who choose not to vaccinate
their children have apparently never known
anyone struggling with the illness and after-
effects of thoroughly preventable diseases. If
they did, their attitudes might be very differ-
ent.

Growing up, I watched my uncle struggle
with the residual effects from his contracting
polio as a teenager. Fortunately, his was a
mild case in which he was left with “only”
joint pain, muscle weakness and atrophy, and
apermanent limp.

It baffles me that any parent would put
their child, and everyone else, at risk for ill-
ness, impairment, disfigurement or death
due to the mistaken and discredited link be-
tween vaccinations and autism.

Sydney Miles, McKinney

Anchor’s news not that big a deal
Re: “Anchor off air for 6 months — Wil-

liams misled public about Iraq experiences,
will receive no pay,” Wednesday news story.

Anyone needing proof that February is a
slow news month should look no further than
the Brian Williams story. Did he outright lie?
Or embellish facts to make his role seem more
heroic? While NBC investigates, we are left to
watch competitor organizations lick their
chops and hope to pick up Williams’ viewers.
I’m curious as to how their anchors’ truthful-
ness would stand up to this kind of scrutiny.

I feel his résumé is solid enough to with-
stand this bump in the road. The landscape is
changing. Anchors for every network rou-
tinely appear in movies and on talk shows. At
some networks, beauty outweighs substance.
The lines are being blurred. Walter Cronkite
has left the building.

Compare it with the NFL, where a domes-
tic-abuse charge earns only a six-week vaca-
tion and no jail time. Williams apologized on-
air like a man and has stepped aside while the
matter is reviewed. No players union has
jumped in screaming about his rights.

Unless proof of a major falsehood is de-
tailed that materially affected a story, a two-
week suspension should suffice. Even the vet-
erans he supposedly slighted don’t seem too
upset. Let it go. We have bigger things to wor-
ry about.

James Breslauer, Dallas

LETTERS

Jimmy Margulies/The Record (N.J.)

T here is probably no one naive enough to
believe that politics doesn’t play some role
in who gets admitted to elite public uni-

versities.
Yet the surreptitious way that University of

Texas President Bill Powers and his top staff ap-
pear to have satisfied political demands is un-
seemly. The allegation that Powers misled an in-
ternal inquiry about it is worse.

Powers has been an effective and charismatic
leader for the state’s flagship university since
2006. He led an unprecedented $3 billion capi-
tal campaign for the school, and his work has
helped build UT into one of the nation’s premier
institutions. That shouldn’t be forgotten.

But the findings of an independent investiga-
tion revealed Thursday are cause for concern
about his legacy.

Should the allegations of political influence
peddling and cover-up laid out in that investiga-
tion prove true, Powers should step down as a
way to protect the university’s credibility.

Powers was defiant about the report Thurs-
day, saying it vindicated him. Yet the report is a
far cry from vindication. Its findings merit fur-
ther exploration, something the board of regents
should take the lead on.

Particularly disturbing is the report’s asser-
tion that the public institution might have given
preferential treatment to applicants due to influ-
ence not available to the general public.

This sad episode should not end with Powers,
just as it did not begin with him. 

Powers inherited and fortified a system that,
like so many other great public universities, de-
pends heavily on the support of politicians and
the largess of well-heeled donors and alumni.

It’s hardly a surprise that an investigation by
the firm Kroll Inc. found that lawmakers and
other powerful people used their influence with
Powers to turn favored applicants into students. 

Powers told investigators that some students
were admitted “due to ‘relational factors’ and the
importance of those relationships to the univer-
sity community.”

As the report notes, UT publicly represents
that “an applicant should not be advantaged or
given special consideration as a result of family
connections, political connections, recommen-
dations by persons of influence, or a perceived
potential economic benefit or financial gain to
the university.”

The public deserves to know now which law-
makers, donors and others put their weight be-
hind favored applicants .

Their intermediaries should also be exposed.
The investigation tells of one “retired elected offi-
cial” who blatantly threatened the law school’s
fundingonbehalf of the daughter of a legislator. 

It’s clear that some unqualified applicants got
into UT. Powers told investigators that these stu-
dents were admitted by expanding the class size,
so no qualified applicants were turned away. But
iftheclasscouldbeexpanded for the unqualified,
then there was that much more room for people
whodeserved to make the cut on their merits.

Powers said he always acted “in the best inter-
ests of the university.” 

Given examples in the report where the pow-
erful all too clearly threatened UT’s funding if
their demands weren’t met — it’s not hard to see
Powers’ point.

It’s also easy to see that he thought it needed to
bekept secret. The report alleges an effort to min-
imize a paper trail, including the destruction of
index cards used during meetings between Pow-
ers and admissions staff. That isn’t the way busi-
nessshould be done.

A word also needs to be said about UT Regent
Wallace Hall, who stirred this hornets’ nest by re-
viewing reams of information about admissions.
He was targeted by powerful politicians, threat-
ened with impeachment and censured by a
House panel. He remains under investigation in
connection with doing his duty as a regent. He
hasspent untold dollars in his own defense.

Hall’s work on this issue seems vindicated by
theKrollreport. 

It’s time for regents to pick it up and begin to
craft policies that will protect UT from undue in-
fluence in the future.

Influencing Admissions
UT, Powers must address investigative findings

From the Kroll investigation
of admissions practices and
allegations of undue
influence:

■ “There are instances in
which applicants do not
succeed in the standard
admissions process and the
President’s Office will
request, in some cases
direct, that certain files be
reviewed again.” 

■ “Efforts were made to minimize paper trails and
written lists during this end-of-cycle process. One
administrative assistant usually brought to these
meetings a stack of index cards that were
subsequently destroyed.”

What investigators found

BILL POWERS
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