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The President’s speech in San Diego and the subsequent media commentary caused me to believe both sides are right and both sides are hypocrites.





Political actions must be viewed in the context of all other political actions.  If they are viewed one by one and the arguments are judged only by their validity to a particular political proposal, they usually make sense.  This is the case for both the pro and the con arguments about affirmative action.





The side supporting Affirmative Action defends the need for minorities (mostly economically disadvantaged) to receive special consideration in admission to higher education facilities, in hiring and promotion decisions, and in access to public contract awards.  The rationale is that these disadvantaged persons can’t compete on merit because they lack either quality education, job opportunities or financial resources.  Not to give these minorities a special advantage is unfair. 





The side opposing Affirmative Action argues that providing special considerations to minorities simply guarantees that they will never have to improve their skills or performance to be assured of access to education, jobs or financial resources.  Affirmative Action actually keeps these minorities in a disadvantaged position.  And to give these minorities a special advantage is unfair both to them and to those more qualified. 





Both of these arguments raise valid points.  And the sides making the arguments are both hypocrites.





The side arguing for Affirmative Action is trying to level the playing field after the fact by providing for special access to education, jobs and business opportunities.  This seems to be in lieu of addressing the root problem minorities have that lead to less educational opportunities (including quality), less job  opportunities, and less access to financial opportunities.





The side arguing against Affirmative Action points to the unfairness to those who have excelled in school, on the job and whose economic status has given them access to financial resources.  A good argument.  However, this group avoids talking about the reasons most minorities are disadvantaged.  In this way they are not responsible for suggesting a solution to rectify the conditions that result in the minorities being economically disadvantaged.





There is prejudice, bias, envy, jealously, fear, dislike, or whatever you want to call it, in our society.  And it needs to be acknowledged.  Whether it’s against the Californian who cashed in his California real estate and moved to Oregon, Idaho or Colorado or against the young minority males who cause a certain amount of fear in the majority population.





Those who argue either for or against Affirmative Action should commit to the next step and change the conditions that brought about the original and, I believe, still continuing need for Affirmative Action.  Yes, there have been abuses of Affirmative Action.  There have also been abuses of the tax code.  But, strangely enough, that doesn’t seem to arouse as much interest or moral indignity demanding a tightening of tax loopholes.  Lipservice, but little action.





Let’s think ahead about what this may mean in the future when the current white majority becomes only a large minority.  A large minority that itself is politically split. The Asians will probably join the conservative Whites in the politics of property ownership.  The Blacks and Latinos will probably join with the liberal Whites in a politic of labor.





Considering the birth rates of the above groupings, the Black, Latino, liberal Whites will eventually become the voting majority.  And then it will be pay back time.  





We talk of the pendulum swinging too far to the left, too far to the right but don’t discus why it never stops in the center.  It’s because when the “Outs” become the “Ins” they have too much catching up to do to be reasonable.  Just look at the Republican Congress for a good example of how even educated “Outs” behave when they become the “Ins”.





It would be best if all sides would consider fairness now rather than wait to le
