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The following is the opinion and analy-
sis of the writer:

Two years ago, the COVID pandemic 
upended life as we knew it, disruptTT -
ing our usual patterns and causing

unimaginable levels of hardship and grief. 
Yet this health emergency has led to an un-
expected silver lining. We now have a new 
lens that we can choose to use and address 
community gaps and needs that were ex-
posed in full light during the pandemic.

As damaging as the pandemic has been 
for the most disadvantaged among us, the
great COVID interruption has highlighted 
the value and urgency of community
coalition-building in response to social 
disruption and inequalities that continue 
to widen.

Coalitions, as alliances of individu-
als and organizations, focus on facing a 
shared challenge or issue to reach a com-
mon goal. They often take on problems
more complex and systemic than any one

coalition partner is likely to address indi-
vidually. They are dynamic, flexible, and
inclusionary, reflecting the diversity of 
expertise and lived experiences.

As we awaited the availability of ef-
fective vaccines, we struggled as a com-
munity to cope with measures taken to
isolate us from the virus. We could be 
excused for worrying how we would ever
mobilize an effective vaccination cam-
paign quickly enough.

Would the vaccines arrive in time to 
head off the public health onslaught? 
Would the disadvantaged in our commu-
nities end up facing even greater hard-
ships with limited support? Could we stop 
the arguing and start the immunizing?

But once vaccination shipments began 
across Arizona, an amazing transformation
unfolded. The unheralded Medical Re-
serve Corps of Southern Arizona (MRCSA) 
quickly mobilized in support of hospitals, 
and clinics, bringing its coalition of com-
munity assets to bear on the crisis.

The MRCSA is part of a national net-
work of volunteer units in hundreds of 
communities. Here in Pima County, the 
MRCSA stepped up to help with testing, 
medical surge, community screening, be-
havioral health, vaccine site mobilization 

and staffing, and volunteer managemen.
The MRCSA has represented a powerful 

community coalition during this ongoing 
emergency. It has drawn from a range of 
community partners contributing every-
thing from space for vaccination sites,
to the recruitment of volunteers, to sup-
port from the private sector of meals and 
drinking water.

By late March, about 80% of eligible 
Pima County residents have received at 
least one dose of the COVID vaccine. The 
job is not over, but we know that this coa-
lition worked!

This time of extended reflection has 
shown how powerful coordinated com-
munity action can and must be to seize
the best outcomes in uncertain times. 
The public health dimensions of climate
disruption seem well-matched for a 
similar effort using the MRCSA coalition 
template. We’ve already been alerted that 
our climate is changing faster than we
can respond to all of the changes. Now we 
must plan to prevent the worst outcomes 
for all people.

This new coalition will require every-
thing the MRCSA provided to address 
COVID, plus much more. When the worst 
days of climate disruption hit us in the 

form of extended extreme heat episodes,
debilitating drought and deep human
suffering, solutions will require more than
drive-thru vaccine sites and cautious
behaviors. Services such as widespread 
cooling centers and medical relief centers
will all be needed. Climate change, like a
pandemic, makes every other social prob-
lem that much more difficult.

In reflecting on the pandemic, author
Naomi Klein saw that “we are in yet an-
other terrifying but highly malleable mo-
ment. War is reshaping our world, but so 
too is the climate emergency. The question 
is: ‘Will we harness wartime levels of ur-
gency and action to catalyze climate action, 
making us all safer for decades to come?’”

Here’s where a coalition can offer flexi-
ble services to our million-plus residents 
whose lives will be on the line with cli-
mate crisis. It is not too soon to build the 
strongest coalition we can locally, one in-
formed by climate science, human health
vulnerabilities, and the lessons learned 
during our COVID mobilization.

Michael Peel is a doctoral candidate and
Tucson native who works on coalition
building, climate action, and climate justice
issues.

The following is the opinion and analy-
sis of the writer:

If the Senate’s current exercise of 
Supreme Court advice and consent 
needed a title, it might be “The puz-

zlement of Judge Jackson.”
When Judge Ketanji Brown Jackson 

has fielded a question about the influ-
ence of critical race theory on children or 
has been asked, for the record, to define 
a woman, she has often reacted with a
puzzled pause before offering a measured
response. What must she be thinking? 
Should she advocate for sleeping infants 
rather than woke ones (a populist cause if 
ever there was one)? How current are Re-
publican senators on their sex ed? Should 
she start with the birds and the bees?

Jackson’s performance during her
confirmation hearing this week has been
impressive for its restraint and general 
grace. But the deliberations of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee may be remem-
bered for her understandable confusion
about topics that make complete sense
only among movement conservatives. On 
the evidence of Brown’s most tenacious 
questioners, this is now what it takes to 
win prominence in the modern GOP: a 
quiver full of culture-war attacks and a
stout willingness to look foolish in public.

It is sad and sobering to have seen the 
decline of the Supreme Court nomination 
process firsthand. I worked in the Senate
in the 1980s and 1990s. When I wrote the
floor statement of my conservative Re-
publican boss Sen. Dan Coats supporting 
Ruth Bader Ginsburg’s nomination, we 
were applying an older tradition of confir-
mation that looked mainly at disqualifica-
tions. Did the nominee lack integrity, im-
partiality or a judicial temperament? Had
he or she violated any ethical or profes-
sional standards? The power of appoint-
ing Supreme Court justices was generally 
thought to reside in the executive branch.
The president was given wide latitude. 
The Senate acted as a filter of unfitness.

In the post-Robert Bork era — after a 
lot of mutual recrimination and a period 
of adjustment and (sometimes) inconsis-
tency — this undoubtedly changed. The
focus of conservatives turned to judicial
philosophy, particularly the constraints
of originalism and textualism. This was
the ascent of ideology, in which Republi-
cans grew very comfortable criticizing ju-
dicial overreach. Everyone knew the real
game was Roe v. Wade. But the standard
of public judgment was provided by the 
Federalist Society. (Rather slyly, Jackson
defused this debate during her hearing. “I 
am focusing on original public meaning 
because I’m constrained to interpret the 
text,” she said. This “adherence to the 
text is a constraint on my authority.”)

What we have seen among Republican 
senators this time around — with a few 
notable exceptions — is a departure from 
what preceded it. And it says far more
about the state of the GOP than it does 
about the views of the nominee.

Jackson’s main Republican questioners 
are not focused on qualifications, temper-
ament or even judicial theory. Their clear 
objective has been to trip up the nominee 
by asking about the latest Republican cul-
ture-war debates. It is surprising to me how 
little Republicans have emphasized judicial
theory. For now, the culture war is all.

This is not just change; it is decay. Re-
publicans have gone from arguing about
the intent of the Founders to reproduc-
ing the night’s lineup of questions from
Tucker Carlson.

The following is the opinion and analy-
sis of the writer:

At Pima County Interfaith, we be-
lieve that a budget reflects an orga-
nization’s values. We also believe in 

honoring the will of the people and the 
Arizona Constitution. That is why we are 
appealing to Arizona citizens today.

Our governor and state legislative 
leaders are trying to thwart the will of 
Arizonans by calling a special session to
repeal and replace SB 1828, the flat tax 
law that would require everyone to pay
state income tax at a rate of 2.5%.

What is the problem with this? First 
of all, the state’s richest citizens would 
benefit greatly from the flat tax, while
the less fortunate receive paltry ben-
efits. For example, a taxpayer making
$50,000/year would save about $39
annually in taxes, while a taxpayer mak-
ing $5 million would save more than 
$46,000. Ask yourself who really bene-
fits from this scheme?

In addition, this flat tax would elim-
inate $2 billion from revenues to the 

state. While the state is currently ben-
efiting from federal pandemic stimulus 
and a strong economy, we know that 
the economy always slows. The federal
money will end. The structural deficit 
created would harm all state services, 
including public education, public
safety, housing, health care and pris-
ons.

The people of Arizona saw through 
this tax cut as a benefit to the rich and a 
threat to children and themselves. In just 
90 days last summer, we joined forces 
with people statewide to gather 215,000
signatures, almost 100,000 more than
needed, to get a referendum on Novem-
ber’s ballot.

The purpose of the referendum is to 
give voters the chance to approve or dis-
approve SB 1828. You probably signed 
the petition. You may have gathered sig-
natures. We deserve to vote on it.

The Arizona Constitution guaran-
tees the right of the people to refer laws 
passed by the Legislature to a vote by the 
people. If the Legislature repeals the flat 
tax law, our referendum will refer to a
law that has ceased to exist. Voters can-
not approve or disapprove a law that has
been repealed. Critical to the point here,
the governor wants a similar flat tax 
passed this year in a special session. For 
the people to vote on his new flat tax, we 

would once again have 90 days to gather 
enough signatures to refer the new bill to 
the ballot.

What don’t the governor and legisla-
tive leaders understand about last year’s 
referendum? What don’t they under-
stand about people’s rights under the 
Arizona Constitution? We believe they 
don’t like what the people are saying to 
them.

We made the governor mad, and now 
he wants to craft an end run and deny 
our rights!

This insult to Arizonans cannot be al-
lowed to stand. The people have spoken, 
and they want their say on this immoral 
tax cut. What can you do? We are not
helpless; we can act!

1. Call your state legislators to advo-
cate the people’s right to a referendum
on the flat tax. Ask them not to support
repeal and replace.

2. Ask 10 friends to do the same. Share 
this information widely.

Let’s flood our representatives with
phone calls before the governor calls the 
special session. Let them know we are 
tired of the disrespect, and we demand
to be heard.

Nancy Smith is a leader in Pima County
Interfaith, a faith-based, nonpartisan
nonprofit that does community organizing.
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With the legislative session in full
swing, we at the Opinion pages are glad
to see so many guest opinions and letters
to the editor discussing bills. It’s heart-
ening to see so many local people paying
attention to what their state government 

is doing.
We welcome your thoughts about bills

you oppose or support. Are there import-
ant statewide issues you think legislators 
are ignoring? Are there issues specific to
Tucson and Southern Arizona that deserve 

more attention?
Please submit a letter to the editor or 

guest opinion at tucson.com/opinion. If 
you have questions, send an email to Opin-
ion Editor Curt Prendergast at cprender-
gast@tucson.com

What do you think about bills AZ lawmakers are considering?
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