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News Article: AP Explains: US Supreme Court Ruling on DACA Program
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals program; DACA, is a program that was started in 2012 by the then President Barack Obama’s administration. It is a program that admitted children who were of immigrant parents but were born and raised within the United States. DACA allows these children-come-adults to legally work and armors them from deportation. The program, though was limited to those who were between 15 and 30 years old, who were school-going, or graduates and didn’t have a felony criminal record, became a masterpiece tool for activists in the present administration.
The United States Supreme Court has very recently, less than a week ago, upheld this program that conceptually protects immigrants who came to the States as children as captured by Galvan (2020). Instigates to nullifying the program came in during the current administration’s first term in office in 2017. President Trump-led administration attempted to end it then bearing his pivotal manifesto hardline on immigration policies, an anti-immigrant platform as told by Pierce & Selee (2017). However, until last week the same administration argued that the program was illegal and adamantly unlawful. In response, last Thursday’s United States Supreme Court ruled that the administration could end the program only through the legal procedures. This immediately became a win situation for nearly 800,000 people who are enrolled in the program and could breathe a sigh of relief. The Supreme Court’s decision to keep the program alive has a meaning of protection against job loss and deportation. Conversely, experts argue that making an appeal to the ruling may not likely take place following the near November elections. DACA’s influence has grown widely and enjoys cross-party support among the American citizens (Galvan, 2020).
The topic is largely based on descriptive writing. The issues and conclusions discussed in the topic narrate the circumstances that have followed the formation of DACA in 2012. It has gone forth to explain the objectives are served by the programs and the reasons why the current administration wants it gone. It is descriptive as it describes the Supreme Court’s verdict and the reasons that follow the verdict (Hecht, Buhse & Meyer 2016). It is more of an analogical exposition of how events have led to the present ruling.
The clues that can be used to find the issues and conclusions, especially in this article are pointers such as when the need for cancelling the program started, and why the current administration may likely not repeal the Supreme Court’s verdict. In this article, the clues include the political manifesto that surrounded the provisions of the current administration during their first term in office. Their manifesto rested abundantly in anti-immigration policies. It is not a surprise, therefore, to conclude that the administration at given points would attempt to scrap out the program that protects immigrant children. In addition to that, there are issues present in the article that pinpoints to an implied conclusion. American elections are constituted to take place every November four years after the last election. This is an indicator of the implied conclusion. The associate press, the authors of this article have implied that the administration is likely not to repeal the top court’s verdict bearing the remaining time to elections.
In situations such as those that may involve scaling down health insurance coverage during a pandemic may call for implied conclusions. In such situations, it actions to be taken by the federal government in response to firms that are involved in scaling down their coverage can easily be implied. In a show of solidarity with the people, the federal state leadership may take action against the firms that are involved. Conclusions, as described by Hecht, Buhse & Meyer (2016). However, differ from opinions in that various unverified facts may be implied relating to certain actions, whereas their actual turnabouts may become so different from what was implied to take place. Opinions, on the other hand, when offered contextually with experts, for example who run the Center for Disease Control and Prevention, would allude to events that may at a larger percentage take place. The experts in this example may prevent and take stern actions against firms that perpetuate scaling down of health coverage plans.
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