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A useful community dialogue has
developed recently about the
health-care needs of Dallas

County and what must be done for Park-
land Memorial Hospital to master the
extraordinary demands being made of it
now — demands that will only grow
larger and more urgent with time.

But, unfortunately, within that dis-
cussion, two tired and discredited myths
about the Parkland-UT Southwestern
relationship keep resurfacing.

As the two longest-serving adminis-
trators in our respective organizations,
we want to set the record straight —

including some published reports —
regarding those persistent misconcep-
tions, sometimes held by otherwise
knowledgeable individuals.

■ Parkland does not believe, and has
never suggested, that UT Southwestern’s
training programs distract from patient
care. Instead, the training programs
enhance the quality of care for all pa-
tients at Parkland by ensuring the pres-
ence of more and better medical doctors
and experienced specialists — day and
night — than the hospital could other-
wise provide.

■ Regarding assertions that paying
patients are diverted from Parkland to
UT Southwestern’s University Hospitals,
it should be noted that contractual ar-
rangements exist that actually result in

the transfer of patients, paying and
nonpaying, to one or the other of the
hospitals — principally because of Park-
land’s constrained capacity in psychiatry
and physical medicine and rehabilita-
tion, or because of a decision made sever-
al years ago to consolidate cardiovascular
surgery at one of the three hospitals. This
was a decision based on our desire to
assure the highest quality by increasing
volume of certain surgeries in one place,
not three. 

Finally, a number of UT Southwest-
ern faculty have private-referral patients
at one of Parkland’s Centers of Excel-
lence. In fact, a larger number of truly
private patients are now cared for at
Parkland than prior to the building of
Zale Lipshy University Hospital. This
could expand in the future if Parkland’s
capacity is adequately addressed. Such

issues are important subjects for dis-
cussion by the Blue Ribbon Task Force.

In reality, both of these situations are
part of the reason UT Southwestern and
Parkland complement and enhance each
other. Maintenance of our cooperative
relationship, with its inherent mutual
benefits, is vital to the health and well-
being of our community. 

The creation of a new master affilia-
tion agreement acknowledges our in-
terdependence but also recognizes the
evolution of each institution’s mission
and will result in a template and applica-
tion for excellence in patient care, med-
ical education and proper stewardship,
and a commitment to service and the
creation of new knowledge. 

As public institutions, we owe our
best efforts to the communities we serve.

No one should doubt that we cherish this
relationship and have enormous mutual
respect. 

This is the real foundation for the
future — not contracts or affiliation
agreements.

Dr. Ron Anderson is president and chief
executive officer of the Parkland Health
and Hospital System. His e-mail address
is rander@parknet.pmh.org. Dr. Kern
Wildenthal is president of the University
of Texas Southwestern Medical Center at
Dallas. His e-mail address is president@
utsouthwestern.edu.

Parkland and UT Southwestern: partners in health
Institutions are evolving
together, say RON ANDERSON
and KERN WILDENTHAL 

T he contrast could not have been greater:
On center stage, second-term President

George W. Bush, basking Tuesday night in
the bright lights in the cavernous chamber of the
House and the cheers of Republicans as he delivered
his annual speech on the State of the Union.

And an hour later, some 100 miles down In-
terstate 95 in Richmond, freshman Virginia Gov.
Tim Kaine, speaking without audience or pageantry
as he stood before a fire in the state’s cozy Executive
Mansion to present the Democratic Party’s alterna-
tive take on the nation’s state.

Unsurprisingly, their messages were sharply
different, as each sought to sell the agenda that

would bolster his party’s position in the political
battles to come.

Mr. Bush, assertive and optimistic, presented a
familiar combination of his conservative ideology
and his commitment to win the military-political
battle against terrorism that has come to define his
presidency. Barely acknowledging widespread
national concerns about the country’s direction, he
declared, “The state of our union is strong, and
together we will make it stronger.”

But the heart of his speech was his vow to win the
war on terror and complete the task he began with
his attack on Iraq.

When he reached domestic affairs, his proposals
were less original than recycled and more incre-
mental than comprehensive. Even impressive-
sounding promises to cut energy dependence on the
Middle East fell far short of past promises to make
the nation energy independent and solve Social
Security’s fiscal problems.

Mr. Kaine, low-key and nonideological, ceded
most of the national security agenda to Mr. Bush
and concentrated on the president’s more vul-
nerable domestic record.

He declared pointedly that “results matter” and
derided the “poor choices and bad management” in
the administration’s handling of Hurricane Katrina,
its fiscal policies and its planning for both the war
and postwar Iraq.

“There’s a better way,” he said, presenting a
national version of the centrist approach that has
enabled two Democrats to succeed in the “red” state
of Virginia. 

Democrats, he said, would restore the balanced
fiscal policies that marked the Clinton years. He and
predecessor Mark Warner succeeded politically, he
said, “by focusing on service, competent manage-
ment and results.”

He thus provided a substantive road map for
Democrats frustrated in their efforts to counter a
president whose policy prescriptions they consider
dangerously wrong. “The better way is to focus on
service,” he said. “It’s about measuring what we do in
terms of real results for real people. It’s not about
partisanship or political spin.”

That’s good advice for a party whose leading
congressional voices have too often been seen as a
gaggle of partisan nay-sayers.

But Mr. Kaine was not alone in seeking to satisfy
the public’s demand for less partisanship.

“To confront the great issues before us, we must
act in a spirit of good will and respect for one anoth-
er — and I will do my part,” Mr. Bush said. But
reactions to his comments — Republican cheers,
Democratic skepticism — illustrated the divide.

For most of the evening, in fact, Democrats sat on
their hands, though they gave a loud, almost mock-
ing cheer when the president noted how Congress
had blocked his Social Security plan last year.

Besides, it may be late in the day for Mr. Bush to
become the “uniter, not a divider” he pledged to be at
the outset.

Not only have cooperative Democrats learned
that support for his proposals has not earned them
political protection at campaign time, but recent
comments by chief strategist Karl Rove suggest that
Republicans are planning again to draw a sharp line
between the two parties on the war against terror.

Mr. Kaine’s speech, in effect, conceded that,
despite public doubts about Iraq and its impact on
fiscal issues and domestic problems, Democrats will
still find it hard to challenge the president’s party on
national security issues.

The question is whether public concern about
the domestic issues that both discussed Tuesday —
health care, energy and education — will prompt
enough voters to put them at the top of their agen-

das in November.

Carl P. Leubsdorf is Washington
Bureau chief of The Dallas Morn-
ing News. His e-mail address is
cleubsdorf@dallasnews.com. 

Rating the
State of the Union

A rising Democrat could challenge the president 
on the domestic front, says CARL P. LEUBSDORF

P resident Bush may be a lame duck, but he
certainly didn’t sound like one in his State
of the Union speech Tuesday. 

The president was resolute, unapologetic, at
moments even defiant when addressing the war on
terror, Iraq and the Democrats’ neo-isolationism.
He did a good job painting his critics as clueless
pessimists. 

One of the best lines in the speech — “hindsight
alone is not wisdom, and second-guessing is not a
strategy” — summed up perfectly why the Demo-
crats have failed to convince most Americans they
would keep the country safe in this dangerous,
post-9/11 world.

He spoke passionately about the need to win in
Iraq and to promote freedom and democracy as a
bulwark to terrorism around the world. And he
made up for his early fumbling in response to the
Palestinian elections. 

Last week, he seemed not to know how to
square his desire to spread democracy in the Mid-
dle East with the victory of Hamas in the Palestin-
ian elections. After the Hamas victory, the presi-
dent had tried to put the best face on the results:
“There was a peaceful process as people went to
the polls, and that’s positive,” he said. “But what’s
also positive is that it’s a wake-up call to the leader-
ship. Obviously people were not happy with the
status quo.”

Actually, there was nothing positive about the
elections, when the Palestinians once again proved
Abba Eban’s famous dictum that they never miss
an opportunity to miss an opportunity. 

But the president finally got it right in the State
of the Union: “Elections are vital, but they are only
the beginning. Raising up a democracy requires
the rule of law, and protections of minorities, and
strong, accountable institutions that last longer
than a single vote.” 

The Palestinians have yet to demonstrate they
are capable of real democratic government. They
are far behind the Iraqis, who in barely a year have
written a constitution (albeit not a perfect one)
and are learning about power-sharing and minor-
ity rights.

The president also made a spirited defense of
his decision to direct the National Security Agency
to intercept communications between foreign
terrorists and their contacts and agents in the
United States. Despite the best efforts of the media
and the Democrats in Congress to convince Amer-
icans that the president has ordered spying on
ordinary citizens, the public isn’t buying it. 

But public opinion is fickle, and the president
needs to keep defending his decision to order NSA
surveillance on terrorists’ communications. He
was right to remind his listeners that he is not the
first president to order warrantless searches in
order to protect Americans from foreign threats,
even if it did cause Sen. Hillary Rodham Clinton to
roll her eyes for the cameras. (Indeed, Ms. Clin-
ton’s reaction shots showed her steely and con-
temptuous, hardly a winning persona for a presi-
dential aspirant.)

But as effective as the president was when
speaking about the war on terror, as soon as he
turned to domestic issues, the speech quickly
degenerated. More government-funded research
into producing ethanol “not just from corn but
from wood chips and stalks of switch grass” will
surely go down as one of the lamest ideas ever to
come out of a Republican State of the Union ad-
dress.

Before the speech, the White House spin ma-
chine raised expectations that the president would
offer something more specific in the area of health
care reform, but he barely mentioned expanding
health savings accounts and offered nothing more
than a new commission to address needed changes
in Medicare and Medicaid funding. 

And tax cuts earned only four short sentences
out of a 50-minute address. Thank goodness the
president has had the opportunity to appoint at
least two Supreme Court justices. Along with his
generally excellent appointments to the lower
courts, Mr. Bush’s only lasting domestic legacy
may well rest with the appointments of Justice

Samuel Alito and Chief Justice John Roberts.
All in all, however, the country is better off with

a strong leader on defense and foreign policy in
these perilous times than a visionary on domestic
issues. 

And Mr. Bush showed once again in his State
of the Union address that he’s the former, even if
he can’t quite live up to expectations on the latter.

Columnist and author Linda
Chavez is the president of the
Center for Equal Opportunity in
Virginia. Her e-mail address is
lchavez@ceousa.org.

Bush was at his best on national security, says
LINDA CHAVEZ, and that’s what this country needs

THE WORDS THAT WERE USED

Compassion(ate)

Energy

Health care

Medicare

Oil

Research

Retirement(s)

Social Security

Balanced budget

Deficit(s)

Economy

Jobs

Surplus(es)

Tax(es)

Afghanistan

Al Qaeda

Osama bin Laden

Democracy(ies)

Freedom

Saddam (Hussein)

Iraq/Iraqi(s)

Sept. 11

Terror/terrorist(s)

Weapons of
mass destruction

3

12

9

12

2

5

15

1

1

3

2

7

27

8

1

1

1

4

3

3

12

18

1

11

4

10

3

2

9

20

2

27

1

26

1

5

8

2

2

3

7

3

3

2

16

6

9

2

3

2

7

17

16

2

17

1

3

3

1

1

1

1

3

2

1

4

11

7

13

1

14

2

5

33

4

4

8

6

5

2

1

2

1

1

10

2

11

3

8

1

5

19

22

3

19

4

4

2

9

8

1

2

1

14

6

19

5

3

4

8

5

24

3

19

3

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005
FEB. 27* JAN. 29 JAN. 28 JAN. 20 FEB. 2

2006
JAN. 31

TERRORISM AND FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

DOMESTIC AFFAIRS

* As a newly elected president, Bush did not deliver a formal State of the Union address in 2001.

His Feb. 27 speech to a joint session of Congress was analogous to the State of the Union, but without the title. 

Number of times
President Bush
used the
following words
or phrases in
State of the Union
addresses.

TAXES AND THE ECONOMY 

The New York Times

Chat with Carl Leubsdorf about the speech at 11 a.m. today.

E-mail advance questions to chat@dallasnews.com. 


