Lauro CAVAZOQS, secretary of ed-
ucation, is living down to our expecta-
tions. As we noted in our January issue,
the warning signs were abundant as
early as his confirmation hearings,
where he pledged to repudiate the
works of his predecessor, William Ben-
nett, and basked in the encomiums of
Senator Kennedy. If there were any
doubts then that Cavazos would prove
a pliant tool of the education establish-
ment, his recent firing of Patricia
Hines as head of the Office of Educa-
tional Research and Improvement
(OERI) has dispelled them.

Mrs. Hines, a recess appointment of
President Reagan, enjoyed strong sup-
port from congressional Republicans,
and both she and her supporters in the
Senate had been assured by the Bush
White House that she would be kept
on in her job. There was, however, a
problem: she is a solid conservative, an
advocate of demonstrably sound teach-
ing methods such as phonics and of
measures to increase parental choice in
education such as magnet schools and
vouchers. Her presence as head of
OFERI, which dispenses millions of
dollars in research grants, was therefore
intolerable to “education research”
groups accustomed to feeding at the
federal trough. Mrs. Hines soon found
herself the target of the educational
establishment, and moreover of Ameri-
can liberalism in general. People for
the American Way launched a cam-
paign against her, and Senator Kenne-
dy, off on a trip with Cavazos, person-
ally urged that she be fired.

Cavazos, for his part, may not have
needed much convincing. When
Hines had a speech written for Ca-
vazos endorsing parental choice, he
refused to deliver it. In its place, he
delivered one in which he accepted a
poll showing 71 percent of the public
agreeing that parents “should have the
right to choose the local schools their
children attend,” but purporting to be
“worried about that other 29 percent,”
who presumably do not wish to be
given a choice. (If you can follow that
logic, you too can be secretary of
education.) He then fell to whining
that parental choice should not be
pushed because “we desperately need
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peace” in the “educational communi-
ty.” It isn’t hard to see that the group
Cavazos worries about isn’t some im-
aginary 29 percent of the populace,
but the members of the National Edu-
cation Association.

The ascendancy of the education
professionals is evident in the remark-
ably open campaign they conducted
against Mrs. Hines. They scarcely
bothered concealing their motivations
with the usual accusations (“ethical
violations,” etc.) that normally cover
this sort of Washington power grab.
The American Educational Research
Association, in a memo enjoining its
membership to write letters against
her, found it sufficient to charge her
with such crimes as association with
Gary Bauer and the “justifiably much-
maligned” National Council on Edu-
cational Research. (The latter tried to
protect taxpayers from unwittingly sub-
sidizing feminist and homosexual tracts
disguised as “research” — how to elim-
inate “sex roles” and “gender identity”
from public education, that sort of
thing.} Other education lobbyists have
openly called on the Bush administra-
tion to “sweep out” all the remaining
conservatives in the Education Depart-
ment.

The educationists may be embol-
dened not only by rising power but by
a feeling of righteousness. Liberals re-
gard the Education Department as
rightfully theirs (they did create it),
unjustly usurped from them by unbe-
lievers, but now ready for reclamation.
It is a far cry from a few years ago,
when liberal Secretary of Education
Terrel Bell felt compelled (as he admits
in his book The Thirteenth Man) to at
least pretend he favored President
Reagan’s agenda. But even Reagan’s
best appointees managed only to dis-
comfit the education establishment,
never to dislodge it. Now we have the
“education president,” and with Ca-
vazos as his right hand it is increasingly
clear what that means: what the estab-
lishment wants, it will get. (MK)

CHILDREN’S SUFFRAGE?
Minnesota State Rep. Phyllis Kahn
(from Minneapolis) has introduced a

bill in the State Assembly to give
12-year-olds the vote. She is perfectly

_serious. The Harvard M.S. and Yale

Ph.D. compared all arguments against
her initiative to those once used against
women and blacks. “It’s kind of an
adult supremacist attitude,” she said.

Kahn selected the age of 12 arbitrar-
ily. “I'd been told that the general
instructions in government pamphlets
and stories in newspapers are written to
be understandable at the sixth grade
level. That's how I came up with it.”
As one of the local newspapers re-
marked, it was important, too, to pick
an age when kids are old enough and
tall enough to pull the lever by them-
selves.

When asked if children would be
able to understand complicated legisla-
tive issues on taxes and school aids,
Kahn replied, “I don’t think kids un-
derstand them any less than most
adults. Why, there aren’t more than a
handful of legislators who understand
the school aids issue and they’re voting
on it. Besides, people don’t vote on
issues anyway. They end up voting on
gut issues. The general electorate usu-
ally votes on people. And I don’t think
kids” judgment of people is necessarily
inferior to that of adults. In some ways
it may be superior, because it hasn’t
been tainted by as much contact with
the real world.

“We've had a lot of discussion about
how the needs of children haven’t been
addressed in the political process. I
think in the long run, children will fare
much better in the political process if
they have the chance to stand up for
their rights.”

Kahn means to work great mischief
by a proposal whose main objective is
to politicize children against their par-
ents. But since kids would generally
vote with mom and dad, the real (and
ironic) effect would be to give addition-
al votes to parents according to the
number of children in the family —the
greatest bad idea to come out of Min-
nesota since Gene McCarthy.



ELSEWHERE IN MINNESOTA,
a 21-year-old retarded man is about to
be treated for his compulsive self-
injurious behavior to the tune of
$292,000 —or more —annually. Mi-
chael Untinen has a tendency to strike
himself, to try to gouge out his own
eyes, and to induce himself to vomit,
and is presently being treated with
“faradic shock,” from a hand-held
electrode. The proposed new $800-a-
day methods would exchange for the
shock more sophisticated and expen-
sive medical and behavioral treatments.

I have some sympathy for the state
senator who labeled faradic shock de-
vices “cattle prods,” and it is sad to see
a case in which a man is so mentally
retarded he is piece-by-piece destroy-
ing himself. But with estimates of the
yearly cost of Untinen’s treatment in
the hundreds of thousands of dollars,
we must pause. A little over three years
of treatment and the state is talking
about spending a million dollars.

It is not pleasant to put a price tag
on human life. Nor would I argue for a
return to medieval methods, chaining
Untinen up and leaving him to rot. But
this is a case of showering perhaps
millions of dollars on a man, and for
what result? At best, he will only be
rendered harmless to himself. We are
not an infinitely rich country. We
could ‘not save everyone, even if we
were. And as it is we cannot afford to
tax and spend continually in the effort
to try to save a stunted mind from the
consequences of its own unhappy fate.

It is the unpleasant duty of a society
to set priorities. Surely the somewhat
sick must be placed before the hope-
less. It seems unwise, with the number
of relatively healthy young people who
need care, and the number of older
citizens who have contributed much to
our society but who are now elderly
and ill, to make so many of them take a
backseat to the unfortunate Mr.
Untinen. (KD)

How DO THE FRENCH see
their revolution today, two hundred
years later? Confusedly, suggests a re-
cent poll discussed by R.-W. Johnson in
the London Review of Books. Asked
what they considered the most impor-
tant events of the revolution were, a
third answered “don’t know,” an an-
swer almost as popular as the fall of the

Bastille (37 percent), and well ahead of
such events as the Declaration of the
Rights of Man (16 percent), the execu-
tion of the king and queen (13 per-
cent), and the end of aristocratic privi-
leges (10 percent). The revolution is
strongly associated with liberty —“no
doubt strengthened in the popular
mind,” says Johnson, “by the fact that
14 July marks the beginning of the
summer holiday season” —but it gets
hazy after that. Only 30 percent knew
the first article of the Declaration of
the Rights of Man. Asked to name the
three words most associated with the
revolution, only 55 percent managed
to get “liberty” and 48 percent “equal-
ity.” “Fraternity” brought up the rear
at 43 percent, perhaps because to mod-
ern ears, so old-fashioned a word seems
inconsistent with a progressive revolu-
tion. (Some respondents attributed fe-
male suffrage to the revolution. In
France that did not come about until
1945))

To be fair, Americans are scarcely
stronger on history, our own or the
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world’s: one thinks of the all-too-typi-
cal college student who asked his pro-
fessor whether Julius Caesar resented
his portrayal by Shakespeare. And the
French seem to have retained an im-
portant lesson: asked who deserved the
guillotine, the greatest number (albeit
only 21 percent) named not King
Louis XVI, but Robespierre. The im-
plication, suggests Johnson, is that “the
revolutionary Terror has made a far
deeper impression on the popular im-
agination than the more humdrum,
everyday cruelties of the Ancien Re-
gime. The main reason for this is that
nobody can imagine the monarchy
ever coming back . . . but Robespierre

seems a frighteningly contemporary
figure.” (MK)

I'T’S BEEN A YEAR and a half since
Tom Wolfe published The Bonfire of
the Vanities—doing for New York
City what Tom Eliot did for June bugs:
immortalizing them wriggling on a
pin. I'm curious why a similar novel
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hasn’t been written about Washington.

By “similar,” 1 mean a book that
attempts to capture the dynamics of
Washington life. There are dozens of
“Washington novels” published each
year, but most of these only deal with
the political world. This is a single-
mindedness particular to our era; au-
thors in comparable periods of history
did not restrict themselves to politics.
In other periods everything but politics
was fair game. Suetonius, full of court
gossip, was a popular author in first-
century Rome, but few Romans at-
tempted to imitate him. In Edwardian
England the politician was as absent
from English novels as the business-
man is in conternporary American fic-
tion.

Why are “Washington novels” the
dominant form of fiction about this
city? The answer to this question re-
quires another question, one first posed
by Gavin Stamp in The Spectator.
Take any large metropolitan area.
Where in that area can you find resi-
dents whose families have lived in their
homes for three generations?

In most large American cities, in-
cluding New York, that question can
be easily answered. In Baltimore, for
example, the deepest-rooted families
are in the working-class neighborhood
of Hampden and the upper-crust Ro-
land Park. In Philadelphia, the elites
still live in the “Main Line” suburbs to
the northwest.

M-O:V-I‘N-G*?

LET US KNOW BEFORE YOU GO!

To assure uninterrupted delivery of
Chronicles, please notify us in ad-
vance. Send change of address on
this form with the mailing label from
your latest issue of Chronicles to:
Subscription Department, Chronicles,
P.O. Box 800, Mount Morris, Illinois
61054.

Name

Address
City
State Zip
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Wiashington has a few families who
have been in town for generations, in
the older suburbs of Alexandria and
Kensington as well as in Georgetown
and the “Gold Coast,” a black neigh-
borhood bordering Howard University.
But these families are exceptions rather
than the rule. In general, Washingtoni-
ans are mobile.

This is partly because Washington
has grown dramatically since Franklin
Roosevelt’s taste for centralized gov-
ernment made the city a boomn town
for bureaucrats, partly because Wash-
ington has never had any major indus-
try besides government. The ties that
bind both workers and owners to a
place are absent. Families may produce
generations of bankers or factory work-
ers, but I've never heard of a family
that produced generations of civil ser-
vants.

So it is that the communities that do
form in Washington are based on taste
rather than tradition. Wealthy lobby-
ists, think-tank heads, and veteran jour-
nalists live in Cleveland Park. Young
trendies — “‘Style”” section writers,
staffers for environmental groups, and
public-interest lawyers—live in
Adams-Morgan. Administrative assis-
tants and policy analysts live on Capitol
Hill.

Washington is rigidly segregated,
despite being two-thirds black, and

-even though segregation is the result of

custom rather than law. Not only are
there relatively few blacks in the city’s
elite professions, but few whites visit
the black regions of the city. Commut-
ers can get to their offices without so
much as passing through predominant-
ly black areas. The incident that begins
Bonfire of the Vanities — Sherman
McCoy’s missing a freeway exit and
ending up in a black neighborhood —
would not happen in Washington.
But I think the main reason why
Wiashington has no Bonfire to call its
own is because most Washington nov-
elists, like most novelists, write about
what they know. Given the sharp de-
marcations in the city of race and
wealth, and given the lack of authentic
community life, Washington novelists
write about people largely like them-
selves — rootless consumers (or pro-
ducers) of information. I may be
wrong; the “Washington novel” could
just be another market created by New
York publishers. I don’t believe, howev-

er, that editors on Park Avenue are so
narrow-minded that they insist that
Wiashington novelists never have char-
acters standing in unemployment lines
or dying of crack overdoses.

Will “Washington novels” ever ex-
pand their horizons to include the
world in which most Washingtonians
live and work? I predict that the first
person to write a realistic novel about
DC will be a mystery novelist, who will
use our recent wave of drug-related
killings as a vehicle for exploring the
social dynamics of the city. Washing-
ton may never have its Tom Wolfe,
but the city is ready for its Raymond
Chandler.

— Martin Morse Wooster

EDWARD ABBEY, a novelist, es-
sayist and sometime ranger and fire
lookout with the National Park Service,
died on March 14 at his home near
Oracle, Arizona.

Born 62 years ago in Home, Penn-
sylvania, after World War II he discov-
ered that there is life beyond the East
Coast, and, since 1947, he had been
residing in the Southwest.

Abbey, whose idols included Rabe-
lais, Knut Hamsun, B. Traven, Celine,
and Beethoven, wrote books on travel
and adventure, peppered with philo-
sophical commentary, that took issue
with most of the “givens” cherished
by unreconstructed liberals and
neoconservatives alike (he was once
described by a “liberal” reviewer as
“puerile, arrogant, xenophobic and
dopey” after he confessed, as an aside
in one of his books, to believing “that
mass immigration from the Latin
South —or from any other source —is
not a good thing for the working
people and material well-being of the
United States”).

His books included The Brave Cow--
boy (1956), later made into a film by
Dalton Trumbo, Lonely Are the Brave,
starring Kirk Douglas, Desert Solitaire
(1968), The Monkey Wrench Gang
(1975), The Journey Home (1977),
Abbey’s Road (1979), Good News
(1980), One Life at a Time, Please
(1987), and The Fool’s Progress
(1988). He had completed the long-
awaited sequel to The Monkey Wrench
Gang shortly before his death. It is due
to be published next winter.

— Wayne Lutton



Many eminent thinkers are now listening to :
books as a means of significantly increasing

their reading time.

Columnist George Will has stated,
go through a book a week using time
otherwise wasted in taxis, shaving or

walking.” (NY Times)
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COMPLETE AND UNABRIDGED BOOKS . .

. ON CASSETTE TAPES

1007 GOD AND MAN AT YALE-Wm. F Buckley, Jr.
5 1%-hour cassettes Purchase. .. ... $25.95
30-Day Rental .$12.95

Milton & Rose Friedman
Purchase ..... $37.95
30-Day Rental .$16.95

1009 WEALTH AND POVERTY- George Gilder
9 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $37.95
30-Day Rental .$16.95

1005 MEN AND MARRIAGE - George Gilder
6 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $27.95
30-Day Rental .$12.95

1022 SUICIDE OF THE WEST- Jantes Burnham
8 1'2-hour cassettes Purchase .. ... $33.95
30-Day Rental .$15.95

1024 THE AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF
BENJAMIN FRANKLIN
5 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $25.95
30-Day Rental .$12.95

1004-A MODERN TIMES I (read in two parts)
— Paul Johnson Purchase .. ... $49.95
14 1%:-hour cassettes ~ 45-Day Rental .$18.95

1004-B MODERN TIMES I - Paul johnson
14 1%-hour cassettes  Purchase .. ... $49.95
45-Day Rental .$18.95

1023-A A HISTORY OF THE JEWS I- Paul Johnson
12 1%:-hour cassettes  Purchase ... .. $45.95
30-Day Rental .$17.95

1023-B A HISTORY OF THE JEWS 11— Paul Johnson
10 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $39.95
30-Day Rental .$16.95

1021 FREE TO CHOOSE -
9 1%-hour cassettes

1025 SENATORIAL PRIVILEGE - Leo Damore
10 1%-hour cassettes Purchase. . .... $39.95
30-Day Rental .$16.95

1011 THE CONSERVATIVE MIND —Russell Kirk
15 1%-hour cassettes Purchase .. ... $53.95
45-Day Rental .$19.95

1028 THE BLOODY CROSSROADS
—Norman Podhoretz Purchase .. ... $22.95
5 1%-hour cassettes 30-Day Rental .$12.95

1015 E PLURIBUS UNUM - Forrest McDonald
7 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $29.95
30-Day Rental .$14.95

1010 THE REVOLT OF THE MASSES
—José Ortega y Gasset  Purchase ... .. $25.95
5 1%-hour cassettes 30-Day Rental .$12.95

1006 MARXISM —Thomas Sowell
6 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $27.95
30-Day Rental .$13.95

1003 A CONFLICT OF VISIONS —Thomas Sowell
5 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $25.95
30-Day Rental .$12.95

1001 COMPASSION VS. GUILT-Thomas Sowell
5 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $25.95
30-Day Rental .$12.95

1002 CIVIL RIGHTS-Thomas Sowell
3 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $17.95°
30-Day Rental .$ 9.95

1016 THE SECRET OF FATHER BROWN
—G. K. Chesterton Purchase ..... $22.95
4 1%2-hour cassettes 30-Day Rental .$11.95

1014 RED HORIZONS -~ Lt. Gen. Ion Mihai Pacepa
10 1%-hour cassettes Purchase. .. ... $39.95
30-Day Rental .$16.95

1035 THE NAPOLEON OF NOTTING HILL
—G. K. Chesterton Purchase .. ... $22.95
4 1%-hour cassettes 30-Day Rental .$11.95

1033 GEORGE WASHINGTON: A BIOGRAPHY
—John R. Alden Purchase . .... $33.95
8 1%:-hour cassettes 30-Day Rental .$15.95

1030 IN PURSUIT OF REASON:
THE LIFE OF THOMAS JEFFERSON
—Noble' C. Cunningham, Jr.
12 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $45.95
30-Day Rental .$17.95

1034 THE FEDERALIST PAPERS.
—Hamilton, Jay and Madison
14 1%-hour cassettes Purchase ..... $49.95
45-Day Rental .$18.95

NEW RELEASES

1041 CHRONICLES OF WASTED TIME, Vol. 1
—Malcolm Muggeridge  Purchase ... .. $39.95
10 1%-hour cassettes 30-Day Rental .$16.95

1042 CHRONICLES OF WASTED TIME, Vol. 2
— Malcolm Muggeridge ~ Purchase .. ... $37.95
9 1%-hour cassettes 30-Day Rental .$16.95
1050 INTELLECTUALS — Paul Johnson

10 1%-hour cassettes Purchase . .... $39.95
30-Day Rental .$16.95

Let’s face the facts: Listening to recorded books is the greatest educational breakthrough of the decade!
With the average American commuter now spending well over one hour per day in his car, the
redemption of this otherwise “dead” time by listening to the CONSERVATIVE CLASSICS poses a
life-changing and revolutionary opportunity for all.

ORDER TODAY .

YeS please put me in touch
with the best minds.
Method of payment:

O Check or Money Order
Acct. No.

Exp. Date

|
I O Visa 0 MasterCard
I
I

(UPS 2nd Day Air delivery service is avail-
able; add $2.00 per book.)

I_El Send me your catalog.

. WE GUARANTEE YOUR COMPLETE SATISFACTION OR YOUR MONEY BACK.

Mail order to: CLASSICS ON TAPE, P.O. Box 969,
Ashland, OR 97520 or CALL (503) 776-5179 (9—6 M-F)

—

Qty. | Item # | Title of Book Rent Purchase | Total | I
N Shipping & Handling: |
ame
TOTAL: I
Address
City, State, Zip Phone I



PERSPECTIVE

The Legacy of 1789

O ne man, one vote. Tt seems such an obvious, such a
simple principle. What can possibly hinder its imple-
mentation in South Africa, where blacks are barred from the
exercise of citizenship rights, or Israel, where West Bank
Palestinian children take to the streets demanding self-
government and civil rights, or New York City, where the
Board of Estimates (responsible for zoning, awarding con-
tracts, and helping to draw up the city budget) is elected by a
systemn that gives Staten Island’s 377,600 people over six
times the representation given to Brooklyn's 2,309,600? In
declaring the Board of Estimates unconstitutional, the
Supreme Court unanimously upheld a lower court decision
that found the structure of representation “inconsistent with
the Equal Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment.”

It goes without saying that the Supreme Court has
absolutely no constitutional right to involve itself in New
York affairs, any more than it had when it interfered in the
constitutions of states that gave added weight in their
legislatures, by their districting plans, to rural areas. In the
early 1960’s the Supreme Court struck down any districting
plan that was not based on population. As Allan Carlson
comments in his recent book, Family Questions: “Freed
from the rural yoke, state legislatures in the farm states and
South began implementing a new set of values. They tossed
out the Blue Laws, lifted restrictions on alcohol sales,
loosened divorce and sodomy statutes. . . . Gone, for better
or worse, were the last political barriers against modernity
and secularity. . . . Gone too, in any instrumental sense,
was a vision of the farm community as the reservoir of
" familism and virtue.”

Progressive urbanites rejoiced in the downfall of rural
America. Now it is New York’s turn to feel the lash. If Ed
Koch had even half the nerve he claims to have, he would
tell the nine self-appointed tyrants on the Court exactly
what they could do with their decision.
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by Thomas Fleming

There is no chance of a mayor, even the mayor of New
York, standing up to the unelected guardians of public order.
However, some governors have, in recent years, made a stab
at resisting the even greater power of the federal bureaucra-
cy. Several states have enacted legislation banning treatment
and disposal of toxic wastes within their borders, and some
governors have taken emergency measures to prevent entry
of hazardous materials into their states. In March, South
Carolina Governor Carroll Campbell issued an executive
order banning the shipment of toxic wastes from states that
do not allow treatment or disposal on their own soil. The
New York Times described the governor’s action as “a clear
challenge to the Federal Government’s authority to regulate
hazardous waste.”

What the New York and South Carolina cases have in
common is not simply a conflict with the authority of the
national government. They once again raise the question of
unitary democracy and its consequences, and in 1989 this
brings us inevitably to reflections on the events of 1789.

The legacy of the French Revolution might be summed
up in the phrase “democratic revolution.” Under that title,
all nondemocratic regimes— monarchist, oligarchic, mili-
tary, etc. —are implicitly deprived of their legitimacy and
become fair game for revolution. Edmund Burke was
inspired to write his famous Reflections on the Revolution in

‘France partly in response to a sermon delivered by the

English democrat, the Rev. Richard Price.

Burke was outraged by Dr. Price’s repudiation of all the
complicated forms of social and political life that had
evolved in Britain and France. Custom, tradition, and all the
nice adjustments to local character and particular need — all
of these were to be swept away and replaced by Lockean
regimes based upon simple principles: kings and other rulers
owed their position to the choice of the people; the people
had the right to “cashier” their governors on any supposed



