- brickbats

[0 The historic Carter Energy Bill, all
five super-sections of it, was signed into
red tape on November 9, 1978. It was
hailed by President Carter as “60 per-
cent” of what he wanted.

On December 17, 1978, the oPEC lead-
ers, in a high-level summit meeting,
agreed to raise the price of oil by 14.5
percent. This action was de-
nounced by the president’s so-called in-
flation fighter, Alfred Kahn, who de-
clared that he was “shocked” and “very,
very disappointed” at oPecC’s ‘‘unwar-
ranted” decision.

It might seem strange that the adminis-
tration’s colossal energy program, which
was designed to lower the burden of our
extortion payments to the Arab cartel, has
signaled the oil exporters that a healthy
price hike is in order. But not so strange to
those in the know, as revealed in the Janu-
ary Harper’s by Craig Karpel (“Ten Ways
to Break oPEC”): “‘An official from the

Department of Energy suggested to me,.

not altogether facetiously, that the most

effective way of breaking oPec would be

to eliminate the Department of Energy.
‘Aside from oPEc there’s no-real energy
problem,” he said. ‘If oPEC were out of the
picture there’d be no need for an energy
department. We manage to get along

without a steel department, after all. The -

existence of the DOE means that 17,000
hungry, cunning people in this town de-
pend directly on opec for their liveli-
hood.” ”

[J The notorious GSA scandal, which
could send several dozen civil servants to
new government offices in Fort Leaven-
worth, has prompted AFL-cIO vice-presi-
dent Ken Blaylock to dispense emergency
legal advice to some 300,000 unionized
jobholders of the federal government,
Blaylock, who is president of the Ameri-
can Federation of Government Employ-
ees (AFGE), has advised his minions to *‘in-
voke the Fifth Amendment’’ when obnox-
ious federal prosecutors come knocking.
News commentators have noted that this
has long been a legal tactic of the Mafia,
but the thought of the AFL-c10 borrowing
strategies from the Cosa Nostra hardly
seems like ‘““news” anymore.

O Another successful government. pro-
gram has managed to lift millions out of
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poverty and into the tax-paying middle
class. Small Business Administration
chief A. Vernon Weaver has testified that
an amazing 30 minority businesses given
special sBaA loans have proven to be suc-
cessful entrepreneurial enterprises—that
is, successful enough to pay back the
loans. Unfortunately, the other 5,570 re-
cipients of the government subsidies were
not “able” to settle their accounts with
the federal taxpayers.

(O The Sierra Club notwithstanding,
brace yourself for another gallant in-
trusion by the feds, this one to combat the
dangerous menace of what Rep. Harry
Waxman (D-Calif.) calls “‘innocent look-
ing poison—the household plant.” The
eminent Jack Anderson warns that ele-
phant ears and castro bean are among the
most fearsome toxins, and a full-scale
congressional investigation of indoor
greenery is surely expected.

[0 The first three living Western journal-

ists were allowed to tour Cambodia in De-
cember 1978—two of them actually man-
aged to return alive. The unlucky third
was Malcolm Caldwell, “a 47 year-old
British scholar and journalist,”” who was
shot dead while relaxing at a government
“guesthouse.”” Professor Caldwell’s treat-
ment was rude, particularly in the light of
his undying (until now) allegiance to his
humanitarian hosts. According to his
traveling companion, Elizabeth Becker
of the Washington Post, Caldwell was a
“Marxist economist who had written fav-
orably of the Cambodian Communist ad-

ministration, [and] had been treated

throughout our stay as a special friend of
the government.”

O Anoutstanding suggestion with broad
implications for public policy has come
from Czechoslovakian expatriate Eugen
Loebl. All economists, he says, should be
given ‘‘five years of solitary confinement.”
Loebl, now a professor of economics at
Vassar College, has solid background for
his view, havirig done five years of solitary
in Prague at the request of the Kremlin
and having spent a total of 11 years be-
hind bars. Originally a Marxist, Loebl

‘claims to have “reconsidered’’ his theo-

retical prejudices during his term, in
which, coincidentally, he saw 11 of his 13

*“coconspirators’’ executed. Now he theo-
rizes, ‘“The problems of a mature society
cannot be solved by Marx.” As for his col-
leagues being given a similar sentence?
“Half of them might radically rethink
their ideas, and the other half would at
least be out of circulation where they
could do no harm.”

[J The days of ‘““relevance” and ‘‘revolu-
tion” continue to slip into the abyss of his-
tory. At the once notoriously radical Uni-
versity of Wisconsin, the newly liberated
student government has abandoned com-
munity action in favor of the so-called Pail
and Shovel Party. The “self-proclaimed
hedonists” called upon their constituents
to lower their expectations when casting
ballots, as revealed by their catchy cam-
paign slogan: “We care about sex, drugs,
and rock ’n’ roll. We don’t care about
you.”

O Closetaxloopholes for the poor? That

‘might be the motto of the state of Massa-

chusetts, the quintessential progressive
paradise, where a government survey re-
veals that poor people (defined as a family
of four making $7,500 annually) are more
heavily taxed than anywhere else in the
union. Where do they tax the rich? New
York was highest in taxing families with
50 grand annual income.

O The Library of Congress has reported
that the 95th Congress, just terminated,
had more members honored with federal
indictments than ‘‘any other Congress in
our history.” Atleast it’s nice to see politi-
cians with convictions.

O Convictions such as . . . Rep. Char-
les Diggs (D-Mich) was sentenced to jail
on 31 counts of fraud and bribery. The
trip to the pokey was ordered, surprising-
ly, even after the judge heard the states-
man’s undeniable plea that he “be-
longed” in the US House of Representa-
tives. His Honor told Mr. Diggs to pack a
lunch anyway, probably figuring that his
chances for rehabilitation would be much
better away from the source of temptation

-and shielded from undesirable compan-

ions.

O About our dedicated postal carriers, it
appears as though we will not be havinga
postal strike this year. Negotiations
dragged on last fall, and all sorts of
threats and wildcat strikes popped up,
but the busy Christmas rush came and
went and all was normal. Or so it seems.
The problem with a postal strike, of
course, is much like the problem H. L.
Mencken had when informed that Calvin
Coolidge had died. ““How can they tell?”
Mencken inquired.

—Thomas Winslow Hazlett



Handicapping Transit |

Once again a federal regulation intended
to help the disadvantaged has turned into
a costly monster. This one, however, may
be overturned before its full destructive
potential is realized.

At stake is the survival of urban transit
systems. No models of cost-effectiveness
to begin with, these systems have now
been hit with a staggering requirement: to
provide “barrier-free” access for wheel-
chair users to all bus and subway services
receiving federal funds (virtually all urban
transit systems).

While sounding humane and worth-
while, the regulation (Sec. 504 of the 1973
Rehabilitation Act, as interpreted by 1977
HEW regulations, imposed by a June 1978
Department of Transportation directive)
would actually impose huge costs while
benefitting only a handful of people.
Installing elevators at all subway stations
and wheelchair lifts on all buses would
cost between $2 billion and $8 billion.
Some 90 percent of that cost would be
needed for subway lines and would bene-
fit only about 4,000 people.

One example of costs versus benefits
has been developed by Philadelphia-
based transportation consultant John
Bailey. He found that the Washington
Metro—which has been designed from
the start as a barrier-free system—aver-
ages only 12 wheelchair passengers daily.
If that demand is representative, Bailey
calculates that the effective cost of modi-
fying other subway systems will be some-
thing like $2,000 for every trip made by a
wheelchair passenger. (Yes, every trip.)
Obviously, it would be far less costly to
buy every wheelchair passenger a special-
ly equipped van! Or, more seriously, to
have them utilize specialized vehicle ser-
vices, like a dial-a-ride service for the han-
dicapped.

City transit officials around the country
—New York, Chicago, St. Louis, San
Diego—have protested the por directive,
but so far to no avail. Syndicated colum-
nist Neal Peirce devoted an entire column
to exposing its absurdity. City officials, he
reported, see the federal bureaucrats as
“operating in a make-believe world,
thinking that local governments, in a time
of Proposition 13-type restraints, can
make up the difference in fares and tax-
es.” But actually the result would be fur-
ther cutbacks in service, depriving mil-
lions of citizens—including the handi-
capped—of service.

He might have added that monstrosi-

ties such as Section 504 are a predictable
result of a political system based on the
idea that people who are disadvantaged—
for whatever reason—have an automatic
claim on the lives and resources of their
neighbors.

Rent Control —
The Mirage Reappears

In the wake of Proposition 13, California
renters expected rent reductions, since
the majority of property owners had their
property taxes reduced (except those who
had purchased their units since 1975-76).
Although some rents were lowered, quite
a few were not—some landlords waited to
see what their December tax bills would
be, others knew their taxes would not be
going down, and others looked at continu-
ing high demand and decided to keep
charging what the market would bear.
The result was new pressure for rent con-
trol.

Although rent-control referenda suf-
fered handy defeats last June in Santa
Barbara and Santa Monica, the Los An-
geles city council enacted a temporary
rent freeze last summer. And last Novem-
ber similar freezes were passed by the vot-
ers in Berkeley and Davis (though rejected
in Palo Alto, San Francisco, and Santa

. Cruz). City councils in Beverly Hills, El

Monte, and Vacaville also enacted rent
freezes.

Already the results of the Los Angeles
rent freeze are beginning to appear.
While permits for new-apartment con-
struction increased 13 percent statewide
for the quarter ending October 31, they
dropped 27 percent in Los Angeles—and
a third of the permits were for luxury con-
dominiums, not rental units. Apartment
prices have dropped as much as $10,000 a
unit in some parts of the city since July.

This drying up of investment following
imposition of rent controls is no fluke.
Study after study has shown the same ef-
fect occurring virtually everywhere rent
controls are enacted. Great Britain intro-
duced rent control in 1957. Since then,
private housing has dropped from 44 per-
cent of the total to only 14.5 percent. Pri-
vately rented homes dropped from 5 mil-
lion in 1957 to 2.8 million at present, ac-
cording to figures from ucLA economist
Werner Hirsch. And a recent amendment
to Britain’s rental regulations—aimed at
making it harder for landlords to evict
troublesome tenants—has had the effect
of further drying up the market. Because
the act exempts rent contracts of less than
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‘six months, landlords now prefer to rent
to foreigners and vacationers rather than
to citizens. Many thousands of young
Londoners who can’t find apartments
sleep in cheap hotels or on park benches
as a result.

Among those concerned about the mi-
rage of rent control is Sen. William Prox-
mire. In a recent Senate speech he identi-
fied rent control as a ‘““‘major reason” for
the lack of progress in making safe and
sanitary housing available to all Amer-
icans. Proxmire cited Roger Starr’s book,
America’s Housing Challenge, which
“explodes the myth that rent control
serves the interests of the poor.” Starr
points out that rent control speeds the de-
terioration of older buildings by reducing
the flow of funds needed for maintenance.
“Expecting rent control to be a cheap way
to provide standard housing for the needy
is as absurd as using great white sharks
for lifeguards: they are cheaper than peo-
ple but they destroy the drowning.”

The practical dilemma, of course, is
that there are more tenants than land-
lords, and every tenant likes the idea of
having his rent held down. The only hope
is to educate the voters with the true re-
sults of rent control. In the majority of
California cities where the issue has come
to a popular vote, rent control has been
soundly defeated. It is the politicians, not
the people, who have generally voted in
the controls.

Nuclear Revisionism

Much of what passes for debate on the nu-
clear power issue amounts to little more
than an exchange of accusations. Far too
often, there is no agreement on the facts—

‘S“Rgﬁr REPDING SKILLS MAY BE DOWN, BUT WERE

and without that, complex policy issues
cannot be addressed properly.

One such issue concerns radiation ex-
posure from nuclear power plants. Such
plants do emit small amounts of radioac-
tive material into the air. This fact has led
to some of the opposition to nuclear
plants, as opponents argue that this ra-
dioactivity is dangerous to those living or
working nearby, possibly leading to in-
creased incidence of cancer. But such
charges evidence a complete lack of con-
text.

First of all, a coal-fired power plant of
equivalent electrical capacity releases
greater amounts of radioactivity than a
nuclear plant. Why? Because coal con-
tains a number of radioactive elements,
including uranium and thorium. Com-
paring radiation doses from 1,000-mega-
watt plants meeting emission standards of
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and
the Environmental Protection Agency, a
team of Oak Ridge National Laboratory
researchers found that the whole-body
population dose commitment from the
coal-fired plant is from 18 t0 23 man-rem/
year, compared with only 13 man-rem/
year for the nuclear plant (see Science,
Dec. 8, 1978).

Adding further perspective, REASON
contributor Petr Beckmann points out
that the average US citizen receives about
80 mrem/year from all natural sources—
cosmic rays, the ground, rocks, and ele-
ments like potassium in the body. The av-
erage person gets another S0 to 100
mrem/year from chest X-rays. Fallout
from past nuclear bomb tests still gives 7
mrems/year. And airplane passengers re-
ceive 3 mrem in just a 10-hour round trip
between New York and Los Angeles. Con-
sumer products like color TVs and smoke

. .

TURNING

A BETTER- KOUNDED STUDENT THESE DAYS!”

14 REASON/MARCH 1979

detectors give another 1 mrem/year.
What about nuclear power plants? The
average person gets only 0.01 mrem/year
from them, although NRC standards pet-
mit an exposure of up to 5 mrem/year at
the plant’s property line.

Thus, the radiation exposure issue is a
classic example of the red herring.

Public-Sector Lobbying

To what extent can a public-sector entity
use tax monies to lobby for or against a
political issue? Not much, ruled the US
District Court in Denver. The First
Amendment bars “publicly financed op-
position” to exercise of the right to freely
petition for changes in the authority of
representative government, ruled the
court in a Colorado case.

Theissue concerned a proposed consti-
tutional amendment to limit government
spending. The Denver school district
board decided to use tax money and dis-
trict facilities to urge defeat of the amend-
ment. Itinterpreted the state’s 1974 Cam-
paign Reform Act to allow such activities;
the act provides that government entities
may ‘‘make contributions...in cam-
paigns involving only issues in which they
have an official concern.”

According to the District Court,
though, that wording must be very nar-
rowly construed—for example, to concern
such matters as school board elections. A
proposed constitutional amendment is far

“too broad an issue, said the court. “An in-
- terpretation of the Campaign Reform Act

as a grant of express authority for a parti-
san use of public funds in an election of
this type would violate the First Amend-
ment.” Citing its duty to protect the free-
doms of speech and petition, the court
said that “‘a use of the power of publicly
owned resources to propagandize against
a proposal made and supported by a sig-
nificant number of those who were taxed
to pay for such resources is an abridge-
ment of those fundamental freedoms.”

In the future, therefore, public entities
may have to think twice before spending
our money fighting proposals to cut taxes
and limit spending. '

Antigovernment Mood
Grows

Public opinion polls taken over the last
few months indicate that popular discon-
tent with high taxes and government
spending is more widespread than many
people have realized.

The most recent—an Associated Press/
nec News poll last December—found
that 63 percent favor a substantial cut in
federal spending, even if it means that



federal programs they favor would be cut.
Only 27 percent would oppose such a cut.
Moreover, this majority opinion holds
true for every major population group—
even those described as “‘very liberal” (56
percent in favor), “somewhat liberal” (62
percent), the poor (60 percent), and blacks
(61 percent). Only when it comes to which
programs to cut first are these groups di-
vided.

These results were foreshadowed by
earlier polls last fall. A Time poll by Yan-
kelovich, Skelly, and White in October
found that, by 48 to 40 percent, voters fa-
vored slashing federal taxes by one-third,
as last year’s Kemp-Roth bill would have
done. Inthatsame poll, 48 percent identi-
fied the federal income tax as the levy they
most wanted reduced—property taxes
ranked second, at 33 percent.

Earlier, a September poll by the Wash-
ington Post found that voters in every re-
gion of the country would support a Prop-
osition 13-style cut of 30 percent in state
and local taxes, by a 60 percent margin. A
more moderate cut of 20 percent won the
support of three-fourths of those polled.
Meanwhile, a Los Angeles Times poll
found that support for Proposition 13 it-
self kept climbing after its passage—de-
spite over 70 percent feeling that public
officials are not ‘““making an honest effort
to carry out the will of the people on Prop-
osition 13.”

The one disheartening note in all this is
that the public is not really convinced that
it can get along with less government.
Many voters apparently believe simply
that government is very wasteful and that
it can and should continue to provide
most present services, doing so more effi-
ciently. In the Time poll, 43 percent gave
‘“‘government waste” as the main cause of
high taxes and 69 percent said it should be
“possible to cut taxes a lot without reduc-
ing services.” Atthe locallevel, 51 percent
would rather have the same tax rate and
more services than the same services and
lower taxes! The Post poll found similar
sentiments, with seven out of eight saying
they are more concerned with how tax
money is spent than with the amount of
taxes they pay.

Thus, those favoring large-scale reduc-
tions in the scope of government stili have
their work cut out for them. Support for
the tax revolt does not—yet—mean sup-
port for substantially less government.

Portugal Edges toward
Freedom

The 1974 Portuguese revolution ousted a
right-wing dictatorship. It also led to a
communist-managed peasant seizure of
2.5 million acres of farms, nationalization

of all banks, and the adoption of an ex-
plicitly socialist constitution. The side ef-
fects were many: food production plum-
meted, and the country has had to import

half of its food; the balance-of-payments.

deficit climbed to $1.5 billion; and infla-
tion soared to 27 percent.

Now, the 10th government since 1974
has taken power, and Portugal is making

a marked shift away from socialism. The .

new premier is Carlos Mota Pinto, a for-
mer law professor and advocate of ‘‘re-
formism”—a gradual move toward re-
storing the private sector. Seized farms
are being returned to their former owners,
banking has been effectively denational-
ized, and economic statistics are looking a

Avallable

The Principles of Ethics
By Herbert Spencer

bit less dismal: inflation has been cut five
percentage points and the balance-of-
payments deficit cut to $1.1 billion. And
the Socialist Party has begun losing by-
elections.

In turbulent Portugal it’s too early to
tell how far Mota Pinto will be able to go,
but his actions thus far bode well for the
free market.

Home Instruction Goes
Public

One of America’s least-noticed phenom-
ena—educating children at home—has
become highly visible thanks to a recent
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article in Time. Across the country many
thousands of parents are defying educa-
tional orthodoxy, and in many cases state
laws, by teaching their children at home.

Radical educator John Holt is one of
the leading advocates of home teaching,
arguing against the regimentation and co-
ercion of nearly all formalized schooling.
His newsletter Growing without School-
ing gives pointers on teaching and learn-
ing and keeps track of victories and losses
for deschoolers.

In many states teaching kids at home
still runs afoul of the law. In New Hamp-
shire, Mrs. Betty Tompkins has been told
by the state Board of Education that
under present regulations she may not
educate her daughter Heidi at home. But
the Board agreed to consider abolishing
the regulation. Mrs. Tompkins has been
using the Calvert home-study curriculum,
one of the leading correspondence-style
curricula. Among others are the Seventh
Day Adventist Home Study Institute and
the Accelerated Christian Education
(ACE) curricula.

Several other home-study cases have
resulted in lengthy court battles. In Ohio,
Mr. and Mrs. Tom Lippitt: had their
daughters taken away and made wards of
the court when they tried educating them
in an at-home Lippitt Christian Day

School. Though Mrs. Lippitt is an Ohio-
certified teacher, the school was not li-
censed by the state. After a lengthy strug-
gle (and time in jail), the Lippitts regained
custody of the girls, on condition that they
be sent to the Heritage Christian School.
Ironically, although that school (with 450
students) is much larger than the Lippitts’
home school, it, too, is unlicensed! The
Lippitts are appealing.

In Iowa, the Robert Sessions family has
been fighting a court order forbidding
them from educating their son Erik at
home. Although Sessions teaches at
Luther College, he is not certified for ele-
mentary or secondary education, and the
state has used that fact against him. Ses-
sions argued for his right to teach his son
on grounds of personal religious liberty,
by analogy with the conscientious objec-
tor cases of the 1960s. In October he pre-
vailed at the District Court level and is at
least temporarily free to continue teach-
ing Erik—but school officials are report-
edly planning an appeal.

In a few other states the picture is

' brighter. The Time article cited examples

of unharassed home teaching in Califor-
nia, Connecticut, Maryland, Massachu-
setts, and Washington State. And in De-
cember a Massachusetts court upheld the
right of parents ‘‘to preserve home educa-

tion” under that state’s laws. But much
legal effort will have to take place before
such a right is protected across the coun-

try.

Protecting (?)
Stockholders

For the past 10 years or so there hasbeen a
great deal of clamor from Ralph Nader
and his compatriots for federal chartering
of corporations. One of the arguments has
been that stockholders get the short end
of the stick when firms incorporate in
states like Delaware, famous for its non-
restrictive corporations code.

The facts, however, appear to be other-
wise, when someone gets around to look-
ing for them. Two University of Rochester
economists—Peter Dodd and Richard
Leftwich—did just that. Their study, for
the University of Rochester’s Managerial
Economics Research Center, examined
the relationship between the state in
which a firm is incorporated and its stock-
holders’ wealth, as measured by stock
prices. Specifically, they studied cases in
which New York Stock Exchange firms
reincorporated in the years 1927-1977.
Among these moves were 242 switches to
Delaware from other states. Surprise!
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When the switch to a more lenient state
was announced, the price of the stock
went up. Concluded the authors, “The
evidence presented here lends no support
to the arguments that stockholders are
harmed by management’s choice of state
of incorporation.”

Why, in fact, did the stock prices go
up? Dodd and Leftwich suggest that
states such as Delaware are selected be-
cause both the cost of doing business and
uncertainty about legal decisions are
lower there. Stockholders correctly per-
ceive these advantages in bidding up the
value of the firms’ stock.

Nader & Co. now have one less ration-
alization for their campaign to clamp
more restrictions on American business.

Milestones

° Sue the Regulators. Although the Air-
line Deregulation Act of 1978 specifies
that any airline flying across state lines is
exempt from state regulation, the Califor-
nia Public Utilities Commission just
won’t let go. It wants to keep controls on
the eight interstate lines now serving the
state and is threatening them with $2,000
fines for each violation of its regulations.
The eight have taken the puc to court, to
fight for their newly won freedom.

® Dump Davis-Bacon. The federal law
that requires paying ‘‘prevailing’’ (that is,
union-scale) wages on federal construc-
tion projects should be repealed. So says
the General Accounting Office of the 47-
year-old Davis-Bacon Act, which it calls
“inflationary and ineffective.” Many
business firms hope the cao report will
encourage the administration to back re-
peal of the law as part of its anti-inflation
program, -

o Another New Country. Yet another en-
trepreneur is attempting to start a new
nation. Col. Herbert Williams has pur-
chased a 400-acre island in the Rio Gran-
de River from its Mexican citizen owners
and plans to declare it independent. The
island emerged after Hurricane Beulah
changed the river’s course in 1967; the US
government views the land as Mexican,
but that government has never accepted
jurisdiction. Enter Williams, with plans
for a casino, passports, ship registration,
bank secrecy—the works. If all else fails,

Williams plans to fall back on his Chero--

kee heritage; the 19th-century Mexican
treaties of Iguala and Guadalupe give the
Cherokees the right to establish a nation.
® Bureaucratic Prejudice. What to do
when the head of a federal agency expres-
ses obvious bias on a case in which he is
conducting a supposedly objective inqui-
ry? Throw him off the case! That’s what

federal Judge Gerhard Gesell did recent-
ly, in a precedent-setting case. The of-
fending bureaucrat was Michael Pert-
schuk, head of the Federal Trade Com-
mission. The Frc is supposed to be con-
ducting an inquiry regarding TV ads
aimed at children. Pertschuk, however,
has made such broad statements con-
demning such advertising that he has
tainted everything done by the Frc in its
inquiry, ruled Gesell. In the future, bu-
reaucrats may find it advisable to button
their lips when posing as seekers of fact.

—Robert Poole, Jr.

NO! TO ABORTION

See for yourself why our
- readers agree Rothbard, Block

and Machan fail to establish
the legitimacy of abortion.

“Thoughtful and persuasive” — Joseph

Peden Publisher, Libertarian Forum

“...strong arguments . . . well written and

researched . . . demolishes the notion that

the fetus is biologically a parasite.” —

Individual Liberty, October 1978

“Cogent arguments” — Alan Bock. Direc-

tor, Libertarian Advocate

“LFL’s views merit serious considera-
tion” — Pawl Alan, Libertarian Party
National Committee

Libertarians For Life
13424 Hathaway Drive #1
Wheaton, Md. 20906 301/460-4141

LFL literature $1.00

- Gold & Silver
You know why . . . But Who?

Liberty Coin Service has served the hard money investor with same day shipment,
concise market reports, guaranteed delivery and authenticity, and lowest prices.

And we've been doing it since 1971. Isn't it time you began to deal with Liberty Coin
Service?

Check L C S out. Call for our quotes, and compare L C S prices with those of your
present dealer. You will find out how much you can save by dealing with L C S.

Please send me your “Gold/Silver Packet” *
and a copy of your most recent newsletter.

Or fill out the coupon to the right
for a sample of our newsletter
and our “Gold/Silver Informa--
tion Packet.”

name
Liberty Coin Service m _ :
300 Frandor Ave.  Lansing, Ml 48912 street
(517) 351-4720 city state zip
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Why the
Schools

Went Public

In the early 1800s, private schools were

thriving. Then a small dgroup of wealthy
intellectuals decided e

ucation mus

t be

socialized. And in 40 years they had largely
accomplished their goal. Here — for the first
time — is the story of their campaign.

EEmsmssssmmm HY DID AMERICANS give up
educational freedom for
educational statism so ear-
ly in their history? You will
wsseseesn N0t find the answer in the
standard histories, for the simple reason
that the question was never asked. It has
always been assumed by educational his-
torians that whatever preceded public ed-
ucation had to be less desirable than, and

- therefore inferior to, what came after. -

Otherwise, why would Americans have
adopted public education?

This is the mind-set that has prevented
historians from telling American educa-
tional history objectively. They start from
the premise that public education is an in-
disputable good, and they reinforce this
basic assumption with a good deal of
dogma and legend, often at the expense of
accuracy. For example, Horace Mann is
usually dubbed the ‘‘father of public edu-
cation” by these historians. But public
schools, or common schools as they were
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by Samuel L. Blumenfeld

originally called, existed in New England
for 200 years before Mann came on the
scene, so he was clearly not the father of
public education. If he was the ‘‘father”
of anything, it was of American educa-
tional statism. )

Therefore, anyone attempting to revise
this history, as T did, eventually comes to
the realization that he must start from the
beginning. Other writers, such as E. G.
West, Murray Rothbard, and David Ty-
ack, have done pioneer work in revising
the slanted history of public education.
But their critiques have tended to deal
with developments after public education
was established. I did not find the answer
to that primal question in their writings.
As for the standard histories, they give the
impression that Americans adopted pub-
lic education because private education
was woefully inadequate, chaotic, or elit-
ist, incapable of satisfying the needs of the
new democratic society.

Yet, the historical evidence indicates



