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day closing laws returned, as’many coun- 
ties banned liquor, and as local theater 
owners were arrested for reviving Cur- 
nul Knowledge, few saw that the cause 
was their failure to fight for civil liberties 
for “fags” and “druggies.” Even most lib- 
ertarians failed to speak out. Libertarian 
soft-pedaling of civil liberties allowed AIDS 
to help calcify political debate in the old 
liberal-conservative terms, thus helping fin- 
ish the transition of the libertarian move- 
ment from obscurity to total eclipse. 

Former REASON Spotlight mlumnist John Dentin- 
ger is a LQS Angeles free-lance writer. 

Greg Rehmke 
... for trade with Mars. The Reagan ad- 
ministration’s strategy to increase the defi- 
cit to force down domestic spending had 
an unintended consequence. Congress- 
men, feeling the heat as the standard pork 
barrel projects got squeezed (or at least 
their expected rate of increase got 
squeezed), found a substitute. Highly pub- 
licized deficits in merchandise trade pro- 
vided them a new growth industry in xeno- 
phobic pork. With fewer new federal dol- 
lars for hometown projects, congressmen 
learned to zap foreign competitors of home- 
town manufactured goods. The new pork 
barrel of the ’80s has something for every 
district, from roses and sugar to textiles 
and computer chips. And with politicians 
all over the world looking to boost their 
case for hometown protectionism, the 
whole world taken together is running an 
amazing combined trade deficit in the ‘80s 
(some say around $100 billion a year). 
Either trade with Mars accounts for the 
difference or somebody has been cooking 
the books. So the ’80s may be remem- 
bered for worldwide howling about world- 
wide trade deficits that together couldn’t 
possibly be, but were anyway, and.helped 
entrepreneurial politicians get reelected. 

Greg Rehmke is the Reason FoundationS edu- 
cational programs director. 

Patrick Cox 
... for the desperate entrenchment of those 
whose worldview was stamped by a New 
Deal media and whose testosterone level 
was verified in World War 11, struggling 
against offspring who bought Playboy, 
smoked marijuana, broke the speed limit, 
opposed a war, abandoned slide rules, 
made heroes out of the rogue North and 
the rake Hart, and cheated on their taxes. 

Young adults of the “Great” Depres- 
sion are thoughtfully retiring or dying, 
though income taxes, an intrusive inter- 
national reputation, bureaucracies, Social 
Security, and the debt they created and 
consigned to their children linger on, cre- 
ating penury and contempt. Their experi- 
ment feeble and failing, they and their 

sycophants struggle to institutionalize 
their subliminal political/philosophical 
dictionary unto perpetuity in a vain but 
ineluctable grasp for historical immortal- 
ity. 

The decade saw real economic power 
fall into the bewildered hands of those in- 
seminated by James Dean, carried by Bob 
Dylan, delivered by J. F. K., spanked by 
Ho Chi Minh, nursed by Sergeant Pep- 
per, weaned by G. Gordon Liddy, and 
toilet-trained by Letterman and Spielberg. 
“In the Mood” was relegated to nostalgic 
camp and “Won’t Get Fooled Again“ ele- 
vated to classic status. 

Former REASON Spotlight columnist Patrick 
Cox is a regular contributor to USA Today. 

Manuel S. Klausner 
... for a resurgence of skepticism about 
what government can do. 

... for the major contribution of the 
Reagan presidency -appointment to the 
federal bench of numerous judges who 
understand economics and the need to pro- 
tect individual rights, including property 
rights. 

... internationally, for inauguration of 
the Gorbachev era, involving potentially 
massive internal reforms and steps to im- 
prove Soviet-American relations. And for 
another memorable aspect of the ’80s- 
the Soviets’ being effectively held to a 
stalemate by the freedom fighters in Af- 
ghanistan. 

i6 reason 

... for yuppies and dinks (double-income, 
no kids) and the baby boom entrepreneur, 
who came of age and helped signal the 
trend toward opposition to government in- 
tervention in economic activity and per- 
sonal conduct. 

... for the Kasparov-Karpov matches, 
with the emergence of Gary Kasparov as 
the best-known chess champion since 
Bobby Fischer. 

... for the emergence of “foodies” and 
the-chef as superstar, accompanied by a 
renewed focus on quality, freshness, and 
originality and by an increased popularity 
of ethnic cuisine ranging from Cajun to 
Caribbean to ‘‘California.’’ 

... for many excellent wine vintages and 
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high-quality wine making in France, Cali- 
fornia, Australia, and Italy-1982 may be 
remembered as the vintage of the cen- 
tury for Bordeaux, and the 1985 red Bur- 
gundies will be difficult to surpass in the 
rest of this century. 

. ..finally, for the growing importance of 
the Pacific Rim and the city of Los Ange- 
les as a financial and business center.. .and 
for the Reason Foundation’s move to Los 
Angeles in 1986 and the resultant expan- 
sion in Los Angeles of free-market ideas. 

Senior Editor Manuel S. Klausner, a Los An- 
geks attorney, was one of the partners who pub- 
lished REASON from 1971 to 1978. 

William Tucker 
Yes, what will they be remembered for? 
History has not been kind to Republican 
eras of prosperity. The Roaring ’20s are 
still seen as little more than a prelude 
to the Depression-an age of flapper fri- 
volities and fatuous presidents. The ’50s 
are The Silent Decade, when we were 
all terrified into conformity by The Bomb 
and a somnambulant President Eisen- 
hower. 

Few remember the ’20s and ’50s as 
periods of astonishing economic progress, 
when America leapt ahead of the world 
in prosperity. Liberal historians prefer the 
grim heroics of the  OS, the outlandish 
excesses of the  OS, or-failing all else- 
the countercultural triumphs of the Wa- 
tergate ’70s. And so it may seem almost 
foreordained that the ’80s will eventually 
be written off as just another Republican 
interlude when “greed” and “passivity” 
temporarily triumphed over “morality” 
and “social consciousness.” 

Yet history retains the capacity to sur- 
prise, and 1988 may become what histo- 
rian Lewis Namier called 1848, the “Year 
of Revolutions’’ in Europe -“the turning 
point at which history didn’t turn.” I sus- 
pect the Republicans will win the presi- 
dency in 1988 and it will suddenly become 
clear to everyone that, rather than being 
a fluke or an interlude,, the ’80s actually 
marked the beginning of a long historical 
period in which Americans finally gave up 
the collectivist fantasies of the early 20th 
century and became a mature, responsi- 
ble, permanently growing nation. 

Contributing Editor William Tucker is writing 
a book on the family. 

Peter Samuel 
. . .for confirming the cynics, who despair 
of the intractability of the polity. But there 
are some nuances of difference. 

At the level of national defense, the 
decade has seen nuclear deterrence take’ 
a great battering-first from the freeze 
movement, later from the arms control 
movement, which now includes such im- 
probable~ as Ronald Reagan, George 
Shultz, and Paul Nitze. Maybe Reagan will 
be remembered as the hardliner-gone- 
soft who began by describing the Soviet 
Union as an “evil empire” and ended by 
saying they have changed. Carter began 
his presidency as a dove and, after Af- 
ghanistan, ended it a hawk. Reagan 
began as a hawk and, after meeting Gor- 
bachev, is ending his term a dove. Rea- 
gan’s Strategic Defense Initiative was 
one of the interesting ideas of the ’80s 
but seems likely to remain that-an idea 
being researched. 

The decade began with great hope 
for progress in economic deregulation and 

translating the intellectual ascen- 
dancy of free-marketeers into greater 
economic freedom. It ends with some 
small progress -in taxation, transporta- 
tion, oil. But the interventionists are omi- 
nously strong in their pressures to 
reregulate airlines and railroads and are 
using Black Monday and Ivan Boesky to 
justify newly intrusive controls of capital 
markets. And hysteria over the trade defi- 
cit continues to propel destructive pro- 
tectionist moves in Congress, despite 
high employment. 

The end of the ’80s may see a long 
overdue recession or a revival of inflation 
to double digits. And since there is prob- 
ably a one-in-four chance that the depres- 
sion doomsters are right about danger- 
ously excessive debt, there’s a possibility 
the ’80s will be remembered for laying 
the ground for a 1935-45-style period of 
grand interventionism, a new New Deal. 

Contributing Editor Peter Samuel is a Wash- 
ington-based journalist. 
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Alan Reynolds 
... for a revival of democracy and capital- 
ism, for privatization, deregulation, and 
reduced tax penalties for increasing out- 
put and income. It has been very much 
the era of Thatcher and Reagan, with flat- 
tering emulation worldwide. There were 
deep, radical reductions of marginal tax 
rates in Colombia, Bolivia, Jamaica, Mau- 
ritius, Botswana, Ciskei, Indonesia, Is- 
rael, Singapore, the Philippines, Turkey, 
New Zealand, China, and (for a few years) 
even India. All of these economies, like 
those of the United States and the United 

James Taranto 
. ..as the decade that gave us Ronald Rea- 
gan, safe sex, freedom fighters, market 
meltdowns, shot shuttles, people power, 
antiapartheid activists, supply siders, and 
Classic Coke. 

Also between now and 1991, it is pos- 
sible that the New Wave will recede, the 
New Age will die of old age, and New 
Ideas will become a thing of the past. We 
can only hope. 

Editorial intern James Taranto is too young to 
remember the ’60s and considers himself fortu- 
nate. 

Kingdom, soon outperformed their neigh- 
bors. By 1988 there were also timid ges- 
tures toward marginal tax relief in Swe- 
den, Norway, Australia, France, Canada, 
and Japan, soon to be followed by Greece, 
Austria, Ireland, and the Netherlands. Will 
any of this be remembered? Not by the 
academic elite, who never understood 
what was going on, but by taxpayers in 
the affected countries. A backlash is 
likely, since there are powerful financial 
and political interests in reregulation, in 
protection of sleepy managers from for- 
eign rivalry or domestic takeovers, and 
in a tax and welfare system that punishes 
success and rewards failure. 

Contributing Editor Alan Reynolds is the chief 
economist for Polyconomics Inc. 
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