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Letters
Profitability Preferred
Friedman was right. Ponnuru is wrong (“Not (Necessarily) for Profit Alone,”
September 7).
As amanufacturing executive for the past 30 years, I learned the necessity of stay-

ing focused on profitability and positive cash flows in order to keep U.S. factories
open and operating.WhenI talk to employees at every level ofthe company, I remind
them that we all want job security, and job security comes frommaking money.
Mr. Ponnuru’s article is written from a well-intentioned but poorly con-

ceived perspective.
First, at no point does he address the realities of capital creation. Profits create

returns to investors. Higher returns attract more investment. Diverting earnings
to social and political causes diminishes capital available for growth and com-

petitive advantage.
Second, in regard to the debate about environmental laws and corporate responsi-

bility, it is absolutely the government’s responsibility to establish a level playing field
for business competition by promulgating and enforcing rational environmental
rules and regulations. Ifa company decides to greatly exceed those standards, and its

competitors do not, that companywill go out ofbusiness, leaving the worst actors in
existence. The standards must be established and enforced by the government.
Third, leaving decisions on charitable spending and social causes to corporate

boards and executives limits my investment choices as an individual. What if, as is
distressingly common these days, business leaders decide that their corporate
“stakeholders” somehow include the SPLC or MoveOn.org? CEOs are obviously
free to support such causes with their individual funds, but why should I, as an

investor, also be forced to scour corporate reports and nonprofit filings to make sure
Tam not supporting odious causes withmy investment dollars? I sense that the real

purpose ofMr. Ponnuru’s article is to address the fear that, if corporations don’t act
“woke” enough, liberal politicianswill do it for them. That’s an understandable fear,
but the “wokeness” in large-corporation boardrooms is already more apparent than
ever (as evidenced by the leftward drift of the Business Roundtable, the U.S.
Chamber ofCommerce, et al.), and we shouldn’t encourage it more.
The proper course is a business model that is energetically focused on long-

termmaximization ofprofitability while following a reasonable set ofbasic rules.
Market competition and profit-seeking, bounded by Friedman’s “basic rules of
society,” are the most effective disinfectants in a world prone to corruption and

rent-seeking. Dilution of these healthy motives is not the answer, and such dilu-
tion is precisely what Mr. Ponnuru proposes.

Lee Orr
Via email

RAMESH PONNURU RESPONDS: General Motors runs a “First Responder Discount,”
which it opened to frontline health-care workers during the COVID-19 pandemic.
On Friedman’s argument, this program is either a very clever way to increase

long-run profits by buying goodwill, or it is an illegitimate act of theft from share-
holders (or employees, or other customers). If GM executives were to say they
instituted the program because it’s a nice thing to do, they would at best be lying
and at worst preaching “pure, unadulterated socialism.”
I think that even if it costs GMa little money, it’s a nice thing to do and not an

act of theft. Mr. Orr, whose letter includes some sensible comments, may agree
with me. But then he disagrees with Friedman.

Letters may be submitted by email to letters@nationalreview.com.
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H@ Fires, floods, locusts, plague—at least they’re canceling
Keeping Up with the Kardashians.

M@ President Trump remains behind Joe Biden, but the race is

tightening—and tightening more in the key states than in the
rest of the country. Concern over crime and disorder is rising,
including among Biden voters, suggesting that Trump has an

opportunity to convert some of them. If, that is, he stops putting
obstacles in his own path. When on-the-fence voters think of
him, “bringer oforder” is probably not the first thing that comes
to mind. The more discipline he can show between now and
Election Day, the better his chances will be.

@ Is Biden running for president, or for banker? He seems to be

keeping banker’s hours. In the first ten days of September he

spoke publicly six times in four states; the rest of his cam-

paign time was devoted to virtual events, or . . . nothing. Yes,
the 2020 campaign is happening in a pandemic. Biden can pull
a strong performance when necessary (see his primary debate
with Sanders). And his opponent sets a low bar for productivity
(Trump’s day minus TV time, Twitter time, and phone chats
with pals doesn’t leave a lot). But the presidency is a tough
long haul: All the young men who have recently held it—
Carter, Clinton, W., Obama—left with gray hairs. Nothing
against septuagenarians—so long as they have what it takes.

@ Trump announced new additions to his list of potential
Supreme Court nominees. Like the previous lists, it is full of
eminently qualified conservative jurists. If he is reelected and

gets the chance to make another nomination, he might choose
someone who isn’t on the list: Brett Kavanaugh wasn’t on either
of the lists he made before the 2016 election. But those first two
lists helped to reassure conservatives that he would side with
them on a crucial issue. He has delivered on his promise in
office, and the new list serves mostly to remind conservatives of
that important fact.

M In an aside in a rambling statement to the press, President

Trump said that soldiers are “in love withme” and added, ““The

top people in the Pentagon probably aren’t because they want
to do nothing but fight wars so that all of those wonderful

companies thatmake the bombs andmake the planes andmake

everything else stay happy.” In the last several decades, U.S.
military leaders have in fact often beenmore wary than civilian
ones about using force abroad. There is much to be said in
favor of Trump’s foreign and defense policies. Making that
case need not involve repeating the ignorant slanders of the
Chomskyite far left.

z Mi If you are president and you speak to Bob Woodward, you
z look bad. And if you are president and you don’t speak to Bob
@ Woodward, you look bad. President Trump chose the first

4 NATIONAL REVIEW | www.nationalreview.com

option, and he looks bad in Woodward’s latest, Rage. The
exchanges from the 18 recorded interviews that Woodward
conducted that have gotten the most play concern what Trump
knew of COVID-19 and what he said about it. Trump to
Woodward February 7: “more deadly than . . . even your
strenuous flu.” Trump in public February 26: “It’s a little like
the regular flu that we have flu shots for.” Why the disparity,
Woodward asked Trump, March 19? “I wanted to always play it
down... because I don’twant to create a panic.” But panic arises
when problems are not faced, not when they are. A lifetime of
playing the media and playing with rivals unsuited Trump for

dealing with a virus, which does not play. Far more troubling is
how close we came to war with North Korea; then, Defense

Secretary James Mattis slept in his clothes and prayed at the
National Cathedral. We dodged that warhead, Trump claims,
because of the relationship he established with Kim, whom he
calls “beyond smart” (Kim addresses him in letters as “Your
Excellency”). But did Trump’s pre-thaw bluster bring on the
threat he averted? As usual Woodward throws out tidbits that
historianswill be sifting for years. But perhaps the big get is how
unsurprising it all is. Trump is Trump: The best, the worst, and
the Trumpiest ofhim are always out there for all to see.

ME. Jean Carroll, a 76-year-old former columnist for Ellemaga-
zine, claims Donald Trump sexually assaulted her in the fitting
room of a midtown Manhattan department store about a quarter
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THE WEEK

century ago—she’s not sure what year, or what time of year.
Though some friends say she told them at the time, she did not

report thematter to police. In 2019, she released a book including
the allegation, drawing predictably breathless media coverage.
The president denied it in Trumpy fashion (she’s “notmy type”).
Carroll promptly sued him in New York state court for defama-

tion, claiming the denial smears her as a liar. Carroll is using
defamation as a pretext to litigate an assault claim long past the
statute of limitations. Essentially, Trump was just pleading not

guilty to her underlying charge. That’s not slander. Trump has

responded by invoking laws permitting him to substitute the
United States as the defendant andmove the case to federal court,
because when he issued the denial, he was a government official

engaged in official duties. Thatwill kill the case under sovereign-
immunity principles. The media howled, but it was legal games-
manship on both sides.

H In his attempt to dig up dirt on the Bidens in Ukraine, Rudy
Giuliani hooked up with Andriy Derkach, a Ukrainian member
of parliament. Derkach has now been sanctioned by the U.S.
Treasury Department as a Russian agent. He “has been an active
Russian agent for over a decade,” said Treasury, “maintaining
close connections with the Russian Intelligence Services.
Derkach has directly or indirectly engaged in, sponsored, con-

cealed, or otherwise been complicit in foreign interference in
an attempt to undermine the upcoming 2020 US. presidential
election.” Interviewing Giuliani on MSNBC, Jonathan

Capehart said, “I’m trying to understand how someone ofyour
stature and career—what happened to you, Mayor Giuliani?”
A good, painful question.

Two police officers were fighting for their lives after being
shotmultiple times at point-blank range while doing paperwork
in their parked police car outside a train station in Compton,
Calif. As we write, the suspect remains at large. Ordinarily,
such a cowardly and heinous act would be universally con-

demned, but apparently not in 2020. A few demonstrators
blocked the entrance to the hospital in Lynwood, where the offi-
cers were being held in critical condition, and proceeded to chant
abuse such as “We hope they f***ing die” and “Kill the police.”
The FBI has been summoned to help track down the gunman,
whom President Trump has called an “animal” deserving of
the death penalty. Los Angeles mayor Eric Garcetti told CNN’s
Anderson Cooper that one of the wounded officers, a 31-year-
old mother of a six-year-old boy, courageously saved the life
ofher 24-year-oldmale partner by applying a tourniquet to his
wound while bleeding from her own gunshot wound to the
face. We wish a full and speedy recovery for both, and justice
for the culprit.

@ The New York Post has been having a field day with young
folks arrested after a window-smashing spree in Manhattan dur-

ing a New Afrikan Black Panther Party rally. The perps turn out
to be pale and privileged. The first we learn from theirmugshots,
the second from personal info, both helpfully supplied by the
Post. One is amodel, one is a graphic designer, one goes to Sarah

Lawrence, one is the son ofa novelist and comic-bookwriter, one
is the daughter of an architect with a house in Litchfield, Conn.
The last has red hair, prompting the Post to dub her “Little Red
Rioting Hood.” Next to them,Al Sharpton is the voice of sanity;

6 NATIONAL REVIEW | www.nationalreview.com

in a recent TV discussion, he slammed defunding the police as

the dream of “latte liberal[s] as they sit around the Hamptons.” It
is tempting to dismiss it all as cosplay for radikids. But the dam-

age they did was real—$100,000 worth, according to cops—and
their ideals are awful: One rioter’s notes, seized by police, cited
Stalin and Trotsky approvingly. Ignorant young people can
become ignorant, dangerous adults. loseb Jughashvili and Lev
Bronstein did.

M@ When Speaker Nancy Pelosi was photographed in a San
Francisco hair salon, in violation of local lockdown rules, her
defense was . . . interesting. “I take responsibility for trusting the
word of a neighborhood salon that I’ve been to over the years
many times,” said Pelosi. “When they said they were able to
accommodate people one person at a time, I trusted that. As it
turns out, it was a setup.” San Francisco allows salons to service
customers only outdoors. If the salon told Pelosi they could take
her inside, they weremisinformed; if they told her so as part ofa
scheme to make her look bad, they were dishonorable. But then,
Pelosi did look bad. Lockdowns easily—necessarily?—lead to

niggling and snooping, which is why they should be instituted

only in cases ofdire need, such as pandemics. Nancy Pelosi, third
in line for the presidency, should know the rules herself, lead by
example—and not shift blame.

@ Third time’s the charm, right? Mississippi residents must hope
so, as the third iteration of their state flag is up for a vote on
November 3. The current version, in use from 1894 to 2020, has

ignited controversy over the years for being the only state flag
to bear Confederate symbols. It came under fire again after the

George Floyd killing in May, leading Governor Tate Reeves to
declare he’d immediately sign into law any new-flag legislation
passed by the legislature. This being done, the newly created
Commission to Redesign the Mississippi State Flag issued a call
for flag designs, due by August 1. After reviewing over 2,000
submissions, the committee chose the “New Magnolia,” which
features—among other emblems—20 white stars surrounding a

magnolia flower and the motto “In God we trust.” This last bit
has raised its own share of controversy (the Satanic Temple
seems to have a problem with it), but we find the new design
beautiful and hope the residents ofMississippi do, too.

@ A working group created at the behest of Mayor Muriel
Bowser submitted its recommendations on public facilities in the
nation’s capital. The group explains that their “decision-making
prism focused on key disqualifying histories.” Such histories
include “participation in slavery, systemic racism, mistreatment

of, or actions that suppressed equality for, persons of color,
women and LGBTQ communities and violation of the DC
Human Rights Act.” It’s a difficult standard for men and women
of centuries past to live up to, especially since the D.C. Human

Rights Act was passed in 1977 and has since been updated to
include gender identity, a concept unfamiliar to the country’s
founders. Those whose names are said to need replacing include
Alexander Graham Bell, John Tyler, James Monroe, William
Henry Harrison, Woodrow Wilson, and Benjamin Franklin—
whose last political act was an attempt to abolish slavery. The

group also calls for the removal, relocation, or recontextualiza-
tion of the Washington Monument and Jefferson and Mason
memorials (Mason, it should be noted, was an ardent opponent of
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slavery despite his ownership of a large Virginia plantation).
Bursts of iconoclasm rarelymake fine distinctions.

@ Before the kickoff game of the 2020NFL season, members of
the two teams, the Kansas City Chiefs and the Houston Texans,
linked arms at midfield and observed a moment of silence, to
protest racism. The crowd response included some animated

booing. During the national anthem before the 13 games played
the following Sunday, some players knelt while others stood.
Some raised a fist. Others sat on the bench. Six teams stayed
inside the locker room; perhaps they figured that any posture they
adopted during the anthem would be read as a partisan political
statement. The league decided to play “Lift Every Voice and

Sing,” sometimes called “the black national anthem,” after “The
Star-Spangled Banner” before every game during Week 1. An
appropriate ceremonial touch, it could have been enough. In
recent weeks, outside the lines, some professional athletes have

spoken with passion and eloquence about racism in personal as
well as in general terms. They deserve honor. On-field expres-
siveness is a different matter. The pregame gesturing that the
NFL has been experimenting with has been extravagant and
offended some fans. In the end, restraint elicits more respect
than overstatement does.

M@ Congress’s eviction moratorium has expired, and legislators
seem unlikely to renew it anytime soon. Yet, taking a cue from its

predecessor’s “pen and phone” style ofexecutive lawmaking, the

Trump administration has decided to step in. Under a new rule,
many tenants can stop themselves from being evicted by giving
their landlord a form asserting that they meet certain require-
ments, such as falling under a generous income limit ($99,000 for
individuals and $198,000 for couples). The legal justification is

paper-thin: Congress has not given the executive branch any
explicit authority to stop evictions, so the policy is being run

through the Centers for Disease Control—which claims, incredi-

bly, that its authority to stop diseases from spreading across state

lines is so broad as to encompass this heavy-handed, nation-
wide housing policy. The public-health rationale is an obvious

pretense, the policy is already facing court challenges, and the
administration should drop it before judges force them to.

#@ On September 13, Trump signed an executive orderpaving the

way for Medicare to pay the same prices as other developed
countries’ health agencies for prescription drugs. Owing to a

lengthy rulemaking process, the measure will not take effect in
the near future, but, if implemented, itwould limit the availability
ofmedicines and reduce the innovative capacity of the pharma-
ceutical sector. The U.S. leads the world in drug development,
and Trump is right to take issue with the comparatively high
ptices paid by Americans. The administration should therefore
work to make other countries shoulder more of the cost of drug
development. Skeptical of imports as this administration is, the
last thing it should be importing is price controls.

M@ The Senate subcommittee that handles antitrust policy held a

hearing on whether Google has harmed competition in online

advertising—something it appears to have done, as is also true
of Facebook. Many critics of the tech giants want antitrust
enforcers to restrain them, or even break them up. But the com-

panies’ stranglehold over digital-ad revenues could be addressed

8 NATIONAL REVIEW | www.nationalreview.com

by relaxing antitrust laws for the media outlets that do business
with them. Let them band together to bargainwith the giants over
ad rates and the like. Whatever else antitrust law is good for, it
shouldn’t be used to shield Goliath from David.

@ Critical race theory is in the news, which isn’t good for critical
race theory. After an episode ofTucker Carlson’s show highlighted
reporting done by Christopher Rufo of the Discovery Institute and

City Journal on the federal government’s mandating of critical-
race-theory propaganda seminars for federal employees, Presi-
dent Trump sent down word that this must end, and OMB boss
Russ Vought sent out a memo prohibiting any new spending on
what Vought calls “divisive, anti-Americanpropaganda.” It seems
to us strange that a government infected with “systemic racism”
would spend such splendid sums to have itself systematically
lectured on systemic racism—systemic racism should be made
of sterner stuff. We know that the federal government does not

always hire the best and brightest, and that some federal workers
need some training on how to behave in the workplace, including
how not to be boobs in racial and sexual contexts. The president
himself could use the occasional reminder on that score. But
indoctrination is not workplace training: It is indoctrination. The

president is right to work to eliminate what amounts to a program
ofpolitical propaganda conducted on the public dime as a require-
ment of government employment, and federal agencies resisting
that effort, the Centers for Disease Control prominent among
them, do not have a leg to stand on. This is not a thought that often
crosses our minds, but: Federal workers deserve better.

@ It is an ill wind that blows Jeff Bezos no good. Amazon, the
Seattle-based online superstore, is hanging out a very large
“Help Wanted” sign, and it expects to add about 100,000 work-
ers to its payroll. With the COVID-19 epidemic continuing to
constrain national life, Amazon expects the recent shift toward
online shopping to continue and to deepen, not only for themore
durable consumer goods sold on Amazon but also for the gro-
ceries sold at theWhole Foods stores Amazon acquired in 2017.
The hiring spree will bring Amazon’s workforce to about 1 mil-
lion, with about 700,000 of them in the United States. The firm

opened some 100 new US. facilities, ranging from fulfillment
centers to sorting stations, in September alone. While we would
not go so far as to declare, “What’s good forAmazon is good for

America,” the firm’s ability to thrive in the restricted environ-
ment imposed by the coronavirus response is a welcome re-
minder of the public benefits that accompany the private profits
ofa robust and innovative free-market system.

M@ Five years ago the Academy of Motion Picture Arts and

Sciences, whose principal task is to hand out the Oscars each

year, blanched and cringed when detractors razzed it for includ-

ing no black nominees among the 20 actors so honored. Instead
of responding that one year’s sample is not obviously meaning-
ful, or that blacks have in recent years been proportionately rep-
resented in the acting categories, the Academy instead implicitly
granted the premise ofactivists andwent on an affirmative-action

frenzy, abandoning its nearly century-long tradition ofextending
membership only to well-established industry veterans by send-

ing out scads of invitations to young people, women, andminori-
ties in hopes of changing the tastes of the voting body. This year,
the same Academy that in the last seven years has given its top
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prize to a Korean film about class inequality, three films about the

suffering of black people, and a sci-fi fable about intolerance
announced that, beginning in 2024, no film may be considered
for Best Picture unless it meets a freshly established set of “rep-
resentation and inclusion standards.” Most Oscar-caliber films
are already financed, produced, or distributed by companies that
meet the new requirements. This year the Academy should give
an award for the best performance of virtue to itself.

@ Netflix released a statement saying it was “deeply sorry for
the inappropriate artwork” used to promote Cuties, a French-

language film about the hyper-sexualization of children, after a
promotional poster (showing preteen girls dressed like strippers
and posing suggestively) caused a furious backlash. The stream-

ing service still released the movie to its 192 million subscribers,
however; the filmmakers insisting that it was “a social commen-

tary against the sexualization of young children.” But the full
movie, which contained even more instances of child sexualiza-
tion than the initial poster, failed to reassure. Progressive jour-
nalists and critics rushed to denounce those objecting to the
movie as right-wing conspiracy theorists and puritans, in which
case we need more of each. The problem with Cuties is not its

message. It’s that in sending thatmessage, the film itself sexual-
izes children—something that no one (artist, feminist, or any-
thing else) should have a license to do.

M@ Disney’s Mulan remake had already faced its fair share of
controversy over star Liu Yifei’s public support for the Hong

thing else to consider: The recent normalizations prove that Israel
can indeed reach agreements withArab states, even before a reso-
lution ofthe Palestinian problem—a problem that, formore than
70 years, has seemed intractable, but that one day will be proven
otherwise. The Trump administration, the Israeli government,
and those Gulf governments deserve great credit for the recent

steps. We look forward to the fifth state: the fifth, and then the

sixth, Arab state to establish normal diplomatic relations with
the Jewish state, Israel.

@ Dictators abroad, helped by U.S. companies in the suppression
ofpeople under those dictators’ rule. It’s an old story. And it has
continued in Belarus: Sandvine, Inc., has helped the dictatorship
ofAlexander Lukashenko blockmuch ofthe Internet, to the detri-
ment ofthe democratic opposition. But here is a brighter story out
of Belarus: involving Svetlana Alexievich and diplomats of the
European Union, stationed in Minsk. Alexievich is the most

prominent writer in the country, the Nobel laureate in literature
for 2015. She is also an oppositionist, meaning that her safety is
threatened. EU diplomats have taken to staying with her in her

home, in round-the-clock shifts, in order to afford her some layer
of protection, or a buffer, between her and state-security agents.
This is a laudable act of solidarity.

@ Last year, RFE/RL—that storied and sterling combination of
Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty—treturned to Bulgaria
and Romania. Now it has returned to a third EU state, and
NATO member: Hungary. This is because of the fading out of

Disney joins the disturbingly long list ofmultinational
corporations that have turned a blind eye to the

genocide in Xinjiang.
Kong police. But when the movie premiered this month, astute
viewers noticed that the credits thank a handful of government
entities in Xinjiang. Apparently, the production crew filmed
scenes in China’s far west in 2018, when the widespread human-

rights violations in the region were already well known. Unsur-

prisingly, the local government offices acknowledged by Disney
are involved in perpetrating and covering up the Uyghur geno-
cide. Disney joins the disturbingly long list ofmultinational cor-

porations that have turned a blind eye to the genocide in Xinjiang.
It includes the NBA, McKinsey, andmajor clothing brands. Still,
Disney stands apart from the rest for being the firstAmerican enti-

ty to thank the CCP for its help. Since its U.S. premiere,Mulan has
attracted criticism and congressional scrutiny in the United States.
And it’s been spurned by Chinese consumers; on its opening
weekend in China, it grossed just $23 million. Still, Disney, which
has yet to issue an apology, doesn’t seem to have learned its les-
son. American consumers should make sure that it does.

@ And then there were four. Egypt (Sadat) normalizedwith Israel
in 1979. Jordan (King Hussein) normalized 15 years later. Flash

way forward to August 2020: The UnitedArab Emirates normal-
ized with Israel, and the next month another Gulf state, Bahrain,
did. More are almost surely to come. Fear of Iranian hegemony
in the Middle East is a major cause of this trend. There is some-

independent media, and a profusion of disinformation, in that

country. The “information landscape” was “degraded,” as
RFE/RL says. Hungarians can consume all the state media, and

state-friendlymedia, they like. But now theywill have the option
ofRFE/RL, which is good news indeed. The “radios” withdrew
from Bulgaria, Romania, and Hungary once before—after the
Fall of the Wall and a democratic flowering. May they be able
to withdraw again someday soon.

@ In Iran the sport ofwrestling is taken seriously. Winner of sev-
eral national championships, the 27-year-oldNavidAfkarimight
well have represented Iran at the Olympic Games. In 2018 he and
his brothers Habib and Vahid took part in an anti-government
demonstration in Shiraz that turned ugly. The Basij are a para-
military force responsible for keeping order, and one of them
was killed. The murder was pinned on Navid, presumably
because national figures cannot be allowed to protest. Amnesty
International declared that the trial of the three men was “a trav-
esty of justice.” Habib and Vahid received long prison sen-
tences and 74 lashes, which could prove fatal. Navid said, “IfI
am executed, I want you to know that an innocent person, even

though he tried and fought with all his strength to be heard, was
executed.” The International Olympic Committee was only one
of several institutions worldwide appealing to the mullahs, and
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U.S. zip codes turn up silver for residents
Sealed Vault Bags full ofheavy silver bars are actually being handed over to the first U.S. residents who find their zip code

listed in today’s publication and call before the 48 hour order deadline ends to claim the bags full of valuable silver
NATIONWIDE - Opera-

tors at the National Silver
Hotline are struggling to
keep up with all the calls.
That’s because Silver

Vault Bags loaded with a
small fortune of .999 pure
Silver Bars are now being
handed over to everyone
who beats the 7-day order
deadline.
“Tt’s like a modern day

Gold Rush. U.S. residents
will be hoarding all the sil-
ver bars they can get their
hands on for the next 7 days.
This comes as no surprise
after the standard State
Minimum set by the Fed-
erated Mint dropped 42%,
going from $50 per bar to
just $29 making these Sil-
ver Vault Bags a real steal,”
said Mary Ellen Withrow,
the emeritus 40th Treasur-
er of the United States of
America.
“As executive advisor to

the private Federated Mint,
I get paid to deliver breaking
news. And here’s the best
part. This is great news for
U.S. residents because it’s
the lowest ever State Mini-
mum set by the Federated
Mint,” saidWithrow.
The only thing residents

need to do is find the first 2

digits of their zip code on the
Distribution List printed in
today’s publication. If their
zip code is on the list, they
need to immediately call the
National Silver Hotline be-

ral
EASE OO

BAC WHEN OF

saamoeone®

999
SiveR
FEDERATED

nant

SHLVER

@ U.S. RESIDENTS CASH IN: It’s like a modern day Gold Rush. Everyone’s scrambling to get their hands on the heavy,
Jumbo Silver Ballistic Bags pictured above before they’re all gone. That's because residents who find the first 2 digits
of their zip code printed in today’s publication are cashing in on the lowest ever State Minimum price set for the next 7
days by the Federated Mint.

fore the 7-day order dead-
line ends.
Residents who do are

cashing in on the record
low State Minimum set by
the Federated Mint. This is
areal steal for residents be-
cause each Silver Vault Bag
loaded with 10 State Sil-

> Who gets the Silver Vault Bags: Listed below are the U.S. zip codes that get the Silver Vault Bags. If you
find the first 2 digits of your zip code below immediately call: 1-800-301-4289 EXT. FMM4369

ver Bars is normally set at (~ Alabama Florida Kansas Missouri New York Rhode Island Virginia
>

$500 which is the standard 35, 36 32, 33, 34 66, 67 63, 64 00, 10, 11, 12 02 20, 22, 23, 24

$50 per heavy half ounce bar Alaska Georgia Kentucky 65 13, 14 South Carolina
State Minimum set by the 99 30, 31, 39 40, 41, 42 Montana North Carolina 29 Washington
Federated Mint. But here’s Arizona Hawaii Louisiana 59 27, 28 South Dakota 98, 99

the good news. Residents 85, 86 96 70,71 Nebraska North Dakota 57

who call today get the lowest Arkansas idaho Maine 68, 69
38

Tennessee West Virginia
ever State Minimum set by A, 72 83 03, 04 Nevada Ohio 37, 38 24, 25, 26

the Federated Mint of just California Illinois Maryland 88, 89 41, 43 Texas

$290 for each Silver Vault 1 60, 61 20, 21 New Hampshire 44, 45 75,76, 77 Wisconsin

Colorado 62 Massachusetts 03 Oklahoma 78, 79, 88 53, 54
Bag which is just $29 per 80, 81 Indiana 01, 02, 05 New Jersey 73,74
bar as long as they call the Connecticut 46, 47 Michigan 07, 08 Oregon Utah WyomingNational Silver Hotline at; 06 48, 49 97 84 82, 83
1-800-301-4289 EXT. Delaware lowa Mississippi New Mexico | Pennsylvania Vermont
FMM4369 before the dead- 19 50, 51, 52 38, 39 87, 88 15, 16, 17 05 Washington DC
line ends.

LO
18,19 )

(Continued on next page)
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(Continued from previous page)

Phone lines open at pre-
cisely 8:30 A.M. this morn-
ing and are expected to be
flooded by U.S. residents
looking to cash in on the low-
est ever State Minimum set
by the Federated Mint to
date. That’s why U.S. resi-
dents who find their zip code
on the distribution list to-
day are being urged to call
immediately.
Since this special adver-

tising announcement can’t
stop dealers and collec-
tors from hoarding all the
new 2020 Edition State Sil-
ver Bars they can get their
hands on, the Federated
Mint had to set a strict limit
of three Jumbo Silver Ballis-
tic Bags per resident - these
are the bags everyone’s try-
ing to get because they con-
tain 10 individual Silver
Vault Bags each. Everyone
who gets these will feel like
they just hit the jackpot.
“Residents who want to

cash in on the lowest ever
State Minimum set by the
private Federated Mint bet-
ter hurry. That’s because in
7 days, the State Minimum
for these heavy half ounce
State Silver Bars returns to
the normal State Minimum
set by the FederatedMint of
$50 per bar,” Withrow said.
“We're bracing for all the

calls and doing the best we
can, but with just hours left
efore the deadline ends,
residents lucky enough to
find the first 2 digits of their
zip code listed in today’s
publication need to immedi-
ately call the National Silver
Hotline,” Withrow said. Hi

=
pease po NOT CUT

P&AG
gsG WHEN OPENING

THIS BAG
5S

CONTAINS

999
SILVER

FEDERATED MINT

mM SILVER HITS ROCK
BOTTOM: Everyone's
scrambling to get the Silver
Vault Bags each loaded with
10 solid .999 pure Silver
State Bars before they are
all gone. That’s because the
standard State Minimum set

IMPORTANT INFORMATION: If you find your zip code on the distribution list printed in

today’s publication read below then immediately call: 1-800-301-4289 EXT. FMM4369

> | keep calling and can’t get through: Keep trying. Right now everyone’s looking to cash in on the lowest State
Minimum ever set by the Federated Mint. In fact, tens of thousands of residents are expected to order up as many
Silver Vault Bags as they can get their hands on before the deadline ends. That’s because the State Minimum set

by the Federated Mint has been slashed from $50 per heavy half ounce to just $29 for the next 7 days. And since
each Silver Vault Bag contains 10 valuable State Silver Bars for just $290 nearly everyone is taking at least three

bags before they're all gone. But all those who really want to cash in are taking the Jumbo Silver Ballistic Bags
containing 100 State Silver Bars before the State Minimum set by the Federated Mint goes back up to $500 per
Vault Bag. So if lines are busy keep trying.

> How much are the Silver Vault Bags worth: It’s hard to tell how much these Silver Vault Bags could be worth
since they are highly collectible, but those who get in on this now will be the really smart ones. That’s because the
State Minimum set by the Federated Mint goes back up to $500 per bag after the deadline ends. So you better
believe that at just $290 the Silver Vault bags are a real steal for everyone who beats the deadline.

» Can | buy one State Silver Bar: Yes. But, the lowest ever State Minimum set by the Federated Mint of just $29
per bar applies only to residents who purchase a Silver Vault Bag(s). That means only those residents who order
a Silver Vault Bag(s) or the heavy, Jumbo Silver Ballistic Bag(s) get the $29 per bar State Minimum set by the
Federated Mint. All single bar purchases, orders placed after the 7-day deadline and all non-state residents must

pay the standard $50 per heavy half ounce Bar State Minimum set by the Federated Mint.

> Why is the State Minimum set by the Federated Mint so low now: Thousands of U.S. residents stand to miss
the deadline to get the silver at the lowest ever State Minimum set by the private Federated Mint. Now all residents who
find the first 2 digits of their zip code on the Distribution List printed in today’s publication are getting the Silver Vault

Bags for themselves and all the solid .999 pure State Silver Bars found inside. The price for each Silver Vault Bag is

normally set at $500 which is the standard $50 per bar State Minimum set by the Federated Mint, but residents who
beat the 7-day deadline only cover the lowest ever State Minimum set by the Federated Mint ofjust $290 for each State
Silver Vault Bag which is just $29 per bar as long as they call the National Silver Hotline before the deadline ends at:

1-800-301-4289 EXT. FMM4369. Hotlines open at 8:30 A.M.

#% All 49 States listed are available - States not listed are already sold out **%

mak
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BACK VIEW FRONT VIEW

INDEPENDENCE:
1776 signifies SIGNIFICANT:
the year America Numbered

deciared in the order of
independence which the state
proclaiming ratified the
inalienable rights Constitution and

was admitted into
the Union.

including life, liberty,
and the pursuit of

happiness.

HISTORIC 13 STARS:
Each star represents
one of the original 13
Colonies arranged in

a circle to symbolize ONLY EXISTING:
the perpetuity of the Silver bars struck
union as depicted in the with the double
“Betsy Ross” flag. gO forged state

« a proclamation.
I

{

a =
LOWEST EVER: FINie SILVE VALUABLE:
State minimum set Solid 999 pure
by the Federated fine silver
Mint drops to just

.

$29.
PHOTO ENLARGEMENT SHOWS ENGRAVING DETAIL OF SOLID HALF OUNCE STATE SILVER BARS

by the private Federated Mint
dropped 42%, going from
$50 per bar to just $29, which
is a real steal.

FEDERATED MINT, LLC IS NOT AFFILIATED WITH THE U.S. GOVERNMENT, A BANK OR ANY GOVERNMENT AGENCY. IF FOR ANY REASON WITHIN 30 DAYS FROM SHIP-
MENT YOU ARE DISSATISFIED, RETURN THE PRODUCT FOR A REFUND LESS SHIPPING AND RETURN POSTAGE. THIS SAME OFFER MAY BE MADE AVAILABLE AT A
LATER DATE OR IN A DIFFERENT GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION. OH RESIDENTS ADD 6.5% SALES TAX. FEDERATED MINT 7600 SUPREME AVE. NW, NORTH CANTON, OH
44720 2020 FEDERATED MINT PTI90A
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THE WEEK

President Trump added his voice: “I would greatly appreciate if
youwould spare this youngman’s life.” They execute children in
Iran, so what chance didNavid have? They hanged him.

@ Paul Rusesabagina is the “hotel manager,” immortalized in the

2004 filmHotel Rwanda. President George W. Bush saw it twice.
He met with Rusesabagina in the Oval Office. Rusesabagina was
hailed for sheltering more than a thousand people, Hutus and
Tutsis alike, during the Rwandan genocide in 1994. After threats
on his life, he went into exile in 1996. He has a Belgian passport
and a U.S. green card. He is a strong opponent ofRwandan dic-
tator Paul Kagame. Recently, Rusesabagina traveled to Dubai,
where he was apparently snatchedby Rwandan forces, evidently
with the cooperation ofUAE authorities, and flown to Rwanda.
He now faces charges of terrorism. The Kagame dictatorship is
an outstandingly brutal one. The United States should ask—
loudly—‘‘What gives with the hotel manager?”

@ Headlines recently trumpeted the discovery of life on Venus,
but that life, if it actually exists, ismost likely located in Venus’s

atmosphere 30 miles or so above the planet’s surface—a good
thing if you’re a microbe, since temperatures down on the

ground can reach 800 degrees Fahrenheit. Scientists deduced the

possibility of life by detecting in Venus’s atmosphere a gas
called “phosphine,” which so far has been produced only by liv-
ing creatures. Phosphine is said to have an indescribably awful
and powerful smell, with the saving grace that it will kill you
almost instantly if you inhale it. Scientists are excited, but let’s
not put out the welcome mat too soon.

@ Novak Djokovic, the best player in men’s tennis, found
himself behind early in his fourth-round match against
Pablo Carrefio Busta in the U.S. Open. Djokovic took a

spare ball and hit it lazily toward the back of the court, more
in frustration than in anger, it appeared, although the inci-
dent provokeda flurry of tsk-tsking to the effect that his

temper was excessive and his self-control insufficient. The
moment might have gone unremarked had the ball not
struck a line judge in the neck. She fell to the ground. Alarm
flashed across Djokovic’s face. He rushed to her side. She
left the court. So did he, soon after. Tournament officials dis-

qualified him for violating an “abuse of balls” rule, which
includes a prohibition against hitting a ball out of the court
intentionally and hitting it “with negligent disregard of the
consequences.” After a long
discussion with tournament

officials, he gathered his

equipment and went
home. There’s no fighting
in tennis. Djokovic issued
a detailed apology on

Instagram. “Thank God,”
he wrote, that the line

judge, according to

officials, “is feel-

ing ok.” Said like
a sportsman.

12 NATIONAL REVIEW | www.nationalreview.com

@ Robert J. Samuelson has been a columnist at the Washington
Post since 1977. He wrote a column forNewsweek from 1984 to
2011. His focus has been economics—or the intersection ofeco-
nomics and politics. Samuelson is a writer who learns a lot and

imparts this learning to readers, in a fairly nonideological way.
Thus, he is a teaching columnist, one ofthe best kinds. He is now
retiring. For all these years, he has been a credit to “columny,”
to borrow a word from another of the best, William Safire.

@ “Let’s get into the fight!” Sergeant First Class Thomas Payne,
a Delta Force operator, shouted at his teammates above the gun-
fire. It was 2015, in Hawija, Iraq, and the mission to liberate

hostages held by ISIS fighters had erupted into a vicious firefight.
Payne and his elite team ofArmy special operators had already
cleared one structure in the prison compound, freeing 38

hostages, whena call for help went out to clear a second building.
Without any regard for his safety, Payne “climbed a ladder to the

building’s roof, which was partially engulfed in flames, and

engaged enemy fighters below with grenades and small arms
fire.” He then entered the building “under intense enemy fire,
enduring smoke, heat, and flames to identify the armored door

imprisoning the hostages.” Returning with bolt cutters, he again
and again entered the inferno, working to cut the locks to free the

hostages, “even though ordered to evacuate the collapsing build-

ing.” Each time he entered, Payne “consciously exposed himself
to enemy automatic gunfire.” His efforts, and the sacrifice ofhis
teammate Master Sergeant Joshua Wheeler, who was killed in

action, gallantly contributed to the rescue of 75 hostages. At a

White House ceremony on September 11, President Trump, in
the name of the Congress, awarded Thomas “Patrick” Payne,
now a sergeant major, a well-deserved Medal of Honor, the
citation for which we have quoted above.

@ What virtues do we ask of team-sports stars? Tradition: a long
enough tenure in one place to set down deep roots with one fran-
chise and its fans. Excellence: team championships and unforget-
table moments of individual accomplishment. Commitment: a

work ethic and craftsmanship, maximizing an athlete’s natural

gifts and developing new skills over time. Constancy: consisten-

cy and durability. Sportsmanship: good nature in public and

grace in both victory and defeat. Tom Seaver and Lou Brock, two
baseball immortals who died at 75 and 81, respectively, embod-
ied all ofthis andmore. ToNewYorkMets fans, Seaverwas “The
Franchise,” as a pitcher a perfect blend of brains and brawn,
power and control, the star of the 1969 Miracle Mets, a thought-
ful matinee idol and a ferocious competitor, nearly a unanimous
Hall ofFamer, the only pitcher since 1920 towin 300 games with
a career earned-run average below 3.00. To St. Louis Cardinals
fans, Brock was a smiling gentleman who found an extra gear in
the World Series (where he hit a record .391 in three Fall
Classics) and retired owning the stolen-base record book, having
swiped 118 bags at the advanced age of 35. R.I-P.

IN MEMORIAM

Wick Allison, RIP
HERE was no confusing William Rusher—the exacting,
iconic, and, by 1988, retiring publisher of NATIONAL
REVIEw—with the man who assumed his duties:

Lodowick Brodie Cobb Allison, better known as “Wick.” Now, SH
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here was a pro, with great successes in the magazine business

(stress on the latter word). The founder of D, the influential
Dallas-based journal, andArt& Antiques,Wick was an entrepre-
neur, a force of personality—energized and young and deter-
mined (and loud)—who many believed might help NR achieve

dizzy new heights. He had a secondary, and very Rusher-like,
goal: dictating the ways ofa Republican Party sorely in need of
a new era. Alas, such lofty expectations (confounded by the

peccadillo-laden realities of opinion journals) were never
reached. But, boy oh boy, did Wick Allison ever give it a go,
with flair and verve and sometimes intimidation. And there
were impressive victories to claim: In his brief tenure at NR’s
historic HQ at 150 East 35th Street, he professionalized stodgy
practices and conceived of an innovative thing called “Town
Hall” that thrives to this day. Ditto forNational Review Institute:
He played a central role in its launch.
It’s accurate to callWick Allison a visionary. It’s also accurate

to say that as NR publisher, he was involved in head-butting,
excesses, presumptions, and overreaches. So came the parting:
By late 1991,Wick was headed back to Big D. Many good things
would happen there. D magazine, back in his hands, became a
truemedia empire. There would also be his central role in saving
The American Conservative. He remained on good terms with

many atNR (for which he wrote on occasion) and on one special
night in 2005 played host to his old boss whenWFB was inducted
into the Magazine Editors’ Hall of Fame.
Allison learned nearly a decade ago he had bladder cancer. So

began a prolonged fight, waged with grace and grit, all while
championing his beloved Dallas. And those in need: Privately, he

engaged in relentless corporal works ofmercy.
This spring, as the fight approached its end,Wick took himself

to his beloved Catskills lodge, where for years he delighted in his

passion for fly-fishing. The night closed in slowly, affording him
weeks in the company ofhis wife Christine and their four daugh-
ters. They were with him when he passed away on September 1.

Back when he reigned on East 35th Street, the practicing
Catholics would often gather at noon to indulge in the aged and

holy practice of praying the Angelus. One would always find
Wick, a Catholic convert, in the thick of it. That is a good way to
remember him, at one withwork and God, unabashed. The strife
is o’er. Rest in peace sorely deserved, old comrade.

WILDFIRES

T some point in the next 30 years,

California Burning

A global temperatures are expected to
rise 1.5 degrees Celsius above their

pre-industrial levels. If we doubled the aver-

age fuel efficiency ofall the cars on the planet,
decreased the amount of global automotive

g travel by half, increased solar-energy usage
100-fold, and increased wind-power capacity

E by ten times, we would go half of the way
= toward averting that temperature increase,
g assuming all the projections are correct and

nothing changes in the interim.
A tall task, but that is how California gover-

§ nor Gavin Newsom plans to combat the wild-
& fires that are consuming his state. We wish the
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govermor luck in remaking the global economy to his liking. In
the meantime, how about a Plan B?
Fire plays a natural role in regulating the lifecycles oftrees and

vegetation. In the pre-industrial era, more than 4 million acres
burned in California annually. Fortunately, we now have the

knowledge and technology to preventwildfires. Prescribed burns
and proactive clearing of dead vegetation are known to reduce
the speed and intensity of fires by diminishing the stock of com-
bustible material, but well-intentioned public officials have long
put a monomaniacal emphasis on suppression, rather than pre-
vention, of fires.

In 1911, after a series of devastating fires across the American
West, Congress passed the Weeks Act, which increased federal

funding for firefighting efforts. The U.S. Forest Service subse-

quently required that all fires be suppressed before reaching ten
acres and pledged to put out any fire within the day.
In California, the upshot was a reduction in annual burning

by 95 percent, and an attendant increase in the state’s vulnera-

bility to fires. Dead trees and overcrowded forests became lit-
eral tinderboxes. Add to that decades ofmismanagement and a
recent spike in tree mortality, due primarily to drought, and you
get frequent, devastating fires.
The solution is simple in principle ifnot in practice, but a web

of interests has held back progress in the Golden State.
Landowners and forest managers who may be liable for burns
that go awry opt to allow overgrowth instead. Environmental

regulations add needless obstacles, too, and local governments
go to great lengths to avoid the inconveniences that come with
controlled burns.
Better forest management would go a long way toward mak-

ing California safer. We should make room for businesses and
households to solve the problem on their own by incentivizing
private burning and clearing.
Ifnot, households may take a different approach—leaving the

state altogether. The cost ofwildfire insurance has already caused
a dropoff in home sales in California, a trend exacerbated by high
taxes and poor state-government services. California lost a net
total of 1 million residents between 2007 and 2016, and a UC
Berkeley poll found thatmore than halfof the state’s voters have
considered leaving for political reasons.
We suspect Newsom’s proposal to reduce carbon emissions

won’t stem the flow.

Governor Gavin Newson speaks to President Donald Trump at a

briefing in Sacramento on wildfires, September 14.
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 5, 2020

HONORING

ThE HONORABLE JAMES L. OUCKLEY
WILLIAM F. BUCKLEY JR. PRIZE FOR LEADERSHIP IN POLITICAL THOUGHT

VIRGINIA JAMES
WILLIAM F. BUCKLEY JR. PRIZE FOR LEADERSHIP IN SUPPORTING LIBERTY

For his entire life, Bill Buckley sought to preserve and buttress the foundations of a free society.
To honor his achievement and inspire others, NRI’s Board of Trustees created theWilliam F. Buckley Jr.

Prizes for Leadership in Political Thought and Leadership in Supporting Liberty.
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Battleground Arizona
It could be the tipping~point state, with resultsfinalized after Election Day

BY JOHN McCORMACK

T an August 11 Trump-
campaign event in Mesa, Ariz.,
the state’s Republican governor,
Doug Ducey, noted in his

remarks introducing Mike Pence that
President Trump and the vice president
“have visited the state of Arizona more
than any other presidential administration
in the history of our country,” adding:
“They like it here. And we like having
them here.”
“Think ofyourselfat a great spa—great

sauna—where it’s 120 degrees and we
have to pay a lot ofmoney to be there,”
Trump told rallygoers at another event in a

sweltering airport hangar in Yuma on

August 18. But the reason Trump and
Pence find themselves visiting the Grand

Canyon State so often is not merely that

they’re big fans of the dry heat and the
cacti. Over the past 70 years, the state
has voted for Republican presidential
candidates in every election but one (the
1996 Clinton victory), but all eyes are on
Arizona in 2020 because of its newfound
status as perhaps the most important
battleground state.

The historically Republican state has

z been trending Democratic in recent

z years, as a result ofboth long-term demo-
® graphic changes and the 2016 political
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earthquake that instantly altered the
electoral landscape. While Trump’s im-

proved performance among rural voters
and white voters without a college
degree swung the Midwest—and the
Electoral College—to a Republican
victory in 2016, the Trump GOP’s weak-
ness among urban and suburban voters
cost the party the House of Repre-
sentatives in 2018 and handed an Arizona
Senate seat to the Democrats in 2018 for
the first time in a generation.

In the 2008 presidential race, John
McCain carried his home state ofArizona
by nine points, and Mitt Romney won
there by ten points in 2012. But Trump
won the state by just 3.5 points in 2016

(even as McCain was reelected on the
same ballot to the Senate by 13 points),
and the president is in a more precarious
position in Arizona in 2020.
David Wasserman, a sharp-eyed

elections analyst at The Cook Political
Report, has been making the case for
over a year that Arizona is the most

likely “tipping-point state” in the 2020
election—the state that effectively puts
the winning presidential candidate over
the top in the Electoral College. In 2016,
Wisconsin, which Trump carried by 0.7

points, was the tipping-point state—

Trump could have lost Pennsylvania and

Michigan, which he carried by even
smaller margins, and still won a majority
in the Electoral College.
On September 8, polling analyst Nate

Silver wrote on Twitter: “If you take the

polls at face value right now—with Biden

gaining/holding steady in [Arizona,
Wisconsin, and Michigan], but losing
ground in [Pennsylvania and Florida],
then Arizona is the tipping-point state

right now.” Silver noted that if Biden
flipped Michigan, Wisconsin, Arizona,
and Nebraska’s Omaha-based second

congressional district to the Democratic
column—while Trump took all the other
electoral votes that he won in 2016—
Biden would win the Electoral College
270 to 268.

In recent polls, the likely tipping-point
state has been tipping away from Trump.
When the president arrived in Arizona on

September 14 for a “Latinos for Trump”
campaign event, the RealClearPolitics
average of Arizona polls showed him

trailing Biden by 4.7 points—49.5 per-
cent to 44.8 percent. While the polls were
off in 2016 in keymidwestern states, they
were on target in Arizona: The final
RealClearPolitics polling average showed
Trump leading Clinton in Arizona by four

points (a mere halfpoint better for Trump
than the results on Election Day).

There are at least five reasons Trump is
in more trouble in 2020 than he was in
2016 inArizona. “The first isArizona is an
extremely metropolitan state,” says
Wasserman. “Across the board, Demo-
crats are doing better and better among
urban and suburban voters, and they’re
doing worse among small-town and
rural voters. There’s notmuch of a small-
town and rural component to Arizona’s
electorate: 81 percent of the vote comes
from the Phoenix and Tucson metro
areas. That is pretty much the opposite of
a state like Wisconsin or Michigan,
where there’s a very large small-town
and rural vote.”
A second problem for Trump is that

“Arizona has such a large senior popu-
lation, and Biden is clearly doing better
with seniors—with white seniors—than

Hillary Clinton was doing,” says Wasser-
man. In polls, voters consistently say
they prefer Biden to Trump when asked
which candidate would better handle the
coronavirus pandemic, which is far more

deadly among the elderly than among the

young. Over the summer, as Arizonans

OCTOBER 5, 2020

www.u
rd

uk
ut

ab
kh

an
ap

k.b
log

sp
ot

.co
m



congregated indoors to avoid the heat, the
state was hit hard by a wave of corona-
virus infections. Arizona ranks ninth in
the nation in COVID-19 deaths per
capita, but the epidemic is now largely
under control. The average number of
new daily cases is below 400, a sharp
decline from more than 3,500 at its peak
in July.
Third, the influx ofnew residents from

liberal enclaves such as California is also

making Arizona more Democratic. In
2016, Trump won Arizona by 91,000
votes; the Census Bureau estimates that in
2017 alone, 60,000 Californiansmoved to
Arizona. “We do have a lot ofnewcomers.
We have a lot of people that leave Cali-
fornia to come to Arizona,” Governor
Ducey told NATIONAL REVIEW in an
interview last year. “We want to remind
them why they left California.”
“There are plenty of young pro-

fessionals who lean Democratic who are
attracted to Arizona for lower cost of
living and jobs. There are also plenty of
conservative retirees who ate escaping,
who are fleeing California to Arizona,
which partially offsets that, but on

balance, I think it helps Democrats,”
says Wasserman.
A fourth challenge for Trump is that the

share ofHispanic voters—a demographic
he lost 31 percent to 61 percent in 2016
in Arizona—continues to increase in
statewide elections. “The white share of
voters in Arizona is likely to drop from
74 [percent in 2016] to 71 [percent in

2020],” says Wasserman.

Trump has stepped up his outreach to
the growing Hispanic community. “The
Hispanic community is amazing,” Trump
said at a September 14 “Latinos for

Trump” roundtable event in Phoenix.
“Great, great businesspeople. You have to
be very sharp when you deal with the

Hispanic Americans—my Latinos. I
love the Latinos.” The president touted
his administration’s economic record
before the pandemic, as well as ongoing
economic-recovery efforts, and warned
that Democrats are the party of socialism.
“Some of you came from parts of the
world where it’s socialist or worse, you
know, it’s called the C-word, right, the C-
word,” Trump told the crowd. While the

anti-socialism message may have helped
Trump improve his standing among
Hispanic voters in Florida—many of
whom trace their ancestry to Cuba—more
than 90 percent of Hispanics in Arizona

are ofMexican descent, and Trump hasn’t
seen a similar uptick among Hispanic
voters in Arizona.

Trump may be in a deeper hole in
Arizona than in Florida because “the

Trump rhetoric from 2016 on Mexican
immigrants set the tone with voters of
Mexican ancestry,” says Wasserman. In
his 2016 presidential-campaign-launch
speech, Trump said illegal immigrants
from Mexico were bringing “drugs,”
“crime,” and “rapists” to America. “And
some, I assume,” he added, “are good
people.” He later found himself in hot
water for saying that an American judge
born in Indiana to Mexican immigrants
couldn’t fairly preside over a case to
which Trump was a party—a comment
rebuked by then-speaker of the House
Paul Ryan as a “textbook definition of a
racist comment.”

Finally, a fifth problem for Trump in
Arizona is his unusual weakness as a

Republican candidate among Mormon
voters. “There is a substantial Mor-
mon vote, particularly in Mesa—but
also in rural Arizona—that is skeptical
of Trump, that never really embraced

Trump, particularly LDS women,” says
Wasserman. “That explains why there
was a big shift from Romney to Clinton
in the Phoenix suburbs.” According to
Pew Research, 61 percent of Mormons
nationwide voted for Trump in 2016—a
steep decline from the 80 percent who
backed George W. Bush in 2004 and the
78 percent who voted for Mitt Romney
in 2012.

Many Mormon voters were turned off
by Trump’s temperament and character
in 2016. But Robert Graham, a supporter
of Trump’s reelection and a member of
the LDS church who served as the
chairman of the Arizona Republican
Party from 2013 to 2017, thinks the

campaign may make inroads among his

coreligionists by focusing on policy.
“One of the things that we’re taught,

like Christianity is supposed to be

taught, is you love your neighbor,” says
Graham. In 2016, “some people thought
that President Trump abandoned that.”
Graham notes that Trumpmay be “brash,”
but he’s delivered on policies such as

protecting religious liberty. That’s a

message Mike Pence drove home at the

August 11 “Latter-day Saints for Trump”
event in Mesa.
It’s an argument that has persuaded

Utah’s senior senator, Mike Lee, to throw

his support behind Trump in 2020. Lee,
like 21 percent of all voters in Mormon-
dominated Utah, voted for the Never
Trump independent candidate Evan
McMullin in 2016. The most prominent
Mormon politician in America—Utah’s
junior senator,Mitt Romney—still says he
won't vote for Trump in November. And
former Arizona GOP senator Jeff Flake,
also a Mormon who voted for McMullin
in 2016, backs Biden in 2020.
It wouldn’t be very difficult for a

Republican presidential candidate to
overcome one or two of these obstacles
in Arizona. If he underperforms among
one demographic, he canmake it up with
an overperformance among another. But
all five problems together present a

particularly daunting challenge for Trump
in Arizona in 2020.
The task is equally ifnotmore daunting

down the ballot for incumbent Republi-
can senator Martha McSally. She is

running a few points behind Trump in her
own race against DemocratMark Kelly, a
former astronaut and the spouse of former
Arizona representative Gabby Giffords.

MeSally, a former Air Force fighter
pilot, has had a difficult time uniting an
Arizona Republican Party that has been

schizophrenic over the last decade—
divided between traditional Arizona
Republicans, such as Flake and the late
JohnMcCain, and populists such as Kelli
Ward and former Maricopa County
sheriff Joe Arpaio.
Ward, an osteopath and a staunch

opponent of illegal immigration who
now serves as chairwoman of the Arizona
GOP, ran and lost in Senate GOP
primaries in 2016 and 2018. In 2016,
McCain defeated Ward by 13 points, but
McCain still supported “the nominee of
my party” at the time of the August 2016
primary (and retracted his support only
after the Access Hollywood video was
released in October). In 2018, Flake
was the staunchest GOP critic of Trump
in the Senate; and, with polls showing him

trailingWard by double digits, he dropped.
out ofhis race.McSally entered the race as
an establishment candidate who rein-
vented herself as a staunch Trump loyalist
andmoved further right on immigration.
That shift helped McSally win the

primary. She was also aided by a

McConnell-aligned super PAC that
blasted Ward as “Chemtrail Kelli” for

hosting a town-hall event to discuss the
wackadoodle conspiracy that the white
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streaks you see in the skymight be not jet-
engine exhaust but chemicals dispersed
by the government for nefarious purposes.
(Ward said in 2015 that she “didn’t really
have any opinions about ‘chemtrails’ one

way or the other” before eventually dis-

avowing the kooky theory.)
But McSally went on to lose the

general election to Democrat Kyrsten
Sinema by 2.4 points in 2018, even as

Governor Doug Ducey won reelection as

a Republican on the same ballot by 14

points. Ducey supports the president,
but he also has his own profile as an

entrepreneur (he’s the former CEO of
Cold Stone Creamery) and his own record
of governance that appeals to swing
voters alienated by Trump.
McSally, who after losing in 2018 was

appointed to serve out the remainder of
McCain’s term, has been trying to exploit
her Democratic opponent’s weaknesses:
Mark Kelly has dodged questions on

abolishing the Senate filibuster, for

example, while Kyrsten Sinema has
said she supports keeping it. And Kelly
recently apologized for making an
offensive joke—he said in 2018 that his

brother, also an astronaut, had ex-

perienced slight changes to his DNA
owing to his time in outer space. His
brother is now “halfway between, like, an
orangutan and a howler monkey,” he
cracked. “We even changed his name to

‘Rodrigo’”—a popular Hispanic name.
But given the trajectory of the race so far,

Republican operatives think there’s no
chance that McSally can outperform
Trump, and her fate largely depends on
the president’s coattails.
Biden’s lead in Arizona isn’t insur-

mountable, but time is running out for

Republicans to close the gap. October 7 is
the first day of in-person early voting in
Arizona and the day when counties mail
absentee ballots. Even under normal

circumstances, Arizona has conducted

“mostly mail” elections in recent years. It
has a large list ofvoters who automatically
receive absentee ballots; in 2018, three out
of fourArizona voters cast ballots bymail.
Because of the hugemail-in vote, officials
didn’t declare awinneruntil nearly aweek
after Election Day, despite Sinema’s
significant margin ofvictory.
The near-certain guarantee of an

agonizingly slow vote count is one
reason to hope that, whatever the

outcome, the 2020 election doesn’t all
come down to Arizona. NR
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The Heart of
California’s
Darkness

Policy, not justfire,
has caused the blackouts

BY KEVIN D. WILLIAMSON

ALIFORNIA is in agony: Riots
have raged uncontrolled, and
so have fires—some of them
wildfires consuming the

woods in places such as Plumas and
Butte Counties, some of them arson con-

suming shops in Hollywood and the
courthouse in Oakland. In 2018 and

2019, nearly 800 businesses left the state,

according to the Hoover Institution—last

November, Charles Schwab announced
that it is moving its headquarters from
San Francisco to a Dallas suburb. As a
heat wave rolled over the Bay Area,
where many homes do not have air-
conditioning, residents were forced to

stay inside with their windows closed
because of the acrid smoke blowing in
from nearby wildfires. In mid Septem-
ber, the state was convulsed by the
ambush and attempted murder of two
sheriff’s deputies in Los Angeles. At the
Republican National Convention, Cali-
fornia was mocked and held up as a cau-

tionary tale—elect Democrats, and this is
what you get.
But more than the fires, more than the

public-sector union-goon politics in
Sacramento, and more even than the riots
and arson and police ambushes, horrify-
ing as those are, nothing speaks to the

degradation of California quite as elo-

quently or as forcefully as the rolling
blackouts that left a portion of the state
in the dark and broiling at the end of the
summer. The utility-imposed blackouts—
the first of their kind and extent in almost
20 years—are a reminder, unwelcome in

Sacramento, that supply and demand
cannot be ignored, bribed out of exis-
tence, or politicked away.
There is some disagreement about

the exact cause of California’s recent

power outages—or, more accurately,
there are competing narratives, ideologi-
cally informed.

Conservatives and some business

groups have blamed California’s politi-
cally mandated shift to so-called renew-
ables (wind, solar, etc.), which not only
has limited California’s in-state generating
capacity, forcing the retirement of practi-
cally all of the state’s coal-fired infra-
structure, but also has forced restrictions
on California’s imports of electricity—an
issue of some concern for the nation’s

largest consumer of out-of-state juice.
Some environmentalists, on the other

hand, have pointed to these same prob-
lems as evidence of the failure ofmarket-
based solutions in the face of climate

change, with out-of-state providers un-
able to deliver surplus electricity during
California’s heat wave because they
were suffering a heat wave of their own.
As temperatures continue to rise and heat
waves grow more intense, their argu-
ment goes, there won’t be enough elec-

tricity to trade during periods of peak
demand; and adding new electricity
plans powered by cheap and readily
available hydrocarbons would only
make the problem worse in the long run.
What is needed instead, they argue, is
action on climate change, including even
more restrictions on electricity genera-
tion, along with more-intensive conser-
vation efforts.
Neither of those accounts is exactly

wrong, but neither is exactly right, either.
Californians do pay very high rates for

electricity thanks to source restrictions

(and general Californian-ness), but those
restrictions have not stopped the state’s
installed in-state generating capacity from

growing substantially in the past 20 years,
from a total of 55,530 megawatts (MW)
in 2001 to 79,845 MW in 2019, according
to the California Energy Commission—

meaning that California’s generating
capacity has grown more quickly than its

population has.
California managed to expand its gen-

erating capacity while cutting coal-fired

capacity from 422MW in 2001 to 55MW
in 2019 and, in a lamentable demonstra-
tion ofthe triumph ofgreen ideology over
real-world carbon-reduction goals, sig-
nificantly reducing nuclear power at the
same time. Photovoltaic solar grew from
a meager 2 MW in 2001 to 11,278 in
2019, wind-powered capacity more than

trebled, and hydroelectric production
increaseda bit, too.

(Of interest is that while California’s
in-state capacity has increased, its actual
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in-state generation declined slightly,
from 202,480 gigawatt-hours in 2001 to

200,475 gigawatt-hours in 2019.)
Solar, wind, and hydroelectric impose

environmental costs of their own in addi-
tion to economic costs, but California’s
move to renewables does demonstrate
that it is possible to restrict fuels, espe-
cially coal, while expanding generating
capacity—with two important caveats:
First, fossil fuels have continued to play
the dominant role in California’s electric-

ity mix, with natural gas declining only
slightly, from 55 percent of installed
generating capacity in 2001 to 51 percent
in 2019. Second, wind and solar cannot
be switched on and off like a light switch.
In particular, solar cannot be switched on

very effectively after sunset, which was

part of the problem in the recent black-
outs: Sunshine power went offline right
around the time Californians were return-

ing to their stuffy homes and turning on
their power-hogging air conditioners.
In the future, it is likely that there will

be more air conditioners in California
homes rather than fewer, and it is unlike-

ly that further gains from consumer-
oriented conservation efforts will amount
to much, because California already has
the /owest per capita retail sales of elec-
tricity in the country, according to the
U.S. Energy InformationAdministration.
About two-thirds ofCalifornia’s electric-
ity is consumed by industrial users, with
only a third consumed by residential
users; California already imports about a
third of its electricity, meaning that its
industrial demand accounts for the en-

tirety of its in-state generating capacity.
On the other hand, in generating about a
third of its electricity from renewables,
California has the ability to provide for
all of its residential users from its pre-
ferred sources.

Among California’s big industrial elec-

tricity consumers aremarquee technology
firms such as Google. (The often-heard
datum that Google corporately consumes
as much electricity as the whole of San
Francisco is true, but not a very useful

comparison in this context because the

figure reflects Google’s operations world-

@ wide.) Both politically and economical-

2 ly, California probably cannot afford to

& make it more difficult for electricity-
= hungry technology firms and other indus-

% trial consumers to do business in the state.

Californians already consume about
a third less electricity per capita than

a
oO

z=
ao
oO«

Power lines and towers in LA

the national average, thanks in part to
the state’s mild weather but also to the

early conservation and efficiency efforts
that have kept the state’s household
electricity consumption relatively flat
since the 1970s while such consump-
tion has climbed steeply in the rest of
the country. The low-hanging conserva-
tion fruit has been harvested, and there
are powerful political incentives ham-

pering future efforts. So California prob-
ably should not put too much hope in

savings from conservation.
Global warming is a useful progres-

sive shibboleth, but it is by nature a glob-
al issue, and it is unlikely that even the
most robust politically viable program
undertaken not only by California but by
the United States would be sufficient to
have a meaningful effect on long-term
temperatures. Aworld that cannot figure
out how to enable free trade in soybeans
is not likely to come up with a good way
to persuade the entirety of the develop-
ing world to artificially lower its future
standard of living in order to keep Jack
Dorsey’s ice-maker running overtime in
Sea Cliff.
What to do instead? California might

consider turning to its technology inno-
vators for inspiration.

Uber, a firm that California has done its
utmost to ruin, introduced a great many
Americans to surge pricing. Consumers
hate it, but it is effective. In short, prices go
up in real time when and where demand

spikes, something thatworks verywell for
Uber and other similar services and could
work well for electricity as well. “Some
critics are saying the blackouts demon-
strate that California can’t pull off a

renewables-dominant grid, but that’s the

wrong lesson,” writes Severin Borenstein
ofUC Berkeley’s Energy Institute atHaas.
The real lesson of the blackouts is

how little progress we’ve made towards

incorporating demand responsiveness in
the transformation of our electricity sys-
tem away from fossil fuels... . The
fastest and cheapest contribution to keep
supply in sync with demand when the
weather is variable and much of genera-
tion is intermittent is to reshape demand
to more closely track supply. California

policymakers talk about demand respon-
siveness, but efforts so far have been

pretty halfhearted.

The main effort to harmonize supply
and demand in California’s electricity
market has been a program of official
pleading for voluntary conservation
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efforts when electricity is running short.
When it comes to getting supply and
demand to play nice, political persuasion
does not have a very good record—but

prices do. Borenstein’s recommendation
for a more aggressive program of “criti-
cal peak pricing,” which would “give
customers lower prices throughout most
of the year but impose a much higher
price when supply is tight,” is on the

right track.
Another technologymaven whomight

be of some use to California here is

Washington’s Bill Gates—not in his role
as the man who created Microsoft but in
his role as the main mover behind
TerraPower, a nuclear-energy startup
whose innovative reactors might be well
suited to complementing California’s
renewables-oriented electricity mix. The
TerraPower reactors are attractive for a
few reasons: For one thing, they are partly
powered by depleted uranium, making a
fuel source out of a waste product that
the United States currently has 700,000
metric tons of; for another, TerraPower’s

cooling system (which uses molten salt
instead ofwater) doubles as an energy-
storage mechanism, allowing the firm’s
reactors to raise or lower output by about
50 percent of baseline capacity. Con-
ventional nuclear reactors, on the other

hand, have essentially two levels of out-
put: on and off. That variable output
would make TerraPower’s miniature
reactors an ideal match for the uneven

output of a renewables-heavy mix.

Surge pricing and improved nuclear

power offer some real opportunities—and
they face real obstacles, too. One of those
is a Republican activist establishment
that is fanatically committed to treating
climate change and many other environ-
mental concerms as a crypto-Marxist con-

Spiracy against the Ford F-150 and

Kentucky coal miners. That kind ofthink-
ing is not terribly influential inside
California, but it does carry some sway at

the federal level. The most pressing issue
inside California is a political culture that
wants to enjoy the behavioral effects of
higher energy prices without suffering the
economic and political pain that goes
along with them and that has an ideologi-
cally blinkered view of nuclear power,
informed by 1950s Godzilla movies.
But there are promising technical

approaches out there waiting for any enter-

prising California policy entrepreneurs
groping around in the dark for solutions. NR
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Still
Sharansky
A visit with the dissident-hero

and politician-activist

BY JAY NORDLINGER

1TH Gil Troy, the American
historian, Natan Sharansky
has written a new memoir:
Never Alone: Prison, Poli-

tics, andMy People. He was working on
the book when I talked with him in
Jerusalem last year. He said he wanted to
call it “Nine, Nine, Nine.” With a smile,
I told him about Herman Cain.
The late Mr. Cain, when he ran for

the Republican presidential nomination
in 2016, had a tax plan that he termed
“9-9-9.” He wanted to replace current

you’re always “competing” with every-
body else, as he puts it. You’re buffeted

by Left and Right.
I ask him whether it was pleasant to

relive his experiences, or unpleasant—
or some combination. It’s always
pleasant to return to the years of strug-
gle in the Soviet Union, he says—
“because of the result.” It ended

grandly. Less pleasant was to relive the

years of politics. He is particularly dis-
tressed by Israel’s unilateral withdrawal
from Gaza in 2005. (He quit the govern-
ment over this decision.) The withdraw-
al has given terrorists a launching pad,
he says.
Sharansky was born in Stalino in

January 1948, four months before mod-
ern Israel. Stalin had five more years to

live, and rule. Sharansky—whose first
name was then “Anatoly”’—was a math
and chess whiz. He went to the “Soviet
MIT,” i.e., the Moscow Institute of
Physics and Technology. I ask him a

funny question. Does he feel that his

Does he feel that his destiny as
a mathematician or scientist was

somehow diverted?

taxes with a 9 percent personal income tax,
a9 percent federal sales tax, and a 9 percent
corporate tax. My colleague Kevin D.
Williamson wrote a piece in opposition to

this scheme, titled “Nein! Nein! Nein!”
By “Nine, Nine, Nine,” Sharansky

meant nine years in the Soviet gulag;
nine years in Israeli politics and govern-
ment; and nine years as head of the
Jewish Agency (the organization that
serves as a kind of liaison between Israel
and the world’s Jews). The symmetry of
the numbers appealed to him as a mathe-
matician. But his publishers didn’t go for

it, for a variety of reasons. So “Never
Alone” it was, and is.
He never felt alone in the Gulag, he

tells me, even though the KGB tried to
convince him that he had been aban-
doned. “Only if you cooperate with us,”
they told him, “can you save your life.”
But Sharansky knew they were lying. He
knew that there were many people
behind him—even when he was deep in
the isolation cell.
It was more difficult, he says, not to

feel alone in the world ofpolitics! There,

destiny as a mathematician or scientist
was somehow diverted? Diverted by pol-
itics, the struggle for human rights, and
the quest to go to Israel?
He explains that he grew up an assim-

ilated Jew, “deprived of freedom and

identity.” He learned from his parents
that, ifyou’re Jewish, you have to be the

best, in math, chess, music, or what have

you. Professional perfection was the way
for Jews to survive.
Math, for Sharansky, was “a kind of

ivory tower,” he says, into which he
could retreat and be safe. But he soon
understood that “ifyou want to be a free

person, and a person who belongs, you
have to fight for it.” There was something
more important than mathematics—or

any other professional or intellectual
pursuit—namely “inner freedom,” he

says. “That is why, instead of being the
best mathematician, I became the best
as a prisoner.”
Andrei Sakharov was probably the

leading scientist in the whole Soviet
Union—a genius physicist (and the
father of the Soviet hydrogen bomb). He
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sacrificed everything to become one of
the leading dissidents. Young Sharansky
served as his aide. Sakharov was even

greater close up than he was froma dis-
tance, Sharansky says: kind, modest,
noble. “I would like to call him my
rabbi, but he’s not Jewish, so I say he
was my teacher.”

Sharansky marriedAvital in 1974. The
next day, she left for Israel, before her
exit visa expired. (The groom had been
denied one.) “The biggest mistake the
KGB made was letting Avital out,” says
Sharansky. She was a tremendous advo-
cate in his behalf.
He was arrested in 1977 and impris-

oned until 1986. Charles Krauthammer
once remarked to me that, despite the
horrors of the Gulag, Sharansky emerged
unscathed—in amazing mental and emo-
tional balance. “It was like he had gone to
the Caribbean to lie on the beach for nine

years,” said Krauthammer. Last year, I

brought this up with another great Soviet
dissident, and veteran of the Gulag,
Vladimir Bukovsky (who has since

died). “It’s very simple,” he said. “Ifyou
are not broken, you are unscathed. They
failed to break him, therefore he is
unscathed. It’s very personal.”
When Sharansky stepped off the plane

in Israel, he was a hero, to one and all.
But he entered politics, which entails

taking positions and incurring the dis-
pleasure of roughly half the popula-
tion. What does Sharansky have to say
about this?
“You know, it’s very boring to be a

hero, especially when you’re young and
still have a life in front of you. You lis-
ten to all these compliments, enjoy
them, and so what? Life is full of inter-
esting challenges.”
Sharansky has met many challenges

since he was freed 34 years ago. Don’t
worry about titles and status, he says. He
then says—you have to smile—that he

gladly exchanged the title “You’re a real
hero and inspiration” for the title “What
a disappointment you are,” in order to

fight for the ideas he believes in.
Some of us are fascinated by Israeli

political leaders, from Ben-Gurion down

through Netanyahu. I ask Sharansky, in

essence, whether he can give me any sto-
ries about Menachem Begin. Here is

, one: The phone company went to Prime

g Minister Begin to say that Avital was
5 makingmany overseas phone calls, in her
= campaign for her imprisoned husband.

Gee ( a
Natan Sharansky in Jerusalem on May 31, 2019

She was late in paying her bills. Could
the government pay them? No, said

Begin, that would be improper—but he
himselfwould pay them, which he did.

I want to throw at Sharansky a ques-
tion I have long explored: Which is
more radical, more intransigent? The
Palestinian leadership or the people
themselves, the “street”? Or are the
two inseparable?
Sharansky says that “the problem is

first ofall with us”—the leaders of Israel.
In the Oslo process, more than 25 years
ago, they brought back Yasser Arafat
from Tunis, telling Palestinians, This is
it. Arafat will be your leader now, your
dictator. And Israelis told themselves,
Its good that Arafat will be a dictator,
because he'll be able to make peace and

fightHamas without the burdens ofafree
press, independent courts, human-rights
organizations, and all that.
Often, democrats like to deal

with dictators.
From the start—1993—Sharansky

warned that, if you imposed Arafat on
Palestinians as dictator, Arafat would do

everything he could tomake Palestinians
hate Israel more and more, because dic-
tators need an external enemy to keep the

people in line, and what better enemy is
there than Israel?
So, blame the Palestinian leadership,

sure, and the street, too—but Israelis
should accept that Oslo was a huge mis-
take, says Sharansky (and the same with
Gaza). They should abandon an illusory
peace process and begin a real one,
which depends on democratization for
Palestinians: the development of civil
society, a free economy, and the rest.
In 2004, Sharansky wrote The Case

for Democracy: The Power ofFreedom
to Overcome Tyranny and Terror. One
critic of the book was Ariel Sharon, the
prime minister. “Your theories may be

good for the basement of the KGB,” he
told the author, “but they make no sense
in the Middle East.”
Sharansky loved Sharon. He cites a

long list ofmerits and accomplishments:
personal, military, and political. But they
broke sharply over Gaza (disengagement
from which was Sharon’s policy).
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Today, the case for democracy is in
dire need of a hearing, as a preference
for strongmen is all around. In 2004,
people remembered the Soviet Union,
says Sharansky, and the awful destruc-
tiveness ofCommunism. Butmemories
fade (and new people are born). Today,
Marxism, along with other isms, is

making a comeback. People are once
more talking the language of “class
struggle,” etc.
Twenty years ago, Sharansky noticed

that pro-Israel students on American
campuses were afraid to speak out.

Now, according to polls, people on both
left and right are afraid to express their

political views—anywhere, not just on

campus—which is alarming in a free

society, says Sharansky.
Toward the end of our conversation, I

ask him how he is spending his days.
There is Zooming, of course. “You
don’t have to travel, and you can talk to

people in Alaska and Australia simulta-

neously.” He says that the pandemic
should remind people that “there are
enemies we can defeat only together.”
And he is spending time with his

grandchildren—the seven of them. All
grandparents love their grandchildren,
of course, but this is a little different, or
it has a twist, let’s say.
It was no sure thing that Natan and

Avital would have children (or thatNatan
would survive the Gulag). As it turned
out, they were separated for the first
twelve years of their marriage. When
their first child was born—a daughter—
Natan’s mother, Ida, sent a picture of her
to the head of Natan’s KGB prison. For
her, the picture, and the girl, were a great
symbol of triumph over evil.
“So, yes,” says Sharansky, “I am

spending a lot of time with my grand-
children, not forgetting to fight against
anti-Semitism and to support the strug-
gle for human rights and democracy all
over the world.”
One last thing. I always ask Sharansky—

I can’t help it—“Do you have your
Psalm book on you?” He had it in the

Gulag, and had to fight to keep it. His
leading verse was, “Yea, though I walk
through the valley of the shadow of
death, I will fear no evil; for thou art
with me.” So, where is it? Where is that

little, historic book? “In the left pocket
of my shirt,” as usual, says Sharansky.
“Tt is always withme, it is always giving
me strength.” NR
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Swamped by
Technology

Our baffling, ubiquitous
new conveniences

BY JOSEPH EPSTEIN

wo or three more advances in

personal technology, and I may
have to leave the country—
make that the planet. As things

stand at themoment, the end ofmy tether
is already well frayed. Examples are not
difficult to adduce.
I currently have a Latin app on my

iPhone, which I find very useful. So I

thought I would add a French app. Only
after having done so did I learn that the
French app would cost $6.99 a month.
Since I probably do not look up more
than four or five French words a

month—my most recent was ficelle—
the app didn’t seem worth the monthly

though I gather that CDs are now
thought obsolescent—but I was by and

large a satisfied customer. And so I

remained, until the announcement one

day appeared onmy new computer that

updates were available. I tapped the
button to bring them on and promptly
lost my beloved Microsoft Office
word-processing program, which was

replaced by something called Pages,
which represented a serious step back-
wards. Even now, fourmonths under the

reign of Pages, I cannot figure out how
to set words in italics. Pages and I can’t
seem to get on the same page.
I have resisted using a Kindle, chiefly

because ofmy love of books, the look,
feel, even the smell of them. I have done
FaceTime with my granddaughter, who
lives in New Jersey. But I may well be
the last American standing never to have

Skyped or Zoomed. I am supposed to

give a lecture next spring over Zoom to
a group at the University of Arizona,
and so will lose my Zoomiginity then. I
haven’t decided what to wear for this
Zoom lecture; just now I am thinking tie,
shirt, suit jacket, and pajama bottoms.

I was straightaway asked for my
iTunes passcode. iTunes passcode?
Didn’t know I had one. Still don’t.

charge. I set out to cancel it. A simple
enough procedure, you might think. In

doing so I was straightaway asked for

my iTunes passcode. iTunes passcode?
Didn’t knowI had one. Still don’t. I had
to walk over to my local AT&T store

and, abashed, have one of the fellows
perhaps a fourthmy age who works there
cancel the app for me.
Earlier this year my ten-year-old

desktop computer gave up the ghost. I

brought it to anApple store to buy a new
one, hoping that someone there could
transfer all the material from my old
computer onto its replacement. And, lo,
presto change-o, a bright and accommo-

dating young man there did just that,
entirely successfully. Some things my
new computer couldn’t do that my old
one could—copying CDs, for one,

Mr. Epstein is the author, most recently, of

Gallimaufry, a Collection of Essays,
Reviews, Bits.

Then there is banking. Of late a num-
ber of the magazines I write for wish to
send the checks for my payment
directly to my bank. I am chary about
this, for I once had $5,000 withdrawn
from my checking account by someone
who forged two checks with my name
on them, and so am hesitant about giving
out any information whatsoever about

my bank account. (My bank, not at all by
the way, made good on my loss.) I have
done so, reluctantly, nevertheless. But the
other day one such magazine asked for
the email connected to my bank account.
I didn’t know I had such an email. I pled
ignorance, something, under the new
goal of a paperless society, I seem to be

doing more and more, and the magazine
agreed to send the check to my home.
A newspaper for whichI write fairly

often asked some while ago that, along
with the pieces I write for them, I send
them invoices through an agency
called the Tungsten Network. Filling
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out the invoices, I discovered, took a
bit longer than writing the pieces them-
selves. Ah, the jolly dance ofprogress,
one step forward, one to the side, and
three steps back!
I am no Luddite, opposed to new

technology or ways ofworking. I am a
subscriber to Apple TV, which has

given me much pleasure through shows
and movies played on Netflix, Acorn,
and Prime Video. I have been toting an
iPhone around for many a moon, and
much enjoy the convenience of it. I
have an Echo device, and frequently ask
its voice, lady name of “Alexa,” to play
the music of Mozart, Haydn, Handel,
Ravel, and Reynaldo Hahn; Scott
Joplin, I discovered, is very good to

accompany my doing the dishes. I also
consult Alexa on the daily weather fore-
cast and the starting time for Chicago
Cubs andWhite Sox games. When away
from Alexa, I have been known to check
in, via my iPhone, with her half-sister
Siri about various sports statistics and
the ages or death dates of movie stars,
athletes, and politicians.
With the pleasure and convenience of

all these technological luxuries have
come a number of worrisome little
glitches. Why does some of my most

important email—from editors and from
a few good friends—show up inmy junk

2 email on my computer, and why does

this important junk mail not appear on

my iPhone? I once again strolled down
to my AT&T store in search of an

answer, but the young guy there was as
befuddled as I, and suggested I take my
phone and question to the nearest Apple
store, five or so miles away. Why, all too
many mornings, does my new computer
inform me that I am not connected to the
Internet? Glitches, glitches, the sons-of-
bitches, when a new one pops up, I feel
a dampening sense of hopelessness of
the kind one feels when one gets a flat
tire on a freeway.

I currently have a 52-inch, roughly ten-

year-old television set. No fewer than five
different remotes rest on the table beneath
it. I like to think that I have mastered the

intricacies of my television set. I can
record the shows and sports events I wish
to watch when convenient; I can fast-
forward and -backward; I pretty much
understand most of my television set’s
menu of possibilities. Yet I worry about
this set one day making a burbling sound
and going dark. I worry that when I buy a

new set, its different dials, remotes, pro-
cedures will all conduce to disarrange
me, causing me frequently to emit, in the
mixed company ofmy wife and a pussy-
cat named Dolly, what Clifton Fadiman
called the “coital intensifier.”

My car is 13 years old, though it has
only slightly more than 50,000 miles

on it. My hope, and for the same reasons,
is that it, like my television set, will keep
on rolling. I fear the technology ofa new
carwill baffle me. I'll try to turn on what
I think are the windshield wipers and the
car will suddenly park itself. I’ll think
I’m turning on the air-conditioning and
an electronic spice rack will appear. The
GPS will give me directions to Aleppo.
My ardent hope is that my current car

will, as the English say, see me out.
I used to think that my condition of

feeling swamped by ever-new bits of
technology, all intended tomake life eas-
ier but just as often making it more con-

fusing, is one felt most commonly and
most intensely by olderplayers—people,
that is, like me, age 70 and older. Not,
apparently, so. Lots of people much

younger, I discover, are quite as baffled,
befuddled, and bewildered as I, and

equally fearful that things on the techno-

logical front are only likely to growmore

confusing still, The day may well come
when you need a password to use your
own toilet, and, owing to the fears about
climate change and ever-greener green
deals, human elimination will, like so
much else in current-day life, go paper-
less. “It’s alimentary, my dear Watson,”
as Sherlock Holmes might have said.
“It’s alimentary.” But, then, one could
also say the same about a lot of so-called
technological advances. NR
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Blue Today,
Bluer Tomorrow

How progressive policies havefailed the working class and minorities

BY JOEL KOTKIN

Who you gonna believe, me oryour own eyes?
Chico Marx in Duck Soup (1933)

HE long-rising blue tide that has colored American
politics and values may have crested, but it could
still have enough momentum to make it through the
election year. Even if Trump is somehow reelected,

the wielders of power and influence—academia, media, Wall
Street, Hollywood, the big-tech oligarchs, the dominant non-

profits, and the governmental apparat—will remain deep blue
for the foreseeable future.
The prospect ofuntrammeled progressive power, particularly

with a malleable Joe Biden in the White House, may seem

depressing for conservatives or even old-style liberals, who are

2 Mr. Kotkin is the Presidential Fellowin Urban Futures at Chapman University
in Orange, Calif, and the executive director of the Urban Reform Institute. His
new book is The Coming of Neo-Feudalism. This essay is sponsored by

National Review Institute.
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concerned by the Left’s increasingly censorious and authoritari-
an bent. But there is also a silver lining ofsorts. Everywhere blue
policies—generally now referred to as “progressive”—have
prevailed, they have failedmiserably, particularly for those parts
of the population, such as the working class andminorities, that

they purport to serve.
Over time, these failures will open up an opportunity perhaps

not for a resurgence of traditional conservatism but for a reshuf-

fling of political loyalties away from those whose policies don’t
work. Many core constituencies associated with blue politics
may become aware that their interests, prominent on the pro-
gressive menu, will never in reality be served. Ultimately,
results, not memes, mattermost. Progressives have demonstrat-
ed monumental incompetence in addressing everything from
social equity to education, culture, and energy policy. Even in

postmodern America, failure cannot forever be sold as success.
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HE cry for greater equality, particularly for minorities,
dominated the rhetoric of the 2020 Democratic National
Convention. Hollywood, the corporate world, profes-

sional sports, academia, and the mainstream media are all being
lured by the siren song of “social justice,” but that song sounds
nice and empathetic only until you look at the results.
In analyzing the nation’s 107 largest metropolitan regions

(populations over 500,000), Wendell Cox, a demographer at

the Urban Reform Institute, found that the worst places for
minorities—judged by where ethnic populations are growing
and how minorities do compared with whites in such areas as
educational attainment and homeownership—are generally
those metros that are bluest. The best, Cox found, are generally
reddish or purple metros mainly in the South, Midwest, Great
Plains, and desert Southwest.
African Americans, for example, generally do best, as com-

pared with whites, in southern metro areas, led by Atlanta,
McAllen (Texas), Raleigh, El Paso, Nashville, and Virginia
Beach. The other best places are Sun Belt cities such as Phoenix
and heartland areas such as Des Moines and Kansas City.
Among the large metros, only the Washington, D.C., metro,
which includes parts ofVirginia, Maryland, and West Virginia,
and the Baltimore metro, with their large numbers of federal
employees, make the top 20 for black progress. At the bottom
are mostly deep-blue metropolitan areas such as New York, Los
Angeles, San Francisco, San Jose, Chicago, and San Diego.
Much the same pattern is seen with Latinos, for whommid-

western cities such as St. Louis, Columbus, Omaha, Kansas
City, and Grand Rapids, and southern ones such as Atlanta,
Virginia Beach, and Fayetteville (Ark.) all rate in the top 20.
In contrast, Los Angeles, New York, San Francisco, San Jose,
and Boston fall way to the bottom. Asians, although doing bet-
ter generally, follow a very similar pattern, with Atlanta,
Fayetteville (Ark.), Kansas City, St. Louis, and Cincinnati in the

top five. New York, Los Angeles, and San Francisco—long the
Asian-American population centers—all cling to the bottom.
One critical difference can be seen in homeownership,

arguably the most essential mechanism for entering the middle
class. African-American homeownership as a percentage of
households reaches nearly one-half in Atlanta and nearly 45

percent in Charlotte and Nashville. By comparison, it is less
than 35 percent in Los Angeles, Boston, and New York. Latino
homeownership as a percentage of households exceeds 50 per-
cent in Houston and Dallas—Fort Worth but is below 30 percent
in New York and Boston.

Perhaps most revealing of all is how minorities are voting
with their feet. Over the past two decades, the growth in the
number ofAfrican-American households has been the lowest
in San Francisco, along withNew York, Los Angeles, Chicago,
and New Orleans. Where are black populations growing?
Since 2000, among the larger metropolitan areas (over 1 mil-
lion population), Phoenix, Las Vegas, Minneapolis-St. Paul,
Orlando, Dallas—FortWorth, andAtlanta have seen an increase
of 70 percent or more in black households—that is more than
four times the national 15 percent increase in the black popu-
lation over the same period. Consistent with trends beginning
even before the coronavirus pandemic, smaller metropolitan
areas—some with very small black-population bases—have
had even greater increases in black households: for example,
more than 200 percent in Boise (Idaho) and Fayetteville (Ark.),

and at least 150 percent in Provo (Utah), Portland (Maine), and
Scranton (Pa.).
Similar patterns exist for Asians, whose median household

income is 28 percent above the national average, and Latinos.
Like African Americans, no matter their politics these two

groups are generally headed away from progressive America
and toward red regions and states, where taxes are more reason-

able, regulation is less oppressive, and housing prices are lower.
Given the now popular concept that traces all statistical

inequalities to “systemic’’ racism, one has to wonder when pro-
gressives will confront the real impact of their own policies.

HE political base ofblue America comprises dense, big
core cities. In New York, San Francisco, and other

major urban centers, Democrats oftenwin upward of80
percent of the vote. The Democratic convention paraded a bevy
of former and current mayors, from Michael Bloomberg (who
governed New York as a Republican and an independent) to
San Antonio’s Julian Castro to Senator Cory Booker (formerly
Newark, N.J., mayor) to Atlanta’s Keisha Lance Bottoms, as

exemplars of the kind of leadership the country needs.
Yet embracing the core cities as role models for America’s

future is increasingly problematic. Even before the pandemic,
big cities such as New York, Los Angeles, and Chicago were

losing population, withmigration shifting to suburbs and lower-
cost metros. The blue strategies—affirmative action, higher
taxes, expanded social programs, more regulation—certainly
have not slowed poverty’s spread; in the years between 1980 and

2018, the number of high-poverty metropolitan census tracks
doubled in population while the wealth gap between these areas
and affluent areas grew. Incomes in these poor areas grew in the

1980s and 1990s but have not grown since 2000.
The coronavirus has been particularly brutal for the urban

poor. Some of this reflects the impact of density: Counties with
25,000 people per square mile suffered a fatality rate roughly
five times that ofareas with typical suburban densities. Overall,
counties with densities over 10,000 per square mile constitute
less than 4 percent of the nation’s population but have suffered

nearly 15 percent of the deaths associatedwith the pandemic. By
comparison, in the most typical suburban areas (urban densities
of 1,000 to 2,500 per square mile), where 53 percent of the pop-
ulation lives, the COVID fatality rate is approximately one-fifth
ofthat. In largely rural counties (urban densities ofunder 1,000),
it’s one-sixth.
Dense urban areas generally have suffered more in the pan-

demic because ofwhat the demographer Cox labels “exposure
density” brought on by insufficiently ventilated places such as
crowded housing, transit, elevators, and office environments.
The most vulnerable to infection and fatalities have been those

living in minority urban communities with higher rates of
poverty and household crowding, such as in New York’s outer

boroughs, East and South Los Angeles, New Orleans, and

Chicago’s huge South Side andWest Side ghettos. In compari-
son, dense but affluent areas—upscale neighborhoods of
Manhattan, West Los Angeles, and Chicago’s Gold Coast—
have suffered fewer fatalities and less economic dislocation.
The poor have also suffered more from the pandemic’s eco-

nomic effects. In some New York City neighborhoods, unem-

ployment now reaches 30 percent. Roughly halfofall job losses
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inApril were in such low-paying sectors as restaurants, hotels,
and amusement parks. Almost 40 percent of those Americans

making under $40,000 a year have lost their jobs, as the wage
gains made during the first two years of the Trump administra-
tion have largely evaporated.

VEN before the pandemic, cities had failed as places to lift

up the working or middle class, as a recent MIT report
demonstrates. Today our core cities suffer a level of

inequality far worse than in the countryside or suburbs and more

closely resemble social conditions in Mexico. As Michael Lind
has suggested, the “post-industrial” city has abandoned produc-
tion jobs that are traditional sources of upward mobility while

favoring the interests of real-estate speculators and global-service
firms. For all their progressive pretensions, he notes, these cities
instead have fostered “the very trickle-down economics that
Democrats like to denounce.”
Rather than supporting a robust middle class, core cities suffer

an ever-wider gap between the two critical blue constituencies—
the highly educated professional class and the urban poor. But
after COVID, much of the professional class appears to be

decamping. Firms such as Google, Twitter, Facebook, Pinterest,
and Salesforce are now reducing their urban footprint, with some

scaling back or even canceling leases in San Francisco. A recent
NFX survey ofventure capitalists indicated that dispersedwork is
now the norm for the vastmajority of start-ups.
Some suggest this is a temporary trend and that offices will

no doubt fill up more than now, but most serious research indi-
cates that many high-end jobs will continue to depart urban
cores. Corporate executives have expressed satisfaction with
the shift to online work as they reap surprising productivity
gains. Stanford economist Nicholas Bloom projects that, ulti-
mately, we will see telecommuting increase from 5 percent of
the workforce before the pandemic to something closer to 20

percent. More important still, most people now working from
home express a preference—some 60 percent, according to

Gallup—to keep doing so for the foreseeable future. Even when
offices opened early this summer in New York, real-estate bro-
kers report, most workers refused to return.
The pandemic has greatly undermined the constituency for

urban living. According to a 2020 American Enterprise Institute

survey that used a 2018 Galiup survey as a baseline, the percent-
age ofAmericans saying theywant to live in cities dropped 55 per-
cent in just two years, down to barely 13 percent. Rather than the
much ballyhooed “back to the city” movement, we are entering
what Zillow describes as “‘a great reshuffling” to suburbs, smaller

cities, and less expensive states. Another recent AEI survey
showed that people are increasingly heading to sprawling metros
such as Sacramento, Phoenix, and Las Vegas. For the first time in
over a decade, according the USDA’s Economic Research
Service, even non-metro areas are beginning to gain population.
The recentwave ofriots, themostwidespread in 50 years, is not

likely to make cities any more attractive. Nor is the increase in
urban crime. Yet even in the face of these two threats to public
order, many blue-city politicians embrace the notion of “de-
funding” the police and have taken a remarkably hands-off
approach to looting and other acts ofviolence. Some, such as in

Minneapolis, have beennotably slow to denounce looting and acts
of physical violence—if the cause fits their narrative. District
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attorneys in such indigo locales as San Francisco, Chicago,
Philadelphia, and St. Louis recoil from incarcerating even violent
looters. The DA in California’s Contra Costa County went so far
as to suggest that if cops decide that the looter needed the goods,
he should not be charged.
This indifference comes with a cost. Rising crime and lack of

law enforcement tend to expel businesses as well as affluent resi-
dents, who paya large proportion of taxes; the top 1 percent pay
43 percent ofNew York City income taxes. If this exodus contin-
ues, the poormay soon find themselves increasingly on their own.
In the pages of the Guardian, In These Times, and The Atlantic,

writers on the left have suggested that the departure of wealthy
residents is a positive trend that will allow a more just and acces-
sible city to be “reborn.” This seems like wishful thinking. Over
time, riots typically hurt black-owned and immigrant-owned
businesses and small-property owners. In past cases, after initial

pledges by big businesses and nonprofits to aid the inner city, the

longer-term trend has been to reduce investment in poor inner-city
areas. The “no justice, no peace” rhetoric common around the

L.A. civil unrest 30 years ago hardly improved conditions over

time; instead, as shown by a UCLA Luskin Center study, South-
Central Los Angeles, the site oftwo ofthe worst riots inAmerican

history, has suffered a growing gap with the surrounding area in
terms ofhomeownership, income, and educational attainment.

RBAN policy is just one example ofblue policies that are

hurting the poor and working classes. Energy and envi-
ronmental policies, such as Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez’s

GreenNew Deal,much ofwhich has been adoptedby Biden, also
could have a regressive impact that extends beyond the cities.
Of course, the nation is not yet subject to the GND, but we

can see the impact in California, where a junior version is

already being imposed. An analysis by the Chapman Center for

Demographics and Policy details how the state’s draconian anti-

climate-change regime has driven California’s cost-adjusted
poverty level to being the highest of any state. Even before the

pandemic, nearly one in five Californians, many ofthemworking,
were living in poverty, and the Public Policy Institute ofCalifornia
estimates that another 20 percent live in near-poverty—roughly
15 million people in total.
Once a major energy producer, California is now coping with

gas and electricity prices that are among the highest in the nation.
Since 2011, electricity prices have increased five times as fast as
the national average; in 2017 alone, they increased at three times
the national rate. This is not a fluke. Most countries that have

adopted draconian green mandates—Germany, Demark, and
even resource-rich Australia—have experienced huge spikes in

energy prices. In Europe, according to a recent Council ofEurope
Development Bank study, reliance on renewables has left an esti-
mated 30 million in “energy poverty.”
Similarly, in California, according to a 2015 Manhattan

Institute report, “energy poverty” has risen most among the
minorities and the poor, particularly the heavily Latino working
class. These trends seem doomed to worsen, notes energy analyst
Robert Bryce, as the state seeks to ban natural gas. Overall, con-

tinuing the state’s intensifying war on all carbon fuels and its
insistence on renewable energy will inevitably cause, as a 2020

report by the California Energy Commission states, “rapidly
increasing gas customer bills and rates,” with the “impact of
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these cost increases” particularly affecting “low- and moderate-
income Californians or renters, who may be unable to electrify
due to upfront costs or lack ofhome ownership.”
These populations tend to inhabit the less temperate interior

and often work in energy-dependent industries such as agricul-
ture, trucking, and manufacturing. Firms in these industries have

problems with intermittent energy supply, and as a 2018 MIT
report suggests, this leaves residents and businesses as vulnerable
to nature’s whims as medieval peasants.
Not surprisingly, growth in manufacturing, energy, and home-

building, all key employers for working- and middle-class
Californians, has stagnated even as the state’s economy, in aggre-
gate, has seemed to be booming. Over the past decade, asmy col-

league Marshall Toplansky and I reported in a Chapman Center
for Demographics and Policy study, amid the wealth generated
by the tech sector, 85 percent of all California jobs have been in
the low-paid service sector. California’s ability to create middle-
income jobs ranks among the lowest in the country.
The state’s green-driven assault on attainable suburban

development in favor of dense, and expensive, urban areas, as
Ali Modarres of the University ofWashington, Wendell Cox,
and I have shown, has helpedmake California’s housing themost

expensive outside Hawaii. Outer suburbs have lower costs, while
central urban areas, particularly near the beach, command extra-

ordinarily high prices. This is one key reason that California’s

homeownership rate among minorities is so low.
Most tragically, for all this suffering, California’s junior Green

New Deal has provided little benefit for the environment.

Read Right.
NRE members enjoy full
access to our unparalleled
conservative commentary
and analysis.

According to a recent Center forDemographics and Policy study,
since 2007, when the Golden State’s “landmark” global-warming
legislation was passed, California has accounted for barely 5

percent of the nation’s greenhouse-gas reductions. The state, not

including the ruinous effect of fires, ranks amediocre 40th in per
capita greenhouse-gas reduction over the past decade, and state

policiesmay be increasing total emissions by pushing people and
industries to states with less clement climates.
If Joe Biden and Kamala Harris win in November, we can

expect these “green” policies to be adopted nationwide. Already,
in anticipation of their victory, natural-gas projects are being put
on hold and could be canceled. The impact ofthe GND, which has

already hurt Californians, is likely to be evenworse in other states
more dependent on energy production, such as Texas, Oklahoma,
North Dakota, Ohio, and Pennsylvania—where many of the
nation’s 9 million energy jobs are concentrated. These states
cannot fantasize, as some do in California, that the bills will be
paid by the oligarchs; lacking sufficient numbers of the rich and

famous, they will find that the alternative is permanent penury.

embraced than in the education bureaucracy. School-
teachers, college professors, and administrators are all

major contributors to progressive causes.A 2018 study of 51 top-
rated colleges by the NationalAssociation of Scholars, for exam-

ple, found that the ratio of leftists to conservatives among faculty
was generally at least 8 to 1, and often as high as 70 to 1. At elite

N OWHERE are progressive memes more passionately
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liberal-arts schools such asWellesley, Swarthmore, andWilliams,
the ratio reaches 120 to 1.

Students, administrators, and faculty may be impassioned
about fighting systemic racism and inequality, but overall, the
education industry has done little to improve long-term prospects
for working-class or minority Americans. Collecting degrees,
particularly from elite schools, has become an indispensable tick-
et to the most lucrative positions, but access to such schools has
been diminished by the soaring cost of a university education,
which more than tripled as a proportion of the national median

salary between 1963 and 2013.
The universities may be adept at radical politics, now even

affecting once-secure fields like science and math, and they
may believe they are advancing the cause of social justice. In
reality, though, their actual impact on working-class people is

hardly beneficial. Harvard, Princeton, Stanford, and Yale col-
lectively enroll more students from households in the top 1 per-
cent of the income distribution than from households in the
bottom 60 percent. Robert Reich, a lion of the Left and a for-
mer Harvard and current Berkeley professor, characterizes the
modern elite universities as being designed mainly “to educate
children of the wealthy and upper-middle class.” They have

emerged as shapers of what David Rothkopf, in a 2008 book,
calls “the global superclass.”
For affluent parents who want to ensure the future success of

their offspring, elite degrees would be worth the cost even with-
out the kids’ actually attending school. But, increasingly, many
students at less prestigious schools are finding education ineffec-
tive and absurdly overpriced, particularly with the shift to online

learning. A 2011 study ofAmerican college students found that
more than one-third of students “did not demonstrate any signif-
icant improvement in learning” in four years of college. The per-
formance of 17-year-olds has actually stagnated over the past 50

years, and even with more kids going to college, notes a 2016

Brookings report, America’s numeracy and literacy levels have

dropped. Employers report that recent graduates are short on

critical-thinking skills. “Over the last 30 to 40 years, the United
States has invested heavily in education,” the report concludes,
“with little to show for it.” Often, the products of today’s univer-
sities simplymaintain rigid positions on various issues, confident
of their own superior intelligence and perspicacity. And accord-

ing to a 2019 Gallup survey, among “graduates who strongly felt
that a purpose was important, only 40 percent said they had found
ameaningful career” after college.
The educracy’s worst work, though, particularly for the

poor and working class, is evident in the grade schools. Blue-
state, and particularly blue-city, school districts are notorious
underachievers. Many core-city school districts, including
Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Detroit, produce extraordinarily
bad student test scores; almost all of them controlled by pro-
gressives, these schools keep failing compared with their sub-
urban counterparts.
California, which once boasted a fine education system,

again offers a cautionary tale. To be sure, there are some excel-
lent districts, particularly in heavily Asian-American suburbs;
but with its overall performance now ranked 49th in the nation,
the state is egregiously failing poor and working-class students.
San Francisco, the center of California’s woke culture, suffers
the worst scores for African Americans of any county in the
state. That approximately 40 percent of incoming freshmen in
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the California State University system need remedial courses
reveals the low level of preparedness among the state’s high-
school graduates.
But if the kids can’t read or calculate, California’s educracy

seems determined to teach them “right thinking.” The state’s
new ethnic-studies mandate for both the secondary and the col-
lege levels inculcates the fashionable notion that systemic
racism has defined our history. This delegitimizing of the entire
American experience is being promoted elsewhere with the

widespread adoption by school districts around the country of
the New York Times’ toxic 1619 Project curriculum.
No doubt these programs provide emotional satisfaction and

even potential employment for extremist ideologues and activists.
But the number ofemployers looking for largely unskilled people
inculcated with radical Marxist rhetoric, not to mention simmer-

ing racial and gender resentments, is likely to be small. Here, too,
people are not fooled. Polling suggests that a majority of
Americans have little confidence in public schools, and universi-
ties, in particular, have been steadily losing public confidence.

Many poorer households flock to charter and private schools,
which produce generally better outcomes for their children.
ADemocraticwin inNovembermay leave charter and private

schools in dire circumstances, since they are adamantly opposed
by teachers’ unions closely tied to Democratic politicians,
including Joe Biden. But political cover from Washington may
not be enough to rescue a public-school industry facing a drop
in the number of high-school graduates and a declining market
for four-year college graduates.
New approaches will be needed. Somemostly red states such

as Tennessee, Kentucky, Texas, and Ohio are already shifting
resources to skills education, which is more accessible and

practical for many minorities and working-class whites. A cer-
tificate to qualify as a plumber, electrician, or machinist pro-
vides a betterway up to themiddle class than a degree in Latinx
literature or gender or race studies. Given the current shortage
of welders, for example, by 2024 there may be a need for as

many as 400,000 of them.

OWEVERmighty the blue tidemay seem to be, its alliance
of the rich and the dispossessed may not prove sustain-
able. Corporations, seeking to earn their woke creden-

tials, have placed themselves in the odd position of providing
funds to stridently anti-capitalist, neo-Marxist-led groups such as

Black Lives Matter. These include tech firms such as DoorDash,
Amazon, 23andMe, Microsoft, Airbnb, and Dropbox, as well as
manufacturers such as Nabisco, Gatorade, and Unilever.
Billionaires may think contributions to BLM, the climate

movement, and the Democrats will buy them some form of indul-
gence from the Left, yet they are more likely to appear as what
Lenin allegedly once described as “useful idiots.” The tension
between ultra-capitalists and Marxists will intensify once their
current joint project ofremoving Trump ends. And itwill intensify
further as the Democrats keep moving left, as evidenced by last

spring’s Democratic primaries in which a bevy of socialist candi-
dates supplanted old-line liberals in places as diverse as New
York, Pennsylvania, and evenMissouri and Kentucky.
Unlike Clinton-era liberals, socialists likeAOC—who helped

stop Amazon’s expansion into Queens, part ofwhich lies in her

congressional district—have no interest in accommodating even
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a putatively “enlightened” oligarchy. Both Bernie Sanders and
his New York acolyte are quite open in declaring that they
want to “abolish” billionaires in the future. The new progres-
sives in cities such as San Francisco and Seattle have been

calling for higher taxes on the tech community and real-estate
interests. Progressives may embrace technology but not as a

device for a few to gain fantastic riches; they prefer to see
what one futurist-oriented faction of the Left calls “fully auto-
mated luxury communism.”
Perhaps someday, after the Trump ogre has left the scene,

JeffBezos and other oligarchs will realize their folly. Already,
demonstrators have designated the Amazon grandee and

Washington Post owner as fit not for a social-justice award but
for a guillotine—which they placed in front ofhis Washington
manse. Perhaps they did not read his paper’s glowing review
ofAntifa fashion.

CHOICE between oligarchic domination or a Maoist
class revolution amounts to poison for themiddle class.
Both radicals and oligarchs reject the traditional

American politics—tright and left—dedicated to how best to

improve life for the bulk of the citizenry. Democrats, in particu-
lar, may be making amiscalculation by shifting their focus from
bread-and-butter to race-and-gender issues, as the Democratic
theorist Ruy Teixeira recently noted in an essay for Persuasion.

finding, opportunity in these smaller locales. These trends will
accelerate as more Millennials desert the deep-blue cities, swap-
ping an ultraprogressive milieu for generally less progressive
politics in the suburbs, smaller towns, and even rural areas.
As former urbanites move away from the deep-blue areas,

they may tend to moderate their views. For almost 30 years,
suburban voters have made up the majority of the electorate.

Shifting their preferences in each election, they generally hew
to the center. Following this trend, even nominally progressive
Millennials, once they begin to raise children, buy houses, and
start businesses, are likely to reject the more intrusive progres-
sive policies pushed by New Left urbanists that threaten their

living standards by eliminating single-family zoning and forcing
communities to accept large numbers of dense, low-income,
publicly owned apartments. The point ofmoving to the suburbs,
after all, is to avoid density.
But Republicans also face challenges in winning over the

“exhausted majority.” Some conservative market fundamental-

ists, like progressives, favor the eradication of single-family
neighborhoods. Others recoil from trade policies that violate
free-trade principles, even when hewing to those principles
threatens the livelihoods ofbothmiddle-income households and,
even more, the downwardly mobile working class.
The biggest obstacle politicians of both parties may face in

coming years will be appealing to increasingly diverse subur-
ban and small-town voters. Today, two-thirds of America’s

Forcing the two parties to go after suburban and small-town
voters is the country’s best long-term political hope.

As Teixeira argues, the woke agenda lacks a large electoral con-

stituency. Conservative traditionalists are also a minority, repre-
senting barely 25 percent ofAmericans, according to the recent
Hidden Tribes survey; woke progressives constitute only one-
third that percentage, or just over 8 percent. The survey describes

roughly two-thirds of Americans as “the exhausted majority.”
The vast majority of Americans—including Millennials and
minorities—also reject political correctness. “PC’s opponents,”
suggestsWesleyYang, writing in Zablet, “are a portrait ofranbow-
coalition America itself—people ofall ages and all colors.”
Even in the inner city, the agenda of BLM and other radical

groupsmay not be as popular as themedia suggest. Woke writers
and academics may embrace the widely celebrated book In

Defense ofLooting, whose authorwas recently given a respectful
interview onNPR, but those living in the crime-ridden inner city
may feel differently about tolerance for lawlessness. Gallup esti-
mates that, rather than calling to shut down law enforcement, 80

percent ofAfrican Americans want the same number of or more

police in their neighborhoods. In contrast to mostly white woke
mayors, African-American politicians in Minneapolis, Houston,
and Atlanta have all rejected this call.
As the big blue metros have experienced increased unemploy-

ment and population loss, the big winners have generally been
smaller cities such as Louisville, Bismarck, Madison, Boise, and
Salt Lake City, as well as suburban hotspots such as Plano, Texas,
and Overland Park, Kan. With very few companies now looking
to expand in large cities, Americans will likely be seeking, and

immigrants live in the suburbs, as do a majority of African
Americans. This population is not only increasingly nonwhite but
has generally adopted very liberal attitudes toward interracial

dating and marriage. Trump may use urban dysfunction as a

political hammer, but his seeming casual acceptance of white-
nationalistmemes, such as his unfortunate use of “America First,”
with its xenophobic roots, and harsh rhetoric on immigration has
convincedmany, and not just progressives, that he shares, at least
in part, that perspective. Thus his approach does not seem the best

way to appeal to this part of the population.
Forcing the two parties to go after these suburban and small-

town voters is the country’s best long-term political hope. This
would nurture a market for pragmatic policies, whether conserv-
ative or, like mine, more social-democratic. The shift to common
sense may be further enhanced by the arrival of Generation Z.
Formed by the experiences of recession and now the pandemic,
the so-called Zs tend, as noted by the generational researchers

Morley Winograd and Mike Hais, to be more grounded and less

prone to radicalism than theirMillennial predecessors.
Ofcourse, this new generation likelywon’t become Reaganites

or Trumpians, but neither are they likely to join Antifa, the
extreme greens, or the anti-cop racialists ofBLM. Overall, their
political future remains very much up for grabs. Here lies an

opportunity, born ofmassive blue failures, to forge a new poli-
tics that is fundamentally pragmatic and reflects something of
the middle-class aspirations that have long defined and blessed
this country. NR
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In Defense of
Proceduralism

What today’s post-liberals
risk losing

BY ANDY SMARICK

N emerging strand of anti- or post-liberal thought
has set off an important debate on America’s polit-
ical right. These critics often charge that classical
liberalism, which a number of us have considered

foundational to American conservative thinking, fetishizes
individual autonomy. That leads, the argument goes, to per-
sonal atomization, social aimlessness, and cultural decadence.

Many of these critics would prefer a political system that pri-
oritizes solidarity, stability, and a particular vision of the com-
mon good over individual freedom.

I think the more extreme of these post-liberal arguments
risk undermining the invaluable philosophical progress made
over centuries in elevating citizens above the state. But this
debate ismore than a seminar-room dispute about theories and

Enlightenment-era figures. It also has a direct bearing on how
American conservatives who are actually engaged in govern-
ing today go about their work.
Post-liberalism and its relatives directly challenge what I

would call the “proceduralism” of American conservative
governing. Unlike other nations, where conservatism aims

primarily to preserve a longstanding religious, cultural,
and/or governmental order, America’s conservatism has
also evolved a set of rules for wisely administering the
state. These procedures include liberalism, federalism,
localism, traditionalism, prudentialism, capitalism, vol-
unteerism, originalism, textualism, and democratic-
republicanism. In combination, they help our right-of-center
officials translate concepts into action. They enable govern-
ing leaders to navigate the real-world challenges that con-
front the state.
American conservatives have generally understood that

these mutually reinforcing processes are essential for produc-
ing, adapting, and conserving the things that are necessary for
human flourishing. This includes everything from customs
and norms to family structure and voluntary associations to
democratic deliberation and positive law. So American con-
servatism hasn’t just been a way to build a fortress around

things that have been handed down to us. It has also taught us
how to assess our patrimony, pursue needed change, respond
to unexpected occurrences, foster the development of new
practices, and judge reform proposals.

Mr. Smarick is a seniorfellow at the Manhattan Institute, where bis workfocuses
on education, civil society, and the principles of American conservatism.
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To be more specific, when an issue of public significance
arises, American conservatism encourages our leaders to
consider whether authority is being vested in those proxi-
mate to the problem, whether the people and their represen-
tatives are driving policy, whether the wisdom found in
diverse practices and traditions is respected, whether non-

governmental bodies are adequately engaged, whether we are

responding to conditions judiciously, and so on. By focusing
attention on key matters of process with questions that sug-
gest the right answers, American conservatism helps our pub-
lic officials govern smartly and consistently. It is important, I

think, to recognize how post-liberalism and several distinct
but related ideologies gaining strength on the right (e.g.,
nationalism, populism, Catholic integralism) contest such

laudably leading questions.
I do not raise this as a philosophical matter. My point is that

it becomes all but impossible to develop a coherent American-
conservative governing agenda ifwe jettison the rules of thumb
for American-conservative governing. We’ll be left with vague
admonitions (“ProtectAmericanworkers,” “Support the family”)
that offer little guidance to those actually participating in the
work of public leadership. Should they support a universal
basic income, blue laws, state-run child care, prohibitions on

gambling, federal paid family leave, public housing, free post-
secondary education, a larger administrative state, tariffs, and
state aid to nonprofits?
As worrisome, in my view, is that some of the post-liberal

Right’s priorities seem to have gained steam through online
communities instead of through the quotidian, formative
work of self-government (e.g., running for county legislature,
forming clubs and organizations). When these ideas are
turned into policy proposals, too often they recommend

increasing the power of central-government bodies. Indeed,
abstract thinking often leads to centralizing tendencies; and

ceding power to central authorities can be a way of dodging
the hard work ofpractical, local self-governing. The procedu-
ralism of American conservatism, however, cultivates civic
virtues that instill in citizens the rights and duties of individuals
and communities.

T is worth remembering why these procedures have
emerged and endured. They didn’t fall from the sky, and

they aren’t a random assortment ofpropositions.
In political science, “proceduralism” often means that a sys-

tem generates results that are legitimate. That is, we see the
outcomes of fair elections as legitimate because they were pro-
duced by democratic procedures; we see legal verdicts as legit-
imate because of the rules of criminal or civil procedure. The
procedures ofAmerican conservatism are different in that they
are largely instrumental instead of legitimizing; they evolved
to help us achieve desirable outcomes. The components of
American conservatism are what we might call “civic heuris-

tics,” general rules for citizens and public officials to follow
when engaged in the public’s business.
They are the fruits of experience. They aren’t merely a mat-

ter of revelation, and they aren’t the natural products of reason.
They are responses to what societies have learned about human
nature and human society, particularly about the inescapability
of human imperfection, the necessity of personal agency, and
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the dangers of concentrated power. In that sense, there is

something universal about them. But they are also—as all
meaningful conservative approaches are—particular to a dis-
tinct place and history. America is a diverse, continental
nation with anti-authoritarian, pro-self-reliance, and pro-
civil-society sentiments embedded in its DNA. We have
learned lessons from the City upon a Hill and the Founding
era, through Tocqueville and Manifest Destiny, through
Lincoin and Reconstruction, through industrialization and

isolationism, through the Great Depression and theNew Deal,
through World War IT and the Cold War, through Reagan and
the Great Recession.
The procedures ofAmerican conservatism ensure that the

people and their associations are empowered and that
authority isn’t centralized in the hands of inevitably flawed
leaders. Said another way, these procedures enable citizens
to rule themselves without the presumptuous intervention
of faraway authorities who always believe they know best.
Federalism and localism stop power from gravitating
toward distant, obtuse administrators in Washington.
Democratic-republicanism ensures that the people and
their representatives, instead of pseudo-scientific tech-
nocrats, make decisions. Textualism and originalism pre-
vent elite judges from substituting their sensibilities for

tions, institutions, habits, and practices—the stuff of conser-
vative life—are the consequence.

wo things stand out about the several budding
brands or styles of right-of-center thinking. The first
is how each can be seen to be at odds with a distinct

element of American-conservative proceduralism. Post-
liberals contest liberalism. Nationalism can draw attention

away from states and localities and toward Washington.
Alarmist, intemperate discourse thwarts prudentialism. The
novel “common-good constitutionalism” takes aim at origi-
nalism and textualism. Those advocating significant state
interventions in the economy are questioning some ele-
ments of laissez-faire.
I don’t want to overstate my case. Many critics of liberal-

ism still believe in some liberal values; plenty of national-
ists still believe in decentralization; many advocates of
tariffs or wage subsidies still believe in capitalism. My
point is that, at minimum, bringing into question our rules
of thumb for governing leaves conservative officials in the
lurch. When making real decisions affecting real lives,
should our leaders’ starting point be natural rights, tradition,
federalism, localism, incrementalism, a steady disposition,

Opposing classical-liberal traditions that foster pluralism
and the organic development of diverse customs implies

that you know the proper answer to key questions.

those of the people. Liberalism protects individuals and
their associations from statist diktats. Capitalism relies on

private ownership, markets, and the price system, not eco-
nomic micromanagers. Volunteerism creates a nongovern-
mental sector that prevents the state from dominating our
lives. Traditionalism privileges the knowledge accumulated
over time above the vogue fancies of current “experts.”
Prudentialism cautions against sudden, uniform, wide-ranging
change to the existing order by hot-headed pundits and pan-
icked officials.
When these procedures are respected, an overarching sys-

tem results that is differentiated, supple, and transparent. A
universe of institutions emerges—everything from regional
customs, faith traditions, and local ordinances to community
associations, governing bodies, and codes of personal con-
duct. A variety of communities can define, pursue, and protect
their understandings of the good life. And the consequences of
policies and practices are on full display. We needn’t be neutral
or agnostic about the choices individuals or communitiesmake.
We can continually inspect and interrogate them, correcting
mistakes and amplifying successes.

Perhaps most important, though, these procedures enable
conservatives to conserve. Citizens use their liberty to create
traditions and associations that can then be protected and

adjusted to match changing conditions. They use their small-
scale democratic powers to codify time-tested local beliefs
and then alter them as necessary. Sturdy but adaptable tradi-

the text of the Constitution and statutes, and a very limited
government role in the economy? Ifnot, what are the action-
able substitutes? Once today’s heady debates about conserv-
ative concepts make their way into matters of governing,
complications abound.
The second issue is that these emerging lines of conservative

thinking share a worrisome level of overconfidence. For gen-
erations, American conservatism could be counted on to stand

against elite know-it-alls. American conservatism opposed
socialists who thought they could centrally manage the econo-

my and Communists who thought they could centrallymanage
society. We opposed bossy courts that, believing their virtue
and judgment to be superior to those of the people, overturned
democratically legitimate laws that were based on ages of tra-
dition. We opposed scientism’s technocrats and social psychol-
ogy’s nudgers who believed they could fix citizens’ faulty
decision-making.

I worry that elements of the new Right are showing the
same troubling hubris that we see in the progressive Left.
Opposing classical-liberal traditions that foster pluralism
and the organic development of diverse customs implies
that you know the proper answer to key questions.
Advocating a bulked-up role for Uncle Sam in the economy
suggests that you know the right outcomes and how to

adjust the knobs to get them. Vesting more power in
Washington intimates that we just need the right people in

authority. Dispensing with the will of the people in the name
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of the “common good” indicates that you know for sure
what the common good is.
American conservatism has historically been based on

greater humility than this. We know humans are flawed, so
we resist the consolidation ofpower. We know that we and
our friends might be wrong, so when we possess state

authority, we move gradually and talk prudently. We know
that the pressure-tested habits, traditions, and norms hand-
ed down to us may very well possess more wisdom than the

stylish notions of the day. Our procedures—designed to
distribute power, protect pluralism, respect inheritance,
foster civil society, and so on—weren’t dreamed up on a
lark. Experience taught us that this was the path to maxi-
mizing the potential for flourishing in a diverse, continental
nation with a bent for freedom and voluntary association.
We should be hesitant to replace this architecture with one

premised on the belief that greater health and happiness
will flow from putting more power in the hands of certain
people who know best.
That replacement project would inevitably lead to the

same types of problems that the procedures of American
conservatism were designed to fix. The enlightened leaders
who are promised to us are never as wise as they think they
are. Central plans will fail to deliver the results envisioned
while producing all sorts of unintended consequences.
Consolidated power and uniform solutions will frustrate
America’s varied, independent-minded citizenry. Imprudent
thinking and language will lead to rash action and radioac-
tive politics. Let us not force today’s and tomorrow’s conser-
vative governing leaders to relearn—the hard way—the
dangers of leaning into state power.

\ ] ARRANTED frustration on the right has energized
these emerging lines of thought. Conservatives
who care about the plight of blue-collar workers,

the deterioration of the two-parent family, and the weaken-

ing of mediating bodies should raise questions about the

Right’s political strategies and tactics. Moreover, standing
up for procedures can feel like unilateral disarmament when

your opponents simply apply brute force. It’s not unreason-
able to ask why we fight for the concepts of self-government
and a restrained judiciary when the Left happily pursues its

priorities through activist courts and the federal administra-
tive state. “Enough is enough,” one might say. “If this is just
about power, then power it is. Ifyou want to read yourworld-
view into the Constitution, then we'll do the same; if you
want to advance your agenda through a muscular central

government, then we’ll do the same.”
But that, I believe, misunderstands the problem. The Right

won’t produce the outcomes it desires—family and commu-

nity bonds over atomization; attachments to voluntary associ-
ations and local institutions over obedience to the state;
variety over homogeneity; dynamism over sclerosis; practi-
tioner wisdom and custom over technocracy; ordered liberty
over authority—by playing the game of power. That would
only accelerate the trends of uniformity, statism, and alien-
ation, frustrating our long-range aims.
The Right’s failure to achieve many of its goals is not

because of its faith in procedures but because, too often, we
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have acted as though the procedures themselves would auto-

matically generate the political and social outcomes we wanted.
But the rules of the game are different from the players.
Processes are different from inputs. In other words, these pro-
cedures are necessary, but they are not sufficient. To produce
the outcomes we desire, they require conservatives’ concerted
civic engagement.
An essential component of citizenship is active partici-

pation in the life of the polity. Those on the right who are
concerned about the direction of the nation would do far
more good by personally engaging in the affairs of the
state than by undermining the procedures of American
conservatism. Our republic demands a great deal of its
people—not just voting, but also running for office, serving
in public capacities, participating in charitable causes, vol-
unteering. Of course, it would be far more convenient to
dispense with such duties and simply elevate authoritarians
with whom we agree to take care of the public’s business
for us. But centuries of experience across countless soci-
eties demonstrate the costs of such convenience. Not only
does it lead to extreme measures and despotic rule, it also
robs the people of the opportunity to develop civic virtue.
The practice of self-government shapes us into better citi-
zens and neighbors.
The participation needed now from conservatives can be

thought of in terms of making our procedures deliver the
results we want. Federalism and localism work only if con-
servatives run for state and local office, serve in state and
local capacities, and advocate policies at the state and local
levels. The benefits of civil society are realized only if citi-
zens dedicate themselves to existing voluntary associations
and start new local institutions. Textualism is only as good
as the text of the statutes passed by our legislatures.
Prudence in a polity is valuable only to the extent that its cit-
izens have fostered social and economic conditions that are

worthy ofpreservation.
If a local board of education adopts objectionable policies,

the recourse is engagement in school-board elections and

hearings, not appeals to higher levels of government to over-
turn local decisions. If public opinion is trending away from
our preferences, the recourse is stronger, smarter advocacy,
not anti-democratic or illiberal measures. If the faithful inter-
pretation of a statute leads to disagreeable outcomes, the
recourse is electing better officials who will write better

statutes, not a newfangled interpretive theory that enables us
to override the will of the electorate.
The procedures of American conservatism can ward off

statism, empower citizens, facilitate community action, and

protect faith communities. But while civil society is power-
ful, barns don’t raise themselves. Freedom of association is
invaluable, but citizens have to choose to associate. Charter-
school laws and school-choice programs make space for
alternative education programs, but someone has to create
the schools.
The frustration felt by many on the right regarding the

direction of the nation is understandable. But it would be a
mistake to respond with overconfident governing that pur-
ports to be for the people when the time-tested procedures
ofAmerican conservatism ensure that it is of and by them,
as well. NR
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The Mystery of
Robert E. Lee

He prized self-control above all, but did not

always achieve it

BY ALLEN C. GUELZO

o one who evermet Robert Edward Lee—whatever
the circumstances of the meeting—failed to be

impressed by the man. From his earliest days as a

cadet at West Point, through 25 years as an officer
in the U.S. Army’s Corps of Engineers and six more as a

senior cavalry officer, and then as the supreme commander of
the armies of the Confederacy, Lee’s dignity, his manners, his

composure, all seemed to create a peculiar sense of awe in the
minds ofobservers. In the midst of the battle ofFredericksburg
in December 1862, Lee astonished Francis Charles Lawley, the
London Times’ special correspondent in America, for “the
serenity, or, if 1 may so express it, the unconscious dignity of
General Lee’s courage, when he is under fire.” Abraham
Lincoln remarked that a photograph of Lee showed that Lee’s
“is a good face; it is the face of a noble, noble, brave man.”
Not even Ulysses Grant could escape the sense of being
upstaged by Lee when they met at Appomattox. “He was a

man ofmuch dignity, with an impassible face,” Grant wrote in
his memoirs, “dressed in a full uniform which was entirely
new” and “wearing a sword of considerable value,” while
Grant was self-conscious of “my rough travelling suit, the
uniform of a private with the straps of a lieutenant-general”
sewn on. “I must have contrasted strangely,” Grant admitted,
“with a man so handsomely dressed, six feet high and of fault-
less form.”
These impressions appear so consistent, and over so many

years, that it has been easy to conclude that dignity, manners,
and composure simply were theman, that there was (as Douglas
Southall Freeman insisted at the end of his four-volume bio-

graphy of Lee) “no mystery” at all to Robert E. Lee. Or, as
Burton Hendrick wrote (in The Lees of Virginia), that “Lee’s
character” was ruled by a “great simplicity,” or that (in the
words of an even more worshipful biographer, Clifford
Dowdey) Lee “could rest totally . . . in very simple things.”
However, this picture of straightforward, well-nigh angelic

serenity sits uneasily beside moments when cracks and incon-
sistencies in that fabled serenity appeared. For instance: Lee

g worried constantly and insistently about money, even though
= he had married into one of the most prominent families in the

Washington orbit—that of George Washington Parke Custis,
6 the step-grandson of George Washington, and his wife Mary

8 Mr. Guelzo is the senior research scholar in the Council of the Humanities at Princeton
$

University and the director of the James Madison Program’s Initiative on Politics and

& Statesmansbip.

Robert E. Lee

Fitzhugh Custis, who owned the palatial estate they called
Arlington, perched Palatine-like on the Potomac bluffs over-

looking the capital city. In fact, Lee worried aboutmoney even

though, according to the will he filed before going off to fight
in the Mexican War, he had actually inherited quite a healthy
sum from his mother, Ann Carter Lee, and had invested with
enough success to have acquired a portfolio worth $38,750
(almost $1.2 million in 2020).
It made no difference. At the same moment, he assured his

West Point classmate Jack MacKay that “it was as much as I
could do to make both ends meet this year & I am anxiously
looking for the dividend of the VA Bank to enable me [to]
Square off all scores.” When he transferred out of the Corps
of Engineers in 1855 to become lieutenant-colonel of the
Second U.S. Cavalry in Texas, he insisted on writing checks
on his Alexandria bank from Texas for his wife at Arlington to

deposit for cash, all the while chiding her to “be very particu-
lar dear Mary when you deal in money matters” and to “keep
a memorandum book & set everything down.” His advice for
his youngest son in 1856 was to cultivate “industry & frugal-
ity” and “be prudent, before he is liberal, & be just before he
is generous.”
Other kinds of cracks opened under pressure. Trained as an

engineer, and the director of a series of demanding coastal-

engineering projects (from controlling the silting-up of the St.
Louis waterfront to the construction of Fort Carroll in
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Baltimore’s harbor), Lee was at his happiestwith a draftsman’s
notebook in hand—and impatient when matters spilled out of
the kind of control that T-squares and algorithms could impose.
After the close of the Maryland campaign in 1862, he
unleashed on his two chief subordinates, James Longstreet and
“Stonewall” Jackson, a long lecture by letter on “the depreda-
tions committed by this army, its daily diminution, and the loss
of arms thrown aside as too burdensome by stragglers.” No
shortcoming in either commander missed his perfect eye.
“Roll-calls are neglected, and officers of companies and reg-
iments are ignorant of the true condition of their commands,
and are unable to account properly for absentees.” He now
wanted “a brigade guard” to bring up the rear of “each
brigade . to keep up the ranks, drive up all stragglers, irre-
spective of commands, and all leaving the ranks.” We must,
he insisted, “infuse a different spirit among our officers’—
which was, more or less, what he had found a-begging in the

Confederacy as a whole. “Our people are so little liable to con-
trol that it is difficult to get them to follow any course not in
accordance with their inclination,” he admitted to Justus
Scheibert, the Prussian military observer. And when Scheibert

“expressed frankly [his] admiration for the lion-like bravery of
his men,” Lee disagreed. “Give me also Prussian discipline and
Prussian forms, and you would see quite different results!”
That testiness was linked to amore easily agitated temper than

met the eye. Walter Taylor, who as Lee’s adjutant docketed the

incoming paperwork, discovered that Lee had lost nothing ofhis
engineer’s distaste for “office work,” especially if it demanded
“the personal consideration and decision of the commander of
the army.” IfTaylor brought him “some case ofa vexatious char-
acter,” Lee’s irritation would flare up with “a little nervous twist
or jerk of the neck and head” and eventually erupt into a full-
fledged argument. “He is so unreasonable and provoking,”
Taylor raged to his fiancée in a letter, “I never worked so hard to

please any one, [but] with so little effect as with General Lee.”
Charles Marshall, who handled Lee’s outgoing correspondence,
had only a slightly easier task, since Lee allowed Marshall to
draw up documents himself, but then “weighed every sentence I

wrote, frequently making minute verbal alterations, and ques-
tionedme closely all statementswhich he did not know
to be correct.”

UT the deepest mark of Lee’s temper occurred in the

spring of 1859. When his father-in-law died in 1857,
Lee was named executor of the Custis estate, which, to

his surprise, required him to superintend the emancipation,
within five years, of all the Custis slaves at Arlington and two
other Custis-owned properties. Ironically, Lee had never owned
in his own name more than one enslaved family (whom he
inherited from his mother) and he voluntarily emancipated
them in 1862; he had even spoken privately of slavery as “a
moral & political evil in any country.” But only privately. Like
many upper-South whites, he was practiced in looking at slav-
ery and then looking away. And he would not hurry to execute
the emancipation of the Custis slaves because the will also
mandated that four $10,000 legacies be paid to each of Lee’s
daughters. (He could not sell the properties to fund the legacies
because the will deeded the properties, including Arlington, to
Lee’s three sons.) Since the properties had been for years run
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haphazardly by old Custis, Lee would first need to turn them
into engines of efficiency to pay the required legacies.
Naturally, the Custis slaves did not share his interest in the

legacies. They believed that the Custis will emancipated them
at once, and three of them—two men and a woman—acted on
that belief and fled to Westminster, Md., where they were

eventually apprehended and returned to Arlington. His fabled
self-control teetering unsteadily, Lee demanded to know why
they ran away. Because, they replied, “frankly . we consid-
ered ourselves free.” That, to Robert Lee, was not merely a

legal misapprehension; it was a threat to his own integrity as
the Custis executor and to the future ofhis daughters. “He then
told us he would teach us a lesson we would never forget,”
ordered the three “stripped to the waist,” and directed the

Arlington overseer, John McQuinn, to give the men “50 lashes

each,” and 20 to the woman. McQuinn “had sufficient human-

ity to decline,” so Lee turned to Richard Williams, the

Arlington constable who had brought the fugitives back, and
had him “lay it on well.” By one account, Lee took the whip
and flogged them himself.
Afterwards, he was so appalled at his own rage that he could

not admit the full extent ofwhat he had done, even to his oldest
son (who read about the incident in the newspapers). “The
N.Y. Tribune has attacked me for my treatment ofyour grand-
father’s slaves,” he conceded; but “I shall not reply.” Your
grandfather, he added, “has left me an unpleasant legacy.” To
Philip Meredith, who had lived and worked at Arlington as a
slave “for 30 years,” Lee “expressed regret that he owned [a]
servant & wished he was free.”
Robert E. Lee’s anxieties, his impatience, and his dark tem-

per have, since the publication of Thomas Connelly’s melo-
dramatic recasting of Lee’s historical reputation in The
Marble Man: Robert E. Lee and His Image in American
Society (1977), been seized upon as a triumphant contradic-
tion of the legendary Lee who so impressed his contempo-
raries, civilian and military. To Alan Nolan in 1991, Lee was

just “a typical Southern partisan,” with all the “Southern aris-
tocrat’s feeling about the inferiority of Northern people”; to
Michael Fellman in 2000, Lee was an exemplar of “the dark
side of the white supremacist road”; to Roy Blount (probably
the most unlikely of all Lee biographers) in 2003, Lee was

mentally, and pathologically, “disturbed.” But casting Lee in
contradiction is, in the end, less profitable than seeing his
anxieties as a counterpoint to his dignity, his temper as the
match to his composure.
To understand the mystery of Robert E. Lee is to begin with

three large-scale factors, lodged deep in the man’s personality:
the desire for perfection, the desire for independence, and the de-
sire for security—all three rooted in the early trauma inflicted by
one of the more remarkably dysfunctional families of the early
republic. Up through the Revolution, the Lees of Virginia had
been one of the first American families, presiding over large
properties on the Northern Neck ofVirginia and, in the case of
the four Lee brothers who straddled the Revolutionary years—
Richard Henry, Francis Lightfoot, Arthur, and William—
forming a “band ofbrothers . . . [who] stood in the gap in defense
of their country, from the first glimmering of the Revolution . . .

to its perfect day.” Richard Henry Lee and Francis Lightfoot
Lee were signers of the Declaration of Independence. Arthur
Lee would turn into an outstanding diplomat in Spain and
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France, andWilliam Lee would represent American interests in
the German states and Austria.
But something in the succeeding generation of Lees

snapped, and nowhere was the snap louder than in the case of
Henry Lee, Robert’s father. A graduate of Princeton in the
same class of 1771 as James Madison, Henry Lee served
George Washington so effectively as a cavalry leader that he

won the nickname “Light-Horse Harry.” And in the glow of the
Revolution, Light-Horse Harry captured not only the hand of
his cousin Matilda (and her family’s estate, Stratford Hall) but
the governorship ofVirginia. After that, Light-Horse Harry dis-

integrated. His ardent Federalism antagonized Virginia’s Jeffer-
sonians; his hare-brained investment schemes bankrupted him.
After Matilda’s death, he attempted to recoup his fortune by

marrying a Virginia Carter, Ann Hill Carter. But he burned

through her cash, too (or at least the prudently limited amount
of cash her father had put at the newlyweds’ disposal). After he
spent a stint in debtors’ prison, the sadder but wiser Ann Carter
Lee demanded that her family—which now numbered three
sons (including Robert) and two daughters—move to more-

manageable quarters in Alexandria. But Light-Horse Harry
could not shake his penchant for disaster. After being beaten
within an inch ofhis life in an anti-Federalist riot in Baltimore
in 1812, Light-Horse Harry decamped the following year for
the safety of theWest Indies. Robert never saw his father again.
He was six years old.

Light-Horse Harry returned to America, fatally ill, in 1818,
barely making landfall on Georgia’s Cumberland Island before

Harry that fired his impatience and eventually his ferocious
outbursts of temper at his own and others’ imperfections. That
did not mean that Robert would enjoy the shackles of perfec-
tion, and it came as a shock to Ann Carter Lee when in 1824
Robert announced his desire to attend West Point. “How can I
live without Robert?” she wailed, “He is both son and daughter
to me.” She would have been more disturbed still if she could
have sensed how much Robert, for all his uncomplaining self-
sacrifice, longed to be unencumbered of his mother as much as
of his father. “I thought,” he wrote, “& intended always to be
one & alone in the World.” “I am fond of independence,” Lee
wrote, and that, as he explained in 1851, was linked to his per-
fectionist impulse. “It is that feeling that prompts me to come

up strictly to the requirements of law and regulations. I wish
neither to seek or receive indulgence from anyone. Iwish to feel
under obligation to no one.”
The problem with the longing for independence is that it does

not guarantee security, and securitywas precisely themost dam-

aging subtraction that Light-Horse Harry made in Robert’s life.
So, as much as Robert Lee longed to be his own man, he was
also aware that the independent man could very well be the

impoverished, neglectedman, and security was one ofthemajor
attractions of a career in the U.S. Army. For the tiny cadre of
officers who commanded the pre—Civil War army, there was no

mandatory retirement age, and once in, many stayed in, at paid
rank, until their last breath. To be sure, theArmy was not gener-
ous, but it was one of the few professions in the republic that

guaranteed a roof over one’s head.

The pursuit of redemptive perfection lies behind
much of the fierce uprightness that met so many

people’s eyes.

dying and leaving Robert to grow up literally as well as figura-
tively fatherless. “There is,” wrote the literary critic Leon Edel,
“no hurt among all the human hurts deeper and less understand-
able than the loss ofa parentwhen one is not yet an adolescent,”
and Robert E. Lee offers us a textbook case in the truth of that
saying. Until he achieved fame in his own right in 1862, people
invariably referred to Robert as the son of Light-Horse Harry.
But he never did, except in his application letter to West Point.
He did not visit his father’s grave until the winter of 1861-62,
even though his first posting out of West Point, at Cockspur
Island, was only a few miles away.
Robert was, instead, his mother’s son, becoming the de facto

head of household in Alexandria. It was Robert who “carried
‘the keys,’ attended to the marketing, managed all the outdoor

business, and took care ofhis mother’s horses” as “my mothers
outdoor agent & confidential messenger.” He would, in other

words, fulfill the role his father had abandoned; he would sac-
rifice himself in order to perfect the imperfections Light-Horse
Harry had visited on the Lees.

HE pursuit of redemptive perfection lies behind much of
the fierce uprightness that met so many people’s eyes,
and it was Lee’s determination to be Not-Light-Horse-

This didn’tmean that Lee wouldn’t talk endlessly about leav-
ing the Army. “All my Schemes of happiness,” he wrote,
depend on “retiring to some quiet Corner among the hills of
Virginia where I can indulge my natural propensities without

interruption.” But when his older brother, Charles Carter Lee,
tried to persuade him to do just that with the 17,000 acres in

Hardy, Patrick, and Shenandoah Counties that they had inherit-
ed from their father, Robert hesitated. “Perhaps the charms of
your Establishment may win me from Uncle Sam,” he replied
to Charles Carter in 1832, but in the end, he decided not. The

Army was his place, “for better, for worse, as we say in matri-

mony,” and he would have to “relinquish such . . . prospects” as
western Virginia offered “to Bachelors like yourself.”
Matrimony was yet another path to security. In 1831 Lee

married Mary Anna Randolph Custis, the sole surviving child
of the Arlington Custises, and thereby won himself a home at

Arlington for the next 30 years. The difficulty was that the

security represented by the Custis marriage and Arlington did
not sit very easily beside Lee’s yearning for independence. His
Custis in-laws made no secret of their desire to “withdraw
Robert from his present professions and yield to him the man-

agement of affairs.” But Lee had no desire to abandon the

Army merely to becomea glorified overseer for the Custises.

Despite his very real affection for hismother-in-law, Lee found
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his father-in-law an amiable but annoying dunce. “TheMajor’—
the elderly Custis’s honorary militia title—‘‘is busy farming,”
Lee wrote to his brother. Busy was sardonic: “His Cornfield is
not yet enclosed or ploughed—but he is rushing on all he
Knows.” The old man had tried his hand at a SirWalter Scottish

play about 13th-century Scotland that he called “Montgomerie;
or, The Orphan ofaWreck.” It ran for fournights. And so, as Lee
chuckled, “Montgomerie failed.” Worse still, one ofCustis’s six
amateurish history paintings, The Battle of Trenton, “has been
exhibited in the Capitol’”—and met with more or less the same

response. It “attracted some Severe animadversions from the

Critics, which he says were levelled at his Politics!!!” Lee
knew better.
Seven months into the Civil War, when Arlington had been

lost to Union occupation, Lee shrugged off the estate’s loss
and turned his attention to the possibility of acquiring another

property—nothing less than his onetime boyhood home,
Stratford Hall. Stratford, he wrote, “is endeared to me by
many recollections & it has always beena great desire ofmy
life to be able to purchase it.” He might have found security in

attaching himself to the Custises, but he yearned for the inde-

pendence of being a Lee, and nothing symbolized that more
than Stratford. It was no coincidence that two months later,
Lee finally paid his father’s grave on Cumberland Island a

long-delayed visit.

OBERT E. LEE was not a profound military thinker, but
he was a clear one, andmuch of that thinking oscillated
between his expectations for perfection, indepen-

dence, and security. His decision, in 1861, finally to resign his
U.S. Army commission and offer his services to the new break-

away Southern Confederacy was done reluctantly, almost in a

spirit ofdread, and as the Confederacy’s most successful soldier,
he was incessant in his requisitions for supplies, conscripts, and
recruits—and for perfection on the part of his own officers.
Time and again, Lee complained, beaten federal armies “will
get away because I cannot have my orders carried out.” When
one hapless brigadier had to report the federal escape after

Chancellorsville, Lee’s fury was volcanic. “General Pender!
That is what you young men always do. You allow those people
to get away.”
But beyond the demand for perfection, Lee also saw more

clearly than any other Confederate leader that the South could
not survive a long-drawn bout with the North. Independence
and security both dictated that Southern armies must “cross

Maryland into Pennsylvania” and there convince Northerners,
either by battle or by simple occupation, to agree to peace and
Southern independence. He would attempt this twice, in 1862
and 1863, and was ready for a third attempt in 1864 when
Grant’s Overland Campaign struck that option away.
Lee’s modern critics have railed at this as an example of an

obsession with Virginia. But Lee understood that the Con-
federacy could lose Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, even
Georgia, and still win; Virginia held the Confederacy’s “depots
and arsenals . . . and through Richmond” Lee’s army “had its
chiefmeans of access to sources of supply further south.” So
he dreaded nothing more than being forced into a siege of
Richmond. “He frequently spoke,” recalled Charles Marshall,
“to the effect that if the siege ofRichmond were once undertak-
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en by an army too strong to be beaten off, the fall of the place
would be inevitable.” With it would go Virginia and the

Confederacy—which, in 1865, is exactly what happened.
He could predict this failure as sharply as he did because he

was convinced that the Confederate people lacked the perfect
commitment that independence and security required. “It is so

difficult,” he admitted to his wife, “to get our people, unaccus-
tomed to the necessities ofwar, to comprehend. . . the measures

required for the occasion.” He tried in particular to convince the
Confederate president, Jefferson Davis, that slavery was amill-
stone around the Confederacy’s neck, and “toldMr. Davis often
and early in the war that the slaves should be emancipated, . . .

but Davis would not hear of it.” Lee’s pessimism persisted
down to the last hours before Appomattox, where he informed
William Mahone that “he had advised the Confederate authori-
ties at the start—that . . . our chance to win was to be found by
throwing the whole military or fighting power of the Con-
federacy into the struggle’—including freed slaves—and this

“manifestly had not been done.”
Yet this was not the final chapter for Robert E. Lee. In the

summer of 1865 he was made the unlikely offer of the presi-
dency of Washington College, in faraway Lexington, Va.
Almost as unlikely, he accepted, and in the final five years of
his life he managed to achieve the resolution of the impulses to

perfection, independence, and security that he had spent a life-
time seeking. The trustees of the college were congratulated
on acquiring a figurehead; but Lee made them the figureheads
and turned the nearly bankrupt college into a Southern educa-
tional powerhouse. When he assumed the presidency in 1865,
Washington College had only 17 students on its war-depleted
rolls; after one year, Lee had built that to 146. By 1868, enroll-
ment stood at 411. (He never dreamt oftaking what should have
been the next logical step, and integrating the college.)
He also reoriented the curriculum, sidelining the traditional

studies ofGreek and Latin and proposing the establishment of
“a Commercial School . . . to give instruction in bookkeeping
& the forms & details ofbusiness.” And he abolished the col-
lege’s rule book. “We have no printed rules,” he informed a

newly matriculated student. “We have but one rule here, and
it is that every student must be a gentleman”—which sounded

delightfully generous until it was realized that this made
Robert E. Lee the sole court of conduct in the college, and his
measurement of perfect demeanor the sole standard. He
would remark, looking back, that “the greatmistake ofmy life
was taking a military education.” A small, remote college
would become, instead, the place where he would find inde-

pendence to runmatters as he saw fit, find security for himself
and his family, and find perfection in what he could demand
ofhis students.

Perhaps, in retrospect, we can say that Robert Lee should
have shrugged off the shadow of Light-Horse Harry; perhaps,
in 1831, he should have left the army and built a real-estate

empire in western Virginia; perhaps, in 1861, he should have

simply declared personal neutrality and let the Civil War wash

past him. But he did not, and the forces that hadmade him what
he was in the past governed the extraordinary skill with which
hemanaged Confederatemilitary affairs. They did not, however,
make him a happyman. That came only at the end, in Lexington,
where he died, 150 years ago, on October 12, 1870. But it was,
at least for Robert E. Lee, a perfect end. NR
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EDUCATION SECTION

3:35 p.M. (Monday being an “asynchro-
nous workday”)—but there’s a ten-
minute break every hour, plus an hour of
free time in the morning, an hour for
lunch, and 25 minutes of “family-choice
time” before school lets out. It’s toomuch
and not enough school at the same time:
too much because a five-year-old can’t
focus on a screen that long; and not

enough because, even when he does

focus, the constant breaks interrupt
anything else I might try to accomplish,
from writing to working with my other
two kids (ages three and tenmonths). The
classes themselves are chaotic, as you’d
expect of a video conference among
small children. The one upside is thatmy
three-year-old likes doing school with
her brother, so this occupies two kids at
once for much of the day.
And my family is lucky, in that the

public schools’ dereliction of duty
probably won’t harm our finances or our
son’s academic development. Late last

year, well before the pandemic hit, I
decided to stay home with the kids full-
time and write on the side, so my wife
and I don’t have to take turns watching
the kids and working simultaneously. As
a bonus, her work is remote-only thanks
to COVID-19, so she can sometimes, for

instance, keep an eye on our eldest while
I take the other two to a park. Further,
we’re both college-educated, albeit with
journalism degrees—andmy wife briefly
taught middle school through Teach for
America—so we’re equipped to make
sure the kids are learning what they’re
supposed to for their ages, even if they
don’t learn it through the schools. While
we’ve decided to give online learning a

go, we'll pull our son out and home-
school him if things don’t work.
Other well-offparents in the area have

hired professional teachers to run “tutor-

ing pods.” Some requested that the
schools put all the kids from a given pod
into the same virtual classroom, but the
district declined, pointing out in a blog
post that “‘tutoring pods are not part of the
public school system”; that “schools go
to great pains to develop schedules that
consider teacher and parent input and
balance classes for gender, race, home

language, academic strengths, learning
goals, and special learning needs”; and
that the district has “concerns that [pods]
may widen the gap in educational access
and equity for all students.”
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The post set off some outrage online,
but the concerns about inequality, at

least, were well founded. Single parents,
poorer couples where both parents work,
and parents who are less focused on
academics all have it much worse than
the pod people ormy wife and I do. The
less fortunate simply don’t have as

many resources to invest in their kids’
education when the schools refuse to do
their job. Plenty ofparents can’t even get
their kids to log in: Each month during
the spring shutdowns, Education Week
asked teachers what share of their kids
were truant, and the answers averaged
20-25 percent.
Opportunity Insights, a research group

based out ofHarvard, has been tracking
the pandemic’s effects on learning using
data from Zearn, an onlinemath program
that many schools use to supplement
classroom instruction and measure

progress. When the schools closed in the

spring, students everywhere made less

progress than they had previously—for a
little while. After that, classrooms in

higher-income zip codes caught up to
their previous rate of completing these
lessons. But progress in middle- and
lower-income areas remained well
below its previous rate through the end
of the school year.
If parents had the option of using the

government money that’s supposed to
educate their children any reasonable

way they wanted, this entire situation
would look different. My wife and I
would have enrolled our son in a private
school that teaches safely but in person,
which would have been better for his
education and easier on the family.
This arrangement would be even more
beneficial to families that entered the

pandemic less well-situated to handle
their kids’ education with less help from
the schools.
More fundamentally, I suspect that if

parents could walk out ofpublic schools

anytime they wanted and take their
kids’ government funding with them,
these schools would not have dreamed
of staying closed into the fall to begin
with. That’s the kind ofpower play that
works only if the other party has
limited options.
The threat of losing such incredible

leverage, perhaps, is one reason that

public schools and their teachers’ unions
so vociferously oppose school choice. NR

Don’t Fix
Colleges;
Build Them

Higher-education reform should be an

entrepreneurial affair

BY FREDERICK M. HESS

CADEME’S reputation for free

inquiry, untrammeled discourse,
and practical knowledge is in
tatters. The American university

today has, bizarrely, become a place domi-
nated by anger, fear, and self-loathing, all

wrapped in an unlovely cloak of self-
righteousness. Faced with the demands of
an enraged fringe of students and schol-

ars, administrators and faculty have lost
their nerve. In

a
fit of sanctimonious justi-

fication, they’re cheerfully torching the

principles of free inquiry and rigorous
analysis to placate the campus Jacobins.

College mandarins have leaped at the
chance to do away with SAT and ACT
scores and lined up to defend racial prefer-
ences. They’ve decreed that job candi-
dates must submit letters pledging their

fealty to “social justice” as defined by the
campus Left, even when the job in ques-
tion is teaching electrical engineering or

radiology. They’ve issued “anti-racist”
missives that unapologetically signal that
inconvenient argument, teaching, and

scholarship will no longer be tolerated.

Ivy League faculty make blatantly uncon-
stitutional demands for racial favoritism
in workloads, hiring, and speech. Campus
star-chamber investigations no longer
seem unusual or surprising.
These pathologies have become so

common that it’s easy to imagine they
reflect an innate defect in higher edu-
cation. While the left-leaning tilt of
America’s colleges has been observable
since at least themid 1940s, and has grown
more extreme with time, academic sup-
port for today’s insanity ismuch narrower
than it might seem. The problem is that

academics, a fairly timid lot in the best of
times, are terrified of being smeared and
driven from their profession.

Mr. Hess is the director of education-policy studies at

the American Enterprise Institute.

OCTOBER 5, 2020

www.u
rd

uk
ut

ab
kh

an
ap

k.b
log

sp
ot

.co
m



What to do about all this? For starters,
there is nowa firm conviction on the right
that a serious problem exists. It wasn’t
always so. Today, though, while three-

quarters of progressives think that col-
leges have a positive effect on America,
barely a third of conservatives agree.
Commendable efforts are already

underway; invaluable organizations such
as FIRE (Foundation for Individual Rights
in Education), the American Council of
Trustees and Alumni, and the National
Association of Scholars are battling
speech suppression and ideological lit-
mus tests. These initiatives are essential,
but that’s largely because conservatives
have been playing defense in existing
institutions for decades—at least since a

young William F. Buckley penned God
andMan at Yale.
Much more is needed. After all, even

important and necessary attempts to curb

campus ideological abuses have largely
left the larger dynamics unchecked.
Indeed, the response has frequently
amounted to guerrilla-style resistance,
pleas for equitable treatment, the promo-
tion of alternative programming, and the
creation of think-tank refuges for conser-
vative scholars.

So long as college degrees carry an out-
sized job-market premium and massive

public subsidies, though, this is a losing
strategy. With a college diploma worth
about $1 million in lifetime earnings, col-

leges are fated to serve as employment
gatekeepers, and their employees as cul-
tural commissars. Breaking colleges’
stranglehold on remunerative employ-
ment opportunities is critical (as I’ve pre-
viously argued). But that promises to be a

long, hard slog.
In the meantime, what can private

actors do, without waiting on electoral
outcomes orpolicymachinations? It starts
with something that should be instinctual
for conservatives: build.
Rather than fixate so single-mindedly on

reforming existing higher-education insti-

tutions, conservatives should throw them-
selves into the work ofbuilding new ones.
I know. This sounds outlandish. It can

strike modern sensibilities as unrealistic.
But it shouldn’t.
Formuch ofAmerican history, the cre-

ation ofprominent new colleges and uni-
versities was routine. Between 1820 and

1899, 672 new institutions were estab-

lished, 573 of which were private—an

average of more than a half dozen pri-
vate institutions each year. During the
second half of the 19th century, private
donors founded eleven universities that

today rank among the nation’s top 20—
including Stanford, Johns Hopkins, and
the University ofChicago. More recently,
Washington University and New York
University have skyrocketed from back-
water status to prominence owing to

aggressive funding drives and single-
minded strategic direction.

In short, the creation of new colleges
and universities is neither unprecedent-
ed nor radical. Today, however, donors
and philanthropic funders have seem-

ingly concluded that it’s foolish to build
from scratch when there’s such a large
installed base. Thus, pretty much the

entirety of the $46 billion a year in higher-
education giving flows to established

colleges and universities.
If 40 percent of this giving is from

right-leaning donors, that’s roughly $15
to $20 billion a year. That’s a Jot ofmoney
to give to institutions that have shown
themselves contemptuous of conservative
values and the cause of free inquiry.
Why haven’t conservative donors looked

to create new institutions? There are a few

reasons: a hollow hope that big gifts
would prompt change; the stroking of
professionalized campus fundraisers; the

finely honed alumni networks, social ties,
and practical incentives (from legacy
admissions to premium football tickets)
that colleges can offer; and an oddly pro-
gressive enthusiasm—in the phrasing of
historians John Thelin and Richard
Trollinger—for the ideal of“a singlemag-
nificent campus.”
Conservatives need a new vision of

giving, one that starts with the primacy of
standing up new institutions and embrac-

ing good old-fashioned Schumpeterian
creative destruction.
This is a spectacularly good time to

launch such an effort. The coronavirus pan-
demic has upended comfortable routines,
prompted students to seek out new options,
and put lots of colleges on bankruptcy’s
doorstep. It’s been predicted that more
than a hundred colleges will be pushed to
the brink of financial ruin—thus creating a

surplus of move-in-ready campuses. If
there was ever amoment to launch a wave
of institution-building, this is it.
Rather than establishing tiny conserva-

tive beachheads in hostile institutions,
always playing defense against campus

Thought & Policy.
Apply te:

The Visiting Scholar in
Conservative Thought and Policy
The College of Arts and Sciences at the University of Colorado Boulder invites applications for the position

of Visiting Scholar in Conservative Thought and Policy for academic year 2021-22.

We seeka highly visible individual who is deeply engaged in either the analytical scholarship or practice
of conservative thinking and policymaking, or both. Thus, applications are welcome from the academic,
policy, military and media communities, among others. The Visiting Scholar will continue a tradition of

fostering intellectual diversity on the Boulder campus through the Center for Western Civilization,
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monoculture, or tinkering with Pell Grant
formulas, it’s time to focus on launching
new institutions rooted in a fierce com-
mitment to useful knowledge, analytic
rigor, free inquiry, an appreciation for
intellectual heterodoxy, and the sanctity
of the civic square.
Conservatives should welcome any and.

all comers. We need more of everything.
More universities wedded to ideas of
classic virtue, unfettered debate, and fear-
less exploration. More unabashedly con-
servative gems like Hillsdale College.
More tech-infused models that provide
cheap, rigorous, nimble alternatives to the
status quo. More certification and appren-
ticeship programs that make it feasible to

sidestep college altogether. Each such
endeavorwill reduce the captive audience
for traditional colleges, force incumbents
to fight for market share, and reduce the
number of students and scholars held

hostage by the college cartel.
Is there enough frustration to fuel an

interest in new institutions? Well, the
American Association of Colleges and
Universities has reported that less than 20

percent of faculty and staff strongly agree
that it is “safe to hold unpopular positions
on campus.” The Knight Foundation has
found that 63 percent of students believe
that their campus climate deters them
from expressing themselves openly.When
students were asked who can freely ex-

press themselves on campus, “political
conservatives” ranked last of the ten

groups in question.
Do students want alternatives? Yep.

Nearly one in three college graduates say
they regret their choice of school. While
some of that is undoubtedly a matter of
choosing school A rather than school B,
it seems reasonable to suggest that a sub-
stantial amount of it might reflect a
desire for something quite different.
Meanwhile, with applicants indicating
that the most important reason they’re
attending college is to get a job, it’s likely
that faster, cheaper avenues that permit
students to bypass the campus reeduca-
tion camps might have a natural appeal.

Is it feasible to launch new institutions? It
sure is. For instance, one of the decade’s
most fascinating advances in higher educa-
tion is Minerva. Started in 2012, it blends
online learning (in a small-group seminar

format) with residence-hall communities

that, semester by semester, migrate to cities
around the world. In 2019, just seven years

40 NATIONAL REVIEW | www.nationalreview.com

after launching, Minerva received over

25,000 applications and admitted fewer
than 140 students, yielding an acceptance
rate of less than 1 percent—a figure lower
than that ofHarvard,MIT, or Stanford. The
whole endeavor, which is organized as a

for-profit venture, was started with a rela-

tively modest venture-capital infusion of
$25 million. For $15 to $20 billion a year in

private funding, plus venture investment,
an enormous amount ofcreation is possible.
But it’s also worth launching ventures

that bypass traditional higher education

altogether. Coding bootcamps are one
such terrific model. Providers such as

Ironhack, App Academy, and Hack
Reactor have created a backdoor to high-
paying careers for those who want to work
in technology but don’t want to drop
$100,000 on the rigmarole of a typical
college-based degree program. These

operations charge an average tuition of
just under $14,000, take about 15 weeks to

complete, and boost the median new grad-
uate’s salary from $43,000 to $65,000.
Sure, new institutions may get cap-

tured over time. After all, academe in
affluent societies has tended to become a

playpen for socialists and social engi-
neers. But so be it. That’s an argument
for steadily supporting new institutions
and making it easy for old ones to go
bankrupt or get plowed under. If reform-
ers in the 2060s have to launch a new
wave of institution-building, as today’s
successes fall victim to O’Sullivan’s
Law, so be it.
This shift requires conservatives to

rethink our relationship with higher
education and how we negotiate the ten-
sion between Burkean traditionalism and

Hayekian dynamism. In higher educa-
tion, the former impulse has usually won
out. Conservatives give to their alma
maters. They give to sensible-sounding
programs and initiatives at elite colleges
while averting their eyes from the insan-

ity playing out across campus.
Needed is a new norm, one rooted in

the creed of institutional creation. Con-
servative donors and foundations should
cease giving to extant colleges unless they
explicitly renounce the pathologies that
infect contemporary higher education.
The new standard should be to invest in
new, disciplined, uncompromised institu-
tions thatwill provide a home for the hud-
dled masses of students and scholars

yearning to breathe free. NR

Against the
1619

Curriculum
Choice and local control remain

the best defenses

BY STANLEY KURTZ

T has been a year since the New York
Times kicked off a national contro-

versy by devoting an issue of its

Sundaymagazine to the 1619 Project,
a factually flawed effort to portray all of
American history as little more than the

product ofslavery and racism. Since then,
our country has been convulsed by a cul-
tural revolution dedicated to the proposi-
tion that America is a systemically racist

country. This is no coincidence.
In the wake of the death in May of a

black man named George Floyd from
what gives every indication of having
been mistreatment while in police cus-

tody, mass protests against allegedly
endemic police racism spread across the

country. Those protests soon devolved
into rioting, looting, and—especially in

Portland—daily violence in behalf of
vaguely defined revolutionary goals. All
of this has occurred despite extensive evi-
dence that claims of “systemically” racist
mistreatment ofblacks by police are false.
Amid a national wave of monument

destruction set off by the George Floyd
disturbances, Portland rioters tore down
a statue ofGeorge Washington, tagging
it with graffiti such as “White
Fragility,” “F*** Cops,” and “1619.”
When Charles Kesler of the Claremont
Institute responded by dubbing the dis-
orders “the 1619 riots,” Nikole Hannah-
Jones, organizer and lead essayist of the
1619 Project, tweeted that “it would be
an honor” to have the statue-toppling
and riots so named.
This was clarifying, because Hannah-

Jones’s essay for the 1619 Project had

provoked divergent responses. In her

essay, she describes her childhood
embarrassment at her father’s patriotism.

Mr. Kuriz is a seniorfellow at the Ethics and Public

Policy Center.
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To the young Hannah-Jones, her father’s
reverence for America seemed a degrad-
ing acceptance of black subordination
andmarginality. Now, however, she says
she cherishes her father’s patriotism,
finally grasping that it rested on the near-
exclusive responsibility of black Ameri-
cans forwhat little democracy this country
can legitimately boast of.

Some praisedHannah-Jones’s essay for

broadening and deepening American
patriotism so as to more fully include
black citizens. Others saw her feint in the

direction ofpatriotism as a cover for what
was in fact a hostile attack on America’s
founders and our constitutional system.
Her proud embrace of the statue-toppling
and riots shows that the latter reading is
closer to the mark.
Hannah-Jones was also prominent

among the black staffers at the New York
Times who objected to the publication of
a June op-ed by Senator Tom Cotton.
Cotton argued that if no other way could
be found to quell the riots, the military
might need to be deployed in order to do
so. Echoing the arguments of campus

rioters. The Bowser Commission is
1619ism in action, and some future pres-
ident might well put its recommenda-
tions into practice.
In her essay for the 1619 Project,

Hannah-Jones also identifies the agenda
of the political Left with the authentic

democracy belatedly infused into Ameri-
ca’s story by its black citizens. Moreover,
Black Lives Matter—the group most

closely identified with the George Floyd
protests, the 1619 riots, and the move-
ment to abolish the police—is, according
to one of its co-founders, a Marxist orga-
nization. The attempt to delegitimate
America’s founders and the constitu-
tional system they built is thus clearly
designed to support a leftist transforma-
tion ofAmerican society. How could so

radical a movement have gained pur-
chase in what we used to think of as a

center-right country?
The 1619 Project uncorked an agitated

bottle of champaign. The imprimatur of
the New York Times granted permission
for awholesale repudiation ofour past to a

generation long taught to devalueAmerica

alty to a shared community, nation, or civ-
ilization. There is little left to believe in

beyond our moral bottom lines.

Nearly all Americans rightly agree
that outrages such as slavery, racism, and

genocide are bad. But when that is all
that remains to put your faith in, a never-

ending hunt for racism and genocide will
become religion for many. That is why
the children of the most tolerant society
in history now subject themselves to

endless, guilty self-lashing with the sins
of the past. That is why they restlessly
pursue a mysteriously “systemic” racism
whose presence can seldom be defined
or disconfirmed.
The battle over the 1619 Project and

the woke revolution it helped to usher in
has moved to the center of American
politics. Today it makes every bit as
much sense to consider the 1619 Project
because an election is approaching as
because our schools are reopening. The
most revealing difference between Joe
Biden and Donald Trump may be that
Biden believes America is systemically
racist, while President Trump does not.

The 1619 Project laughably implies that slavery and racism
are given short shrift in today’s American-history classes.

radicals who cite “safety” to justify the

suppression of conservative speech,
several black staffers at the Times claimed.
that mere publication of Cotton’s op-ed
placed them in physical danger. Here we
see the affinity of the 1619 Project’s sup-
porters for an ideology that rejects the
fundamental freedoms at the heart of our
constitutional system.
At the end of August, a commission

appointed by Washington, D.C., mayor
Muriel Bowser recommended that many
of the most prominent monuments in our
nation’s capital be removed, relocated, or
“contextualized” on the grounds that those
honoredby them had “disqualifying histo-
ries,” such as participation in slavery, sys-
temic racism, or mistreatment of persons
of color. According to the commission,
even the Jefferson Memorial and the

Washington Monument should be subject
to such changes. The reductio ad absur-
dum ofmonument revisionism is thus in

sight. The Founders themselves may be

literally pushed from theirmost prominent
pedestals, this time by officials instead of

42 NATIONAL REVIEW | www.nationalreview.com

and the Founding. After a quarter century
ofHoward Zinn’s distortions ofAmerican

history, leftist textbooks, and the College
Board’s revisionist AP U.S.-history cur-

riculum, the civic collapse conservatives
have warned of since Buckley’s God and
Man at Yale is finally upon us.

The 1619 Project laughably implies
that slavery and racism are given short
shrift in today’sAmerican-history classes.
To the contrary, slavery and racism have
been major themes of history textbooks
for decades. The 1619 Project takes that
focus to another level—singling out slav-

ery, and its aftermath, as the essence of
American history and dismissing the
remainder of the story as dross.
There is more at work here than

decades of Zinn and his leftist progeny,
however. The collapse of traditional
forms of family, community, and religion
has helped to bring on the woke revolu-
tion. A generation for which family
breakup is rife, family formation delayed,
loneliness endemic, and secularism on the
rise is ill disposed to feel gratitude or loy-

Assorted Democratic candidates referred
to America’s allegedly systemic racism

throughout the primaries, no doubt in part
because such rhetoric had been effective-

ly blessed by the New York Times via the
1619 Project. Indeed, the Times is now
filled weekly with in-depth stories detail-

ing the history of American racism and

arguing that this is the key to understand-

ing the present. Meanwhile, President
Trump has increasingly criticized left-
biased history, statue-toppling, and the
Bowser Commission. In a particularly
welcome development, at Trump’s direc-
tion the director of the Office ofManage-
ment and Budget just issued a memo

barring, for all federal employees, diver-

sity training based on “critical race theory”
and the concept of “white privilege.”
This election will turn in part on how
receptive Americans are to 1619-style
claims that racism is built into America’s
cultural DNA.
What is to be done about the assault on

America’s history and Founding princi-
ples embodiedby the 1619 Project and the
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woke revolution it has helped to launch?
In the short term, the answer is to reelect
President Trump. Althoughmost conserv-
atives understand this, a few still do not.

Trump’s conservative opponents high-
light his imperfections of character, while
downplaying the immensity of a cultural
battle in which everything Americans
value is now at stake. There has never
been an election in which one party has so

entirely rejected America’s founding
story in favor ofwhat is, in effect, a revo-

lutionary repudiation of our system.
American history is on the ballot in 2020,
andwith it the very survival ofour found-
ing principles.
WilfredMcClay’s wonderful new U.S.-

history textbook, Land ofHope, points to
a way out in the long term. For decades,
the conservative education establishment
has backed the Common Core, hoping to
broker a least-common-denominator
national curricular deal between Right and
Left. The result has been watered-down

reading and math standards, disappoint-
ing test scores, and a history curriculum

solidly in the control of the Left.
The Common Core strategy has failed.

Yet the conservative education establish-
ment still hopes to hammer out a de facto
national history and civics curriculum, as
if the leftist education establishment
would not commandeer that process, just
as it has in the past. The answer instead is
for traditionalists to create alternative text-
books and instructional materials—like

McClay’s—and have them adopted by
sympathetic states and school districts.
Once a genuinely independent and excit-

ing approach to American history begins
to catch on at the grassroots,many districts
will be freed from unbalanced and tenden-
tious textbooks, while the education Left
will be pressured by competition to move
towards the center.

Federalism and local control remain
the best defenses against a suffocating
national education orthodoxy. Choice
and competition are keys to theAmerican
experiment. Yet the conservative educa-
tion establishment continues to reject
these ideals in its self-defeating quest
for a de facto national curriculum. The
result has been perhaps themost damag-
ing conservative failure of the modern
era. Conservatives have lost the education
battle—above all onU.S. history.Without
a return to federalism and local control,
the tide will not be turned. NR

In Praise of
The Trades
Not everyone should 0 to college

BY JARRETT SKORUP

BOUT a decade ago, I partici-
pated in a discussion hosted

by the chamber of commerce
in a university town about state

policies regarding higher education. I'll
never forget the first commentI got from
one of the attendees.
“The problem with your presentation,”

she said, “is that it didn’t focus enough on

college. The jobs in the trades are gone.
My father worked for General Motors;
those jobs are never coming back.”
This is a common belief, especially in

Rust Belt states such as Michigan. It is
especially strong among politicians and
in the media. Not surprisingly, most

people who work in those worlds com-

pleted college and have degrees to show
for it. It’s only natural for them to
assume that this is the best path to pros-
perity for all.
But the data tell a more complicated

story. Since the depths of the Great
Recession, many trade jobs—including
those in construction, transportation,
excavation, the automotive industry,
and manufacturing—have increased in
number. In some job categories, the
number of workers has grown by well
over 30 percent.
Assuming that a bachelor’s degree is

everyone’s key to economic prosperity
reflects a misleading and often harmful
mindset. Getting a four-year (or, as is

increasingly common, a six-year) degree
froma traditional college is but one way
to get postsecondary education that can
lead to job opportunities. Despite all the
efforts to get more students enrolled in

college, it still isn’t even the typical
career path.
While two-thirds of new high-school

graduates head off to college, about
40 percent of them never complete a

Mr. Skorup is the director of marketing and

communications at the Mackinac Centerfor Public

Policy, afree-market research and educational

institute in Michigan.
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program. If going to college were run

through a cost-benefit analysis, the
value wouldn’t be there for nearly half
of those admitted.
In other words, for every ten students

who go to college, four waste their time
andmoney, unless there’s some value in

just attending college. Few employers,
though, are impressed by an applicant
who went to college but doesn’t have
the degree to show for it. Far too often,
we focus more attention on getting kids
into college than on helping them com-

plete it.
It’s still true that only a minority of

American adults—35 percent—have a

bachelor’s degree or higher. Even now,
most jobs do not require a college
degree. And that’s not even including the

many more individuals—more than a

third of college graduates, according to
the Bureau of Labor Statistics—who
have a college degree but are working in

jobs that don’t require it.
The idea that everyone needs to attend

a traditional college, or even that most

people do, is built on false premises.
The thinking typically goes this way:
, People with college degrees make more

g money; therefore, everyone should
E strive after a degree. A policy prescrip-
5 tion follows: States should spend more
= on higher education, because if more

44 NATIONAL REVIEW | www.nationalreview.com

people get college degrees, the state’s

economy will improve.
It’s true that, on average, people with

college degrees make more than those
without. But it’s doubtful that what
people learn in college leads to higher
incomes. For most professions, there is

very little connection between what one
learns in college and what one does to

perform a job.
Instead, what’s probably at play here

is that people who finish college are dif-
ferent in importantways from those who
do not. To get a degree, one typically
has to show up to the workplace (..e.,
classroom), complete some assigned
projects, and persevere—similar to what
one must do on the job. In other words,
people who finish college may already
be more likely to earn a higher income

purely by dint of their character than
those who do not.
This is one reason the late economist

ArmenAlchian argued that college subsi-
dies are highly inefficient, both as an

economic-development strategy and as a
tool to reduce income inequality. Since
the vast majority of people who benefit
from state spending on college were

already likely to dowell in the jobmarket,
state subsidies amount to a tax on the poor
to support the rich. Alchian encouraged us
to think of people capable of graduating

from college as being like an oil company
sitting on an untapped field. Does the

company need subsidies to start drilling?
The idea that simply stockpiling

college-educated people within a state to

gain prosperity—something my col-
league James Hohman refers to as “tal-
ent mercantilism”—isn’t supported in
the economic data. There is no statistical
connection between how mucha state

spends on higher education and how fast
its economy grows.
Further, an analysis of state per capita

spending on public colleges and the
number of college graduates yields no
correlation. When states add jobs, they
typically do not just add certain types of
jobs, such as high-tech ones or others

requiring a college degree. Instead, job
growth happens across the board, which
suggests that states cannot simply pull on
the “more college jobs” lever and expect
good things to happen. It’s more compli-
cated than that.

Still, the hyper-focus on “college
readiness” lives on.
This mindset has driven many public-

policy decisions across the country.
Whether it’s changes on the state level in
the 1980s, the No Child Left BehindAct
of the early 2000s, the Obama adminis-
tration’s Race to the Top, Common Core,
or other national educational-reform
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movements, the focus seems always to
be on getting more kids into college.
These changes have had only small

effects on the academic performance of
K-12 schools, but they have weakened
school-based trade programs. Requiring
students to take additional courses in
core subjects such as math, science, and

languages has crowded out career and
technical education, resulting in their

decades-long decline.
This is unfortunate, because career and

technical programs are more successful
at preparing people for employment and
careers than the college-for-all approach.
As the Brookings Institution notes, stud-
ies show that school-based trade pro-
grams have a mixed record in improving
the academic performance of students
who participate. But those students do, it

adds, have significantly more job oppor-
tunities and higher career earnings.
In Michigan, a need for more workers

in the trades, and greater interest from

students, has led lawmakers to slowly

to encourage STEM education, the por-
tion of students getting degrees in sci-
ence, technology, engineering, and math
hasn’t changed much. Increased college
enrollments have not led to that many
more STEM careers.

High-school graduates who would not
have gone to college without having
been pushed into it are more likely than
others to drop out. These students are par-
ticularly harmed by the college-for-all
mantra, as they end up wasting their
time and their money (and taxpayers’
time and money). Sure, maybe they
learned a thing or two and made new
friends, but without that degree at the

end, they would have been better off
spending that time developing experi-
ence in a career field or completing a

technical-training program.
College-for-all has also done little to

make college degrees more accessible.

Despite the decades-long attempts to get
more people into college, especially those
from low-income households, a degree

There’s little evidence that college-for-
all brings broad economic benefits.

roll back mandates on the courses high-
schoolers have to take. It’s now easier for
students to spend part of their day in

community college or trades programs
rather than in, say, an Algebra II course
they will likely never use.
One program, the Greater Michigan

Construction Academy, has seen 77 per-
cent of its students over a three-year
period either gain employment in the
trades or go on to college. (Comparably,
only 22 percent ofMichigan community-
college students obtain an associate’s

degree or go on to college.)
I’ve noticed in discussions that people

often seem to believe that if the state or
schools or society did just a bit more to

encourage college attendance, we'd see a

large increase in the number of highly
educated, highly skilledworkers in highly
paid careers. In other words, more doc-
tors, lawyers, scientists, and engineers.
But that’s not how it works. The idea

that everyone needs to go to college may
lead to more people going to college, but
not in the ways many advocates intend.

Despite many private and public efforts

remains a reward that primarily benefits
the relatively well-to-do. Economist
Richard Vedder notes that the share of
college graduates from poor households
has dropped from 12 percent in 1970 to 7

percent in 2013
Some people will get a college degree

and others won’t, and there’s little that

governments can do to change that fact.
While they can make college “free” for
students, they cannot make students

acquire skills and complete their degree.
When they don’t, taxpayer money is
wasted—a pure deadweight loss.
There’s little evidence that college-for-

all brings broad economic benefits, and
it’s not the place of politicians to deter-
mine which career paths are good and
need to be encouraged. Their efforts to

push an ever larger number of young
adults into college has done more harm
than good. It’s time for government, espe-
cially state governments, to shift their
focus to career readiness. We need to give
high-school students more options, not

fewer, to freely determine the career path
that works for them. NR

Thank You,
Mr. Hartwig

Remembering a high-school

journalism teacher who

made a difference

BY JOHN J. MILLER

DON’T remember the last time I saw
Mr. Hartwig, but I remember the last
time I saw his widow. It was
Christmas break in 1988 and I was

home from my freshman year of college.
Her husband had died just a few weeks
earlier. I went to her house with a friend to
offer condolences, and I must have said

something about how important my for-
mer journalism teacher had been to me.
I’m sure I evenmeant it, but backwhen

I was 18, I really had no idea. Now, at age
50, I can say it with more authority and
conviction: This was the guy who may
have shaped the course ofmy life more
than anyone outside my family.
“A teacher affects eternity,” wrote

Henry Adams. “He can never tell
where his influence stops.” The same
could be said for coaches, bosses, and
others—mentors who motivate young
people when they are most open to
influence. For me, the great influencer
was James C. Hartwig, who taught jour-
nalism at J. P. Taravella High School in
Coral Springs, Fla.
Throughout my schooling, I was

blessed with a lot of good instructors,
from the ladies who showed me how to
hold a pencil to the one who made me
read Macbeth. Even the smallest of com-
ments could leave a big mark. In middle

school, in the wake of some writing
assignment, an English teacher told my
mother that perhaps I’d grow up to work
for Time. She was right about the industry
but wrong about the publication: The
magazine where I’d do most ofmy work
didn’t have a red border on its cover but a
blue one. What she said, though, put a

notion in my head. It took Mr. Hartwig, a
few years later, to turn the subject ofday-
dreams into a concrete possibility.
We called him “the Wigster,” and he

looked a bit like Ron Swanson, the
character played by actorNick Offerman
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on the television comedy Parks and
Recreation, with brushed-back brown
hair and a bushy mustache. On the show,
Swanson is notorious and hilarious for
the way in which he holds his govern-
ment job in contempt. Hartwig, by con-

trast, was a committed public-school
educator who not only taught his classes

during the day but also stayed after the
final bell and came in on weekends so
that we could put out the Chariot, a

monthly student newspaper.
My first rite-of-passage experience as

an amateur reporter came when I was

assigned a story about the soccer team. I
had to interview the coach on the field
behind school after practice. For a book-
ish kid who was drawn to journalism
because he liked to read, this wasa terri-

fying prospect because it meant talking
to an adult I didnt know.
As the practice wrapped up, I half

hoped the coach would say he didn’t
have time for me, so that I could slink
away without having to go through the
ordeal of asking him about his season.
Sometimes today, when I’m sitting in a

building things. So we put out the

Chariot, month after month: interview-

ing sources, writing articles, and laying
out pages in Room 425, with its typeset-
ting machines and light tables, and the
chemical aroma of film development.
We weren’t the ink-stained wretches of
yesteryear: This was the dawn of the
digital revolution, when floppy disks
ruled. Yet there were few screens. Much
of our work was manual, as we mea-
sured column inches with rulers, cut

copy with X-Acto blades, straightened
border tape, pasted up pages, and pre-
pared color overlays by hand. With this

approach, the experience became the
teacher—but Mr. Hartwig was always
there, with a pencil tucked behind his

ear, showing us the way and urging us to
do our best work.
An old put-down from George Bernard

Shaw claims: “He who can, does. He
who cannot, teaches.” Occasionally I’ve
smirked at this line, but in truth I don’t
like it, partly for how its humor depends
on arrogance butmostly for how it basks
in an ignorance ofwhat teachers actually

I also wrote a negative review of The
Closing of the American Mind, by Allan
Bloom. In 1987, Bloom’s condemnation
ofmoral relativism had become a surprise
bestseller, and it seemed as though every-
body in the grown-up media wanted to
comment. Conservatives tended to sup-
port Bloom and liberals tended to disap-
prove. At the time, my own politics were

unformed, and I just wanted to join the
conversation. So I read the book—as I

said, I was bookish—and I even under-
stood parts of it. The section that grabbed.
most ofmy attention was aminor passage
in which Bloom repudiates rock music.
This coloredmy impression ofeverything
else, and so I mocked it.

Reading my review today, I see it as

wrongheaded: pure juvenilia. I may have
written it with an eye toward what an
editor at Rolling Stone, which I read

regularly, would have thought. I still
enjoy rock music, but Bloom’s larger
points stayed with me. Eventually they
sank in. This became my Goldwater
moment: I knew in my heart that he was

right about moral relativism.

We aspired to be taken seriously, in large part because
Mr. Hartwig insisted that we take our work seriously.

waiting room to talk to a governor, a

senator, or another eminence for
NATIONAL REvIEW, I think back to that
moment when I almost chickened out—
but also remember how I managed to
blurt out a few questions, jot down the

replies in a notebook, and survive. Ifmy
life were a comic book, this would be

my origin story.
One of the reasons I went through with

it was that I didn’t want to disappoint
Mr. Hartwig, who pushed us to publish an

excellent newspaper. In his journalism
classes, he stressed the importance of
accuracy. Always ask how to spell names
because the time you don’t bother will be
the time when “Mr. Peterson” is actually
“Mr. Petersen.” He was a stickler for
details, believing that if you get the little

things right, you’re more likely to get the

big things right.
He also knew that the bestway to teach

joumalism is to make students do jour-
nalism. This was a version of shop class:
You set aside the books and learn to use
tools and build things by using tools and
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do. And it insults the memory of great
teachers like Mr. Hartwig.
In my attic, I keep a bundle of yel-

lowed issues of the Chariot. They’re full
ofarticles about clubs, sports, and school
news. We also published earnest two-
page spreads on single themes, such as

the rise of computers and the spread of
AIDS. I wrote a humor column that shows
flickers ofpromise butmostly hasn’t aged
well. The proper name for much of this
probably is “juvenilia,” but it’s impossi-
ble not to see an inchoate professionalism.
We aspired to be taken seriously, in large
part because Mr. Hartwig insisted that we
take our work seriously.
During my senior year, I was in charge

of the opinion pages. I editorialized in
favor of a new attendance policy. I criti-
cized the school administration’s decision
to crack down on indoor smoking by
locking the bathrooms at certain times
and proposed that student smokers have
access to an outdoor patio. I crusaded

against a countywide grading scale that I
found outrageous.

Is it any mystery that I wound up at
NATIONAL REVIEW?
I don’t know what Mr. Hartwig thought

about Allan Bloom or NATIONAL REVIEW,
if anything. Maybe their names would
have prompted him to utter his favorite

response to nonsense: “Pshaw!”’ It hardly
matters. I think I know what he saw in
Room 425: a kid who was struggling
with big ideas and trying to put thoughts
into words. His only agenda was to help.
There’s so much I’d like to say to him

today, starting with a simple expression
of gratitude, but I can’t: He died on
November 28, 1988, at the age of41, ina
parking-lot accident.
A few months ago, I was thinking

about Mr. Hartwig and the debt I'll never
repay. Then came a flash of inspiration:
MaybeI could track down his kids, using
some of the journalistic skills that their
dad taught me decades ago. After a bit of
sleuthing, I found his daughter. She put
me in touchwith his widow. I said to them
what I wish I could say to him: Thank
you, Wigster. Your influence lives. NR
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Athwar BY JAMES LILEKS

Raisin Ban
CCORDING to NBC, “Democratic insiders have
set up a ‘war room’” to figure out how to trans-
form America as quickly as possible. Once the
Ds take the presidency, the House, and the

Senate, theywillmove quickly to enact a broad spectrum of
legislation designed to make wonderful things happen.
They will kill the filibuster, fill the kilibuster, immediately
expand the Supreme Court to 24 justices and require all to
wear “BLM” on the back of their robes, pass the Green
New Deal, draw and quarter Mitch McConnell on the
National Mall, ban sugary drinks, outlaw forest fires, pro-
hibit raisins in oatmeal cookies.
That takes care of the first morning, anyway. Say, you

there, man on the street wearing a “Think Globally, Act
Coexistently” T-shirt. What do you think?
“Great. I don’t like when you bite into a cookie and

there’s fruit.”
Yeah, a lot of us feel that way, but the other stuff?

“Well, that doesn’t really affect me, but I eat a lot of
cookies.”
Maybe you could check the label first? So you’re

not surprised?
“The print’s too small. I don’t always have my cheaters

with me.”
Okay, but killing the filibuster? Say the Senate wants to

pass a law that makes the lettering on the package bigger,
so you can make an informed choice, and they want to use
the filibuster to do so. Democrats could keep them from

doing so, just so they could ban raisins.
“Fine. Most people don’t like raisins in their oatmeal

cookies. I'll bet 51 percent of the people hate them. It’s a

democracy, isn’t it?”
Actually, no, it’s not.

“Oh, you’re a Russian bot.”
What? I’m a living breathing human, standing here

before you. A bot is a fake person on social media sowing
chaos in order to exacerbate tensions among the American

people, pit us against one another in a spiral ofmutual dis-
trust and animosity. Which is really a waste of resources,
because we’re perfectly able to do that on our own without
Ivan chiming in as TrumpHatr934323 on Twitter.

“TrumpHatr934323 is a bot? I follow that guy. He
makes some good points—oh, no, wait, I’m thinking of
TrumpHatr934322. Yeah that other one is totally a bot.
Like you.”
Yes, exactly, I get ten kopeks inmy PayPal account every

time I tweet out a video of Joe Biden sounding like he’s

emerging from dental anesthesia. That’ll swing California.
No! I’m standing up for people’s rights to choose their cook-
ies based on personal preference and make an informed
decision based on a careful evaluation of the label.
“And you’d use government to force the companies to

make bigger labels? I thought you conservatives were all
about keeping the government out ofour lives, exceptwhen

you want to put it in the bedroom. I guess Trump has really
broken your movement. Now you’re all authoritarians.”
What? No. It’s the Democrat Party that wants to abolish

history, remake the institutions, and micromanage every
aspect of your life, from health care to transportation to

your ability to believe that someone with a penis is not a
woman in the sense that, you know, women are women,
and so on. That’s the authoritarian party. But back to the

Supreme Court—
“T don’t care. I care about two things: getting Trump out

of office so no one else gets COVID, and the integrity of
important institutions, like oatmeal cookies. Didn’t you
read that Trump said soldiers who get COVID are losers
and quitters?”
What? No. He didn’t—look, let’s talk about the Green

New Deal. Do you realize what it means, and what it
would cost?
“Haven’t you seen how California is on fire? Global

warming, my dude. If we don’t do something now the
whole world will be on fire, and we’ll have polar bears

goin’ up in flames like marshmallows on a stick at a camp-
fire. And what does Trump do? He signs deals with the
Arabs that increase the number ofairplane flights between
Israel and other countries. Like that’s really what the
world needs now, more airplane emissions.”
You can’t seriously believe that California timber mis-

management will lead to incinerated polar bears.
“So we should just run our air-conditioning then and not

care if the planet dies? The only good thing is that the fires

may take out the vineyards, which produce raisins.”
The vineyards also produce wine, which is an important

part of the California economy—
“Wine is racist. I heard a piece on NPR about that. Red

wine, white wine—c’mon, man. Even the way we describe
wine is racist, with Eurocentric words like “brioche.’”
Black people are unaware ofbrioche? And we should let

an industry die because some people say it’s racist?
“T’m saying we should change the way we think about it

and include anti-racism in our wine choices to reflect our

recognition of the systemic harm done to marginalized and

oppressed peoples. Starting with full citizenship for every-
one who picks the grapes.”
And if those grapes are used for raisins that are put

into cookies?
“There won’t be any raisins in cookies. Everything that

is wrong will be right again. See, that’s what you thuglican
fascists don’t get. Just having Trump out means all the bad
stuff stops. It stands to reason that ifthe bad stuff stops, then
the stuff that happens is good.”
So you’re voting for Biden, then.
“Maybe. I have a mail-in ballot. Can you give me

a stamp?”
No.
“See, you guys. You’re all about voter suppression.” NR
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WALLINGFORD
COUNTRY DAY

SCHOOL

ALUMNINOTES
CLASS OF 2015

Hey there, Fifteeners! Hard to

believe it was five years ago we all
took that final walk down Alumni
Path together! We had such great
times and made such wonderful
memories! So here’s what some of
us are up to. (And please send in

your news so your dedicated class
secretaries—LOL—can share with
the rest of the class!!)
Daria Newman-Lewis writes in

from Portland that she’s busy
“fighting oppression and living a

vegan lifestyle.” Some of us may
have caught Daria in recent news

footage tosing a Molotov cock-
tail at law enforcement using
those same throwing skills she
used in Girls’ Varsity Lacrosse!
Daria reports that she’s fighting
hard for a more just and equitable
society but will be home for

Thanksgiving and her dad pro-
mises to heat the pool for a party!
“If I stay out of jail,” she says.
LOL!
Che Gottlieb is currently spend-

ing the year at his family’s home on

Nantucket, after suffering from
“exhaustion and depression brought
on by the Trump administration.”
He plans to rest and think and “prac-
tice self-care” for the next year. Get
well soon, Ché!

Sundar Picaratja is a junior asso-
ciate at Goldman Sachs, specializ-
ing in corporate strategy. He

reports that he’s working very
hard, living at home to “save
money,” and about to launch his

financial-management business.

Sounds, um, interesting.
Holden Hopkins is also keeping

busy. “I’m working on my first
novel! It’s a story about a young
man who recognizes his own privi-
lege, and then sets about to atone

for the sins of his parents and
ancestors.” Holden plans to com-

plete the novel by Christmas, and

hopes that it will be published later
next year. Wally °*IlS5ers may
remember that Holden’s mother is

fiction editor at a large publishing
company, so it’s safe to say Holden
is going into the family business.
You go, Holden!!

Phipps Bartlett IV is a yoga
instructor living on Hobe Sound in
Florida and reports feeling “very
creative” lately.
Mai-ting Bao is an eye surgeon,

specializing in research and new

surgical techniques. Very little to

report there.
Sunshine DuPont (they, them)

has formed a “farming collective”
in upstate New York, on property
owned by their grandparents. They
report that they’ve turned the

early-19th-century house into a

“combination art space and seed

library,” and they invite all Wallys
to visit them and their partner this
autumn when the leaves turn a

“diversity of nonwhite colors.”

Rajneesh Sawnee is married (the
first of Wally °15!) and has two

children, along with three patents
for “growing organ-specific human
tissue for surgical use, focusing
primarily on replacing cancerous
tissue.” Whatever, Rajneesh!

The Long VieW srro:.0c —
Unity Bellingham is currently

serving time for assault, theft, and
destruction of public property dur-

ing the recent uprising in New York.

Unity left us a long voicemail from
state prison and made a passionate
argument in defense of looting, and
we have to say, she persuaded us!

Unity hasn’t lost any of the skills
she had back atWally, when she led
the senior debate club to All-State

victory! Good luck, Unity! Her dad,
partner at Chase & Bellingham and

a former state senator, is aiming to

have her released by October.

Fingers crossed!!

Huyn Hong, Yuriko Ayaka, and

Wang Xiu Ying recently graduated
fromMIT with degrees in advanced

physics, material science, and

organic computer design. (What-
ever those are!! LOL, JK guys!)
All three have moved to Palo Alto,
California, to join the start-up
scene which of course is very hot

right now.

Sawyer Thatcher has begun tran-

sitioning from her assigned sex to

her true sex. She will keep her name

(that makes it easy!!) and will also
continue playing rugby. We love

you, Sawyer!!
Please remember to Save the

Date for the Day of Demolition
next month, when current and past
students will gather together to dis-
mantle the Cochran Library and
Bullfinch Hall, brick by brick! As
the school no longer teaches English
literature or requires research papers
due to Diversity & Inclusion mea-

sures, these buildings will be

destroyed and replaced by a really
fun community garden!
That’s all for this month! Please

PLEASE send in your notes andmes-

sages to be included in next month’s
bulletin! We really want to represent
what all ofyou are doing! NR
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Books, Arts & Manners
The Left
Does

Genetics
ROBERT VERBRUGGEN

HOW OUR BROKEN
EDUCATION SYSTEM PERPETUATES

SOCIAL INJUSTICE

The Cult

of Smart

FREDRIK

The Cult of Smart: How Our Broken Education

System Perpetuates Social Injustice, by Fredrik
deBoer (All Points Books, 276 pp., $28.99)

OME people are naturally
smarter than others. Most of
us know this intuitively, and
reams of scientific evidence

prove it, but few are willing to talk
about it openly.
This taboo, contends the academic and

Marxist essayist Fredrik deBoer in The
Cult of Smart, distorts our educational

practices, our ideals of “meritocracy,”
and our public policy.
The Cult ofSmartwill be a success if

it forces the Left to confront the find-
ings of modern genetics. Over here on
the other side of the aisle, though, it
feels as if Charles Murray’s 2008 book
Real Education has been rewritten from
a different angle, with a series of half-
baked left-wing policy proposals tacked
on at the end. It’s not a bad read by any
stretch, but it’s not too satisfying either.

Many who study American education
find themselves distressed by gaps
among groups—black vs. white, rich vs.

poor, and so on. DeBoer, by contrast,
finds himself focused on gaps within
groups. As the recent college-admissions
scandal showed, evenwealthy kids with
every resource at their disposal some-

SPONSORED BY NATIONAL REVIEW INSTITUTE

times can’t hack it in high school and
need their parents to bribe them into a
decent university. As an educator
himself, deBoer has seen that within
any school, no matter how demo-

graphically homogeneous, there’s a
wide variety of student ability. Even
when everyone has equal opportunities,
there will be unequal results.

Why is that? Is it purely that the kids
who earn straight ““A”’s try harder? Well,
no; a lot of it is genes. For decades,
researchers have been looking at various

types of siblings—identical and fraternal

twins, adoptive siblings, etc.—and

showing that people tend to be more

academically and intellectually similar
to each other the more genes they share.

Sharing a home, which normally means

sharing the same schools too, has a far
smaller effect. Newer research has even

begun to locate the specific genes at
work. These basic findings are not

scientifically controversial, and deBoer
doesn’t feel obligated to make a very
detailed case for them.
To be clear, deBoer does not argue that

all differences in educational per-
formance are genetic. He specifically
rejects the idea that racial gaps have a

genetic component, for example. What
he does say is that there are profound
differences in academic ability from

person to person, and that our society
has not bothered to grapple with the

consequences of that fact.
This is most clear in education, where

deBoer has spent much of his pro-
fessional life: He’s taught “students
from kindergarten through graduate
school,” “black and Hispanic andAsian
and white students, men and women,
boys and girls,” and “classes as small as

eight students in intimate conversation

groups and as large as dozens in large
lecture halls”; he’s worked “in a high-
minority and largely poor public school
district” and tutored “the sons and

daughters of the immensely wealthy.”
In his experience, school hallways are

plastered with inspirational posters
telling kids they can do anything they
want if they just try hard enough.
Educators are urged to enforce strict
graduation requirements and to increase

graduation rates simultaneously, which
is a problem ifmany kids are incapable
of meeting strict criteria. (Algebra
requirements in particular tend to trip
kids up.) Education reformers expect
teachers to get all kids up to “grade
level” or “proficiency.” Teachers and
schools are blamed or praised based on
the test scores of their students, even

though the scores are far more a
function of the abilities and back-
grounds of the kids than they are of the
educators’ skills.
Meanwhile, our broader culture has

fallen victim to a “cult of smart” in
which academic achievement is equated
withmerit and “equality ofopportunity”
is seen as the key goal, with little
attention paid to the fact that such a

system largely rewards those who have
hit the genetic lottery—while justifying
the poverty of those who haven’t. An
obsession with academic meritocracy
also puts enormous pressure on higher-
achieving kids to sacrifice everything to

get into the best schools. To not go to

college at all is seen as an incredible
personal failure.
DeBoer is right about all of this, and

these are the strongest parts of the
book. But then he wraps up with two

SEPTEMBER

September,
misted like a cliff
of time.

Supplicant
of purple asters, I

leapt.

—JESSICA HORNIK
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chapters that focus on improving
public policy.
There are some good ideas here,

especially in the first, “Realistic
Reforms.” Education reformers should

drop their push for higher standards for
all students, instead giving schools
more flexibility to accommodate kids
of different ability levels. They should
also end the college-for-all craze, both
because not all students are cut out for
college and because giving more

people college degrees just waters
down the value of the credential. Even
in this chapter, however, deBoer pushes
into some dubious territory: Lowering
the legal dropout age to twelve, elimi-
nating charter schools, and providing
universal child care and after-school
care strike me as much less realistic
and much less desirable.

of an economy, to achieve a society
governed by the dictates of human
need rather than the dictates of the
accumulation ofwealth.

Didnt that go rather poorly in the
USSR? I hear you asking. Well, actually,
real communism hasn’t been tried yet:
Even Marx himself thought there would
need to be a period of capitalist de-

velopment before communism would be

possible, and while humans weren’t rich
enough to make that work in the Soviet
era, now we’re able to forget about
markets and just do whatever we feel
like doing. Okay, maybe not whatever
we want, because some people will still
be naturally cut out for certain roles, and
“we as a society will have to carefully
navigate the relationship between
social need and ability.” But whatever

DeBoer descends into a weird
hodgepodge of ideas that don’t have
much to do with the rest of the book.

And in the next chapter, deBoer
descends into a weird hodgepodge of
ideas that don’t have much to do with
the rest of the book. He endorses the
assorted aims of the modern Left,
including Medicare forAll, a universal
basic income, free college, and
student-debt forgiveness. There is a
connection here to deBoer’s broader
themes—if the market is unfair to

people who inherited weaker skills
through no fault of their own, it’s not
hard to make the case for some
redistribution. (This is something even
the libertarian Murray has conceded.)
But the pros and cons of these specific
policies are really outside the scope of
this book, and as a result these sections
feel like a digression.
From there, deBoer proposes a

fantastical socialist utopia in which
markets don’t exist. To illustrate his
goals, he writes that

to socialize housing means that the

people would take community control
of the housing stock themselves and
distribute it based on need rather than
on the profit motive. The goal is not to
transform the distribution ofpower and
wealth within an economy but to bring
about the disintegration of the concept
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you do, don’t worry about human nature

getting in the way. That’s merely “a
construct whose boundaries are defined

by whatever is convenient at the mo-
ment,” and people will do all sorts of
productive things even if they don’t
need to in order to earn money. Every-
one has a niche to fill.
Earlier in the book, deBoer discusses

research finding that a country’s eco-
nomic development depends heavily on
the intellectual achievements of the
top 5 percent of the population. He
should take more seriously the

possibilities that those folks need
market incentives to drive them to
better performance, even if they’re
taxed to help the less gifted and they’re
regulated to rein in their worst instincts;
that markets really are the best way of
matching people with different talents
to the roles they’re suited for; and that,
to keep improving, humanity will
always need capitalism, no matter how

wealthy and technologically developed
societies become.
But I’m not going to convince him of

that in a small fraction ofa book review,
just as he didn’t convert me to Marxism
in a small fraction of a book about a

completely different topic. NR

Scalia’s Law
And Ours

WILLIAM H. PRYOR JR.

THE ESSENTIAL

SCALIA
On the Constitution, the Courts,

and the Bute of Law

ANTONIN SCALIA
vorsmonn ay JUSTICE ELENA KAGAN
Rated by Joffesy 5. Sutton end Edward Whoten

The Essential Scalia: On the Constitution,

the Courts, and the Rule of Law, edited by

Jeffrey S. Sutton and EdwardWhelan

(Crown Forum, 368 pp., $35)

F you know a student who has

recently started or returned to law
school, you might want to give
that aspiring lawyer a short vol-

ume of supplemental (and likely alterna-
tive) reading about our Constitution
and legal tradition. Two distinguished
former law clerks to Justice Antonin
Scalia, federal circuit judge Jeff Sutton
and Ed Whelan, president of the Ethics
and Public Policy Center, have teamed

up to edit and publish a collection of the
late great justice’s classic legal opin-
ions, lectures, and essays, The Essential
Scalia: On the Constitution, the Courts,
and the Rule ofLaw. It includes a fore-
word by Justice Elena Kagan and an
introduction by Judge Sutton, and it
provides the third and likely final
installment in a series of collections of
Scalia’s writings, following Scalia
Speaks: Reflections on Law, Faith, and
Life Well Lived (2017) and On Faith:
Lessons from an American Believer
(2019). The earlier books were collec-
tions ofwritings on topics of interest to
a general audience; this new book will
especially appeal to a readership of
judges, lawyers, and law students.

Mr. Pryor, the chief judge of the US. Court of

Appeals, Eleventh Circuit, teaches a course at the

University of Alabama School of Law about Justice
Scalia’s method of interpreting legal texts.
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The Essential Scalia offers a succinct
overview of the justice’s jurisprudence in
his own words. It starts with general prin-
ciples about judging: that the rule of law
should be a “law ofrules” that constrains
judges and produces predictable out-
comes, and that the text ofthe Constitution
and otherwritten laws should be interpret-
ed according to the fair meaning of the
words when those laws were adopted. It
then turns to Scalia’s writings about the

Constitution, beginning appropriately
with constitutional structure, which he
described as being “everything.” That is,
Scalia emphatically endorsed James
Madison’s prediction that the structural

guarantees of separated powers and feder-
alism would do far more to protect our
freedom than would a “parchment guar-
antee” of civil rights. The book then pro-
vides several terrific examples of how a

judge in an independent judiciary
should understand and safeguard many
of our fundamental rights: the freedom
of speech, religious liberty, the right to
bear arms, equal protection and due

process of law, economic liberty, and the

protections afforded those accused of
crimes. It ends with signature examples

examination.” And in Kyllo v. United
States, Scalia showed why he refused to
call himself a “strict constructionist,” by
ruling that the general language of the
Fourth Amendment prohibiting unrea-
sonable searches barred government
agents from using themodern technology
of thermal imaging to invade the privacy
of an individual’s home.
As with the earlier collections, what

makes this book so valuable and enter-

taining is the writer’s skill. Scalia’s
rhetoric was so powerful because it was
accessible and jargon-free. Consider an

example from his dissenting opinion in a
case about the arcane field of campaign-
finance regulation,McConnell v. Federal
Election Commission, in which he de-
scribed the controversy this way: “Who
could have imagined that the same Court
which, within the past four years, has

sternly disapproved of restrictions upon
such inconsequential forms ofexpression
as virtual child pornography, tobacco

advertising, dissemination of illegally
intercepted communications, and sexual-

ly explicit cable programming would
smile with favor upon a law that cuts to
the heart ofwhat the First Amendment is

The Essential Scalia presents his
landmark, originalist opinions for the

Court, illustrating the rigor of
his methodology.

of Justice Scalia’s method of statutory
interpretation and his views about admin-
istrative law—the two areas where he
made his most influential contributions.
To be sure, The Essential Scalia pre-

sents his landmark, originalist opinions
for the Court, illustrating the rigor of
his methodology. The most famous, of
course, is District ofColumbia v. Heller,
which held that the Second Amendment

protects an individual right to bear arms.
But perhaps the best is Crawford v.

Washington, which upheld the Sixth
Amendment right of an accused to con-
front any witnesses against him. Justice
Scalia exhaustively reviewed the histori-
cal record to conclude that “the Framers
would not have allowed admission of
testimonial statements of a witness who
did not appear at trial unless he was
unavailable to testify, and the defendant
had had a prior opportunity for cross-

SPONSORED BY NATIONAL REVIEW INSTITUTE

meant to protect: the right to criticize the

government.” Or consider his classic dis-
sent from the decision in Morrison v.

Olson, upholding the now-discarded law
creating an independent counsel: “This
wolf comes as a wolf,” he warned.
Regrettably, too many of Scalia’s best

writings were dissenting opinions, but he
once explained that he wrote them theway
he did in the hope that they would some-

day be read widely and taken seriously by
law students. Justice Scalia was playing
the long game. And even if too few law

professors will assign their students his
best opinions as reading material, you can
do your part by sharing with them this
latest and perhaps most subversive col-
lection. A few years ago, Justice Kagan
famously said about the influence of her
late colleague and friend, ““We’re all textu-
alists now.” Somedaymaya future justice
say, “We’re all originalists now.” NR
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Standing
Firm against
Darkness

JAMES E. PERSON JR.

Live Not by Lies: A Manualfor Christian

Dissidents, by Rod Dreher

(Sentinel, 256 pp., $27)

N an indoctrination camp set up
for reeducating China’s Uyghur
Muslim minority toward Marxist
conformity, instructors command

prisoners to acknowledge their errors of
conduct and repeat again and again, ““We
have done illegal things, but we now
know better.” So reported the Associated
Press in 2018.
One by one, internees abase them-

selves before 60 of their fellow prison-
ers, repenting of their errors in thinking
and their nonprogressive religious prac-
tices. “The detainees would also have to
criticize and be criticized by their peers,”
confided an eyewitness to these struggle
sessions. “Those who parroted official
lines particularly well or lashed into
their fellow internees viciously were
awarded points and could be transferred
to more comfortable surroundings in
other buildings.”
That was two years ago—and little has

changed there between then and today.
While there are no RedDawn-style con-
centration camps in the United States,
many militant progressives are mirroring
other police-state tactics practiced over-
seas. Numerous figures within the worlds
of American politics, media, academia,
and in the street stand “ready and eager to

Mr. Person has written extensively on Russell Kirk.
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straighten out the crooked timber of
humanity by collective condemnation,
public humiliation, and professional
ruin,” according to Rod Dreher, author of
Live Not by Lies.

In this work, Dreher, a writer for The
American Conservative and a former
editor and writer for NATIONAL REVIEW,
emphasizes that a special target of these
would-be cultural conditioners is

Christianity in America—though within
church walls there are numerous clergy
and laity who respond with little but
smiles and endless concessions to calls
for overthrowing the faith’s founding
doctrines, for loosening what should not
be loosened in matters related to the
nature ofGod, the nature of humanity, to
the permanence of the mores by which
humankind has struggled to live for thou-
sands of years, and to what it means to

practice one’s faith. This state of affairs
does not bode well for the future of
American Christianity, and the author
seeks to provide a bracing corrective.
He succeeds. LiveNot by Lies is a com-

panion piece to Dreher’s previous work,
The Benedict Option, inwhich he encour-

ages Christians across the orthodox spec-
trum to live with a redoubled, sharply
focused emphasis on intentional holiness
and serious discipleship in a world of
increasing spiritual darkness.
As with The Benedict Option, the point

of Live Not by Lies is not for Christian
believers to head for the hills, cower, and
retreat from everyday life but rather to

seriously recommit to sound doctrine,
develop the practices of effective disci-

pleship, and reassess (and then act on)
how fellowship and worship are con-
ducted. Dreher offers concrete sugges-
tions on how to strengthen what remains
and on how to cope amid a boobytrapped
culture, heeding advice from men and
women who endured persecution during
the hard totalitarianism of the Soviet
era—many ofwhom were interviewed by
Dreher as background for this book.
The new volume’s title is a salute to the

final essay Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn wrote
before being arrested by the KGB and

deported from the Soviet Union in 1974.

Being well familiar with the Soviet pen-
chant for blandly lying, rewriting histo-
ry, and gaslighting while demanding
rigid obedience to the regime’s pre-
ferred narrative, Solzhenitsyn called on
his countrymen to “make a choice:
Whether consciously, to remain a ser-

vant of falsehood . . . or to shrug off the
lies and become an honest man worthy
of respect from one’s children and
one’s contemporaries.”
The underlying and unwelcome mes-

sage of Live Not by Lies is that fast

approaching the doctrinally flabby, ener-
vated Western church is a time of great
trouble ofa kind not seen inAmerican his-

tory and that orthodox Christians should

recognize the fact, prepare responsibly,
and live out their faith boldly Gf shrewd-
ly): They should live their lives worthily
of the calling they have received. “You
may not have the strength to stand up in

public and say what you really believe,”
Dreher writes, “but you can at least
refuse to affirm what you do not believe.
Youmay not be able to overthrow totali-
tarianism, but you can find within your-
self and your community the means to
live in the dignity of truth. If we must
live under the dictatorship of lies,
then our response must be: ‘Let their rule
hold not through me!”
Did he say “totalitarianism”? Indeed

so. In LiveNot by Lies, Dreher asserts that
the Christian Church in the West, along
with Western culture in general, is in-
creasingly under the dominion of “soft
totalitarianism.” This is not to imply the

introduction ofprison camps, executions,
or themidnight knock on the door. Instead
it is the now-familiar movement in which

progressive-minded men and women—
rootless, self-righteous, violently intoler-
ant of viewpoints other than their own,
tediously foul-mouthed, and wondrously
ignorant—endeavor to use the levers of
corporate and political power to control
the way people think, speak, and act at the
most granular level.

In his blog, Dreher warns of what
Whittaker Chambers described as “that

morganatic bond between the forces of
the left and the forces of the right,” a bond
that supports and advances the spirit of
Wokedom. Soft totalitarianism will not
emanate from the government, pace
George Orwell. Rather, it will be largely
directed and enforced by what Dreher
terms “woke capitalism’: corporate enti-
ties that punish (or even terminate)
employees guilty ofWrongthink or with-
hold orwithdraw funding from unenlight-
ened recipients.
In the first part of this book, Dreher

notes that despite its facade of live-and-
let-live permissiveness, modern Ameri-
can progressivism has sharpened and
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hardened into a ruthlessly intolerant sys-
tem, with an increasing number ofview-
points considered beyond the pale. He
traces convincingly the parallels between

contemporary society and the seedbeds
of totalitarianism on the left and on the

right during the last century.
Dreher also examines two key factors

that have fueled the rise of soft totalitar-
ianism: public embrace of the ideology
of “social justice” and the growth of sur-
veillance technology, which has come
into being not because ofBig Brother but

largely through popular demand. Dreher
concludes his first section by describing
the important role played by intellectuals
in fomenting the Bolshevik Revolution.
“Most of the revolutionaries came from
the privileged classes,” notes Dreher.
“Their parents ought to have known that
this new political faith their children
preached would, if realized, mean the

collapse of the social order. Still, they
did not reject their children. . . . Perhaps
the mothers and fathers didn’t want to
alienate their sons and daughters. Per-

haps they too... had lost faith in the sys-
tem.” Dreher warns that it is shortsighted
to simply ignore or dismiss lightly the

ideological excesses ofAmerica’s politi-
cally correct intelligentsia. (The pathetic,
seemingly unemployable grievance-
studies major of today is the regulatory-
guidelines czar of tomorrow: unelected,
unaccountable, and drunkwith a sense of
power and entitlement.)
To find clues to the most effective

methods for resisting the siren song of
soft totalitarianism’s lies, Dreher in part
two of Live Not by Lies delves into the

first-person witness of individuals who
lived through the hell of totalitarianism
during the 20th century. Here is richness
worth savoring, for the people to whom
Dreher has spoken share their insights
from firsthand experience, not from
think-tank theorizing, and they bear the
scars to prove it. “Are we capable ofhear-
ing them,” he asks, “or will we continue
to rest easy in the delusion that it can’t
happen here?”
Is the author being alarmist or hyper-

bolic? Perhaps not: not in a world in
which people of faith often go about
their lives at work with heads down and
mouths shut, hoping not to run afoul of
the thought police and so face loss of
livelihood. Dreher recounts the testimony
of immigrants from Eastern Europe who
are of one mind that American culture is

SPONSORED BY NATIONAL REVIEW INSTITUTE

increasingly accepting the restrictive
practices that led their home countries to

abruptly fall to dictatorship: a willing-
ness to allow the very words of the
nation’s language to be changed and

manipulated into the service of false-
hood, the acceptance of a growing sur-
veillance state as the price of safety, and
an overall spirit of go-along-to-get-
along progressive coercion in the church
and in the workplace—just to avoid con-
flict and protect one’s livelihood. That
and acquiescence to the rule of bullies
and self-appointed enforcers.
In a nation of snitches, it begins with

little things. One errant tweet, one mis-
timed joke, one honest opinion over-
heard by an oversensitive busybody with
the shrunken soul of a schoolyard tattle-

tale, and a person’s job can be lost and
his reputation destroyed. Sadly, Mr.
Smiths remarks do not reflect the unbe-

lievably open, welcoming, safe environ-
ment we proudly embrace here at Acme

Corporation, where hate has no home.
A key point made in Live Not by Lies

is this: Within today’s climate ofWoke

McCarthyism, your silence will not save
you. “Insufficient revolutionary zeal,” as
the Soviets used to call it, will be duly
noted. Attention will be paid, and no
honest doubt or dissent will be tolerated
within the Church of the Perpetually
Offended. Formodern progressivism is a
form of secular puritanism: dour, joyless,
haunted to sleeplessness by the prospect
that somebody, somewhere might be

thinking unsanctioned thoughts or acting
in unapproved ways.
It is in fact a nightmarishly inverted

form of Christianity in whicha spirit of
unforgiving, cocksure self-righteousness
is deemeda stellar virtue and boundless

envy (once considered a deadly sin) is

actively encouraged in the name of social
justice. Today’s commissars of Accept-
able Thought are the sort of people once
described by Russell Kirk as “men like
ghouls, subsisting on the flesh of a civi-
lization that has forgotten its own ends,
protected by the laws that once were
made to restrain them.” Behold, they
make all things new—and in the image
of the spirit of the age: secular, contemp-
tuous of the past, and eager to take cap-
tive every thought to make it obedient to
the latest trends in matters of race, class,
and gender.
Resistance to encroachment on one’s

religious conscience may require that
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believers learn to come together in small

groups for mutual support, in resistance
cells modeled after Father Tomislav
Kolakovié’s “Family” groups in Serbia

during the great darkness of the Soviet
era. (Dreher dedicates LiveNot by Lies to
Kolakovié.) “The Family groups came

together at first for Bible study and

prayer, but soon began listening to
Father Kolakovié lecture on philoso-
phy, sociology, and intellectual topics,”
Dreher writes. “Father Kolakovié also
trained his young followers in how to
work secretly, and to withstand the inter-

rogation that he said would surely
come.” If that sounds melodramatic to
American ears, it is because, again, we
have seen nothing like it in terms of
nationwide religious persecution.
Dreher offers many other suggestions

for persevering, practical because they
have been forged in the fires ofpost-war
Eastern Europe. He notes that, to date, the
culture wars have taken the form of a
long-running rearguard action on the

part of conservatives but that hope arises
for the overthrow of culture’s would-
be transformers whenever men and
women of faith firmly say, “This far and
no further’”—and then stand their ground.
As Solzhenitsyn concluded in his essay

“Live Not by Lies,” the consequences of
standing up to the spirit of the age “will
not be the same for everybody at first.

Some, at first, will lose their jobs. For
young people who want to live with truth,
this will, in the beginning, complicate
their young lives very much, because the

required recitations are stuffed with lies,
and it is necessary to make a choice.”
“This planet is largely inhabited by par-

rots, and it is easy to disguise folly by giv-
ing it a fine name,” wrote A. E. Housman
over a century ago. Today that endlessly
repeated fine name is social justice. To
point the way toward living not as a parrot
or a pseudointellectual barbarian but as an
honest human being “worthy of respect
from one’s children and one’s contempo-
raries” is the goal ofDreher’s book.
For its author realizes—and here the

reviewer must acknowledge Ronald
Reagan—that a life of faith must be

proclaimed, taught, and defended, or
else one day we will spend our sunset

years telling our children and our grand-
children what will seem to them a half-
forgotten dream ofwhat it was to live ina
land where men and women openly held
to a living faith in a living God. NR
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Hamlet and
Oedipus
Meet the
Zombies
DAVID MAMET

EVOLUTIONS begin with mutu-
al discovery of the ideologues
and the Jacobins: the first

happy to have come upon
compatible souls, the second to have
found dupes.
On accession to power, the ideologues

become apparatchiks, thrilled with their

ability to control events. This briefphase
culminates with their murder by their
former partners.
The ideologues, in their brief illusion of

authority, are happy to invent new names
for themselves (Citizen, Comrade), and
for every other thing under the sun (his-
her-ze-they-them); they are let free to run

through the big-box store of culture,
effacing and changing the labels, that is,
controlling speech.
The penalty for opposition, as we see,

rises almost on the instant. First as the

expression of opinion is characterized as

dissent, then calumniated, and dissent

(now called “aggression”) is re-identified
as lack ofactive assent.
Those seeking to avoid, first, discord,

then censure and the loss of income, find,
quickly, they have nowhere to hide and
must choose active endorsement of ideas
repulsive to them, or blacklisting.
After the inevitable Night of the Long

Knives, the threat of blacklisting is up-
graded to that of imprisonment or death.
These are the lessons of History,

which is to say, they are the record of
one of the functions ofhuman nature: to

guide the individual to power. The urge
is checked by the benefits of religion
(and, so, morality); by the benefits of a
constitutional state: the freedom to
strive therein, guaranteed by law; and

by the reasonable fear of punishment
for its transgression.
Absent the individual’s subscription to

these, we have that anarchy which, we
see even now, leads to the normalization

Mr. Mamet is a writer.

of crime. What is more delightful to the
weak human soul than the prospect of
criminal indulgence not only allowed but
endorsed) Here the human sex-trafficking
ofEpstein Island and the rioters’ destruc-
tion of the cities share Hitler’s stunned

joy at the taking of France: Nobody’s
going to stop me.
We human beings are a bad lot.

Unchecked we divide into predators
and food.
We know the checks ofhonor, ofmoral-

ity, of family loyalty, of the fear of pun-
ishment. Civilizations are kept in order

(for good or ill) by the carrot and the stick.
Our crowned good, inAmerica, was the

rewards of life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness. But what of the death wish?
What of our envy for those better-off, im-

pelling us to amalgamate in search ofcom-

panionship or camouflage, in fear of the
night? In associations’ benign form, we
have the sewing circle and the bowling
league; progressed into anarchy, associa-

tions, we find, occuPY, and, then: the

carmagnole and the guillotine.
Each knows himselfto be evil—to have

done evil, or to have evil thoughts and,
perhaps, plans. Mob mentality deals with
our self-hate by blaming it on others:

racists, Israelis, “haters.”

Religion deals with unwelcome self-

knowledge by offering confession, con-
solation, and prayer. Healthy culture
addresses the condition with art. Great

paintings and music can inspire, suggest,
soothe, thrill, but they cannot teach.
Neither can the theater.
The arts exist, as does religion, to touch

those portions of the human soul beyond
the corruption of consciousness.
We all know our consciousness is cor-

mupt, and a long life, examined, brings the
burden ofregret, shame, and, indeed, hor-
ror at our own actions, which, at times,
becomes scarcely bearable.
The theater, and tragedy particularly,

offers a median between outright con-
fession and conscious, rational (which
is to say, flawed, or, at least, untrust-

worthy) understanding.
The tragedy, like the story around the

campfire, and just like the joke, frees us
from rational consideration: Listening, we
are transported into another world. And
“once upon a time,” just like “there were
these two guys,” not only reassures, but

instantly bypasses our necessary quotidian
concerns for our own position, well-being,
and self-image.
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In hearing these mystic incantations we
relax, as we know the story is not going to
be about us. Should we suspect, in our

unprotected state, that we are actually lis-
tening to a cautionary tale (that is to say,
to an advertisement), the spell is broken,
and we bring (and must bring) our self
protective capacities to bear.
Here we are like the radio listener

when the host, describing the humilia-
tion of some public figure, segues un-
announced into a commercial for

Internet-image protection.
And we thought we were getting a bed-

time story.
The bedtime story exists to address the

child’s fear of the night, and his under-

standing of his own frailty. He is not
called upon to face it, and to deal with it

through reason (“There are no such

things asmonsters”), but he is soothed by
a mechanism bypassing his frail con-
sciousness, and his equally frail capacity
to be soothed by the same. Which frailty
the child shares with us all.
To address his fears by saying, “So

remember, never be changed into a wolf,”
is to make the same error as putting on

plays with a “message.” These are a terri-
ble misuse of the theatrical moment.
As free speech disappears like Jimmy

Hoffa, producers, and the theatergoers,
are left with fear. Not only has the mech-
anism for its relief been suppressed, the
art form has been pressed into service of
the repressive mechanism.
The theater has long been turning, and,

now, on its (potential) revival, will be
found to have turned into an arena for
the proclamation of right-thinking. The
proclamation, that is, of the reign of the
goddess Reason, that is, mob rule.
We have seen, on Broadway, the usual

forms of comedy, drama, and tragedy
supplanted by the pageant. A pageant is a

celebration of human accomplishment,
intelligence, grace, or luck—finally of
human power over nature or circum-
stance. It exists to celebrate a person (the
birth ofGalileo), a place (the founding of
Des Moines), or an idea (National Agri-
cultureWeek, the Nuremberg rally). It is a
perfectly reasonable excuse for a perfor-
mance and addresses our need for togeth-
erness, as did theWomen’s March. But it
is the opposite of the drama. We attend to

applaud the notion presented in the

pageant’s title. We will not and cannot

experience either those emotions or, then,
that catharsis for which the theater has

SPONSORED BY NATIONAL REVIEW INSTITUTE

always existed. We will not leave the

pageant cleansed, calmed, surprised, laugh-
ing, weeping, thoughtful, or disturbed.
And we will not leave having had the

burden of our consciousness, momentar-

ily, laid aside.
We know that who rises refreshed

from his prayers, his prayers have been
answered. Our prayers have, similarly,
been answered in leaving the magnificent
ballet, concert, or, indeed, the football

game: Our burden had been lifted for a
time. But the pageant answers not our

prayers, but theprayers ofothers.
They, for good or ill, for whatever rea-

son, civic pride, the hope of gain, the
quest for adherents, have staged what is,
finally, a demonstration. The pageant has

long supplanted the drama on Broadway,
for the reasons following. Seventy-five
percent of the Broadway audience are
tourists. They come, legitimately, seek-

ing an experience. They come to Broad-

way exactly as they come to Disneyland.
As in that happiest place, they do not
come to risk their hard-earned cash on a

problematic event. They might not like

destroying the possibility of attracting
actual, ardent audiences.
No one says to his or her spouse, “Look

online and see if there are any plays sup-
porting the notion that FILL IN THE BLANK
are people, too.” Or, “Get dressed, because
though you wanted to stay home and have
a beer, it is the third Tuesday in the month,
and we have to go use our subscription
tickets to see such a play.”
(By the way, what greater pleasure than

recognizing, ofwhatever event, that one is,
at the moment, happier at home, and the

tickets, whatever they cost, can go hang?)
Finally, to write a good play requires tal-

ent. There is not a lot of it around. And it
was, I believe,Milton Friedmanwho, stun-

ningly, said that the free market must exist
to entice the able to reveal their abilities.
If one has no possibility, in the the-

ater, of doing anything but staging plat-
itudes, the talentless will (and do) step
up; but the inspired have no reason to
do so. The reward of the talented is
unfettered creation.
The painter or composer may work in

solitude. The creation of the dramatist is

Art is the connection between
inspiration and the soul of the observer.

the new play; they might just want a
break after a day of shopping. But no
one need doubt that the teacup ride will
function as advertised.
The knowledgeable Broadway audi-

ence, from the days of Odets, Miller,
Williams, et cetera, are long in their
graves and their grandchildren basking
in Scottsdale. The middle-class New
Yorkers (and the working class) support-
ed the growth of the American drama.
The tourist is not paying to do so, any
more than he would pay to go to an
amusement park with thought-provoking
roller coasters.
Most plays are no damned good.
The only way to write a play is to write

a lot of plays. One learns through putting
it on in the garage, in the storefront, off-

Broadway, et cetera, trying and failing in
front of a paying audience. There is no
other way to learn how to write a play.
Off-Broadway, off-off-Broadway are

no more. The regional theaters have
long devoted themselves to: developing
a subscribership, “outreach,” “social
consciousness,” and other means of

complete only with the addition of an
audience. He is writing for them; and to

create, in them, a transformative experi-
ence (the laugh, the gasp, dead intent

silence, or tears) is the greatest of thrills.
The hack is unaware of the existence

of talent. He may happily take his point-
less facility to producers happy to put on
a show of no more actual worth than the
monochrome canvases beloved ofmuse-
um curators.
The New York Times, our newspaper

of record, and the liberal media, in con-

junction with the schools and colleges,
insist that nothing shall be said or staged
that does not express “right-thinking,”
that is, statism.

Outreach, education, diversity, and so

on are tools of indoctrination. So, for
example, are Marine bootcamp and the
barmitzvah.
But art is the connection between inspi-

ration and the soul of the observer. This
insistence on art as indoctrination is obscen-

ity, denying and indicting the possibility
ofhuman connection to truths superior to
human understanding, that is, to God. NR
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BOOKS, ARTS & MANNERS

City Desk

One Gate to
The City

RICHARD BROOKHISER

HAVE been spoiled in my com-
mutes. From the time I was a sum-
mer intern until just the other day,
my path from wherever I was liv-

ing to wherever this magazine was living
was an easy walk, or at most a quick cab
ride. But since the virus came among us,

my commutes have grown longer.
The country is safety and peace. How

can you get infected when you see no
one? The loudest night noises are owls
and insects (the latter at this time ofyear
raise a cry, dismaying to children and

epidemiologists alike: back-to-school,
back-to-school).
But the city is still the place for busi-

ness. Though I write and confer via the

ether, there are still things I must do in

person: doctors’ appointments, workouts
with my trainer, shoe repair (the only
cobblerI trust is around my urban cor-

ner). We used to go to the country and
back by bus, saving only the ends ofeach
trip for car and cab. But now I would no
more take public transportation than
hitch a ride with a Horseman of the
Apocalypse. So I drive all the way.
Commuting begins when the grass is

still touched by morning freshness. My
wife finishes the packing, I take out com-

post and garbage; if there has been a hol-

iday, I take in the flags. My wife shuts
the driveway gate; the Deer Buffet is
CLOSED. The first half hour is the most

country. One road is grandly called a

turnpike. It is a two-lane county road;
there are no toll booths for miles. There
is a hamlet with a fire station on one side
of the creek and a convenience store on
the other. A handsome brick house sits in
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the middle of nowhere. Farther on, a

chapel stands shuttered except for hip
rural weddings. A ridge, an honor guard
of sunflowers attending a cornfield, a

college town. Here we stop for breakfast.
When the buses ran at full schedule, the

bus station could be a busy place. The
men’s room had strange graffiti. LORDS
OF DEATH. DOZENS OF BEES. Rock
groups? Prophecies? People tried to board
with bicycles, huge parcels cocooned. in

plastic wrap. Lines could be long, the tails
shamed cutters-in. Nowwith fewer trips it
is peaceful, like a square in a Catholic city.
We drink lattes—heaven!—and chat with
the café owners about their five-year-olds.
Next comes the long leg.
Mussolini and Pennsylvania beat us to

expressways, but this one is still pretty
old. Its engineers ignored colonial post
roads and the towns they connected, cut-

ting through fields, highlands, marshes
as needed. One stretch bisects a large
apple orchard. When we first came up to
the country, it had not yet blossomed.
Now it is laden with fruit, little stop
signs, early Christmas ornaments. Miles
on, there is an outdoor sculpture park,

= tare weight + net weight (weight of the
goods). A friend once explained to me
the inner construction of tankers. They
are not tubes on wheels, their innards are
broken by baffles so that the liquid will
not rush forward at sudden stops.
Strangest of all are the rigs carrying new
cars to and fro. They seem glued together
in an idle hour; hard to believe the auto

industry depends on contraptions like
those. They say we will have driverless
trucks soon. Sounds as safe as tossing
pianos out of apartment windows.
The last leg is a bosky parkway, with

greenery down the median strip and on
either side, low curved stone bridges, a

55-mph speed limit, no trucks allowed. It
is the green world, the bower of bliss, a
highway designedby Horace and Thomas
Jefferson. All it lacks are wine-bearing
slave girls.
The illusion ends when the suspension

tower of the great bridge pokes above the
tree line. You glide through the automatic

tollbooth, make a curlicue into the main-
stream of traffic, then thunder over the

great river onto the island of buildings.
There are miles to drive yet, but you have

I would no more take public
transportation than hitch a ride with

a Horseman of the Apocalypse.
rolling old farmland populated by
gigantic toothpicks, strange slabs.
Druids built stone circles to worship the

sun, we build sculpture parks to be

uplifted by the stones. The best piece is

by an Englishman, a straight stone wall,
designed to be littered and thrust apart
by the trees through which it runs.
In the early days of the automobile,

roadside attractions tempted the traveler
with statues of Paul Bunyan, Indian vil-
lages, petting zoos. The expressway offers
rest stops, malls filled with fast-food fran-
chises. Only now half the franchises are

closed; long lines snake to every holdout.
Better to suck it up and drive on.

When my brother and I were little, we
would see who could first spot the station

wagons; wood-paneled station wagons
counted double. How did our parents
stand our scorekeeping? Recently I have
been intrigued by the hieroglyphics on
trucks. Ijust looked up “tare”: tare weight
is the weight of the vehicle. Gross weight

essentially arrived; you are a ticketholder

coming down the aisle to his seat. River to
the right of you, barges big as islets,
masonry and metal to the left: Gothic
revival, last-century apartment buildings,
arches and trusses, new construction,
most of it ugly, some of it amazing, some
of it amazingly ugly. You cross the island
to the east, restaurant tables on sidewalks
and in parking lanes, women still in sum-
mer undress, cyclists, road work.

There has been yelping, as after 9/11, or

during the last crime wave, or during the

bankruptcy before that, that this city, and
indeed all cities, are done for. How un-
Christian that desire is. Augustine did not
write The Suburbs of God. We fell in a

garden, we are promised a city. With
twelve gates: three in the east, three in the

west, three in the north, three in the south.
Until then, this one will do.
At journey’s end our building’s garage

was full. But I tip the attendant well; he
founda space. NR
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Film

Forward
Backward
ROSS DOUTHAT

ENET, the first movie ve seen
in a theater since the pandemic
reached our shores, has been
sold as a movie you can see

only in theaters: It needs the biggest
screens (IMAX if you can get it), the
biggest speakers, the full-immersion
cinematic bath. But peculiarly, it’s also a
movie that can’t be understood in the-

aters, even with themost intense concen-
tration. Indeed, it’s almost aggressively
contemptuous of the audience’s desire
to comprehend the action, delivering
impossible-to-follow set pieces at a re-
lentless pace and burying expository dia-

logue under flagrant blasts of sound.
For its famous director, Christopher

Nolan, the burying of dialogue is not a
new technique; this is aman who literally
muzzled Tom Hardy in TheDarkKnight
Rises, so that his every utterance sound-
ed like pebbles in a gearshift. But the
tactic seems more deliberate and perva-
sive in his latest movie, and even more
than in its puzzle-box predecessors, the
mechanics of Tenet’s plot and action
seem designed to baffle and confuse.

Every Nolan movie is made for multiple
viewings, but this is the first one to bifur-
cate the experience it offers. In the the-

aters, you just have to sit back and let it

happen to you, without even trying to
understand. Then at home you turn on
the subtitles, slo-mo the fight scenes, and
after seven or so viewings you might
finally comprehend its genius.
The plot ofthis strange cinematic exer-

cise begins with our Protagonist (played
by John David “Son of Denzel” Wash-

ington, capitalized because that’s literally
the only name the character gets), a

secret-agent man of 007-level quality,
getting captured after a mission-gone-
awry involving a Ukrainian opera house

and—well, I’m still not quite sure what
else. He’s tortured, he holds out, he man-

ages to take his cyanide pill—except, sur-

3 prise, he doesn’t die, because the torture

& was just a test to see if he’s ready to
$ ascend to the next level of his trade, and

SPONSORED BY NATIONAL REVIEW INSTITUTE

Jobn David Washington in Tenet

get initiated into the palindromic pro-
gram that gives the movie its title.
Tenet’s purpose is simple enough, and

typical of blockbusters like this: Stop
the destruction of the known world at
the hands of a Russian arms merchant

(Kenneth Branagh). And if you just de-
scribe it tersely, the Russian’s super-
weapon sounds typical, too, if a bit
Marvel-ish: He’s gained the power of
“inversion,” the ability to move things—
objects, weapons, ultimately himself—
backward through the stream of time.

Ah, a time-travel movie, you say!
Well, yes but also no, because when I say
backward through time I mean that liter-

ally: Instead of hopping in a DeLorean
and jumping out in 1990, the time trav-
elers of Tenet literally flow backward,
their bullets leaping back into their guns
instead of out, their movements playing
like a movie on rewind. And they inter-
act with the normal timestream as they
move, so that the Protagonist can get in
fist fights and engage in car chases with
people experiencing the exact same

chronology but in reverse.
This sounds interesting to watch, and it

is interesting to watch—up to a point. But
once you get over the coolness of bullet
holes showing up before the guns are

fired, it’s really, really hard to parse
what’s going on in a forward-backward

fight. The Protagonist is told to act intu-

itively when he interacts with backward-

moving objects, because his body can
sense what he’s supposed to do with them
to keep them moving on their backward

pace. But there’s no comparable visual
intuition that can carry you through the
action sequences thatNolan has invented
here. I’m sure that if you watched each

fight frame by frame you could make

sense of it, but at normal speed on the big
screen, not a chance.
A lot of critics seem to have enjoyed

Tenet by just downplaying this incom-
prehensibility and treating it as a James
Bond movie with a larger heaping of
intellectual pretension. And indeed
there are plenty of enjoyable Bondian
accoutrements—from the yachts and

planes and Mediterranean scenery to
the British sidekick that the Protagonist
picks up (a terrific Robert Pattinson) to
the feelings he develops for the Russian
bad guy’s lovely, unhappy wife (Eliza-
beth Debicki).
But I don’t think it’s really true to Tenet

to portray the movie as a Bond for high-
brows. For one thing, beneath all the
inversion hooh-ha the movie’s save-the-
world plot is arguably more ridiculous
than anything Roger Moore’s 007 ever
faced: The schemes in Moonraker were

gritty cinéma vérité compared with what

Branagh’s character is cooking up. For
another, the deliberate incomprehensibil-
ity of so much of Tenet’s action needs to
be treated as what it is—a gonzo, avant-

garde experiment, not just a normal
B+/A-— action movie.
“A good version of Tenet wouldn’t

require repeat viewings just to get the

story straight,” wrote John Podhoretz for
the Free Beacon, in one of the movie’s
few outright pans. “Which is why Tenet is
the bad version of Tenet.” I didn’t share
his hatred; I was more fascinated by the
movie’s impenetrability than furious
with it. But Zenet should definitely evoke
some kind of blast of strong feeling,
Podhoretzian or otherwise—because the
blockbuster that’s supposed to bring us
all back to theaters turns out to be one of
the weirdestmovies of the year. NR
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Hapy Warrior
The Sneetchification of America

N case you were wondering what misdeeds could

theoretically cause an aggressively woke tenured

college professor to lose her job, we now have an
answer: pretending to be black. Jessica Krug, for-

merly respected professor in the George Washington
University history department, is today herself history,
after writing a now-famous Medium post in which she

proclaimed, “You should absolutely cancel me, and I

absolutely cancel myself” while confessing faking black-
ness for years. Krug, who specialized in Africana, now
allows that she is white and Jewish and hails from the
Miracle Whip—white suburbs ofKansas City. Photos sug-
gest Krug was darkening her skin tone, curling her hair,
wearing African-style cloth, and even sporting a nose

ring. Previously she had posed as a Puerto Rican from the

Bronx, during which period she apparently gave her name
to police as “Jessica Kruz” and went so far as to claim she
had beena salsa teacher. Observers say she danced like a
white lady.
It’s easy to make fun of such pigment fabulists as Krug,

former NAACP Spokane head Rachel Dolezal, and
Shaun King, a suspiciously pale self-identified black
activist whose detractors have dubbed him “Talcum X,”
“Hueless P. Newton,” and “Martin Luther Cream” on
Twitter. But the phenomenon goes both ways: Coming
from the other direction are pigment-phobics such as
Diana Ross, Beyoncé, Rihanna, and even Sammy Sosa.
Black and white people are dying to switch places. Call it
the “Sneetchification ofAmerica.”
If you haven’t spent many evenings reading stories to a

toddler lately, allow me to refresh your memory. In Dr.
Seuss’s 1961 story “The Sneetches,” a society of chubby
yellow birds divide themselves intoa ruling class, the star-
bellied Sneetches, and an underclass, those without stars. A
huckster named Sylvester McMonkey McBean comes to
town promising that he’ll lift up the woebegone blank-
bellied birds by putting them through a machine that

stamps stars on their tummies. So all of the blank-bellied
Sneetches line up to give McBean theirmoney and emerge
from the machine with the status signifier. But when
everyone has a starred belly, the former ruling class of
Sneetches is enraged about losing its class privilege.
WhenMcBean tells them he has a star-removalmachine,
they give McBean theirmoney to have the stars removed
from their bellies. In the ensuing confusion, Sneetches
race madly in and out of McBean’s machines getting
stars either added to or subtracted from their bellies,
“until neither the plain nor the star-bellies knew /Whether
this one was that one, . . . or that one was this one, /orwhich
one was what one, / or what one was who.”
McBean gets rich and everyone feels like a sucker, but

they learn their lesson in the end.
In 2020, we’re still in the dashing-through-McBean’s-

machine phase. The reverse-Krug is in vogue among black

people who resemble photographic negatives of their for-
mer selves, perhaps via skin-lightening creams. I’m not

talking about the situation Philip Roth explored in The
Auman Stain, in which a light-skinned black professor
from the Greatest Generation named “Coleman Silk” passes
as a white Jewish man for his entire adult life to sidestep
prejudice; to “take the future into his own hands rather than
to leave it to an unenlightened society to determine his

fate,” as Roth wrote. I’m talking about black people who
are hugely successful as black people, and yet are so attracted
to whiteness that they look as though burglars broke in
while they were sleeping and stole all their melanin. Black
celebrities such as Lil’ Kim and Nicki Minaj exhibit much

lighter skin tones than each hadwhen she was a young adult.
Rihanna’s epidermis is so pallid she looks like her own

ghost. Former Chicago Cubs slugger Sammy Sosa is as pale
as Jack Nicholson at the end of The Shining. Beyoncé once
did a Black Panther Super Bowl cosplay dance while sport-
ing a skin color three shades lighter than at the outset ofher
career: the Tan Panther.
Meanwhile NBA players dress like parodies of white

people (“Amish bookworm” was one wag’s assessment of
a getup modeled by LeBron James), complete with non-

prescription Clark Kent nerd specs (“I see better without
them,” confessed superstar RussellWestbrook ofthe glasses
he wore to postgame interviews). Some traced the nerd-
chic look to Steve Urkel, an endearingly goofy black kid on
the Nineties sitcom FamilyMatters who was... a walking
stereotype of nerdy white people. (And was played by the
actor Jaleel White; the stats guru and sportswriter Bill
James once noted that in baseball, nearly all of the guys
named “Black” were white, but practically all of the ones
named “White” were black.) A leading hip-hop clothing
brand is Tommy Hilfiger, who built his line around adver-
tisements taking place in a fantasyWASPworld suggesting
an endless Connecticut of the mind, characterized by sail-

ing, lacrosse, and floppy-haired guys named “Chad.” The
Queens rap duo Mobb Deep extolled the brand in “Drink
Away the Pain (Situations)”: “Tommy Hil was my n***er,
and others couldn’t figure / How me and Hilfiger used to
move through with vigor.” So: A black rapper calls a white

guy “my n***er’’—and everyone understands this to be the

highest ofpraise.
White people adopt blackness, black people adopt white-

ness. Ever since Snoop Dogg wore a rugby shirt on SNL in

1994, who can even say what signifies blackness or white-
ness anymore? If race-based animosity is indeedAmerica’s
primary crisis, I’d say we’re moving through it with vigor.
What I see much more of is race-based aspiration. Black
women get their hair straightened; white women get their
hair kinked.White kids listen to hip-hop and adoptblack ver-
nacular, and you wouldn’t believe how many black youths
are into Barry Manilow. Okay, you wouldn’t believe it be-
cause it’s probably not true. Yet. NR
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