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58 Thesis, Quotations, Infroductions, and Conclusions

question challenges a reader to agree or disagree with your response and thus
also places the reader in an active role The following brief conclusion ends
an article entitled “Would an Intelligent Computer Have a ‘Right to Life’?”

So the answer to the question “Would an intelligent computer have the right to
life?” is probably that it would, but only if it could discover reasons and condi-
tions under which it would give up its life if called upon to do so-—which would
make computer intelligence as precious a thing as human intelligence 16

Speculéttion

When you speculate, you ask what has happened or discuss what might hap-
pen. This kind of question stimulates the reader because its subject is the un-
known. =
The following paragraph concludes “The New Generation Gap” by Neil
Howe and William Strauss. [n this essay, Howe and Strauss discuss the differ-
ences among Americans of various ages, including the “Gl Generation”
(born between 1901 and 1924), the “Boomers” (born 1943-1961), the “Thir-
teeners” (born 1961-1981), and the “Millennials” (born 1981-2000):

If, slowly but surely, Miliennials receive the kind of family protection and public
generosity that Gls enjoyed as children, then they could come of age early in the
next century as a group much like the Gls of the 1920s and 1930s—as a steliar (if
bland) generation of rationalists, team players, and can-do civic builders. Two
decades from now Boomers entering old age may well see in their grown Millen-
nial children an effective insttument for saving the world, while Thirteeners en-
tering midiife will shower kindness on a younger generation that is getting a bet-
ter deal out of life (though maybe a bit less fun) than they ever got at a like age
Study after story after column will laud these “best damn kids in the world” as
heralding a resurgent American greatness And, for a while at least, no one will
talk about a generation gap 17

Thus, Howe and Strauss conclude an essay concerned largely with the
apparently unbridgable gaps of understanding between parents and childen
with a hopeful speculation that generational relationships will improve con-
siderably in the next two decades.

16Rabert B Mueller and Eric I. Mueller, "Would an Intelligent Computer Have a ‘Right to

Life’?” Creative Computing. August 1983
17Excerpt from “The New Generation Gap™ by Neil Howe and William Strauss. Qriginally ap-
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Critical Reading and
Critique
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CRITICAL READING

When writing papers in college, you are often called on to respond critically

to source materials Critical reading requires the abiliti h:summarize
wand-evaluatea-presentation As you have seen, a brief restate-
ment in your. own words-of-the:coritent of a passage:

. I.OWE Ab-evaluation:isa'mére
difficultmatter: 1H66t college work, you read to gain and use new informa-
tion; but as sources are not equally valid or equally useful, you must learn to
distinguish critically among sources by evaluating them

There is no ready-made formula for determining validity Critical reading
and its written analogue—the Efitigie—require discernment, sensitivity,
imagination;, and, above all, a willingness.to beconie involved:in-what-you

aead., These skills cannot be taken for granted and must be deveiop"é"la
through repeated practice. You must begin somewhere, though, and we rec-
ommend that you start:by: posing: two-bread:categories:of .questions:about
passages, articles, and.books: that.you read: (1) What:is:the author's purpose
inwriting? Does he:or she:succeed:if this purpose? (2) To what extent do you
agree-with the author?™”

Question Category 1: What Is the Author’s Purpose in
Writing? Does He or She Succeed in This Purpose?

All critical reading beging with*an dccurate’summary. Before attem pting’ an'
evaluation, you must.be.able.to locate an.author’s thesis and identify. the se-
lection’s”content and structure: You must understand. the author’s: purpose.
Authors write to iriform;to persuadé, and to entertain. A given piece may be

*

S primarily informative’ (a summary-of the reasons for the “tapid-spread of
= AIDS), primarily. persuasive (ah-argument on why ‘the ‘goveriimient tust‘do

something-about-poverty)zor primarily entertaining-{a ptay-about the frustra=:

«:tions of young-lovers); or.it may.be.all th_rée__-_’(;as in John Steinbeck’s novel The
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Grapes of Wirath, about migrant workers during the Great Depression).
Sometimes authors are not fully conscious of their purposes. Sometimes their
purposes change as they write. But if the finished piece is coherent, it will
have a primary reason for having been written, and it should be apparent that
the author is attempting primarily to inform, persuade, or entertain you. 1o
identify this primary reason, this purpose, is your first job as a critical reader.
Your next job is to determine how successful the author has been As a criti-
cal reader, you bring different criteria, or standards of judgment, to bear
when you read pieces intended to inform or persuade

Informative Writing

Aspiece.intended:10 inform.will _p;(_)_\_fide:deﬁ'n i_tiions',“d' e orreport-on-a
x;Q_ro_cess-,:;f-recbu'h’t"’a“S'tory,’-'g-i\'/e'-“Histt‘i'ri'ca’l background “aidfor providefacts and
figures: An informational piece responds to questions like the following:

What (or who) is ¢

How does work?
What is the controversy or problem about?
what happened?

How and why did it happen?

What were the results?

What are the arguments for and against

?

To the extent that an author answers these and related questions and the
answers are a matter of verifiable record {you could check for accuracy if you
had the time and inclination), the selection is intended to inform Having de-
termined this, 3"’/0’&--‘(3:an'-'0.jrgani-ze-your.re.spon‘s'e"-by consideting three other cri-
ins-accuracy;:significance; and: fair-interpretation’of inforfmaticn

ACCURACY OF INFORMATION. If you are going to use any of the information
presented, you must be satisfied that it is trustworthy One of your responsi-

bilities as a critical reader is to find out if it is

SIGNIFICANCE OF INFORMATION. One useful guestion that you can putto a
reading is, “So what?” In the case of selections that attempt to inform, you
may reasonably wonder whether the information makes a difference What
can the person who is reading gain from this information? How is knowledge
advanced by the publication of this material? Is the information of impor-
tance to you or to others? Why or why not?

FAIR INTERPRETATION OF INFORMATION. At times you will read reports, the
sole function of which s to relate raw data or information In these cases,
you will build your response on
More frequently, once an author has presented information, he ar she will at-
tempt to evaluate or interpret it— which is only reasonable, since informatton
that has not been evaluated or interpreted is of little use. One of your tasks as

the two questions in question category [
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a critical reader is to make a distinction between the author’s presentation of
facts and figures and his or her attempts to evaluate them. You may find that
the information is valuable but the inierpretation is not Perhaps the author’s
conclusions are not justified Could you offer 2 contrary explanation for the
same facts? Does more information need to be gathered before conclusions
can be drawn? Why?

Persuasive Writing

Writing is frequently iptended to ‘persuade tha i8] to influence the reader’s
thinking. To make-a persuasive ¢ase; the writermust:begin.with an-assertion
thatsis arguable; some:statement-about-which teasonable people could. dis-#
.agree.-Such.an assértion; when it serves as the essential organizing prihci'p:[é
of the article or book, is called a-thesis. Examples: '

Bec?use thgy do not speak English, many children in this affluent land are being
denied their fundamental right to equal educational opportunity

Bi_lingua.l education, which has been stridently promoted by a small group of activists
with their own agenda, is detrimental to the very students it is supposed to serve

Thesis statements like this—and the subsidiary assertions used to help sup-
port them—represent conclusions that authors have drawn as a result of re-
se_ar'ching and thinking about the issue. You go through the same process
yourself when you write persuasive papers or critiques And just as you are
entiﬁed to critically evaluate the assertions of authors you real, so your pro-
fessors—and other students—are entitled to evaluate your assertions
whether they‘are encountered as written arguments or as comments made ir;

class discussion
Keep in mind that writers organize arguments by arranging evidence to
support one conclusion and oppose (or dismiss) another You can assess.the
h Il_js' by determini ” he:;—
i Gy araied

CLEARLY DEFINED TERMS. The validity of an argument depends to some de-
gree on how carefully key terms have been defined. Take the assertion, for
example—made in the 1930s by the official motion-picture production
code—that no film should be made that will “lower the moral staridards of
‘those whosee” it What ‘do"the authors ‘of this ‘code mean by “ower“the
he yélidit’y'o_f ‘their argliment depends onwhether:or-not
rs-agree-on:a-definition of moral:standards and:on. a def
rec I's an a“uth_or.5Wri'tes-,3f"“The':p'L'z"B'Iic‘ safety de-
sonable precauti ons be taken to'protect fhe public against in:
flom HIV-positive persoris” readers need to know. what, exacily
by before they can assess the validity ‘of the arguiment.
An author who writes, “Some cultures are better than others” must be careful
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to define just what she means by “better.” (We may not agree with her defi-
nition, but at least it is now on the table, a subject for discussion ) In such
cases, the success of the argument—its ability to persuade—hinges on the
definition of a term. So, in responding to an argument, be sure ydu (and the
author) are clear on what exactly is being argued Only then can you respond
to the logic of the argument, to the authot’s use of evidence, and to the au-
thor's conclusions.

FAIR USE OF INFORMATION. Information is used as evidence in support of ar-
guments When presented with such evidence, ask yourself two questions:
The first: “Is the ipformationdceufaterand-up-to=dat€?’ At least a portion of
“an argument is refidered invalid if the information used to support it is inac-
“curate of out-of-date. The second: “Has the aut ited sepresentative:infor-
mation?” The evidence used in an argument must be presented in a’spirit of
fair play An author is less than ethical who presents only evidence favoring
his views when he is well aware that contrary evidence exists. For instance, it
would be dishonest to argue that an economic recession is imminent and to
cite as evidence only those indicators of economic well-being that have
taken a decided turn for the worse while ignoring and failing to cite contrary
(positive) evidence

LOGICAL ARGUMENTATION; AVOIDING LOGICAL FALLACIES. At some point,
you will need to respond to the logic of the argument itself To be convinc-
ing, an argument ghould.be governed. by:principles:oflogicE
déryethinkingzLhis _d_oes not mean that an argument.should notbe
ebiased-argument—that is, an argument:Waghted toward .one:point: ofview
andiagainstiothers==ma d.as:longasdtisogically.soungd.

Here are several examples of faulty thinking and logical fallacies to
watch for:

Emotionally Loaded Terms. Writers sometimes will attempt to sway
readers by using emotionally charged words: words with gsitivé coni
tiorsto:swayzreaders to theit own point of view; words with riégative cor
Fationsio sway readers away from the opposing point of view. For example,
look again at the two assertions about bilingual education on page 61. In the
first assertion (by Jeffrey W Kobrick), the terms “fundamental right” and
“equal . . . opportunity” carry positive connotations intended to sway the
reader to the author’s pro-bilingual education view In the second assertion,
the terms “stridently” and “small group of activists” carry negative connota-
tions intended to influence the reader to reject the anti=bilingual arguments
with which the author associates them The fact that an author uses such
emotionally loaded terms does not necessarily invalidate the argument Emo-
tional appeals are perfectly legitimate arg@ time-honored modes of persua-
sion But in academic writing, which is grounded in logical argumentation;
they should net be the only means of persuasion. You should be sensitive to
‘how emotionally loaded terms are being used. In particular, are they being
used deceptively or to hide the essential facts?

) ponents names an author avoids the issue:

C mplex and are not always traceable to a smgle cause. So ,
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Ad Hominem Argume t.

ém. By calhng op-

| could more easily accept my opponent’s plan to increase revenues by collect-
ing on delinquent tax bills if he had paid more than a hundred dollars in state
taxes in each of the past three years But the fact is, he's a millionaire with a mil-
lionaire's tax shelters. This man hasn’t paid 2 wooden nickel for the state services
he and his family depend on So [ ask you: Is hie the one to be talking about taxes
to usé

It could well be that the opponent has paid virtually no state taxes for
three years; but this fact has nothing to do with, and is a ploy to divert atten-
tion from, the merits of a specific proposal for increasing revenues. The pro-
posal is lost in the attack against the man himself, an attack that violates the
principles of logic Writers (and speakers) must make their points by citing

- evidence in support of their views and by challenging contrary evidence

Faulty Cause and Effect. _Lh hateneraventprecedes-another. in
Adimesdoes notimeanthatthe first-event:hasscausedithe seco jde An example:
Fish begin dying by the thousands in a lake near your hometown. An envi-
ronmental group immediately cites chemical dumping by several manufac-
turing plants as the cause But other causes are possible: A disease might
have affected the fish; the growth of algae might have contributed to the

deaths; or acid rain might be a factor. The origins of an event are usually

This fallacy is-also. known as.post.hoc,.ergo propterhoc (“after this, therefore
because of this”)

Fither/Or Reasoning. Either/or reasoning also results from an unwill-
ingness to recogmze complexity <lf ansauthotianalyzesarproblemand offers
.he.or.she:refiites, then.you:are entitled

: weiEor usually, several other explana-
tions (at the very least) are p055|ble For whatever reason, the author has cho-
sen to overlook them As an example, suppose you are reading a selection on
genetic engineering and the author builds an argument on the basis of the
following: )

Research in gene splicing is at a crossroads: Either scientists will be carefully
monitored by civil authorities and their efforts limited to acceptable applications,
such as disease control; or, lacking regulatory guidelines, scientists will set their
own ethical standards and begin programs in embryonic manipulation that, how-
ever well intended, exceed the proper limits of human knowledge

Certainly, other possibilities for genetic engineering exist beyond the two
mentioned here But the author limits debate by establishing an either/or
choice. Such limitation is artificial and does not allow for complexity As a
ctitical reader, be on the alert for either/or reasoning.
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Hasty Generalization. Writers are guilty of hasty generalization when
ley s their conelisions frém too: litlerevidence or from:unrepresentative
ev To argue that scientists should not proceed with the human
genome project because a recent editorial urged that the project be aban-
doned is to make a hasty generalization. This Jone editorial may be unrepre-
sentative of the views of most people—both scientists and laypeople—who
have studied and written about the matter To argue that one should never
obey authority because the Milgram experiment shows the dangers of obey-
ing authority is to ignore the fact that Milgram’s experiment was concerned
primarily with obedience to immoral authority. Thus, the experimental situa-
tion was unrepresentative of most routine demands for obedience—for ex-
ample, to obey a parental rule or to comply with a summons for jury duty—
and a conclusion about the malevolence of all authority would be a hasty
generalization.

False Analogy. Compaiing one person, event, or issue to another may
be illuminating, bt it also 'may be'confusing. or misleading. The differences
between the two may be more significant than the similarities, and the con-
clusions drawn from the one may not necessarily apply to the other. A writer
who argues that it is reasonable to quarantine people with AIDS because
quarantine has been effective in preventing the spread of smallpox is assum-
ing an analogy between AIDS and smallpox that (because of the differences
between the two diseases) is not valid

* Begging the Question. o beg the' question is 10" assume: as:a proven
fact the very thesis being argtied To assert, for example, that America is not

4n decline because it is as strong and prosperous as ever is not to prove any-"

thing: it is merely to:repeat the claim in different words This fallacy is also
known as circular reasoning.

Non Sequitur. “Non sequitur” is Latin for “it does not follow”; the term
is used to describe a conclusion that does not logically follow from a premise.
“Since minorities have made such great strides in the last few decades,” a
writer may argue, “we no longer need affirmative action programs.” Aside
from the fact that the premise itself is arguable {have minotities made such
great strides?), it does not follow that because minorities may have made great
strides, there is no further need for affirmative action programs.

Oversimplification. Be alert for writers who offer easy solutions to
complicated problems. “America’s economy will be strong again if we all
'buy American,’” a politician may argue. But the problems of America’s
economy are complex and cannot be solved by a slogan or a simple change
in buying habits. Likewise, a writer who argues that we should ban genetic
engineering assumes that simple solutions {“just say mo’") will be sufficient
to deal with the complex moral dilemmas raised by this new technology

Writing That Entertains

Authors wtite not only to inform and persuade but also to entertain. One re-
sponse to entertainment is a hearty faugh; but it is possible to entertain with-
o ashier A soad hook or play of poem may promgt you to ruminate,
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grow wistful, elated, angry. Laughter is only one of many possible reactions.
You read a piece {or view a work) and react with sadness, surprise, exhilara-
tion, disbelief, horror, boredom, whatever. As with a response to an informa-
tive piece Or an argument, your response to an essay, poem, story, play,
novel, or film should be precisely stated and carefully developed Ask your-
self some of the following questions (you won’t have space to explore all of
them, but try to consider some of the most important): Did | care for the por-
trayal of a certain character? Did that character seem too sentimentalized, for
example, or heroic? Did his adversaries seem too villainous or stupid? Were
the situations believable? Was the action interesting or merely formulaic?
Was the theme developed subtly, powerfully, or did the work come across as
preachy or shrill? Did the action at the end of the work follow plausibly from
what had come before? Was the language fresh and incisive or stale and pre-
dictable? Explain as specifically as possible what elements of the work
seemed effective o1 ineffective and why Offer an overall assessment, elabo-
rating on your views

Question Category 2: To What Extent Do You Agree
with the Author?

When formulating a critical response to a source, try to distinguish your eval-
uation of the author’s purpose and success at achieving that purpose from
your agreement or disagreement with the author’s views. The distinction al-
lows you to respond to a piece of writing on its merits As an unbiased, even-
handed critic, you evaluate an author’s clarity of presentation, use of evi-
dence, and adherence to principles of logic To what extent has the author
succeeded in achieving his or her purpose? Still withholding judgment, offer
your assessment and give the author (in effect) a grade. Significantly, your as-
sessment of the presentation may not coincide with your views of the author’s
conclusions: You may agree with an author entirely but feel that the presenta-
tion is superficial; you may find the author’s logic and use of evidence to be
rock solid but may resist cettain conclusions. A critical evaluation works well
when it is conducted in two parts After evaluating the author’s purpose and
design for achieving that purpose, respond to the author’s main assertions In
doing so, you'll want to keep two considerations in mind.

IDENTIFY POINTS OF AGREEMENT AND DISAGREEMENT

Be precise in identifying points of agreement and disagreement with an au-
thor You should state as clearly as possible what vou believe, and an effec-
tive way of doing this is to define your position in relation to that presented in
the piece. Whether you agree enthusiastically, disagree, or agree with reser-
vations, you can organize your reactions in two parts: first, summarize the
author’s position; second, state your own position and elaborate on your rea-
sons for holding it. The elaboration, in effect, becomes an argument itself,
and this is true regardless of the position you take. An opinion is effective
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when you support it by supplying evidence. Without such evidence, opin-
ions cannot be authoritative. “1 thought the article on inflation was lousy ”
Why? “1 just thought so, that's all.” This opinion is valueless because the crit-
icism is imprecise: The critic has taken neither the time to read the article
carefully nor the time to explore his own reactions carefully.

EXPLORE THE REASONS FOR AGREEMENT AND DISAGREEMENT:
EVALUATE ASSUMPTIONS

One way of elaborating your reactions to 2 reading is to explore the underly-
ing reasons for agreement and disagreement Your reactions are based
largely on assumptions that you hold and how these assumptions compare
with the author’s An assumption is a fundamental statement about the world
and its operations that you take to be ttue. A writer's assumptions may he ex-
plicitly stated; but just as often assumptions are implicit and you will have to
“ferret them out,” that is, to infer them. Consider an example:

I vitro fertilization and embryo transfer are brought about cutside the bodies of
the couple through actions of third parties whose competence and technical ac-
tivity determine the success of the procedure. Such fertilization entrusts ihe life
and identity of the embryo into the power of doctors and biologists and estab-
lishes the domination of technology over the origin and destiny of the human
person. Such a relationship of domination is in itself contrary to the dignity and
equality that must be common to parents and children!

This paragraph is guoted from the February 1987 Vatican document on artifi-
cial procreation Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger, principal author of the docu-
ment, makes an implicit assumption in this paragraph: that no good can
come of the domination of technology over conception. The use of technol-
ogy to bring about conception is morally wrong. Yet there are thousands of
childless couples, Roman Catholics included, who reject this assumption in
favor of its opposite: that conception technology is an aid to the barren cou-
ple; far from creating a‘relationship of unequals, the technology brings chil-
dren into the world who will be welcomed with joy and love

Assumptions provide the foundation on which entire presentations are
built If you find an author’s assumptions invalid, you may well disagree with
conclusions that follow from these assumptions. The author of a book on de-
veloping nations may include a section outlining the resources and time that
will be required to industrialize a particular country and so upgrade its gen-
eral welfare His assumption—that industrialization in that particular country
will ensure or even affect the general welfare—may or may not be valid. 1
you do not share the assumption, in your eyes the rationale for the entire
book may be undermined.

From the Vatican document Insiruction on Respect for Human Life in Its Origin and on the Dig-
ity of Procreation, given at Rome, from the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, February
1007 ae eemcpnted in Orjoins. N € Documentary Service 16(40), Marzch 19, 1987, p 707.
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How do you determine the validity of assumptions once you have identi-
fied them? In the absence of more scientific criteria, validity may mean how
well the author’s assumptions stack up against your own experience, obser-
vations, and reading. A caution, however: The overall value of an article or
book may depend only to a small degree on the validity of the author’s as-
sumptions For instance, a sociologist may do a fine job of gathering statisti-
cal data about the incidence of crime in urban areas along the eastern
seaboard The sociologist also might be a Marxist, and you may disagree
with her subsequent analysis of the data. Yet you may find the data extremely
valuable for your own work

v
CRITIQUE

A critique is a formalized, critical reading of a passage It is also a personal
response; but writing a critique is considerably more rigorous than saying
that a movie is “great,” or a book is “fascinating,” or “I didn’t like it ” These
are all responses, and, as such, they’re a valid, even essential, patt of your
understanding of what you see and read But such responses don't help illu-
minate the subject for anyone——even you—if you haven’t explained how you
arrived at your conclusions.

Your task in writing a critique is to turn your critical reading of a passage
into a systematic evaluation in order to deepen your readet’s (and your own}
understanding of that passage. Among other things, you're interested in de-
termining what an author says, how well the points are made, what assump-
tions underlie the argument, what issues are overlooked, and what implica-
tions can be drawn from such an analysis Critiques, positive or negative
should include a fair and accurate summary of the passage; they also shoulc’i
include a statement of your own assumptions. It is important to remember
that you bring to bear an entire set of assumptions about the world Stated or
not, these assumptions underlie every evaluative comment you make; there-
fore, you have an obligation, both to the reader and to yourself, to clarify
your standards Not only do your readers stand to gain by your forthrightness
but you do as well: In the process of writing a critical assessment, you aré
forced to examine your own knowledge, beliefs, and assumptions. Ulti-
mately, the critique is a way of learning about yourself

How to Write Critiques

You may find it useful to organize your critiques in five sections: introduc-
tion, summary, analysis of the presentation, your response to the presenta-
tion, and conclusion.

The box (page 68) contains some guidelines for writing critiques Note
that they are guidelines, not a rigid formula. Thousands of authors write cri-
tiques that do not follow the structure outlined here Until you are more con-

- fident and practiced in writing critiques, however, we suggest you follow the

guidelines They are meant not to restrict you, but to provide you with a
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workahle method of writing critical analyses that incorporates a logical se-
quence of development

When you write a critique based on an essay in this text, you'll find it
helpful to first read the Discussion and Writing Suggestions following that es-
say These suggestions will lead you to some of the more fruitful areas of in-
quiry. Beware of simply responding mechanically to thern, however, or your
essay could degenerate into a series of short, disjointed responses You need
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to organize your reactions into a coherent whole: the critique should be in-
formed by a consistent point of view.

v
DEMONSTRATION: CRITIQUE

Read the following selection, “Total Surveillance” by Charles Ostman, which
will be the subject of an example critique; and read also lrving Sloan’s “Pri-
vacy and Technology,” an excerpt from a book on privacy law that provides
a larger context for Ostman’s discussion. These discussions on the ways in
which new technologies might be used to violate the privacy rights of indi-
vidual citizens serve two purposes: first, they provide an occasion for the ex-
ample critique on pages 81-86; second, they are meant to whet your ap-
petite for Chapter 9, “Privacy and Technology,” in Part Il of this text
Charles Ostman’s thesis that we are quickly sliding into a “total surveil-
lance” society is certainly arguable. It is based on points of logic, emotional
appeals, and assumptions that you should read carefully and challenge
Draw on the preceding discussion to stimulate your responses to Ostman
Make notes in the margins: these will help you write a summary (be sure to
underline the author’s thesis, topic sentences, transitions, and important ex-
amples); notes in the form of questions and reactions can also help you to or-
ganize a critical response
After you have read Ostman’s article, read Sloan’s for a much different
perspective on the same issues. Then gather your notes and order them ac-
cording to the five steps for writing critiques outlined above.

Total Surveillance
CHARLES OSTMAN

This article on surveiilance technology first appeared in Mondo 2000 (f5-
sue 13, 1993), a glossy magazine on cyber-culture. Charles Ostman is a
former research engineer

Imagine a world in which every aspect of your life, past and present, isen- 1
crypted on a personal ID card and stored on a nationwide database. Where
virtually all communications media—soon to be 100 percent digital—are
automatically monitored by computerized phone taps and satellites from
control centers thousands of miles away. Where self-training neural net and
artificial intelligence data search systems scan for undesirable lifestyles
and target you for automatic monitoring

Personal privacy was once considered the most sacred of our constitu- 2
tional tights; agencies were severely limited by law. All that’s about to
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change drastically thanks to a deadly combination of extremely sophisti-
cated surveillance technology, ubiquitous digital information collection,
and centralized interagency data exchange

Until recently the “supersecret” National Reconnaissance Organization
did not exist—even though it has the largest budget of any intelligence
agency. They are responsible for the design, development and procurement
of all US reconnaissance sateilites and their continued management once
in o1bit. Recently photos have surfaced in the press of its huge new com-
plex being completed in Chantilly, Virginia (Senator John Warner—Liz
Taylor’s ex—has described the one million square foot complex as a “Taj
Mahal ) The NRO is eagerly implementing such technologies as ultra-
high storage capacity holographic films (allowing huge amounts of per-
sonal information to be present on your 1D card) and self-training artificial
intelligence software that tracks your personal data without human inter-
vention A new era of ubiquitous surveillance is dawning

A struggling military-industrial complex searching for new markets
for their technologies has merged forces with a government obsessed with
ever tighter control over the activities of the general public Congress-
woman Barbara Jordan has proposed a “National Employment Verification
Card” that will be required for all employment in the U.S. The card will, of
couise, have a magnetic data strip, and altering or counterfeiting the card
will be a federal felony offense.

There 1s a dedicated and aggressive effoit underway to chait various
genetic features as part of one’s personal information set. The fed’s goal is
to have the ability to screen individuals for everything from behavioral
characteristics to sexual orientation, based on genetic information embed-
ded in your personal (and required) national 1D card

Biometric signature technologies have been developing apace. There is
even a technique available to translate human DNA into bar codes for effi-
cient digital transmission between agencies

Are these science fiction story lines or the ravings of a paranoid lu-
natic? I wish they weie As a former research engineer at Lawrence Liver-
more Labs and other government labs, | watched some of these mad
schemes being hatched This technology is on the street today or about to
leave the labs and believe me, it goes way beyond Orwell’s worst night-
mates Listen up and hunker down

A tundamental shift in the legal definition of personal privacy is occur-
ring right now. A court-issued warrant used to be a universal requirement
tor personal surveillance, such as phone tapping, observing physical pa-
pets, and probing financial o1 medical records. Now, in this new age of Al-
driven monitoring and data tracking systems, there are no pesky people in
the loop

A computer doesnt’t need to seek a court warrant to monitor every as-
pect of your private life. A self-training automated surveillance system
doesn’t need permission to observe your movements or communications,

Total data ttacking is already commonplace for financial institutions

10
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of us. The technical elements of a massive surveillance engine are in place.
It’s just a matter of turning the key to fire it up. Let’s examine these cle-
ments and why you should be concerned.

UNIVERSAL ENCRYPTION CHIP

It sounds logical. The feds want to preserve privacy, so their story goes, so
they’ve announced that an encryption chip will go into all phones and com-

~ puters that they buy. But what do they really want in the long run?

How about a government-issue encryption chip in all personal comput-
ets and communication devices? That way, the feds can deal with drug
smugglers, terrorists, kiddie porn merchants, and other miscreants who use
encoded messages.

Of course, they’d have to prevent tampering with the chip. In fact, the
technology to do just that has already been developed at Sandia National
Laboratory. Scientisis there have developed an optical sensor that uses a
powdered silicon optical absorption layer in an optical waveguide embed-
ded in a chip A micro photodetector detects even the slightest intrusion
into the chip package by measuring a slight change fn the photonic con-
duction through the waveguide It can then send an alert via modem to a
central monitoring system (o notity an interested party that the device has
been tampered with. Sandia is also developing a microchemical intrusion
detector that would be sensitive to the chemical signature of human {inger-
tips

Is this all part of some master plan, or what?

In fact, in the near future, all encryption hardware and software will be
subject to federal registration/authorization Possession of unauthoiized en-
cryption/deciyption capability will be punishable as a federal felony In
other words, if it doesn’t have a handy back door for NSA snoops, it ain’t
legal

We can further speculate that the feds will embed chips in all equip-
ment sold for use in data transmission, digital phone calls and all other fre-
quencies. Note: all new phone systems wired and wireless will be digital in
the next three years.

INTELLIGENT VIDEO

Nor would you know what’s watching you. Security cameras are becoming
standard in corporate and government facilities. They may soon even be re-
quired. Why? Ostensibly because they want to recover losses in cases of
theft, keep insurance premiums down, monitor peculant employees and
keep intruders out.

But the new genre of video cameras now coming out of the labs do a
iot more than that. They're intelligent. They can recognize faces, motion,
and other interesting characteristics. In fact, they behave a lot like a human
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Intelligent cameras aie needed because a secutity guard or cop can’t
monitor the dozens or hundreds of video cameras in a large facility (o1
dozens of satellite video surveillance channels). Intelligent cameras use ar-
tificial intelligence-based object and motion recognition They scan for
what a trained security goard looks for: certain motions, clothing, faces; the
presence of people in off-limits places. Instead of watching 100 cameras,
only a few at any time send pictures A single guard or computer can deal
with that.

In fact, a steady data stream from multiple intelligent cametas can be
uploaded to computerized monitoring facilities anywhere, coupled with
other autoinated observation sysiems

The next big thing in intelligent cameras will be “content-addressable”
imagery. Ihat means they’ll automatically detect the content of sophisti-
cated patterns, like a specific person’s face, by matching it against a digital
“wanted” poster, say. New softwaie that can even run on cheap personal
computers makes that possible MatchMaker from Iterated Systems (Not-
cross, GA), for example, uses a fractal algorithm that converts image data
into mathematical form, automatically recognizing and categorizing real-
time “targets"—untouched by human hands and tied into a centralized
monitoring facility!

A related technology called focal plane array sensors (FPA) discrimi-
nates objects at just about any distance. FPA makes it possible to use neu-
romorphic sensors, modeled biologically on the human eye, which are built
into a camera fo tecognize a person ot object by “associative cognition.”

Carver Mead at Cal Tech has designed a broad-spectrum “human-eye”
sensor using FPAs and 3D artificial neural network processors To prove
the viability of such concepts, Raytheon, under coniract with the Guided
Interceptor Bianch of the Air Force at Elgin AFB, has developed “smart
eyes” using FPAs for recognizing obiects in flight, thus relieving the pilot
of visual target recognition tasks while in a high-pressure combat situation.

This technology is inexpensive, easily reproducible, and will be part of
standard equipment for fully automated, on-site visual and infrared surveil-
lance in the nea: future

Langley Research Center (Hampton, VA) in conjunction with Telero-
botics International (Knoxville, TN) is taking a step further. They’re devel-
oping an advanced surveillance camera system that's even more intelligent:
it uses self-aiming and analyzes motion or other parameters A fisheye
spherical lens views a very wide field of vision while a self-contained im-
age processing subsystem tracks several moving targets at once in real
time. Video for suspect targets can be transmitted in teal time 0 a secutity
center.

These smart cametas are also getting incredibly tiny and low cost The
Imputer from VLSI Vision Ltd (Edinburgh, Scotland) is a credit card-sized
device that fits in the palm of your hand It consists of a complete CCD
video cameta mounted on a circuit board plus an on-board DSP (digital

signal processing) coprocessor fot realtime image enhancement, feature
‘- - LTy e e e S e e v and
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even an optional library of pre-stored feature data so that the camera can
independently recognize a specific face or other security-oriented data It
can also download its captured visual data via telephone line to a data col-
lection and processing facility

With everything on a few chips, intelligent camesas can NOW be mass-
manufactured like pocket radios No need for security personnel—they can
be linked to a computer surveillance monitoting and data base sysiem.

That is where it gets really insidious. When the technology becomes so
cheap, tiny, and powertul, and no guards are needed, they can sprinkie
these things atound like corn chips secretly putting them on every street
corner, in every waiting room, office, wherever

Keep smiling, because yow’ll never know when vou're on candid cam-
era And hey, relax, they’ve just captured yout surfaces

BIOMETRICS

Where it really starts to get hairy is when we enter the brave new world of
Biometrics Biomettics is the process of gathering biological information
and converting it into data that can be uploaded into automated systems for
identifying you.

They can use your fingerprint (via automated fingerprint identification
systems), retinal scan, voice or other personal signatures. Miros of Welles-
ley, MA, has recently introduced a system called Face-to-Face, using
neural nets, that is particularly insidious. Unlike fingerprint o1 palm recog-
nition, it identifies your face “non-intrusively” (that’s technospeak for sur-
reptitiously) with 99 percent recognition. It can even identify your face
when you add glasses or change yout hairstyle

There are biomettic setvice bureaus like T'RW that provide immediate
access to personal dossier information to prisons, banks, military bases, re-
search facilities, pharmaceutical companies, etc. The client simply installs
a retinal scanner or other device and transmits your image to a service bu-
reau, which sends back your complete dossier This is big business for
these service bureaus. We're talking billions in government and corporate
contracts. '

What's next? We can expect intelligent scanning systems will be in-
stalled in supermarket checkout lines, lobbies, airpotts, stores, ATM sites,
and so on in the near future. Known shoplifters will be tracked from the
time they walk into the store. There’ll be a cordon sanitaire around play-
grounds and day cate centers.

What happens when the FBI des its fingerprint verification system at
its National Criminal Information Center, with its library of over 250,000
fingerprints, into the national health care system, employment ID card,
IRS, and just about everything else?

If the FBI has you listed as a radical or some other species of undesir-
able, will they be automatically notified whenever you appear at a doctor’s
o T i et e an ATM? What about when you buy a naughty
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magazine or subscribe to a *politically incotrect” publication?-Where does
this stuff stop?

SATELLITE SURVEILLANCE

It doesn’t. Your image may be up for sale right now. Ien-meter-resolution
satellite images of those sirange weeds in your back yard are available to
any buyer from the French company SPOT Image of Reston, Virginia

Even sharper images are available. Spy satellite images at two meters
1esolution are now available from World Map. About 30 other countries—
particularly Germany, Israel, and China—are planning to laanch satellite
surveillance systems.

Producers of sateilite and surveillance equipment and large database
processing services like TRW have huge financial stakes in this $8 billion
market They’ve put massive pressure on the CIA and DoD to loosen up
control of satellite swrveillance technology Three of them—Lockheed, Or-
bital Sciences (which is launching Eyeglass), and World View—are launch-
ing satellites with resolutions from one to three meters by 1997

Another recently formed U S. company, Teledesic, is planning a vast
$9 billion global communication system using 840 gecsynchronous orbit
satellites, scheduled for 2001, There would be no single area on the planet
that could not be “seen” on demand, and more importantly, virtually all
digital communications could be linked through this universal transponder
system.

Suddenly we’re just one step from a universal monitoring system. The
satellites could conceivably serve as platforms for multi-spectral, on-de-
mand, visual and IR surveillance of any coordinate on the planetary sur-
face Note: both founders of Teledesic, Bill Gates and Craig McCaw, de-
clined to be interviewed by MONDO on this topic

ROBOT SPIES

Unmanned robotic devices (aitborne and land-based) are now here that can
observe an individnal or dwelling day or night from a distance. They can
also monitor communications (using RF signatures) over a broad spectrum
of frequencies. They can be activated from a distant control center thou-
sands of miles away from the target; and surveillance data can be collected
and examined in real time via satellite link

For example, there’s the SR2 Secutity Robot Systern from Cybermo-
tion Inc of Roanocke, Virginia. Designed to “replace human security per-
sonnel,” the SR2 patrols a region of up to 15 square miles for 12 hour shifts
(between charges), using ultiasonic, optical, and infrared sensors plus on-
board “fuzzy logic” to navigate around complex obstacles and interpret

data An operator at a remote site controls and interacts with a group of

these robots via bidirectional RF data link
There’s also NASA’s High Altitude Long Endurance (HALE) un-
manned aireraftt HAT E can stav airborne for dave af a fime. carrvine CCT
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optical and infiared camera systems. These light-weight stealth aircraft are
flown by remote control, using a satellite data link to an operational com-
mand center that can be thousands of miles away. Petfect for kamikaze-
style strikes.

And the U.S. Navy is soliciting proposals to develop a robotic, fiyable
platform for optical and infrared surveillance, designed for “riot control,
border surveillance, and personnel detection

A fuzzy logic based RF communications signal/signature analysis sys-
tem has been solicited by the US Navy It will be able to recognize the
content of any transmitted signal from anywhere, regardless of spread
specttim, encryption, or other electronic signal countermeasures. Com-
mercial applications cited in the solicitation are “law enforcement, surveil-
lance, drug interdiction, illegal immigrant control, etc.”

Realtime monitoring by these robotic devices can be remotely acti-
vated from anywhere. No search warrants, no court authorizations

MASSIVELY PARALLEL COMPUTERS AND OPTICAL STORAGE

All these surveillance systems generate massive amounts of information
Until recently this would have been impractical for millions of people.

Currently, massive optical data storage technologies coupled with ex-
tremely powerful, massively parallel processing computers are capable of
very high-volume data storage and very high-speed data analysis.

The Department of Commerce is financing a joint project with Tama-
rack Storage Devices to develop a photo-refractive holographic data stor-
age system capable of handling hundreds of terabytes (that’s 1012 bytes) of
data for extremely large database processing operations This is exacrly the
type of information storage/processing capability required fot a nationwide
population monitoring system

Thinking Machines Inc., of Cambridge, MA has recently announced a
massively parallel processing supercomputer, the CM-5, specifically de-
signed for extremely huge database processing applications It can access
an astonishing 3 2 terabytes of data with a bandwidth of up to 4 2 gigabytes
per second, distributed over a network of 16,000 processing nodes that can
be located anywhere

A handful of these systems can maintain an up-to-date population
monitoring/data processing system for the entire country.

What do you think is going to be in that secret $350 million National
Reconnaissance Organization (NRQ) building in Chantilly, VA7 Hint:
they’re not watching Russia any more

NEURAL NETS AND Al

Of course, all these operations normally require huge staffs of trained ex-
perts That’s where neural nets and artificial intelligence come in.

Neural net processing systems can search for “behavioral tendencies”
withit a9 datahace and artemiatioabbay flag merfaim dmditr Aol Foe artetros T o
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and “attention” from interested enforcement agencies, employers, political
researchers, etc. This is a rung up from knowbots and gobots,

A good example is the ominous Origin system (the U.S. base is
Tampa, FL), a worldwide realtime, intelligent vision processing and net-
working database system designed for “intelligent security data base mon-
itoring and observation” for law enforcement and government agencies. It
uses Jterated Systems’ Matchmaker software running on a global computer
network. A surveillance camera or biometric sensor anywhere can feed
signals into the network and get back a name of the person in seconds.

HNC’s (San Diego, CA) DataBase Mining Workstation is a dedicated
neural netwotk processing engine designed to look for “interesting” data
sets on its own The user “trains” the system for topics o1 features of inter-
est Once effectively trained, the system automatically tracks anything (ot
anyone) that gets its attention and draws its own conclusions

HNC also sells the Falcon neural net credit card “fraud and abuse” de-
tection system It automatically “learns” about unusual spending habits and
related behavioral featuie sets Clients for this system include AT&T, Colo-
nial National Bank, Eurocard Netherland, First USA Bank, Household
Credit Services, and Wells Fargo Bank. HNC is also working on credit risk
evaluation, bankruptcy potential, and other forms of financial activity pat-
tern recognition.

Again, no need for pesky humans who can be held accountable for vio-
lation of privacy. “The machine did it!”” Once this becomes routine, current
legally defined barriers to privacy disappear totally

AUTOMATED VOICE RECOGNITION

In the good old days, they had to attach electronic clips to your phone and
get court authorization Not so today

. Let’s say you're on a list somewhere based on your politics, reading, or
drug or sexual habits Zap: you’re suddenly on a priority list for surveil-
lance. You make a call and your voice matches the profile The system
starts to listen in to yowr vocal communications in real time. The voice data
can then be digitized, stored, and added to your surveillance dossier by the
computer !

If you've seen the movie Clear and Present Danger, you know how
easily intelligence agencies monitor cellular phone calls, satellite phone
calls, and anything else that’s broadcast. (It’s actually easy for anyone to
monitor cellular calls with a scanner covering 870 to 896 MHz or a UHE
TV receiver tuned to channels 80 to 83 and a good UHF antenna ) Then
they digitize speech signals and convert them into text data, which can then
be processed to search for specific words or phrases

Al this will be a lot easier when the telephone companies introduce
Asynchronous Transfer Mode (ATM) communications in a few years. Vir-
tually all communications, including data transmission and business and
personal phone calls, will be routed through the same universal communi-
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Dialogic Corp. (Parsippany, NJ) is developing “second generation”
modular telephone call-processing and automated speech recognition sys-
tem hardware and software Uses include online automatic keyword and
phrase recognition. That is, any word or word communication that may be
“interesting” to an automated listening system can cue automated storage
of an entire conversation for further analysis.

The Sprint voice-activated phone card is already in use. But several
corporations including TRW have already taken it a step further. They can
analyze and store voice signatures for every telephone caller in the country
for a much larger market; voice recognition for phone credit card verifica-
tion and voice-triggered ID security systems. Essentially, you’ll be forced
to use voice ID or no credit or access. It’s a simple matter to adapt this kind
of technology for a national tracking system.

The U.S Navy wants to take it a step further As evidenced by its re-
cent FY 94 “Global Surveillance and Communications” technology solici-
tations (as per the SBIR development funding program), they are develop-
ing a “robust signal processing of speech” capability with “voice
communications countermeasures and counter-countermeasures” as part of
a comprehensive, speech recognition and processing system

Sun Microsystems workstations include a microphone and speech
recognition chip A recent security alert from the Computer Emergency
Response Team at Carnegie Mellon University disclosed that the worksta-
tions had been pre-programmed with a “world readable” status feature
That means any of these networked workstations could in fact serve as are-
motely monitored microphone. A back door has already been built into this
workstation. That means anyone can activate the microphone to listen in
remotely from anywhere in the world

DESKIOP NSA

But all this massive power is not limited to giant computer centers. Even
desktop computers are now becoming powerful enough to hapdle massive
amounts of intelligence information

Adaptive Selutions Inc. (Beaverion, OR) sells a $7000 CNAPS/PC
board that converts a 486 or Pentium computer into a massively parallel
processing engine. The boards, each of which contains 128 processors, per-
form 2.56 billion multiply/accumulate operations per second This means a
1000 times performance improvement in pattern recognition

Companies are turning these powerful new surveillance tools on their
own people too. For example, Microsoft has a secret project to monitor all
keystrokes of its personnel to “improve efficiency” using neural net and ar-
tificial intelligence software. And Edify Corp (Santa Clara, CA) is supply-
ing “intelligent agent” software to BellSouth Communications Systems
{Roanoke, VA) It will be built into BellSouth’s Electronic Workfoice soit-
ware Its customers will use it for interactive voice response and recogni-
tion, personnel and client workforce screening, efficiency monitoring, and
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PROBATION NATION

This is not another paranoid “1984” scenario based on some futuristic fan-
tasy For the fizst time in history, the technology is available to design and
implement such a ubiquitous suryeiiiance/monitoring system. The crisis
climate created by the media—particularly television “news magazines'—
is being used to mandate this horror

The politicat will to do this is here and it is being touted as an accepted
solution to such problems as crime and iliegal immigrants. The general
public is not even remotely familiar with the technical details of how such
a repressive system could be implemented and won’t wake up until they’re

virtual prisoners in a totally automated Surveillance Society

Privacy and Technology

IRVING ] SLOAN

The following selection is excerpted from a book that Sloan edited, Law
of Privacy Rights in a Technological Society Sloan’s legal background
brings him to the same issues that worry Ostman, but from a far different
point of view This selection will help to create a lavger context for your
reading of Ostman

When the Federal Constitution and the Bill of Rights were written . . gov-
ernment left the individual largely unrestrained, arbitrating between indi-
viduals only at extreme limits of conduct Yet in the century and a half that
followed, government’s role gradually shifted to promotion of the commu-
nity welfare, even at the cost of individual propeity rights.

As technology advances, the problem shifts from the exertion of gov-
ernmental authority over property rights to the potential for governmental
intrusion on individual privacy rights. In the words of Justice [William O]
Douglas, “the central problem of the age is the scientific revolution and all
the wonders and the damage it brings.” The machine, which Orwell once
called “the genie that man has thoughtlessly let out of its bottle and cannot
put back again,” has allowed new concentrations of powet, particularly in
government, which utterly dwarf the individual and threaten individuality
as never before “Where in this tightly knit regime,” asked Justice Douglas,
“is man to find libeity?”

On the vital subject of ptivacy and its place in the society of the future,
Tustice Douglas remarked, “We are rapidly enteting the age of no privacy,
whete everyone is open to surveillance at all times: where there are no se-
crets from government The aggressive breaches of privacy by the govern-
ment increase by geometric propottions.”

Justice [Louis D ] Brandeis, one of the fathers of the legal right of pri-
vary aheerved a similar development in his famous dissent in Olmstead v
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United States. When the Fourth Amendment was written, declared Bian-
deis, force and violence were the essential means by which privacy could
be invaded It was against such relatively simple evils that the constitu-
tional guaranty was directed With time, Brandeis noted, subtler and more
fat-reaching means of invading privacy have become available to the gov-
ernment “Discovery and invention have made it possible for the govern-
ment, by means far more effective than stretching upon the rack, to obtain
disclosure in court of what is ‘whispered in the closet v

But it is in the area of non-wiretap electronic eavesdropping that the
greatest scientific advances have occurred. The impact of these advances
has been summarized by Justice {William ] ] Brennan: “Electronic eaves-
dropping by means of concealed microphones and recording devices of
various kinds has become as large a problem as wietapping and is perva-
sively employed by private detectives, police, labor spies, employers and
others for a variety of purposes; some downright disreputable. . These
devices go far beyond simple ‘bugging,” and permit a degree of invasion of
privacy that can only be described as frightening”

The potential for invasion is greatly expanded by recent developments
in electronic surveillance such as parabolic microphones, which can pick
up conversations at considerable distances, ultra-miniature wireless micro-
phones no larger than a pencil eraser; recorders so small they can be built
into cigarette lighters; and microwave-beam devices with a range of 1,000
feet or more, which can penetrate walls and other obstacles

In his Olmstead dissent, Justice Brandeis foresaw the technological
revolution that so transformed the field of communications and magnified
the potential for electronic eavesdropping: “The progress of science in fur-
nishing the government with means of espionage is not likely to stop with
wiretapping Ways may someday be developed by which the government
without removing papets from secret drawers, can reproduce them in coutt,
and by which it will be enabled to expose to a fury the most intimate occur-
rences of the home.” .

The technological changes wrought by scientific progiess have out-
siripped the law and legal commentary. Much of the [Earl] Warren Court’s
protective jutisprudence may become completely outmoded by the seven-
league strides being made in long-distance eavesdropping techniques As
Justice Brennan put it in his dissent in Lopez v. United States in 1963: “To
be secure against police officers’ breaking and entering to search for physi-
cal objects is worth very little if there is no security against the officers’ us-
ing secret recording devices to purloin words spoken in confidence within
the four walls of home or office . . . 1f electronic surveillance by govern-
ment becomes sufficiently widespread, and there is little in prospect for
checking it, the hazard that as a people we may become hagridden and
furtive is not fantasy.” One may now question how much of the concept of
privacy itself will remain if, through the advances in applied science, the
area of privacy remaining physically immune from official scrutiny were to
all but disappear.
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A major source of privacy invasion is the increasing use over the last
several years by the federal government of “computer-matching” investiga-
tions to detect fraud, abuse, and waste in the administration of federal pro-
grams These computerized general searches of personal data have been
conducted in the files of welfare and medicaid recipients, draft-aged tax-
payers, veterans, federal employees, persons entitled to supplemental secu-
rity income, and thousands of other government files. The computer-
matching technique is an effective way of combining personal data from a
wide variety of separate record systems and using it to keep track of indi-
viduoals

Finally, for several years Congress has been considering a proposal to
require all persons in the United States to cairy a fraud-proof work autho-
Lization card in order to obtain and hold employment The card, backed by
a national databank of personal information concerning all persons law-
fully in the United States, would constitute a secure national identification
system that could block the employment of illegal aliens. The proposal has
sparked controveisy because the identification system could become a ve-
hicle for the violation of civil rights if used by the police to conduct wide-
ranging searches and investigations ot by other government agencies to
keep track of ptivate, law-abiding citizens.

These examples demonstrate that the technological capability to col-
lect, maintain, cross-index, and disclose vast quantities of information
about private lives has far out-paced the legal protection of privacy in the
United States. Many information systems containing sensitive data are be-
ing consuructed to facilitate important social objectives, such as better law
enforcement, faster delivery of public services, more efficient management
of credit and insurance programs, improvement of telecommunications,
and streamlining of financial activities. Nonetheless, these high technology
systems are also being used at an increasing rate by large and public agen-
cies to enhance their control of the lives of individuals.

Untit this point, we have been talking about protection from govern-
ment intrusion In fact, however, the private sector has also rapidly in-
creased its use of techmology such as we have been describing here. For ex-
ample, interactive cable television systems are capable of gathering vast
amounts of personal data, not only on the viewing habits of consumers, but
also on their buying and banking habits, as more services are added to the
cable system Cable companies, for example, offer burglar alarm systems
which tell the company when a consumer is at home. This sensitive per-
sonal information is a valuable commodity which cable companies can sell
to credit teporting companies and other interested buyers in order to fi-
nance their corporate growth.

Private companies as well as the federal government often require em-
ployees to submit to lie detector tests Employees have no clear under-
standing of what rights, if any, they have to refuse to take a test, or to con-
trol the verification, storage, and dissemination of records generated by a
test if they submit to it.

9

10

11

12

13

Example Critique

The technology for information collection, storage, and retrieval has
outpaced the technology for safeguarding databanks of personal informa-
tion It is therefore increasingly compelling that the law and legislation re-
flect the citizen’s rights and needs to protect his privacy from both govern-
mental and private intrusions.

This growth of data banks and vast computerized pools of information
about people in every aspect of their lives is probably the single mosi im-
portant element in the contemporary range of concerns about the right of
privacy

A 4 A
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Consider the following questions as you contemplate the ways in which

one might critique Charles Ostman’s “Total Surveillance”:

o Ostman believes that a total surveillance state is inevitable Why?

s (Ostman makes frequeni references to “they ” To whom is Ostman

referring, and what is the effect of these references?

» What are the positive uses of the technologies reviewed in this arti-

cle?

e Given your reading of the excerpt from Irving Sloan’s Law of Privacy
Rights in a Technological Society, how do your views of Ostman’s

article change, if they change at all?

e What are some similarities and differences between Ostman’s work

and Sloan’s?

¢ How does Sloan help to establish a larger context for Ostman’s arti-

cle?

In the following critique, one wtiter presents his responses to these ques-

tions. Thesis and transitional/topic sentences are highlighted.

They’'re After Us!
A Critique of Charles Ostman’s “Total

Surveillance”

What would life be like knowing that you were
watched constantly: knowing that hidden monitors
recorded private conversations; that supervisors
at work read every kevystrcocke from your computer;
that for a sexrvice fee of $150 anvone who took an
interest could access vour credit, health, educa-
tional, military, and legal histories? What would
life be 1like? In a pilece written for Mondo 2000,
former research engineer Charles Ostman claims
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that we’ll soon know first hand, because we’re bar-
reilling headlong into an Orwellian nightmare of
*Total Surveillance.”

Ostman devotes considerable attention to review- 2
ing the technologies he says will be ccbbled to-
gether to form a national, even inteérnaticnal, sur-
velllance net. From intelligent videc cameras to
bicloygical probes (“biometrics”) to satellites that
can spot swimsuits on a clothesline to neural nets
and more, the individual technologies of surveil-
lance now being deploved are astonishing in their
power to gather data. Combined, they present an un-
precedented threat to individual privacy, according
to Ostman. “For the first time in history,” he
writes, “the technology is available to design and
implement . . . a ubiquitous surveillance/monitor-
ing system.” But exactly who would be spying on us
and why Ostman never explains; nor does he'question
a core asgumptilon: that the fact we have the tech-
nolegical know-how to build a super-spy system
means, inevitably, that we will build and use it.
Still, Ostman is both entertaining and informative.
In the tradition of true paranoids, he surveys cur-

rent trends and projects the bleakest of futures.
: B e s o

W d Q:V P prs 53 RARE
: Hi in the famous wire-
tapping case Olmstead v. United States (1928},

Supreme Court Justice Louls Brandeis wrote: “Dis-

Many. Americars ha

- In his dissenting view

covery and invention have made it possible for the
government, by means far more effective than
stretching upon the rack, to obtain discleosure in
court of what is ‘whispered in the closet’” {gtd.
in Sloan 79). Thirtv-five vears later, Justice
Brennan argued that “if electronic surveillance by
government becomes sufficiently widespread, and
there ie little in prospect for checking it. the

gxample Critique

hazard that as a people we may become hagridden

and furtive Is not fantasy” (gtd. in Slocan 79).
Brennan and Brandels provide an authoritative
cover for Ostman, the tone cf whose Mondo 2000
plece could certainly be described as “hagridden”--
or tormented. Surveillance systems already in
place give reason enough for at least a modest
amount of anxiety. According to recent media ac-
counts, insurance companies are requesting the re-
sulte of genetic screenings so that they can set
premium rates more accurately; employers want to
know our psycheological profiles; credit agencies
like TRW regularly update their dossiers on our fi-
nancial dealings. Charles Ostman’'s fears have some

basis in fact.
- s

tefind persohal priva

e ‘Hié main concern 1is with the ways
15 which hi:tech gurveillance gystems are circum-
venting our privacy rights. Until now, privacy law
in this country has protected individuals (outside
their places of employment} from keing monitored
without a law enforcement cofficial’s first obtaining
a warrant. What worries Ostman is the development
of sophisticated, inexpensive, and (therefore}
soon-to-be-ubiguitous recording devices that acti-
vate themselves when, for instance, the on-board
computer “reccegnizes” a certain voice, a phrase in
conversation, or a certain face. The surveillance
gystems thus triggered require no human agent, no
warrant, and no judge to determine the legality of
rhe surveillance. Downlcad the data generated on
individuals to glebally linked computers and we
have an invitation to abuse.
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He fears a threat to his and ocur privacy bhut can-
not tell us with any precision who will be watch-
ing us--and why. 3till, the threat’s out there,
lurking, and we had better “Listen up and hunker
down.” Barly in the article, he names the enemy:
the “feds,” in cahoots with the “struggling mili-
tary-industrial complex searching for new mar-
kets » Ostman subseguently refers to the govern-
ment as a monclithic “they,” a tactic that places
all federal employees and elected officials under
suspicion. This tactic 1s unfair. We’ve seen two
examples of Supreme Court justices who would never
agree to the government’'s sprinkling surveillance
technologies “arcund like corn chips.” Brandeis
and Brennan have found the prospect of total sur-
veillance repugnant. Others in government agree,
&s can be seen with Ostman’s own example of the
proposed national identity card. True enough, Con-
gress recently debated issuing the cards--which,
with their encoded data about our health, finan-
cial, and legal histories, would have QOrwellian
potential. But Congress defeated the proposal. Ap-
parently, Ostman is so set on the idea that “they”
are out to get us that he can’'t imagine elected
officials jolning forces to defeat a proposal that

would threaten the privacy rights of Americans.

dge that edch
beeificy legitl 15!
stic spying.The encryption chip,

telligent video, blometrics, automated voice
recognition, and massively parallel desktop com-
puting all have primary uses that do nct involve
the surveillance of law-abiding ciltizens. For in-
stance, several of these technologies have been
put to use fighting drug smugglers and terrorists.
Obviocusly, hi-tech tools can be misused, Just as
low-tech cneg can. Imagine the good and the harm a
hammer can do. Given all the legitimate uses of
the technologies he has noted, Ostman's obsession
about the coming surveillance soclety is like fo-

Example Critique 85

cusing on crimes that will be committed with ham-
mers in the coming vear. Yes, burglars and psy-
chopaths will use hammers to break windows and
break heads; but in overwhelmingly greater num-
bers, carpenters will use hammers to build homes
and offices where people will live and work. The
failure to mention these primary, productive uses
in an article on hammers would be absurd--and this
ig precisely Ostman’s error. Only in passing, and
with irony, does he acknowledge that the hardware
legal uses.

he has surveyed does have 1

¥

egitimate,
b" Jala ax

=

Those who endorse this view of techneclogical in-
evitability sometimes explain themselves by point-
ing to the Manhattan project. In the 1940s, the
government invested millions to build an atomic
bomb; once that bomb was built, the chances were
slim that the government would fail to use its new
technology since, after all, the bomb was sitting
in New Mexico waiting to be used. Even though some
military strategists close to the President gues-
tioned the necessity of dropping the bomb, Truman
gave the order. Andg, thus, Ostman’s case for tech-
nological inevitability: if we can build a total
surveillance society, we will build it:; and if we

build it, we’'ll use it.

¥,

ccal capability:
; ol tirg, The difference be-
Mtween EhepconstruEtion of the atomic bomb and its
use and the construction of a total surveillance
system inveolves a guestion of motive. In the early
1940s, the military needed a weapon to end the war
and invested heavily. Today, we don't Ind agree-

ment in the federal government on the issue of
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closely monitoring citizens (as the defeated ID
card attests). True, we can point to shameful ex-
amples of domestic spying. In the 1950s, suspected
Communists were the targeted subversives; in the
1960s and 1970s, the FBI put anti-war protesters
and civil rights activists under surveillance for
nothing more than exercising their right to free
speech. That the government spied on its citizens
is an ugly fact. Would the government spy on its
citizens today with ubiguitous surveillance tech-
nologies? We can’'t rule out the possibility; but
neither can we assume that we’ll inevitably slip
into an Orwellian nightmare. The burden of proof
is on Ostman to show that the threat is real. In-
stead of proof, he invites us inte his paranoia
with questions like “Is this all part of some mas-
ter plan, or what?”

We may well be becoming a total surveillance 9
society, and Ostman has done a service by alerting
us to potential harm. But he provides no evidence
that the federal government, today, has Orwellian
intenticns. Nonetheless, we would be wisgse to be
vigilant. Supreme Court justices guard against in-
trusions on personal privacy, and so should we.

Works Cited?

Ostman, Charles. “Total Surveillance ” Mondo 2000
13 (19%5):16-19.

Slean, Irving J., ed. Law of Privacy Rights in a
Technological Society. Legal Almanac Series 54.
Dobbs Ferry, NY: Oceana, 1986.
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"These “Works Cited ' entries refer to pagination of articles in their original sources In-text cita-
tions in the example critique refer to pages in Wriring and Reading Across the Curriculum

Fxample Critique §7

Discussion

+ In the first two paragraphs of this critique, the writer introduces his
subject and describes Ostman’s purpose in writing the article. The
writer concludes paragraph 2 with his thesis: the article is worth our
attention, despite problems in Ostman’s argument

+ In paragraph 3, the writer sets a larger context for Ostman’s argu-
ment by drawing on the concerns others have had about privacy
tights This paragraph establishes that Ostman’s topic is one worth
taking serfously With a brief reference to current surveillance tech-
nologies, the paragraph further supports Ostman’s claim that we
have reasons to be concerned about our privacy rights

e |n paragraph 4, the writer summarizes Ostman’s argument

« The critical evaluation of the article begins in paragraph 5, with the
question, “Is Ostman paranoid?” The writer addresses a first weak-
ness in the article: Ostman’s broad use of “they” to refer to the entire
government, which he sees as the source of the surveillance threat

¢ In paragraph 6, the writer challenges Ostman on a second point: his
failure to acknowledge that the surveillance technologies in question
have other, legitimate uses

s The main part of the critique is reserved for paragraphs 7 and 8,
whete the writer of the critique identifies and then examines QOst-
man’s core assumption about technological inevitability. Ostman
helieves that since massive surveillance is technically possible, it is
inevitable; the writer of the critique questions this inevitability.

e In the final paragraph, the writer summarizes his position: that Ost-
man has done well to alert readers to potential danger, but that he
has failed to establish that the danger is a real one



4

Synthesis

v

v
WHAT IS A SYNTHESIS?

A synthesis is a written discussion that draws on two or more sources. It fol-
lows that your ability to write syntheses depends on your ability to infer rela-
tionships among sources—essays, articles, fiction, and also nonwritten
sources, such as lectures, interviews, observations This process is nothing
new for you, since you infer relationships all the time—say, between some-
thing you've read in the newspaper and something you've seen for yourself,
or between the teaching styles of your favorite and least favorite instructors
[n fact, if you've written research papers, you've already written syntheses in
an academic synthesis, you make explicit the relationships that you have in-
ferred among separate sources

The skills you've already learned and practiced from the previous three
chapters will be vital in writing syntheses. Clearly, before you're in a position
to draw relationships between two or more sources, you must understand
what those sources say; in other words, you must be able to summarize these
sources. It will frequently be helpful for your readers if you provide at least
partial summaries of sources in your synthesis essays At the same time, you
must go beyond summary to make judgments—judgments based, of course,
on your critical reading of your sources. You should alteady have drawn
some conclusions about the quality and validity of these sources; and you
should know how much you agree or disagree with the points made in your
sources and the reasons for your agreement or disagreement

Further, you must go beyond the critique of individual sources to deter-
mine the relationship among them  Is the information in source B, for exam-
ple, an extended illustration of the generalizations in source A? Would it be
useful to compare and contrast source C with source B? Having read and
considered sources A, B, and C, can you infer something else—D (not a
source, but your own idea)?

Because a synthesis is based on two or mote sources, you will need to be
selective when choosing information from each. It would be neither possible
nor desirable, for instance, to discuss in a ten-page paper on the battle of
Wounded Knee every point that the authors of two books make about their
subject. What you as a writer must do is select from each source the ideas
and information that best allow you to achieve your purpose

Qo

Using Your Sources 89

v
PURPOSE

Your putpose in reading source materials and then in drawing on'them to
write your own material is often reflected in the wording of an assignment
For instance, consider the following assignments on the Civil War:

American History: Evaluate your text authot’s treatment of the origins of
the Civil War . _ '
Fconomics. Argue the following proposition, in light of your readings:
“The Civil War was fought not for reasons of moral principle but for

reasons of economic necessity.”

Government: Prepare a report on the effects of the Civil War on Southern
politics at the state leve! between 1870 and 1917 .

Mass Communications: Discuss how the use of photography during the
Civil War may have affected the perceptions of the war by Northern-
ers living in industrial cities.

Literature: Select two twentieth-century Southern writers whgsg work
you believe was influenced by the divisive effects of the Civil Wa|"

" Discuss the ways this influence is apparent in a novel or a group of
short stories written by each author The works should not be about
the Civil War

Applied Technology: Compare and contrast the te(_;hnology of warfare
available in the 1860s with the technology availahle a century ear-

lier.

Fach of these assignments creates for you a particular purpose for writ?ng
Having located sources relevant to you: topic, you wgulld selgct, for possible
use in a paper, only those patts that helped you in fulfilling this purpose. And
how you used thase parts, how you related them to other m'ater‘ual from othe!
sources, would also depend on your putpose For instance, if you wese work-
ing on the government assignment, you might possibly draw on the same
source as another student working on the literature assignment by referring to
Robert Penn Warren’s novel All the King’s Men, about Louisiana politics in
the early part of the twentieth century But because the purposes.of these as-
signments are different, you and the other student would make dlf_fer‘ent uses
of this source Those same parts or aspects of the novel that you find worthy
of detailed analysis might be just mentioned in passing by the other student

v
USING YOUR SOURCES

Your purpose determines not only what parts of your sources you will use but
also how you will 1elate them to one another Since the very essence of syn-
thesis is the combining of information and ideas, you must have some basis
on which to combine them. Some relationships among the material in your
sources must make them worth synthesizing. It follows that the better able
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you are to discover such relationships, the better able you will be to use your
sources in writing syntheses. Notice that the mass communications assign-
ment requires you to draw a cause-and-effect relationship between pho-
tographs of the war and Northerners” perceptions of the war. The applied
technology assignment requires you to compare and contrast state-of-the-art
weapons technology in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries The eco-
nomics assignment requires you to argue a proposition. In each case, your
purpose will determine how you relate your source materials to one another

Consider some other examples You may be asked on an exam question
or in instructions for a paper to describe two or three approaches to prison
reform during the past decade You may be asked to compare and contrast
one country’s approach to imprisonment with another’s You may be asked
to develop an argument of your own on this subject, based on your reading.
Sometimes (when you are not given a specific assignment) you determine
your own purpose: You are interested in exploring a particular subject; you
are interested in making a case for one approach or another. In any event,
yout purpose shapes your essay Your purpose determines which sources
you research, which ones you use, which parts of them you use, at which
points in your essay you use them, and in what manner you relate them to
one another.

v
HOW TO WRITE SYNTHESES

Although writing syntheses can’t be reduced to a lockstep method, it should
help you to follow the guidelines listed in the box on pages 91-92

For clarity’s sake, we'll consider two broad categories of essay (or syn-
thesis) in the remainder of this chapter: the explanatory synthesis and the ar-
gument synthesis. We'll also consider technigues of developing your essays,
including the techriques of comparison-contrast

v
THE EXPLANATORY SYNTHESIS

Many of the papers you write in college will be more or less expianatory in
nature. An explanation helps readers to understand a topic Writers explain
when they divide a subject into its component parts and present them to the
reader in a clear and orderly fashion. Explanations may entail descriptions
that re-create in words some object, place, emotion, event, sequence of
events, or state of affairs As a student reporter, you may need to explain an
eveni—to relate when, where, and how it took place. In a science lab, you
would obsetve the conditions and results of an experiment and record them
for review by others. In a political science course, you might review research

The Explanatory Synthesis 91
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on a particular subject—say, the complexities underlying the debate over
‘welfare—and then present the results of vour research to your professor and
the members of your class

Your job in writing an explanatery paper—or in writing the explanatary
portion of an argumentative paper—is not to argue a particular point, but
rather to present the facts in a reasonably objective manner. Of course, ex-
planatory papers, like other academic papers, should be based on a thesis
But the purpose of a thesis in an explanatory paper is less to advance a par-
ticular opinian than to provide a focus for the various facts contained in the
paper.

Suppose you were writing a paper on the dehate over welfare. (The wel-
fare debate is, in fact, one of the subiects in Chapter 7, “Left, Right, Center:
The American Political Spectrum ”} Below are eight sources you might have
gathered on the subject As you read them, try to formulate a conclusion
hased on your sense of what the main issues in the debate are and how the
opinions expressed in the various sources relate to one another

We have arranged the selections in chronological order of publication,
just as you might review them as you prepare to wiile, in order to get some
sense of the historical development of the issue. (In this case, the time period
is relatively narrow, from 1993 to 1995, but you should still get a sense of
which arguments have influenced othets.) Note also that the positions repre-
sented in these sources range the length of the political spectrum As ex-
plained in Chapter 7, people on the right of the political spectrum—=known
as conservatives—iend to believe that governmental authority {and taxes)
should be reduced and that individuals should assume personal responsibil-
ity for their own lives. People on the left of the political spectrum—known as
liberals—tend to believe that government should work actively to promote
equality, fairness, and social justice. As you read for content, you might also

Ending Welfare as We Know It: Bill Clinton v3

want to try placing the wtiters along the political spectrum, according to the
positions they argue

Ending Welfare as We Know It

BILL CLINION

Bill Clinton, former governor of Arkansas, was elected President of the
United States in 1992 The following speech was made before the Na-
tional Governors’ Association on February 2, 1993 Like all major presi-
dential pronouncements, it was reprinted in the Weekly Compilation of
Presidential Documents.

I'd like to spend just a few moments today talking about something that 1
many of us have been wotking on since the middle 1980s, the issue of wel-
fare reform

I’ve often spoken with many of you about the need to end welfare as 2
we know it, to make it a program that suppotts people who have fallen on
hard times or who have difficulties that can be overcome, but eventually
and ultimately, a program that helps people to get on their feet through
health care, child care, job training, and ultimately a productive job.

No one likes the welfare system as it currently exists, least of all the 3
people who are on it The taxpayers, the social service employees them-
selves don’t think much of it either Most people on welfare are yearning
for another alternative, aching for the chance to move from dependence to
dignity And we owe it to them to give them that chance

in the middle 1980s, when I was a Governor hete, I worked with Gov- 4
ernor Castle o try to work with the Congress to develop a national wel-
fare reform program With the support of people in the House and the Sen-
ate . and with the support of the White House, the Governors had an
unprecedented role in writing the Family Support Act of 1988, which Pres-
ident Reagan signed into law shortly before he left office, and which Sena-
tor Moynihan said was the most significant piece of social reform in this
area in the last generation

The Family Support Act embodies a principle which I believe is the 5
basis of an emerging consensus among people without regard to party or
without regard to their traditional political philosophies We must provide
people on welfare with more opportunities for job training, with the assur-
ance that they will receive the health care and child care they need when
they go to work, and with all the opportunities they need to become self-
sufficient. But then we have to ask them to make the most of these opportu-
nities and to take a job.

[ want to tell you today that within the next 10 days I will announcea 6
welfare reform group to work with you T will ask top officials from the
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White House, the Health and Human Services, and othet agencies involved
to sit down with Governors and congressional leadets and develop a wel-
fare reform plan that will work I'have asked the best people in the Nation
on this subject to come and help me do this

The day 1 took office 1 promised the American people I would fight for
more opportunity for all and demand more responsibility from all. And that
is a commitment 1 am determined to keep, with your help, by putting an
end to welfare as we know it

Our working group will learn from and work with State officials, busi-
ness and labor folks, and leaders fiom every walk of life who care about
this issue. On welfare reform, as on health care reform, there are no top-
down, made-in-Washington solutions that will work for everyone The
problems and the progress are to be found in the communities of this coun-
try.

But I do want to tell you the principles this morning that will guide my
administration as we work with you to reform welfare. First, welfare,
should be a second chance, not a way of life. I want to give people on wel-
fare the education and training and the opportunities they need to become
self-sufficient To make sure they can do it after they go to work, they must
still have access to health care and to child care. So many people stay on
welfare not because of the checks The benefit levels, as many of you
know, in real dollar terms, are lower than they were 20 years ago They do
it solely because they do not want to put their childien at risk of losing
health care or because they do not have the money io pay for child care out
of the meager wages they can earn coming from a low education base We
have got to deal with that '

1 believe 2 years after a training program is completed, you have to ask
people to take a job ultimately, either in the private sector or in public ser-
vice. There must be, in addition te the full implementation of the welfare
reform act of 1988, in my opinion, a time-certain beyond which people
don’t draw a check for doing nothing when they can do something. And
there is a lot of work out there to be done

Senator Boren and Senator Wofford have offered a bill to try to re-cre-
ate on a very limited basis a pilot project that would take the best of what
was dope with the work programs of the thirties and try to throw them into
the context of the nineties We must begin now to plan for a time when peo-
ple will ultimately be able to work for the check they get, whether the
check comes from a private employer or from the United States taxpayers.

Today, about half the people on welfare are just the people welfare was
meant to help. They fall on hard times, and they have to have public assis-
tance. They're eager to move on with their lives And after 5 or 6 months or
8 months they’re right back at work again, struggling to make theit way in
the American way About half the people on welfare stay on for over 2
yeass. But one in four persons, the people that we really need to try to help
to break the cycle that is gripping their children and grandchildren, about
one in four stays a recipient for 8 years or longer Those are the folks that

10

T

12

Ending Welfare as We Know It: Bill Clinton

Governor Wilder I know is now working on, that many of you have tried to
address the problems of, and 1 want to help you with that

Second, we need to make work pay We have to make sure that every
Ametican who works full-time, with a child in the home, does not live in
poverty. If there is dignity in all work, there must be dignity for every
worker. Therefore, I will propose an expansion in the earned-income tax
credit which supplements the income of the working poor

We can do that. We ought to be able to lift people who work 40 hours a
week, with kids in their home, out of poverty And we will remove the in-

centive for staying in poverty. It will be much less expensive than to have

Government direct supplements to pay people to remain idle. And it will
reinforce the work ethic. If we can do that and at the same time do what we
discussed yesterday, control health care costs and expand coverage so that
no one has to stay on welfare just to take care of their children’s medical
needs, [ think you will see a dramatic breakthrough in our efforts to liberate
people from their dependency

Third, we need tougher child support enforcement An estimated 15
million children have parents who could pay child support but don’t We
need to make sure that they do. Parents owe billions of dollars in child sup-
port that is unpaid, money that could go a long way toward cutting the wel-
fare rolls and lifting single parents out of poverty and money that could go
a long way toward helping us control Government expenditures and reduc-
ing that debt. We're going to toughen child support enforcement by creat-
ing a national databank to track down deadbeat parents, by having the
States go as far as they possibly can to establish paternity at the hospital
when children are born, and if ] can prevail up here, by using the IRS to
collect unpaid suppost in seriously delinquent cases. I’ve said it 'before be-
cause it’s the simple truth: Governments don’t raise childien, people do

And even people who aren’t around ought to do their part to 1aise the chil- -

dren they bring into this world.

Fourth, we need to encourage expelrimentation in the States I will
say again what you know so well: There are many promising initiatives
tight now at the State and local level, and we will work with you to en-
courage that kind of experimentation 1 do not want the Federal Govern-
ment, in pushing welfare reforms based on these general principles, (o
1ob you of the ability to do more, to do different things And I want to try
to flesh out a little bit of the idea we discussed yesterday about the
waivers My view is that we ought to give you more elbow room to ex-
periment.

So I will encourage all of us to woik together to try things that are dif-
ferent And the only thing I want to ask you in return is, let us measure these
experiments and let us measute them honestly, so that if they work, we can
make them the rule, we can all adopt things that work And if they don’t, we
can stop and try something else. That’s the only thing I ask of you. .

I think all of us want what most people on welfare want, a country that
gives you a hand up, not a handout We don’t have a person to waste. We
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need the talent, the energy, the skills of every man and woman, évery boy
and girl in this country

Of all the problems we have with competitiveness, whether it is the
deficit or the level of investment or anything else, I think all of us know in
our heart of hearts America’s biggest problem today is that too many of our
people never get a shot at the American dream and that if all of our people
wete living up to the fullest of their potential, we would sutely have a
much easier path in solving all the issues that we constantly debate about at
these meetings

Of all my moments as Governor, one I remember with the most pride
occurred here at a National Governors’ Association meeting during that 2-
year period when we were working on welfare reform. Governor Castle
and I sponsored a panel, and I think 40 Governors attended. And we had
welfare recipients from all over the country come in and talk to the Gover-
nors gbout what it was like to be on welfare.

A woman from Arkansas who was there, whom I knew but had not
vetted for this conversation, started talking about her program and how
she’d gone into a training program and she had gotten a job, all of that And
I did something lawyers are told never to do: I asked a question without
knowing the answer I said, “Do you think this program ought to be manda-
tory? Should everybody have to participate in this?”* She said, “I sure do.”
And I said, “Why?” And she said, “Well, because if it wasn’t, there would
be a lot of people like me home watching the soaps because we don’t be-
lieve we can make anything of ourselves anymore So you’ve got to make
it mandatory.” And 1 said, “What's the best thing about having a job?” She
said, “When my boy goes to school, and they say, ‘What does YOUr mama
do for a living?” he can give an answer.”

I think that moment says more than I will ever be able to say about
why this is important, not just important for the poor but important for the
rest of us. We must end poverty for Americans who want to work And we
must do it on terms that dignify all of the 1est of us, as well as help our
counlzy to work better. I need your heip, and 1 think we can do it,

The Coming White Underclass

CHARLES MURRAY

Chatles Murray, a fellow ar the American Enterprise Institute, is the au-
thor of Losing Ground and co-author (with Richard Herrnstein) of the
controversial Bell Curve (1994) This widely quoted ariicle originally ap-
peared in the Wall Street Tournal on Ociober 29, 1993

Every once in a while the sky really is falling and this seems to be the case
with the latest national figures on illegitimacy The unadorned statistic is

that, in 1991, 1.2 million children were born to unmarried mothers, within
a hair of 20 nercant of all Tive histhe EHatr Fiatb 20 200 smemrmmamtd A Tt £ o
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percentage points higher than the black illegitimacy rate in the early 1960s
that motivated Daniel Patrick Moynihan to wiite his famous memorandum
on the breakdown of the black family.

The 1991 story for blacks is that illegitimacy has now reached 63 per-
cent of births to black women In inner cities, the figure is typically in ex-
cess of 80 percent. Many of us have heard these numbers so of_ten that we
are inured Tt is time to think about them as if we were back in the m@-
1960s with the young Moynihan and asked to predict what would happen if
the black illegitimacy 1ate were 68 percent . ‘

Impossible, we would have said But if the proportion of fatherless
boys in a given community were to reach such levels, s.ure.:ly the culture
must be “Lord of the Flies” wiit large, the values of unsocialized male ado-
lescents made norms—physical violence, immediate gratiﬁcatipn and
predatory sex. That is the culture now taking over the black inner city.

But the black story, however dismaying, is old news The new trend
that threatens the U S. is whike illegitimacy Matters have not yet quite got-
ten out of hand, but they are on the brink. If we want to act, now is the time.

In 1991, 707,502 babies were boin to single white women, tepresent-
ing 22 percent of white births. The elite wisdom holds that this phenome-
non culs across social classes, as if the increase in Murphy Browns were
pushing the trendline. ' _

In raw nurmbers, European-American whites are the ethnic group with
the most people in poverty, most illegitimate children, most women on wel-
fare, most unemployed men, and most arrests for serious crimes And‘yet
whites have not had an “underclass” as such, because the whites Who might
qualify have been scattered among the working class Instea_d,_whites have
had “white trash” concentrated in a few streets on the outskirts of town,
sometimes a Skid Row of unattached white men in the large cities. But these
scatterings have seldom been large enough to make up a neighborhqo_d. An
underclass neads a critical mass, and white America has not had one.

But now the overall white illegitimacy rate is 22 percent. 1he figure in
low-income, working-class communities may be twice that How r'nuchl il-
legitimacy can a community tolerate? Nobody knows, but the h1stoncal
fact is that the trendlines on black crime, dropout from the labor force, and
illegitimacy all shifted sharply upward as the overall black illegitimacy rate
passed 25 percent -

The causal connection is mutky—I blame the revolution in social pol-
icy duting that period, while others blame the sexual revolution, bIOElFl s}}ifts
in cultural norms, or structural changes in the economy. But the white ille-
gitimacy rate is approaching that same problematic 25 percent regiop at a
time when social policy is more comprehensively wrongheaded than it was
in the mid-1960s, and the cultural and sexual norms are still more degraded

The white underclass will begin to show its face in isolated ways.
Look for certain schools in white neighborhoods to get a reputagionv as be-
ing unteachable, with large numbers of distuptive students anfi indifferent
parents, Talk to the police; listen for stories about whit_e neighborhoods
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shooting up. Look for white neighborhoods with high concentrations of dry
activity and large numbers of men who have dropped out of the labor force.

As the spatial concentration of illegitimacy reaches critical mass, we
should expect the deterioration to be as fast among low-income whites in
the 1990s as it was among low-income blacks in the 1960s. My proposition
is that illegitimacy is the single most important social problem of owr
time—more important than crime, drugs, poverty, illiteracy, welfare or
homelessness because it diives everything else Doing something about it
is not just one more item on the American policy agenda, but should be at
the top Here is what to do: . . Human societies have historically chan-
neled the elemental forces of human behavior via thick walls of rewards
and penalties that constrained the overwhelming majority of births to take
place within martiage The past 30 years have seen those walls cave in Itis
time to rebuild them.

The ethical underpinning for the policies I am about to describe it this:
Bringing a child into the wotld is the most important thing that most human
beings ever do Bringing a child into the world when one is not emotionally
or financially prepared to be a parent is wrong. The child deserves society’s
support The parent does not

The social justification is this: A society with broad legal freedoms de-
pends crucially on strong nongovernmental institutions to temper and re-
stiain behavior. Of these, marriage is paramount Either we reverse the cur-
rent trends in illegitimacy—especially white illegitimacy—or America
must, willy-nilly, become an unrecognizably authoritarian, socially segre-
gated, centralized state

To restore the rewards and penalties of marriages does not require so-
cial engineering. Rather, it requires that the state stop interfering with the
natural forces that have done the job quite effectively for millennia Some
of the changes I will describe can occur at the federal level; others would
involve state laws For now, the important thing is to agree on what should
be done.

I begin with the penalties, of which the most obvious are economic.
Throughout human history, a single woman with a small child has not been
a viable economic unit. Not being a viable economic unit, neither have the
single woman and child been a legitimate social unit. In small numbers,
they must be a net drain on the community’s resources In large numbers,
they must destroy the community’s capacity to sustain itself. Mirabile
dictu, communities everywhere have augmented the economic penalties of
single parenthood with severe social stigma.

Restoring economic penalties translates into the first and central policy
prescription: to end all economic support for single mothers. The AFDC
{Aid to Families With Dependent Children) payment goes to zero. Single
mothers are not eligible for subsidized housing or for food stamps An as-
sortment of other subsidies and in-kind benefits disappear Since untversal
medical coverage appears to be an idea whose time has come, I will stipu-
late that all children have medical coverage But with that exception, the
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that you cannot care for yourself is profoundly irrespounsible, and the gov-
ernment will no longer subsidize it.

How does a poor young mother survive without government support?
The same way she has since time immemorial If she wants to keep a child,
she must enlist support from her parents, boyfriend, siblings, neighbors,
church or philanthropies. She must get support from somewhere, any-
where, other than the government The objectives are threefold.

First, enlisting the support of others raises the probability that other
mature adults are going to be involved with the upbringing of the child, and
this is a great good in itself

Second, the need to find support forces a self-selection process One of
the most short-sighted excuses made for current behavior is that an adoles-
ceni who is utterly unprepared to be a mother “needs someone to love.”
Childish yearning isn’t a good enough selection device We need to raise
the probability that a young single woman who keeps her child is doing so
volitionally and thoughtfully. Forcing het to find a way of supporting the
child does this. It will lead many young women who shouldn’t be mothers
to place their babies for adoption. This is good. It will lead others, watching
what happens to their sisters, to take steps not to get pregnant. This is also
good. Many others will get abortions. Whether this is good depends on
what one thinks of abortion '

Third, stigma will tegenerate The presswre on relatives and communi-
ties to pay for the folly of their children will make an illegitimate birth the
socially horrific act it used to be, and getting a gir] pregnant something
boys do at the risk of facing a shotgun. Stigma and shotgun mairiages may
or may not be good for those on the receiving end, but their deterrent effect
on others is wonderful—and indispensable.

What about women who can find no suppozt but keep the baby any-
way? There are laws already on the books about the 1ight of the state to
take a child from a neglectful parent We have some 360,000 children in
foster care because of them. Those laws would still apply Society’s main
response, however, should be to make it as easy as possible for those moth-
ers to place their children for adoption at infancy To that end, state govern-
ments must strip adoption of the nonsense that has encumbered it in recent
decades.

~ The first step is to make adoption easy for any married couple who can
show reasonable evidence of having the resources and stability to raise a
child. Lift all restrictions on interracial adoption. Ease age limitations for
adoptive parents.

The second step is to restore the traditional legal principle that placing
a child for adoption means irrevocably relinquishing all legal rights to the
child The adoptive parents are parents without gualification. Records are
sealed until the child reaches adulthood, at which time they may be un-
sealed only with the consent of biological child and parent

Given these straightforward changes—going back to the old way,
which worked—theze is reason to believe that some extremely large pro-
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homes This is true not just for flawless blue-eyed biond infants but for ba-

bies of all colors and conditions. The demand for infants to adopt is huge.
Some small proportion of infants and larger proportion of older chil-

dren will not be adopted. For them, the government should spend Iavishly

on orphanages. I am not recommending Dickensian bartacks In 1993, we'

know a lot about how to provide a warm, nurturing environment for chil-
dren, and getting 1id of the welfare system frees up lots of money to do it
Those who find the word “orphanages” objectionable may think of them as
24-hour-a-day preschools. Those who prattle about the importance of keep-
ing children with their biological mothers may wish to spend some time in
a patrol car or with a social worker seeing what the reality of life with wel-
tare-dependent biological mothers can be like

Finally, there is the matter of restoring the rewards of marriage. Here, 1
am pessimistic about how much government can do and optimistic about
how little it needs to do. The rewards of raising children within marriages
are real and deep The main task is to shepherd children through adoles-
cence so that they can reach adulthood-—when they are likely to recognize
the value of those rewards—free to take on marriage and family The main
purpose of the penalties for single parenthood is to make that task easier

One of the few concrete things that the government can do to increase
the rewards of marriage is make the tax code favor marriage and children
Those of us who are nervous about using the tax code for social purposes
can advocate making the tax code at least neutral

A more abstract but ultimately crucial step in raising the rewards of
martiage is to make marriage once again the sole Iegal institution through
which parental rights and responsibilities are defined and exercised

Liitle boys should grow up knowing from their earliest memories that
if they want to have any rights whatsoever regarding a child that they
sire—more vividly, if they want to grow up to be a daddy—they must
matry Little girls should grow up knowing from their earliest memories
that if they want to have any legal claims whatsoever on the father of their
children, they must marry A marriage certificate should establish that a
man and a woman have entered into a unique legal relationship. The
changes in recent years that have blurred the distinctiveness of matriage
are subtly but impoitantly destiuctive.

Together, these measures add up to a set of signals, some with immedi-
ate and tangible consequences, others with long-term consequences, still
others symbolic They should be supplemented by others based on re-ex-
amination of divorce law and its consequences

VIRTUE AND TEMPERANCE

That these policy changes seem drastic and unrealistic is a peculiarity of
our age, not of the policies themselves With embellishments, I have en-
dorsed the policies that were the uncontroversial law of the land as recently
as John Kennedy’s presidency. Then, America’s ¢lites accepted as a matter
of course that a free society such as Ametica’s can sustain itself only
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through virtue and temperance in the people, that virtue and temperance

“depend centrally on the socialization of each new generation, and that the

socialization of each generation depends on the matrix of care and re-
gources fostered by marriage .

Three decades after that consensus disappeared, we face an emerging
crisis The long, steep climb in black illegitimacy has been calamitous for
black communities and painful for the nation The reforms I have described
will work for blacks as for whites, and have been needed for years But the
brutal truth is that American society as a whole could survive when illegit-
imacy became epidemic within a comparatively small ethnic minority. It
cannot survive the same epidemic among whites.

Subsidized Illegitimacy

CHARLES KRAUTHAMMER

Charles Krauthammey, formerly an editor at The New Republic, writes
for numerous publications. This op-ed {opposite-the—editorial page)
piece originally appeared in the Washington Post on November 19,
1993

“Sex Codes Among Inner-City Youth” is the title of a remarkable paper
presented this week by University of Pennsylvania Professor Elijah Ander-
soft to a seminar at the Ametican Enterprise Institute, Its 40 pages describe
in excruciating detail the sex and abandonment “game” played by boys and
girls in an inner-city Philadeiphia community, one of the poorest and most
blighted in the country. .

Anderson is a scrupulous and sympathetic student of inner-city life
Streetwise, his book on life in a ghetfo community, is a classic of urban
ethnography. Five years of intensive observation and interviews have gone
into the sex code study. It is the story, as told by the participants, of family
breakdown on an unprecedented scale.

Tt is the story of a place where “casnal sex with as many women as
possible, impregnating one or more, and getting them to ‘have your baby’
brings a boy the ultimate in esteem from his peers and makes him a man ™
As for the gitl, “her dream [is] of a family and a home.” But in a subculture
where for the boy “to own up to a pregnancy is to go against the peer-group
ethic of ‘hit and run,” ” abandonment is the norm

The resuits we know. Illegitimacy rates of 70, 80 percent Intergenera-
tional poverty. Social breakdown.

Toward the end of the seminar, I suggested that the only realistic way
to attack this cycle of illegitimacy and its associated pathologies is by cui-
ting off the oxygen that sustains the system. Stop the welfare checks The
check, generated by the first illegitimate birth, says that government will
play the role of father and provider. It sustains a deranged social structure
of children having children and raising them alone and abandoned by their
men. To quote Anderson: “In cold econcmic tetms, a baby can be an asset,
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which is without doubt an important factor behind exploitative sex and out-
of-wedlock babies.”

It is a mark of how far the debate on welfare policy has come that my
proposal drew respectful disagreement from only about half of the panel-—
including, I should stress, Prof Anderson himself, who argued that the bet-
ter answer is giving the young men jobs and hope through training and ed-
ucation for a changing economy.

In fact, the idea I proposed is not at all original. I was merely echoing
Charles Murray, who in his book, Losing Ground, offered the cold turkey
approach as a “thought experiment ” That was a decade ago Two weeks
ago in the Wall Streer Journal, the national illegitimacy numbers having
become dramatically worse, Murray dropped the “experiment” part and
proposed it as policy

Nor is this idea coming only from conservatives. Neo-liberalist jour-
nalist Mickey Kaus proposed a similar idea in his book, The End of Equal-
ity, though in a less Draconian variant: He would replace AEDC and all
other cash-like welfare programs with an offer of a neo-WPA jobs pro-
gram

And last year, candidate and “New Democrat” Bill Clinton gingerly
approached the idea with his two-years-and-out welfare reform plan. But
“two years and out,” however well intentioned, misses the point The point
is to root out at its origin the most perverse government incentive program
of all: the subsidy for illegitimacy.

Why? Because illegitimacy is the royal road to poverty and all its at-
tendant pathologies. As the 1991 Rockefeller Commission on Chiidren ac-
knowledged, the one-parent family is six times more likely to be poor than
the two-parent family

The numbers simply translate common sense. In a compelitive econ-
omy and corrupting culture, it is hard enough to raise a child with two par-
ents Io succeed with only one requires heroism on the pait of the young
mother. Heroism is not impossible But no socicty can expect it as the
norm And any society that does is inviting social catastrophe of the kind
now on view in the inner cities of America.

The defenders of welfare will tell you that young women do not have
babies just to get the check. Yes, there are other reasons: a desire for some-
one to love, a wish to declare one’s independence, a way to secure the love
of these elusive young males and a variety of other illusions

But whether or not the welfare check is the conscious reason, it plays a
far more critical role As Kaus indicated at the seminar, the check is the
condition that allows people to act on all the other reasons. Take it away,
and the society built on babies having babies cannot sustain itself

Taking it away is the single most immediate and direct measure that
covernment can take to break the cycle of dlegitimacy and dependency
Moreover, society will not long sustain such a system Americans feel a
civic obligation to help the unfortunate. There is no great protest when their
tax dollars go for hurricane relief or for widows and orphans. But by what
moral logic should a taxpayer be asked to give a part of his earnings to sus-
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tain a child fathered by a young man who disappears, leaving mother and
child a ward of the state? Underwriting tragedy is one thing Underwriting
wantonness is quite another

On QOclober 19, Sen Daniel Patrick Moynihan held a Finance Commit-
tee hearing on “social behavior and health care costs ” What he really
meant by social behavior was illegitimacy. In his opening statement, he
drew attention to the explosion of illegitimacy in the general population. It
has now reached about 30 percent of all bitths, 5.5 times what it was 30
years ago Itis a tragedy for the people involved, a calamity for society at
large. “Now then,” asked Moynihan, “what are we going to do?”

Try this. Don’t reform welfare Don’t reinvent it When it comes to il-
legitimacy, abolish it

Getting Off the Welfare Carousel

TERESA McCRARY

Teresa McCrary is a student at the University of Montana This article
originally appeared as a “My Turn” column in Newsweek, December 0,
1993

I am a welfare mom, and I have one thing to say: stop picking on us! There
are 5 million families on welfare in the United States, most of them single
women with kids, Is this really such a major financial burden? I believe
we’re targeted because we're an easy mark. Because we have no money,
there are no lobbyists working on our behalf either in Washington, D C,, or
in local legislatures. I want to tell you who we are and why we stay home
with our children

The stereotypical welfare mom has 10 kids, including -a pregnant
teenage daughter, all taking advantage of the dole I have never personally
known such a woman. Most of the mothers I know are women who forgo
the usual round of job searches and day care so they can mind their homes
and children in a loving and responsible way. We may not have paying
jobs, but any mother, married or single, working or retired, will tell you
that motherhood is a career in itself

Yet we are constantly told we should go out and get real jobs. Yes
most of us are unemployed; do we really have a choice? Last time I looked,
the unemployment rate was more than 6 percent. If the unemployed can’t
find work, where are we moms supposed to look? The only jobs open to us
are maid work, fast-food service and other low-paying drudgery with no
benefits. How are we expected to support our children? Minimum wage
will not pay for housing costs, health care, child cate, transportation and
wotk clothes that an untrained, uneducated woman needs to suppoit even
one child.

Many of us take money under the table for odd jobs, and cash from
generous friends and relatives to help support ous families. We don’t report
this money to the Aid to Families with Dependent Children, because we
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can’t afford to. Any cash we get, even birthday money from grandparents,
is deducted from fhe alteady minuscule benefits. We’re allowed between
$1.000 and $3,000 in assets including savings and propeity, automobiles,
and home furnishings We are told that if we have more than that amount,
we should be able to sell some things and live for a year from the proceeds
Can you imagine living on $3,000 for a year?

As for child suppost, unless the money sent to the state by the father is
greater than AFDC benefits, the family receives only $50 monthly. This
bonus decreases food-stamp benefits. We are told that the state intends to
prosecute “deadbeat dads” for back support Seldom do news stories men-
tion that, in the case of welfare families, the state keeps collected back sup-
pott Although this reduces the tax burden, none of the money goes to the
children. Outsiders are led to believe that the children will benefit, and they
do not No wonder some welfare moms—and theit children’s fathers—be-
lieve if’s not worth the effort to try to get the dads to pay up If we could

have depended on these men in the first place, we would not be on welfare.

So what about family values? Those of us who do not have a man in our
lives do the emotional job of both mother and father My daughter says she
should give me a Father’s Day card, because I am just as much a father to
her as a mother On top of these two careers, we ate told we should work

We could hold down a minimum-wage job, unarguably the hardest
work for the least amount of money, if we could find an employer willing
to hire us full time (most low-wage jobs are part time). Unable to afford
child care, we’d have latchkey children whose only good meal of the day
would be school Iunch. The whole paycheck would go to housing and job
expenses. When we got home exhausted, we'd clean house, help with
homework, listen to how the kids’ day went—feeling relieved if none of
them had been teased for their gaage-sale clothes We’d pray that nobody
got sick, because we couldn’t afford a day off work or doctor fees (welfare
pays very little, but it has the important benefit of health care) We'd worry
about getting laid off at any moment—in tough times, minimum-wage jobs
are the first to go -

These fears cause stress that may result in child abuse Many times we
feel, no matter how hard we try, that in some way our children are being
neglected if we are holding down a job. So we stay home. We’ve learned
that we can depend only on ourselves We don’t enjoy living at the poverty
level, but we can’t see a minimum-wage job as the answer

I believe that we single mothers must become self-sufficient through
education and training And that means both money and patience on the
taxpayers’ part. 'm in my fourth year at college. I, and the other welfare
morms I know at school, maintain a 3.0 grade average or better. Are we ex-
ceptions to the rule? Maybe not; perhaps people in my circumstances are
more motivated to make better lives for themselves. Fighting the Jow self-
esteem brought on by divotce and poverty, we have taken the difficult step,
usually without a support system, of going back to school. By carefully
scheduling classes and studying late at night, I have been able to care for
my kids while learning TV and radio production.

he Character Issue: Virginia I Fostrel

College may be out of reach for many. By raising tuition and entrance

- requirements, most colleges and universities are barring us from theit cam-

puses Even President Clinton’s proposed two-year training program may
ot help much. Vocational o1 technical schools mean training for low-pay-

“ing jobs Still, we’1l be told to find work or lose our benefits.

If the government keeps decreasing or eliminating the programs we

"~ and the children depend upon for survival, here’s what will happen: in a
* few years, instead of 5 million single women and theit children on welfare,
there will be 5 million single women and their children on the sireets I

don’t know how many starving millions the United Nations is trying to
help in Somalia But if people keep picking on us, the United Nations will
have to help the United States feed us.

The Character Issue
VIRGINIA T POSTREL

Virginia Postrel is editor of the libertarian magazine Reason, whete this
article originally appeared in June 1994 Libertarians want to drasti-
cally reduce government power and authority and, according to their
party platform, “oppose all interference by government il the areas of
voluntary and contractual relations among individuals 7 See the material
on libertarianism in the “Voter’s Manual” and in Burns et al in Chapter
7

Mis. G Harris Robezrtson is one of the most influential women in American
history, though almost no one has heard of her and I couldn’t tell you her
given name. She is the mother of the welfare state, the progenitor of the
nanny state and its resentful children. :

A proper turn-of-the-century lady, Mrs Robertson believed in full-
time motherhood as both the greatest expression of feminine virtue and the
strongest support for a healthy society; she campaigned for family values
in a maternalist state “Our government should be maternal, some may pre-
fer to call it paternal, there is no difference,” she said. “The state is a par-
ent, and, as a wise and gentle and kind and loving parent, should beam
down on each child alike.”

With thousands of other clubwomen, Mrs Robertson campaigned for
“mothers’ pensions,” state subsidies to families without fathers. In a rous-
ing 1911 speech that launched the National Congress of Mothers’ success-
ful crusade, she declared that such subsidies should even “include the de-
serted wife, and the mother who has never been a wife. Today let us
honor the mother wherever found—if she has given a citizen to the nation,
then the nation owes something to her.” (The campaign for a maternal state
is sympathetically recounted by Haivard sociclogist Theda Skocpol in her
recent book Protecting Soldiers and Mothers.)

Mrs. Robertson and her organized mothers couldn’t vote; but they in-
fluenced those who could Mothets® pensions swept the states, though they
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were never as generous, and rarely as inclusive, as Mrs. Robertson had
wished. When FDR came along, these mother-honoring state programs
wetre rolled into the Social Security Act They became Aid to Families with
Dependent Children, ak a. Welfare As We Know It

In her day, Mrs Robertson faced the same objections to her favorite
social program that Mrs Clinton faces to hers, and she replied with a
quainter version of the same rhetoric: “Do not rise up in indignation to call
this Socialism—-it is the sanest of statesmanship If our public mind is ma-
ternal, loving and generous, wanting to save and develop all, our Govern-
ment will express this sentiment [Elvery step we make toward estab-
lishing government along these lines means an advance toward the
Kingdom of Peace.”

Eighty-two years later, we are a long way from the Kingdom of Peace,
and the public mind is anything but maternal, loving, and generous We no
longer believe that goveinment policy can usher in a messianic age Nor do
we deem government aid an “honorable” payment for the service of raising
a child

To the contrary, Americans deeply resent both the welfare system and
its beneficiaries—resentment that has shattered the empathy that led Mrs
Robertson and her aflies to identify with poor mothers, resentment that
feeds ethnic stereotypes and racial hatreds, resentrment that is turning a cul-
ture of self-teliance and individualism into a culture of victimhood and
nosy animosity

The welfare state has expanded beyond widows and orphans (and the
farm programs that inspired the mothers’ movement) to include almost
everyone in cne way or another—through student loans, retirement money,
ever-growing health-care benefits that the Clintons wouid expand even
more One in every 100 Americans works for a government social-service
agency or hospital Millions mote depend indirectly on government trans-
fers.

So your own business is now the public’s; Cigarette smoking isn't a
private vice but a public-health issue; after all, says anti-smoking activist
Ahron Leichtman, “Who pays for these people when they’re i1l and they’re
indigent and they go in the hospital?”” The same goes for riding motorcy-
cles without helmets, for drugs and drink, for driving without seat belts, for
crossing the border to have an American-born baby.

We have become like the wotkers in Ayn Rand’s story of the Twentieth
Century Motor Company, a factory in which work and wages were based
on “from each according to his ability, to each according to his need ” A fa-
ble drawn in broad strokes, it is nonetheless prophetic: “In the old days, we
used to celebrate if somebody had a baby, we used to chip in and help him
out with the hospital bills, if he happened to be hard-pressed for the mo-
ment Now, if a baby is born, we didn’t speak to the parents for weeks. Ba:
bies, to us, had become what locusts were to farmers.”

Locusts to farmers

You cannot go a block in Los Angeles withoul seeing hmmigrants
working; they bus tables and run shops, drill teeth and tend gardens, give

Synthesis

8 _ﬁics Nuts Would Have Laved Norplant: Alexander Cockburn

anicures and clean houses. They were noticeably absent from the hun-
dredS of people lined up for post-earthquake food stamps at the welfare of-
ﬁce [ pass on my way to work., A few blocks away you could find Latin
mericans by the side of the road: soliciting day woik on constiuction
es, selling sttawberries or roses. Farmers, not locusts.

.= But Mrs Robertson’s legacy makes us see mouths to feed, not hands to
work, in every new Ametican—every child, every immigrant. “At least in
e short run, the large number of illegals in Califoinia, and the high
birthrate they represent, also contribute dispropoitionaiely to the mush-
: r'oommg cost of malntammg the state’s public services: welfare, schools,

pnsons health care,” opines the Sacramento Bee

" Republican Assemblyman William Knight produced a less polite ver-
" sjon of the same message, citculating a constituent’s doggerel that read in
' fpart “Sent for family, they just trash! But they all draw more welfare cash

. 'We have a hobby, it’s called brecding, welfare pay for baby feeding.”
He was denounced as a racist, but his message is conventional wisdom: Im-
migrants are locusts. A lot of Americans, mostly off ihe record, believe the
same of blacks. The welfare state feeds their prejudices.

_ And locusts are popular in some quarters Welfare’s defenders often
" disparage work—especially low-paid and manual work—and the people
.who value it. They imply that anyone who does such work is a victim or a
= sucket
; A lawsuit filed to block New Jersey’s welfare reform, which stopped

the practice of giving welfare mothers additional money if they have more
kids, complains, “It is designed to compel adult AFDC recipients to work ”
Newsday columnist Robert Reno blasts “the Giuliani approach to welfare
refornt: Draft the poor to clean up New York and fill its potholes Too bad
there aren’t some salt mines handy to the city . [TH New York has sunk
to that level, what’s the point of cleaning itup?”

We might ask the same question about o1 welfare state, about tinkering
with reforms rather than scrapping a failed experiment. The fundamental is-
sue behind welfare reform isn’t whether the government should make wel-
fare mothers work or whether it should deter them from having kids out of
wedlock. It is what the welfare state, in all its manifestations, has done to all
of us, how it has corrupted our character. Mrs. Robertson’s legacy has proved
to be a triumph of statecraft as soulcraft, and its results are not exactly the
motherly love, lower crime rates, and humane citizens we were promised

10

Eugenics Nuts Would Have Loved Norplant

ALEXANDER COCKBURN

Alexander Cockburn is a reporter and commentator who has writien for
The Village Voice, The Nation, The Wall Street Tournal, and for the al-
ternative press, as syndicated through the LA Weekly, Some of his
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columns were collected into Corruptions of Empire: Life Studies and the.:3

Reagan Era (1988) This op-ed piece appeared in the Los Angeles Times ~

on june 30, 1994,

“With bated breath, the entire civilized world is watching the bold experi-
ment in mass sterilization recently launched by Germany It is estimated -

that some 400,000 of the population will come within the scope of this law, . .
the larger portion of whom fall into that group classed as inborn feeble-

mindedness. . Tt is estimated that, after several decades, hundreds of mil-
lions of marks will be saved each year as a result of the diminution of ex-
pendituzes for patients with hereditary diseases.”

Thus in 1935 spake Dr T N Baker, state health officer, as he addressed
the Alabama Legislature on prospective laws for compulsory sterilization
of a category vaguely sketched as the “feebleminded,” but also including
“any sexual pervert .. or any prisoner who has been twice convicted of
1ape” or imprisoned three times for any offense Similarly scheduled for
sterilization were those “habitually and constantly dependent on public re-
lief or support by charity

Before Hitler and his fellow Nazis (who said they learned much from
U.S sterilization laws) made the discipline unfashionable, eugenics and the
prevention of socially unworthy babies were hot topics among American
social engineers The keenest engineers were not Southern crackers but
Northern liberals Eugenic sterilization was most energetically pushed by
progressive politicians, medical experts, and genteel women’s groups.
States pioneering sterilization laws early in the century included Robert M
LaFoliette’s Wisconsin and Woodrow Wilson’s New Jersey

It is conservatively estimated that between 1907 and 19640, 60,000 peo-
ple were involuntarily sterilized. The science was bogus but its enthusiasts
chanted that, within a few generations, society would be purged of imbe-
ciles, criminals, the congenitally idle and other burdens on public patience
and the public puise '

Today we are seeing a renewal of the same vile eugenic passions. Just
as, at the turn of the century, vasectomy allowed eugenicists to abandon ad-
vocacy of crude castration, so today Norplant—capsules inserted in a
woman’s upper arm, preventing pregnancy for up to five years and ap-
proved by the FDA in 1990-—substitutes for grosser attacks on wornen’s
fertility

The argument of the social cleansers is that welfare mothers have ba-
bies to accrue more benefits, A few years down the road, they say, these ba-
bies ultimately repeat the cycle of dependency and insensate, benefit-re-
lated reproduction Response: Curtail the babies by cutting the welfare
benefits, end the cycle by ending welfare.

We are at a critical stage on the evolution of these policies. On April
25, Arizona and Nebraska both prohibited Aid to Families With Dependent
Children benefit increases for recipients having further babies while on the
dole, though in Arizona, the Legislature finally dropped an outright prohi-
bition on welfare assistance for mothers with more than two children.
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Newt’s Welfare: Think of It as a Homeless Drill
ROBERT SCHEER

ondent for the Los Angeles

i ITe tional corresp )
Robert Scheer, a former na os Anscss

j jec his pi riginally app

i rites op-ed pieces. This piece origing : :

;ﬁzz’ozoge;uary lg 1995 “Newt" refers to the C(mser?anve Speaker
of the Héuse Newt Gingrich, “Bill” refers to President Clinton.

Looking over the Republican welfare plan, I ﬁnally unfiezs;fsfn:ivgg;ie{
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heat stayed on and we ate regular until she could get a job sewing sweaters
again.

My mother was a registered alien, so under Newt’s welfare plan she 3 -

wouldn’t have been eligible for aid Mom came through, though, and after
a couple of years on the dole she put in 25 more years in a sweatshop and
always paid her taxes, as a good alien should

Like Newt’s and Bill’s backgrounds, mine was not exactly Ozzie and 4
Harriet My father was a great guy but he had another family and divorces
were difficult and expensive in Catholic New York. He also got laid off the
day I was born When he got his job back four years later, he went 15 years
without missing a day of work until he suffered a stroke at his machine, and
then the New York Knitting Mills gave him a posthumous award. My fa-
ther provided as best he could for two families and yet helped raise me bet-
ter than any orphanage could .

I know the Republicans wouldn’t have wanted my mother to get an 3
abortion, because they would have believed that her fetus was sacred, even
though she was unwed Sure, they liked me as a fetus, but the second I
popped out they labeled me illegitimate

I was still in diapers and already made to feel like I'd commitied a &
crime The fact that I've never been indicted and have paid taxes ever since
I was 12 and joined the private sector delivering orders for Mairowitz’s
grocery store doesn’t mean a thing, because the Republican Heritage Foun-
dation has studies proving that we illegitimates cause all the crime

Of course I was different T was white. I knew how to use welfareasa 7
springboard to a job. When I was 16, I hitched down to Camden, N I, in
the summer and got a union job making real money I was in Camden a few
years ago—it has the highest welfare 1ate in the country and you don’t see
those black kids thete making real money getting union jobs at the Camp-
bell Soup factory, or at GE or the shipyards; all you hear is the lame excuse
that these places are all closed down

Tough love, baby, you picked the wrong time to be a fetus and you s
can’t expect the federal government to bail you out.

Like Newt says, the Federalist papers make clear this is a republic, not 9
a democracy, and it’s every fetus for itself That’s why the Republicans
plan to eliminate aid for severely disabled kids Sink or swim

Another group of ex-fetuses that better watch out are the ones who
pick teen-age mothers. After the Republican revolution, they get nada
Certainly not bitth control or abortion counseling. Like Republican welfare
guru Rep. E. Clay Shaw J1 of Florida told the National Chamber of Com-
merce, “It is time for society to send a signal to our teen-agers: Do not
sleep with someone and expect the taxpayers to bail you out if you have a
child " And that goes for your baby, too.

It all gets back to my point about knowing where to be born " The right
mother is important But neighborhood, class, race and wealth ought not to
be overlooked

It’s also going to be very important to be bomn poor only in upward
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he True End of Welfare Reform: Sumner M Rosen

nd the unemployment and welfare rolls go up, it’s every poor kid.for him-
self. Also, the soup pot is going to be a lot smaller The Republicans are
* planning to cut welfare by $40 billion over the next five years by sending
lock grants to the states, which they can use for other purposes The states
will no longer be required to provide a 50 percent match . L
Maybe I'm being ovetly pessimistic. Perha}ps the Regubhcans will cre-
" ate jobs by lowering the minimum wage But jobs or no jobs, ti.le Repubh;
“can plan kicks the poor off welfare afte'f two years Whete will they go’
* Don’t get hung up on second-wave questions. .

Think of the new welfare system as a two-year tralning camp for the
" future homeless Yes, even the kids; they’ll love it. Newt Ir}C ‘wﬂl- paclkage
" it as “Vittual Poverty—the Arcade Game.” And if they don’t like it? Tough

* Jove—they should have kicked harder in the womb They had their chance

| The True End of Welfare Reform

| SUMNER M ROSEN

Sumner M Rosen retired in 1993 as professor of social welfare at Colum-
bia University School of Social Work. He is a founding member of the
Jobs for All Coalition and Tews for Racial and Economic Justice. This ar-
ticle originally appeared in the Nation on April 3, 1995

The advocates for women and children are right; the Ging.rich jugg'er_r_lau.t’s
proposed changes in Aid to Families with Dependent Children will inflict
serious harm. Welfare advocates argue cotiectly that reform should at a
minimum include affordable daycare and medical coverage if welfare
mothers are required to seek work or enroll in training programs. But tk}e
central question is jobs, not only for women but for the fathers of their chil-
ren )

‘ Race is the unacknowledged obsession of the welfare reformers. They
fear, and hope to extirpate if they cannot change, what they see as black
patteins of illegitimacy and disrespect for traditional standard§ of sexqal
behavior, lifestyle and work ethic. Thisis a classic case of blaming the vie-
tim, an effort to punisb those who have lost the most in the econqr*{uc
changes of past decades In New York, Chicago. Detroit and (_)ther cities
with large concentrations of (mostly black) AFDC clients, catlier genera-
tions of black men married the mothers of theit children because the men
had steady jobs No more. In New York City, for example, th.e recovery that
began in November 1992 restored only one in five of the jobs lost in the
1989-1992 decline, and this modest improvement ground to a halt in the
" second half of 1994. Job prospects for those with littie or no experience and
limited skills and education are dismal. Manufacturing jobs rose modestly
in the United States but continued to decline in New York. -

The 1994 unemployment rate for young people age 16-19 in New
York was 32.3 percent, but this vastly understates the real level of jobless-
e e meher of voune black men either not in the labor force at all or
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unemployed and seeking work in New York City came to more than nine in
ten in 1988, a “prosperity” year, and there has been no movement in the
othet direction since.

The real purpose of the GOP’s attack on welfare is not to improve an
admittedly flawed program but to advance a broader conservative agenda
Welfare is a natural early target because it lacks a powerful lobby, and be~
cause the Clinton Administration offers only token yesistance—indeed, it
was Clinton who first let the genie out of the bottle when he started talking
welfare reform during the 1992 presidential campaign.

An immediate goal of the right is to insure a continuing supply of em-
ployees for the low-wage service industries and factory sweatshops, which
depend on a nonunionized, disproportionately female work force. These
women will be even more vulnerable to exploitation under the proposed
legislation This pressure will be applied by a welfare bureaucracy, whose
job will be to require welfare mothers to accept the unappetizing employ-
ment choices they are given, at the risk of losing support for themselves
and theit children We already have a fiourishing system of coercive treat-
ment of young black men, who are in prison or on parole record num-
bers; welfare reform will complete the circle.

The GOP has proposed spending a limited amount of money on wel-
fare each yeat, which would end its status as an entitlement automatically
guaranteeing benefits to anyone who meets the minimum fequirements.
This opens the door to an attack on other entitlement programs, like Social
Security, Medicaid, and Medicare. Conservative advocates have long had
these programs in their sights; the cutbacks in welfare are a major step to-
ward gutting others

One of the weapons in the welfare assault involves tuning AFDC over
to the states, which opens the door to the uitimate ¢limination of the role
the federal government has played since the New Deal: establishing and
enforcing minimum standards that apply everywhere and to everyone.
States already enjoy wide discretion in determining eligibility and estab-
lishing the Ievel of AFDC benefit payments; the abandonment of all federal
rule-making will expose women and children to the racism, indifference,
and budget-cutting of conservative state governments.

Once federal standards are undermined in the area of welfare, those
butiressing a whole range of other programs will become more vulnera-
ble—occupational health and safety, affirmative action, union-management
relations, provision of public housing, environmental protection and many
others that have been enacted to meet basic human needs since the New
Deal era This New Deal heritage of an activist and caiing government,
armed with the tools to enforce the public will as expressed in federal legis-
lation, is the real target of the welfare reformers

But as the stakes go up and more programs come under attack, the
prospects for resistance increase. Public opinion supports mote jobs for the
parents of AFDC children, a higher minimum wage, guaranteed health
care, and quality daycare. As people come (0 understand the broader impli-
cations and effects of the attack on welfare, the base of opposition to it can

Synthesis
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be expanded to include a wide spectrum of groups that share a stake in pro-
tecting the gains that Démocratic administrations have made during the
past half-century.

A A A

Consider Your Purpose

Here, then, are eight sources on the debate over welfare in the United States.
On what basis can you synthesize the material in these sources? Before you
can even begin to answer this question, you must consider your purpose.
Consider that three researchers, working with three different purposes, could
read these same sources and write very different papers, each of which
would satisfy their reasons for wiiting What you write depends largelv on
your purpose in writing. _

One purpose might simply be 1o survey, in some kind of order, the posi-
tions in the welfare debate An exam question might require that you do just
that. In such a case, your purpose can he satisfied by simple summaries of as
many sources as you have space ot time for, with an opening and a closing
that say, in effect, here are some of the various positions on both left and
right. Another purpose might be even more limited: to seek out specific pro-
posals for dealing with welfare —from eliminating it, to reforming it, to leav-
ing it pretty much as it s 1n such a case, you would be looking only for those
sections of the sources that had to do with specific proposals and passing
over other sections that deal with, for example, the underlying reasons for
what some (but not all) consider a social crisis '

Yet another purpose might be to take an informed position of your own
on welfare. With such a purpose, you could lay out your own position,
whether on the left, the right, or the center, using arguments from the sources
1o buttress this position and atlempting to show the deficiencies of arguments
- with which you disagreed
_ But let us suppose—since we are presently concerned with explanatory
. synthesis—that your purpose is to present an overview of the welfare debate,
© not simply as a series of summaries, but rather as a coherent analysis. This

would require that you resist the temptation to organize your synthesis by
source, to devote, for instance, one paragraph of your paper to each of sev-
eral sources. You do not want to write a paper that says, in effect: “I've read
eight sources. Here's a summary of each ” A much stronger approach is to
organize your synthesis according to ideas An acceptable explanatoty syn-
. thesis requires that you see in your sources an interplay of ideas. Based on
the interplay you see, choose from your sousces selectively, in a manner that
‘promotes yout readers’ understanding.

- Let's return, then, to the questions we posed before presenting the
‘sources: What are the main issues in the debate, and how do the opinions
“expressed in the various sources relate to one another? We've already sug-
ested that one useful way to relate the sources to one another is to arrange
hem along the political spectrum, from right (conservative) to feft (liberal). If
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you view the sources in this light, you will soon conclude that Postrel, My Iiberals and conservatives cannot agree on where to lay

ray, and Krauthammer are conservatives (of various kinds) They want to ej:
ther drastically reform the welfare system or eliminate it altogether, in accor.
dance with their underlying assumption that government should get out of
the business of what they considet charity, and charity, morecver, that rein'-.'
forces socially irresponsible behavior like having babies out of wedlock and
staying on the dole rather than working Rosen, Scheer, and Cockburn, on
the other hand, would be classified as liberals (Cockburn, in fact, would be
classified as a radical ) While not explicitly defending the current welfare-:'
system, they aftack those who call for its reform or elimination, accusing:
them of “blaming the victim,” of wanting to perpetuate a sweatshop econ-
omy, and even of outright racism McCrary, the only writer who is actually
on welfare, attempls to counter the negative stereotype of welfare mothers
with her own personal experience and observations President Clinton, a
moderate, calls for welfare reform, but of a much milder type than conserva-
tives would find acceptable

the blame for the current welfare crisis or on how .to

fix it.
This is a considerable improvement over the first thesis. One f'urther nass
yet further through an acknowledgment that both liberals and

might refine it :
’ gree that the current system does not work:

onservatives a

Liberals and conservatives in the welfare debate agree

that the system is in need of reform, but they camot

agree on where to lay the blame for the current welfare

gituation, or on what the government should do about

it.

' Decide How You Will Use Your Source Material

The easiest way to deal with sources is 10 summaﬁze them But because you
. are synthesizing ideas rather than sources, you will havre-to be more seiech;e
' than if you were writing a simple summary You don't ha\-re to treat alf the
" ideas in your sources, just the ones related to your thesis. nge sources
might be summarized in theit entirety; others, iny in part Usm_g the techr-1
niques of summary, determine section by section t-he main topics of eac

source, focusing on those topics related to your thesis, Write brief phrase§ in
the margin, underline key phrases or sentences, of take notes on a separate
sheet of paper Decide how your sources can help you achieve your purpose

and support your thesis.

Formulate a Thesis

The difference between your purpose and your thesis is a difference primarily
of sharpness of focus. Your purpose provides direction to your research and
focus to your paper. Your thesis sharpens this focus by narrowing it and for-’
mulating it in the words of a single declarative statement (Refer to Chapter 2
for additional discussion on formulating thesis statements.)

Since your purpose in this case is simply to present source material with
little or no comment, your thesis would be the most obvious statement you
can make about the relationship among these passages. By “obvious” state-
ment we mean a statement that is clearly supported in all the passages

Your first attempt at a thesis might yield something like this:

Develop an Organizational Plan

Many pecple are engaged in a debate over welfare. the reader

An organizational plan is your plan for presenting material to
What material will you present? To find out, examine your thesis. Does the
content and structure of the thesis (that is, the number and order of asser-
tions) suggest an organizational plan for the paper? E.xpect to.devote at Ie'ast
one paragraph of your paper to developing each.sr?(?t.lon of this plan. Having
identified likely sections, think through the possibilities of arr‘an'gement Ask
yourself: What information does the reader need to understand first? H(?w do
| build on this first section—what block of information will follow? Think of
each section in relation to others until you have placed them all and have
worked your way through to a plan for the whole paper o
Study your thesis, and let it help suggest an orgamzat_lon Bear in mind
that any one paper can be writtenﬁ—successfulIy—Taccord|ng to a vgrl.e?y_ of
plans. Your job before beginning your first draft is to explore posssbll!t:es
Sketch a series of rough outlines: arrange and rearrange your paper's likely

While this thesis does identify the subject, it does not identify even in a
general way the participants in this debate. The fact that the welfare contro-
versy tends to split along liberal-conservative lines is significant. The first re-
vision might therefore acknowledge this fact as follows:

Liberals and conservatives are engaged in a debate over

welfare.

This thesis is a little better, more sharply focused, but it fails to indicate
the nature of the debate Even the most casual analysis of the above sources
would reveal at least two major points of contention in this debate: Who or
what is responsible for the current welfare crisis, and what to do about it? A
further revision of the thesis along these lines might yield the following:
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sections until you sketch a plan that both facilitates the reader’s understand-:
ing and achieves your objectives as writer. Your final paper may well deviate
from your final sketch, since in the act of wiiting you may discover the need '

to explore new material, to omit planned material, or to refocus your entire
presentation Just the same, a well-conceived organizational plan will en-

courage you to begin writing a draft

Based on the thesis he developed above, student Casey Cole developed |

a six-part paper, including introduction and conclusion:

A Introduction: the two contending points of view in the welfare de-
bate

The origin of the welfare system in this country; its current status
The conservative point of view

The moderate point of view

The liberal point of view

Conclusion: reiteration of the contending viewpoints

=m N

Write the Topic Sentences

This is an optional step; but writing draft versions of topic sentences wil get
you started on each main section of your synthesis and will help give you the
sense of direction you need to proceed. Here are some examples of topic
sentences for selections based on Casey Cole’s thesis and organizational
plan Note also that when read in sequence following the thesis, these sen-
tences give a very clear idea of the logical progression of the whole essay.
(Note also that the first topic sentence contains information found in one or
more background sources not reprinted here )

At 1ts inception during the Creat Depression, wel-
fare had a clearly defined goal: to temporarily provide
fmancial aid to needy mothers whose husbands had died
or become unable to work, so that they could support
their families,

Conservatives think that the government should ei-
ther drastically cut back these welfare pPrograms or get
‘cut of the welfare business altogether.

Moderates, seeing a continuing role for the federal
government, also believe that welfare rrograms -should
be reformed, but less drastically than conservatives
would like,

Liberals, ingisting that the federal government has
a contimuing obligation to provide assistance to the

needy, applaud the President’'s reluctance to end wel-

Synthesis
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j ' 151 - term
fare outright, but object to any provisicn for te

limits on benefits
Those who debate welfare disagres so vehemently tha;

it becomes clear that deep-seated political viewpolnts

underlie the opposing peositions

Write Your Synthesis o
Here is Casey Cole’s completed synthesis, the product of two p'relijm;]rlazjy
drzfts In the following example, thesis and topic se.ntencesl are h[:)g|ai|l~|ideiﬁ
“ ati (MLA) documentation style, ex .
Modern Language Association . | sle plained i
i hat for the sake of clarity pa
hapter 5, is used throughout Note t | . !
rCe?Zinces are to pages in Writing and Reading Across the Cumculuhm. éTr\ivci
" background sources referenced in this essay, Sancton and Rector, have ©

been reprinted here))
Welfare and the Americsn Dream

In an economy where a full-time minimum-wage job
can’t support a single parent with one child, does gov-
ernment have an obligation to provide welfare benefits
to families who have no other means of survival?.OI
should government abandon welfare, since those on the
dole often use it as a crutch to support themselves and

their illegitimate children while avoiding getting a

KA

o5

driving . |
clared in 1911: “Let us honor the mother wherever

orce behind the original weifare program, de-

found--if she has given a citizen to the nation, then

the nation owes something to her” (gtd. in Postrel
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105} . One program stood out above all others and became
the govermment’s primary means of welfare: Aid to Fami-
lies With Dependent Children. In recent yeafs, however,
welfare rolls have exploded (there were 4.7 million
welfare households in 1992), and AFDC’s price tag has
grown to $25 billion. And AFDC is only the tip of the
icebers. One estimate has the cost of AFDC and food
stamps, alsc a welfare program, at more than $40 bil-
lion (Sancton 45). Another estimate, by the conserva-
tive Robert Rector, shows about 80 major welfare pro-
grams at the federal, state, and local levels costing a
toetal of $324 hillion in fiscal vear 1993--a lot of
money for a program that many believe doesn’t work and
that has created a permanent culture of dependency
(B13) . Add to the enormous costs of welfare the resent-—
ment felt by many at having to subsidize what they con-
sider irresponsible behavicr by those who have made
welfare a way of life and one begins to get an idea of
why welfare is considered a national crisis, crying out
for reform. Addressing the National Governors’ Conven- .
tion in 1993, President Bill Clinton declared, “No one

likes the welfare system as it currently exists, least

cf &ll the people who are on it” (93)“

fare recipients for the crisis, assertlng that they
lack the personal responsibility needed to get off the
dole These critics believe that as long as lower-class
gingle mothers receive money from the government, they
have no incentive either to work or to raise their
children within the context of marriage in two-parent
families. Charles Krauthammer, writing in the Washing-
ton Post, believes that this “Subsidized Illegitimacy”
lies at the heart of the welfare problem. For Krautham-
mer, “illegitimacy is the royal road to poverty and all

its attendant pathologies” (102). The solution, he ar-

¢ Fxplanatory Synthetics

gues, is to abolish the ATDC. “Take [welfare] away,” he
maintains, “and the society built on babies having ba-
pies cannot sustain itself” (102). Welfare reciplents
would be forced, in effect, to sink or swim. And how
would they prevent themselves from sinking? First, of
course, they would do this by not having illegitimate
children. But if they did, they would have two options,
according to Charles Murray, a fellow at the conserva-
tive American Enterprise Institute. Either a mother
would put her baby up for adocption, or the burden of
supporting mother and child would fall upon the women '’ s
relatives or upon private charities--thus making “an
illegitimate birth the socially horrlﬁc act it used to
be” (99). The social stlgma attached to unwed motherﬁ

hood, Murray claims, would deter young women from hav-

1ng children they can’t support.

“Thé Character Is-

Invﬁer article

sue,” Virginia Postrel editor of the libertarian maga-
zine Reason, claims that welfare debases both the
givers and the recipients and leads to a devaluation of
work and to increased prejudice. She compares the cur-
rent welfare crisis to the situation in the Ayn Rand
story in which babies are a pestilence, not a blessing
Tater, she extends the metaphor, stating that many peo-
ple believe that immigrants (who, they believe, com-
prise a large percentage of welfare recipients) are
like locusts (106}. Like Krauthammer and Murray,
Postrel wants to abolish AFDC. Like them, she believes
that the govermment should not be in the business of
providing aid that should be provided--as it was pro-
vided in times past--by private charities and bv rela-
tives of the needy. Why, they ask, sheould the taxpayers

be required to subsidize illegitimacy and personal im-

morallty’

119
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. They try to mix compassion with practical-

ity. while agreeing with conservatives that single

mothers should support themselves, they oppose an imme~ .

diate cutoff of funds, believing that the federal gov-
ermment should gradually wean AFDC recipients off the
dole. The expanding welfare rolls, they believe, shoulgd
be blamed not on the irresponsibility of the recipi-
ents, but rather on a shrinking job market and a re-
duced eccnomy combined with poor educational opportuni -
ties for the people living in poverty President
Clinton sympathizes with welfare recipients:
So many people stay on welfare not because of the
checks. . . They do it solely because thev do
not want to put their children at risk of losing
health care or bscause they do not have the neney
to pay for child care out of the meager wages they
can earn coming from a low education base {84)
Welfare recipient Teresa McCrary, who is also a
student at the University of Minnesota, echoes the Preg-
ident.’s words in defense of welfare mothers. If the un-
employed are unable to find work, she asks, how can wel-
fare mothers like herself with inadequate educatiocn or
training be expected to find more than minimum wage jobs?
And who is to take care of her children while she works?
McCrary asks for both “money and patience on the taxpay-
ers’ part” while she completes the education that will
enable her to get a decent job (104). Clinton's welfare
principles would provide this breathing space. It would
continue the federal government’s support of child and
health care for working mothers who enroll in federally
sponsored job skills programs. But welfare benefits
would end two years after completion of this Program.
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sion foriterm. i

t. Lo any  provi
i For ﬁhem, social justice and compas-
sién éfe paramount: all should have a fair shot a? ful-
£liing the American dream. Liberals see conservative

accusations that AFDC recipients lack respongibility as

racial attacks and as exarmples of “blaming the victim.

Sumner Rosen, retired professor of social welfare at

the Columbia University cchool of Social Work, main-
tains that “[rlace is the unacknowledged chsession of

5
the welfare reformers. They fear . what they see a

plack patterns of illegitimacy and disrespect for tra-—
ditional standards of sexual hehavior, lifestyle and
work ethic” (111}, Other liberals point out that re-
gardless of who is to blame for the welfare crisis.(a?d
they do not always admit that there is a crisis), %t is
the children of ATDC families who suffer when aid is
cut off. These critics charge that corservative plans
to abolish the AFDC are punitive to innocent victilms--
the children of welfare mothers.

1,08 Angeleg Times columist Robert Scheer recalls

tis own childhood in a family whose income was supple-
mented by welfare: “[My mother] thought it was a good
thing the heat stayed on and we ate regular until she

could get a job sewing swealers again” (10%-10). Scheer

sees hypocrigy in conservafive cpposition to both AFDC
and abortion: *[Republicans] liked me as a fetus, but
the second I popped cut they labeled me ijlegitimate”
(110) Radical columnist Alexandsr Cockburn sees con-
cervative attacks on AFDC as a direct attack on the
fertility of poor women reminiscent of the steriliza-
rion programs in Nazi Germany (108) . He describes a‘ |
Connecticut bill that would have pregsured AFDC recipi-
ents to accept subdermal Norplant {which prevents preg-

it inuing to
nancy for five years) as & econdition of contimilng



122

receive welfare benefits. The conservative solution

Ceckburn charges, is to “socially cleanse” pgor wogen

by keeping them from reproducing---just as the Nazis

dealt with their undesirables in the 1930s. For the

liberals, then, plans to cut back or eliminate welfare

arguc;?el, racist, and sexist .
i éqéﬁ s

25 TR OPDG " In conflict are two

o . . PR
rsions of our nation: one, with an activist and com-

&
’-4-/

passionate government in the spirit of the New Deal:
another, in which every person is free to excel by his
or her own efforts, unhindered--and unhelped--by big
g?vernment‘ The former is the ideal America of liberals
like Rosen, Scheer, and Cockburn, who feel that the
government has a responsibility to provide assistance
te citizens who have been left hehind through no fault
of their own. The latter is the ideal America of con-
servatives like Krauthammer, Murray, and Postrel, who
believe that perseverance and strength of character are
all one needs to be successful

What is the role of the govermment in providing for
the well-being of its c¢itizens? That is the crucial

question at the heart ¢f the welfare debate
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piscussion

« Casey Cole devotes his first paragraph to introducing the two con-
tending viewpoints on the welfare debate. He presents each view-
point as a gquestion and ends the paragraph with his thesis.

« [n paragraph 2 Cole offers a brief account of the origin of the welfare
system in this country and of its present scope and costs, and he
quotes President Clinton on the need for welfare reform.

» In paragraphs 3 and 4 Cole presents the conservative viewpoint on
the welfare debate—that the government must stop providing-wel-
fare benefits as a first step toward ending a culture of dependency—
by considering the ideas of Charles Krauthammer, Charles Murray,
and Virginia Postrel. :

s Paragraphs 5 and 6 deals with the moderate viewpoint on welfare,
covering the ideas of President Clinton, who promised to reform the
welfare system, but in a less drastic manner than the conservatives
advocate. Cole also quotes Teresa McCrary, who defends welfare

 mothers like herself from conservative critics

e Paragraphs 7 and 8 consider the liberal viewpoint on welfare—that
government has an obligation to continue welfare programs. Cole
begins with the views of Sumner Rosen, who considers conservative

attacks on welfare mothers as “blaming the victim 7 He also quotes
Robert Scheer and Alexander Cockburn, who have nothing but
scorn for conservatives who attack welfare families.

e In the final two paragraphs, 9 and 10, Cole returns to the philosoph-
ical differences—and visions of America—that underlie the contend-
ing viewpoints on welfare. The short final paragraph puts the essen-

tial issue in a nutshell.

Note that since this is an explanatory synthesis, Cole does not take a po-
sition on the welfare debate or even suggest which side (if any) he favors. His
purpose in this essay is simply to explain as accurately as possible how peo-
ple involved in the welfare debate cannot agree on the causes of the current
crisis, or on the appropriate role of government in dealing with it
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THE ARGUMENT SYNTHESIS

The explanatory synthesis, as we have seen, is fairly modest in |:)ur;;)05'.e"'l .
b

;enr?ep?g?;z?s thesmateriaés in the sources themselves, not the student writey’
pretation Since your reader is not alw i iti )
‘ on ead ays in a position 1o read v
sources, this kind of synthesis, if well done, can be very informative Buz/?u

main characteristic of the explanatory synthesis is that it is designed more 4
)

mfo.rm. than to persuade As we have said, the thesis in the explanat '
Fhe5|s is less a device for arguing a particular point than a device f 'Ory o
ing foclus and direction to an objective presentation of facts or o e o
the writer of an explanatory synthesis, you remain, for the ot
tached observer. ’ s part 2 de

You might disagree with this, contending that the thesis we devel ed
for the explanatory synthesis does represent a particular point of v'eve- ?p_ed_-. |
e;als and conservatives in the welfare debate agree that the system Iieszvivn. ni(_e['bd_
;; refc.}rm,.but they can’t agree on where to lay the blame for the current WEelL'f

re situation or on what the government should do about it ” To an extent.
this FiOes represent a point of view, but note that based on the sourcX e
Sp(;i\rflded, no contrar;lfdpgint of view would be possible Having r‘eadeti(:z: :

Ces, No one cou isagree that liberals and conservati ;

who or what is to blame for the welfare crisis and over SviLV;t;\ézsgzIf:rin?\eﬁi

should do about it
W .An argun_wentat.ive thesis, in contrast to an explanatory one, is debatable
riters working with the same source materials could conceive of and sup.

Sort otzer, oppgsite theses. So the theses for argument syntheses are proposi- -
ions about which reasonable people could disagree. They are propositions

about which (given the right arguments, as you formulate them) people might

be persuaded to change their minds Thus, the general purpose of the argu-

ment synthesis is to present your poi i i i
: point of view—in a lo
ported by relevant facts ' gical manner and sup-

Consider Your Purﬁose

:;s \?th the gxglanatgry synthesis, your specific purpose in writing an argu-
ent synthesis is crucial What exactly you want to do will affect vour thesis

the evidence you select to support your thesis, and the way you organize the

evidence. Your purpose may be clear to you before you begin research, may

emer i '
ge during the course of research, or may not emerge until after you have -

completed your research. (Of course, the sooner your purpose is cl

you, the fewer wasted motions you will make On the other hand thceear t_O

you.app;'oa}ch research as an exploratory process, the likelier that’ ou 'more

dgmon? will emerge from the sources themselves, rather than fron: f C‘OW

ceived ideas For a discussion on the process of r‘es:earch see Chapte p;econ-
Let’s say that while reading your sources, what imprésses Qouizv;n )

than the arguments themselves (on one side ot the other} is the vehemr::ég

vilues. Should
help themselves? An

ma
about the kind of argume

€
the debate has been conducted—a manner that you h
ately irresponsible and self-defeating

one of your sources conc
perpetuates a culture of illegitimacy.
But you may use that s
tory language is commo
‘may use a source as a strawman, a wea
knock down again Qr the author of one of your souices may be so conving-

tirely The point is that the thesis is in your hands:
‘and must use your sources in some way that will support that thesis.

ith which the debate is conducted. The writers are often angry, bitter,
ornful of those they consider their ideological opponents. Welfare is one of
e issues, like abortion or capital punishment, in which many people have
reat moral investment because it goes to the heart of their own personal
the government help out those in need? Should those in need
d why do they need help in the first place? Which is the
ter virtue—compassion or self-reliance? Of course, such guestions over-
mplify the issue, but the point is that questions like these seem to underlie
ny of the arguments in the welfare debate.

" You decide to further pursue this matter what do the sources show
nts that are made over welfare? You are less inter-
he issue than in focusing on the manner in which

sted in taking a side on t
ave come to feel is ulti-

formulate a Thesis
Your discussion is organized and held together by your own thesis, which.

ave nothing to do with the thesis of any of your sources For example,
ludes that welfare needs to be eliminated because it
This conclusion will not be your thesis.
ource to help demonstrate your point that inflamma-
n among arguments on both sides of the debaté. You
k argument that you set up only to

ay h

ing that you adopt his or her thesis—or adopt it to some extent but not en-
you must devise it yourself

You may not want to divulge your thesis until the very end of the paper,
to draw the reader along toward your conclusion, allowing the thesis to flow
naturally out of the argument and the evidence on which it is based. [f you
do this, you are working inductively Or you may wish to be more direct and
begin with your thesis, following the thesis statement with evidence to sup-
port it If you do this, you are working deductively. In academic papers, de-
ductive arguments are far more common than inductive arguments.

Based on your reactions to reading the sources, you decide to focus
upon what you consider the irresponsible and self-defeating manner in
which arguments on both sides of the welfare debate have been conducted.
After a few tries, you arrive at the following tentative thesis:

Those who are carrying on the welfare debate seem less
interested in fostering a broad agreement on dealing

with the situation than in giving way to emotionalism
and irrationality end in making moral judgments about

those they consider responsible for the problems.
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Synthesis

Decide How You Will Use Your Source Material

Your tentative thesis commits you (1) to explain the emotional manner in:

which the welfare debate has been conducted, (2) to demonstrate that differ-

ences in moral values underlie the different positions in the debate, and (3) to
explain how the manner in which the debate has been conducted is not con-
ducive to the formation of a broad consensus. The sources provide plenty of .
examples that will aliow you to fulfill these commitments The more extreme -
writers on both sides—Postrel and Krauthammer on the right, Scheer and -
Cockburn on the left—will provide ample examples of emotional arguments.

And assumptions about values are readily apparent in all of the selections.
It may become apparent, as you prepare to write, that you need to con-
sult additional sources to flesh out your paper. For example, you may need to

locate statistics and other factual information about welfare for the introduc-

tory paragraph. You may also need to consult a source to pin down the dif-

ferences in philosophy between liberal and conservative viewpoints. (The -

model essay that follows incorporates and references such sources, though
they are not included here)

Develop an Organizational Plan

Having established your overall purpose, having developed a tentative thesis,

and having decided how to use your source materials, how do you logically
organize your essay? In many cases, including this one, a well-written thesis
will suggest an overall organization. Thus, one part of the synthesis will be
devoted to demonstrating the emotional nature of the arguments over wel-
fare, another to showing how these arguments reflect differences in values.
Upon further consideration, you may decide that the values issue is so funda-
mental that it precedes everything else {(except for the introductory section).
Your next task would be—through outlining perhaps—to subdivide the vari-
ous sections of the paper Such an outline does not have to be very com-
plex—simply a series of topics. For example:

A

B
c

Introduction Origin and present status of the welfare system.
Thesis
Opposing values of conservatives and libesals.
Value judgments made by various commentators.

1 Conservatives

2 Liberals

Emotional language of welfare debate
“Bamboozling”—irrational rhetorical ploys

1 Argument ad hominem

2 Guilt by association

3 Slippery slope
Conclusion—polarization of the welfare issue prevents the for-
mation of a broad consensus
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Write Your Synthesis

“The second draft of a completed synthesis, based on the above outline, fol-

lows Thesis, transitional, and topic sentences are highlighted; Modern Lan-
guage Association (MLA} documentation style, explained in Chapter 5, is
used throughout Note that for the sake of clarity, page references in the fol-
lowing essay (with the exception of the reference to Sancton) are to pages in
Writing and Reading Across the Curriculum, including the selections by
Burns et al. and Cross in Chapter 7

The angry Welfare Debate
Welfare in the United States began in 1935 as a 1
means of providing cash payments to families in which
the father had died or was unable to work It continues
to the present thxoughrsuch programs as AFDC (Aid to
Families wWith Dependent Children), Medicaid, and food
stamps. Many believe that welfare has reached crisis
proportions, with more than $40 billicon a year being
paid to 4.7 million households. Although this sum is
considerably less {in adjusted dellars) than what wel-
fare cost twenty vears ago, it is still large enough
that what to do about welfare--continue it, reform it,
eliminate it--has become the subject of intense debate
in this country in the halls of Congress, on radio talk
" chows, in editorials and magazine articles, and over
millions of dimmer tables (Sancton 45). But anvone
seeking reasonable, logical discussions of the welfare
issue will have to look long and hard. What is mest
striking sbout many of the pieces written about welfare
is not so much the positicns taken or the kinds of evi-
dence used to support these positions, but how angry
the authors are and how much scorn they display toward

those with opposing views (and, for anti-welfare

pleces, against many of the people on welfare)

b
5




e} o Tmenty: Liberals believe in “the positive
uses of govermment to bring about justice and equality
of opportunity
sionate and affirmative government” (Burns et al. 263).

Congervatives, on the other hand, “prefer private giv-

ing and individual voluntary efforts targeted at social

and econcmic problems rather than government programs”.
(Burns et al. 267}. From these assumpticns, grounded
largely on moral values, it follows that liberals tend
to favor welfare programs and that conservatives tend to
oppose them Liberals see welfare as a means of provid-
ing & financial safety net for mothers whe have no other
means of providing for themselves and their children
They consider conservative views on welfare as callous
and cruel. Conservatives, on the other hand, see welfare
as a means of creating a society of dependents who are
able, at the taxpayers’ expense, to avoid personal re-
spensibility for their actions. They consider liberal
views on welfare as irresponsible and
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I welfare policies  torbroader ol

Charles Murray believes that the welfare crisis is a

result of debased cultural and sesual standards. He
blames the rising illegitimacy rate on a wrongheaded
social policy that financially rewards single mother-
hocd Making welfare assistance contingent upon the
mother’s being married would help restore a society
based on “virtue and temperance” {101). Another conser-
vative, Charles Krauthammer, alsoc objects to welfare
payments to welfare mothers: “Underwriting tragedy is
one thing,” he says. “Underwriting wantonness is quite

another” (103) Even President Clinton, consgidered a

[and] stress the need for a compas-
custs, adding, *2 lot of Americans, mostly off the

liberal-to-moderate on welfars, argues that welfare moth-
ers should be required to work, apparently inplying that
they prefer the dole to gainful employment (95). The most

extreme value judgments of all the conservatives come

from the libertarian editor Virginia Postrel, who cites

ryn Rand’s conparison of immigrants on welfare to lo-

OHEETI . In his own way as extreme as
Postrel, Nation writer Alexander Cockburn compares op-
ponents of welfare to Nazis Cockburn is writing sbout
proposals to require AFDC mothers to accept Norplant, a
contraceptive technique. He compares such proposals,
ang the attitudes that devise théem, to the steriliza-
tion programs of Hitler's Germany, as well as to simi-
lar programs in this country in the first half of the
century. Cockburn maintains that those who advocate
such programs are alsc racists: “Wait for the social
engineers to start insisting that peor black female
teen-agers accept Norplant as a condition for probation
or any form of social benefit” (109). Somewhat less in-
flammatory is former social welfare Professor Sumner M.
Rogen, who believes that in advocating welfare reform,
congervatives want “to insure a continuing supply of
ermployees for the low-wage service industries and fac-
tory sweatshops, which depend on a nonunicnized, dis-
proporticnately female work force” (112) . Rosen sees
the real target of the welfare reformers as the entire
heritage of New Deal programs that were enacted “to
meet basic human needs” (112) Los Angeles Times colum-
nist Robert Scheer adopts a bitterly ironic attack on
conservative advocates of welfare reform. He accuses
conservatives--who oppose abortion, but advocate cut-
ting off funds to welfare mothers--of cruel hypocrisy.

They vigerously support fetuses but have no gqualms
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about cutting them loose once they're actually born:
*it’s every fetus for itself. That’s why the RepubliQ'V
cans plan to eliminate aid for severely disabled kidS,f

Sink or sw1m” {110} .

often

LR il

Thls is cer-

tainly the cage w1th those debating welfare reform.

Making his analogy of certain welfare reformers to

Nazis, Alexander Cockburn writes of “vile eugenic pas-
sions” and “gas-chamber economics® {108, 109).
cludes his assessment of welfare reformers by assert-
“The door is swinging open and all the old fiith
(109} .

writes that we should think of the preoposed two—yéax

ing,
seeping through” Znother liberal, Robert Scheer,
limit on welfare payments as “a two-year training camp
{111).

plan as “the Gingrich juggernaut”

for the future homeless” Sumner Rosen refers to
the conservatives’
(111).

Charles Krauthammer,

On the other end of the political spectrum, for
to reform welfare is “to rcot out
at its origin the most perverse govermment incentive
program of all: the subsidy for illegitimacy” {102},
Concluding his article with a final reference to black
illegitimacy, Charles Murray turns to a disease
metaphor -in declaring that American society *“cannot
(101} .
Postrel refers to “Aid to Families with Dependent Chii-
dren, a.k.a. Welfare As We Know 1t” (106). The term

"a.k.a.”

survive the same epidemic among whites” Virginia

(alsc known as}, of course, is often used to

identify aliases uged by criminals. Thus, Postrel asso-

ciates welfare with criminality.
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mon such devices is the argument ad hominem, the at-

;?ﬁ g

a2,

One cf the most com-

tempt to discredit a position on an issue by attacking

He con~ .
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he perseon who supports it. Thus, Sumner Rosen seems to

onsider those whe call for welfare reform as racists:
impace is the unacknowledged obsession of the welfare

freformers They fear, and hope to extirpate if they

:cannot change, what they see as black patterns of ille-

‘gitimacy and disrespect for traditional standards of

‘mexual behavior, lifestyle and work ethic® (111). Cn

.the other hand, Charles Krauthammer seems to attack

welfare mothers when he approvingly quotes ethnographer
Eiijah Anderson to the effect that welfare methers look
upon babies as economic assets, a means of getting ad-

ditional welfare money (101-102).

Cher

bré&lted We have seen that

s

1iberal Alexander Cockburn triegs to discredit welfare

raeform, or at least the Norplant proposals, by assccil-

ating them with the despised Nazis. On the other hand,

conservative Virginia Postrel writes that thg welfare
state has made our soclety resemble the one described
in an Ayn Rand novel, in which wages were based on a
philosophy of “ ‘from each according to his ability, to
each according to his need’ " {(10&8}. Since this guota-
tion is one of the central tenets of Marxism, Postrel

is clearly suggesting that the welfare state is like a

Marxist state.

B A

¢§@t“ﬁnother,

éown' Thus, for

Rt eyt

o ?n g ’é}g@é ﬁi‘&i}l?.ﬁtiﬂ; "WB‘:SI dev*alg

i “Xhéhmgﬂ

Sumner Rosen, once we start the process of welfare re-

form, the conservatives won’'t be satisfied until we have
totally dismantled the enlightened gocial legacy of the
(112) .

the welfare gystem,

For Charles Murray, unless we reform
(101

New Deal
the country won’t survive

Even Teresa McCrary, a welfare mother, concludes her
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article (following a reference to United Nations aid fa

the starving people of Scmalia) with an irenic slippery

slope argument: “if people keep picking on us, the

United Nations will have to heip the United States feed

us” (105)

Welfare is an emotional and,vélue—laden issue, and .

it is unrealistic to hope that it can be treated in a

completely'rational and dispassionate mammer. After

all, trying te reform welfare is not like trying to de--

bug a software program, a largely intellectual opera-
tion. Created originally out of a sense of compassion
and good will, welfare involves attitudes and convic-
tions that go to the heart of how human beings act to-
ward and evaluate one another. Nevertheless, reading
through a series of arguments con welfare leaves one
with a feeling of frustration. Can’t these people tone
down their language? Can’t they at least try to argue
in a mere rational manner? Above all, can’t they see
how counterproductive it is to polarize the issue into
what is mo;ally'right and what is morally wrong? By at-
tacking thelr perceived enemies so vigeorously, by re-
fusing to concede the good faith of those who disagree
with them, they cut off the possibility of compromise.
They prevent the formation of a broad consensus that
could forge a new policy acceptable to the population
at large. Unfortunately, that doesn’'t seem likely to
happen. It‘s difficult to form a consensus with peocple

who think of you as locusts, racists, or Nazis.
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‘Discussion

« In the introductory paragraph, the writer explains the origin and pre-
sent status of the welfare system (drawing partially upon an article,
not included here, by Thomas Sancton), introduces the intense de-
hate over the issue, and concludes with the essay’s thesis: “In fact,
those who are carrying on the welfare debate seem less interested in
fostering a broad agreement on dealing with the situation than in
giving way to emotionalism and irrationality and in making motal
judgments about those they consider responsible for the problems.”

¢ The body of the essay (beginning with paragraph 2} consists of seven
paragraphs The second paragraph sets up the opposing assumptions
of liberals and conservatives. (This section is based partially on ma-
terial from the Burns passage that appear on pp 264-81, later in this
book ) Paragraph 3 quotes and summarizes some explicit value
judgments on welfare and welfare recipients made by conservatives
(Murray, Krauthammer, Postrel) Paragraph 4 does the same for lib-
eral argumerits on welfare by liberais (Cockburn, Rosen, Scheer)

e Paragraph 5 cites examples of inflammatory and emotional language
made by people on both sides of the debate (Cockburn, Scheer,
Rosen, Murray, Postrel).

» Paragraphs 6-8 deal with various kinds of rhetorical ploys, classified
by Donna Cross as “bamboozling ” (Cross’s article appears on pp.
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300-314 later in this book ) Paragraph 6 deals with examples f {]
argument ad hominem, as practiced by Rosen and Krauthamme
Paragraph 7 deals with guilt by association, as practiced by Cog
burn and Postrel Paragraph 8 deals with the slippery sfope ar
ment, as practiced by Rosen, Murray, and McCrary :

* The writer concludes by conceding that welfare is an inher'éntj):,'

emotional and value-laden issue, but asserting that the polariz

manner in which the debate has been conducted prevents the forma.

tion of a broad consensus for dealing with the problems

Of course, many other approaches to an argument synthesis would'be-

possible based on the sources provided hete. One, obviously, would he o

make the opposite argument: the parties to the debate are nor being overly
emotional and that they are saying just exactly what needs to be said, in the

way it needs to be said. Another would choose to take a position of ane’s

own on the issue of welfare and to use the sources to buttress or shape ong’
own arguments and to attack other positions. Yet another might be to assess.

the quality of the various statements according, for example, to the nature of
the evidence provided or the type of logic employed Whatever your ap

proach to the subject, in first analyzing the various sources and then synthe.!
sizing them to support your own argument, you are engaging in the kind of.
critical thinking that is essential to success in a good deal of academic and:

professional work.

_ v
TECHNIQUES FOR DEVELOPING YOUR PAPERS

Experienced writers seem to have an intuitive sense of how to present their
ideas. Less experienced writers wonder what to say first, and, when they've:
decided on that, wonder what to say next. There is no single method of pre-

sentation. But the techniques of even the most experienced writers often boil
down to a few tried and tested arrangements

Summary

The simplest—and least sophisticated—way of organizing an explanatory or
an argument synthesis is to summarize your most relevant sources, one after
the other, but generally with the most important source(s) fast. The problem
with this approach is that it reveals little or no independent thought on your
part. Its main virtue is that it at least grounds your paper in relevant and spe-
cific evidence

Summary can be useful—and effective—if handled judiciously, selec-
tively, and in combination with other techniques. At some point, you may
need to summarize a crucial source in some detail. At another point, you
may wish to summarize a key section or paragraph of a soutce in a single
sentence Try to anticipate what your reader needs to know at any given
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int of your paper in order to comprehend or appreciate fully the point you
appen to be making. (See Chapter 1 for a discussion of summary )

xample or IlIustration

£ one or More points in your paper, you may wish to refer to a particularly ii-

minating example or illustration from your source maferial You might para-

5 ase this example (i e, recount it, in some detail, in your own words), sum-
Fn'arize it, or quote it directly from your source. In all these cases, of course,
: ! - .

ou would propetly credit your source. (See Chapter 5 on citation form)

‘Two (or More) Reasons

i his book A Short Course in Writing, Ken neth Bruffee prese.nts.some of the
~ost effective ways of developing arguments. The first one is simply called

‘two reasons, but it could just as well be called Ihr'ee_ reasons or whatever
‘humber of reasons the writer has. Here is this method in outline form:

A Introduction and thesis
B Two reasons the thesis is true
1 First reason
2. Second reason (the more important one)

‘You can advance as many reasons for the truth of the thesis as you think
necessary; but save the most important reason(s) for the end, because the
‘end of the paper—its climax—is what will temain most clearly in the

reader’s mind

Strawman

The next way of presenting an argument is called strawman When you use
the strawman technique, you present an argument against your thesis, but
immediately afterward you show that this argument is weak or flawed The
advantage of this technique is that you demonstrate that you are aware of the
other side of the argument and that you are prepared to answer it

Here is how the strawman argument is organized:

A. Introduction and thesis

B. Main opposing argument

C Refutation of opposing argument
D Main positive argument

Concession

Finally, one can use concession in an argument. Like strawman, you pr-le:j;ent
the opposing viewpoint, but you do not proceed to demolish the .OpDOSItIO['l.
[nstead, you concede that the opposition does have a valid point but that




even so the positive argument is the stronger one. Here is an outline for a
concession argument: :

V. Write a paragraph (or two) in which you discuss the significant
points of comparison and contrast between passages A and B.

A Introduction and thesis

B. Important opposing argument

C. Concession that this argument has some validity
D Positive argument(s)

‘End with a conclusion in which you summarize your points and, perhaps,
raise and respond to pertinent questions.

2. Organizing by criteria Instead of summarizing entire passages one
at a time with the intention of comparing them later, you could dis-
cuss two passages simultaneously, examining the views of each au-
thor point by point (criterion by criterion), comparing and contrast-
ing these views in the process The criterion approach is best used
when you have a number of points to discuss or when passages are
long and/or complex. A synthesis organized by criteria might look

Sometimes, when you are developing a strawman or concession argu-
ment, you may become convinced of the validity of the opposing point of |
view and change your own views. Don’t be afraid of this happening Writing -
is a tool for learning. To change your mind because of new evidence is a sign.
of flexibility and maturity, and your writing can only be the better for it

fike this:
Comparison and Contrast
. I Introduce the essay; lead to thesis
Comparison-and-contrast techniques enable you to examine two subjects (or Il Criterion 1

sources) in terms of one another. When you compare, you consider similari-
ties When you contrast, you consider differences. By comparing and con-
trasting, you petform a multifaceted analysis that often suggests subtleties
that otherwise might not have come to your attention. '

To organize a comparison-and-contrast analysis, you must carefully read
sources in order to discover significant criteria for analysis. A criterionis a -
specific point to which both of your authors refer and about which they may -
agree or disagree. (For example, in a comparative report on compact cars,
criteria for compatison and contrast might be road handling, fuel economy,
and comfort of ride ) The best criteria are those that allow you not anly to ac-
count for obvious similarities and differences between sources but also to
plumb deeper, to more subtle and significant similarities and differences

There are two basic approaches to organizing a comparison-and-contrast
analysis: organization by source and organization by criteria.

A Discuss what author A says about this point

B Discuss what author B says about this point.
N Criterion 2

A Discuss what author A says about this point

B Discuss what author B says about this point

- And s0 on. Proceed criterion by criterion until you have completed vour dis-
. cussion. Be sure to arrange criteria with a clear method; knowing how the
-+ discussion of one criterion leads to the next will ensure smiooth transitions

. throughout your paper End with a conclusion in which you summatize your
points and, perhaps, raise and respond to pertinent questions.

v
A CASE FOR COMPARISON AND CONTRAST:
WHAT GOOD IS GOVERNMENT? -

wWe'll see how these principles can be applied to the foilowing articles by
President Bill Clinton and Speaker of the House of Representatives Newt
Gingrich on what government does well and what it does badly These state-
ments appeared in Newsweek, on facing pages, on April 10, 1995

1 Organizing by source You can otganize a comparative analysis as
two summaries of your sources, followed by a discussion in which
you point out significant similarities and differences between pas-
sages Having read the summaries and become familiar with the dis-
tinguishing features of each passage, your readers will most likely be
able to appreciate the more obvious similarities and differences Fol-
low up on these summaries by discussing both the obvious and sub-
tle comparisons and contrasts, focusing on the most significant.

Organization by source is best saved for passages that are briefly
summarized If the summary of your source becomes too long, your
audience might forget the remarks you made in the first summary
while they read the second A comparison-and-contrast synthesis or-
ganized by source might proceed like this:

What Good Is Government . .. ?
BILL CLINION

One of my carliest political memories is from 1957, when I was 11 years 1
old Arkansas’s governor, Orval Faubus, had used the National Guard to
stop the racial integration of the Little Rock public schools. President
Eisenhower then federalized the Guard to make sure integration happened
I was in a distinct minority among my friends in school because I thought
Eisenhower had done the right thing. At the time, the Southern states were

| Introduce the essay; lead to thesis
Il Summarize passage A by discussing its significant features.
M. Summarize passage B by discussing its significant features.
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using the doctrine of “states rights” to keep some people from having real

oppottunity

Even earlier, I saw this discrimination all the time at my grandfather’s
grocery store in Hope. Most of his customers were black, and many of
them lived either behind the store or behind the cemetery on roads that
were not paved. I was aware as a little boy that the government treated
some people differently from others My grandfather thought his customers
were entitled to paved roads since they paid taxes just like the white people
did. That unfairness really didn’t change until the 1960s when the federal
government stepped in with the Voting Rights Act, which enabled blacks to
vote in large numbers. That forced elected officials to treat them with more
respect

My grandfather also taught me about Franklin Roosevelt and the New
Deal He believed Roosevelt gave the American people a chance to work
and then protected them when they were in trouble or retired Conditions in
Arkansas during the Great Depression were just miserable In this case, the
lesson was that sometimes the free market did not work by itself

So I grew up with a sense that the absence of a strong federal govern-
ment did not necessatily mean that people had more freedom and opportu-
nity In fact, the national government had to affirmatively step in to make
sure everybody had a fair chance

But | started to develop a slightly different view about govemment“

when I returned to Arkansas to serve in public office There were many
times when I thought the national government was doing things that didn’t
make sense. When I was attorney general, for instance, 1 saw that because
of federal law, the appeals process in death penalty cases took, on average,
eight years. That was ctazy, cost a lot of money and didn’t serve the ends of
justice

It became clear to me that we had to constantly reform and “reinvent”
government. A professor of mine at Georgetown University, Carroll
Quigley, used to say that you had to build institutions to make a civilization
work—but that institutions tended to become “institutionalized.” In other
words, they would abandon the original purpose for which they weze estab-
lished, and, instead, become more concerned about preserving themselves,
their prerogatives, their position, their power

At its worst, government can act just as a powerful monopoly does in
the private sector—unaccountable, abusive of power and immune to
change Examples include the welfare system, a lot of public housing, and
some of our public schools. The schools that don’t work, for instance, have
guaranieed revenues, guaranteed customers, and the shots are being called
in the central office bureaucracy That’s why some of the more promising
school reforms involve giving parents a choice of public schools or letting
groups of teachers set up new “charter schools ” These reforms instill a
sense of competition, while preserving our historic commitment to public
education

Sometimes the government starts out fine but doesn’t adapt to chang-
ing conditions. The Environmental Protection Agency was set up under

hat Good Is Government . ¢ Bill Clinton

tional interest in protecting the environment, we would not have made the
great progress we have in cleaning up our air and water But we don’t need
to approach these issues today the same way we did in the 1970s. Why?
Because now businesses have figured out that envizonmental protection is
od economics Entire industiies have developed to design products and
.chniques to make factories cleaner and more efficient at the same time
Now, we have to look at more market-oriented solutions My EPA is cui-
ting the paperwork burdens of compliance by 25 percent next year, and
ving businesses that ask for help six months to fix their problems without

“  Thete are some things the government does quite well. One, of course,
s national security. We have the finest military in the world And with the
FBL, the Ding Enforcement Administiation and the crime bill that we
passed last year, the government can help make people feel safer in our
streets and schools
» The government is also good at what is known in the policy woild as
““income transfers.” In other words, it’s good at taking in tax money from
“the population as a whole and redistributing it to people with special needs
. The Social Security system has worked quite well, with a very low over-
'head Some argue that people could get a better rate of return if they in-
< vested the money themselves, but Social Security has basically been stable,
: always made its payments, and the administrative costs are low. Medicare
~“has problems due to the general inflation in health care costs, but its ovei-
“head is low too and compares favorably with any system in.the world
Government has successfully set up institutions that protect economic
~markets from their own worst excesses Ihe Federal Reserve System,
~which regulates banks, and the Secwiities and Exchange Commission,
- which oversees the stock markets, have been crucial in fostering economic
- growth in this country. Some of the countries in the former Soviet Union
“have asked for advice on how to get their markets o thrive, and one of the
- things they’ve looked at is how to set up these institutions so their markets
“can flourish as ous have.
: Carefully targeted government action can also work in other areas. Our
- family leave law, the Brady bill, the school lunch program, and the pro-
-posed minimum wage increase are good examples
Finally, the government has done well when it set out to provide edu-
cation io a broad base of Americans Perhaps the single most important
thing the government did to improve opportunity during my childhood was
- the GI Bill, which helped millions of young men go to college Since then,
othet college loan programs, including our new direct loan program, have
-helped so many more students. And the Head Start program has helped dis-
“advantaged kids becormne more prepared for school

[ve understood for neatly 20 years that big government is not the solu-
tion to every big problem. We have already eliminated or reduced 300 pro-
grams, and in my new budget I've asked Congress to eliminate or consoli-
date 400 more The federal government now has 100.000 fewer peonle

résident Nixon. I believe if the government had not said there was a na-
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than when I became president. But it is equally wrong to say that govern
ment is the source of all ouy problems
cans and me is that I still believe that the federal government has an affiy-
mative responsibility to help people to make the most of their own lives,
Today, government’s job is to enable people to adjust to the changing
economy Technology and worldwide competition have depressed wages in
the low-skilled jobs. Middle-class pay is stagnating and people must work

harder just to stay in place. 1 don’t mean to reduce everything to econom.

ics; we have deep problems of culture and of the spitit in this country S,
many problems we face—the breakdown of Family and community, the rige
of crime and violence, anxiety about the future—are a direct result of eco-

nomic changes Parents have had longer work weeks, less sleep, less time.
for their children. We also have growing inequality of incomes based pri--

marily on differences in education We have to change that if we wani o
grow the middle class and shrink the underclass. :

The most important thing government can do to achieve that goal is to
help people raise their education and skill levels. We have to say to people,

“We can’t solve your problems for you—you have to 20 out and make your :-

way in the private sector—but we're going to make sure you are Empow-
ered to make the most of your own lives.” That’s what I mean when T talk
about the New Covenant: creating more
responsibility in retuin You can see this in our efforts to reform a welfare
system that has wotked very pootly for people who are not self-motivated.
Roughly half the people who get on welfare do so because they hit a bump
in the road of life, and they get off quickly. But for those in the perma-
nently dependent class, government has not done a good job because it has
not demanded much from the recipients. That’s why we want to require
work and responsible parenting as we give people the help they need to get
education and jobs You can see it in our other efforts to give people the
tools to make good lives for themselves: for ¢xample, making college loans
available on good repayment terms o1 letting people earn college money by
serving their communities in AmeriCor ps

I'would love 1o go even forther We should collapse all the government
job-tzaining programs into one and increase the funding That way people
would know that they could always go back to school and get new skills
and have a chance to raise their tncomes I would expand this direct col-
lege-loan program that we've started so that everyone would be able fo
benefit

The role of government is not as simple and obvious as it was duting
the New Deal At that time, the government helped wotking people directly
by giving them jobs. The sorts of things we have to do now to create oppor-
funity have major payofis but you don’t see them until later Sometimes,
because the connection of the policy to the job payoff is indirect, you don’t
see it all. For example, I believe with all my heart that our economic plan
was in the best interests of Amnerica, bringing the deficit down, investing
more in education and giving wotking families with incomes under

The difference between the Repub}i-

opportunity but demanding more

17,
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(el Can We Make It Better? Newt Gingrich

000 a tax break, te encourage work over .welfare But it’_s harld f(t)}rl pIe}(!)e-
i see the connection between these policies anq economic growth.
o e on trade. NAFTA opened up markets in Mexico and Canada,
e EIcliljil“"l' treaty increased tzade throughout the world They con-
ugj to the cr‘eatibn of 61 miﬂionzlgew jobs and the lowest combined
inflation in ears
-at?.-Of u'[:]i(m?ﬁgyﬁlz-;i:naingﬂggfen are tO}I/I'l about what role government
o g;l lay. They say they can’t stand big government and they want less
uEn b Itjthe have huge aspirations for it After so many years of stagnant
,_e iﬂd rgsing social problems, they want immediate rfesufts. Put thlf_:
s lutions can take a long time to work because the problems deve
e '1a long time, and because making progress on them depenfls: not
_pf;d o vernient bl’lt also on people taking more personal responsibility
_1_11?’?[012‘1' gcci’ebate about the role of government could be very important. T.he
'rriericl;n people have to decide what they have a fight to expeé:t ar:ld&, 2;
aed, demand of us in public office—and what they stﬂl have to do o
: 'nPolitical leaders in turn must state more clearly what gover_nmcelsnt ]ig]l
and cannot do, what results the American people can expect, an d\;\; o
gy can expect them. In this new era, a lot of people ar}(:, angr%f( 11; e
ated because prosperity and stabﬂﬁy do not covg-; all wh ohw;n. ud and
lay by the 1ules, and because they feel that goveinment is he gmigexp ey
nterests and not holding everyone equally acc?puntable. Infte:d of. nlimon
ng the public’s anger, we should seek to umfy our people in a C}(ii pnor
‘mission to keep the American dream alive fOf ourselvesland out cclz e td
‘In this effort, I believe the role of government is to help create goo ‘]?( bs; o
increase ou security at home and abroad; to reform govemmenﬁ)ﬁlll.il lfl‘]im
‘$maller and less bureaucratic; to demand more personial responsi .1 ity fr "
all our citizens; and most important, to expand educat;on gnd tlail'llrlg §
‘that all our citizens have the chance to make Fhe most of their own lives
- If we do these things our best days are still ahead

.. And Can We Make It Better?

NEWT GINGRICH

1was born into a post-World War 1T world that was orderly, structured., laluﬁ
seemed to make sense It was a time of the' N(?w Deal and [hfl: Mari all
Plan; there was a great faith in systems, a belief in the grand de;:gns of E]?(;
cial planners But then, when 1 was a young man, came the c aosto e
1960s. beginning with the Bay of Pigs and cuImmqtl_ng m'Watgga. g e
orderly system of FDR and Eisenhower begqn to disintegrate e(llw B
berstam’s 1972 book, The Best and the Brightest, profoundly descri ecsl
how the American elite led us into Vietnam Tt shows how the Iatl;)é}f.é ath
. linear projections of bureaucracy are inherently fiue to fail m a wor o ae nle
too complex and too human ta be linear and rational. There’s a vivid sc
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in which Lyndon Johnson comes to see Speaker Sam Rayburn after his firs :-;
cabinet meeting. LBJ is impressed by all the brilliant people from Harvarg, -

but he says he’d feel more secure if any one of them had run for local sher- -
iff in Texas :

As a political science major at Emory University in the early 1960s, T

had read all these studies that had graphs and charts and analyses But then
I dropped out of college and ran a congressional campaign in North Geor-
gia in 1964 and encountered real human beings They didn’t resemble my

political science graphs at all They were too complicated, too different, tog -

idiosyncratic. T went back to college and began to read history, to learn how
real people lived

Because I am a conservative, people get the mistaken idea that I hate .

government But one can’t grow up on U.S. Army bases, attend graduate
school on a National Defense Education Act Felfowship, and then go on to
teach at a state college and have a hatred of government My steptather
served in the Army for 27 years, and my dad served in the Navy and
wortked for the Air Force, fixing B-52s. I revere the United States govern-
ment as the greatest institution of freedom in the history of the human race,

Government does some things very well. It defends the nation It keeps
the peace 1t freed the slaves It builds useful things, like the Panama Canal,
and enables valuable research, like discovering the cute for polio If can
shape market forces creating the right incentives for saving or investing.

Those are things government can do

But government, as a general rule, does a very poor job at fine-grained,
detatled decisions It’s too slow, too political, it just doesn’t have the capac-
ity. The idea of the government in Washington trying to decide where to
put a bridge in a Georgia county is just crazy It’s insane. Government can
run very small, very elite bureaucracies very well But the longer govern-
ment stays in charge of something, the more bureaucratic, the slower, the
mote cumbersome, the mote inefficient in becomes,

Federal agencies that stay in touch with reality every day—the FB1 and
the military, the Treasury and the Federal Reserve—have a different
thythm, a different flavor, a different style. They have to be responsive to
real-world problems in real time They’re worth keeping, But in the case of
the ones that don’t touch reality every day, we ought to consider whether
they have served their purpose In the Department of Labor, the Depart-
ment of Commeice, the Department of Education, people sit around in
large rooms reading paper reports from people they’ve never met on topics
they’ve never seen involving towns they’ve never visited Why would you
think such a system could possibly work?

Our modern leaders have forgotten that government cannot substitute
for private initiative, personal responsibility, or faith The role of a national
leader is, first, to nurture the culture, second to encourage civic duty, and
third, to strengthen the private sector. Managing the bureaucracy comes
last. Thomas Jefferson undeistood this; so did FDR Where Lyndon John-
<o went wrone wase that he thatnioht anverairment ~miild a6 all Te e

And Can We Make It Bettar? Newi Gihgrfch

608, government crowded out private setctor voluntarism. Secular bu-
o | iritual commitment.

au‘cricti (\:r:;):v tillidr:;.tﬂig The welfare state, a vast structure which leads to
ear-olds getting pregnant, 14-year-olds getting killed, }7\—ye;ax~\;ld; gzé
- of AIDS and 18-year-olds getting diplomas the'y can’t rea el ave
i chools in some inner-city ateas that are basically union-controlle

e hich largely fail to educate We have a tax system for poor
nishes them if they get martied. We have a Medicaid system
if you try to acquire wealth We have a welfare system

f you try to save We have a public housing system in
customer that

nopolies W
ple that pu -
af punishes you 1

4t punishes you i i . -
hicI;l 2 bureaucrat treats you like dirt because you're not a

ather a dependent client .
(’?;i }:?1:5’6 12;1;; poverty agd squalor before the welfare state Ihg i ansr1-
.tl-én fram a ruzal to an urban state in the 19th apd early 20th centuries Wd;
‘harsh. But a tremendous effort was madf: to 1ise a}aov_e that squz:tlor,E an
most people did it Huge numbess of imrmg_rants arrived not s»pt;.all(lmg‘ ng;
1ish and without any money, and a generation later they were fu cmzenlt
earning a good living and moving to the subuibs qu, under thg currep
ysten, they get trapped in poverty for three generations Ih.eyl-lge;t Il’.ltOI?
‘desperate, more hopeless They feel they have no future. Il}_lat 1fs 1; e fruito
“the 1960s when the Great Society began {0 destroy the spirit of America ]
Let’s be clear here: The years 1965 to 1995 were not a complete--w]f%stq
‘Jand in which nothing good happened It was absolutely essential to e mu(—i
“hate 1acial discrimination, and I don’t think that would 'have happene
“without a strong shove from the federal gov_emment Predictably, govem-
“ment went too far and began discriminating in TeVerse; we_should remen-
“ber that Martin Luther King’s goal was a colorblind society, not one 1m
“whi 1 eferences divide us.
IIIWthEsI a;;?)ltl?: fZxample, the impetus behind enviloqmental anq :safety
laws in the 1970s was right I taught environmental studies and palthlpatfld
"in Barth Day in 1971 1 believe we need to figure out hpw to rnanagle the
planet, since we’re the dominant species But we let envqomlnental protf:c-
tion become a maze of mindless rules. How can you po:'sm.bly suppott a
“process that takes the most expensive way to get clean air instead of the
sive way?

leaStIe\zgzlllg 1 eplacg this degenerative system Lel’s testore ogr church- an(i
synagogue-based system of volunteer help tor the poor. Whﬂele gov.e;‘rll.me?
is still necessary to provide a safety net, I would return the responsibility g)
states and local government. There ought to be some gafegqards We ought
to have federal oversight, and if we find that a state 18 a dlsastelr, then we
should change the law But I'm like FDR I believe We have not'h1.ng tg fear
but fear itself Our current goal should be to experiment, and if it fails, to
experiment again, and if that fails, to expe_riment anew, “ 1

With the proper leadership and incentives, we can (urn gound our cul-
ture. Gertrude Himmelfarb, in her book, The De-Moralization of chwty,
reminds us that in Victorian England they reduced the number of children
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born out of wedlock by almost 50 percent. They didn’t do this thrtough 4

new bureaucracy They did it by re-establishing values, by moral leader-
ship, and by being willing to look people in the face and say “You should

be ashamed of yourself when you get drunk in public You should be’:
ashamed if you're a drug addict” Marvin Olasky reminds us in The'

Tragedy of American Compassion that in the 19th century, there was a vol-

unteer for every two poor people They actuaily knew the person they were -
trying to help An automatic reaction fo a homeless person was to demand, -
“Are you willing to work?” If they were not, you had a moral obligation "
not to support them. If all you were doing was subsidizing their alcoholism

or drug addiction, that itself was immoral

Of course, it’s not the 19th century anymore. But the principles of the
past that worked are worthy of being re-examined. At the same time, we’ve -
also got to look forward We are entering a new age in which we can har-
ness technological forces to help us spread the idea of freedom and raise .

out standard of living—if we can just free these new forces from the coils
of bureaucracy and excessive government regulation The information rev-
olution will speed and free commerce It also aliows leaders to reach the
people instantly and directly ' -
Government redistribution of wealth has never worked in the past and
will not in the future It sets up a standard of grievance. I says, “You're
successful, can I steal from you?” What you want is a standard of achieve-

ment “How do I get to be successful” Fifty black Bill Gateses would -

change the entire equation of American life You either have a systein
where you say, “Would you like to learn how to be rich, would you like to
learn how to be successful?” Or you have a system where you say, “Well,
you really ought to feel envy and resentment, so let’s see if we can mug
them ”

Instead, the new Republican majority will approach this differently:
Instead of a huge, intrusive, unproductive government, we’ll create a mas-
sive level of entrepreneurial incentives We’ll cut the bureaucracy and re-
duce the burden of taxation T would eliminate the red tape that makes it
impossible for the candy lady in public housing to open up a candy store
We’ll make it easy and natural to follow an entrepreneurial instinct to £0
out, make money and become successful. Indeed, that was basically owr
system—until we began to lose our way

I don’t believe President Clinton and I are really that far apart on what

needs to be done I don’t know any politician in America who has a better
intuitive sense of reengineering government and society, of the world mar-
ket, and of information technologies. When you talk to President Clinton,
he gets it 1 think if the president were a Republican, we could work to-
gether easily But I think he is surrounded by Democratic allies in Democ-
ratic institutions. He thinks in paraliel to us, but he acts differently He talks
like us, but the decisions of his administration could have come from Mon-
dale or Dukakis. When you get to the bureaucracy and the cahinet and the
Democrats in the House and the Senate, somehow it all seems to just veer
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the left. The words are terzific, but when you get down to decisions, it’s
. same old Big Government nonsense . .

. The President now has an excellent opportunity Hg can v&_foﬂ{ with us
edefine government on a grand scale. If he joins with us, instructs .hIS
ides to balance the budget and eliminate unnecessary fede{al agencw?,
o'11 know he’s serious. If, unfoztunately, h?, flinches and decides he can t
.ake his allies mad, we’ll know he’s not serious. The balanced-buflget dis-
ission this spring is very setious business. It's ab'out more than just eco-
mics; it speaks to where we’ve been as a society, where we are and
here we need to go as we approach the 21st century. Developlpg a kl)al.—
‘anced budget is the first essential step we need to restore an American civil
' l‘i;;i.f);th or without President Clinton and the Democrats, the revolution
| go on. We have accomplished a lot in 100 days It may take a decade to

~complish the rest. But it will happen
A A A

18

4 19

C};mparisomc'ontrast {Organized by Source)

Here is a comparison-and-contrast analysis of the Clinton and Gingrﬁch state-
ments by source (Thesis and topic sentences are highlighted.) The thesis is as

15
These two politicians represent not only opposing par-
ties, but also diametrically opposed viewpolnts about

the roles of government in American society

What‘s the Good of Government?
e Is govermment the solution, or is it the problem?
Many Americans believe that government plays an essen-—
tial role in making our lives safer and our society
more productive and more fair. But many others believe
that government is too powerful and intrusive, and that
it stifles personal initiative. Within the government

17 itself, there are deep divisions, as evidenced in two

recent articles by President 311l Clintcon and Speaker

of the House of Representatives Newt Gingrich that ap-
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| | o In paragraph 3, the writer summarizes Spt?ake:r Ging'rich S e{osi;o(r;f
" Notice the transition from Clinton to Gingrich in the first senten
is paragraph . .
1]ﬁhlihlﬁc)e foﬁrth paragraph the wtiter points out that the two p?l|t|cuans
dno agree on some of the strong points and the weak points of govern-

that it becomes unresponsive to citizens' needs and to
new realities. (Clinton cites his own ‘reinventing goy-
ermment” program to deal with such problems ) ang he

agrees with Gingrich that the government nesds to dp
nt. . . ]
;nethe fifth paragraph, the writer reiterates the f-undamental d!ﬁer
er:wces between the two men, differences of the klnd]tf:jat S?-,mf?hn;:z
i i ! tha
lysis. But the writer concludes ;
ad to governmentai paraly | - ;
[ljnds ofgdebates are the essence of democracy and ultimately a sign

of strength rather than weakness

mere to “demand more personal responsibility from all .

our citizens. ”

7501 government. -4z
! i it these kinds of dif-
ferences often lea_d to gridlock in goverrment. Con-

‘ ' i y Criteria
tentious issues can block up the legislative process so c-ompaﬁson-(.ontrast (Organized by Criteria)

| I : i i i by criteria
that goverrment becomes incepable of action FEither Hére s a plan for 2 comparison-and-contrast synthesis, organized y

Congress and the President are at odds, or Congress jt- e thesis is as follows:

self is divided. Recently, Congress and the President These stories, which lead off the President’s and the

vorked for more than a year to Fefomn health care, and ."speaker’s debate, set the tone for the disagreements

finally came up with--nothing. The Same may happen with over the role of government that follow.

welfare reform However, as Winston Churchiiil obsarved,

Trm A. Introduction: Personal anecdotes recounteg‘ by Clinton and Gin-
o et v e o et e o e fox | grich illustrative of their philosophical differences on govern-

all of the others. The alternative to democracy is one- ment

B. The effects of government in helping or hindering citizens
1. Clinton’s position
2. Gingrich’s position S
C. The effects of government in redistributing income
1. Clinton’s position
2. Gingrich’s position . ‘ .
D C‘Iiﬂton’f and Gingrich’s few agreements; reiteration of' essentlal
differences; weaknesses and strengths of a democratic system

that encourages vigorous debate.

party rule or dictatership. Our form of government does
invite fierce debate. Tt enccurages citizens and legig-
lators to argue their differences, rather than to sup-
press them Often enough, these debates do result in
compromises that opposing parties can live with At the
very least, they allow citizens to feel that their
views are béing heard, even when they are frustrated

. I . . ' . . i . v 1 to
her Hhe do not prevall o et “linton and cingrich Following is a comparison-contrast synthesis by criteria, written according

end their followers--debate the role of government. The the preceding plan: (Thesis and topic sentences are highlighted.)
fact that they can do S0, on more or less equal terms,

| | | . More Government or Less?
18 an indication of the fundamentsl health of our

’ ' Politicians love to tell stories that have mo::alls,
o 20 we should not be surprised that when President B%ll
Clinton and House Speaker Newt Gingrich reach lljack into
their pasts (as they do in a pair of articles in the

April 10, 1995 issue of Newsweek), they recall anec-

Discussion

* The writer uses the first paragraph to introduce. the subject, the
proper role of government in saciety, and the opposing views of
President Clinton and Speaker Gingrich. '

* Inparagraph 2, the writer summarizes President Clinton’s position.

dotes that illustrate their current philosophies on the

i i i TS
role of goverrnment in American life. Clinton remembe
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the time he was & boy in Arkansas when the federal gov-
ermment had to step in to compel his own state govern-
ment to integrate the Little Rock public schools. For
Clinten, this is an example of the federal government’s
“responsibility to help people to make the most of
their own lives. ” Newt Gingrich remembers when he was a
young man living in the “chaos of the 1960s”--the Bay
of Pigs, Vietnam, Watergate For him the breakdown of the
rational corderly world of the past was a direct result of
a bureaucratic big govermment elite, remote from the com-
men sense of crdinary citizens, gone out of control. In
one story we find a federal government that actively pro-
motes social justice; in the other we find an cut-of-
touch federal bureaucracy that generally messes things

>y [

cratic) government often does more!

. For the President, the most significant

effect of government is the promotion of social justice
and economic preoductivity. Clinton cites the federal
government ‘s role in putting people back to work in the
Great Depression as well as its role in furthering civil
rights in the 1960s. Today, Clinton believes, “govern-—
ment’s job is to enable people to adjust to the changing
economy . ” By promoting education (and educational loans)
and training programs, the government helps prepare cit-
izens for the jobs of the future and helps less fortu-
nate citizens to 1lift themselves out of poverty and de-
pendency. But to Gingrich such govermment programs have
the effect of creating a massive, inefficient bureaucracy
that stifles entrepreneurial initiative and that is de-
tached from the needs and concerns of ordinary Ameri-.
cens. He asserts, “In the Department of Labor, the De-

partment of Commerce, the Department of Education,

o

arison-Contrast (Organized by Criteria)

people a1t aromd in large rooms reading paper reports
from people they’'ve never met on topics they’ve never
asen inveolving towns they've never visited ” Gingrich
agrees that the federal government's efforts in promnlatw
ing civil rights i the 19608 were needed; but he main-
rains that such efforts have gene too far and that the
government is now “digcriminating in veverse * Simi-
1arly, some envirommental and safety laws are essential,
Gingricﬁ believes, but what we now have is “a ma;e of
mindless rules. * In sum, the speaker argues, we,nged a
goverrnment that is less actively and less bureaucrqti—

cally involved in the kusiness of America.

R

g

(=E CClinton argues that the government. is good at

wincome transfers”; that is, “it’'s good at taklng in

tax money from the population as a whole and redistrib-
uting it to people with special needs.” The President
~ites the examples of Social Security and Medicare,
about which few people disagree. Bub it is significant
that he chooses not to discuss welfare as an example of
an “income transfer,” since this is the kind of govern-
ment program about which liberals and conservgtives
clash.most sharply. An advocate of tax cuts, Gingrich
asserts that *[glovernment redistribution of wealth has
never worked in the past and will not in the future ”
Gingrich believes that far from promoting social jus-
tice, inccme transfers and attempts to redistribute
wealth have resulted in a massive welfare state, “a
vast gtructure which leads to 12-year-clds getting
pregnant, id-year-olds getting killed, 17-year-olds dy-
ing of AIDS and 18-year-olds getting diplomas they
can't read. ” Instead of govermment welfare, Gingrich
proposes a return to voluntarism and private charity,

and a shift of responsibility for sécial programs from
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ol of your paper. Understand the main points you wish to make, under-
d the general sections, or stages, in which you intend to make them, and
‘use the various methods of development available to you

the federal government to the states and localities, B

along with a renewed focus on moral values and personal

responsibility.

v
THE RESEARCH PAPER

process of preparing and writing research papers is discussed in Chapter
Many of the principles of research-based writing, however, have already
been treated in this chapter on synthesis (In fact, the example syntheses in
¢ 'chapter are short research papers ) Once you have researched vour sub-
“your tasks in writing a research paper parallel those outlined on page
)0-91 on writing a synthesis: considering your purpose; reviewing your
ces; formulating a thesis; deciding how vou will use your source mater-
developing an organizational plan; writing your first draft; documenting
ur sources; and revising your paper. And like explanatory and argument
yntheses, research papers involve not only multiple sources but also ele-
ments of summary, paraphrase, quotation, and critique.

[Remamder or‘ essay is the same as that of the first

comparison-contrast essay |

Discussion

e [n the first paragraph, the writer summarizes the opening personal
anecdotes of the two politicians and explains how they |Ilustrate
their essential differences over the benefits and drawbacks of a po
erful federal government

¢ In the second paragraph, the writer focuses on the first major diffe
ence between Clinton and Gingrich: their conclusions about the
overall effects of an activist federal government For Clinton, the fe
eral government at its best can put people back to work, guarantee
their civil rights, and prepare them for a changing economy But for
Gingrich, a powerful federal government means an inefficient b
reaucracy, remote from the average citizen, that mainly serves tosti
fle individual initiative

¢ In the third paragraph, the writer focuses on the second major dn‘fer-
ence between the two politicians: the role of government in redis:
fributing income. For Clinton, such “income transfers” are essential
for helping people with special needs and lifting people out of
poverty For Gingrich, such’ government redistribution of wealth
never works and has resuited in the creation of the welfare state. He
believes government’s role here should be handled by the prlvate
sector and by volunteers

* In the fourth paragraph (identical to the fourth paragraph of the com-
parison-contrast by source essay), the writer points out that the two
politicians do agree on some of the strong points and the weak
points of government '

e In the fifth paragraph (identical to the fith paragraph of the compar[-
son-contrast by source essay), the writer reiterates the fundamental
differences between the two men, differences of the kind that some-
times lead to governmental paralysis But the writer concludes that:
these kind of debates are the essence of democracy and ultimately &
sign of strength rather than weakness

Within any one essay, you are likely to adopt several techniques of deve]—
opment We have reviewed here a few of the common technigues: summary;
example, two (or more) reasons, strawman, concession, and comparison and
contrast Certainly, critique (see Chapter 3) would be another method of de-
velopment A critical evaluation does not need to exist in and of itself; often, a




