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      Kwoat of teh Dey - Edumakashun Edishun
    


    Tuesday, November 25, 2008


    

    



    Victor Davis Hanson from Ten Random, Politically Incorrect Thoughts:


    After some 20 years of teaching mostly minority youth Greek, Latin, and ancient history and literature in translation (1984-2004), I came to the unfortunate conclusion that ethnic studies, women studies—indeed, anything “studies”— were perhaps the fruits of some evil plot dreamed up by illiberal white separatists to ensure that poor minority students in the public schools and universities were offered only a third-rate education.

    

    ...

    

    The K-12 public education system is essentially wrecked. No longer can any professor expect an incoming college freshman to know what Okinawa, John Quincy Adams, Shiloh, the Parthenon, the Reformation, John Locke, the Second Amendment, or the Pythagorean Theorem is. An entire American culture, the West itself, its ideas and experiences, have simply vanished on the altar of therapy. This upcoming generation knows instead not to judge anyone by absolute standards (but not why so); to remember to say that its own Western culture is no different from, or indeed far worse than, the alternatives; that race, class, and gender are, well, important in some vague sense; that global warming is manmade and very soon will kill us all; that we must have hope and change of some undefined sort; that AIDs is no more a homosexual- than a heterosexual-prone disease; and that the following things and people for some reason must be bad, or at least must in public company be said to be bad (in no particular order): Wal-Mart, cowboys, the Vietnam War, oil companies, coal plants, nuclear power, George Bush, chemicals, leather, guns, states like Utah and Kansas, Sarah Palin, vans and SUVs.


    And yet we're to believe that this is not indoctrination, but education in the skills of critical thought. Oh, and Dr. Hanson is what's known as a primary source on this topic!

    

    (h/t to Unix-Jedi from a comment yesterday.)


    

    



    
      (17 comments)
    


    

    



    jsid-1227627169-599493 Sarah at Tue, 25 Nov 2008 15:32:49 +0000


    ... the fruits of some evil plot dreamed up by illiberal white separatists to ensure that poor minority students in the public schools and universities were offered only a third-rate education.

    

    It may not be deliberate. When you're the self-appointed representatives of the oppressed, you have a vested interest in keeping them oppressed. It may just be sub-conscious self-preservation. Then again, it may not.

    

    ... race, class, and gender are, well, important in some vague sense ...

    

    My dad teaches math/logic and psychology/philosophy in high school. Yesterday he tried an exercise with his psych/phil students. Part of the curriculum includes feminist thought, but he's turning it on its ear and watching how the kids react. He began by putting a notorious statement by uber-feminist Marilyn French on the board: "All men are rapists and that's all they are." No protests. He then writes: "All black men are rapists and that's all they are." Now he gets protests. Several students said that statement seemed bad; but as Dad pointed out, if the first statement is true, then the second statement is necessarily also true. It led to an interesting discussion. The next part was to turn the statement around. He wrote "All women are sluts and that's all they are" on the board. He was surprised when, not only were there no protests, but one female student raised her hand and said she agreed. That led to another interesting discussion.

    

    He does this in his math/logic courses, as well. The math textbooks he's forced to use are infused with ideology so he takes advantage of it to give the kids a perspective they rarely get, which is distinctly non-PC. They talk about the free market, the existence of God, the elections, all in the context of math and logic. His students really get into it. They find it invigorating, because for once they are able to have a genuinely free discussion where the ideas actually conform to their sense of reality and the only judgement from the teacher is how well they argue their points. I can't help thinking that these kids are not only being educated, but liberated.


    

    



    jsid-1227655424-599502 Markadelphia at Tue, 25 Nov 2008 23:23:44 +0000


    I tried a similar experiment once with a class. I asked if anyone in the class was a feminist. One or two people raised their hand. Then I asked if anyone believed in equal rights for women. Everyone raised their hand.

    

    After that, I asked if anyone was liberal. No one raised their hand. I asked if anyone was conservative and about half the class raised their hand. Then I asked if anyone was moderate and the other half raised their hand.

    

    The words "liberal" and "feminist" have been quite successfully demonized by the "left wing" media so much so that they are essentially four letter words.

    

    As to the rest, it's a load of shit. So over exaggerated and divisive...basically typical of the drivel that comes from sites like this. The K-12 system is wrecked? All of it? Kevin, I know there is a big part of you that needs this to be true for whatever reason but I am surprised that you would take such a generalization as gospel.


    

    



    jsid-1227655833-599504 Ragin' Dave at Tue, 25 Nov 2008 23:30:33 +0000


    Yes Mark, all of it. From Kindergarten all the way up.

    

    When my father went to high school in the 1950's, he was learning English, Latin, Greek, Advanced mathematics, the hard sciences, all of it. Now, we're teaching basic algebra and remedial English in college.

    

    Our publik skool sistim is broken, completely, utterly, and horribly broken. Period. End of story.


    

    



    jsid-1227656261-599506 DJ at Tue, 25 Nov 2008 23:37:41 +0000


    Dave, I started grade school in the 1950's, and I learned English, Spanish, chemistry, physics, electronics, mathematics, history, geography, civics, and government before graduating high school. At university, I tutored basic algebra and remedial English.


    

    



    jsid-1227664111-599509 Kevin Baker at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 01:48:31 +0000


    The K-12 system is wrecked? All of it?

    

    But Mark! VDH is a primary source!

    

    No, not all of it, as exhibited by Sarah's dad who teaches philosophy in high school. It's been a gradual process, Mark, moving mostly from the urban areas out into the suburban and then rural ones. Read RCOB again and see how Nina Burleigh reacted to the fact that her son wasn't getting indoctrinated in proper Leftist-think in that rural town of Narrowsburg.

    

    So no, not all of it.

    

    But obviously enough of it to have severely altered the zeitgeist of our nation, as amply demonstrated by Professor Hanson.

    

    And Thomas Sowell.

    

    And P.J. O'Rourke.

    

    And Theodore Dalrymple.

    

    And Dave Barry.

    

    And . . .

    

    Kevin, I know there is a big part of you that needs this to be true for whatever reason....

    

    As Ronald Reagan used to so famously say, "There you go again!"

    

    Observing reality is not the same thing as needing something to be true.

    

    That's your department, Markadelphia, as DJ and Unix-Jedi and all the rest have so amply documented, illustrated, graphed, carved in bas-relief, and cast in bronze.


    

    



    jsid-1227667732-599512 DJ at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 02:48:52 +0000


    Hey, welcome back, Kevin! We missed you!


    

    



    jsid-1227668952-599513 Kevin Baker at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 03:09:12 +0000


    I'm back from my field job for five days, but I go back on Sunday. Like I said below, I'll possibly (hopefully!) get the next überpost up before I leave again.

    

    Twelve-hour days suck.


    

    



    jsid-1227671600-599516 juris_imprudent at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 03:53:20 +0000


    [M-mode]

    

    I tried a similar experiment once with a class.

    

    WHAT? You experimented on your students?

    

    As to the rest, it's a load of shit.

    

    But Prof. Hanson is smarter and more educated than you. You can't possibly know what you're talking about.

    

    [/M-mode]

    Sorry, I can't take anymore. I know, I should've thrown in a red herring or two and changed the subject at least once, but I, I just can't do that - not even as a simulation.


    

    



    jsid-1227673120-599517 Alcibiades at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 04:18:40 +0000


    The lack of Greek may be impacting math scores. Greek symbols are commonly used as variables in higher courses; a lack of familiarity could hamper students.

    

    I attended high school eight years ago. No one had trouble being called a "liberal" back then.


    

    



    jsid-1227675069-599518 Mastiff at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 04:51:09 +0000


    I will say that not knowing the Greek alphabet did slow me down a little bit in my science courses. Not much, because I could pick up the letters we were using, but some.


    

    



    jsid-1227712329-599528 Ed "What the" Heckman at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 15:12:09 +0000


    "I asked if anyone in the class was a feminist. One or two people raised their hand. Then I asked if anyone believed in equal rights for women. Everyone raised their hand.

    

    "After that, I asked if anyone was liberal. No one raised their hand. I asked if anyone was conservative and about half the class raised their hand. Then I asked if anyone was moderate and the other half raised their hand."

    

    Fascinating. Now here's an interesting question, how did those students define feminist, conservative, liberal and moderate? If they were using your definition of moderate, there may not have been a single actual conservative in the class.

    

    Remember, Marky? You claimed to be the "most moderate person [you] know." Yet your stated positions put to the left of at least 90% of the population in this country, and more likely 95-98%, not to mention the spectrum of possible positions.

    

    By that definition, anyone you would call a conservative could still be to the left of the actual center of the political spectrum. (That would be McCain and Bush.) A moderate would be someone to the left of Ted Kennedy. And a leftist in your book probably already works for the KGB.

    

    So which definition was your class using? Your personal definition which is based only on your own naval gazing definition of "moderate"? Or one which takes the entire political spectrum into account?

    

    "The words "liberal" and "feminist" have been quite successfully demonized by the "left wing" media so much so that they are essentially four letter words."

    

    :::Sigh!:::

    

    Mark, we've tried to explain this to you before, and you obviously didn't get it! (What good is a teacher who cannot learn?) We do not oppose those labels, we opposed the ideas described by those labels. Your side chose the label "liberal" to describe a generalized set of beliefs which you hold. As your general definition of "liberal" became associated with those beliefs (one of which seems to be that you can change the thing itself by merely changing its label) we started making use of that label when opposing those ideas.

    

    Simply put, we don't care what you call yourselves! You can call yourselves "liberals", "progressives", or "whosywhatsalogs," but as long as you hold on to the same reality defying and destructive ideas, we will continue to oppose you no matter what label you wear. (The same is true of the ideas currently defined as "feminism.")

    

    And for todays reminder of questions Markadelphia is trying to dodge:

    

    1) Which of our claims about Obama are undermined by rules of evidence?

    

    2) You claimed we regularly quote Rush Limbaugh verbatim. If this is actually true, then cite some examples.

    

    Sarah,

    

    Give your father my thanks. It's obvious that he is one of the truly excellent teachers who actually understands critical thinking and how to teach it to his students. We need far more teachers like him.


    

    



    jsid-1227713366-599530 GrumpyOldFart at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 15:29:26 +0000


    "The words "liberal" and "feminist" have been quite successfully demonized by the "left wing" media so much so that they are essentially four letter words."

    

    Okay Mark, if the media is so right wing, name the conservative in the media who claimed that all sex is rape, and the conservative in the media who claimed that all men are rapists.

    

    Having trouble? That's because they weren't conservative and weren't in the media. They were self-appointed "feminist leaders". It's not the political right nor the media that has trashed feminism. It's the far left nutcases who insisted on casting themselves as its leaders, who did it to themselves.

    Most women I know, including EVERY female in my family, is a staunch supporter of equality. But they will have no more to do with that brand of feminism than fiscal conservatives will have anything to do with Bush's agenda, for much the same reason: The *stated* goals don't match up with the actions being taken.


    

    



    jsid-1227716721-599536 Sarah at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 16:25:21 +0000


    Give your father my thanks. It's obvious that he is one of the truly excellent teachers who actually understands critical thinking and how to teach it to his students. We need far more teachers like him.

    

    Thanks, Ed. Unfortunately, most people like my dad would be too turned off by the public education system to teach. Dad says the system is almost completely corrupted -- most of his colleagues are like Mark. My dad came into teaching because he was a socialist back in the 1970s. A few years later he became a conservative, but stayed with teaching because it's a steady job and he enjoyed it. It's very difficult to attract teachers who are conservative and male, because it's a hostile leftist/feminine environment.

    

    Kevin, don't be fooled. The school offers philosophy only because it's another opportunity to indoctrinate. The curriculum is junk. My father is putting his career on the line by teaching it the way he is. But he's got one more year until retirement, so who cares? Throw caution to the wind. Every time I talk to him he laughs about how this could be his last day on the job. All it takes is one parent to complain to the principal, and he's toast.

    

    What I appreciate about my dad's style, as opposed to Mark's, is that he wants the kids to draw their own conclusions. He teaches them about meaning, context, and definitions, not labels. He trains them to use logic, and then refuses to let them squirm out of any uncomfortable implications (e.g. if all men are rapists, then all black men are rapists). A substantial portion of students' grades are based on the quality and depth of questions they ask in class. It's an excellent evaluation tool, because a student doesn't fully understand something until he can ask meaningful questions about it. No question is off-limits, as long as it shows evidence of process instead of regurgitation.

    

    Mark, that's what you do when you want your students to be free-thinkers, and you are fully confident in your own ideology to let it stand up to scrutiny. You provide the context and let students draw their own conclusions -- that's education. What you do is indoctrination.


    

    



    jsid-1227719798-599543 DJ at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 17:16:38 +0000


    It all makes me appreciate that there likely wasn't a better time or place to be born, all things considered, than the middle of Oklahoma in 1953.


    

    



    jsid-1227719907-599544 Unix-Jedi at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 17:18:27 +0000


    After that, I asked if anyone was liberal. No one raised their hand. I asked if anyone was conservative and about half the class raised their hand. Then I asked if anyone was moderate and the other half raised their hand.

    

    Maybe they're smarter (and more honest than you), Mark.

    

    If you're in the room, and you ask them that, and they judge themselves as "far to the right of you", even at a young age where almost all kids register as liberal (even if most call themselves "moderate"), maybe, just maybe you ought to go sit down and consider exactly how your kids see you.


    

    



    jsid-1227726174-599552 DJ at Wed, 26 Nov 2008 19:02:54 +0000


    "... maybe, just maybe you ought to go sit down and consider exactly how your kids see you."

    

    I've addressed this before, U-J, wondering if "laughingstock" would be a proper description.


    

    



    jsid-1227968139-599661 GrumpyOldFart at Sat, 29 Nov 2008 14:15:39 +0000


    "Education is kind of like a sexually transmitted disease. It makes you unsuitable for a lot of jobs, and then you have the urge to pass it on."

    

    - Terry Pratchett, "Hogfather"


    

    



    

    


  


  
    
      RCOB™
    


    Tuesday, April 18, 2006


    

    



    Glenn Reynolds linked to a Salon.com piece by Nina Burleigh:


    "I cringed as my young son recited the Pledge of Allegiance. But who was I to question his innocent trust in a nation I long ago lost faith in?"

    

    Who, indeed? Reader Wagner James Au, who sent the link, writes: "My question is, why do anti-war liberals get so offended when people question their patriotism, when they spend so much time questioning it themselves?"


    I read her piece, Country Boy, and my response to it was, almost literally, a RCOB.

    

    Ms. Burleigh and I have worldviews so divergent that we might as well be of different species. There is no common ground upon which we could even begin to attempt rapprochement. And what bothers me most of all is that I see the land that we both live in becoming more and more divided between people like her, and people like me.

    

    Let me fisk, for it is about the only thing I can do to purge myself of the emotions her piece inspired in me:


    Country Boy

    
 I cringed as my young son recited the Pledge of Allegiance. But who was I to question his innocent trust in a nation I long ago lost faith in?

    

    By Nina Burleigh

    

    Apr. 17, 2006 | When people give directions to the upstate New York hamlet of Narrowsburg, they always refer to the big red brick schoolhouse at the stoplight. Narrowsburg Central Rural School has been on the hill on School Street since 1929, educating four generations of local children.

    

    Hardly anybody in town remembers a time when the campus -- with its white doors, sloping green lawn, and Stars and Stripes snapping in the breeze -- was not there. But last year, bankrupted by local fiscal mismanagement and the woes of the post-9/11 New York state economy, the little school was shuttered. When the last student skipped out of its double doors in the summer of 2005, janitors moved in with packing tape and boxes from a nearby egg farm to empty the classrooms. Among the pupils left behind was my son, a member of the last kindergarten class.

    

    Our family first arrived in Narrowsburg in 2000, as city people hunting for a cheap house. For barely $50,000 we were able to buy the "weekend house" we thought would complete our metropolitan existence.


    "Metropolitan existences" apparently come, without question, with "weekend houses?"


    But soon after we closed on the home, we moved to Paris, spurred by the serendipitous arrival of a book contract. When our European idyll ended after two years, and with tenants still subletting our city apartment, we moved into the Narrowsburg house. After growing accustomed to the French social system -- with its cheap medicine, generous welfare, short workweek and plentiful child care -- life back in depressed upstate New York felt especially harsh. We'd never planned to get involved in the life of the town, nor had it ever occurred to us that we might send our son to the Narrowsburg School. But suddenly we were upstate locals, with a real stake in the community.


    So, France is idyllic? I guess the Burleigh family (assuming they all use a common last name, which I find highly unlikely) left France prior to the, shall we say, recent unpleasantness the French have experienced. Cheap medicine and generous welfare? Paid for by those who actually work during that short workweek? France has an unemployment rate of between 9 and 10% (depending on your source), but its rate for the 26-and-under crowd is in excess of 22%. I guess Nina didn't have to go shopping for a job during her two-year idle, er idyll.

    

    Nothing like being insulated from reality to put rose-colored glasses on one's outlook, is there?


    In the fall of 2004, we enrolled our son in kindergarten at the Narrowsburg School. The school's reputation among our friends, other "second-home owners," was not good. "Do they even have a curriculum?" sniffed one New York City professor who kept a weekend home nearby. Clearly, Narrowsburg School was not a traditional first step on the path to Harvard.


    Coming from a New York City professor, my first reaction is that he felt the hicks wouldn't introduce Marxism until the second grade.


    As far as I could tell, though, no one besides us had ever set foot inside the building.


    No one in her circle that is.


    When my husband and I investigated, we were pleasantly surprised. The school had just been renovated and was clean, airy, cheerful. The nurse and the principal knew every one of the 121 children by name. Our son would be one of just 12 little white children in a sunny kindergarten class taught by an enthusiastic woman with eighteen years' experience teaching five-year-olds.


    Isn't that special! "Twelve little white children!"

    

    I'm sure she felt properly guilty about that.


    Still, for the first few months, we felt uneasy. Eighty of Narrowsburg's 319 adults are military veterans and at least 10 recent school graduates are serving in Iraq or on other bases overseas right now.


    In other words, "These people are not like us!"


    The school's defining philosophy was traditional and conservative, starting with a sit-down-in-your-seat brand of discipline, leavened with a rafter-shaking reverence for country and flag.


    Imagine that! Requiring children to sit down in their seats! The Neaderthals!


    Every day the students gathered in the gym for the "Morning Program," open to parents, which began with the Pledge of Allegiance, followed by a patriotic song, and then discussion of a "word of the week." During the first few weeks, the words of the week seemed suspiciously tied to a certain political persuasion: "Military," "tour," "nation" and "alliance" were among them.


    No, indeed. These people are NOT LIKE US!


    But it wasn't until our boy came home with an invitation in his backpack to attend a "released time" Bible class that my husband and I panicked.


    PANICKED. Her word.

    

    She and her husband are panicked by an invitation to a BIBLE CLASS.

    

    Now, I make no bones about being an atheist (small "A"), but panic? What about the great Liberal openness? The dedication to embracing diversity?

    

    As long as, I suppose, the diverse don't include, you know, actual Christians.


    We called the ACLU and learned this was an entirely legal way for evangelicals to proselytize to children during school hours. What was against the law was sending the flier home in a kid's backpack, implying school support. After our inquiry, the ACLU formally called the principal to complain. She apologized and promised never to allow it again. While we were never identified as the people who dropped the dime to the ACLU, there was clearly no one else in the school community who would have done so -- and the principal never looked at us quite as warmly again.


    And why should she? The Burleighs contacted the ACLU (which probably doesn't have a Narrowsburg branch office) rather than the principal directly.

    

    Another characteristic of the Left - having other people fight their battles for them.


    Shortly afterward, another parent casually told me that she wanted to bring her daughter's religious cartoon videos in to share with the class, but couldn't because "some people" might object.


    Here I'm not sure if the other parent was trying to pass a message, or hadn't been informed by the Great Christian Cabal that the Burleighs were Satan incarnate yet.


    When we later learned that the cheery kindergarten teacher belonged to one of the most conservative evangelical churches in the community, we were careful not to challenge anyone or to express any opinion about politics or religion, out of fear our son would be singled out.


    You mean like Liberals do when they outnumber Conservatives?

    

    That's called "projection."


    Instead, to counteract any God-and-country indoctrination he received in school, we began our own informal in-home instruction about Bush, Iraq and Washington over the evening news.


    The kid is FIVE YEARS OLD.


    Politically, Narrowsburg is red dot in a blue state.


    What planet is this woman from? According to this map (PDF) of the red vs. blue counties in the 2004 Presidential election, New York is well over half red.


    [image: graphics1]

    


    A "red dot in a blue state" my aching sphincter.

    

    But that, too, is a characteristic of the Left - what they perceive is reality. Don't confuse 'em with the facts.


    It is not named for any small-town frame of mind, but for the way the Delaware River narrows at the edge of town, then widens into a serene, lakelike eddy that at twilight mirrors the lights of town and the ranch-style houses on the flats. The towering pines along the river are nesting spots for bald eagles that soar year-round in pairs above Main Street and swoop down into the river to sink their talons into trout sighted from a hundred feet up. That year, driving to school every morning along the water, my son and I witnessed the wind gradually scrape away the bright foliage, snow fall, and the ground freeze. In the white, leafless months, we could see the entire span of the Delaware River valley from the car, a long arc of pastoral perfection.

    

    If you knew nothing else of the world, if you were just 5 or 6 or 10 years old, and this place was your only America, you wouldn't have any reason at all to question the Narrowsburg School's Morning Program routine. Hand over heart, my son belted out the Pledge with gusto every morning and memorized and sang "The Star-Spangled Banner." I never stopped resisting the urge to sit down in silent protest during the Pledge. But I also never failed to get choked up when they sang "America the Beautiful."


    "I never stopped resisting the urge to sit down in silent protest during the Pledge."

    

    They're not anti-war - they're the other side.

    

    But it's OK, because "America the Beautiful" makes her choke up.


    Listening to their little voices, I felt guilty for being a non-believer. When I was 5 years old, in 1965, did I understand what my lefty parents were saying about the Kennedy assassination, Watts and dead-soldier counts?


    Apparently not, but it was enough to warp you into the woman you are today!


    Who was I to deprive my son, or his eleven kindergarten chums, of their faith in a nation capable of combining "good with brotherhood?" In a 5-year-old's perfect world, perhaps such places should exist.


    But you didn't let that stop you from counteracting any God-and-country indoctrination he received in school, by beginning your own informal in-home instruction about Bush, Iraq and Washington over the evening news!


    That November, at the school's annual Veterans Day program, the children performed the trucker anthem "God Bless the USA" (one of the memorable lines is "Ain't no doubt I love this la-aand, God bless the USA-ay!"), as their parents sang along. About a dozen local veterans -- ancient men who had served in World War II, and men on the cusp of old age who had served in Korea and Vietnam -- settled into folding chairs arranged beneath the flag. When the students were finished singing, the principal asked the veterans to stand and identify themselves. Watching from the audience, I wondered if anyone would speak of the disaster unfolding in Iraq (which was never a word of the week).


    Wait for it...


    No one did. The men rose and stated name, rank and theater. Finally, a burly, gray-bearded Vietnam veteran rose and said what no one else dared. After identifying himself, he choked out, "Kids, I just hope to God none of you ever have to experience what we went through." Then he sat down, leaving a small pocket of shocked silence. No one applauded his effort at honesty. On the contrary, the hot gym air thickened with a tension that implicitly ostracized the man, and by extension -- because we agreed with him -- me and my husband.


    No one repudiated the Iraq war. No one applauded the hope that these children be spared the need to go to war (or be spit on when they come back).

    

    Not even the Burleighs.

    

    That's another characteristic of the Left - complete unfamiliarity with people who have served in the military.

    

    I have relatives who served in WWII, Korea, and Vietnam. I work with Vietnam veterans. NO ONE I know who has ever been in combat has ever suggested that they thought it would be a wonderful, uplifting experience for the next generation.

    

    War sucks. People die. Often horribly. But if you ask them whether what they did was worth it, they - almost to a man - say "yes." No one hopes that the next generation will see war. Expressing that sentiment is universal, and in no way requires applause for validation.

    

    A "small pocket of shocked silence"? I doubt it seriously. Oh, I'm sure she interpreted it that way, but that's not what it was. It was silent agreement. But Burleigh does not understand Red New York. It's an alien environment to her.

    

    After all, these people are religious!


    A month later, just before Christmas, my son and I drove together into New York City with bags of children's clothes and shoes that he and his sister had outgrown. The Harlem unit of the National Guard was putting on a Christmas clothing drive for Iraqi children. On the way into the city, I tried to explain to my son what we were doing, and -- as best I could -- why. As we crossed the George Washington Bridge and the Manhattan skyline spread out below us, I began to give him a variation on the "Africans don't have any food, finish your dinner" talk. I wanted him to understand how privileged he was to live in a place where bombs weren't raining from the sky. It was a talk I'd tried to have before, but not one he'd ever paid much attention to until that day, trapped in the back seat of our car.

    

    In simple language, I told my son that our president had started a war with a country called Iraq. I said that we were bombing cities and destroying buildings. And I explained that families just like ours now had no money or food because their parents didn't have offices to go to anymore or bosses to pay them. "America did this?" my son asked, incredulous. "Yes, America," I answered. He paused, a long silent pause, then burst out: "But Mommy, I love America! I want to hug America!"


    Out of the mouths of babes...


    A month after the Christmas outburst, the first rumors that all was not well with the school began circulating. Fiscal mismanagement, high fuel and retirement costs, and the depleted state economy had created a huge and unexpected cash shortfall for the tiny district. The parents at Narrowsburg School soon had a figure: It was going to cost just over $600,000 to keep their school open for another year. Chump change in Washington and New York City, but impossible to collect in a town where the median family income is barely $45,000.


    But NYC denizens can afford to come to the town and drop $50k on a "weekend home."


    By late June 2005, the little school's fate was sealed. To my surprise I found I was deeply sorry about it.

    

    The patriot-ization of our son was thorough enough to survive the summer. He decorated his birthday cookies with red, white and blue sugar, and in his summer camp program, when doing arts and crafts, those were the colors of paint he favored. "I made the stars red, white and blue -- like the flag!" he exclaimed, holding a paper mobile he'd strung together.

    

    Now it has been almost a year since my son scampered down the steps of Narrowsburg Central Rural School for the last time. We've since returned to the city, driven back to urban life more by adult boredom than our children's lack of educational opportunities. Our son is enrolled in a well-rated K-5 public school on Manhattan's Upper West Side;


    I'm sure it has a curriculum.


    not surprisingly, the Pledge of Allegiance is no longer part of his morning routine. Come to think of it, and I could be wrong, I've never seen a flag on the premises.


    Of course not. That would be provincial.

    

    But no one should question their patriotism.


    My husband and I realized, though, that Narrowsburg did more than mold our boy into a patriot. He can, it turns out -- despite the warnings of other city parents -- read at a level twice that of his new peers.


    Amazing how that "sit-down-in-your-seat brand of discipline" contributes to, you know, LEARNING.


    Since we returned to the city, he has learned how to ride a bike, long for an Xbox, practiced a few new swear words and, somehow, learned the meaning of "sexy." He has pretty much stopped favoring red, white and blue.


    The kid is what, six? And she considers learning "a few new swear words" and understanding the meaning of "sexy" to be positive. So too, no longer "favoring red, white, and blue."

    

    But don't question her patriotism. She tears up at "American the Beautiful."


    How soon childish national pride is shed, I sometimes think now, and not a little wistfully.


    Ah, yes. National pride is childish. No country is better than any other, and we mustn't make judgments. (But America is always wrong)

    

    Just don't question her patriotism.


    Only once it was gone did I realize that, after our initial discomfort, my husband and I had begun to see our son's patriotism as a badge of innocence. His faith was a reminder to us that the reason we are devastated by the war in Iraq and the Bush presidency is that we too love America. We too want to believe in its potential for good and brotherhood.


    BULLSHIT.

    

    Love America? You don't understand America. You denigrate America. You protest it, spit on it, defecate on it. It's a foreign fucking country to you.

    

    You want it to be FRANCE, with its idyllic cheap medicine, generous welfare, short workweek, plentiful child care, and expansive socialism.

    

    That's not America. Nor is it sustainable, as the French are unwilling to learn, but will.


    Our family now visits the Narrowsburg house only on weekends and holidays. Sometimes we pass the stately red brick school building, so recently renovated with thermal windows and elevators for the disabled, a town landmark for 75 years. The flag still flies there, but the doors are padlocked and the windows are black.


    But at least they don't hold Bible study there anymore.

    

    Ms. Burleigh, move back to France. We won't miss you.

    

    UPDATE: Burleigh gets hate mail. Like I said at the top of the post, Ms. Burleigh and I have worldviews so divergent that we might as well be of different species. There is no common ground upon which we could even begin to attempt rapprochement. Therefore I did not forward this piece to her. I knew in advance it would be useless.


    

    



    
      (25 comments + 1 recent)
    


    

    



    jsid-1145417727-358723 Dave J at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 03:35:27 +0000


    The poor kid.


    

    



    jsid-1145418564-358726 Jim at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 03:49:24 +0000


    To France with her, and not a day too soon!

    

    But pray, leave the lad for his country. He is of us, and we of him.

    

    And we shall never desert him, though he wander, lost, by the foul and evil heart of his shrewish mother.

    

    

    Jim

    Sloop New Dawn

    Galveston, TX


    

    



    jsid-1145421776-358732 Cindi at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 04:42:56 +0000


    She sickens me, her and others like her. So much for the 'reality-based community'.


    

    



    jsid-1145422351-358734 Renn at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 04:52:31 +0000


    It is sad that this attitude is so common. It has been people like this who have the effrontery to tell me that if I do not like the way they are changing America that I should just move. Personally, I would rather they pack up and move to one of the countries currently following their espoused beliefs. My ancestors left Europe for some very good resons. Why are these types of people trying to turn this country into a mirror image of the Old Country??


    

    



    jsid-1145423063-358737 Tam at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 05:04:23 +0000


    Bravo!

    

    Bravo!

    

    BRAVISSIMO!


    

    



    jsid-1145426854-358744 Publicola at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 06:07:34 +0000


    hmmm. Ya know in that piece on culture I mentioned that a woman who works for the VPC wouldn't fit in in Appalachia. If I'd have just waited a few weeks to post it this would have been a perfect example.

    

    Really it's a culture thing. Hers is alien to the one she lived in briefly - & I ain't talking about paris.

    

    & I admit I'd be even moreso out of place if I moved into her neighborhood - mainly cause I wouldn't be silent where they were cause of the "fear of retribution".

    

    But to think - they had to teach some things to their kid at home because the school wasn't doing its proper job of left leaning collectivist indoctrination! The horror!

    

    I just wonder what her reaction would have been if the shcool still had a rifle team? :P


    

    



    jsid-1145443060-358749 emdfl at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 10:37:40 +0000


    Not that I would wish ill on the innocent, but when the next bomb goes off in NYC, I wonder if she and her friends will still have small children to indoctrinate?

    

    Maybe, if she's real lucky, she and her family will be "slumming" at their weekend house in the sticks when it happens.


    

    



    jsid-1145450004-358763 Aaron Woodin at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 12:33:24 +0000


    Kevin,

    

    You should find Ms. Burleigh's email address and send her your responses.

    

    Nice job!


    

    



    jsid-1145452062-358768 Sailorcurt at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 13:07:42 +0000


    Excellent fisking. I have nothing constructive to add. You captured it perfectly.


    

    



    jsid-1145454361-358772 Kevin P. at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 13:46:01 +0000


    Bravo!


    

    



    jsid-1145459429-358787 Garvin at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 15:10:29 +0000


    Great Fisking! I would only hope she reads it and ABSORBS it, but alas, probably can't get through the rock she calls a brain.


    

    



    jsid-1145462296-358798 ben at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 15:58:16 +0000


    Wow, we have our liberals in Seattle, and as far as I can tell, they're a whole different breed than those on the East Coast.

    

    In simple language, I told my son that our president had started a war with a country called Iraq. I said that we were bombing cities and destroying buildings. And I explained that families just like ours now had no money or food because their parents didn't have offices to go to anymore or bosses to pay them. "America did this?" my son asked, incredulous. "Yes, America," I answered. He paused, a long silent pause, then burst out: "But Mommy, I love America! I want to hug America!"

    

    Funny how she didn't explain Saddam to her son. And the torture, and the rape, and the murder. Must have skipped her mind.


    

    



    jsid-1145463957-358808 Kevin Baker at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 16:25:57 +0000


    She didn't have to explain Saddam to her son. Saddam was no danger to us, and besides, he was a secular dictator, um, tyrant, um, leader. The fact that he was slaughtering and starving his own people was no business of ours!

    

    Besides, everybody knows Saddam didn't have any WMD. It was all trumped-up by Chimpy McHitlerburton so he could send the redneck slavering childish patriots in the military to kill thousands of little brown people for Ooooiiiiillllll!!!!


    

    



    jsid-1145464191-358811 Rustmeister at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 16:29:51 +0000


    Thanks for this. Great job!


    

    



    jsid-1145469250-358829 Sarah at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 17:54:10 +0000


    The first line of that article alone was enough to boil my blood. Her type will be the first ones to demand the protection of the establishments they despise so much when the big bad people in the world are perceptibly threatening her way of life.

    

    Anyway, that poor kid. What a childhood. Ben and I had secular, socialist parents when we were little. In fact, they moved us up to Canada, because B.C. had the only socialist government in North America in the early 70s. Even still, we were raised in a totally apolitical atmosphere, and didn't even know our parents had been socialists until we were adults. (By then the realities of socialism had converted both of them to conservatism.) A lot of credit goes to our folks for creating a childhood for each of us that was as innocent and uncomplicated as is humanly possible. The only concerns in our lives had been eating all our vegetables, learning fractions -- and the occasional encounter with a grouchy bear in the backyard, which, in retrospect, was far more pleasant than an encounter with a self-righteous leftist.


    

    



    jsid-1145469473-358830 Cindi at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 17:57:53 +0000


    Upon further reflection, it becomes clear what a terrible mother this woman is. She deliberately undermined her six-year-old son's sense of safety and well-being and trust by scaring him about his own country, instead of a distant, murdering tyrant, when she didn't have to do either. She could have just shut up and let him be six. But she wasn't content until she made him fearful of what she is fearful, a fear that does not reflect reality. She not only introduced the boogie-man, she told the kid he was under his bed.


    

    



    jsid-1145472290-358842 phlegmfatale at Wed, 19 Apr 2006 18:44:50 +0000


    Thanks to Tam for linking to this brilliantly-stated post. What a steaming pile of excreta that Burleigh woman has plopped out. I love that their bias is SO naked and unabashed that they don't even realize they should be more discreet- it makes it so much easier to sort the wheat from the chaff.


    

    



    jsid-1145494739-358902 Alexander Wolfe at Thu, 20 Apr 2006 00:58:59 +0000


    You know, as a kid I loved nothing more than reciting the Pledge of Alliegance and continually requesting we sing the Star Spangled Banner in my music class. And I grew up to be a liberal. So the kid probably would be fine.


    

    



    jsid-1145512336-358934 Drew458 at Thu, 20 Apr 2006 05:52:16 +0000


    I've been to Narrowsburg. Nice people and a nice little town. I hope they get back on their feet. God bless them.

    

    Funny thought: most of the rest of NY state would think of Narrowsburg as being almost in NYC! Or worse, in Jersey!! I also love how NYC folks think of "upstate" as "anything past the west end of the George Washington Bridge". Their world is so small, cold, and insular.


    

    



    jsid-1145517240-408042 Trackback at Thu, 20 Apr 2006 07:14:00 +0000


    Trackback message

    Title: Sheehan on 9/11

    Excerpt: So, in Sheehan's world Al Qaeda isn't to be held responsible for their planned, deliberate murder of nearly 3,000 people- it's all Bush's fault.

    

    Words fail me. I shouldn't be surprised though- she does, afterall, call the people who killed ...

    Blog name: Cryptic Subterranean


    

    



    jsid-1145635514-359132 Barb at Fri, 21 Apr 2006 16:05:14 +0000


    Kevin - I stand in awe of your fine fisking skills. Excellent writing, man - thanks!


    

    



    jsid-1145678102-359203 Stephen at Sat, 22 Apr 2006 03:55:02 +0000


    here is her email :nburleigh@literati.net


    

    



    jsid-1145681172-359209 Kevin Baker at Sat, 22 Apr 2006 04:46:12 +0000


    There's no point in sending it to her, Stephen. She's made that abundantly clear.


    

    



    jsid-1146018997-359616 TheSev at Wed, 26 Apr 2006 02:36:37 +0000


    Hope she likes mushrooms...


    

    



    jsid-1272050100-15 Windy Wilson at Fri, 23 Apr 2010 19:15:00 +0000


    Late to the party, but I want to add that France can afford "plentiful child care" because they have a low birthrate. There are so few children that even with the short work week there are enough child care (what, technicians?) to provide plentiful child care.

    

    As to the Rifle Team comment, the Sierra Club rents the local Boy Scout summer camp for a weekend after the Scouts leave. It is "coed" to use a quaint old phrase, but Sierra Club, being Left of Chairman Mao will host archery but not riflery. When I mentioned to one girl that when I was there as a boy the Scouts used real .22 caliber rifles, she was amazed that the Scouts did not shoot one another. I told her that in those days the thought never entered our minds and we resolved disputes with fists. That may not have been the best answer, but I think the question reflects more on the caliber (sorry) of the boys this 30 something girl dates.

    Ms Burleigh would, no doubt, be horrified that school children actually touch something so lethal.

    

    And it's no good pointing out that cars are even more lethal. Mass transit will fix that.


    

    



    asm826 • Tuesday, September 27 2011 7:49 PM


    We are a greying and fading minority, my friend. In 20 years when her son is voting, we won't even be a memory.


    I went and read her letters, I didn't find any hate mail. I did find people that disagreed with her views and stated their own views. I don't doubt she got some nasty letters, but the behavior of a few does not change the validity of a point of view.


    

    



    

    



    

    


  


  
    
      Al Gore's Internet
    


    Thursday, May 17, 2007


    

    



    Al Gore has another book coming out. This one's not about how the world is going to be destroyed by Global Climate Change if we don't immediately cut back to a subsistence agriculture society. No, this one is about how stupid we Americans are. It's entitled The Assault on Reason. Time magazine has a short excerpt from the book, and you know what? I actually agree with some of what Al has to say - just not necessarily for the same reasons. Let us fisk:


    Not long before our nation launched the invasion of Iraq, our longest-serving Senator, Robert Byrd of West Virginia, stood on the Senate floor and said: "This chamber is, for the most part, silent -- ominously, dreadfully silent. There is no debate, no discussion, no attempt to lay out for the nation the pros and cons of this particular war. There is nothing. We stand passively mute in the United States Senate."

    

    Why was the Senate silent?

    

    In describing the empty chamber the way he did, Byrd invited a specific version of the same general question millions of us have been asking: "Why do reason, logic and truth seem to play a sharply diminished role in the way America now makes important decisions?" The persistent and sustained reliance on falsehoods as the basis of policy, even in the face of massive and well-understood evidence to the contrary, seems to many Americans to have reached levels that were previously unimaginable.


    And he writes this with (one assumes) a straight face!


    A large and growing number of Americans are asking out loud: "What has happened to our country?" People are trying to figure out what has gone wrong in our democracy, and how we can fix it.


    A somewhat smaller, but hopefully growing number of people are asking "What has gone wrong with our REPUBLIC?"


    To take another example, for the first time in American history, the Executive Branch of our government has not only condoned but actively promoted the treatment of captives in wartime that clearly involves torture, thus overturning a prohibition established by General George Washington during the Revolutionary War.


    Not to put too fine a point on it, but during the Revolutionary War our opponents wore uniforms and fought in accordance with the rules of honor. If you want a more apt comparison, you need to go back and look at what our government did against the American Indian population before, during and after the Revolutionary War.

    

    How quickly we forget, when it's convenient.


    It is too easy -- and too partisan -- to simply place the blame on the policies of President George W. Bush. We are all responsible for the decisions our country makes. We have a Congress. We have an independent judiciary. We have checks and balances. We are a nation of laws. We have free speech. We have a free press. Have they all failed us?


    It sure looks that way.


    Why has America's public discourse become less focused and clear, less reasoned? Faith in the power of reason -- the belief that free citizens can govern themselves wisely and fairly by resorting to logical debate on the basis of the best evidence available, instead of raw power -- remains the central premise of American democracy. This premise is now under assault.

    

    American democracy is now in danger -- not from any one set of ideas, but from unprecedented changes in the environment within which ideas either live and spread, or wither and die. I do not mean the physical environment; I mean what is called the public sphere, or the marketplace of ideas.

    

    It is simply no longer possible to ignore the strangeness of our public discourse. I know I am not alone in feeling that something has gone fundamentally wrong. In 2001, I had hoped it was an aberration when polls showed that three-quarters of Americans believed that Saddam Hussein was responsible for attacking us on Sept. 11. More than five years later, however, nearly half of the American public still believes Saddam was connected to the attack.


    What, no mention of the percentage of people who think that the U.S. Government was complicit? Or directly involved?


    At first I thought the exhaustive, nonstop coverage of the O.J. Simpson trial was just an unfortunate excess -- an unwelcome departure from the normal good sense and judgment of our television news media. Now we know that it was merely an early example of a new pattern of serial obsessions that periodically take over the airwaves for weeks at a time: the Michael Jackson trial and the Robert Blake trial, the Laci Peterson tragedy and the Chandra Levy tragedy, Britney and KFed, Lindsay and Paris and Nicole.

    

    While American television watchers were collectively devoting 100 million hours of their lives each week to these and other similar stories, our nation was in the process of more quietly making what future historians will certainly describe as a series of catastrophically mistaken decisions on issues of war and peace, the global climate and human survival, freedom and barbarity, justice and fairness. For example, hardly anyone now disagrees that the choice to invade Iraq was a grievous mistake.


    Nice to know I sit in the ranks of "hardly anyone." I guess I get to pick a comfy chair, and there's lots of elbow room.


    Yet, incredibly, all of the evidence and arguments necessary to have made the right decision were available at the time and in hindsight are glaringly obvious.


    That is, if your definition of "right" is "leaving Saddam & Sons in power in Iraq after dropping the sanctions against him." Which explains why the majority of Congress voted for the war before they voted against it.


    Those of us who have served in the U.S. Senate and watched it change over time could volunteer a response to Senator Byrd's incisive description of the Senate prior to the invasion: The chamber was empty because the Senators were somewhere else. Many of them were at fund-raising events they now feel compelled to attend almost constantly in order to collect money—much of it from special interests—to buy 30-second TV commercials for their next re-election campaign.


    What?!?! McCain-Feingold didn't work?!?

    

    I'm shocked.


    The Senate was silent because Senators don't feel that what they say on the floor of the Senate really matters that much anymore -- not to the other Senators, who are almost never present when their colleagues speak, and certainly not to the voters, because the news media seldom report on Senate speeches anymore.


    In no small part because of the speeches of Senators like Robert Byrd.


    Our Founders' faith in the viability of representative democracy rested on their trust in the wisdom of a well-informed citizenry, their ingenious design for checks and balances, and their belief that the rule of reason is the natural sovereign of a free people. The Founders took great care to protect the openness of the marketplace of ideas so that knowledge could flow freely. Thus they not only protected freedom of assembly, they made a special point -- in the First Amendment -- of protecting the freedom of the printing press. And yet today, almost 45 years have passed since the majority of Americans received their news and information from the printed word. Newspapers are hemorrhaging readers. Reading itself is in decline. The Republic of Letters has been invaded and occupied by the empire of television.


    Which doesn't cover Senate speeches. And your point is?


    Radio, the Internet, movies, cell phones, iPods, computers, instant messaging, video games and personal digital assistants all now vie for our attention -- but it is television that still dominates the flow of information. According to an authoritative global study, Americans now watch television an average of 4 hours and 35 minutes every day -- 90 minutes more than the world average. When you assume eight hours of work a day, six to eight hours of sleep and a couple of hours to bathe, dress, eat and commute, that is almost three-quarters of all the discretionary time the average American has.

    

    In the world of television, the massive flows of information are largely in only one direction, which makes it virtually impossible for individuals to take part in what passes for a national conversation.


    And this was different when newspapers ruled... how, exactly? Because they'd publish your (heavily edited) letter to the editor, maybe, a few weeks after it was no longer timely?


    Individuals receive, but they cannot send. They hear, but they do not speak. The "well-informed citizenry" is in danger of becoming the "well-amused audience." Moreover, the high capital investment required for the ownership and operation of a television station and the centralized nature of broadcast, cable and satellite networks have led to the increasing concentration of ownership by an ever smaller number of larger corporations that now effectively control the majority of television programming in America.


    "In danger," hell. We're already there. And a "smaller number of larger corporations?" Same for newspapers. And, if you'll notice, television news is hemorrhaging viewership too.


    In practice, what television's dominance has come to mean is that the inherent value of political propositions put forward by candidates is now largely irrelevant compared with the image-based ad campaigns they use to shape the perceptions of voters. The high cost of these commercials has radically increased the role of money in politics -- and the influence of those who contribute it. That is why campaign finance reform, however well drafted, often misses the main point: so long as the dominant means of engaging in political dialogue is through purchasing expensive television advertising, money will continue in one way or another to dominate American politics. And as a result, ideas will continue to play a diminished role. That is also why the House and Senate campaign committees in both parties now search for candidates who are multimillionaires and can buy the ads with their own personal resources.


    Oh, please. The #1 job of the elected official is to keep getting re-elected - either to the same seat, or one higher up the totem pole. Money has always ruled. It just costs more to be a player today. So? Back when Pulitzer was manipulating the electorate, Paddy the Milkman couldn't affect the political system either.


    When I first ran for Congress in 1976, I never took a poll during the entire campaign. Eight years later, however, when I ran statewide for the U.S. Senate, I did take polls and like most statewide candidates relied more heavily on electronic advertising to deliver my message. I vividly remember a turning point in that Senate campaign when my opponent, a fine public servant named Victor Ashe who has since become a close friend, was narrowing the lead I had in the polls. After a detailed review of all the polling information and careful testing of potential TV commercials, the anticipated response from my opponent's campaign and the planned response to the response, my advisers made a recommendation and prediction that surprised me with its specificity: "If you run this ad at this many 'points' [a measure of the size of the advertising buy], and if Ashe responds as we anticipate, and then we purchase this many points to air our response to his response, the net result after three weeks will be an increase of 8.5% in your lead in the polls."

    

    I authorized the plan and was astonished when three weeks later my lead had increased by exactly 8.5%. Though pleased, of course, for my own campaign, I had a sense of foreboding for what this revealed about our democracy. Clearly, at least to some degree, the "consent of the governed" was becoming a commodity to be purchased by the highest bidder. To the extent that money and the clever use of electronic mass media could be used to manipulate the outcome of elections, the role of reason began to diminish.

    

    As a college student, I wrote my senior thesis on the impact of television on the balance of power among the three branches of government. In the study, I pointed out the growing importance of visual rhetoric and body language over logic and reason. There are countless examples of this, but perhaps understandably, the first one that comes to mind is from the 2000 campaign, long before the Supreme Court decision and the hanging chads, when the controversy over my sighs in the first debate with George W. Bush created an impression on television that for many viewers outweighed whatever positive benefits I might have otherwise gained in the verbal combat of ideas and substance. A lot of good that senior thesis did me.


    While I'm not surprised at Al's self-centered example, the one almost everyone else thinks of first is the televised debate between Richard Nixon and John F. Kennedy. The people who heard it on the radio thought Nixon won. The people who saw it on TV thought Kennedy did.

    

    "Never let them see you sweat," I believe is the expression.


    The potential for manipulating mass opinions and feelings initially discovered by commercial advertisers is now being even more aggressively exploited by a new generation of media Machiavellis. The combination of ever more sophisticated public opinion sampling techniques and the increasing use of powerful computers to parse and subdivide the American people according to "psychographic" categories that identify their susceptibility to individually tailored appeals has further magnified the power of propagandistic electronic messaging that has created a harsh new reality for the functioning of our democracy.


    As a result, our democracy is in danger of being hollowed out. In order to reclaim our birthright, we Americans must resolve to repair the systemic decay of the public forum. We must create new ways to engage in a genuine and not manipulative conversation about our future. We must stop tolerating the rejection and distortion of science.


    AGAIN with a straight face!


    We must insist on an end to the cynical use of pseudo-studies known to be false for the purpose of intentionally clouding the public's ability to discern the truth. Americans in both parties should insist on the re-establishment of respect for the rule of reason.


    And here I'm going to interrupt Mr. Gore's interesting rant for a bit longer interjection. Gore is blaming the media for taking advantage of the public's gullibility.

    

    He never once questions why the electorate is so gullible. Here's a clue: As Bill Bennett wrote some time back, a hundred years ago our high schools taught Latin and Greek. They taught rhetoric and logic. They taught world geography, and ancient and modern history.

    

    Now our public universities teach remedial English and basic arithmetic to incoming freshmen.

    

    Others have commented on the quality of many of the letters written by Civil War soldiers on both sides of that war - their literary, historical, and biblical allusions, their excellent grammar and punctuation. Have you perused LiveJournal recently? Or randomly sampled some of the personal blogs on Blogger? What language is that?

    

    Thomas Sowell recently wrote:


    A recently reprinted memoir by Frederick Douglass (1818-1895) has footnotes explaining what words like 'arraigned,' 'curried' and 'exculpate' meant, and explaining who Job was. In other words, this man who was born a slave and never went to school educated himself to the point where his words now have to be explained to today's expensively under-educated generation.

    

    There is really nothing very mysterious about why our public schools are failures. When you select the poorest quality college students to be public school teachers, give them iron-clad tenure, a captive audience, and pay them according to seniority rather than performance, why should the results be surprising?

    

    Ours may become the first civilization destroyed, not by the power of our enemies, but by the ignorance of our teachers and the dangerous nonsense they are teaching our children. In an age of artificial intelligence, they are creating artificial stupidity.

    

    In a democracy, we have always had to worry about the ignorance of the uneducated. Today we have to worry about the ignorance of people with college degrees.


    You want to know the main reason for the ills you're protesting against, Al? Our government has destroyed the public education system. It's done it slowly, methodically, systematically and deliberately. And why?

    

    TO PRODUCE A POPULACE THAT CAN BE EASILY LEAD AROUND BY ITS POLITICAL MASTERS.

    

    What you're protesting here isn't that the American public is too easily manipulated, you're upset because they apparently can't yet be manipulated into doing what YOU want. As you say, it's too easy - and too partisan - to simply blame George Bush, or even just the Republicans. No, it took both parties, a hundred years, and hundreds of billions of dollars to get to where we are today. It started with John Dewey at about the turn of the 20th Century, and it's gone downhill from there. Formation of the federal Department of Education in 1980 seems only to have accelerated the problem. (There's a surprise.)

    

    You don't want to "create new ways to engage in a genuine and not manipulative conversation about our future." Politicians aren't interested in no longer "tolerating the rejection and distortion of science." They're out to shut up the opposition by labeling them as ignorant drooling boobs who must be led by the hand by our political masters. I said as much in a piece I wrote during that 2000 election debacle, An Uncomfortable Conclusion:


    With the continuing legal maneuvers in the Florida election debacle, I have been forced to a conclusion that I may have been unconsciously fending off. The Democratic party thinks we're stupid. Not "amiable uncle Joe" stupid, but DANGEROUSLY stupid.

    

    Lead-by-the-hand-no-sharp-objects-don't-put-that-in-your-mouth stupid.

    

    And they don't think that just Republicans and independents are stupid, no no! They think ANYBODY not in the Democratic power elite is, by definition, a drooling idiot. A muttering moron. Pinheads barely capable of dressing ourselves.

    

    Take, for example, the position under which the Gore election machine petitioned for a recount - that only supporters of the Democratic candidate for President lacked the skills necessary to vote properly, and that through a manual recount those erroneously marked ballots could be "properly" counted in Mr. Gore's favor. They did this in open court and on national television, and with a straight face.

    

    So, it is with some regret that I can no longer hold that uncomfortable conclusion at bay:

    

    They're right. We are.

    

    Not all of us, of course, but enough. Those of us still capable of intelligent, logical, independent thought have been overwhelmed by the public school system production lines that have been cranking out large quantities of substandard product for the last thirty-five years or so. The majority of three or four generations have managed to make it into the working world with no knowledge of history, no understanding of the Constitution or civics, no awareness of geography, no ability to do even mildly complex mathematics, no comprehension of science, and realistically little to no ability to read with comprehension, or write with clarity. And we seem to have developed attention spans roughly equivalent to that of your average small bird.

    

    After all, about half the public accepted the Democratic premise that we were too stupid to vote correctly because their guy didn't win by a landslide, didn't they? And the other half was outraged, not that they made such a ludicrous argument, but that they didn't want to play fair and by the rules that no one seems to understand or to be able to explain.

    

    The other majority party isn't blameless in this; they like an ignorant electorate too. It's easier to lead people who can't or won't think for themselves. It took both parties and many years of active bipartisan meddling to make the education system into an international laughingstock.


    As you can see, I've held this opinion for some time now.

    

    Would you like some example of what I'm talking about here? I have just the thing, thanks to Dr. Sanity. Here are some quotes by psychologists - certainly the recipients of some of the highest levels of education - specifically on what they believe the function of public education ought to be, via PsychQuotes.com:


    "Every child in America entering school at the age of five is insane because he comes to school with certain allegiances to our founding fathers, toward our elected officials, toward his parents, toward a belief in a supernatural being, and toward the sovereignty of this nation as a separate entity. It’s up to you as teachers to make all these sick children well – by creating the international child of the future"

    Dr. Chester M. Pierce, Psychiatrist, address to the Childhood International Education Seminar, 1973

    

    "We have swallowed all manner of poisonous certainties fed us by our parents, our Sunday and day school teachers, our politicians, our priests, our newspapers, and others with a vested interest in controlling us. ‘Thou shalt become as gods, knowing good and evil,’ good and evil with which to keep children under control, with which to impose local and familial and national loyalties and with which to blind children to their glorious intellectual heritage… The results, the inevitable results, are frustration, inferiority, neurosis and inability to enjoy living, to reason clearly or to make a world fit to live in."

    Dr. G. Brock Chisholm, President, World Federation of Mental Health

    

    Teaching school children to read was a "perversion" and high literacy rate bred "the sustaining force behind individualism."

    John Dewey, Educational Psychologist


    He says that like individualism is a bad thing.


    The school curriculum should "…be designed to bend the student to the realities of society, especially by way of vocational education… the curriculum should be designed to promote mental health as an instrument for social progress and a means of altering culture…"

    Report: Action for Mental Health, 1961

    

    "Education should aim at destroying free will so that after pupils are thus schooled they will be incapable throughout the rest of their lives of thinking or acting otherwise than as their school masters would have wished ... The social psychologist of the future will have a number of classes of school children on whom they will try different methods of producing an unshakable conviction that snow is black. Various results will soon be arrived at: first, that influences of the home are 'obstructive' and verses set to music and repeatedly intoned are very effective ... It is for the future scientist to make these maxims precise and discover exactly how much it costs per head to make children believe that snow is black. When the technique has been perfected, every government that has been in charge of education for more than one generation will be able to control its subjects securely without the need of armies or policemen."

    Bertrand Russell quoting (one assumes approvingly - ed.) Johann Gottlieb Fichte, the head of philosophy & psychology who influenced Hegel and others – Prussian University in Berlin, 1810

    

    "…through schools of the world we shall disseminate a new conception of government – one that will embrace all of the collective activities of men; one that will postulate the need for scientific control and operation of economic activities in the interests of all people."

    Harold Rugg, student of psychology and a disciple of John Dewey


    Dewey raises his ugly head again.


    "Education does not mean teaching people to know what they do not know – it means teaching them to behave as they do not behave."

    National Institute of Mental Health (NIMH) sponsored report: The Role of Schools in Mental Health

    

    "This is the idea where we drop subject matter and we drop Carnegie Unites (grading from A-F) and we just let students find their way, keeping them in school until they manifest the politically correct attitudes. You see, one of the effects of self-esteem (Values Clarification) programs is that you are no longer obliged to tell the truth if you don’t feel like it. You don’t have to tell the truth because if the truth you have to tell is about your own failure then your self-esteem will go down and that is unthinkable."

    Dr. William Coulson, explaining Outcome Based Education


    These are the kind of people who have been influencing public education for the last century.

    

    And you wonder why so few Americans have critical thinking skills anymore? Let's not blame television. The populace had to be prepped first.

    

    Continuing with Gore's piece:


    And what if an individual citizen or group of citizens wants to enter the public debate by expressing their views on television? Since they cannot simply join the conversation, some of them have resorted to raising money in order to buy 30 seconds in which to express their opinion. But too often they are not allowed to do even that. MoveOn.org tried to buy an ad for the 2004 Super Bowl broadcast to express opposition to Bush's economic policy, which was then being debated by Congress. CBS told MoveOn that "issue advocacy" was not permissible. Then, CBS, having refused the MoveOn ad, began running advertisements by the White House in favor of the president's controversial proposal. So MoveOn complained, and the White House ad was temporarily removed. By temporarily, I mean it was removed until the White House complained, and CBS immediately put the ad back on, yet still refused to present the MoveOn ad.


    Was the .gov piece run as a "public service" spot? Did CBS run any other paid "advocacy" commercials? I mean besides for excessive beer drinking? Did CBS deny MoveOn commercial time on any evening sitcoms or during its Evening News broadcast?

    

    Sorry, but I'm just not getting all that worked up here. I understand that the SwiftBoat Veterans for Truth had some trouble getting their ads placed on national television as well.


    To understand the final reason why the news marketplace of ideas dominated by television is so different from the one that emerged in the world dominated by the printing press, it is important to distinguish the quality of vividness experienced by television viewers from the "vividness" experienced by readers. Marshall McLuhan's description of television as a "cool" medium—as opposed to the "hot" medium of print—was hard for me to understand when I read it 40 years ago, because the source of "heat" in his metaphor is the mental work required in the alchemy of reading. But McLuhan was almost alone in recognizing that the passivity associated with watching television is at the expense of activity in parts of the brain associated with abstract thought, logic, and the reasoning process. Any new dominant communications medium leads to a new information ecology in society that inevitably changes the way ideas, feelings, wealth, power and influence are distributed and the way collective decisions are made.

    

    As a young lawyer giving his first significant public speech at the age of 28, Abraham Lincoln warned that a persistent period of dysfunction and unresponsiveness by government could alienate the American people and that "the strongest bulwark of any government, and particularly of those constituted like ours, may effectively be broken down and destroyed -- I mean the attachment of the people."


    Thomas Jefferson beat him to it:


    The people cannot be all, & always, well informed. The part which is wrong will be discontented in proportion to the importance of the facts they misconceive; if they remain quiet under such misconceptions it is a lethargy, the forerunner of death to the public liberty.


    Lethargy we've got, in abundance.


    Many Americans now feel that our government is unresponsive and that no one in power listens to or cares what they think.


    Case in point: today's "compromise" immigration legislation.


    They feel disconnected from democracy. They feel that one vote makes no difference, and that they, as individuals, have no practical means of participating in America's self-government. Unfortunately, they are not entirely wrong. Voters are often viewed mainly as targets for easy manipulation by those seeking their "consent" to exercise power. By using focus groups and elaborate polling techniques, those who design these messages are able to derive the only information they're interested in receiving from citizens -- feedback useful in fine-tuning their efforts at manipulation. Over time, the lack of authenticity becomes obvious and takes its toll in the form of cynicism and alienation. And the more Americans disconnect from the democratic process, the less legitimate it becomes.


    "Lack of authenticity" from a guy who did a creditable imitation of a cardboard cutout and had to pay Naomi Wolf for advice on how to act like an "alpha male."

    

    Gore should do standup.


    Many young Americans now seem to feel that the jury is out on whether American democracy actually works or not. We have created a wealthy society with tens of millions of talented, resourceful individuals who play virtually no role whatsoever as citizens. Bringing these people in -- with their networks of influence, their knowledge, and their resources -- is the key to creating the capacity for shared intelligence that we need to solve our problems.


    Translated: "We need their money."


    Unfortunately, the legacy of the 20th century's ideologically driven bloodbaths has included a new cynicism about reason itself -- because reason was so easily used by propagandists to disguise their impulse to power by cloaking it in clever and seductive intellectual formulations.


    Wait...

    

    The 20th century's ideologically driven bloodbaths? I thought television was at fault for all of this. We didn't get TV until the latter half of the 20th century. Prior to that it was newspapers and radio.

    

    Let's put the blame for the 20th century's ideological bloodbaths where it belongs: on the shoulders of failed philosophies that were emotionally appealing, but logically insupportable - communism and fascism. And the majority of the victims of the 20th century's bloodbaths were victims of their own governments - not victims of war between opposing powers. Further, television wasn't all that widespread in those countries. That required the benefits of capitalism.


    When people don't have an opportunity to interact on equal terms and test the validity of what they're being "taught" in the light of their own experience and robust, shared dialogue, they naturally begin to resist the assumption that the experts know best.


    Err... what? When people DO have the opportunity to interact and test the validity of what they're being taught is when they resist the assumption that the "experts" know best. It's when they're denied the ability that "groupthink" arises. Why do you think there's a press on to reinstitute the "fairness doctrine?" To stifle voices one side doesn't want you to hear - the side questioning the "experts."


    So the remedy for what ails our democracy is not simply better education (as important as that is) or civic education (as important as that can be), but the re-establishment of a genuine democratic discourse in which individuals can participate in a meaningful way -- a conversation of democracy in which meritorious ideas and opinions from individuals do, in fact, evoke a meaningful response.


    Here's where I finally start to agree with Gore.


    Fortunately, the Internet has the potential to revitalize the role played by the people in our constitutional framework. It has extremely low entry barriers for individuals. It is the most interactive medium in history and the one with the greatest potential for connecting individuals to one another and to a universe of knowledge. It's a platform for pursuing the truth, and the decentralized creation and distribution of ideas, in the same way that markets are a decentralized mechanism for the creation and distribution of goods and services. It's a platform, in other words, for reason.

    

    But the Internet must be developed and protected, in the same way we develop and protect markets -- through the establishment of fair rules of engagement and the exercise of the rule of law.

    

    The same ferocity that our Founders devoted to protect the freedom and independence of the press is now appropriate for our defense of the freedom of the Internet. The stakes are the same: the survival of our Republic. We must ensure that the Internet remains open and accessible to all citizens without any limitation on the ability of individuals to choose the content they wish regardless of the Internet service provider they use to connect to the Web. We cannot take this future for granted. We must be prepared to fight for it, because of the threat of corporate consolidation and control over the Internet marketplace of ideas.

    

    The danger arises because there is, in most markets, a very small number of broadband network operators. These operators have the structural capacity to determine the way in which information is transmitted over the Internet and the speed with which it is delivered. And the present Internet network operators—principally large telephone and cable companies -- have an economic incentive to extend their control over the physical infrastructure of the network to leverage control of Internet content. If they went about it in the wrong way, these companies could institute changes that have the effect of limiting the free flow of information over the Internet in a number of troubling ways.

    

    The democratization of knowledge by the print medium brought the Enlightenment. Now, broadband interconnection is supporting decentralized processes that reinvigorate democracy. We can see it happening before our eyes: As a society, we are getting smarter. Networked democracy is taking hold. You can feel it. We the people -- as Lincoln put it, "even we here" -- are collectively still the key to the survival of America's democracy.


    While I agree with what he says here, I cannot help but believe that what he actually intends would have a result counterproductive to his (stated) ends. Or am I exhibiting critical thinking skills here and questioning the expert?

    

    Fool me once, shame on you...


    

    



    
      (23 comments)
    


    

    



    jsid-1179475876-572457 FabioC. at Fri, 18 May 2007 08:11:16 +0000


    Yes, Internet is making a change, but it seems to be more where weirdos of all stripes can hang together, rather than The Great Marketplace of Ideas.

    

    A lot of information - basic science, technology, history, literature - is out there, but not many are interested in it, in developing a real knowledge base. What you see is quotes from Wikipedia cited as the ultimate authoritative source.

    

    And the level of debate between opposing sides? Gang wars seem more orderly at times. And I plead guilty to some of that - especially of overreaction to idiotic ideas, such as that we should give communism just another try.

    

    Anyway, Jeff Goldstein at Protein Wisdom treats at length the nefarious influence of identity politics and intellectualism. It's a suggested reading.


    

    



    jsid-1179490905-572458 M Larson at Fri, 18 May 2007 12:21:45 +0000


    "We must insist on an end to the cynical use of pseudo-studies known to be false for the purpose of intentionally clouding the public's ability to discern the truth."

    

    I agree - we need to stop whipping up hysteria over the myth of anthropogenic global warming. Who knew Al could get it right for once?


    

    



    jsid-1179492148-572459 Blackwing1 at Fri, 18 May 2007 12:42:28 +0000


    Kevin:

    

    My wife has been a high-school and middle-school teacher, in both government-school and private-school systems, for more than twenty years. She has watched and discussed with me at length the progressive disintegration of the government school systems, and their encroachment on the private school systems.

    

    The government school systems, since their well-organized socialist (Dewey) inception, have been the first and best bastion of collectivism within the United States. As you note in your essay, the federalization of the government school systems (with the creation of the federal "Department of Education") has only accelerated the decline.

    

    While many groups decry the government school teacher's unions, this is only one small aspect of the entire issue. Addressing teacher pay-for-performance, school "choice" vouchers, or any other such "solution", is (as my wife notes) like putting a band-aid on someone that's dying of cancer. The overall issue remains that they are a socialist/collectivist enclave supported by the taxes paid by people in the remains of our free enterprise system. There is not only no penalty for failure, the failure of the socialist educational system is used as an excuse to throw even MORE money at it.

    

    A shining example is the City of Minneapolis, whose government school system is in a catastrophic state of failure. The last year for which I had data (it's now fairly hard to find these numbers, for some mysterious reason) was 2003, when the government school system was spending over eleven thousand dollars ($11,000) per student. And turning out a product that is, for a huge percentage of its "graduates", functionally illiterate and innumerate. There are a tiny number schools, rapidly dwindling, in which a student has a chance to actually receive an education; the rest of them are simply holding pens to keep them off the streets for nine months of the year. The activist parents fight tooth and nail to get their children into these select schools…the ones who don't care about their children's education do nothing.

    

    The end result has been that those who can afford to pay both the exorbitant Minneapolis property taxes AND private tuition send their children to private schools, while those who can't afford it typically flee the city for third/fourth tier suburban school districts.

    

    The larger moral issue of robbing Peter to pay for Paul's children's education must be addressed. The proponent of such robbery claim that education is a "right", or that since an educated populace is necessary for a republic to function that it must be paid for with public funds. They ignore the fact that such justifications are bogus, and that "public" education had not been funded with tax dollars to a significant degree until the beginning of the 20th century.

    

    The effects of Fabian Socialism in the in the educational system cannot be overstated. The socialists, starting with John Dewey, have taken over the entire training of teachers, and the outcomes in the vast majority of the colleges and universities in the United States has been a system of pedagogy that has ignored it's own failures while trumpeting the values of collectivist thinking.

    

    While I don't believe that this is the result of any vast left-wing conspiracy (one of my favorite quotes is, "Never attribute to conspiracy what can be accounted for by stupidity"), the end result remains the same. A populace completely unaware of the founding principles of the country in which they live, which can be easily manipulated by the lame-stream media. They have never, ever been taught critical thinking skills in the government classrooms in which they were "educated".


    

    



    jsid-1179498138-572464 Kevin Baker at Fri, 18 May 2007 14:22:18 +0000


    EXCELLENT comment, Blackwing1. Thank you.


    

    



    jsid-1179501945-572465 Rand al'Thor at Fri, 18 May 2007 15:25:45 +0000


    The last couple of paragraphs you quoted by Gore seem to be his lead in for governmental control of the Internet. This well of reason and ideas must be government controlled for they know best and well look at how well public schools are run.

    

    This book just seems like another ploy to rein in the Internet and make another government bureaucracy, say the Department of Networked Information.


    

    



    jsid-1179503406-572466 geekWithA.45 at Fri, 18 May 2007 15:50:06 +0000


    The last couple of paragraphs seem to be Gore's pitch for the recent hub bub about preventing a "two tiered" internet, for which much poo and FUD was flung.

    

    Yes, it was entirely about governmental regulation, and make no doubt, Al Gore was advocating regulation.

    

    

    As for the decay of our school systems, my take is that the decay has vastly accellerated since I was in it. My own education is a blend of public and private schooling, and the public schools did teach authentic critical thought at the time.

    

    

    Unfortunately, as gwa9, a lone voice of sanity in her school can attest, way too much of the books and materials come with ideological trappings. One book, which she flat out rejected, eventually winning the duel with the rest of her colleagues, was something like "The Integration of Reading, Writing and Critical Thinking Skills"....critical thinking skills being entirely measured in terms of ideological conformity to leftist doctrine. Case examples were explicitly drawn from current controversies: the gWoT, and AGW.

    

    I shit you not.

    

    Fortunately, the book was so blatantly over the top that even the most addled were able to understand it, and she was able to win enough over to get that nonsense stopped, which is a sign of hope that all is not lost. Even uberLiberals are appalled.

    

    Another much overlooked element of the decay of our educational institutions is the de-facto monopoly a small number of companies have over educational text books.

    

    The reality is that the books have a lot more to do with the curriculum than anything else, they are available from a small number of vendors, there is no diversity of thought in them, they toe the politically correct line, they are massively expensive, and they are not sold a la carte; they are sold in giant take it or leave it packages.


    

    



    jsid-1179504134-572467 Kevin Baker at Fri, 18 May 2007 16:02:14 +0000


    Geek:

    

    "My own education is a blend of public and private schooling, and the public schools did teach authentic critical thought at the time."

    

    My experience was similar. The difference, I think, is that if you wanted to get a quality education, the opportunity was still there. There were teachers who could teach (and control their classrooms), and there have always been good books from which to teach.

    

    But if you don't want an education, no problem! Our schools have become more and more over time simply holding pens for our youth, as Blackwing1 put it. It has become progressively harder for those who want a good education to get one out of the public school systems. This is by no means uniform. Like most things it's more pronounced in metropolitan areas and less in rural ones, but yes it is accelerating.


    

    



    jsid-1179504203-572468 Thirdpower at Fri, 18 May 2007 16:03:23 +0000


    I have several grade school textbooks from the late 1800's to 1930's. They include levels of English and Mathematics that were not taught to me until I was well into High School. When I took English II in college. The teacher was reduced to teaching remedial English to about half the class (most of whom were retaking it). He had to spend over a week on the proper use of sit, set, and sat.


    

    



    jsid-1179505743-509328 Trackback at Fri, 18 May 2007 16:29:03 +0000


    Trackback message

    Title: Thoughts on Algore from Kevin

    Excerpt: Kevin is posting again (yay!) and has an interesting post on Algore’s new book.

    Al Gore has another book coming out. This one’s not about how the world is going to be destroyed by Global Climate Change if we don’t immediately cut ba...

    Blog name: Solarvoid


    

    



    jsid-1179508079-572472 Markadelphia at Fri, 18 May 2007 17:07:59 +0000


    As an educator, I think there are two ways you can define the problem with education in this country. The first is to look at it from the learners point of view. The only good thing that has come out No Child Left Behind is the aggregate data. This data unequivocally shows that people from different cultures learn differently. The data shows that non white students are performing poorly because teachers are not open to new styles of teaching.

    

    To look at this another way, someone who is African American, for example, learns more effectively if a text is juxtaposed with his or her daily life. Simply reading Julius Caesar and lecturing abou it isn't enough...dramitically potraying the relevance to the themes raised in the novel in relation to their home live ignites interest. An example of this type of pedagogy is seen in the movie Freedom Writers.

    

    Another thing from the learners point of view...everyone learns differently and each instructor must tailor their lessons accordingly. Differentiation is key to success. Grouping children in small groups or in pairs for learning goes a long way in bridging this gap. I do this all the time and it works.

    

    The other key to success is not an investement in finanical capital but human capital. We need more people that want to teach. We need people that have more energy and hear the calling of how important it is to teach children to be critical thinkers. For myself, I became a teacher a few years ago when several young people I met over the course of a year or so could not name a single world leader, other than our president. Appalling!

    

    Check out this article

    

    http://www.csmonitor.com:80/2006/1215/p01s01-ussc.html

    

    I have never seen a more "no-nonsense approach to fixing our education system. I think it echoes what most people have posted here.


    

    



    jsid-1179509873-572474 Kevin Baker at Fri, 18 May 2007 17:37:53 +0000


    "This data unequivocally shows that people from different cultures learn differently."

    

    Wait...

    

    I thought saying something like this was racist? Did I miss a memo?

    

    "To look at this another way, someone who is African American, for example, learns more effectively if a text is juxtaposed with his or her daily life."

    

    Would that be "African Americans" from Cleveland, or "African Americans" from Jamaica? Or an "African American" like Teresa Heinz Kerry?

    

    "What if the solution to American students' stagnant performance levels and the wide achievement gap between white and minority students wasn't more money, smaller schools, or any of the reforms proposed in recent years, but rather a new education system altogether?" (from the linked article.)

    

    Yes, we need to burn it all down and start over. Problem is, the complete education system - from the school room to the colleges of education - are occupied by people more interested in creating collectivists than in educating individualists, and I don't see anything changing there regardless of what other changes are made.


    

    



    jsid-1179510623-572475 EricWS at Fri, 18 May 2007 17:50:23 +0000


    Don't forget, Kevin, that people like 'delphia there equate Christians like Falwell and Phelps to Osama bin Ladin and suicide bombers. Talk about an inability to use critical thinking skills.....

    

    And people like him are the teachers and administrators of our schools. Note that he suggests that teachers should teach each child differently. But in the days that the textbooks Thridpower mentions were in use, there was little or no differential teach. English and mathematics were taught by rote. Maybe not the nicest method, or the easiest on little Bobbie or Susie's self esteem, but it clearly worked.

    

    'delphia, you want specialized education for students? That is what their parents are supposed to handle. Let them home school the kids, or help them with their homework.

    

    America needs adults capable of understanding English and mathematics so they can provide for themselves, and understand the issues facing America so they can be informed voters.

    

    The teachers' unions, government school districts and Department of Education have proven woefully inadequate in those two simple tasks. Is it incompetence, or malice? The simple nature of bureaucracy suggests the former, but the comments of the founders of the public education system suggest the latter.

    

    And now the Dems want to add millions of undereducated students, to whom English is not a native language, to our schools. Brilliant.


    

    



    jsid-1179513920-572478 Markadelphia at Fri, 18 May 2007 18:45:20 +0000


    EricWS, more money is not the solution for schools in 2007, although it would be nice if teachers got paid more (hee hee!). In an answer to your question, is it incompetence or malice? Neither, its laziness. Too many teachers and administrators are just plain lazy. I see it everyday. It's pathetic.

    

    Also, I think there is a world of difference between Jerry Falwell and Fred Phelps, don't you?

    

    Kevin, the politics of cultural diversity is a tough thing. The key is to balance the idea that everyone is the same (black, white, red, yellow etc) with the idea that everyone learns differently. It is extremely difficult to do. I am not always very impressive in this regard. In fact, sometimes I have been downright awful.

    

    Black students are quite simply not going to give a crap about the book Jane Eyre. I don't give a crap about Jane Eyre. They will be interested in books like Native Son or Uncle Tom's Cabin and yes...even Huck Finn.

    

    And I disagree with you on the collectivist/individualist thing. I think that is an idea that is more propaganda than reality. Every single teacher in our district encourages free thought--no matter where the thought is on the poltical spectrum--and the same holds true for most of Minnesota. The problems usually arise when, for example, a book like Huck Finn causes a stir because people feel it is racist. Or when a teacher decides to teach a book that has gay themes in it. One side or the other cries foul and the hoopala begins. Parents not only want their child to not read the book but they want other kids to not read it as well.

    

    Oh, and speaking of parents, yes, many shirk their responsibilities at home as well and us teachers end up paying for it.


    

    



    jsid-1179516304-572480 Cindi at Fri, 18 May 2007 19:25:04 +0000


    Every person seems to learn better when the subject ties into their lives. This is one reason why 'the classics' remain so; eternal themes about the human condition resonate when taught properly.

    

    The population has been enstupidated so, of course, there is very little realization of that point.

    

    Much of what is common discourse comes from emotion, not reason; in that Gore is correct, and I believe it also points to the feminization of the culture. "How do you feel about that?" has replaced "What do you think or believe about that?".

    

    Parents do shirk their responsibilities to their children and have been taught to do so, right from expecting Peter should pay for their kids education, by the "experts" who counsel counselling as the cure to all ills.

    

    Don't worry though; 100 million Hispanics is gonna fix all this.


    

    



    jsid-1179518919-572483 JohnS at Fri, 18 May 2007 20:08:39 +0000


    A kind of counterpoint to Gore's book is Cass Sunstein's Laws of Fear: Beyond the Precautionary Principle; I've just seen references to Bryan Caplan's The Myth of the Rational Voter: Why Democracies Choose Bad Policies (see also Volokh) which looks pretty interesting.


    

    



    jsid-1179520753-572486 Sailorcurt at Fri, 18 May 2007 20:39:13 +0000


    And I disagree with you on the collectivist/individualist thing. I think that is an idea that is more propaganda than reality. Every single teacher in our district encourages free thought--no matter where the thought is on the poltical spectrum--and the same holds true for most of Minnesota.

    

    I would disagree with that. I realize that this is anecdotal, but it seems to be the norm, not the exception. Even when I attended elementary school in the 70's, in a very conservative area of Central Indiana farm land, we were taught collectivist principles and individualism was suppressed...not to the level that occurred when my kids went to school, but it was in place even then.

    

    It was the individuals who bucked the official policies of the schools (and there were many of them at that time and place), along with our parents, who taught us the lessons of individuality, self-reliance and personal responsibility.

    

    By the time my children attended public schools, it ended up being completely up to the parents to counterindoctrinate the collectivist brainwashing out of our children because the teachers were either too afraid of the monolith that controlled their professional destiny, or were completely sold on the ideology themselves.

    

    If I had to do it again today, my kids would not, under any circumstances, attend public schools.

    

    I would mention another point that Thomas Sowell has brought up on various occasions. Not all people are suited for educational excellence. There is a cross-section of society who, either through lack of capability, lack of motivation or simply lack of interest, are NEVER going to be educated to any level above the basics.

    

    Back in the day, when kids actually learned Greek and Latin in high school, studied Shakespeare and Homer and were instructed in critical thinking and logic, attendance was not compulsory. Many children weren't educated beyond the basics of reading, writing and arithmetic and many didn't even achieve that level.

    

    At that time, our society was primarily agrarian. I was raised on a farm and I can state unequivocally that our sheep and corn were decidedly unimpressed by my grasp of the metaphors embraced in the Iliad or my command of polynomial equations.

    

    My point being: The world needs ditch diggers too. Why force a child who is uninterested and unmotivated to learn into a situation where his only function is to detract from the learning environment that others would readily embrace if given the opportunity?

    

    In our quest to appease the self-image of narcissistic, uncouth brats, we lower the standards to the level that even our "best and brightest" are barely literate.

    

    I'm all for privatizing the school system and getting the government out of it...but also we need to lower the age at which formal schooling is compulsory. At the "middle school" level is where it seems to me it becomes clear whether the children are suited for further education or not. Only send on students who care to go. Perhaps offer vocational or trades training for those who wish to pursue that avenue, and bid the rest adeu.

    

    So the kid sweeping the floors at your local 7-11 can't make change without the aid of a computerized cash register or properly complete a sentence in English; how is that different than the system now? ...except that the kids who DO want to achieve something educationally actually will have a fighting chance of doing so. How much could our High School level educators accomplish if ALL of the students are there because they WANT to be?

    

    Just a thought.


    

    



    jsid-1179521474-572487 Kevin Baker at Fri, 18 May 2007 20:51:14 +0000


    "Why force a child who is uninterested and unmotivated to learn into a situation where his only function is to detract from the learning environment that others would readily embrace if given the opportunity?"

    

    Because the Future Ditch-Diggers of America lack self-esteem. Or at least that's how the argument goes.

    

    "In our quest to appease the self-image of narcissistic, uncouth brats, we lower the standards to the level that even our 'best and brightest' are barely literate."

    

    There's "no child left behind" taken to its logical conclusion. If you "leave no child behind" you never get out of the driveway.


    

    



    jsid-1179524252-572488 Thomas Jackson at Fri, 18 May 2007 21:37:32 +0000


    If one wishes to see how corrupt public education is simply ask a Chicago high school teacher what school his children attend. Two thirds sent their children to non public schools. Wonder why?

    

    Better yet look at what is taught in universities today and the type of people who hold the rank of professor. Most of these people couldn't hold down jobs at McDonalds.

    

    For this you get to pay 30,000 a year, to rememdy what public high schools should have done. But there is always graduate school.

    

    The situation is so bad I've seen GS5 jobs require Master's Degrees.


    

    



    jsid-1179524839-572489 Markadelphia at Fri, 18 May 2007 21:47:19 +0000


    Sailorcurt, what exactly is the "collectivist brainwashing" and "idealogy" that you speak of?


    

    



    jsid-1179624646-572520 Justin Kardel at Sun, 20 May 2007 01:30:46 +0000


    Mr. Jackson, what exactly is a GS5 job?


    

    



    jsid-1179636965-572528 Kevin Baker at Sun, 20 May 2007 04:56:05 +0000


    General Schedule, Level 5 - essentially an entry-level government job for a (recent) college graduate. GS-9 is considered the equivalent of a First Leutenant, to give you some idea. The GS scale goes to 15, which is considered the equivalent of a full-bird Colonel. I've got a cousin in the State Dept. who is a GS-15. When she travels to a military base, she gets quarters suitable for that rank.


    

    



    jsid-1179664864-572533 Blackwing1 at Sun, 20 May 2007 12:41:04 +0000


    GWA45:

    

    I can't seem to find it on the intarw3b, but I recall reading an article in the Wall Street Journal from years ago (more than a decade? This in the days before the reportorial staff of the WSJ went completely socialist) about the textbook approval processes. It turns out that a single person, a collectivist twit in Southern Kalifornia, is primarily responsible for the socialist/collectivist orientation of the vast majority of texts. How does this happen?

    

    It's fairly simple: Kalifornia is the single largest market for middle- and high-school textbooks in the U.S., and this market simply cannot be ignored. But all textbooks used by the government schools in Kalifornia must be approved by...you guessed it, a state textbook approval committee. The raving lunatic leftist who chaired (dunno if she still does) this committee refused to allow the approval of any text which did not conform to her "standards" of ideology.

    

    The end result is that the major text publishers spent decades catering to her prejudices, in order to have a chance to market their texts to the "independent" school districts in Kalifornia. Note that NO censorship is involved. The textbook manufacturers were free to ignore their single biggest market. The overwhelming majority of them, of course, chose not to ignore, but to pander to it.

    

    Other states typically also have similar processes, but usually follow Kalifornia's lead in this matter. When you wonder why educational texts all have the same bland, collectivist, inaccurate flavor, this is why.


    

    



    jsid-1179849706-572602 EdSki at Tue, 22 May 2007 16:01:46 +0000


    Interesting read. I saw the same piece in Time this past weekend and I picked up on most of the same points as the author of this blog. Excellent writing style, please keep up the good work!


    

    



    

    



    

    


  


  
    
      Indoctrination.
    


    Sunday, November 19, 2006


    

    



    A couple of posts below I linked to An Infuriating Man, an essay by Leo Rosten about economist Milton Friedman. In the post between this one and that one, I mentioned that I fairly recently read the book Conversations with Eric Sevareid: Interviews with Notable Americans. It so happens that Leo Rosten was one of Mr. Sevareid's guests, and that transcript was one in the book. Taped on August 24, 1975, Sevareid introduces Rosten:


    "Wisdom," according to Leo Rosten, "is only the capacity to confront intolerable ideas, with composure. Most men debase the pursuit of happiness by transforming it into a foolish pursuit of fun. But where was it promised that the purpose of life is to be happy? To me, the most important thing in life is to matter, to count, to stand for something. In short, to have it make some difference that you lived at all."

    

    --

    

    Leo Rosten has taught at Yale, Stanford, Columbia and the University of California. In addition to all else, he's an astute economist trained at the University of Chicago and the London School of Economics. He belongs to an interesting intellectual mutation. He was a New Deal liberal in Franklin Roosevelt's day; today he's a neo-conservative. From old liberal to new conservative is paradoxically a function of aging and changing society. Neo-conservatives don't believe that education or government can determine the total picture of American society.


    This is the earliest reference I have seen of the term "neo-conservative." I was a little surprised that it dates back to at least 1975.

    

    The interview begins:


    Rosten: We didn't assume thirty years ago that the schools could solve all our problems. We never assumed that politics could solve them. In fact, this country was based on the commanding idea that the politicians should do and what he government should do is make it possible for people to pursue happiness. Now the disenchanted say, "Make me happy!" Schools can't make anyone happy.

    
 Sevareid: What happened? Some of the Supreme Court decisions, some of the rules from the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, from the federal government, are going to instruct every high school in every local community what boys and girls can do, what sports they can play at together, and what can or can't be done in the locker room. (Title IX passed in 1972.) This would have made Alexander Hamilton and Ben Franklin turn in their graves. Why shouldn't local communities have something to say about how children are educated?

    
 Rosten: I think the tide has to turn. The story of the growth of federal power is one of the most lamentable in American history. I think historians of the future will mark 1932 as one of the black years of American history - not that Roosevelt was a bad President, not that he didn't do extraordinary things. His greatest talent was that of a politician. He cemented a society that was falling to pieces in very ugly ways. But what he did was start the pattern by which instead of fixing your community's bridge you wrote to your Congressman and asked him to get Congress to appropriate $28,000 for your bridge - a pattern by which everything is taken care of by federal money. What's wrong with this is that it prevents the most powerful engine mankind has ever known, the free market, from working.

    

    I think we are now beginning to learn that it is foolish to assume that people in Washington know better how to run Alameda County that the men who are farming in Alameda County.


    I don't think the lesson stuck.

    

    Rosten on the press:


    Sevareid: A long time ago, during the 1930's, you wrote the first real sociological study of the Washington press corps. A lot has changed since then. It's now a vast herd of people. The tone has changed. The press has itself become a great controversial issue. What's the big difference now?

    
 Rosten: The decline of newspapers, the decline of local papers, the pabulumized news leads me to read weekly journals more than ever because they at least put things into perspective. The kind of person who now goes into journalism may also be different.


    Now even the weeklies are pabulum, and the dailies are dying from decreasing readership.


    Sevareid: The Watergate adventures have something to do with it. Press people have been lured and forced out of their normal roles to a degree. They've become actors in the play themselves. They're writing about each other. There also is a new level of howling monkeys at news conferences. They've given the press a pretty bad image with lots of people. Some reporters seem to think they're prosecuting attorneys at every encounter with officials. They don't understand that civility is not the enemy of freedom; it's an ally.

    
 Rosten: I have the feeling that the editorial pages of this country, with the exception of the Wall Street Journal, are repeating the cliches of the 1940's and 1950's. "If a government program fails it's because not enough money was put into it. Let's put more money into it!" And more and more money is poured down the rat hole.


    Or, as Steven Den Beste put it, cognitive dissonance leading to "escalation of failure."

    

    And, finally, Leo Rosten on education:


    Sevareid: Leo, you've written about everything, thought about everything, studied everything. You're a great generalist, which is not much in fashion any more. What's happened to the knowledge industry? Sociologists, economists, psychologists, psychiatrists, seem rather bankrupt. Have we overburdened the human mind with too many facts? Vocabulary seems to have outrun knowledge, which has outrun wisdom. Where do we turn?

    

    Rosten: We've always gone on the assumption (a good one) that education will liberate the human mind or the human spirit. There's a second assumption that's forgotten. Some people are meant to be educated and to learn and to enjoy the uses of the mind. Some people are meant to paint. Some people are meant to draw castles in the sand and make them into sculpture. Some people love to prune trees and gardens. What we have done is assume that everyone can potentially become an intellectual. We've confused learning with schooling.

    

    It's absolutely absurd that in this country today there should be seven million youngsters going to college. There are not seven million people who want to read Plato or Aristotle or Montesquieu. And there's no reason why they should. We have failed to see that there aren't enough jobs for those who learn esoteric things. For a while there was a big fling on learning Swahili in New York. Lots of kids were studying it because it was part of the Black movement, the idea of Black identity, Black liberation. It so happens that Swahili was the language of the Arab slave traders. In any event, what good does it do to know Swahili? I don't mean "good" simply in terms of economics. What sort of good does it do?

    

    When you're young, when your mind and spirit are like a sponge, there is no better time to learn certain things and there is no worse time to learn certain things. I would abolish the study of some courses except for students aged thirty and above.

    

    I was lucky as a child of the depression. I couldn't get a job for three years. I was lonely and miserable. At the end of those three years, because I was desperate, I went back to school. I was older than my classmates, I had learned something. I had learned how hard it is to walk all day long, trying to earn a dollar. I had learned how important it is to save, to appraise people, to figure out if this or that guy can be trusted or not trusted. This is what life and the world are about.

    

    We're practically using the colleges as a dump into which to put youngsters we do not know what to do with. There are today 45 million people between the age of roughly 7 and 24. Their parents don't know what to do with them. They want them to go to college and they often think that they're being trained for jobs. But they're not getting training for useful employment.

    

    Someone has said that education is what remains after everything you've learned is forgotten. The purpose of educating young people is not only to illuminate their spirit and enrich their memory bank but to teach them the pleasures of thinking and reading. How do you use the mind? As a teacher, I always was astonished by the number of people in the classroom who wanted to learn as against those who just wanted to pass. I took pride in my ability to communicate. Generally "communicate" meant one thing. Now the young think "communicate" means "Agree with me!"


    The more things change, the more they stay the same.

    

    But here's the kicker:


    Rosten: The student rebellions of the 1960's exposed the fact that our entire educational system has forgotten the most important thing it can do prior to college: indoctrinate. I believe in the indoctrination of moral values. There's a lot to be said for being good and kind and decent. You owe a duty to those who have taken care of you. You owe a duty to whatever it is that God or fate gave you - to use your brain or your heart. It's senseless to whine, to blame society for every grievance, or to assume that the presence of a hammer means you have to go out to smash things.

    

    The young want everything. They think they can get everything swiftly and painlessly. They are far too confident. They don't know what their problems are, not really. They talk too much. They demand too much. Their ideas have not been tempered by the hard facts of reality. They're idealists, but they don't sense that it's the easiest thing in the world to be an idealist. It doesn't take any brains. This was said by Aristotle 2300 years ago. Mencken once said that an idealist is someone who, upon observing that a rose smells better than a cabbage, assumes that it will also make better soup.


    To some extent, Rosten sounds like all elders complaining about youths:


    Our youth now love luxury. They have bad manners, contempt for authority; they show disrespect for their elders, and love chatter in places of exercise. They no longer rise when elders enter the room. they contradict their parents, chatter before company, gobble up their food and tyrannize their teachers. - Socrates


    Too, I am ambivalent on the topic of "indoctrination." My problem is with what that indoctrination entails. Rosten objects to the failure of the educational system to indoctrinate moral values. I'd say it still does. It just doesn't indoctrinate goodness, kindness, and decency anymore. It indoctrinates "multicuturalism," "tolerance," "sensitivity," "fairness," "socialism," and "self-esteem." It fails to instruct in history, civics, ethics, mathematics, English, or for that matter, job skills. The education system receives "young skulls full of mush" and processes them right on through, sending them into the world with what Ayn Rand described as "a junk heap of unwarranted conclusions, false generalizations, undefined contradictions, undigested slogans, unidentified wishes, doubts and fears."

    

    The reasons for this are myriad. Diane Ravitch puts part of the blame (convincingly) on the textbook companies who are loath to put anything in a text that someone, anyone, might find offensive. I put a large part of the blame on the influx of socialist True Believers into the ranks of educators since the time of John Dewey. As far as public schools are concerned, we've abandoned the idea that education can liberate the human mind or human spirit. Schools are now warehouses, run by administrators terrified of lawsuits and too many teachers who are literally tyrannized by their charges and their parents. Indoctrination still goes on, though. Read this lovely little op-ed by Mark Bradley, a history teacher from Sacramento. I bet his classes are popular!

    

    It would seem that if you want some good indoctrination, your only choices are homeschooling or private - often ecumenical - schools.

    

    Indoctrination of children is not necessarily a bad thing, but somewhere along the line we stopped paying attention to what was and what wasn't getting poured into their heads, and it started long before 1975.


    

    



    
      (13 comments)
    


    

    



    jsid-1164007258-541938 Mastiff at Mon, 20 Nov 2006 07:20:58 +0000


    To move from the realm of theory into practice, this is why we should all push for more charter schools. It avoids the hype that's been built up over the voucher controversy, yet brings freedom from the educational/industrial complex.

    

    Granted, there is nothing to guarantee that students will be inculcated with the proper values in a charter school, but it can't get much worse, can it?


    

    



    jsid-1164040968-541957 geekWithA.45 at Mon, 20 Nov 2006 16:42:48 +0000


    I too am uncomfortable with the notion of indoctrinating anyone to anything.

    

    Indoctrination and propaganda, it seemed to me, is the tool of the enemy.

    

    However, we see now the result of failing to indoctrinate: we yield the field to those who WILL indoctrinate, to our disadvantage.

    

    The best we can do, I think, is not to indoctrinate, but to INNOCULATE. We must innoculate against certain dead end ideas, and we must innoculate our young against the manipulations of social engineering, so that they can sweep aside the clutter and know their OWN mind.

    

    ------

    I'm going to repost something I said elsewhere here, since it seems at least tangentially related:

    

    

    There are two premises for the vitality of the Republic that are sorely lacking of late.

    

    The first is an educated electorate with access to high quality information that they can effectively process.

    

    The other is this whole notion that is littered all over the Federalist papers that somehow, magically, the process would attract and select the best and brightest minds, while rejecting the dross.

    

    The drunken rantings from the Senate floor of the bloated whale known as the Hero of Chappaquidic casts that whole premise into deep doubt.


    

    



    jsid-1164045226-541962 Anon at Mon, 20 Nov 2006 17:53:46 +0000


    You call schools 'warehouses', but I ran across another essay that likens them more to 'prisons'. The essay is "Why Nerds are Unpopular" by Paul Graham. You can find it with a quick web-search and it is worth a read. He has another essay titled "What You Can't Say" that holds lessons for people (gun guys) with positions that are very probably correct, but none-the-less unpopular. It is also worth a read.


    

    



    jsid-1164051899-541970 Cindi at Mon, 20 Nov 2006 19:44:59 +0000


    Geek - I think the second premise was based on the first. And the first and second were based on the premise of a majority of 'virtuous people' being necessary for the success of the whole experiment.

    

    I believe we do need to indoctrinate the young with, at least, the Golden Rule and with a habit of good manners and civilized behavior.

    

    That we are not insisting, demanding, that the young be taught the proper English, reading, math, history, civics, and ethics (yeah, social studies, my ass) is a screaming outrage.

    

    Root of propaganda is propagate, i.e.

    to cause to extend to a broader area or larger number; spread: to make widely known; publicize.

    

    Nothing bad about that in of itself; it's the subject matter that becomes the problem.


    

    



    jsid-1164057352-541978 Cindi at Mon, 20 Nov 2006 21:15:52 +0000


    Anon, thanks for the Paul Graham tip. The Nerds essay hit the nail, well a few nails.

    

    I posted on another site, to the usual diatribe about wanting to re-institute child labor, the idea that we are boring our children and teenagers to death and encouraging rebellion by locking them up with each other, expecting them to 'socialize' each other, and giving them no meaningful work. Better were the days, in terms of acquiring meaningful knowledge, when apprenticeship was common at a young age. Aaaand they learned civility by example from civilized adults.


    

    



    jsid-1164061995-541984 Sarah at Mon, 20 Nov 2006 22:33:15 +0000


    Geek,

    

    What is it you're proposing, to raise children in a moral vacuum until they are able to arrive at a code of behavior by reason?

    

    You can't not indoctrinate. Until children have gone through the grammar (fact-absorbing) and logic stages of their education, they are not capable of reasoning out why it is that they should do this and not do that. Even then, reason doesn't always dictate the correct course of action. So what do you do with kids in the meantime? And, like you said, if you don't indoctrinate your kids, someone else will.


    

    



    jsid-1164065801-541987 DJ at Mon, 20 Nov 2006 23:36:41 +0000


    Sarah, one could follow the "bung hole method" of raising children. When the child reaches puberty, just put him in a barrel and then feed him through the bung hole. When he reaches age 18, look through the hole. If you don't like what you see, just drive in the bung and try again.

    

    See why I don't have any children?


    

    



    jsid-1164066963-541988 Phelps at Mon, 20 Nov 2006 23:56:03 +0000


    The first is an educated electorate with access to high quality information that they can effectively process.

    

    The other is this whole notion that is littered all over the Federalist papers that somehow, magically, the process would attract and select the best and brightest minds, while rejecting the dross.


    

    

    The two are related, and both have been destroyed by universal sufferage. The founders rejected democracy in favor of a republic for a reason, and you are looking at it. There is a balance to be struck -- and a certain level of participation required for sufferage to be a boon rather than a hinderance.

    

    If you want an educated electorate, you must require the electorate to demonstrate education. Breathing for 18 years is not a high enough requirement.


    

    



    jsid-1164069660-541991 Purple Avenger at Tue, 21 Nov 2006 00:41:00 +0000


    If I had any kids, they'd not be in public school. They'd be getting home schooled.


    

    



    jsid-1164129851-542020 Sarah at Tue, 21 Nov 2006 17:24:11 +0000


    Yes, DJ, I see why you don't have any kids. :) Not that I'm an expert, myself -- no kids (yet).


    

    



    jsid-1164138375-542032 ParatrooperJJ at Tue, 21 Nov 2006 19:46:15 +0000


    Anyone know what school he works in? He doesn't deserve to hold onto his teaching license.


    

    



    jsid-1164289450-542164 Engineer-Poet at Thu, 23 Nov 2006 13:44:10 +0000


    If I had kids, they'd get facts and logic drilled into them from as soon as they could memorize things. (And if their memories turned out to be as good as mine, that would be pretty early.) And I'd try to teach them the real history, starting with ancient Greece, that was never in any of the classes I had.

    

    I wouldn't be too hard on Mark Bradley. If you read through the satire, he's lamenting some of the same things that the folks here do - like the corporate control of media which enforces a PC, hoplophobic line across the board and tries to shove itself into schools (remember Channel 1?). I think we've got more in common with him than we think. And it's hard to think of the Constitution as healthy when we've got an office of faith-based initiatives and have to change control of Congress just to disabuse someone of the idea that he's "the decider".


    

    



    jsid-1164301049-542175 Kevin Baker at Thu, 23 Nov 2006 16:57:29 +0000


    One quibble, E-P.

    

    The President of the United States is the Commander-in-Chief. When it comes to the military, after the Congress says "go" - which they did - he is "the decider."

    

    That's what the Constitution says.

    

    We the People don't get to joggle his elbow on that topic until the next Presidential election.


    

    



    

    


  


  
    
      MoneyMoneyMoneyMoney
    


    Thursday, October 22, 2009


    

    



    From an interview of Jonathan Kozol:


    First of all, we need to have urban schools that are so good that they will not be abandoned by white people, and this is impossible without equitable funding. Until we have equitable funding for our urban schools, there's no chance in the world that white people in large numbers are going to return. So in the short run, the struggle is for not just adequate resources. I don't like that term, because I think adequate is an ambiguous word. But for genuinely equitable resources at the level of the highest and big suburban districts in this country.

    

    Now in California, some people mistakenly think it's different because, you know, there is officially a degree of equity in the California schools. But in reality this isn't so because the affluent school communities in California raise hundreds of thousands of dollars, if not millions, privately to subsidize their schools.


    From Tom McClintock, currently the Representative of the 4th District of California, but at the time (2005) a California state Senator:


    A Modest Proposal for Saving Our Schools

    

    The multi-million dollar campaign paid by starving teachers’ unions has finally placed our sadly neglected schools at the center of the budget debate.

    

    Across California, children are bringing home notes warning of dire consequences if Gov. Schwarzenegger’s scorched earth budget is approved – a budget that slashes Proposition 98 public school spending from $42.2 billion this year all the way down to $44.7 billion next year. That should be proof enough that our math programs are suffering.

    

    As a public school parent, I have given this crisis a great deal of thought and have a modest suggestion to help weather these dark days.

    

    Maybe – as a temporary measure only – we should spend our school dollars on our schools. I realize that this is a radical departure from current practice, but desperate times require desperate measures.

    

    The Governor proposed spending $10,084 per student from all sources. Devoting all of this money to the classroom would require turning tens of thousands of school bureaucrats, consultants, advisors and specialists onto the streets with no means of support or marketable job skills, something that no enlightened social democracy should allow.

    

    So I will begin by excluding from this discussion the entire budget of the State Department of Education, as well as the pension system, debt service, special education, child care, nutrition programs and adult education. I also propose setting aside $3 billion to pay an additional 30,000 school bureaucrats $100,000-per-year (roughly the population of Monterey) with the proviso that they stay away from the classroom and pay their own hotel bills at conferences.

    

    This leaves a mere $6,937 per student, which, for the duration of the funding crisis, I propose devoting to the classroom.

    

    To illustrate how we might scrape by at this subsistence level, let’s use a hypothetical school of 180 students with only $1.2 million to get through the year.

    

    We have all seen the pictures of filthy bathrooms, leaky roofs, peeling paint and crumbling plaster to which our children have been condemned. I propose that we rescue them from this squalor by leasing out luxury commercial office space. Our school will need 4,800 square feet for five classrooms (the sixth class is gym). At $33 per foot, an annual lease will cost $158,400.

    

    This will provide executive washrooms, around-the-clock janitorial service, wall-to-wall carpeting, utilities and music in the elevators. We’ll also need new desks to preserve the professional ambiance.

    

    Next, we’ll need to hire five teachers – but not just any teachers. I propose hiring only associate professors from the California State University at their level of pay. Since university professors generally assign more reading, we’ll need 12 of the latest edition, hardcover books for each student at an average $75 per book, plus an extra $5 to have the student’s name engraved in gold leaf on the cover.

    

    Since our conventional gym classes haven’t stemmed the childhood obesity epidemic, I propose replacing them with an annual membership at a private health club for $39.95 per month. This would provide our children with a trained and courteous staff of nutrition and fitness counselors, aerobics classes and the latest in cardiovascular training technology.

    

    Finally, we’ll hire an $80,000 administrator with a $40,000 secretary because – well, I don’t know exactly why, but we always have.

    

    Our bare-bones budget comes to this:


    
      
        
          	
            5 classrooms

          

          	
            

            


          

          	
            $158,400

          
        


        
          	
            150 Desks @ $130

          

          	
            

            


          

          	
            $19,500

          
        


        
          	
            180 annual health club memberships @ $480

          

          	
            

            


          

          	
            $86,400

          
        


        
          	
            2,160 textbooks @ $80

          

          	
            

            


          

          	
            $172,800

          
        


        
          	
            5 C.S.U. Associate Professors @ $67,093

          

          	
            

            


          

          	
            $335,465

          
        


        
          	
            1 Administrator

          

          	
            

            


          

          	
            $80,000

          
        


        
          	
            1 Secretary

          

          	
            

            


          

          	
            $40,000

          
        


        
          	
            24% faculty and staff benefits

          

          	
            

            


          

          	
            $109,312

          
        


        
          	
            Offices, expenses and insurance

          

          	
            

            


          

          	
            $30,000

          
        


        
          	
            TOTAL

          

          	
            

            


          

          	
            $1,031,877

          
        

      

    


    

    This budget leaves a razor-thin reserve of just $216,703 or $1,204 per pupil, which can pay for necessities like paper, pencils, personal computers and extra-curricular travel. After all, what’s the point of taking four years of French if you can’t see Paris in the spring?

    

    The school I have just described is the school we’re paying for. Maybe it’s time to ask why it’s not the school we’re getting.

    

    Other, wiser, governors have made the prudent decision not to ask such embarrassing questions of the education-industrial complex because it makes them very angry. Apparently the unions believe that with enough of a beating, Gov. Schwarzenegger will see things the same way.

    

    Perhaps. But there’s an old saying that you can’t fill a broken bucket by pouring more water into it. Maybe it’s time to fix the bucket.


    Yeah. Money's the problem.


    

    



    
      (15 comments)
    


    

    



    jsid-1256231736-613999 Aaron at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 17:15:36 +0000


    Oh, I just LOVE the "think of the children" guilt-trip ads they place on every patch of grass every time a school budget is up for a vote. Per pupil costs are close to the five-digit mark where I live, and continue to climb.


    

    



    jsid-1256232045-614000 Wolfman at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 17:20:45 +0000


    As far as I can tell, good teachers are vastly underpaid people. Unfortunately, the ratio of good teachers to bad is so high that the majority of teachers are so overpaid (cost vs quality of instruction) that its grossly criminal. Everything I've learned has been in spite of the public education system. I was lucky enough to have a few really good teachers when I was in high school. All of them were conservative, and they have all been long term targets of the administration, who does their best to weed them out. Progress, indeed.


    

    



    jsid-1256233840-614004 Last in line at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 17:50:40 +0000


    Lefties got everything they ever wanted elction-wise last election and they still can't stop bitching and complaining. It's probably a hard transition to make - having people now point out to them that if something is broke, it's up to them to fix it.


    

    



    jsid-1256237317-614015 DJ at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 18:48:37 +0000


    "... it's up to them to fix it ..."

    

    ... and their failure when the fix doesn't work. That's really a problem when magic doesn't work.


    

    



    jsid-1256237543-614016 Ride Fast at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 18:52:23 +0000


    [...] Public schools experiment I'd love to see [...]

    

    That is a brilliant idea. I'd love to see us try it.


    

    



    jsid-1256239851-614023 Bram at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 19:30:51 +0000


    New Jersey has conclusively proven this to be B.S.

    

    Thanks to the NJ Supreme Court, state money has been thrown at inner city schools by the $billions. New schools, computers, teachers, swimming pools, and lots and lots of administrators in Newark and Trenton. Meanwhile state money to middle class towns like mine has completely dried up - sending my property taxes even higher.

    

    The result - inner city kids are still poorly educated, they just drop out of freshly built High Schools now. And, the suburbs still crank out well adjusted and educated kids who go on to college and/or the military.


    

    



    jsid-1256240191-614026 DirtCrashr at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 19:36:31 +0000


    Lefties don't know how to fix anything, they aren't real engineers they're social-engineers - and they don't acknowledge failure, they just re-define it. Everything's just a big Skinner-Box play-pen to them.

    

    And CA isn't far behind NJ.


    

    



    jsid-1256240315-614028 Kevin Baker at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 19:38:35 +0000


    ... and their failure when the fix doesn't work. That's really a problem when magic doesn't work.

    

    Not at all. Remember, The philosophy cannot be WRONG! If the solution fails, it must be because it was improperly implemented! The solution is to turn up the POWER! (Otherwise known as "escalation of failure.")


    

    



    jsid-1256241388-614034 Unix-Jedi at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 19:56:28 +0000


    A better example is Kansas City - where for 15 years a judge ruled by fiat without any oversight (or to my mind, justification):

    

    In 1985 a federal district judge took partial control over the troubled Kansas City, Missouri, School District (KCMSD) on the grounds that it was an unconstitutionally segregated district with dilapidated facilities and students who performed poorly.

    

    http://www.cato.org/pubs/pas/pa-298.html

    

    Kansas City spent as much as $11,700 per pupil--more money per pupil, on a cost of living adjusted basis, than any other of the 280 largest districts in the country. The money bought higher teachers' salaries, 15 new schools, and such amenities as an Olympic-sized swimming pool with an underwater viewing room, television and animation studios, a robotics lab, a 25-acre wildlife sanctuary, a zoo, a model United Nations with simultaneous translation capability, and field trips to Mexico and Senegal. The student-teacher ratio was 12 or 13 to 1, the lowest of any major school district in the country.

    

    The results were dismal. Test scores did not rise; the black-white gap did not diminish; and there was less, not greater, integration.

    

    (I suspect Verbatim Boy will come tell us what a success it was, since it had a single leader with the Right Goals and Hopes and Vision, and after all, none of us were in Kansas and we couldn't possibly know education or spending or....)


    

    



    jsid-1256242788-614036 theirritablearchitect at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 20:19:48 +0000


    What, no Tinkerbell chiming in yet?


    

    



    jsid-1256248214-614044 Lyle at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 21:50:14 +0000


    McClintock's point of course is that the private markets provide vastly more at a vastly lower cost.

    

    "Apparently the unions believe that with enough of a beating, Gov. Schwarzenegger will see things the same way."

    

    Well, since "beatings" have been working so well for the Left over the last 100+ years to get their way, maybe it's time to use their tactic against them. Problem is, the "beating" he refers to from the unions is that they'll pull their support. Unions control a LOT of political campaign dollars, and member votes.

    

    We asked for this. We have the First Amendment proscribing state-controlled religion so as to avoid; a) government oppression of religion, and b) a government religion becoming a self-serving political force, but now we're faced with the exact same problem the First Amendment was trying to avoid, in the form of state-controlled "education".

    

    We need an addendum to the First Amendment;

    "Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of education, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof..."

    

    We also need a congressional panel to explore the options with regard to the elimination of socialist/Fascist/extra constitutional policies and programs nationwide.
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    Union dues from the Teacher's Union in California is a direct pipeline to political campaigns, that's why they and other Unioons heavily supported the "Universal Pre-School Bill," because it would increase by tens of thousands the number of accredited CA Teachers who taught pre-school - and they needed the dues-funds to fight Schwarzenegger, it failed and they lost.

    Meanwhile California's problem is that all that money doesn't even get close to the schools.

    It's siphoned-off at every nepotistic, inefficient, over-paid, over-staffed, bloated level of administrative overlap, district by district.


    

    



    jsid-1256272079-614058 mthead at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 04:27:59 +0000


    You can do the same thing at class room level.(for the math challenged liberal you might be aurguing with).

    Start with the 25 to 30 students per class their always complaining about. Multiply times $10,000 per kid, $250,000-$300,000 per class room. Then start deducting expenses in overly large even numbers. You generally end up with close to 50% just evaporating somewhere in administration.

    I can't tell if it's indocrination, or self-medication. But, they never seem get it.


    

    



    jsid-1256312584-614078 DirtCrashr at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 15:43:04 +0000


    In CA administrative consumption borders on 80%.
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    Give the Average workig American a quarter million per class, and they could do a far better job of teaching kids. Make it a hundred thousand and they could still do it better.


    

    



    

    



    

    


  


  
    
      The George Orwell Daycare Center
    


    Thursday, June 05, 2008


    

    



    "Human history becomes more and more a race between education and catastrophe." - H.G. Wells, 1920


    --


    "Give me a child for his first seven years and I'll give you the man." - Quote attributed to the Jesuits


    --


    "All who have meditated on the art of governing mankind have been convinced that the fate of empires depends on the education of youth." - Aristotle


    --


    "A recently reprinted memoir by Frederick Douglass (1818-1895) has footnotes explaining what words like 'arraigned,' 'curried' and 'exculpate' meant, and explaining who Job was. In other words, this man who was born a slave and never went to school educated himself to the point where his words now have to be explained to today's expensively under-educated generation.

    

    "There is really nothing very mysterious about why our public schools are failures. When you select the poorest quality college students to be public school teachers, give them iron-clad tenure, a captive audience, and pay them according to seniority rather than performance, why should the results be surprising?

    

    "Ours may become the first civilization destroyed, not by the power of our enemies, but by the ignorance of our teachers and the dangerous nonsense they are teaching our children. In an age of artificial intelligence, they are creating artificial stupidity.

    

    "In a democracy, we have always had to worry about the ignorance of the uneducated. Today we have to worry about the ignorance of people with college degrees." - Thomas Sowell


    --


    "It is only from a special point of view that 'education' is a failure. As to its own purposes, it is an unqualified success. One of its purposes is to serve as a massive tax-supported jobs program for legions of not especially able or talented people. As social programs go, it’s a good one. The pay isn’t high, but the risk is low, the standards are lenient, entry is easy, and job security is pretty good...in fact, the system is perfect, except for one little detail. We must find a way to get the children out of it.”—Richard Mitchell, the Underground Grammarian.


    This essay started out as a philippic against a group of teachers and their self-righteous, self-congratulatory story of manipulating a bunch of eight year-old kids and indoctrinating them into socialism using "Social Justice!" as their battle-cry.

    

    It got a little complicated. Then it got a lot more complicated. And the process repeated a few more times.

    

    The essay initially began thus:


    Orwell wrote in his dystopian masterwork 1984: "If you want a picture of the future, imagine a boot stamping on a human face— forever." It was appropriate for that novel, and his prediction has been extrapolated by others to our modern world, but I think that vision is wrong. In the West, it won't be a government stormtrooper's jackboot stamping on a human face, it will be an underpaid government nanny wrapping us in swaddling, wiping our faces and changing our diapers. Badly. With disinterest.

    

    Until the money runs out.


    It ran on a couple (OK, a few) thousand words, and then I set it aside to simmer, so to speak. In the mean time, my copy of Jonah Goldberg's best-seller Liberal Fascism came in, and I was between (non-fiction) books at the time, so I started reading it.

    

    Here's one of the first things I ran across in it (a previous "Quote of the Day" here, as a matter of fact):


    For generations our primary vision of a dystopian future has been that of Orwell's 1984. This was a fundamentally "masculine" nightmare of fascist brutality. But with the demise of the Soviet Union and the vanishing memory of the great twentieth-century fascist and communist dictatorships, the nightmare vision of 1984 is slowly fading away. In its place, Aldous Huxley's Brave New World is emerging as the more prophetic book. As we unravel the human genome and master the ability to make people happy with televised entertainment and psychoactive drugs, politics is increasingly a vehicle for delivering prepackaged joy. America's political system used to be about the pursuit of happiness. Now more and more of us want to stop chasing it and have it delivered.


    OK. Stop the presses.

    

    From the time I began writing this piece there has been an almost daily deluge of blog posts, editorials, or news stories that I have earmarked "Use in the education piece." Little did I know then, for example, that we'd have evidence of "Two Minute Hates" in kindergartens! This has been going on since March. I feel like I've been drinking from a fire hose. But here we go on my latest attempt. If I don't do it now, I'll be overwhelmed!

    

    A while back, several bloggers posted links to a piece entitled Why We Banned Legos, published at an education site, Rethinking Schools Online. I found it via Say Uncle.

    

    My initial reaction? RCOB. Now surprisingly enough, I don't have this reaction often. The last time also involved the education of young children so perhaps this indicates a trend, but I knew I needed to let this one sit a bit and ferment before I attempted to write about it. I forwarded the link to a couple of people. I printed out the piece for a couple more to read. Then I asked them what their opinions were, just to gauge if my reaction was... excessive.

    

    One of the people I sent it to was Sarah, "Stickwick Stapers" (now Doctor Stapers) of Carnaby Fudge. Sarah has, in comments here and in her own posts, related the tales of her upbringing by parents who could have been stereotypical members of the Left, up to and including their move to Canada to get away from Imperial Capitalist Amerikkka. At some point, her father had an epiphany and abandoned socialism. Here's his response to the article, from which I took the title of this essay:


    My God! The George Orwell Daycare Center.

    

    The kids wanted to play with Lego, and were doing fine, but they get 5 months of communist reeducation and groupthink. When the commies do this sort of thing with cows and chickens instead of Legos, they kill tens of millions of people. The next step would have been Lego-Siberia concentration camps for all the little unrepentant individualists.


    OK, there's one vote for "not excessive"! And the rest were about the same.

    

    So, if you're interested in the topic, get yourself a beverage and a snack, settle in, and read the rest of another patented, rambling überpost™©®.

    

    It has been my position for some time that the disaster that is America's public education system is not an accident. I have on numerous occasions quoted something that Connie du Toit wrote quite a while back:


    The other day our Carpenter's helper heard me say something along the lines of, "it is difficult to conclude that incompetence is the reason why our public schools have deteriorated. There comes a point where you have to suspect sabotage, or a conspiracy."

    

    He asked me if I really meant that. I gave him the five minute explanation of John Dewey’s known affiliation with communists, his frequent essays and articles about the wonders of the Soviet education system, and his quote, "You can't make Socialists out of individualists. Children who know how to think for themselves spoil the harmony of the collective society which is coming where everyone is interdependent."

    

    I then went on to tell him about how public schools changed at the turn of the last century. That there were others involved in turning Americans from free-thinking individualists to factory drones. I also added that many people probably went along with it because it seemed like a good idea, but there were certainly enough people behind the scenes, who knew that the goal posts had been moved. THAT is a conspiracy.

    

    Yes. There does come that time when you are forced to don the tinfoil hat.

    

    The incompetence excuse only works once. Incompetence this great is impossible to attribute to accident.


    The last time I quoted her, Connie commented:


    "Slight correction, however. That Dewey quote cannot be verified. It was used once (I believe) by The Skinny One, but no other source/attribution can be found.

    

    Dewey did design the schools for the USSR, however, and wrote many essays about that experience. (The USSR later threw out his design because his model/approach turned out thugs and gangsters. Surprise, surprise. It is still the model we use today.)


    Regardless, I am of the carefully considered opinion that both our media and our educational system have been largely taken over by people who are acolytes of the Holy Grail that Socialism promised, and who put themselves in those positions in the belief that it is up to them to help create the New Men that Socialism cannot succeed without. Our schools, especially, have become centers for the teaching of collectivism, "identity politics," and for want of a better term, "rage against the machine."

    

    And to some extent, it has worked.

    

    To a larger extent, it has not.

    

    What has resulted are the unintended consequences of declining standards, high dropout rates, functional illiteracy and innumeracy, almost no general knowledge of geography, history, or civics, and nearly complete ignorance of science - both general and applied.

    

    Schools should be the foundry through which the raw material of our youth is run, coming out the other end with strong and tempered minds well prepared for the world. The ore hasn't changed, but the ratio of dross to valuable product has grown precipitously.

    

    For example:

    

    Less than half of the nearly 1,100 students who entered ninth grade at Birmingham High School in Van Nuys, California in 2001 graduated with that class in 2005:


    For students at Birmingham, the act of dropping out was generally the last twist in a long downward spiral. Sometimes it began as early as elementary school. Year after year, students were allowed to fail upward, promoted despite a trail of Ds and Fs.

    

    "Here you can get straight Fs," said Barbara Mezo, a teacher at Mulholland Middle School, which sends students to Birmingham, "and the best they can do is keep you out of eighth-grade graduation ceremony."

    

    Then came high school, where credits were granted only for passing grades. Failing students found themselves on a treadmill, never reaching their goal of 230 credits for graduation. And with an increased focus on improving student performance, schools have little incentive to keep those who fail.


    RTWT. It'll take a while.

    

    75% of the graduates of the Dallas school systems who are headed for Dallas-area community colleges "can't read above an 8th grade level, and others can't add or subtract."

    

    Many kids in the LA school system don't get to graduate, not just the ones attending Birmingham High:


    When the Los Angeles Board of Education approved tougher graduation requirements that went into effect in 2003, the intention was to give kids a better education and groom more graduates for college and high-level jobs. For the first time, students had to pass a year of algebra and a year of geometry or an equivalent class to earn diplomas. The policy was born of a worthy goal but has proved disastrous for students unprepared to meet the new demands. In the fall of 2004, 48,000 ninth-graders took beginning algebra; 44% flunked, nearly twice the failure rate as in English. Seventeen percent finished with Ds. In all, the district that semester handed out Ds and Fs to 29,000 beginning algebra students — enough to fill eight high schools the size of Birmingham. Among those who repeated the class in the spring, nearly three-quarters flunked again.


    Read that whole piece, too. (I'm not a fan of the LA Dog Trainer but these are good in-depth pieces.)

    

    30% of students in the Tucson school districts fail basic subjects, but 90% are promoted to the next grade anyway. Plus, investigation suggests that up to a quarter of the students receiving passing grades should not be. (For the innumerate out there, that's possibly over half, in total.) Nor is this limited to the Southwest.

    

    The AP reports:


    More than 50 percent of students at four-year schools and more than 75 percent at two-year colleges lacked the skills to perform complex literacy tasks. That means they could not interpret a table about exercise and blood pressure, understand the arguments of newspaper editorials, compare credit card offers with different interest rates and annual fees or summarize results of a survey about parental involvement in school.


    College students. The "successful" end product of our primary and secondary education systems. The 50-60% or so who actually get a high school diploma or GED.

    

    According to a 2007 study cited by Harvard professor of economics Greg Mankiw:


    After adjusting for multiple sources of bias and differences in sample construction, we establish that (1) the U.S. high school graduation rate peaked at around 80 percent in the late 1960s and then declined by 4-5 percentage points; (2) the actual high school graduation rate is substantially lower than the 88 percent estimate of the status completion rate issued by the NCIS [National Center for Educational Statistics]; (3) about 65 percent of blacks and Hispanics leave school with a high school diploma, and minority graduation rates are still substantially below the rates for non-Hispanic whites. In fact, we find no evidence of convergence in minority-majority graduation rates over the past 35 years....A significant portion of the convergence reported in the official statistics is due to black males obtaining GED credentials in prison.


    The question left unanswered there is how many of those students, graduates or dropouts, are functionally illiterate and/or innumerate? Because it appears that a significant chunk of the ones who think they have a shot at college really shouldn't be racking up the student loans. They should be the ones unable to give you correct change at McDonalds.

    

    And that leaves the dropouts... where, exactly?

    

    I believe there has been little meaningful opposition to this decline in part because our elected officials like it when the electorate is ignorant and thus either apathetic or easily manipulated. Moreover, the teacher's unions have become an almost immovable voting block constantly demanding more pay, better benefits, and reduced accountability. Also, we are entering our fifth or sixth generation of this indoctrination so many (by now perhaps most) parents don't know enough to question it. For too many, school has become tax-payer provided day-care, warehousing kids for much of the day while parents try to earn a living. Homework? Many parents can't help - the school systems have changed the way they teach "language arts" and mathematics so much, they can't understand the instructions - and the children have to do it per the procedure or it doesn't count! (Ask me how I know.) This joke goes back several years now:


    In 1960: A logger sells a truckload of lumber for $100. His cost of production is four fifths the price. What is his profit?

    

    In 1970: (traditional math): A logger sells a truckload of lumber for $100. His cost of production is 80% of the price. What is his profit in dollars?

    

    In 1970: (new math): A logger exchanges set L of lumber for set M of money. The cardinality of set M is 100 and each element is worth $1. Make 100 dots representing the elements of set M. The set C of costs contains 20 fewer points than set M. Represent set C as a subset of set M, and answer the following question: What is the cardinality of the set P of profits?

    

    In 1980: A logger sells a truckload of wood for $100. His cost of production is $80 and his profit is $20. Your assignment: Underline the number 20.

    

    In 1990: (Outcome-Based Education): By cutting down beautiful forest trees, a logger makes $20. What do you think of this way of making a living? Topic for class discussion: How did the forest birds and squirrels feel?

    

    In 2000: A logger sells a truckload of lumber for $100. His cost of production is $120. How does Arthur Andersen determine that his profit margin is $60?

    

    In 2010: El hachero vende un camion carga por $100. La cuesta de productiones...


    For the few who know better and protest? There are still private schools and homeschooling, but few can afford either without major lifestyle changes even fewer are willing to make. There are charter schools, but those vary vastly in quality and availability, and there is active resistance against all of the above by the State and the teacher's unions (please watch the entire video). The latest example of this resistance was the recent California Court of Appeals ruling that made home schooling illegal if the instructor was not an accredited teacher - a more stringent requirement than Charter schools there have to live up to.

    

    I'm not making a claim of an active "communist conspiracy." These people don't have monthly meetings to plan the next step in Lenin's Great Plan. It just requires social utopists to go into certain fields and then act to influence others, and they have done just that. Worse, I think that today most of the "true believers" don't even understand what it is that they're advocating. They want to teach "fairness," and "self-esteem," "social justice," and "awareness" etc. Who could be against that? They know all the buzzwords, but they don't have a coherent philosophy behind it - not even the flawed one of socialism. They are themselves part of socialism's failed outcome, acting as sand in the gears of the education system and our nation. Here's an example from the piece on requiring algebra for graduation:


    Although experts widely agree that algebra sharpens young minds, some object to making it a graduation requirement. "If you want to believe you're for standards, you're going to make kids take algebra. It has that ring of authenticity," said Robert Balfanz, an associate research scientist with the Center for Social Organization of Schools at Johns Hopkins University in Baltimore. "But you're not really thinking through the implications. There may be no good reason why algebra is essential for all high school students."


    In a piece I linked to in an earlier post, an opposing argument is made:


    Even if you accept the argument that geometry in general, and proofs in particular, are unnecessary for students to learn, at least algebra should be taught properly, since algebra is the common language of, and gateway to, all of higher math. The absence of clear explanation and logical development left students I later tutored in algebra as lost as my geometry student. Their textbooks (and, probably, their teachers too) encouraged them to use a graphing calculator. Operations with algebraic fractions, like a¼b + c¼d, were given little attention, to say nothing of quadratic equations, once the pinnacle of any first-year algebra course. Instead, the quadratic formula is presented for the students to memorize and apply—if it is even mentioned at all.


    Barry Garelick has an excellent point. Algebra is indeed the gateway to all higher maths, and it does sharpen young minds - when taught properly. And given Garelick's experience it doesn't seem surprising that algebra is being so poorly taught in the LA school system (and elsewhere). (Somebody bring back Jaime Escalante!)

    

    The frustrating part for the real True Believers, however, must be the same thing that confounded Marx and Lenin - the proletariat won't rise up against the bourgeoisie, being too distracted themselves with the base acquisition of material wealth and mindless entertainment. (You know, widescreen HDTVs that proliferate in homes all across America for example, upon which the children of the proles play HALO2 on their X-Boxes and watch Jackass (Unrated) in full 1080p and 7+1 channel Dolby.) It's tough to motivate the proletariat toward social justice when that will prevent them from watching Lost, Tivo or no Tivo.

    

    Why We Banned Legos is just another strut supporting my belief - and it's a BIG, loadbearing one. If you haven't read it, I strongly suggest you do. I'm just going to excerpt one small part (throwing away literally thousands of words I've already written in favor of this sixth seventh eighth rewrite):


    A group of about eight children conceived and launched Legotown. Other children were eager to join the project, but as the city grew — and space and raw materials became more precious — the builders began excluding other children.

    

    Into their coffee shops and houses, the children were building their assumptions about ownership and the social power it conveys — assumptions that mirrored those of a class-based, capitalist society — a society that we teachers believe to be unjust and oppressive. As we watched the children build, we became increasingly concerned.


    (Emphasis mine.) I bet they did. Spontaneous capitalism! Imagine the horror! Why, unchecked, they might grow up to drive SUVs, eat as much as they want, and keep their thermostats at 72º year-round!


    If people are free to do as they wish, they are almost certain not to do as we wish. That is why Utopian planners end up as despots, whether at the national level or at the level of the local 'redevelopment' agency. --Thomas Sowell


    

    



    A major source of objection to a free economy is precisely that it ... gives people what they want instead of what a particular group thinks they ought to want. Underlying most arguments against the free market is a lack of belief in freedom itself. - Milton Friedman

    


    The left is not interested in education, they are interested only in indoctrination. - Zendo Deb


    That does seem to me to be a fair assessment of the "teachers" in Why We Banned Legos. It also seems to be the mindset of the instructors in the Tucson Unified School District's Mexican-American/Raza Studies program, which targets somewhat older students. It also appears to be something that the San Francisco school system is ramping up.

    
 Recently I was accused: "You aggressively advocate an "alternative" education to the "socialist crap" being taught in our "collapsing" schools and yet it is clear to me that what you really desire is dissemination of propaganda...."

    
 Now to be fair, pretty much all early education is and must be indoctrination. The questions are, what should be taught, and why?


    It is not generally realized that education can never be more than indoctrination with theories and ideas already developed. Education, whatever benefits it may confer, is transmissive of traditional doctrines and valuations; it is by necessity conservative. It produces imitation and routine, not improvement and progress. Innovators and creative geniuses cannot be reared in schools. They are precisely the men who defy what the school has taught them. - Ludwig von Mises, Human Action pg. 314


    Well, yes and no. Yes, early education is indoctrination with theories and ideas already developed. No, those theories and ideas are not necessarily "conservative" (see above). But in either case it is almost absolutely true that innovation and creative genius are not served by traditional schooling, and most especially public schooling. But I believe what is happening now is that students in the system are being indoctrinated, but some in socialism and some in the traditional values that schools have taught for decades (as demonstrated in the earlier piece on Nina Burleigh and her 5 year-old son). Those who receive the traditional version the social utopists then shatter like someone telling an eight year-old that Santa isn't real just for the shock effect. Of course, they still hide their own uncomfortable truths.


    "The reason this country continues its drift toward socialism and big nanny government is because too many people vote in the expectation of getting something for nothing, not because they have a concern for what is good for the country... If children were forced to learn about the Constitution, about how government works, about how this nation came into being, about taxes and about how government forever threatens the cause of liberty perhaps we wouldn't see so many foolish ideas coming out of the mouths of silly old men." -- Lyn Nofziger


    Perhaps not. But it would be nice, if they taught those things, to also teach about how the native Indian populations were treated, how different immigrant populations were treated, and how these behaviors (and others) compared to the actions of other nations around the world during the same periods - and why. But the evidence suggest that they do not even teach much of the basics. My daughter graduated from a Tucson Unified School District high school in 1997. She just recently earned a 2-year Associates degree in business. I had her take the American Civics Literacy Quiz. She got 16 correct answers out of 60, and admitting to guessing at many of those. My wife, who was born in Okinawa, came to the U.S. at age 9 and hasn't been a student since graduating from high school early in 1976 took it and got 29 correct. According to the ISI, the average score for a college senior is barely over 50%. (For the record, I missed four, but I'm largely self-taught.)

    

    Yet I think commenter "Mastiff" hits close to the mark:


    If the non-socialist end of the political spectrum cannot create a political philosophy that is both good theory and emotionally appealing, we're doomed.

    
 Any political philosophy that is not self-reinforcing is by definition not the best political philosophy. Libertarianism (with a small "l") features a stoic acceptance of individual risk (i.e. the lack of government intervention) for the sake of long-term freedom and prosperity--yet takes no measures to ensure that the society educates its young to maintain that acceptance of risk. The equilibrium, if it ever exists in the first place, is unstable and will collapse.

    
 This aside from the fact that libertarianism is emotionally cold and unfulfilling to most people, who have not trained themselves to consider lack of outside restraint to be worth cherishing.


    And that is part of the education I think our kids ought to be receiving, but the state doesn't teach it. That leaves it to the parents... who by now are almost all products of state education systems. "Any political philosophy that is not self-reinforcing is by definition not the best political philosophy." I believe the "best political philosophy" already exists and has for centuries, yet it isn't necessarily "not self-reinforcing," that philosophy has been deliberately displaced.

    

    My accuser also said:


    (Y)ou want schools to turn children into your type of drone. Do you know the one I am talking about? The kind that believe that we are in Iraq to protect our nation. The kind that think that the free market is something to be worshiped. The kind that believe that sick people...that poor people are only that way because they are weak and didn't take responsibility for themselves.


    Well, having them understand that they are expected to be responsible for themselves would be a nice start... But no, that's not what I want. I want our children to grow up into adults with a good grounding in history, a thorough understanding of governments (ours and others) and the ability to reason from the facts. But indoctrination does go on. Interestingly enough, in that California decision essentially outlawing homeschooling the judge declared:


    A primary purpose of the educational system is to train school children in good citizenship, patriotism and loyalty to the state and the nation as a means of protecting the public welfare.


    Of course, the question of what "good citizenship, patriotism and loyalty to the state and the nation as a means of protecting the public welfare" means has changed a bit over the last, oh, fifty or sixty years - especially in California. That may explain why California Senator Alan Lowenthal (D-Long Beach) wants to repeal the law that allows "teachers and other public employees to be fired for being members of the Communist Party." You know, the kind of employees that find the "class-based capitalist society" "unjust and oppressive," and who define "the public welfare" a lot differently (at a minimum) than I do. But the bill does more than merely protect them from firing. According to Cryptic Subterranian the text of the bill states:


    This bill would delete provisions that prohibit a teacher giving instruction in a school or on property belonging to an agency included in the public school system from teaching communism with the intent to indoctrinate or to inculcate in the mind of any pupil a preference for communism. The bill would also delete provisions that a teacher may be dismissed from employment if he or she teaches communism in that way.


    Somehow I get the feeling that the judge in the case didn't intend that kind of indoctrination.


    And what is a good citizen? Simply one who never says, does or thinks anything that is unusual. Schools are maintained in order to bring this uniformity up to the highest possible point. A school is a hopper into which children are heaved while they are still young and tender; therein they are pressed into certain standard shapes and covered from head to heels with official rubber-stamps. - H.L. Mencken


    Then again, maybe he did.


    Berkeley Liberals and Falwell actually agree much more closely with each other than either does with me.

    

    Both believe in using the power of the state to "do good" by directly interfering in the lives of citizens and applying legal sanctions to those who don't live good lives. They disagree about what that means, of course, but both are strongly illiberal in believing in active government interventionism in our lives in ways which go well beyond the minimum needed to keep us safe and free. Falwell would use the law to punish immoral behavior (according to his morality) which would include such things as recriminalizing homosexuality and recriminalizing pornography.

    

    And the Berkeley Liberals also want to use the power of the state to do good, only what they wish to ban is much deeper, for they want to infringe my freedom of thought and of expression much more profoundly.

    

    Equally, both of them wish to use the power of government to deeply indoctrinate the citizenry, especially the schools. Falwell wants the schools to teach Christianity; the Berkeley Liberals want to use it to indoctrinate children with their own version of "right thinking". - Steven Den Beste, Liberal Conservatism


    Some time back I wrote a piece specifically on the topic of indoctrination. I will quote again the words of economist, humorist, and very early "neo-con" Leo Rosten from an interview with Eric Sevareid from August 24, 1975:


    We're practically using the colleges as a dump into which to put youngsters we do not know what to do with. There are today 45 million people between the age of roughly 7 and 24. Their parents don't know what to do with them. They want them to go to college and they often think that they're being trained for jobs. But they're not getting training for useful employment.

    

    Someone has said that education is what remains after everything you've learned is forgotten. The purpose of educating young people is not only to illuminate their spirit and enrich their memory bank but to teach them the pleasures of thinking and reading. How do you use the mind? As a teacher, I always was astonished by the number of people in the classroom who wanted to learn as against those who just wanted to pass. I took pride in my ability to communicate. Generally "communicate" meant one thing. Now the young think "communicate" means "Agree with me!"

    

    The student rebellions of the 1960's exposed the fact that our entire educational system has forgotten the most important thing it can do prior to college: indoctrinate. I believe in the indoctrination of moral values. There's a lot to be said for being good and kind and decent. You owe a duty to those who have taken care of you. You owe a duty to whatever it is that God or fate gave you - to use your brain or your heart. It's senseless to whine, to blame society for every grievance, or to assume that the presence of a hammer means you have to go out to smash things.

    

    The young want everything. They think they an get everything swiftly and painlessly. They are far too confident. They don't know what their problems are, not really. They talk too much. They demand too much. Their ideas have not been tempered by the hard facts of reality. They're idealists, but they don't sense that it's the easiest thing in the world to be an idealist. It doesn't take any brains. This was said by Aristotle 2300 years ago. Mencken once said that an idealist is someone who, upon observing that a rose smells better than a cabbage, assumes that it will also make better soup.


    And now those young people he was talking about are probably parents and possibly grandparents themselves.

    

    The first question I have is "When should we begin teaching our children philosophy?" Followed by "Which philosophy should we be teaching?" In another comment my one self-described Jewish reader noted:


    In a more positive light, education is a powerful tool to make society better—and the most durable sociopolitical systems (such as traditional Judaism) place a tremendous emphasis on rigorous education, according to a particular program of morality meant to deliberately affect the behavior of the student.

    

    I worry about America most of all because our education program does not know what it wants to achieve.


    I'm not sure that's really the case. I think there's a conflict between two rival philosophies that appears to the uninvolved as dithering and indecision. There are essentially only two in conflict here as I have noted before: Locke and his descendants versus Rousseau and his branch. Socialism/Communism is the outgrowth of Rousseau's concept of "the social contract." America is the outgrowth of Locke's "life, liberty, property."


    "The monstrous evils of the twentieth century have shown us that the greediest money grubbers are gentle doves compared with money-hating wolves like Lenin, Stalin, and Hitler, who in less than three decades killed or maimed nearly a hundred million men, women, and children and brought untold suffering to a large portion of mankind." – Eric Hoffer, True Believer: Thoughts on the Nature of Mass Movements


    For me the choice is simple and obvious. I'm an engineer, I like what works. Teach the successful one. Point out its flaws and foibles, by all means - engineers love to change things - but don't chuck it all out the window because it seems "unjust and oppressive." If history proves nothing else, it proves that all government is unjust and oppressive, but our class-based capitalistic society has resulted in a system where "the poorest 10% of the U.S. population was still wealthier than two-thirds of the rest of the world." (Apparently that's because we don't share well.)

    

    But of course, that's not what is happening, because the people we entrust with educating our children mostly follow Rousseau, and not Locke.

    

    My accuser proclaimed to me: "I don't really have a belief system, other than my belief in Christ." He very well might believe that, but he'd be wrong.

    

    In 1974 Ayn Rand gave a speech to the graduating class at West Point entitled "Philosophy: Who Needs It?" Here's a pertinent excerpt:


    You might claim - as most people do - that you have never been influenced by philosophy. I will ask you to check that claim. Have you ever thought or said the following? "Don't be so sure - nobody can be certain of anything." You got that notion from David Hume (and many, many others), even though you might never have heard of him. Or: "This may be good in theory, but it doesn't work in practice." You got that from Plato. Or: "That was a rotten thing to do, but it's only human, nobody is perfect in this world." You got that from Augustine. Or: "It may be true for you, but it's not true for me." You got it from William James. Or: "I couldn't help it! Nobody can help anything he does." You got it from Hegel. Or: "I can't prove it, but I feel it's true." You got it from Kant. Or: "It's logical, but logic has nothing to do with reality." You got it from Kant. Or: "It's evil because it's selfish." You got it from Kant. Have you heard the modern activist say: "Act first, think afterward"? They got it from John Dewey.

    

    Some people might answer: "Sure, I've said those things at different times, but I don't have to believe that stuff all the time. It may have been true yesterday, but it's not true today." They got it from Hegel. They might say: "Consistency is the hobgoblin of little minds." They got it from a very little mind, Emerson. They might say: "But can't one compromise and borrow different ideas from different philosophies according to the expediency of the moment?" They got it from Richard Nixon - who got it from William James.

    

    --

    

    You have no choice about the necessity to integrate your observations, your experiences, your knowledge into abstract ideas, i.e., into principle. Your only choice is whether these principles are true or false, whether they represent your conscious, rational convictions - or a grab-bag of notions snatched at random, whose sources, validity, context and consequences you do not know, notions which, more often than not, you would drop like a hot potato if you knew.

    

    As a human being, you have no choice about the fact that you need a philosophy. Your only choice is whether you define your philosophy by a conscious, rational, disciplined process of thought and scrupulously logical deliberation - or let your subconscious accumulate a junk heap of unwarranted conclusions, false generalizations, undefined contradictions, undigested slogans, unidentified wishes, doubts and fears, thrown together by chance, but integrated by your subconscious into a kind of mongrel philosophy and fused into a single, solid weight: self doubt, like a ball and chain in the place where your mind's wings should have grown.

    

    Your subconscious is like a computer - more complex a computer than men can build - and its main function is the integration of your ideas. Who programs it? Your conscious mind. If you default, if you don't reach any firm convictions, your subconscious is programmed by chance - and you deliver yourself into the power of ideas you do not know you have accepted.


    Everybody has a philosophy, a belief system. Everybody. Some are just more jumbled, flawed, self-contradictory, and useless than others. Balls and chains, instead of wings.

    

    Our school systems are churning out tens of thousands of ignorant students filled with self-doubt rather than knowledge and understanding, and they've been doing it for literally decades. Knowing this makes the current race for the office of President of the United States much more understandable.


    The relative, diminishing hardships of everyday existence, together with more extensive academic instruction, has laid a foundation of knowledge for most people that is less tested by experience and affirmed more by internal feelings and passions. More people may be better educated these days, but they are also more insulated and more naive. —Richard Reay, letter to the Wall Street Journal, published 6 August 2003.


    Except the evidence seems to indicate that people are not "better educated these days" than they were in the past - but "more insulated and more naive," "affirmed more by internal feelings and passions"? Absolutely.


    My sister was studying for a high school civics exam the other night and had to ask me what rights were protected under the 1st Amendment. She got "speech" and "press" but not freedom of religion, assembly, and right to petition.

    

    Apparently they (very briefly) studied the 15th, 19th, and 26th (voting rights) amendments and a handful of others but didn't even focus on the 1st ten in the BOR. She had no idea what the 3rd, 9th, or 10th were (although most schools generally ignore those as much as they do the 2nd) What was probably even more astounding is she couldn't even name a single sitting Supreme Court Justice. I even gave her hints, I.E. "name the black guy" or "Name a woman" but she didn't have a clue. Then again, in my Con Law Commerce Clause class we were asked to name the sitting justices on the final and a good portion of the class couldn't do it. That's disgusting considering we studied Con Law the entire semester.

    

    This is in an Honors Level Junior year Civics class and my sister is a bright girl. Apparently they now combine Civics and Econ into one class and Civics gets the shaft most of the year. When the Constitution and the principles and fundamentals surrounding it are never taught or merely glossed over it's not surprising that people eagerly vote for hope, change, and socialism.

    

    Oh, and she uses the same textbook I used in high school. Those books were quite a few years old when I took the class. Another Gun Blog - "And I Wonder Why Young People Vote Liberal..."


    The first and so far only comment is priceless.

    

    One more excerpt from Legos:


    Children absorb political, social, and economic worldviews from an early age. Those worldviews show up in their play, which is the terrain that young children use to make meaning about their world and to test and solidify their understandings. We believe that educators have a responsibility to pay close attention to the themes, theories, and values that children use to anchor their play. Then we can interact with those worldviews, using play to instill the values of equality and democracy.


    But not meritocracy and capitalism. In short, these teachers did what Antonio Gramsci advocated from his prison cell - they used education to try to make little Marxists, because they will not form "naturally." But individualist meritocratic capitalists can, and we can't have that!


    Because we live in a largely free society, we tend to forget how limited is the span of time and the part of the globe for which there has ever been anything like political freedom: the typical state of mankind is tyranny, servitude, and misery. The nineteenth century and early twentieth century in the Western world stand out as striking exceptions to the general trend of historical development. Political freedom in this instance clearly came along with the free market and the development of capitalist institutions. So also did political freedom in the golden age of Greece and in the early days of the Roman era.

    

    History suggests only that capitalism is a necessary condition for political freedom. Clearly it is not a sufficient condition. - Milton Friedman

    

    --

    

    Complete equality isn't compatible with democracy, but it is agreeable to totalitarianism. After all the only way to ensure the equality of the slothful, the inept and the immoral is to suppress everyone else. - Iain Benson

    

    --

    

    A society that puts equality before freedom will get neither. A society that puts freedom before equality will get a high degree of both. - Milton Friedman

    

    --

    

    If a consensus of the majority is all it takes to determine what is right, then having and controlling information becomes extraordinarily important. - Masamune Shirow

    

    --

    

    It is universally admitted that a well-instructed people alone can be permanently a free people. -James Madison


    So yes, I believe Lyn Nofziger is right - we are drifting into socialism because that's what our children have been learning in school - in greater or lesser amounts - since the turn of the previous Century. There has also been a nearly complete collapse of education in many places, mostly inner-city schools, aided and abetted by teacher's unions and the federal Department of Education. In my opinion, that collapse is the understandable outcome of a philosophy that doesn't work crashing into the real world.

    

    But with a cockroach resiliency it just shakes itself off and charges on.

    

    You want to know why so many people vote "Liberal"? George Orwell Daycare Centers that begin in kindergarten and go through High School. They don't know any better because no one has taught them.


    Wherever is found what is called a paternal government, there is found state education. It has been found that the best way to insure implicit obedience is to commence tyranny in the nursery. — Benjamin Disraeli, found at Ninth Stage


    ____________

    

    Further suggested reading (that I couldn't work into this post):


    College Daze: The "Great Conversation" is now the sound of chaos

    

    The Diplomad: About Those "Highly Educated Voters"

    

    Parental Involvement Strongly Impacts Student Achievement (From the Dept. of "DUH!")

    

    Locke and Rousseau: Early Childhood Education (a PDF file)

    

    Upside Down Education

    

    Students Fail — and Professor Loses Job

    

    A Modest Proposal for Saving Our Schools by Tom McClintock (who is running for the House of Representatives, BTW.)

    

    Enough Already with the Kid Gloves

    

    Durrrr

    

    Political Correctness Pervades History Textbooks

    

    Story Time

    

    Social Justice High: Classrooms Meet the (Not So) Real World

    

    In the Basement of the Ivory Tower

    

    And, from America's petri dish:

    

    Drop 'middle-class' academic subjects says schools adviser

    

    Education, education, education
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    jsid-1212718966-592651 GrumpyOldFart at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 02:22:46 +0000


    1) What is missing from our public school system can be easily stated. It's two subjects: Logic and rhetoric. People go through 12 years of school and are never once taught how to spot if a line of argument hangs together or not, nor how to defend a line of argument. The truly sad part is that, so far as I know, the only place such subjects are taught is in law school. In other words, the only people who learn how to analyze and defend a line of thinking are those who are likewise taught that whether something is actually true or not is immaterial, the only relevant point is whether or not the client is acquitted.

    Another major danger is what was once taught in school, but is quickly vanishing: Heinlein's "three critical subjects." Languages, history and mathematics. Personally I find his logic impeccable. If you aren't fluent in the language an author wrote in, you DO NOT KNOW WHAT THAT AUTHOR SAID. You only know what the translator *claims* that author said. Mathematics is a specialized language, like musical notation. Mathematics is the language that describes *in precise terms* the operation of what is observed. Without it, any and all sciences are closed to you. History.... completely aside from the old saw of "those who fail to learn from history are doomed to repeat it", the fact is that without knowing the history of a given region and period, you have no context in which to place events occurring within that region/period. What does the word "bow" mean? Does it mean the pointy end of a boat? The act of bending at the waist? An arrangement of wood and string designed to fire an arrow? Without the appropriate context, you have no way to tell. In the same way, Hitler's actions in early 20th century Europe have far different meanings according to how your knowledge of Europe and early 20th century history give you a context in which to place them.

    

    2) I note a common denominator (I have noticed it before) in what modern liberals consider "vital". Things like "fairness", "social justice", "self-esteem", "awareness", "right thinking" and "the public welfare". Notice the common denominator in all those things? It is this: All of them are terms that have NO OBJECTIVE MEANING. Like "good", "evil", "love" and "God", they are all words with nearly as many definitions, as many meanings, as there are people who use the terms.

    If you can't even *define* what you want, it's hardly surprising if you can't *achieve* what you want.

    

    3) I dropped out of high school in the middle of my junior year, in 1975. Why? Because I refused to do another year and a half of boring drudgery for the sake of getting a certificate that lumped me in with "high school graduates" who could barely sign their own names legibly. Instead I got a job and, 2 years later, went and took the GED exam. True, it didn't get the ersatz "respect" of a diploma. But at least there WAS A STANDARD.

    

    (Moved from a different post because this is the more appropriate place for it - Ed.)


    

    



    jsid-1212735923-592642 Mastiff at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 07:05:23 +0000


    Yay, free ice cream!

    

    On a more serious note, I'm gratified that I've been able to contribute to your thinking. You have certainly contributed to mine.

    

    Interesting that you bring up the "freedom vs. equality" thing. A post you threw up recently motivated me to begin a blog post for the first time in months, outlining why "freedom" and "equality" are both deficient as first political principles. I believe that there is another principle which can subordinate them both, and regulate their interactions.

    

    When I finish it, your blog will know it first...


    

    



    jsid-1212744220-592644 Mark at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 09:23:40 +0000


    Kevin, you have strengthened my determination that no child of mine will ever set foot in one of these indoctrination centers, no matter what.


    

    



    jsid-1212758167-592650 Kevin Baker at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 13:16:07 +0000


    I love being inspiring!


    

    



    jsid-1212761305-592655 Mark Alger at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 14:08:25 +0000


    And yet, to contribute a positive note, the youth of today seem -- stress that: seem -- to understand "individualistic, meritocratic capitalis[m]" far better than their parents' or grandparents' generations ever did.

    

    It causes me to wonder whether, like language and grammar, these concepts aren't naturally bred into our mental maps, and whether a better understanding of those maps might lead to a better apprehension of the concepts.

    

    M


    

    



    jsid-1212767624-592660 GrumpyOldFart at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 15:53:44 +0000


    Oops. This is where I *thought* I had posted it. Thanks for finding it and putting it where it was supposed to be. Guess I should know better than to post when it's past my bedtime. Senility sucks rocks.


    

    



    jsid-1212768697-592662 Kevin Baker at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 16:11:37 +0000


    Not a problem. I figured this is where you meant to put it.


    

    



    jsid-1212770389-592687 Blackwing1 at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 16:39:49 +0000


    Kevin:

    

    At least you didn't go into a complete rag on teachers, many of whom are decent, honest individuals. Since the 1950's the US educational system has been progressively (and I use that word in both meanings) taken over by collectivists. The Fabian socialists took over the upper levels of education, and we have had nothing but collectivist pedagogy coming from the universities and colleges since then.

    

    My wife, who has worked as an teacher for more than 20 years (before finally leaving because the collectivism inherent in the educational system was making her crazy) has been through both directly-governmental school systems ("public schools") and indirectly governmental school systems ("private schools"). The educational system has been the first, best bastion of socialism in this country. And they chose their target well; by taking over the education and pedagogy in the universities, they were able to create multiple generations of good little collectivist teachers.

    

    But as she says, "Blaming the teachers for the failing education system is like blaming the soldiers for losing a war." The politically-driven adminstration of the government schools is solely responsible for the means and methods that they implement. And for the (lack of) results that they achieve.

    

    Any parent who leaves their child to folly of the government schools will get what they deserve.

    

    (Relocated from a post I'm pretty sure he didn't mean to click on. - Ed.)


    

    



    jsid-1212771695-592668 Phil B at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 17:01:35 +0000


    I got 66% on the Civic Literacy report ... I'm a Brit and the questions that tripped me up were the ones regarding the Revolutionary period and suchlike ... Statement below.

    

    Does that make me a candidate for American citizenship?

    

    You answered 40 out of 60 correctly — 66.67 %

    Average score for this quiz during June: 70.7%

    Average score since September 18, 2007: 70.7%

    

    You can take the quiz as often as you like, however, your score will only count once toward the monthly average.


    

    



    jsid-1212771981-592669 Laughingdog at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 17:06:21 +0000


    "(Y)ou want schools to turn children into your type of drone..... The kind that believe that sick people...that poor people are only that way because they are weak and didn't take responsibility for themselves."

    

    I'll never understand why liberals believe that the only two options are that the government helps everyone, or the needy die off.

    

    I believe that the federal government is the worst tool for helping those in need. However, I do believe in helping those that need it, if they are honestly trying to get back on their feet.

    

    A young man did an experiment recently after finishing college. He started off with nothing, living in a shelter. By working in unskilled labor, and not wasting money on anything that isn't a necessity, he managed to save up thousands of dollars, buy a used truck, and live in an apartment in under a year. He even discussed the difference between those that saw the shelter is a momentary step versus those that had no drive to leave there.

    

    If he could do that much in less than a year, there's really no reason for anyone to stay "down and out" for very long.


    

    



    jsid-1212772590-592670 ben at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 17:16:30 +0000


    Hey, yep, that's my Dad :)


    

    



    jsid-1212778903-592673 DJ at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 19:01:43 +0000


    Magnificent, Kevin. Chalk up another couple attaboys.

    

    "As a human being, you have no choice about the fact that you need a philosophy. Your only choice is whether you define your philosophy by a conscious, rational, disciplined process of thought and scrupulously logical deliberation - or let your subconscious accumulate a junk heap of unwarranted conclusions, false generalizations, undefined contradictions, undigested slogans, unidentified wishes, doubts and fears, thrown together by chance, but integrated by your subconscious into a kind of mongrel philosophy and fused into a single, solid weight: self doubt, like a ball and chain in the place where your mind's wings should have grown."

    

    A perfect refutation, and spot-on, methinks.

    

    "For the record, I missed four, but I'm largely self-taught."

    

    Sigh. I missed five.

    

    If a test is properly designed, the answers to a multiple-choice question should all sound plausible unless one knows and understands the one correct answer. Overall, this was a well-designed test.

    

    On another note, I remember well the math lessons of the 3rd through 6th grades. During the 3rd through 5th grades, the textbooks used were a series for those grades by the same author and publisher. They taught arithmetic by explanation, example, and drill, and overwhelmingly they applied those lessons to the real world through innumerable story problems, as they were known at the time.

    

    I dearly loved those story problems. They taught us to think. They taught the real-world use of arithmetic to answer questions and solve problems. They taught the use of algebra in simple, practical, useful ways, thereby making its later formal study easy.

    

    Then came the sixth grade. We had a brand new textbook, with no curled page corners, no writing in the margins, no dirty fingerprints, and damned little in common with what we had used before. Your contrast between the classroom example of 1960 and 1970 (new math) is spot on. We were perhaps ahead of our time, as I was in the sixth grade from September, 1964, to May, 1965.

    

    What I remember most about that textbook is that I didn't like it, the rest of the class hated it, and the teacher complained about it to us, in class. She did her best to teach what she would have taught had she still used the old textbooks, so we learned much more from the blackboard than from the book.

    

    I recall a meeting between all the teachers of our school (grades 4-6) and the school board one afternoon just after class let out. I heard the voice of my teacher as she shouted at someone, which she rarely did, so I sneaked into the dark back of the auditorium where it was held. (I walked to and from school, so it didn't matter if I stayed late.) She ate out the board for having forced this textbook on us, and the Superintendent, a family friend whom I knew well, as he lived across the street from us, was bleeding from the ass before she was finished. The other teachers listened to her for about ten minutes, and then, when she sat down, they gave her a standing ovation. She kept her job. We kept using the textbook.


    

    



    jsid-1212780570-592675 Saladman at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 19:29:30 +0000


    I commend to your attention the book Cloning of the American Mind, by B.K. Eakman. Its a pretty detailed look at the influence of socialism and psychological behaviorism on American education. Also NEA: Trojan Horse in American Education by Samuel Blumenfeld. This is shorter, and more tightly focused on the teacher's unions.

    

    I initially thought the authors might be confusing the effects on education with people's intents for education. But taking the statements and writings of the fathers of modern education at face value, there was a movement favoring socialism in education. It would be naive to think that movement had no effect in producing the current state of socialism in education.


    

    



    jsid-1212781175-592676 Kevin Baker at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 19:39:35 +0000


    Thanks for the recommendations. I added links, though it appears the second book would have to be purchased used, as it is no longer available new. Deliberate Dumbing Down of America: A Chronological Paper Trail looks interesting, too.


    

    



    jsid-1212782288-592677 Anon at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 19:58:08 +0000


    Never took a logic class in K-12. The only time I saw one was at a community college. (Incidentally, a very good class; it embraced objective truth and taught the how's and why's of science, ethics, and reasoning.)


    

    



    jsid-1212785075-592679 John Pate at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 20:44:35 +0000


    I'm British, this is how I did on the American Civics Test:

    "You answered 42 out of 60 correctly - 70.00%"

    

    I did have to guess on quite a few.


    

    



    jsid-1212785570-592681 christopher at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 20:52:50 +0000


    Thanks for another slathering of brain-food.


    

    



    jsid-1212785718-592682 Kevin Baker at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 20:55:18 +0000


    Thanks for not calling it "fertilizer"! ;)


    

    



    jsid-1212792839-592685 Regolith at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 22:53:59 +0000


    I took that Civic Literacy test. Only missed four. :p

    

    Granted, some of the questions were about subjects I have little exposure to. However, I was able to divine the correct answers through the application of logic. Imagine that.

    

    Also, the rest of the post was quite good. I'm currently in college, and the vast majority my fellow classmates are a definite product of the current inadequacies of the educational system. I feel I lucked out, in that I went to a public high school that had a large number of high quality teachers who taught in the traditional style (and actually understood the topics they were teaching), and encouraged us to think for ourselves.

    

    Unfortunately, by the time I had graduated, the school administration was well on its way to completely destroying that classroom environment.


    

    



    jsid-1212794405-592686 perlhaqr at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 23:20:05 +0000


    Quite a post. Very thought provoking. Of course, I agreed with most of it already. ;)

    

    So, what's the solution? It seems like we would need a location with a high enough concentration of like minded people that the teachers would be good even in the "public" schools, or a township that was willing to abandon the idea of public schools at all, and let the entire education system be private.

    

    Does this mean the Free State Project (or something like it) is the only real hope to weather this deficiency of governance and education? Is even that enough?


    

    



    jsid-1212794991-592688 Kevin Baker at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 23:29:51 +0000


    Any parent who leaves their child to folly of the government schools will get what they deserve.

    

    But the child won't "deserve" it.


    

    



    jsid-1212796395-592689 Blackwing1 at Fri, 06 Jun 2008 23:53:15 +0000


    The only other alternative is to take the children out of their parents hands...and isn't this the root of the problem to begin with?


    

    



    jsid-1212797511-592690 Kevin Baker at Sat, 07 Jun 2008 00:11:51 +0000


    Oh, indeed. I'm just making the point that it's the child that's being abused, not the parent.


    

    



    jsid-1212803383-592694 Saladman at Sat, 07 Jun 2008 01:49:43 +0000


    "What is missing from our public school system can be easily stated. It's two subjects: Logic and rhetoric."

    

    I've been thinking about this. These subjects are missing and would be of great benefit to students. I don't believe they are the only or even the first things missing. The first thing missing is simply phonics-based reading.

    

    Phonics, done properly/traditionally, teaches students in a relatively short span of time to read, decode and understand the English language. Literacy fell sharply, and dyslexia actually increased, after whole-word reading was first introduced in the US.

    

    One example: Korean war draftees had such a markedly lower rate of literacy than WWII draftees that the army hired psychologists to figure out how draft evaders were managing to fake illiteracy; the army was shocked when the psychs reported that they weren't faking.

    

    We've got people who come out of school illiterate unnecessarily. We've also got a group of people who may be technically literate in that they can read when they have to, but they largely choose not to because reading is painful, awkward or slow.

    

    Equally or more importantly than people coming out of school illiterate is, they must have been illiterate while still in school. The ability to read and comprehend, quickly and easily, is a prerequisite for mastering most other subjects. You could go so far as to prioritise subjects for students entering grade school, reading first, mathematics second (but proofs lead into logic), history, logic and rhetoric to follow.

    

    Anyway, I know phonics is a horse people have been beating since Why Johnny Can't Read was published in 1955, and without any permanent turn-around. I actually think Kevin's post is a higher-order diagnosis of public schooling. But I still thought it deserved a mention.


    

    



    jsid-1212808609-592696 C at Sat, 07 Jun 2008 03:16:49 +0000


    "The first thing missing is simply phonics-based reading."

    

    Phonics is certainly a big player, in my mind. I learned to read well before entering school, but when I was in first grade we were still being taught with phonics.

    

    Along the same lines, I also had to diagram sentences. (Keep in mind I am 25.) I'm not sure whether or not that was standard when I was in school, but, I kid you not, when I was in AP English in 2001 at least half the students in my class had no idea what an adverb was or how to use it.

    

    What I don't understand, beyond history and mathematics, is that American students can get by with not being fluent in their own language.

    

    Logic and rhetoric can follow only when students actually understand what they are reading.


    

    



    jsid-1212818586-592700 Ninth Stage at Sat, 07 Jun 2008 06:03:06 +0000


    Of all the reasons to have a revolution, having Ann Pelo and Kendra Pelojoaquin against the wall is among the best. RCOB is the only way to describe what I experienced when I read "Why We Banned Legos" some months ago.


    

    



    jsid-1212844338-592707 wolfwalker at Sat, 07 Jun 2008 13:12:18 +0000


    54 out of 60 on the civics literacy test. Some were guesses. Most were not. The calculation of the percentage right is left as an exercise for the reader. ;-)

    

    As for that jerk who thinks "there may be no good reason for all students to learn algebra" -- I had a random encounter with that claim from a different source a couple of years ago. A few seconds of thought demonstrated that the basic principles underlying algebra are so fundamental that we all use them probably a dozen times a day without knowing it. For example:

    

    You have to make a car trip of 100 miles. How much gas do you need to do it?

    

    You want to buy some supplies for your Fourth of July party. How much money will they cost? Can you afford it without busting your budget?


    

    



    jsid-1212849757-592710 DJ at Sat, 07 Jun 2008 14:42:37 +0000


    "You have to make a car trip of 100 miles. How much gas do you need to do it?"

    

    Back in high school, my second "real" job was as a mechanic in a rental center. It was the best job I ever had. A co-worker who was hired only for the summer season didn't much care for it. though. He was required, on occasion, to actually think on the job, and it pained him.

    

    One Saturday morning, he complained about how many times he put gas in his car while out on the town with his friends the night before. He complained about how much it cost to put gas in so many times.

    

    It helps here to remember that gas was 25 cents per gallon for leaded regular at that time. He had stopped about nine times, as I recall, and put 25 cents worth of gas in each time.

    

    No, I'm not making this up.

    

    As we went through that morning's work, I finally convinced him that what determined how much he spent for gas that night was how many miles he drove, not how many times he stopped to fill the tank. It was quite difficult to show him that filling the tank didn't cost any more per mile of driving than buying one gallon at a time. The difficulty was because he had never been taught how to make real-world use of simple arithmetic, nor had he been taught why he might want to do so.

    

    To paraphrase Mark Twain, those who won't learn and use algebra have no advantage over those who can't.


    

    



    jsid-1212858388-592717 GrumpyOldFart at Sat, 07 Jun 2008 17:06:28 +0000


    "I've been thinking about this. These subjects are missing and would be of great benefit to students. I don't believe they are the only or even the first things missing. The first thing missing is simply phonics-based reading."

    

    "Logic and rhetoric can follow only when students actually understand what they are reading."

    

    Good points, but keep in mind that you are only talking about missing techniques and standards, I'm talking about two entire subject concepts that are simply not there at all.

    

    Languages, including the common tongue of the culture, may not be being taught *well*. There may not be much expectation of competence among those taught. But at least the concept that "__________ should be taught in schools" EXISTS. So far as I can tell, the US educational system doesn't consider the ability to analyze a logical construct, nor the ability to express one, as skills that should be taught AT ALL unless the student is preparing for a career in law. Students are being taught *what* to think, and specifically NOT being taught the skill of thinking clearly.

    

    Fluency in your native language is absolutely vital. See the note about Heinlein's 3 vital subjects. That applies to all languages from which you may wish to glean information, including your own. Ultimately ANY form of communication in which you are not fluent is a potential blank spot in your ability to learn.

    

    As Einstein said, "The circumference of your knowledge is the horizon of your ignorance."


    

    



    jsid-1212858600-592718 GrumpyOldFart at Sat, 07 Jun 2008 17:10:00 +0000


    Oh and for the record, this is not to diss teachers. Teachers are in the same position as cops, postal workers and IRS agents, where it is often literally impossible to both serve the customer as they should be served, and *at the same time* conform to the rule system that governs how you are required to do your job.


    

    



    jsid-1212864361-592723 staghounds at Sat, 07 Jun 2008 18:46:01 +0000


    Sometimes the soldiers DO lose the war, by not fighting it. When they do they should be blamed. What proportion of teachers believe they are in a war against ignorance, and what proportion believe they are in an agreeable indoor job leading to a moderately well provided for retirement?

    

    A big part of our problem is that we have compulsory (read this funny story from 1926) education now. Not compulsory educational opportunity, where everyone who will go is provided for, that's different. Everyone MUST, by law, absorb the same lessons. The unwilling, the mad, the incapable, the dangerous, the indifferent- must all RECEIVE A DIPLOMA. Whether or not they earn, can use, need, or want one.

    

    That's the Special Olympics. A high school diploma, unless one knows the school, has only decorative value.

    

    (Speaking of Special, last year our school system changed the euphemism. "Special" children, classes, etc. are now "Exceptional".)

    

    Here's an interesting fact I learned about the city where I live. After correcting for independent schooling, there's a big throbbing gap between the number of children on the census books and the number on the school rolls. What happens is that disruptive or indifferent children are just "lost" from the books. The teachers don't want them in class dragging things back, and the administrators don't want to expose the number who actually do drop or fail out. If you stop carrying a child at 14, you needn't show him as a failure or dropout at 17.

    

    Home schooling. Here's an interesting fact. If you go to your school masters and tell them you want to educate your children yourself, they will fight you tooth and nail, placing whatever obstacles requires, permits, allows, or that they can think up in your way.

    

    BUT, if your child is obstructive, recalcitrant, resistant, or "unteachable" enough, the school will require you to teach it at home!

    

    Actually that's not what they say- they call it "home bound", or some term like that, and they'll send an indoctrinator over every now and then. But you can raise your child in peace and liberty, and STILL get a government school diploma!

    

    And, some politicians even today are very direct about indoctrination. What if we started our kindergarteners in a home-like setting, with one teacher to no more than, say, eight kids? Not only could they start on the educational basics, but they could learn how to get along in civilized society. How to talk. How to set the table, take out the trash. How to behave.


    

    



    jsid-1212941741-592739 GrumpyOldFart at Sun, 08 Jun 2008 16:15:41 +0000


    Also in response to "brain food", I wanted to point out that I really don't think of myself as a gifted thinker. I'm glad to have people like Kevin around, because I consider myself to have roughly the same relationship to great thinkers that compost has to prize roses.


    

    



    jsid-1212962711-592752 Pandora at Sun, 08 Jun 2008 22:05:11 +0000


    On the money, as usual.

    

    Linked you up on PowerLine Forum.


    

    



    jsid-1212976031-592756 Kevin Baker at Mon, 09 Jun 2008 01:47:11 +0000


    Thanks!


    

    



    jsid-1213015492-592768 Rey De La Torre at Mon, 09 Jun 2008 12:44:52 +0000


    I am a teacher of history and civics. I have taught for well over 20 years in both private and public schools. I have to say that this essay hits the mark dead on.

    

    I'm afraid that the situation may be worse than you believe. The general direction public education seems to be heading is to insure no student fails. This is surely reflective of the "fairness" doctrine as well as the notion that all must be equal. What is occuring in schools is the further erroding of student responsibility and accountability. My take on this is that eventually we will have to do their work, write their essays, and take their exams to ensure their success.

    

    Those of us who still demand excellence from our students are few, and becoming fewer. The consequences for failure do not fall on the students as they are moved along regardless of how many courses are passed or failed. Rather, the consequences fall on those of us who expect students to learn before moving on to the next level. The stories of meeting after meeting with administrators are legion.

    

    Unfortunately, the young teachers entering the profession are as you describe. Most are filled with good intentions and the desire to help children. Most are woefully ignorant of the subjects they teach. Far too many rely on textbooks and materials that espouse socialist ideals. Most are unaware of this simple fact.

    

    We few will continue to fight the good fight and try to reach as many students as possible. Keep writing these illuminating essays.


    

    



    jsid-1213017853-592769 Kevin Baker at Mon, 09 Jun 2008 13:24:13 +0000


    THAT just became QotD. In its entirety.


    

    



    jsid-1213055095-592812 Lame-R at Mon, 09 Jun 2008 23:44:55 +0000


    Great work, Kevin.

    

    Last year I took a break from my nerd work to teach junior high at a private school. Two lessons from the experience stick out in my mind: first, we are trying to teach students 'how' to think, not 'what' to think; secondly, we teach far more than just our particular subject(s).

    

    On the first point, I wasn't interested in indoctrinating, but in equipping my students to think rationally on their own. Critical thinking requires hard data and information, and to be high quality it must derive from a diversity of sources/perspectives (including those I don't neccessarily agree with.) Indoctrinators are the ones that are fans of insular exposure, not true educators. So I don't buy into the accusation levelled against you that you only disagree with the content of the indoctrination and merely want to forcefeed your own preferences.

    

    Regarding the second point, teachers are a large influence on their students' characters. Such things as discipline, respect, honesty, courage, etc. In a system of indoctrination, the noblest virtue becomes that of conformity. Those, like yourself, that are not obsessed with 'the common good' but with individual freedom, have no value for conformity--in distinct contrast with the collectivists among us. Once again, I don't buy into the accusation that you just want to indoctrinate with your own personal agenda.


    

    



    jsid-1213108049-592865 newshutz at Tue, 10 Jun 2008 14:27:29 +0000


    I agree with Milton Friedman. We should not be surprised, when a socialist institution teaches socialist values.


    

    



    jsid-1213289127-592998 TheRock at Thu, 12 Jun 2008 16:45:27 +0000


    You answered 49 out of 60 correctly — 81.67 %

    

    But then again, I read boatloads and hated school and don't trust authority.

    

    And stuff like this is why I want to put my son into private school.

    

    TR


    

    



    jsid-1218233236-595236 Aglifter at Fri, 08 Aug 2008 22:07:16 +0000


    C.S. Lewis wrote about the end of education in "Abolition of Man" A great book, but definitely written by an Oxford Don (not too hard, except when he starts quoting Plato, etc in the original...)


    

    



    jsid-1270584496-182 MamaTell MeMore at Tue, 06 Apr 2010 20:08:16 +0000


    I just loved the link to Legotown! Raising two Legolovers of my own, I have to agree with the gun-columnist: the teachers took the fun out of Legos. The signs of indoctrination in the children's summation comments were obvious to me -- but they must not have been obvious to the teachers who wrote up the report. (?!)

    

    My children's responses to the teachers' rules: "With that many rules, that's not play, that's work." My daughter likes tiny buildings, my son likes huge ones: standard sizes would fail. Upshot: they might tinker with the legos, but their enthusiasm would be low.

    

    But there is more to learn from this legolesson. The children did develop tendencies to accumulate power and capital, but they did not have a system that protected the property rights of all of them nor did they protect the participatory rights of the weaker personalities. These are important considerations in our human mix, and they are trampled as a matter of course in human interactions since the very beginnings. Hans-Hermann Hoppe's essay shows how this goes -- the children were practicing his theory as if they had read it -- or more to the point, his theory is so on-target that it is bound to show up in natural practice.

    

    In your essay, Kevin, there seemed to be an uncritical lauding of the children's natural tendencies to accumulate power. As an instructor, I would have been concerned about that, but I would have taken the exploration in the direction of discovering the basis of natural property rights (Hoppe did some great work on this) instead of imposing a socialist system. The children were already so excited to learn! They could have learned so much about their own personalities and interactions, just by trying out SEVERAL sets of rules. Then some of them would have learned that yes, the rules can be questioned, and the RULES are what affects our perceptions of the game AND of the players. They might have gone away with some solid notions of natural property rights.


    jsid-1270610491-611 khbaker at Wed, 07 Apr 2010 03:21:31 +0000 in reply to jsid-1270584496-182


    It was not so much an "uncritical lauding of the children's natural tendencies" but a recognition OF those natural tendencies that the True Believer sees as inherently eeeeevilllll! If you read much of this blog, you will find that I understand explicitly that civilization is something that's taught, not something ingrained in us. We return again to the difference between the philosophies of Locke and Rousseau, where Rousseau believed (or claimed to believe) that man in a state of Nature was pure and good. Some may be, but they are the exception rather than the rule.

    

    Bullshit. William Golding nailed what unguided children are like in Lord of the Flies.

    

    What those "teachers" were attempting wasn't education, it was socialist indoctrination, and that is what I was reacting to.


    

    



    jsid-1270646806-981 MamaTell MeMore at Wed, 07 Apr 2010 13:26:47 +0000


    ok -- got it. :)

    If you have not already read it, Steven Pinker's "The Blank Slate" is a really detailed and well-documented exploration of the development of the mind. He blasts the blank slate notion; he blasts the noble savage notion. I think it was my first intro to the term "evolutionary psychology."

    http://www.amazon.com/Blank-Slate-Modern-Denial-Nature/dp/0670031518


    

    



    Agirlandhergun • Wednesday, March 21 2012 4:43 PM


    Brilliant!


    

    



    Kevin Baker Mod • Wednesday, March 21 2012 7:42 PM


    Glad you liked it!


    

    



    Bigfatdump • Thursday, January 10 2013 11:52 AM


    Hmmm... as a Canadian, I scored 27 out of 33 correctly — 81.82 %.


    

    



    Kevin Baker Mod in reply to Bigfatdump • Thursday, January 10 2013 2:45 PM


    I guess this proves we're getting dumber - they dropped the number of questions from 60 to 33!


    

    



    Nick P. in reply to Kevin Baker • Tuesday, January 15 2013 1:13 AM


    31 out of 33.


    This is going to sound like an arrogant boast though I do not mean it that way, but going through the questions I could tell that most of the people I know wouldn't know half of them which worries me greatly.


    

    



    Jeff • Monday, January 14 2013 7:12 AM


    I got 3 wrong- I'm going to make my kids take it tonight! by the way- the article was fantastic as well.


    

    



    

    


  


  
    
      A Teacher Responds
    


    Monday, June 09, 2008


    

    



    In a comment to The George Orwell Daycare Center, one Ray De La Torre responds:


    I am a teacher of history and civics. I have taught for well over 20 years in both private and public schools. I have to say that this essay hits the mark dead on.

    

    I'm afraid that the situation may be worse than you believe. The general direction public education seems to be heading is to insure no student fails. This is surely reflective of the "fairness" doctrine as well as the notion that all must be equal. What is occuring(sic) in schools is the further erroding(sic) of student responsibility and accountability. My take on this is that eventually we will have to do their work, write their essays, and take their exams to ensure their success.

    

    Those of us who still demand excellence from our students are few, and becoming fewer. The consequences for failure do not fall on the students as they are moved along regardless of how many courses are passed or failed. Rather, the consequences fall on those of us who expect students to learn before moving on to the next level. The stories of meeting after meeting with administrators are legion.

    

    Unfortunately, the young teachers entering the profession are as you describe. Most are filled with good intentions and the desire to help children. Most are woefully ignorant of the subjects they teach. Far too many rely on textbooks and materials that espouse socialist ideals. Most are unaware of this simple fact.

    

    We few will continue to fight the good fight and try to reach as many students as possible.


    As I said in I Must've Struck a Nerve, I know it is still possible to get a decent education out of many, possibly most school systems in this country - if you want one. This is due to those teachers who really do know their subjects and how to teach them, and students willing to do the work necessary to learn them. Both still exist. But it does appear that the ratio of such teachers and students to the general population is getting continually smaller.


    

    



    

    


  


  
    
      Balkanization
    


    Saturday, May 31, 2008


    

    



    I don't read Tucson's Arizona Daily Star much. It suffers from the same problems that most dead-tree publications around the country do today that are resulting in the spiraling loss of readership and revenue, but every now and then it does something that makes readers remember what local newspapers are really there for - to inform local citizens on what the hell is going on in their town.

    

    Here's an example that I'm going to quote in full for archival purposes. Read and learn what the Tucson Unified School District thinks is a good idea:


    TUSD's Raza unit survives under fire

    Ethnic studies dept. could grow, reach younger kids

    By Rhonda Bodfield

    

    Calls are heating up to kill the Tucson Unified School District's ethnic studies program — at the same time it becomes more likely that the district's most controversial department could expand to reach more, and younger, students.

    

    Critics, from the state's schools chief to lawmakers to conservative talk-show hosts and columnists, have singled out Mexican-American/Raza Studies in particular, saying it's divisive and turns students into angry revolutionaries.


    For those unfamiliar, "Raza" is Spanish for "race." The group "La Raza" bills itself as a "civil rights" organization. It is also associated with the racist organization MEChA - Movimiento Estudiantil Chicano de Aztlán. You remember Aztlán, right?

    

    Would we be comfortable with a German-American Studies department that went by "Der Volk"?


    But supporters say the program's reach is too limited, given that it boosts student achievement by providing relevant and rigorous work to students all too often overlooked.

    

    In a ruling last month that conditionally lifted the district's decades-old racial balance order, a federal judge noted that "it is unimaginable that the eight-staff Mexican American/Raza Studies department would be capable of serving the (district's) 30,118 Hispanic students."


    It is unimaginable to me that a judge would be sanguine about "Race studies" in elementary and secondary education.


    TUSD's budget crisis is putting the kibosh on any new money for this coming school year, but Governing Board member Adelita Grijalva says she's committed to seeing the program grow the following year.


    Oh, I imagine she is. Adelita is the daughter of U.S. Congressman Raul Grijalva. More on this later.


    For now, she's asking for a discussion about equity within the ethnic studies' $2.3 million budget, given that African-American Studies gets more funding and staff in a district overwhelmingly Latino.

    

    Raza Studies serves about 500 high school students, who take a four-course block of history, social justice and two Chicano literature classes.


    There's that term again - "social justice." I like Eric Schie's take on it:


    (T)he left-wing communitarian term "social justice," which, although indefinable, clearly implies that the legal system should be involved in things like property redistribution and "human rights commissions."


    History? Actually teaching history would be great, but I imagine they use a text like Howard Zinn's A People's History of the United States.


    The program should reach younger students, a 2006 outside audit said. Auditors recommended a feeder pipeline starting in the elementary schools.

    
 Although they criticized the African-American, Pan-Asian and Native American departments for too few accountability measures, they lauded Raza Studies as the program's "flagship."


    Inside the classroom

    

    It's the end of the school year and Raza Studies students at Tucson High Magnet School are presenting research findings to their principal.

    

    Their PowerPoint presentation is critical of policies toward English learners; some concerns hinge on whether students are funneled to vocational tracks, and some focus on inferior equipment.

    

    Then comes an exploration of classroom décor, with photos of classroom items students consider culturally insensitive.

    

    First up is a baseball poster, which they say should be soccer or rugby to validate other cultures. Next up flashes the Pledge of Allegiance and a patriotic poster featuring the Statue of Liberty, the American flag and an eagle.

    

    "Most of the kids are from a different country, and this is showing them that this is the country that's the greatest and yours doesn't matter," a student maintains.


    Kid, you're living HERE. I don't think that schools in Guatemala teach that their country sucks. They teach patriotism, too.


    Principal Abel Morado tells the students he disagrees with their perspective. An initial role of public education was to mold a citizenry united under one democratic blanket, he says.

    

    "It's in our DNA in public schools to be sure we're teaching you about being citizens of this nation," Morado says.


    The recent California court decision (PDF file) effectively banning homeschooling said very much the same:


    A primary purpose of the educational system is to train school children in good citizenship, patriotism and loyalty to the state and the nation as a means of protecting the public welfare.


    Welcome to America!


    Morado says he considers the dialogue valuable because it's important to reflect that America does not have just one culture or value system.

    

    Tom Horne, the state's superintendent of public instruction, considers the program's very premise grounds to publicly rail against it, and, if necessary, to ban it through legislation.

    

    "One of the most basic American values is that we judge people as individuals based on what they know and what they can do and what their character is like — and not based on what ethnic group they happen to have been born into," Horne says. "I think it's profoundly wrong to divide students up by ethnicity."


    Or religion. Or eye color.

    

    When you do that, it's called "balkanization."


    The director

    

    Augustine Romero took over as head of ethnic studies two years ago, after running Raza Studies for four years. In his view, the system already divides students by ethnicity.

    

    When he was a senior at Tucson High, his father asked school counselors to make military recruiters stop calling. His counselor couldn't believe Romero planned to go to college.

    

    He proved the counselor wrong, and the 41-year-old just finished his doctorate. "Yes, there are examples of people who have made it, but we've made it by having to work harder than most people because we've had to endure the inequities of the system," he says.


    Uh, dude... ANYBODY who earns a PhD has to work harder than most people. This is America. You bust your ass and try your best and HERE you have a chance to do anything you can dream. Ask Raul Grijalva, whose father was a migrant farm worker who entered the U.S. on the Bracero Program. How far do you think he'd have gotten if his father had stayed in Mexico?


    Romero summons the work of Brazilian educationalist Paulo Freire to explain the premise of the program, hauling out a dog-eared and extensively highlighted copy of "Pedagogy of the Oppressed." He points to a passage: "This, then, is the great humanistic and historical task of the oppressed: to liberate themselves and their oppressors as well."


    Wow. Good to know I'm an "oppressor" just because my skin is white.


    If people don't like being called oppressors, Romero offers no apology. "We have to be able to be honest. If we have cancer, should we not name the cancer and overcome it? If oppression and subordination are our cancers, should we not name them?"


    Even better! I'm a cancer!

    

    But they're not teaching hate or anything.


    Anglos often don't see racism, he says, so it needs to be pointed out, even though it has led to accusations that he propagates reverse racism. "When you name racism, people think you're playing the race card and then they say, 'You don't like me because I'm white.' No, I don't like what was said. Because I'm one who names these things, some have the perception that I'm a racist and that I only care about children of color."

    

    Those children clearly need advocates, Romero says. There are glaring performance disparities between white and minority students — even in this district, where whites are only 30 percent of the student body.


    Gee, do you think it might be because of parental involvement in their children's education? There was a study recently published on that. There are "glaring performance disparities" between Asian students and all the rest, too. Is that because Asians discriminate against everyone else?


    The recent court ruling noted test scores for black and Hispanic students lagged 10 percent to 15 percent behind those of their white counterparts, and up to 21 percent for Native Americans.


    Ergo, it's the fault of whites?


    A person can take two views on this, Romero says.

    

    The first: Blame the students and say their ethnic heritage in some way is deficient.

    

    The second: Acknowledge that the educational system perpetuates white privilege and is stacked against minorities. These students are not at-risk, he says. "The system created risk for them."


    Yes, it's the fault of the whites.

    

    Sweet bleeding jeebus. Here's an alternate for you Romey: Perhaps blame the students because they don't study enough. It's a proven cultural phenomenon. It's why Asians do, on average, very well in school and blacks do, on average, very poorly. How well you perform in school is directly related not to race but to EFFORT.


    A program like Raza Studies can even the odds, he says. Raza students outperform peers on AIMS tests. Scores from the 2006 senior class show 95 percent of the students passed reading, 97 percent passed writing and 77 percent passed math. Five out of six on a recent survey said the program kept them in school.


    That's great! But how? Did it make them mad enough to actually STUDY? You know, to "Prove whitey wrong"?

    

    Do you think, just maybe, there might be some other way to motivate students to STUDY? Perhaps you should have a conversation with Jaime Escalante - but eventually school administration resistance made him give up and he went home to Bolivia.


    Tucson High's Morado visits the classes and doesn't believe they're divisive. "They offer a sense of identity for students who have historically not found that within these walls."

    
 One recent Raza Studies research project highlighted the fact that minorities take too few Advanced Placement courses and too many remedial classes — something the administration has been trying to address. "What those kids are talking about is the new civil rights movement of the 21st century," Morado says.

    
 The critics

    

    The program's critics range from elected state officials to high school students.

    

    The campus Republicans at Tucson High circulated a petition in April to rein in the class after seeing a banner in a class window asking, "Who's the illegal alien, pilgrim?"

    

    The petition, signed by 50 of the school's 2,900 students, was forwarded to a handful of state legislators, along with a note that maintained the department "is creating a hostile environment for non-Hispanic students and students who oppose creating a racially charged school environment."


    Fifty out of 2,900. (Carry the one...) That's 1.7%. Big presence.


    John Ward taught in the department in the 2002-03 school year. Of Latino heritage despite his Anglo-sounding name, Ward was all for more thoroughly integrating the contributions of Mexican-Americans into U.S. history. But once he started teaching, he became concerned about the program's focus on victimization.


    Color me shocked.


    "They really wanted to identify the victimizer, which was the dominant group — in this case white America — and they wanted students to have a revolution against upper-class white America," says Ward, who now works as a state auditor.


    Ward, with his Anglo name, is obviously a race-traitor!


    "They had a clear message that political departments in the U.S. are arms of the dominant culture designed to keep minorities in the ghetto and to keep them downtrodden. They're teaching on the taxpayers' dime that police officers and teachers are trying to keep them down. What a perverse message to teach these kids."

    

    Such messages, he says, won't be found in the program's textbooks, such as "Occupied America."

    

    "The department doesn't look bad on paper. It's what happens verbally that moves the debate from benign to pernicious," Ward says.

    

    The tone worried him: "The students had become very angry by the end of the year. I saw a marked change in them."

    

    That anger was evident in a presentation director Romero gave at a social justice symposium at the University of Arizona in April. Exploring ways schools create racially hostile environments, the presentation flashed quotes from former Raza Studies students.

    

    Nate Camacho complained that teachers actually encouraged students to fight each other.

    

    Vanessa Aragón said students see violence differently from what school officials see. "For us, it is violence we face from our teachers, administrators and TPD (the Tucson Police Department) every single day," she said.


    So the teachers and administrators physically abuse the students on a daily basis?


    Kim Dominguez maintained she didn't feel valued because nothing in class reflected her life. "We don't really have a chance," she said.


    So they taught you self-pity. How wonderful!


    Romero says anger is essential for transformation, but insists teachers work to transform that anger into something positive. "For me, there's a real fine line between anger and awareness," he says.


    And you think you can control it?!?!


    He chalks up the dispute with Ward to politics, saying Ward didn't fit in because he was a conservative while he and the teachers in the department are liberal.


    And he's a race-traitor!


    The students

    

    Kristin Grijalva, 17, counts this last year as the most transformative of her school career. She was so shy as a young student that her teachers assumed she spoke only Spanish and put her in an English-learners class. "Now I've gained so much confidence," says Grijalva, who plans to attend the University of Arizona to study medicine, with a minor in theater. "I have learned so much about myself that now I can talk and use my voice to inform people."


    And is Kristin the granddaughter of Raul? Even if not, shouldn't she learn something from the Grijalva family history here? From the son of a migrant farm worker to a member of the U.S. House of Representatives. Why shouldn't she be able to do anything she sets her mind to?


    Raza Studies teachers push students hard, she says, but are so supportive that they share cell phone numbers and e-mail addresses and encourage students to text or call anytime.

    

    Grijalva says that when she learned more about Christopher Columbus, she became angry that he remains a celebrated figure. But she was taught to use her anger to be a warrior, not a soldier. Soldiers do what they're told, she says. Warriors fight with their minds.

    

    Grijalva acted like a warrior when a student asked her to sign the "pilgrim" petition. Before, she would have ripped up the paper, she says. Instead, she explained to the student that pilgrims from Europe seeking freedom weren't all that different from Mexicans coming here.

    

    Her fellow students would be just as angry to hear a white person called a "cracker" as a Mexican person called a "beaner," Grijalva says.

    

    "We realize it's not only Euro-Americans who are against our class. There are our own Chicanos and African-Americans against our class," she says. "It's what we call 'internal oppression.' When you hate your own race, you're basically hating yourself, but they're going with what they hear instead of what they see."


    Like I said - balkanization. Everyone against everyone based on external features.

    

    "Warriors." Wonderful.


    In class, students are encouraged to think critically and to defend their positions.

    

    One day in early May, students analyzed a political cartoon to determine if the artist was liberal or conservative. With the newspaper required reading, they discussed the Democratic presidential nomination.

    

    During a recent presentation, a student noted, "Even a game of chess can reflect the inequalities of our society. From way back, white always goes first."

    

    Teacher Jose Gonzalez nodded approvingly. "That's deep. That's powerful."


    That's petty and bullshit.


    Amy Rusk, Tucson High's chief librarian who taught Chicano literature in the department for three years, says that as a white woman, she finds white privilege is "very much embedded in the system and that's why we have to talk about it."

    

    Kids need to read literature where the grandmother switches back and forth between English and Spanish, just like they hear at home, she says.

    

    They need to name 10 important Hispanic and 10 important black figures in U.S. history. And they need to know the system was set up to block minority achievement, she says. "I think to pretend everything is fine is very unfair to the kids," Rusk says.


    I think to make them think every gesture or utterance is a slight is unfair to the kids.


    She says she's heard students say they can't do some academic work because they aren't white and they aren't smart. But not Raza Studies students; they come to her library more than their peers, and are more able to do independent research.


    Who tells them that they aren't smart because they aren't white? Who is it that tells black students that studying is "acting white"? It isn't white people.


    "This program has much more to do with figuring out ways to help kids succeed who have not had academic identities before," Rusk says. "And this system has let them not have those academic identities."


    "Academic identity." Is that one of those terms like "social justice"?

    

    The afternoon paper, The Tucson Citizen published a guest editorial by John Ward, the teacher mentioned above. I suggest you give it a read, too. A sample:


    During the 2002-2003 school year, I taught a U.S. history course with a Mexican-American perspective. The course was part of the Raza/Chicano studies department.

    

    Within one week of the course beginning, I was told that I was a "teacher of record," meaning that I was expected only to assign grades. The Raza studies department staff would teach the class.

    

    I was assigned to be a "teacher of record" because some members of the Raza studies staff lacked teaching certificates. It was a convenient way of circumventing the rules.

    

    I stated that I expected to do more than assign grades. I expected to be involved in teaching the class. The department was less than enthusiastic but agreed.

    

    Immediately it was clear that the class was not a U.S. history course, which the state of Arizona requires for graduation. The class was similar to a sociology course one expects to see at a university.

    

    Where history was missing from the course, it was filled by controversial and biased curriculum.

    

    The basic theme of the curriculum was that Mexican-Americans were and continue to be victims of a racist American society driven by the interests of middle and upper-class whites.

    

    In this narrative, whites are able to maintain their influence only if minorities are held down. Thus, social, political and economic events in America must be understood through this lens.

    

    This biased and sole paradigm justified teaching that our community police officers are an extension of the white power structure and that they are the strongmen used "to keep minorities in their ghettos."

    

    It justified telling the class that there are fewer Mexican-Americans in Tucson Magnet High School's advanced placement courses because their "white teachers" do not believe they are capable and do not want them to get ahead.


    I repeat: who is telling them that they aren't smart because they aren't white? Other hispanics. But that's not what they're being told. They're being told that whites think they aren't smart, and that's something else entirely.

    

    They're building race-hatred, and blaming it on "the oppressor." And yep, he's a race-traitor, but in Spanish they call it "vendido" - "sellout."

    

    What happened to teaching the three "R's"?


    

    



    
      (10 comments)
    


    

    



    jsid-1212292298-592510 eeky at Sun, 01 Jun 2008 03:51:38 +0000


    I'd be very curious to hear the "ethnic studies" experience of non-indigenous race/nationality students attending schools in South American countries.


    

    



    jsid-1212294357-592511 Kevin Baker at Sun, 01 Jun 2008 04:25:57 +0000


    That's an excellent point!


    

    



    jsid-1212348458-592525 geekWithA.45 at Sun, 01 Jun 2008 19:27:38 +0000


    It seems to me that folks of this belief set are spending time fighting a sociological construct that has been discredited by serious students long ago.

    

    Nonetheless, they pursue the fight against the phantom windmill because it is the fight itself that grants them influence and power.

    

    The sociological construct was the answer to the question "Why do some societies prosper, while others fail?"

    

    The discredited answer was generally some form of "The whole reason is because my race is inherently superior."

    

    While serious students still vigorously debate the answer, it's widely acknowledged that race is not a relevant factor at all, and that the answer stew recipe contains issues of the presence of beneficial things in the environment, the willingness of the people to exploit them, and cultural constructs that give a society strength, flexibility and coherency such as "political freedom, capitalism, individualism, republicanism, rationalism, and open debate." (Victor David Hanson's list)

    

    -------------------

    

    Ultimately race is irrelevant: it is an arbitrary attribute of a person whose significance and meaning is entirely defined by the outcome of a negotiation between the various parties involved. Either party can assert that the other's arbitrary attribute is positive, negative, or neutral. What game theory tells us is that any assertion other than "neutral" increases the chances of conflict, and the initiation of a negative sum game, as either a negative or positive assertion is really an attempt to gain advantage based on factors not relevant to the exchange of value.

    

    We therefore, as a matter of enlightened self interest, have determined that a neutral assertion is the best course of action for those seeking to engage in positive sum transactions.


    

    



    jsid-1212417034-592540 Morenuancedthanyou at Mon, 02 Jun 2008 14:30:34 +0000


    "Grijalva ... plans to attend the University of Arizona to study medicine, with a minor in theater"

    Great! She can be a doctor AND she can play one on TV!


    

    



    jsid-1212419685-592545 j-man at Mon, 02 Jun 2008 15:14:45 +0000


    When you go to college you know who is going to make it and who is not. And of those who make it you can usually tell which ones will be the most successful. And it is not by the color of their skin but the dedication, understanding, and ability to communicate the topic at hand. I believe it IS that simple.


    

    



    jsid-1212448178-592555 Andrew at Mon, 02 Jun 2008 23:09:38 +0000


    When I was in graduate school in New Mexico, one of the asshats who founded "La Raza" was a professor there who taught Chicano studies. I won't mention any names as he's not here to defend himself. A couple of Chicano studies classes were required for my discipline. Said asshat went out of his way to put myself and the another Anglo student on the spot. When I gave him a ground and pound on Mexican history (in Spanish) he turned it around that this showed I was elitist. It was really sad and silly, especially as the demographics of North Central NM are not those of the frontera. What a fucktard. And a silly movement. Face it, you lost. Get over it. Tijerina was a jagoff.La Raza are a blight on what is for the most part a valuable contributing part of society, as are Farrakhan's dipfucks to African Americans and the Aryan brotherhood is to caucasians. Flogging is in order.


    

    



    jsid-1212630711-592618 Anon at Thu, 05 Jun 2008 01:51:51 +0000


    Protip: If someone calls you "Anglo", and you're not English, I suggest you go totally ballistic on them. This works quite well if you are of Irish heritage. Plus, call him/her a "Spaniard". You'll probably get in trouble, but it could be very funny.


    

    



    jsid-1212802779-592693 Steve B at Sat, 07 Jun 2008 01:39:39 +0000


    The scary thing is...we are hearing much the same racialist rhetoric (albeit somewhat watered down for the evening news soundbites) from Democratic Presidential Nominee Barak Obama.


    

    



    jsid-1213379994-593069 L.A. at Fri, 13 Jun 2008 17:59:54 +0000


    Please pass this on like WILDFIRE throughout the nation!

    

    http://www.ade.state.az.us/pio/Press-Releases/2008/pr06-11-08-OpenLtr.pdf

    

    Here is the proof!

    http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wiAJwmqH_fU


    

    



    jsid-1213380596-593071 Kevin Baker at Fri, 13 Jun 2008 18:09:56 +0000


    Thanks for the links. I heard on the news today that Tom Horn was moving to eliminate "ethnic studies" from the TUSD curriculum. I'll try to put a post up tonight including these links.


    

    



    

    


  


  
    
      I Say We Take Off and Nuke the Site from Orbit...
    


    Wednesday, October 21, 2009


    

    



    . . . . It's the only way to be sure.

    

    E.D. Hirsch, Jr. is, according to Wikipedia:


    . . . a U.S. educator and academic literary critic. Now retired, he was until recently the University Professor of Education and Humanities and the Linden Kent Memorial Professor of English Emeritus at the University of Virginia. He is best known for his writings about cultural literacy.


    It states further:


    In 1977 Hirsch published The Philosophy of Composition, an investigation into the question of what makes prose more or less readable. His work on composition led to a major shift in his career. While giving tests of relative readability at two colleges in Virginia, he discovered that while the relative readability of a text was an important factor in determining comprehension, an even more important consideration was background knowledge. Students at the University of Virginia were able to understand a passage on Ulysses S. Grant and Robert E. Lee, while students at a community college struggled with it, apparently lacking basic understanding of the American Civil War. This and related discoveries led Hirsch to formulate the concept of cultural literacy — the idea that reading comprehension requires not just formal decoding skills but also wide-ranging background knowledge. He concluded that schools should not be neutral about what is taught but should teach a highly specific curriculum that would allow children to understand things writers take for granted.

    

    Hirsch founded the Core Knowledge Foundation in 1986, and wrote Cultural Literacy: What Every American Needs To Know in 1987. He also co-wrote The Dictionary of Cultural Literacy in 1988. Cultural Literacy became a best-seller, but Hirsch's ideas were extremely controversial. Although himself a liberal, he was attacked as a neo-conservative and advocate for a conservative, lily-white curriculum, a promoter of "drill and kill" pedagogy and a reactionary force. His theories have been criticized for not addressing supposed differences in learning styles and for a lack of information about minorities.

    

    Beginning in 1997 Hirsch began publishing books in the Core Knowledge Series. Each book focuses on the content knowledge that should be taught to each particular elementary grade level. There are different books covering kindergarten through sixth grades, plus at least one book outlining an overview of what should be covered in the whole elementary curriculum.

    

    In 1996, Hirsch published The Schools We Need and Why We Don't Have Them. In it, Hirsch proposed that Romanticized, anti-knowledge theories of education prevalent in America are not only the cause of America's lackluster educational performance, but also a cause of widening inequalities in class and race. Hirsch portrays the focus of American educational theory as one which attempts to give students intellectual tools such as "critical thinking skills", but which denigrates teaching any actual content, labeling it "mere rote learning". Hirsch states that it is this attitude which has failed to develop knowledgeable students.


    (Bold emphasis is mine.) Professor Hirsch has a new book out, The Making of Americans: Democracy and Our Schools, and was recently interviewed by National Review Online's John J. Miller for NRO's Between the Covers series. I've transcribed some of that interview, which largely echoes the Wikipedia entry, but here goes:


    John J. Miller: Professor Hirsch, when it comes to the education of young children, from kindergarten through elementary up through middle school, what is America doing fundamentally wrong?

    

    E.D. Hirsch, Jr.: What they're doing fundamentally wrong is not having a cumulative and sequenced curriculum. That seems unbelievable perhaps to somebody outside the education world, but for the last more than half-century there has been no definite curriculum. There has been no commonality, not just across schools, but within schools. from one classroom to another. Students will be studying different things, and that, I think, has been the chief problem both in the quality of our better students - which is not always very high - and in the great gap that has developed between blacks and Hispanics on one side and whites and Asians on the other.

    

    JJM: Shouldn't you just focus on critical thinking skills as opposed to the memorization of names and dates?

    

    EDH.: Thank you for asking that question. That is the current doctrine of the schools, that schools should be focusing on critical thinking skills rather than mere facts, and that idea that such a thing is possible has been exploded by cognitive science and that's basically the reason - that is the formal isolable skills that are independent of any particular domain - that idea has been shown to be wrong. And if you're operating on a wrong idea, it's a sufficient explanation as to why the school system has not been working.


    But the philosophy cannot be wrong! Do it again, only HARDER!


    JJM: What should the schools be doing differently?

    

    EDH: Well, just as a general point before I mention that, ideas are so terribly important in this field. (John Maynard) Keynes once said "the world is ruled by little else." It's certainly true in our educational system. You asked what I'd do differently to overcome this incoherence of content. I would have a core curriculum in the early grades, a very specific, very definite core. Shouldn't take up more than fifty percent of the school time, but that would enable a teacher to deal constructively with a new incoming class, because the students would have a basis for the next lesson. Now teacher's jobs - people talk about teacher quality quite a lot - but the job of a teacher gets increasingly difficult, veering on impossibility as you go up the grades in an American school because of this diversity of preparation.

    

    JJM: This core curriculum would consist of what?

    

    EDH: Well, it should consist - first of all it should focus on content areas of the standard academic subjects. Science, history and the arts, and math. But in the language arts section - the arts include literature, of course - the language arts section has been a repository for the early grades of a lot of wasted time, and there I believe that the focus on language should be a focus on knowledge, because that's what cognitive science is saying should be happening now.

    

    JJM: And what are we doing wrong right now? Are teachers just randomly assigning different stories with no particular rationale?

    

    EDH: Yes, that's right. Well, there's no particular rationale for the stories. The rationale is for the idea that they are learning process skills: finding the main idea, questioning the author, learning how to squeeze meaning out of text without having the needed background knowledge and vocabulary to comprehend the text. So obviously to common sense, common sense would say that wouldn't work, and obviously it doesn't work.


    And he's quite right about that. The one thing that I've noted about the really bright people on the web today is their wide-ranging knowledge and the amount of reading they've done to achieve it. This is done outside the formal education system - in spite of it, in fact.

    

    Continuing:


    JJM: In the 1980's you wrote an influential book called Cultural Literacy. What was that book about, and have Americans become more or less culturally literate since then?

    

    EDH: Well, the trend line . . . We can judge that by the reading scores of twelfth graders in the National Assessment of Educational Progress, and the trend line has been a gentle downward slope, so the implication is that we've become, we share less common knowledge among each other. And that's not surprising given the diversity of inputs since the internet developed.

    

    JJM: And your point would be that the schools need to teach cultural literacy to children so that there are common areas of knowledge that they share as Americans.

    

    EDH: Yes, and though I don't use that term "cultural literacy" because I found it was a hot-button term. I leave out the term "culture" now because we're talking about the "public sphere" is the term I use in this new book which is a more accurate description in a way. Cultures are what our American public sphere holds together, a lot of diverse cultures and points of view, and that was actually the Founders conception. And I like John Ralston's (sp?) description of that; this larger commonality is a social union of social unions. But this wider public sphere is held together by language, and language can only function on the basis of shared knowledge that isn't spoken, just taken for granted. That's the only way communication can occur.


    And that "shared knowledge that isn't spoken, just taken for granted" IS CULTURE.

    

    Remember that quote from Jane Jacobs?


    People living in vigorous cultures typically treasure those cultures and resist any threat to them. How and why can a people so totally discard a formerly vital culture that it becomes literally lost?

    

    Every culture takes pains to educate its young so that they, in their turn, can practice and transmit it completely. Our civilization, however, is failing to do that. On the contrary, we are systematically training our young not to embrace the culture that brought us greatness.


    And a civilization is truly dead, she says, when "even the memory of what has been lost is lost."

    

    That's what Professor Hirsch is describing here, the deliberate, systematic training of our young not to embrace the culture that brought us greatness.

    

    Continuing:


    JJM: It sounds like a retreat saying we can no longer speak of "cultural literacy." Of course it was a hot-button issue, but that doesn't mean it was wrong.

    

    EDH: Well, it depends. My general point there is you have to choose words carefully so that people don't make the wrong assumptions. "Cultural literacy," seems, people think of it as "cultural imperialism" which will get in the way of your own familial culture. There is a national culture, but it's a different - in the United States it's a different kind of culture. It's limited, it's tolerant . . . For example in France schoolgirls can't wear headscarves. That's a problem that would never arise significantly in the United States. 'No, no, that's your culture, you can come to school and wear headscarves.' It's a very accommodating public sphere, and if you want to call it a national or federal culture, that's OK, it wouldn't be inaccurate. But I think it's preferable to understand that there is this national or federal dimension in our life that we also share, and you can call it a culture if you like, but you don't have to.


    ". . . you have to choose words carefully so that people don't make the wrong assumptions." But what if they deliberately make those assumptions? If you challenge their worldview, they must interpret your ideas as an attack and respond accordingly. Note that Hirsch states in the opening paragraph of this interview that for more than half a century there has been no "definite curriculum" taught in the public schools, and as I have quoted John Taylor Gatto, he sets the date for the full-court press of this onslaught to 1965. I put the beginnings of it with John Dewey and the first decades of the 20th Century.

    

    Continuing:


    JJM: In this new book, The Making of Americans, you have a line I'd like to read: "One of the greatest disappointments I have felt in the twenty-five years that I have been actively engaged in education reform is the frustration of being warmly welcomed by conservatives but shunned by fellow liberals." Why has this gone on, and isn't it obvious by now that you should join us conservatives on the Right?

    

    EDH: (laughing) Well, in one dimension I have. That is, being a social liberal is not inconsistent with being an educational conservative. And I think myself that's a very cogent position to hold. And I think in fact my complaint about my fellow democrats is that if they have equal justice or equality of opportunity in education as one of their affirmed aims, then they have to be educational conservatives because that's the only way to achieve equal educational opportunity. That's why I'm in the position I'm in.


    He's ==><== this close. He can see the logical disconnect, but he cannot make the cognitive leap.

    

    Bill Whittle did an interesting video essay recently that at the end strongly recommended his viewers to watch a three-piece series on YouTube about the Frankfurt School and "the history of political correctness." I'd heard of the Frankfurt School, but these three pieces are quite interesting, particularly when they discuss "critical theory." From Part 1:


    When the First World War began in 1914 the worker's loyalty to their country proved stronger than their so-called "class consciousness." They willingly put on their uniforms, French or German, Austrian or Russian or British, and marched off by the millions to fight each other. In 1917 a Marxist revolution did occur in Russia, but it failed to spread to Western Europe, again contradicting orthodox Marxist theory. At the war's end, Marxist theorists had to confront the question, "What had gone wrong?" Antonio Gramsci of Italy and György Lukács of Hungary believed they had the answer. Gramsci and Lukács argued that Western culture had blinded the working class to its true Marxist class interests. Before a Marxist revolution could take place, Western culture had to be destroyed. In 1919 Lukács, who was considered the most brilliant Marxist theorist since Marx himself, asked "Who will save us from Western civilization?"

    

    --

    

    . . . in Germany a new attempt to create a Marxist critique of Western culture was taking shape. There, the wealthy young son of a millionaire grain trader, Felix Weil, wanted to establish a public policy institute, a think-tank to serve as a home for advanced Marxist thought. Modeled on the Marx-Engels Institute in Moscow, Weil's think-tank was originally to be named The Institute for Marxism. Martin Jay, chairman of the history department at Berkeley and author of a history of the Frankfurt School, explains why the name was changed to the Institut für Sozialforschung - the Institute for Social Research:

    
 "I think they were very interested in trying to avoid being overly labeled, so it's a fairly bland name, "The Institute for Social Research."

    

    The Institute was affiliated with Frankfurt University in Frankfurt, Germany, and in time became known simply as "The Frankfurt School."

    

    --

    

    Following Lukács' lead, the Frankfurt school would be the vehicle that translated Marxism from economic into cultural terms, giving us what we now know as "political correctness."


    And Hirsch, with his educational conservatism, his attempt to pass on to our children our national culture, "that shared knowledge that isn't spoken, just taken for granted," isn't politically correct and thus must be SHUNNED!

    

    Remember back when I posted the 1985 video interview of former Soviet spy Yuri Bezmenov? Bezmenov stated that his job involved the implementation of "Ideological subversion," which he defined as follows (transcribed by Useless Dissident):


    (Ideological subversion is) a great brainwashing process, which goes very slow[ly] and is divided [into] four basic stages. The first one being demoralization; it takes from 15-20 years to demoralize a nation. Why that many years? Because this is the minimum number of years which [is required] to educate one generation of students in the country of your enemy, exposed to the ideology of the enemy. In other words, Marxist-Leninist ideology is being pumped into the soft heads of at least three generations of American students, without being challenged, or counter-balanced by the basic values of Americanism (American patriotism).

    

    The result? The result you can see. Most of the people who graduated in the sixties, drop-outs, or half-baked intellectuals, are now occupying the positions of power in the government, civil service, business, mass media, [and the] educational system. You are stuck with them. You cannot get rid of them. They are contaminated; they are programmed to think and react to certain stimuli in a certain pattern. You cannot change their mind[s], even if you expose them to authentic information, even if you prove that white is white and black is black, you still cannot change the basic perception and the logic of behavior. In other words, these people... the process of demoralization is complete and irreversible. To [rid] society of these people, you need another twenty or fifteen years to educate a new generation of patriotically-minded and common sense people, who would be acting in favor and in the interests of United States society.

    

    --

    

    The demoralization process in [the] United States is basically completed already. For the last 25 years...(this interview occurred in 1985) actually, it's over-fulfilled because demoralization now reaches such areas where previously not even Comrade Andropov and all his experts would even dream of such a tremendous success. Most of it is done by Americans to Americans, thanks to [a] lack of moral standards.

    

    As I mentioned before, exposure to true information does not matter anymore. A person who was demoralized is unable to assess true information. The facts tell nothing to him. Even if I shower him with information, with authentic proof, with documents, with pictures; even if I take him by force to the Soviet Union and show him [a] concentration camp, he will refuse to believe it, until he [receives] a kick in his fan-bottom. When a military boot crashes his... then he will understand. But not before that. That's the [tragedy] of the situation of demoralization.

    

    So basically America is stuck with demoralization and unless... even if you start right now, here, this minute, you start educating [a] new generation of American[s], it will still take you fifteen to twenty years to turn the tide of ideological perception of reality back to normalcy and patriotism.


    The conclusion of the NRO interview:


    JJM: Are schools of education and the way we train teachers part of the problem here?

    

    EDH: They're the central problem. The reason we're doing the things we do in our schools, and things that have failed like not having a coherent curriculum, are based on ideas. And those ideas are promulgated in schools of education, they're indoctrinated - teachers are indoctrinated with them, and no conflicting or contrary ideas are really entertained or promoted. In fact, other kinds of ideas which would allow for a solid curriculum are seen as immoral, inhumane, teacher-centered rather than child-centered. And yes, I think that the education schools since the, really since the early part of the twentieth century have uniformly worked against a solid curriculum in the early grades, which is the thing mostly needed by our system.


    (My emphasis.) And those ideas came from Gramsci and Lukács, and were intended specifically to destroy Western culture.

    

    Like a fish immersed, unable to notice the water in which it swims, Hirsch is unable to see that his fellow liberals cannot accept educational conservatism, because the goal is not to "achieve equal educational opportunity," but instead to demoralize the nation - to, in fact, destroy its culture, not preserve it. The end being chased is not to achieve communication, but to prevent it. As Bezmenov put it: A person who (is) demoralized is unable to assess true information. The facts tell nothing to him.

    

    That's the GOAL.

    

    It's been working for decades, and they're not about to stop now.

    

    UPDATE: Isn't this an interesting coincidence? City Journal has an article out just today on Professor Hirsch, E. D. Hirsch’s Curriculum for Democracy. An excerpt:


    Hirsch did his graduate studies at Yale, one of the citadels in the 1950s of the New Criticism, which argued that the intent of an author, the reader’s subjective response, and the text’s historical background were largely irrelevant to a critical analysis of the text itself.


    The "New Criticism" being the outcome of the Frankfurt School's "critical theory", described as:


    . . . a social theory oriented toward critiquing and changing society as a whole, in contrast to traditional theory oriented only to understanding or explaining it.


    Well they've certainly succeeded in that.

    

    Another excerpt:


    Hirsch was at the pinnacle of the academic world, in his mid-fifties, when he was struck by an insight into how reading is taught that, he says, "changed my life." He was "feeling guilty" about the department’s inadequate freshman writing course, he recalls. Though UVA's admissions standards were as competitive as the Ivies', the reading and writing skills of many incoming students were poor, sure to handicap them in their future academic work. In trying to figure out how to close this "literacy gap," Hirsch conducted an experiment on reading comprehension, using two groups of college students. Members of the first group possessed broad background knowledge in subjects like history, geography, civics, the arts, and basic science; members of the second, often from disadvantaged homes, lacked such knowledge. The knowledgeable students, it turned out, could far more easily comprehend and analyze difficult college-level texts (both fiction and nonfiction) than their poorly informed brethren could.


    So if the problem is that the proletariat is blinded to their Marxist class interests because of the bourgeoisie, and that the world needs to be saved from Western Civilization, wouldn't it be easier to eliminate the bourgeoisie by making them as ignorant and uneducated as the proletariat, thus destroying Western Civilization?

    

    It certainly fits all the available evidence.


    

    



    
      (67 comments + 1 recent)
    


    

    



    jsid-1256129235-613873 geekWithA.45 at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 12:47:15 +0000


    Broad ranging background knowledge...it's what you got from reading a high percentage of the encyclopedia sitting on your shelves at home during your grade school years...those very same books that your teacher denigrated as being unworthy of citation in your topical reports.

    

    They are the books that give you the hint that the world is filled with more interesting stuff than will be mentioned in your classroom, and your first hint that there's something ~missing~.


    

    



    jsid-1256135270-613875 Charlie at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 14:27:50 +0000


    Thanks for posting this, Kevin. I found it fascinating not only because of my interest in education, but it's also extremely relevant to my artificial intelligence research (essentially, reading comprehension by machines).

    

    We might summarize this by saying schools are teaching students to parse syntax without appreciating semantics.

    

    Rand might have identified Hirsch's approach as "integration."


    

    



    jsid-1256136210-613876 Kevin Baker at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 14:43:30 +0000


    Well, it appears to me that after seven or eight decades of our "Education system" that isn't, what we're turning out is young minds that can't pass a Turing Test.


    

    



    jsid-1256137787-613877 Charlie at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:09:47 +0000


    Well, it is what it is.

    

    http://www.dilbert.com/strips/comic/2008-03-30/


    

    



    jsid-1256138417-613878 DJ at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:20:17 +0000


    "... it's what you got from reading a high percentage of the encyclopedia sitting on your shelves at home during your grade school years ..."

    

    You mean I'm not alone? It was Comptons, and I read it all.


    

    



    jsid-1256138661-613879 alan at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:24:21 +0000


    I read The World Book Encyclopedia set.

    

    I wonder that the Geeks, Dorks and Nerds of the future will read instead... Wikipedia?


    

    



    jsid-1256138722-613880 Markadelphia at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:25:22 +0000


    "the deliberate, systematic training of our young not to embrace the culture that brought us greatness."

    

    That's a complete load of shit, Kevin, and you know it. Certainly we can both agree that there are problems with our education system but its goal is not to destroy our culture. Good Lord...

    

    But your mention of "culture" is the crux of the problem. What is our culture? Is it manifest destiny, the doctrine that you clearly still follow? Or has our culture changed quite a bit and, for whatever reason, you feel threatened by this...threatened by an examination of historical facts that don't jibe with the fierce sense of nationalism that you have?

    

    Since I didn't see snark in the label (just education), upon what "logical and reasoned scientific thought" are you basing your assertion that we should "nuke the site from orbit." In addition to making yet another turn to violence to destroy something you fear (see: AQ), I find it quite hypocritical that you (and others here) scream about "feelings" when clearly that's all this post was about.

    

    Oh, and Bezmenov again? Dude, ever use your critical thinking skills to realize what HIS goals clearly are? The John Birch Society? Sheesh, Kevin...


    

    



    jsid-1256139511-613882 Adam at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:38:31 +0000


    Oh, look. Mark is back pretending he didn't abandon one hundred or so other discussions.

    

    How the fuck do you take yourself seriously?


    

    



    jsid-1256139682-613884 Russell at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:41:22 +0000


    Ah, so that explains it. Marky is "programmed to think and react to certain stimuli in a certain pattern."

    

    He, indeed, is a script.


    

    



    jsid-1256139881-613885 Kevin Baker at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:44:41 +0000


    Well, he does fail the Turing Test. And he exemplifies Bezmenov's description of the "demoralized."


    

    



    jsid-1256139963-613887 Britt at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:46:03 +0000


    What is Marky Mark's insistence that Manifest Destiny drives KB's thought?

    

    Manifest Destiny is the belief that America should spread from East to West Coast, right? Pioneers and wagon trains? Little houses on the prairie? So what exactly does the belief that the USA should cover a wide geographical area have to do with the degradation and destruction of American education. Where's the connection?

    

    I think Marky is actually 14 years old, and he just throws out words he hears in class, hoping that they will be relevant to the topic at hand.


    

    



    jsid-1256140249-613889 Adam at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:50:49 +0000


    "I think Marky is actually 14 years old, and he just throws out words he hears in class, hoping that they will be relevant to the topic at hand."

    

    Then the possibility that he's honest when he tells us he's a school teacher (though how he expects us to believe he's honest even about that is beyond me, given his track record in even admitting the color of the sky) and is the one throwing out the words should TERRIFY you.

    

    And also pretty much entirely validate Kevin's post.


    

    



    jsid-1256140382-613891 Markadelphia at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:53:02 +0000


    "How the fuck do you take yourself seriously?"

    

    How the fuck do you not know how to use the scroll function on your mouse?

    

    "Where's the connection?"

    

    Manifest Destiny is more than just a concept that resides in our borders. It's a concept that can bee seen in our foreign policy as well. It carries over into Loewen's heroification theory as well.


    

    



    jsid-1256140486-613892 Adam at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:54:46 +0000


    "How the fuck do you not know how to use the scroll function on your mouse?"

    

    What, you mean the post you made at 8:52am, 3 minutes before mine?

    

    Ohhh, I see. So I'm supposed to pretend that you didn't ignore and dance away from hundreds of other discussions because you JUST posted a response.


    

    



    jsid-1256140727-613893 Matt at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 15:58:47 +0000


    "But your mention of "culture" is the crux of the problem. What is our culture? Is it manifest destiny, the doctrine that you clearly still follow? Or has our culture changed quite a bit and, for whatever reason, you feel threatened by this...threatened by an examination of historical facts that don't jibe with the fierce sense of nationalism that you have?"

    

    Our culture is one of independent thought, of thinkers who knows history, science, math, arts and can understand the future based on that knowledge. A culture who understands that government is dangerous, that liberty is the best way to run a society.

    

    The educational system is setup to destroy that. To promote non-thinking, to promote dependence on government. To eliminate the knowledge of the good things that have happened in the past.


    

    



    jsid-1256143407-613895 BobG at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 16:43:27 +0000


    "The educational system is setup to destroy that. To promote non-thinking, to promote dependence on government. To eliminate the knowledge of the good things that have happened in the past."

    

    Have to agree with that.

    

    

    "You can't make Socialists out of individualists - children who know how to think for themselves spoil the harmony of the collective society which is coming, where everyone is interdependent."

    -John Dewey, one of the founders of the modern education system


    

    



    jsid-1256143707-613897 Britt at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 16:48:27 +0000


    Manifest Destiny is more than just a concept that resides in our borders. It's a concept that can bee seen in our foreign policy as well. It carries over into Loewen's heroification theory as well.

    

    _____________

    

    Oh yay, Marxist pseudo scientific bullshit. What number do we file that under?

    

    You, as usual, ascribe to me motivations and beliefs that I have never espoused.

    

    More importantly, the topic at hand is the continuing decline in quality of the American educational system. Kevin holds it is intentional, and you enter, spout some outraged statement, compare him to a terrorist, and then claim that there is nothing wrong and that the real problem is something that has not been an issue in American politics since about 1880. When called on your non sequitur, you pull out some nonsense psychobabble about "heroification", despite the fact that no one is talking about the heroism or villainy of a particular person, but rather the systemic failure of the educational system to actually educate people.

    

    Classic Marky.


    

    



    jsid-1256143732-613898 juris imprudent at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 16:48:52 +0000


    Gramsci and Lukács argued that Western culture had blinded the working class to its true Marxist class interests.

    

    There is an irony in that statement that only the blindly Romantic would fail to see. Naturally a Marxist would miss it.

    

    And dammit Kevin, don't make me agree with Markadaffya by bringing up Bezmenov. We've been through that and I thought you agreed that a at least a few grains of salt were in order. (I do, but I cannot disagree with the quotation cited - period. Ed.)

    

    The problem for Markadaffya is that he is a product of the miseducation system, and of course has a vested interest in preserving the status quo. Notice that he doesn't address ANY of the points of someone more thoroughly grounded in the subject (i.e. the academic Kevin is talking about). Not surprising of course for someone that is a first order Romantic himself.


    

    



    jsid-1256143947-613899 juris imprudent at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 16:52:27 +0000


    Markadaffya asks What is our culture?

    

    And then proceeds to answer as you would expect from a liberal - it is everything horrid in our history as he perceives it. No wonder this must be expunged. The problem of course is that in this narrow Manichean view, he has missed a much broader perspective.


    

    



    jsid-1256145888-613901 DirtCrashr at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 17:24:48 +0000


    I read the Britannica, from circa 1954, and it was interesting to find errors in it when you're only in 5th grade.

    

    To a deconstructionist relativist, Culture is what foreigners do.

    

    What interested me most about becoming an Anthropologist (and a question which Teh University failed to answer) was that same one - what is "our" culture? Having grown up overseas and outside it, returning to occupy a place within it was to experience the strange/er-ness. I think that question is an attempt to address that, but he's like a fish asking about water - or a bit of code asking about C++.

    That's the big problem among the Left in general which he exhibits so well, immersion in a doctrine. They deconstruct and tear apart with all the vigor of a Victorian attempting to classify isotopes with a magnifying glass, while coloring in the spaces between people with a confection of projection.


    

    



    jsid-1256146394-613902 DirtCrashr at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 17:33:14 +0000


    What I meant about circa '54 (if even) was it was an old Britannica that was in the Mission house. There were other books too, much older. One had pictures of a beheading - a guy had killed his wife's lover and brought the head to show the District Superintendent proof of being sorely wronged. He got jail time, maybe a hanging. The Colonials were rather strict about that aspect of their Culture, the Judiciary was fairly inflexible. The notion of our culture actively expressed as the political concept of Manifest Destiny is really...uh... still incubating - a deformed notion, it's a homunculus of culture.


    

    



    jsid-1256147163-613904 Adam at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 17:46:03 +0000


    "To a deconstructionist relativist, Culture is what foreigners do."

    

    I've noticed that, too, though my girlfriend's anthropology class attempts very heavy-handed brainwashing in the way of, "Everything you think or do is part of your culture so your observations of any other culture are biased an invalid."

    

    I've never had trouble identifying American culture, though. Just imagine opening a restaurant in Britain and try and think of what foods you'd serve.

    

    Meatloaf. Mashed potatoes. Apple pie.

    American.

    

    It all comes down to food.


    

    



    jsid-1256148610-613908 DirtCrashr at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 18:10:10 +0000


    Food is a big component, to subsume that under political philosophy is an even bigger mistake.

    The other part about your observations of any other culture, is that your Guide to Teh OotherKulture is likely NOT to be a full subscribed member of that culture and is often an equally erroneous observer. So it goes back to problems of observation - and maybe observation isn't the point...


    

    



    jsid-1256153512-613914 Adam at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 19:31:52 +0000


    "Food is a big component, to subsume that under political philosophy is an even bigger mistake."

    

    I was being facetious but forgot halfway through my post and just went with it.

    

    "...it goes back to problems of observation..."

    

    Y'know, I've always had some trouble accepting the "implicit bias in observation of culture due to one's own culture" maxim. There are some things which I absolutely do not find cultural, and I've resented being told in print or in person by those in the anthropology profession that just about any conclusion I draw is implicitly flawed.

    

    Then again, the ones who tell me that are the same ones who tell me that female logic is different from male.. so.. perhaps their opinions out to be taken out and shot as a whole.


    

    



    jsid-1256158373-613916 DirtCrashr at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 20:52:53 +0000


    I meant that food is really an important cultural aspect/artifact, more important than "Manifest Destiny." How people use food to differentiate between groups is a really big cultural lever. People sharing the same geography and local fauna still do entirely different things - totally on purpose. Just consider ritual purity among Hindus and the differentiators for Islam.

    

    The whole "bias in observation" is just euro-Heisenbergism imported and writ large. As a matter of perspective and establishing status, it's also the Professoriat making their own Appeal to Authority. Pay no attention to that man bonking the NativeGurlz behind the curtain, or Schrödinger's cat-in-the-box. The Humanities really doesn't do Science worth a shit, so when it imports scientific rhetoric and attempts to manipulate it you get a Chomsky-Crapsicle - it's more amusing than accurate.

    

    A bigger problem is that someone exploring (not observing) a different culture will be lead by a local guide who doesn't know the inside-out very well, or who is a peripheral person committed to their own bias. Biases are everywhere. (Substantive people neck deep in their own stuff don't go around leading marginal strangers.) Or they're a big fat sexy liars - like some (most?) of the early Anthropologists: Meade who fabricated most of her sexy-details, Malinowsky who just like to get laid by native girls as often as a reasearch grant would send him frolicking. In a culture of Publish or Perish who do you think gets published - the girl from Cosmo or the one from Audubon?

    What sells? The Left has been getting laid by Marx for years so of course they worship him. Moreover in the Comintern, the boy who denounces his wicked and counterrevolutionary Parents (and mean sister) gets a reward - how much bigger a reward it must be to denounce your entire wicked counterrevolutionary Kulture!


    

    



    jsid-1256158457-613917 Rick R. at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 20:54:17 +0000


    Marky just cannot accept that we have tried HIS method for over 50 years, and we HAVE the evidence.

    

    His ideal educational system failed -- where previous ones suceeded.

    

    Therefor, any defense of the failed system at teh expence of teh previously effective system indicate a subordination of reality to idealogy.


    

    



    jsid-1256159240-613919 Unix-Jedi at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 21:07:20 +0000


    Certainly we can both agree that there are problems with our education system

    

    Yet when we do you shriek, deny the problems, and attack our characters.

    

    but its goal is not to destroy our culture. Good Lord...

    

    Based on all that you've missed here, which gets right back to the passage Kevin quotes:


    Hirsch proposed that Romanticized, anti-knowledge theories of education prevalent in America are not only the cause of America's lackluster educational performance, but also a cause of widening inequalities in class and race. Hirsch portrays the focus of American educational theory as one which attempts to give students intellectual tools such as "critical thinking skills", but which denigrates teaching any actual content, labeling it "mere rote learning".


    

    Where you've called the mortgage market "unregulated", you've called us gun owners "Nazis", you've said "Verbatim" means "Somewhat similar"... Every time we examine a topic in detail you are lacking in basic background that most of the rest of us have and understand.

    

    You aren't defending the educational system, you're Exhibit 1) for the Prosecution!

    

    Exhibit 1a):

    Or has our culture changed quite a bit and, for whatever reason, you feel threatened by this...threatened by an examination of historical facts that don't jibe with the fierce sense of nationalism that you have?


    but which denigrates teaching any actual content, labeling it "mere rote learning".


    

    Yes, As you can see, Kevin already dealt with that.

    

    Exhibit 1b):

    Manifest Destiny is more than just a concept that resides in our borders. It's a concept that can bee seen in our foreign policy as well.


    but which denigrates teaching any actual content, labeling it "mere rote learning".


    

    Adam:

    So I'm supposed to pretend that you didn't ignore and dance away from hundreds of other discussions because you JUST posted a response.

    

    Yes, he'd prefer if you did just that. That's part of the special "rules" he insists on. If we hold him to the same conduct as us, he screams that it's "Different rules."

    

    Verbatim and all, you know.


    

    



    jsid-1256161494-613921 Mastiff at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 21:44:54 +0000


    "There is a tide."

    

    :-)


    

    



    jsid-1256164082-613923 Markadelphia at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 22:28:02 +0000


    "The educational system is setup to destroy that. To promote non-thinking, to promote dependence on government. To eliminate the knowledge of the good things that have happened in the past."

    

    Matt, this statement has unfortunately caused me to realize that people who FEEL this way need to go to the equivalent of a rest home. It's so inherently wrong on a number of levels that to call it insane would be a compliment. But, please, continue to propagate your fear and paranoia and prove Bill Maher correct yet again.

    

    Juris, wrong. It's admitting fault and taking responsibility for our actions. This is anathema to the current conservative thought process. Climate change? Can't be our fault...and all the data is lies. Dead civilians in Iraq? Saddam's fault...terrorist's fault. Vietnam? Liberal media's fault. Every other "problem." Liberal media's fault...Liberal media's fault...Liberal media's fault...Liberal media's fault...Liberal media's fault...schools run by communists...Nancy Pelosi=Bitch...hate Barney Frank...eep blurp squonk...


    

    



    jsid-1256164237-613924 Toastrider at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 22:30:37 +0000


    They're not even teaching any kind of critical thinking. Otherwise there'd be a lot more people asking 'Yeah, why do we need to bail the stupid people out again?'. Asimov's baloney detection kit is NOT in the curriculum.


    

    



    jsid-1256165074-613925 DirtCrashr at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 22:44:34 +0000


    Bill Maher??? An appeal to his authority???

    HAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHHAHAHAHHAHAHA!


    

    



    jsid-1256167381-613928 Kim du Toit at Wed, 21 Oct 2009 23:23:01 +0000


    "Climate change? Can't be our fault... and all the data is lies."

    

    Actually, all the data which supports "global warming" or "climate change" is lies -- or at best, faulty or insufficient -- and therefore does not prove that climate change IS our fault.

    

    But how would I expect an actual knowledge of debate and applied logic from a Lefty?


    

    



    jsid-1256171883-613931 GrumpyOldFart at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 00:38:03 +0000


    Climate change? Can't be our fault...and all the data is lies.

    

    Four words: "The science is settled."

    

    Those four words tell you exactly from whence the bullshit comes and who is doing the slinging. If you had any tiniest knowledge of the history of science this would be glaringly obvious to you, just from the existence of those four words.

    

    Why?

    

    Theory of Plate Tectonics: Been around since the 60s, and in embryonic form since the early 20th century. There is not a single bit of modern volcanology or earthquake studies that is not dependent on it. But you won't find a single reputable geologist or volcanologist who'll tell you it's "settled".

    

    Theory of Relativity: Been around since 1915, engineers have used it to successfully build both the most destructive devices and the most efficient power plants the world has ever known. But ask any nuclear physicist: No, the science is not "settled".

    

    Theory of Evolution: Been around since 1859, has been refined ever since. Accepted by basically everyone in all of the life sciences and natural sciences. But the science is not "settled".

    

    Theory of Gravitation: Been around since 1687. The entirety of modern transportation and communications are dependent on its acceptance as an eminently workable approximation. But the science is not settled.

    

    It doesn't matter what branch of any science you're involved in, the moment you claim there is no more room for debate you have thrown away your credibility. Because real scientists know that the science is never settled, in any science.

    

    The very fact that those four words were uttered at all proclaims loudly that the subject is no longer science of any kind, it's politics.

    

    And that's all climate change "science" is.

    

    Try convincing a real scientist, like, say.... Freeman Dyson.


    

    



    jsid-1256172555-613934 Thibodeaux at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 00:49:15 +0000


    Ok, I'm cheating by not reading the whole post and not reading all the comments. I stopped at the 2nd paragraph, because I just have to get this off my chest. The simplest explanation for why kids at UVA did better on a test than kids at community college is: the UVA kids were smarter.


    

    



    jsid-1256172689-613937 Kevin Baker at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 00:51:29 +0000


    Thib, that was a given. Let me rephrase. Not necessarily "smarter," but "better educated."

    

    The question was "WHY?" The secondary question was "HOW?"


    

    



    jsid-1256172934-613938 Bilgeman at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 00:55:34 +0000


    Heh...

    

    Mine was the 1969 edition of

    

    http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Golden_Book_Encyclopedia#cite_ref-1

    

    You geeks!


    

    



    jsid-1256173090-613940 perlhaqr at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 00:58:10 +0000


    I kind of envy Mark. It must be nice to be completely unattractive to zombies.


    

    



    jsid-1256173483-613941 Bilgeman at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 01:04:43 +0000


    perl:

    "I kind of envy Mark. It must be nice to be completely unattractive to zombies."

    

    Oh is that another reason?

    

    I thought it was because he's a parrot that was taught to recite Socrates, and then tasked to teach other parrots to do likewise.

    

    None of them actually appreciate it or begin to understand it, but it's what gets them their crackers.


    

    



    jsid-1256176252-613944 Thibodeaux at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 01:50:52 +0000


    No, Kevin, I know the difference between "smarter" and "better educated." And I meant "smarter."

    

    That's the simplest explanation: that the kids at UVA were smarter. Higher IQs. Better working brains.

    

    And the answer to why is: it's genetic. So the answer to how: choose your parents wisely.


    

    



    jsid-1256179702-613946 juris_imprudent at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 02:48:22 +0000


    How people use food to differentiate between groups is a really big cultural lever. People sharing the same geography and local fauna still do entirely different things - totally on purpose.

    

    There is a lovely illustration of this principle in The Fatal Shore, where the PoME's (pommies) eat salted fish from England while the "currency of the colony" (children of the transported) eat fresh lobster, etc. The latter grow into the tall, healthy lads & lasses of Australia, while the former are the stunted flowers of England.


    

    



    jsid-1256180160-613947 juris_imprudent at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 02:56:00 +0000


    But, please, continue to propagate your fear and paranoia and prove Bill Maher correct yet again.

    

    The next time Bill Maher is correct will be the first time. Aren't you getting tired of the taste of his member?

    

    And Markadaffya, virtually everything you cite in response to me is susceptible to damned-if-you-do, damned-if-you-don't.

    

    We rolled into Somalia with the best of intentions, and we were damned for doing so. We did NOT roll into Darfur and were damned for that. That's the beauty of the liberal/conservative dichotomy you insist on - you can each blame the other for half of the failure, never bothering to examine the part YOU played.

    

    You are the spitting mirror image of a ditto-head.


    

    



    jsid-1256180261-613948 Ed "What the" Heckman at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 02:57:41 +0000


    "Matt, this statement has unfortunately caused me to realize that people who FEEL this way need to go to the equivalent of a rest home. It's so inherently wrong on a number of levels that to call it insane would be a compliment."

    

    I was exploring the category of genetic fallacies this morning. It's interesting that Marky used one I hadn't really paid attention to before:

    

    Appeal to intellectual and mental stability or capability:

    

    An appeal to intellectual and mental stability or capability, or a reduction to the opposite (also known as an appeal to psychology), is an informal fallacy which asserts that the opposing party's argument is wrong or discreditable based upon an assumption, proven or unproven, of the opposing party's intelligence or mental stability.

    
 Example: That's crazy. You need to get your head checked.

    

    The article is really poor. It is apparently just a wikipedia variant of the Ad hominem fallacy. (I didn't find any other references to the Appeal to mental stability anywhere else.)

    

    It's nice to know that Marky's branching out a little.

    

    Of course, it wouldn't have been a fallacy, but a mere opinion if he had actually then followed up with a legitimate argument.

    

    What I found fascinating about his followup is that he didn't mention a single good thing the U.S. has done, only evil thing our country is supposedly guilty of. Thus proving that the "eliminat[ion of] the knowledge of the good things that have happened in the past" has succeeded in him.


    

    



    jsid-1256180634-613950 juris_imprudent at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 03:03:54 +0000


    Bilgeman, I am reminded of the scene from A Fish Called Wanda:

    

    Wanda: Oh, right! To call you stupid would be an insult to stupid people! I've known sheep that could outwit you. I've worn dresses with higher IQs. But you think you're an intellectual, don't you, ape?

    

    Otto: Apes don't read philosophy.

    

    Wanda: Yes they do, Otto. They just don't understand it.

    

    Classic, isn't it?


    

    



    jsid-1256180753-613952 juris_imprudent at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 03:05:53 +0000


    I kind of envy Mark. It must be nice to be completely unattractive to zombies.

    

    It so happens I have that t-shirt and my wife challenged me to wear it to work next week.

    

    (The zombies are looking for brains, you're safe)

    

    I'm not as reckless as my wife likes to think sometimes.


    

    



    jsid-1256181845-613954 Unix-Jedi at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 03:24:05 +0000


    It's so inherently wrong on a number of levels that to call it insane would be a compliment.

    

    Then (notice how this destroys your statement) it should be trivial for you to demonstrate that.

    

    But you don't. You instead project:

    

    But, please, continue to propagate your fear and paranoia and prove Bill Maher correct yet again.

    

    Right. Maher.


    Hirsch portrays the focus of American educational theory as one which attempts to give students intellectual tools such as "critical thinking skills", but which denigrates teaching any actual content, labeling it "mere rote learning".


    Any. Actual. Content. Which your statement is devoid of.

    

    ...

    Hmmmm.

    

    It's admitting fault

    

    That comment of yours has so much irony it's magnetic.

    

    and taking responsibility for our actions. This is anathema to the current conservative thought process.

    

    Ah, yes. So are you ready to step up and take responsibility for the CRA and the state of Mortgage Company Regulation? Oh, no, huh?

    

    Climate change? Can't be our fault...and all the data is lies.


    denigrates teaching any actual content, labeling it "mere rote learning".


    Dead civilians in Iraq? Saddam's fault...terrorist's fault. Vietnam? Liberal media's fault. Every other "problem." Liberal media's fault...Liberal media's fault...Liberal media's fault...Liberal media's fault...Liberal media's fault...schools run by communists...Nancy Pelosi=Bitch...hate Barney Frank...eep blurp squonk...


    denigrates teaching any actual content, labeling it "mere rote learning".


    Actual Content of your posts: 0.

    

    Strawmen: too many to count.

    

    And you do this to defend the current education system, which is performing at lower and lower levels, despite funding levels per student above that of almost all private schools. 40x increase since 1970.

    

    And all you can do is recite strawmen quasi-arguments, project poorly and fail to take responsibility for your own actions, your own credibility, and your own mistakes.

    

    Beep. Oop. Beep.

    

    Evening, Ralph. Have a good night.


    

    



    jsid-1256182463-613956 Will at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 03:34:23 +0000


    As I was reading the post, the thought came: aha! Murkydelphia very clearly defined. Along with a few people I know.

    Also, the quote "methinks thou dost protest too much" would apply.

    

    HS '66-'70. Teachers didn't know what to do with a student that read beyond the textbooks. They disliked me, as I could embarrass them if called on during class. I knew something was not right about school. It took a while before I concluded that textbooks couldn't be trusted for accuracy. Too much was missing, or altered to show a conclusion that didn't make sense to me. It took me a long time to decide that it was deliberate, and not just sloppy work on the writers part. At first, I thought I was the problem. That I was mis-remembering what I had read elsewhere. But, I could return to the library, find the book I had in mind, and accurately remember whether the passage I was looking for was on the left or right page. And where on the page. Wish my memory still worked...


    

    



    jsid-1256184852-613958 GrumpyOldFart at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 04:14:12 +0000


    It's nice to know that Marky's branching out a little.

    

    The script has an automatic update feature? Sweet.


    

    



    jsid-1256185690-613959 Bilgeman at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 04:28:10 +0000


    juris-imprudent:

    "Classic, isn't it?"

    

    Absolutely, y'know, clever light comedy is a genre that has been sorely missed in the last few years.

    

    I can remember "My Cousin Vinny", and "Sweet Home Alabama", but beyond that, I can't really recall any movies that were funny from the plot and the dialogue, rather than than what was expelled from someone's body.

    

    Pity, that.

    

    One quibble:

    

    "You are the spitting mirror image of a ditto-head."

    

    Politically, that may be so, but ditto-heads, once you get to know them, are usually a pretty decent sort.

    

    Prigs of Mark's ilk, in my experience, turn something as mundane as taking a crap into an opportunity for some kind of vocal moralizing political statement.

    

    2 hours spent bowling with dittoheads can be enjoyable.

    

    2 hours spent with Mark's kind, and you start praying for the Earth to swallow up either him or yourself.

    (And not being too particular about which party it is that disappears, so long as one of you is GONE).


    

    



    jsid-1256224055-613984 Ed "What the" Heckman at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 15:07:35 +0000


    "You are the spitting mirror image of a ditto-head."

    

    Actually. No.

    

    Of the few times I heard Rush, one was where he explained the genesis of Rush's "ditto-heads". If you've ever listened to any talk radio, it's fairly common for callers to compliment the host. As Rush explained it, one day he had a caller who was apparently quite good with his compliments. It seems that he was so good with his complements that the next caller, instead of giving Rush his own compliments, simply dittoed the previous caller's compliments. Subsequent callers did the same, with one guy taking it further with "Mega dittos". Plus it saved time and got to the meat of the call more quickly. Thus "ditto-heads" was born.

    

    In Rush's case, it is not lockstep acceptance of dogma from on high — though it should be obvious that some listeners do think that way — it is an expression of respect for Rush.


    

    



    jsid-1256226511-613989 Unix-Jedi at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 15:48:31 +0000


    Ed:

    

    You're forgetting Verbatim Boy's superpower:

    

    Redefining any word or phrase to mean anything he wants.

    

    So your explanation of the genesis or meaning is irrelevant once Verbatim Boy has picked a new definition. (Remember, VB sez: voluntary contract = slavery! The literal tons of Mortgage rules = unregulated!)


    

    



    jsid-1256229002-613993 Ed "What the" Heckman at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 16:30:02 +0000


    UJ,

    

    True. I just wanted our side to be clear on the actual meaning.


    

    



    jsid-1256230268-613994 Ed "What the" Heckman at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 16:51:08 +0000


    Okay, that's weird. I thought I had replied to UJ's comment, but it's not here. Hmmm…

    

    UJ,

    

    True. But juris and Bilgeman seemed to be using Marky's definition instead of the actual one. And that concerned me.

    

    I also realized that I didn't summarize the definition: Ditto-heads are simply Rush Limbaugh fans, much like Browncoats are Firefly fans. That's not the same thing as brain-dead zombies obeying Rush's every whim.


    

    



    jsid-1256230330-613995 Ed "What the" Heckman at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 16:52:10 +0000


    Now my previous comment shows up. Great. Just great. :: rolls eyes ::


    

    



    jsid-1256233503-614003 DirtCrashr at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 17:45:03 +0000


    The demand for obedient consensus is strong with him...


    

    



    jsid-1256248199-614043 Stephen R at Thu, 22 Oct 2009 21:49:59 +0000


    Comments for this post: http://smallestminority.blogspot.com/2009/10/i-say-we-take-off-and-nuke-site-from.html


    

    



    jsid-1256258481-614051 Retardo at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 00:41:21 +0000


    Well, I'm too late for anybody to read this, but Kevin, I think you're wrong about the New Criticism. The New Criticism, far from being Marxist or left-wing, tried to keep the focus on the text, and to hell with politics, or the author's childhood, or what the author thought he was trying to say. The book is the words on the page; that's plenty. If Shakespeare's plays were actually written by Bacon, so what? Hamlet is still the same words in the same order.

    

    It's the kind of literary criticism an engineer would come up with. Appropriately, at times it was an exercise in reductionism[1], but it was an honest and sensible attempt to address literature for the sake of literature. This is very distinct from Marxist criticism, where literature (like anything at all, to a Marxist) is just another means to gaining power and/or abusing whatever power he's got.

    

    On that "Critical Theory" wiki page you link to, see "Within literary theory": In the 1960s, the lefty political types rejected the New Criticism precisely because it pointed the reader at the text, rather than using the text as a flimsy excuse to point the reader on "social justice" or some crap.

    

    

    [1] Now that I've read your post about cultural literacy, the reductionism, where and how they went wrong, is a lot more clear to me than it used to be.


    

    



    jsid-1256260564-614052 Kevin Baker at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 01:16:04 +0000


    Retardo:

    

    The New Criticism was, if not the product of The Frankfurt School, co-opted by its adherents. And it was false on its face - you cannot detach the author from the author's work.


    

    



    jsid-1256262968-614055 juris_imprudent at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 01:56:08 +0000


    Ed, Bilge-

    

    I was merely turning his pettiness back on him. I wouldn't know a ditto-head if one came up and kissed me.

    

    I do like to imagine that Markadaffya isn't a bad person in person. Perhaps only annoying when talking politics. I could be very wrong about that, but in the absence of evidence (and evidence is usually absent when dealing with M) I choose to think the best.


    

    



    jsid-1256269167-614057 deadcenter at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 03:39:27 +0000


    "Actually, all the data which supports "global warming" or "climate change" is lies -- "

    

    Data cannot lie. Perhaps the dumbest statement I've seen today.


    

    



    jsid-1256291492-614059 Charles at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 09:51:32 +0000


    deadcenter-

    

    I have to agree with you in principle. Data (presumably factual data, not made up "data") do not lie. The problem the global warming people have is that the data do not support their conclusion, so they alter either the methods of interpretation or alter the data. This is easily, if somewhat imprecisely, summarized as "lies."

    

    Global warming is predicted through models, acting upon data. When these models have been fed existing historical data, they have completely failed to predict actual historical trends or events. This proves that the model is wrong. Yet the global warming people (note the lack of the term "scientists") insist that the model is correct. The entire hypothesis then becomes not science, but religion - based not on facts, but mere belief.

    

    A similar, more real world, event recently occurred in northern Virginia. A reviled coal fired power plant was accused of emitting too many pollutants. When the owners provided the data from the many sensors stationed in and surrounding (up to miles away) the power plant, their accusers ignored the real world data, in preference to a model that "proved" the power plant MUST be polluting.

    

    denigrates teaching any actual content, labeling it "mere rote learning".


    

    



    jsid-1256305429-614064 Rick R. at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 13:43:49 +0000


    Deadcenter --

    

    Data CAN "lie". It's all in how you (*improperly) select teh data to begin with.

    

    For ewxample, claiming tomeasure global average increases by setting out temperature sensors where they will record tmeperatures not immeidately affected by direct man-made heating (i.e., you isolate them from local man made heat sources), and then continuing to use that data when the sensor is now surrounded by nice black asphalt.


    

    



    jsid-1256305669-614065 Rick R. at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 13:47:49 +0000


    Perhaps a better way to phrase it is "data can be manipulated to lie."

    

    Like pretty much ALL of the so called data for man-made global warming.

    

    Which, when combined with a bitter and willful refusal to admit the existance of all the data which establishes OTHER, non-man-made, causes for global climate change, as well as willfully ignoring all teh data that indicates that even with more severe global warming than is currently predicted, man and nature can get along just hummingly (such as when Greenland was capable of supporting an Iron Age European farming community quite handily) makes for a pretty convincing lie, especially when you cna convieniently label anyone who questions The Dogma as being in the same vein as Holocaust deniers.


    

    



    jsid-1256313854-614081 Ed "What the" Heckman at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 16:04:14 +0000


    Rick pretty much nailed it, but I would like to state it another way.

    

    "Data" does not lie, but ONLY if it's not mishandled. Furthermore, it is easy to mishandle data, even by accident.

    

    There are three ways of mishandling data that show up in the global warming claims:

    

    1) Errors in measurment: In order for data to usable, it must first be measured accurately and consistently. It should be obvious that inaccurate measurements produce useless data. Carpenters have known this fact for centuries, which is why they live by the adage, "Measure twice, cut once." Without this care in measurements, carpenters would wind up producing something like the crooked little house built by the crooked little man.

    

    In the case of measuring temperatures, it's critical to take all the variables which could affect the measurements into account to ensure that the same relative techniques are used over time. Rick pointed out one of these major variables, which is local changes surrounding a thermometer which cause local changes in air temperature. There are a huge number of instances where poor sensor placement produces inaccurate measurements.

    

    2) Not taking ALL the data into account: One of the most common methods of manipulating data is cherry picking which data to accept and which to ignore. While there are legitimate reasons to disregard data — such as known inaccuracies in measurement and irrelevant data — accurate and relevant data is sometimes ignored in order to "make the data fit the theory".

    

    Al Gore's "An Inconvenient Truth" is a prime example of cherry picking the data. He shows a chart comparing carbon-dioxide concentrations to temperature variations. There is a clear correlation between the two. However, he ignores one crucial part of the data: that CO2 concentrations follow temperature variations by about 400-800 years; which means that CO2 is not the primary cause of global warming, even though it likely has some effect. Just by ignoring that one little data point, he completely changed the conclusion suggested by the data.

    

    3) Invalid data manipulation: In order to convert raw data into useful information, it's necessary to analyze and summarize the data. This involves applying statistical analysis to the raw data. When done properly, this process converts row upon row of meaningless numbers into something a human can easily understand and use to make well informed decisions. However, when done wrong, it leads to the type of situations which caused Mark Twain to quip, "There are three types of lies — lies, damn lies, and statistics."

    

    There are a number of ways that the analysis can be done incorrectly. The wrong type of analysis can be used. The correct type can be applied incorrectly. Math errors can be made. Deliberate distortions can also be buried in such analysis.

    

    The infamous "hockey stick" graph is an example of such invalid manipulation. The program used to analyze the raw temperature data turns out to always produce a hockey stick graph, even in test data with no trends whatsoever. Whether this is a mistake or a deliberate manipulation is unclear. Either way, the "data" on this graph is invalid.

    

    In short, accurate data doesn't lie. But it is so easy to destroy the validity of data either through error or deliberate manipulation that it's critical to confirm the validity of that data whenever possible.


    

    



    jsid-1256314971-614085 Ed "What the" Heckman at Fri, 23 Oct 2009 16:22:51 +0000


    On more article on data manipulation in the Global Warming scam:

    

    UN Climate Reports: They Lie

    

    It's pretty clear that most of the data manipulation is deliberate.


    

    



    jsid-1256433993-614133 GrumpyOldFart at Sun, 25 Oct 2009 01:26:33 +0000


    That's precisely the point I was trying to make.

    

    Alfred Wegener proposed the theory of "continental drift" in 1915. He was laughed at. The reason plate tectonics is accepted today is because his data was gone over not just by his supporters, but by his opponents. Ideas were tried and discarded, theories that seemed to work were refined to work better.

    

    On the other hand, Mann and Briffa refused to allow anyone to see their raw data for right around a decade. No one was allowed to run the data and come to their own conclusions, they were expected to simply accept the conclusions of Mann, Briffa et al.

    

    That's not science. And anyone with any kind of grounding in science, even a high school student in the "science club", knows that isn't science.

    

    That's politics. That's propaganda. And that's all it is.


    

    



    jsid-1289094039-504 MPH146 at Sun, 07 Nov 2010 01:40:41 +0000


    I realize that this is a late addition, but on the off chance that other newcomers to the site will read it...

    

    Shortly after I married in 1990, my wife expressed the opinion that the public school system in the USA was designed not to educate, but to produce interchangeable adults for factory work (which doesn't require much in the way of either critical thinking skills OR basic knowledge). As she put it: School teaches you to get up at the same time Monday-Friday, go someplace at the same time Mon-Fri where you do what some authority figure (teachers) tell you to do, and then leave every day Mon-Fri with the rest of the day yours to do as you wish.

    

    I was skeptical. Then in about 2005 I saw a show about the genesis of our public school system. The public school system was created as a result of lobbying by early industrialists like Rockefeller and Carnegie. Prior to their lobbying effort, they examined the various school systems then in existence around the world. They decided to lobby for a school system that mirrored the Prussian school system.

    

    What was the Prussian School System's primary virtue in the opinion of these early industrialists? It taught conformity and obedience to authority. In other words, it turned out a uniform class of serfs amenable to being directed by the nobility.

    

    Sound familiar?

    

    And just like the Prussian Nobility did, our leaders (politicians and industrialists) send their children to private educational institutions that actually educate rather than indoctrinate.

    

    I know Mark will disagree, but then he's almost certainly a product of such indoctrination as well. Also, how could anyone face knowing that they had been a willing participant in the damaging of so many young minds when they intended to help them? What act of atonement could possibly make up for such malignancy, even if done unknowingly? What would a person do if they discovered that they were the opposite of what their self image was? Indeed, how could someone even consider such a thing? Hence those like Mark will continue to think they are developing young minds with the best of intentions, because they cannot even conceive the idea that what they are actually doing is damaging them.


    jsid-1289099881-177 khbaker at Sun, 07 Nov 2010 03:18:01 +0000 in reply to jsid-1289094039-504


    You need to read John Taylor Gatto's The Underground History of American Education. He makes the very same argument you do, and he was inside the system. It is my argument that you are correct as to its original intent, but that the system was co-opted by the True Believers in Marxist philosophy to do other than make good little worker/consumers. Where their grip was loose, the system did as originally designed. Where their grip was stronger, they made socialist inroads into the minds of youths. No grand conspiracy was necessary - True Believers do what they do out of a sense of righteousness. And the end result is what we have today: a conflict of ideologies between two groups, call them "the children of the Prussian Nobility" and "the children of the True Believers," with the "interchangeable adults for factory work" largely disconnected from the conflict.

    

    And yet, the "interchangeable adults for factory work" still retain some vestiges of the history of this nation, and they remain the majority of the population.

    

    And they're pissed.


    

    



    JP • Friday, July 13 2012 7:17 PM


    "And he's quite right about that. The one thing that I've noted about the really bright

    people on the web today is their wide-ranging knowledge and the amount

    of reading they've done to achieve it. This is done outside the formal

    education system - in spite of it, in fact."


    My public school was acceptable (it was a magnet school, and if I understand correctly, one of the prototype charter schools), but this is pretty much what my foundation has been.


    

    



    

    



    

    


  


  
    
      Justice Kennedy on Education
    


    Tuesday, August 12, 2008


    

    



    Justice Kennedy on Education

    

    C-SPAN covered the July 31 Ninth Circuit Judicial Conference where Associate Justice Anthony Kennedy spoke. The video is available here (RealPlayer). Orin Kerr linked to it because Kennedy discusses, briefly, the Heller decision, but this part is what caught my attention, starting at about 28 minutes in:


    We went at the request of the State Department to Poland, and I asked as I always do if I could please meet with the faculty at the law school. So we met the faculty of the law school in Warsaw, and, um, they told me ahead of time that I couldn't address the students because it was the second or third week in September and the students were not to come until the following week, which disappointed me. But they had the faculty meeting, so that I could talk about curriculum and meet the faculty.

    

    Well, halfway through the meeting, somebody comes in and says "Oh, Justice Kennedy, we forgot. Our entering law students are here today for an orientation and they want to hear you." Now, these are basically High School seniors, just entering the University, and um, there's maybe ninety of them in the room, they speak excellent English - Polish is a secret language anyway. (Laughter) So went out, "I'm Justice Kennedy of the Supreme Court here to tell you about the Constitution. . ." and, uh, they know that I solicited questions at the outset, and asked to be interrupted, and uh, as I was talking about the Federal structure, and the structure of the national government. And a student raised her hand and said "Now, the President checks the Congress, and the Congress checks the President, what is it that checks the courts?" Very good question, so we talk about that.


    There's a discussion I'd have liked to listen in on.


    And then another student says "Now federalism, you think federalism is very important, but, you know a lot of money goes to Washington and then goes back to the states with conditions on it. Doesn't that undermine the sovereignty of the states?" (Kennedy shows a stunned look to the audience, drawing laughter.)

    

    So, I, I, g-go on with this, and I, the discussion is very good. A third student raises. . . I think it was a lady, raises her hand and says "Were Chief Justice John Marshall's opinions all popular when he wrote them?"

    

    And I said, "Wait a minute." (Laughter) I said, "You've, you've planned this, Das ist ein schwindel, this is a trick!" (More laughter) Um, and they said "No, no, you don't understand! We've been trying to design our Constitution for fourteen years, and we've studied American legal and American Constitutional history since the fourth grade."


    (My emphasis.) Get your attention? It got mine.

    

    It gets better.


    I told Mary afterwards, I said "If I'd had that class at Princeton or Duke or Stanford," I said, "I would've come home and told you 'It's a great class!'" I said, "These are High School students!" So we told the same story that night at the dinner where the Provost was. He said, "Well, it's, it's. . . That's true. But the other thing they didn't mention; we can't say anything good about the Communists - they wrecked us for probably a hundred years - but there was one fallout of what they did. If you wanted to be a doctor, an architect, an engineer, a physician, you didn't have the opportunity to go into that profession, so you went into teaching. And for fifty years we had the best teachers in the world, and you've seen the product."


    Here we get the George Orwell Daycare Center and High School seniors who wouldn't recognize the Constitution if someone burned a copy in front of them.


    

    



    
      (7 comments)
    


    

    



    jsid-1218647654-595450 Tom George at Wed, 13 Aug 2008 17:14:14 +0000


    I think I have just read the most profound paragraph I have ever read in my life. The hair is still standing up on the back of my neck as I type this.

    

    Thanks Kevin


    

    



    jsid-1218652580-595454 Kresh at Wed, 13 Aug 2008 18:36:20 +0000


    What checks the Court? Simple, they have no actual enforcement arm.

    

    At least, that's how I think it works... or something.


    

    



    jsid-1218663182-595463 j-man at Wed, 13 Aug 2008 21:33:02 +0000


    I think I have met, in my business dealings, a doctor and an engineer who should have been teachers. They knew there stuff but didn't know how to apply it.


    

    



    jsid-1218717951-595475 Aaron at Thu, 14 Aug 2008 12:45:51 +0000


    And I'm sure that in Poland, the cost per student is probably a tenth of what it is here in the States.

    I live in a fairly affluent suburb... schools are considered quite good... school related taxes are going up constantly and are robbing residents blind.

    Residents have turned themselves into walking cash registers... nearly every school budget passes because of the massive guilt-trip propaganda presented by the school boards and their friends and relatives.

    They make it out like not passing the budget will sentence our kids to some sort of nightmarish, Dickensian workhouses.


    

    



    jsid-1218722851-595479 DJ at Thu, 14 Aug 2008 14:07:31 +0000


    Talk about a stereotype inversion: "Send you kids to Poland for a quality education!"


    

    



    jsid-1218735972-595491 cmblake6 at Thu, 14 Aug 2008 17:46:12 +0000


    Indeed DJ! I'm impressed! Now, the question is do we let the left take our system long enough to wake them up like these Poles? I'm extremely impressed by their education, and their seeking of knowledge!


    

    



    jsid-1218736031-595492 cmblake6 at Thu, 14 Aug 2008 17:47:11 +0000


    AH! Not to mention the knowledge they seek!
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