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CHAPTER
15

Ronald Reagan and the

Conservative Resurgence

o

In the 1970s, Americans felt something that most of them had not experienced for a
long time: economic fear. After two decades of steady expansion and rising incomes,
the U.S. economy faltered badly. The combined effect of the Vietnam War and steady
govermment spending on new social programs (quns and butter, economists fretted)
sent the country into a recession. President Nixon took the U.S. dollar off the gold
standard—devaluating the currency—and in 1973 the Organization of Petroleum
Exporting Countries (OPEC) sharply reduced supplies of oil, forcing a steep increase
in the price. Cheap gas was history. Under President Jimmy Carter, conditions
worsened. Inflation and interest rates rose 10 record highs, and the plague of unem-
ployment affected millions. Economic woes, along with the still-fresh loss of the
Vietnam War, caused many Americans to wonder if the nation had begun to deciine
irvevocably. Carter articulated this crisis of confidence, but it didn 't make anyone
feel betrer to have the probiem spelled out.

Ronald Reagan had played a hero on horseback in many a Hollywood film,
and he promised that America would stand tall again. Reagan had no use for
hand-wringing. As presidens, he brought to Washington the easy confidence of a
movie star. and simply proclaimed that America was the greatest country on earth,
entitled and needed to lead the Free World. Conservatives gloried in the moment.
At last they had a president who could win the support of the country without
compromising with liberals, Reagan promised to fight the Cold War against the
“evil empire” to the finish. release the economy from intervention by governmeni,
lower taxes, and restore tradivional family values. In office, Reagan presided over a
wave of derequlation that dismantled structures that had been in place for decades
and announced his sympathy for free enterprise by siding against unions. He also
increased miljtary budgets dramaticaily to restore confidence in American leader-
ship and fight the Cold War. However, contrary 1o what most conservatives had
expected, he did little to reduce government spending. Reagan cut back on welfare,
but he refused 1o rouch the most expensive entitlement programs, such as Social
Security and Medicare. Because Reagan pursued his spending programs while cui-
ting raxes, especially for the weaithy, the governmeont budyget deficit soared. The
United States borrowed money from foreign lenders to make ends meet. By 1985,
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for the first time since 1914, America was a debtor nation. Supporters and critics :
alike called it the "Reagan Revolution,” but they differed sharply on whether or é
not the changes were for the beter.

As is always true in ltistory, many of the problems and challenges that Reagan
faced were bevond the control of any politician. For example, new technologies per-
mitied a level of global integration never before possible. The “dot.com” revolution
had i1s beginnings in the Reagan years, when the explesion in personal computers,
networking, and satellite transmissions exposed Americans to an exhilarating
and frightening world of economic interdependence. With a smaller and smaller
government safety net, it seemed that individuals could fly higher and fall farther
than before. In 1992 Arkansas governor Bill Clinton campaigned successfully
against incumbent President Gevrge Bush {former vice president to Reagan) on
platform of fiscal prudence, economic reinvestment, reductions in defense, and job
training for the poor. At the same time, Clinton supported welfare reform and
positioned ltimsetf as a “New Democrat, " neither liberal nor conservative as typi-
cally defined. The country entered a period of economic boom, and by the end of
the century the U.S. governmen! actually had an enormous budget surplus. The
Reagan Revolution had shifted the nation to the right, but wiiere it would o from
there—and how it would maintain its position relative 1o other nations—was 4
matter for the future.

WQUESTIONS TO THINK ABOUT

What was the Reagan Revolution, if there really was such a thing? Did the president
restore faith in America, as he intended., or did he split the nation between rich and poor?
How did social values change during 1the Reagan era?

WDOCUMENTS

The documents in this chapter look at the Reagan era from a variety of perspectives.
In Document {. President Jimmy Carter describes the disiflusionment of Americans
on the eve of the 1980 election. Apparently Americans did not trust Carter (who was
soundly defeated by Reagan) to restore their confidence. Document 2 is President
Ronald Reagan’s second inaugural address, in which he cites renewed public faith in
America as one accomplishment of his administration. Document 3 reveals Reagan’s
militant. samplacable hostility toward the Soviet Union. 1n an address t0 a convention
of evangelical Christians, he calls Communist Russia an evil empire. Document 4 out-
lines the goals of social conservatives who heartily supported Ronald Reagan and hoped
that he would diminish the government’s role in private }ife. Document 3 similarly
expresses the sentiment of social conservatives who, like the president, opposed the
Equal Rights Amendment, a proposed constitutional amendment that would guarantee
women equal rights under the law. In this selection, Reverend Jerry Falwell articulates
his hostility to feminism. As the founder of the Moral Majority. a political network of
“born again™ Christians, Falwell helped 1o lead the successful campaign against the
constitutiona! amendment, which expired in 1982 when it failed to achieve ratification
by the necessary three-fourths of the states. Document 6 reveals the economic woes that
continued 10 plague the nation, some of which may have been worsened by Reagan’s
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policies. The graphs given in this document show that the Reagan program did mean
greater hardship for some Americans, Income inequality rose and real earnings fell
through the mid-1980s. Document 7 illuminates some of the external causes of eco-
nomic instability: new technologies and the global economy. In Document 8, Secretary
of Labor Ann McLaughlin criticizes unions for resisting these trends. McLaughlin
advocates deregulation of the workplace, alleging that union protectionism prevents
people in the high-tech age from what is now called “laptop commuting.” Document 9.
however, reveals the darker side of deregulation and “home work™—a new kind of
sweatshop employment for the poor. especially women and immigrants. In the last
selection (Document 10), a journalist predicts that in the 1992 election, Americans

will vote their purses. As a sign at Clinton’s campaign headquarters instructed staff
and volunteers: “It’s the economy, stupid.”

1. President Jimmy Carter Laments
the Crisis of Confidence, 1979

1t's clear that the true problems of our Nation are much deeper-—deeper than gasoline
lines or energy shortages, deeper even than inflation or recession. And I realize more
than ever that as President [ need vour help. So, [ decided to reach out and listen to
the voices of America.

I invited to Camp David people from almost every segment of our societym
business and labor, teachers and preachers. Governors. mayors, and private citizens.
And then [ eft Camp David to listen to other Americans, men and women like vou. . . .

These 10 days confirmed my belief in the decency and the strength and the wis-
dom of the American people. but it also bore out some of my long-standing concerns
about our Nation’s underlying probiems.

[ know, of course, being President, that government actions and legislation can
be very important. That's why I've worked hard to put my campaign promises into
law—and { have to admit. with just mixed success. But after listening to the Amer-
ican people 1 have been reminded again that all the legisiation in the world can’t fix
what's wrong with America. So, I want to speak to you first tonight about a subject
even more serious than energy or inflation. I want to talk to vou right now about a
fundamental threat to American democracy.

1 do mot mean our political and civil Tliberties. They will endure. And | do not
refer to the outward strength of America, a nation that is at peace tonight everywhere
in the worid, with unmatched economic power and military might.

The threat is nearty invisible in ordinary ways. It is a crisis of confidence, 1t is
a crisis that strikes at the very heart and soul and spirit of our national will. We can
see this crisis in the growing doubt about the meaning of our own lives and in the
loss of a unity of purpose for our Nation.

The erosion of our confidence in the future is threatening to destroy the social
and the political fabric of America. . . .

The symptoms of this crisis of the American spirit are all around uvs. For the
first time in the history of our country a majority of our people believe that the next

Jimmy Carter, “Address to the Nation,” Weekly Compilation of Presidentiad Documents, July 20, 1979,
. 1235-1341,
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5 years will be worse than the past 5 years. Two-thirds of our people do not even
vote. The productivity of American workers is actually dropping, and the willing-
ness of Americans to save for the future has fallen below that of all other people in
the Western world.

As you know, there is a growing disrespect for government and for churches and
for schools, the news media, and other institutions. This is not a message of happiness
or reassurance, but it is the truth and it is a warning.

These changes did not happen overnight. They’ve come upon us gradually over
the last generation, years that were filled with shocks and tragedy.

We were sure that ours was a nation of the ballot, not the bullet, until the murders
of John Kennedy and Robert Kennedy and Martin Luther King, Jr. We were taught
that our armies were always invincible and our canses were always just, only to suf-
fer the agony of Vietnam. We respected the Presidency as a place of honor until the
shock of Watergate.

We remember when the phrase “sound as a dollar” was an expression of absolute
dependability, until 10 years of inflation began to shrink our dollar and our savings.
We believed that our Nation’s resources were limitless until 1973 when we had 1o
face a growing dependence on foreign oil.

These wounds are still very deep. They have never been healed. . . .

What you see too often in Washington and elsewhere around the country is a
system of government that seems incapable of action. You see a Congress twisted
and pulled in every direction by hundreds of well-financed and powerful special
interests.

You see every extreme position defended to the last vote, almost to the last breath
by one unyielding group or another. You often see a balanced and a fair approach that
demands sacrifice, a little sacrifice from everyone, abandoned like an orphan without
support and without friends.

Often you see paralysis and stagnation and drift. You don’t like it, and neither
do 1. What can we do?

First of all, we must face the truth, and then we can change our course. We
simply must have faith in each other, faith in our ability to govern ourselves, and
faith in the future of this Nation. Restoring that faith and that confidence to Amer-
ica is now the most important task we face. It is a true chalienge of this generation
of Americans.

2. President Ronald Reagan Sees a
Stronger America, 1985

There are no words adequate to express my thanks for the great honor that you've
bestowed on me. I'li do my utmost to be deserving of your trust.

This is, as Senator Mathias toid us, the 50th time we the people have celebrated
this historic occasion, When the first President—George Washington—placed his
hand upon the Bible, he stood less than a single day’s journey by horseback from

Public Papers of the Presidents of the United States: Ronald Reagan, 1985 {Washington, D.C.: U.S.
Government Printing Office, 1988}, vol. 1, pp. 55-38.
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raw, untamed wilderness. There were 4 million Americans in a union of 13 States.
Today, we are 60 times as many in 2 union of 50 States. We’ve lighted the world with
our inventions, gone to the aid of mankind wherever in the world there was a cry
for help, journeyed to the Moon and safely returned.

So much has changed. And yet, we stand together as we did two centuries ago.
When 1 took this oath 4 years ago, 1 did so in a time of economic stress. Voices were
raised saying that we had to Jook o our past for the greatness and glory. But we,
the present-day Americans, are not given to looking backward. In this blessed iand,
there is always a better tomorrow.

Four years ago. I spoke to you of a new beginning, and we have accomplished
that. But in another sense, our new beginning Is a continuation of that beginning
created two centuries ago. when, for the first time in history, government, the people
said, was not our master, it is our servant; its only power that which we the people
ailow it to have.

That system has never failed us. But. for a time, we failed the system. We asked
things of government that government was not equipped to give. We yielded author-
iy to the national government that properly belonged to States or to local govern-
ments or to the people themselves. We allowed taxes and inflation 1o rob us of our
earnings and savings and watched the great industrial machine that had made us
the most productive people on Earth slow down and the number of unemployed
increase.

By 1980 we knew it was time to renew our faith; to strive with all our strength
toward the ultimate in individual freedom, consistent with an orderly society. . . .

At the heart of our efforts is one idea vindicated by 25 straight months of eco-
noric growth: Freedom and incentives unleash the drive and entreprencurial genius
that are a core of human progress. We have begun to increase the rewards for work.
savings, and investment. reduce the increase in the cost and size of government and
its interference in people’s lives, . . .

The 1ime has come for a new American emancipation—a great national drive
to tear down economic barriers and liberate the spirit of enterprise in the most dis-
tressed arcas of our country. My friends, together we can do this. and do it we must.
50 help me God.

From new freedom will spring new opportunities for growth; a more productive.
fulfiiled, and united people: and a stronger America—an America that will lead the
technological revolution and also open its mind and heart and soul to the treasuries
of literature, music, and poetry and the values of faith, courage, and love.

A dynamic economy, with more citizens working and paying taxes, will be our
strongest tool to bring down budget deficits. But an almost unbroken 50 years of
deficit spending has finally brought us to a time of reckoning. . ..

We must act now to protect future generations from government’s desire to spend
its citizens” money and tax them into servitude, when the bills come due. Let us make
it unconstitutional for the Federal Government to spead more than the Federal Gov-
ernment takesin, ...

History is a ribbon, always unfurling: history is 2 journey. And as we continue
our journcy. we think of those who traveled before us. . ..

A general falls to his knees in the hard snow of Valley Forge: a lonely President
paces the darkened halls and ponders his struggle to preserve the union: the men of




442 Major Problems in American History

the Alamo call out encouragement to each other: a settler pushes west and sings a
song. and the song echoes out forever and fills the unknowing air.

It is the American sound. It is hopeful. big-hearted. idealistic. daring, decent,
and fair. That's our heritage, that’s our song. We sing it stiil. For all our problems.
our differences. we are together as of old. We raise our voices to the God who is the
Author of this most tender music. And may He continue to hold us close as we il
the world with our sound—in unity, affection, and love. One people under God.
dedicated to the dream of freedom that He has placed in the human heart. called
upon now to pass that dream on to a waiting and a hopeful world. God bless you,
and may God hless America,

3. Reagan Calls for a Fight Against
Sin, Evil, and Communism, 1983

The other day in the East Room of the White House at a meeting there. someone
asked me whether | was aware of all the peoaple out there who were praying for the
President. And 1 had to say, "Yes, 1 am. I've felt it. I believe in intercessionary
prayer.” But f couldn’t help but say to that questioner after he’d asked the question
that—or at least say to them that if sometimes when he was praying he got a busy
signal, it was just me in there ahead of him. I think I understand how Abraham
Lincoln felt when he said, T have been driven many times to my knees by the
overwhelming conviction that 1 had nowhere ¢lse to go.” . . .

There are a great many God-fearing. dedicated. noble men and women in pub-
lic life. present company included, And. ves. we need vour help to keep us cver
mindful of the ideas and the principles that brought us into the public arena in the
first place. The basis of those ideals and principles s a commitment to freedom
and personal liberty that. itself. is grounded in the much deeper realization that
freedom prospers only where the blessings of God are avidly sought and humbty
accepted. . . .

I think the items that we’ve discussed here today [abortion and school prayer]
must be a key part of the nation’s political agenda. For the first time the Congress is
openly and seriously debating and dealing with the prayver and abortion issues
and that's enormous progress right there. 1 repeat: America is in the midst of a
spiritual awakentng and a moral renewal, . . .

Now, obviously, much of this new political and social consensus 've talked
about is based on a positive view of American history, one that takes pride in our
country’'s accomplishments and record. Bul we must never forget thal no government
schemes are going to perfect man. We know that living in this world means dealing
with what philosophers would call the phenomenology of evil or, as theologians
would put it. the doctrine of sin.

There is sin and evil in the world, and we're enjoined by Scripture and the Lord
Jesus to oppose it with all our might. Gur nation. too. has a legacy of evil with which

Pubf'ic'-};c-:;ers of the Presidents of the United States: Ronald Reagan, I983 (Washington, DC: US.
Government Printing Office, 19845, vol. 1. pp. 359.-364.
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it must deal. The glory of this fand has been its capacity for transcending the moral
evils of our past. For example, the long struggle of minority citizens for equal rights.
once a source of disunity and civil war, is now a point of pride for all Americans.
We must never go back. There 1s no room for racism, anti-Semitism, or other forms
of ethnic and racial hatred in this country, . . .

And this brings me to my final point today, During my first press conference
as President, in answer to a direct question, I pointed out that, as good Marxist-
Leninists, the Soviet leaders have openly and publicly declared that the only
morality they recognize is that which will further their cause, which is world revo-
lution. I think 1 should point out I was only quoting Leain, their guiding spirit, who
satd in 1920 that they repudiate all morality that proceeds from supernatural
ideas—that’s their name for religion—or ideas thut are outside class conceptions.
Morality is entirely subordinate to the interests of class war. And everything is
maoral that is necessary for the annibilation of the old, exploiting social order and
for uniting the proletariat. . . .

Yes. let us pray for the salvation of all of those who live in that 1otalitarian
darkness—pray they wili discover the joy of knowing God. But until they do. let us
be aware that while they preach the supremacy of the state, declare its omnipotence
over individual man, and predict its eventual domination of all peoples on the
Earth, they are the focus of evil in the modern world. . ..

Because {communist leaders] sometimes speak in soothing tones of brotherhood
und peace, because. like other dictators before them. they 're abways making “their
final territorial demand,” some would have us accept them at their word and accom-
modate ourselves to their aggressive impulses. But if history teaches anything, it
teaches that simple-minded appeasement or wishful thinking about our adversaries
is folly. It means the betrayal of our past, the squandering of our freedom.

So. 1 orge you to speak out against those who would place the United States in
a position of military and moral inferiority. . . . In your discussions of the nuclear
freeze proposals, T urge you to beware the temptation of pride—ihe temptation of
blithely dectaring yourselves above it all und label both sides equally at fauit, 10
ignore the facts of history and the aggressive impuises of an evil empire. to simply
call the arms race a giant misunderstanding and thereby remove yoursel! from the
struggle between right and wrong and good and evil. . ..

While America’s military strength is important. let me add here that I've always
maintained that the struggle now going on tor the world will never be decided by
bombs or rockets, by armies or military might. The real crisis we face today 18 a
spiritual onc: at root. it is a test of moral wili and faith. . ..

I believe we shall rise to the chalienge. { believe that communism 1s another
sad, bizarre chapter in human history whose last pages even now are being writ-
ten. [ believe this because the source of ounr strength in the quest for human free-
dom is not material, but spiritual. And because it knows no limitation, it must
terrify and ultimately triumph over those who would enslave their fellow man.
For in the words of Isaiah: “"He giveth power to the faint: and to them that have
no might He increased strength. . .. But they that wait upon the Lord shall renew
their strength; they shall mount up with wings as eagles: they shall run, and not
be weary, ...
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Yes. change your world. One of our Founding Fathers, Thomas Paine, said. “We
have it within our power to begin the world over again.” We can do it, doing together
what no one church could do by itself.

God bless you, and thank you very much,

4. National Review Explains Social
Conservatism, 1988

By now everyone knows that pro-family conservatives are a powerful political
force. . . . What follows are the presumptions of the moral traditionalists.

The family is the fundamental institution of society: in the traditional society, it
was your main source of comfort and strength. When you were a child, your father
geared his life to providing shelter for your mother and you. As you grew, vour fam-
ily imparted the skills of survival, and gave you your religion and your politics. In
your old age, someone with a blood connection would offer you a bed and a seat by
the fire,

Today. these functions have atrophied. Your existence needn’t cause your
father to change his lifestyle, and in many circles it changes your mother’s as little
as she can possibly arrange. It is no reason for your father to stay with your
mother; in the modern myth, she may even be more “fulfilled” without him
around. If they do stay together, they play an increasingly smail role in your up-
bringing: the public-education system, backed by the courts, positively puts ob-
stacles in the path of parents wishing to exercise control over what their children
read and study, while government-sponsored clinics are permitted to dispense
contraceptives and perform abortions on teenagers without their parents’ even be-
ing told. In your old age, Medicare will pay the costs of your medical treatment
if you are put into an institution, but not if your relatives care for you at home. It’s
likely that your children and their spouses will all have careers anyhow, which
means they can hire someone to look after you but can’t spend time with you
themselves.

In one area after another, functions once pertormed by the family are now pro-
vided by the government or government-style agencies and institutions. The goal
of the pro-family movement is not to destroy these institutions but to restore to the
family its proper functions. and to restore to the institutions an understanding of
the proper proportion of their role. . . .

1t all comes down 1o values. Traditional values work because they are the guide-
lines most consistent with human nature for producing happiness and achievemeat.
Children who are not treained to traditional values are deprived of the best opportunity
to understand their own nature and achieve that happiness. Children who are trained
1o these values are nonetheless free, upon maturity, to reject them: that is why, con-
trary to what the relativists insist. instilling them is not oppressive. But it these values

“What Social Conservatives Really Want™ by Connaught C. Marshner. from Nativnal Review, Septem-
ber 2, 1988, pp. 38-41. Copyright € 1988 by National Review. Inc.. 150 East 35th Street, New York,
NY 10016, Reprinted by permission.
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are at least transmitted to all members of society, the possibility for a fundamental
consensus on behavior exists.

Ronald Reagan got elected and reelected in large part because enough people
agreed that the policies of the welfare state had failed, and enough wanted to hear
more about traditional values. The public wanted government to shrink its role in
their lives. That basic impulse has been developed for eight years now. In the mean-
time, we still have a welfare state that shows no signs of curing a single social ill, let
alone withering away--it is, of course, intrinsically incapable of doing either. . . .
This system perpetuates itself and the problems it pretends to solve; and yet we
cannot follow the vision on which Ronald Reagan was elected until the way society
organizes its approach to problems is changed—until people are again in charge of
their own affairs, and those of their tocal community,

5. Baptist Minister Jerry Falwell
Condemns Feminism and
the Equal Rights Amendment, 1980

I believe that at the foundation of the women’s liberation movement there is a
minority core of women who were once bored with life, whose real problems are
spiritual probiems. Many women have never accepted their God-given roles. They
live in disobedience to God’s laws and have promoted their godless philosophy
throughout our society. God Almighty created men and women biologically differ-
ent and with differing needs and roles. He made men and women to complement
each other and to love each other. Not all the women involved in the feminist
movement are radicals. Some are misinformed, and some are lonely women who
like being housewives and helpmeets and mothers, but whose husbands spend little
time at home and who take no interest in their wives and children. Sometimes the
full load of rearing a family becomes a great burden to a woman who is not sup-
ported by a man. Women who work should be respected and accorded dignity and
equal rewards for equal work. But this is not what the present feminist movement
and equal rights movement are all about. . . .

The Equal Rights Amendment strikes at the foundation of our entire social struc-
wre. If passed, this amendment would accomplish exactly the opposite of its outward
claims. By mandating an absolute equality under the Iaw, it will actually take away
many of the special rights women now enjoy. ERA is not merely a political issue, but
a moral issue as well, A definite violation of holy Scripture, ERA defies the mandate
that “the husband is the head of the wife. even as Christ is the head of the church”
{Ep. 5:23). In 1 Peter 3:7 we read that husbands are to give their wives honor as unto
the weaker vessel, that they are both heirs together of the grace of life. Because a
woman is weaker does not mean that she is less important.

Excerpt from Listen America. 150-131, by Jerry Falwetl. Copyvright © 1980 by Jerry Falwell, Used by
permission of Doubleday. a division of Bantam, Doubleday, Dell Publishing Group, Ine.
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6. Facts and Figures: Graphs on Earnings,
Inequality, and Imports, 1986

Real Average Weekly Earnings, 1947-1986 (in 1986 dollars)
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Saurce: Council of Economic Advisers, Economic Reparr of the President, 1987 (Washington, D.C. Government
Printing Office. 1987).

Average Weckly Earnings {in 1986 dollars)

The Import Surge into the United States
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Priating Offtce, 1986): Counvil of Economic Advisers, “Econtmic Indicators™ (Seprember 19863 und U8, Depantment
of Commuerce, Bureau of Beonomic Analysis, Survey of Carrent Business 61, po, 3 { Aprit 1987y,

Bennent Harrison and Barry Bluestone, The Grear U-Turn: Corporaie Restructiering and the Polarizing
of America (New York: Basic Books. 1988).
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Family Income Inequality, 19471986 (GINI Index)
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by the UG, Census Burgau.

7. A Unionist Blasts the Export of Jobs, 1987

For the past 13 years, we have been occupied with the very real problem of jobs leav-
ing this country. In most cases, these are jobs like the making of a wrench, or making
apparel, steel, autos. We have tried to deal with this problem through legislation as
well as in collective bargaining. However, with the advent of new technology, such
as sateilite communication and computers, it is easier than ever for employers to
move new technology and capital across borders,

One cxample of this is American Airtines, which historically used keypunch
operators earning between 38 and $10 an hour to process the previous day’s used
tickets and handle the billing and record-keeping. This is now done in Barbados for
$2 an hour!

Each day an American Alrlines aircrafi flies to Barbados and deposits the tickets
which are keypunched at one-fourth or one-fifth the U.S. wage level, and then trans-
mitted back to the United States via satellite in finished form.

Tramme! Crow Company. the nation’s largest real estate company, has estab-
lished a series of data bases in the People’s Republic of China. They train university
students in the English language, not in reading and writing, but it the recognition of

Speech in possession of Eileen Boris. This document can be found in Eileen Boris and Nelson Lichtensiein,
Major Problems in the History of American Workers (Boston: Houghten Mifflin, 1991), pp. 646-647.
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letters so they can keypunch them into the data base, Then, upon graduation, they are
hired at a wage of a dollar a day!

When questioned, Tramme! Crow said that it did not go to China for the doliar
a day wage, but that the Chinese workers are more efficient because they cannot
read and understand the English Janguage, so they don’t become engrossed In what
they are punching.

Pier | Imports became the first American company to store its inventory records
in China. Several hospitals followed, and now American hospitals are storing medicai
records in China.

The scope of this is endless.

Anyone who has a business where record-keeping is a vital part can store data
anywhere in the globe through satellite transmission and a relatively simple computer
with a printer. And it can retrieve it at will. . . .

What makes all of this technology frightening as well as exciting is that it was
supposed to create a new type of service job that was going to somehow supple-
ment, if not totally offset, the blue collar jobs that have been lost.

But the lesson it teaches us is that notwithstanding our particular occupations
or job titles, that job, if not now, in the very near future. is going to be totally done
in another country where wages are cheaper.

Therefore, it is important that we face these probiems today and take charge of
our own destiny, because no one ¢lse is going to do il.

8. The Secretary of Labor Applauds
Deregulation of Home Work, 1988

One axiom of public life is that great battles are often fought over small issues;
case in point, industrial horne work.

In November, the Department of Labor lifted a 45-year-old ban on industrial
home work in five industries—jewelry, buttons and buckles, embroideries. handker-
chiefs and gloves and mitiens.

The prohibitions had had some ridiculous consequences. It was illegal, for ex-
ample, to make women’s underwear at home, but boxer shorts you could have sewn
to your heart’s content,

Nevertheless, given the history of this issue, we expected that the end of the ban
would generate controversy and perhaps legal obstructions (courtesy of organized
labor), and we were right. Attacks from a number of sources began immediately. . . .
In truth, the issue of industrial home work has relatively little to do with whether a
mother with young children can supplement her family’s income by making knitted
hats or belt buckies at home. It has everything to do with whether millions in the
work force, using new technology such as personal computers and fax machines,
will be able to do so. It is the latter that organized labor opposes—it wants to prevent
business technology from leaving the traditional work place. As early as 1983, the

Excerpt from “The Smali Issue, The Big Picture.” by Ann Mch.aughlin, The Washington Post, Dec. 31,
1988. Copyright © 1988 by The Washington Post. Reprinted with permission.
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Service Employees International Union, which represents 780,000 clerical and
health workers, forbade its members to work at home. . . .

Suppose, as organized labor claims, industrial home work does have the poten-
tial for worker exploitation. The fact is. the Department of Labor is serious about
enforcing laws that prevent abuse.

The unions’ approach to preventing labor abuse is to prevent labor. They are
willing to see workers go idle, including older workers and those in economically
depressed areas.

By contrast, our approach is to build an enforcement mechanism, and then allow
people to work. If providing job opportunities for America’s workers isn’t the mis-
sion of the Department of Labor, I don’t know what is.

So there it is. A small issue with some big symbols attached. As the thetoric heats
up in January, remember what the real debate is about—freedom of choice.

9. Immigrants Do “Home Work”
in Modern Sweatshops, 1988

A building that looks like it never saw better days is home to a cramped belt factory
on Eighth Avenue,

Here, in the heart of Manhattan’s Garment District, are about 20 workers—
packed into a windowless room with only one door, partially biocked by stacks
of boxes.

Welcome to the sweatshop of the 1980s.

Cats dart across the factory, ignoring the incessant whir of high-speed sewing
machines and the clatter of presses stamping holes in the belts. The machines and
their operators compete for space.

There is not much room for error. An errant bump or nudge could mean a lost
finger or arm.

Against the wall is a broken clock with dusty time cards. But that doesn’t mat-
ter. Chances are, the emplovees are being paid “off the books” anyway. at salaries
below the minimum wage.

Joe Halik wants to change all that.

“We're looking for victims of opportunity,” he said.

Halik is one of the supervisors of the state Labor Department’s Apparel Industry
Task Force, whose job it is to crack down on the undesirables in the garment industry.

The state Labor Department estimates there are an estirmated 4,000 such shops in
the metropolitan area, employing about 50,000 workers. The European immigrants
who toiled in these shops at the turn of the century have been replaced by poor
women and illegal aliens, most of them Hispanic and Chinese.

“They’re bypassing California and coming straight here,” Halik said.

The 20 investigators on the task force are looking for violations of laws gov-
erning the minimum wage, industrial homework and child labor. They also check

Excerpt from Heidl Hartmans in Lourdes Benerla and Cathenine R. Stimpson, eds.. Women, Houselolds,
and the Economy, 1987, pp. 33-36, 4149, 5459, with some abridgements, no footnotes. Reprinied by
permission of Rutgers University Press.
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whether a business is paying for unemployment and disability insurance, as welj as
making contributions to the workers’ compensation fund.

The task force has been able to keep better tabs and more vigorously enfoice
those laws since January, when makers of women’s and children’s wear had to reg-
ister with the state to prove those pavments are being made.

During two days spent with task force investigators in Manhattan, Rockland,
and Westchester, it became clear that registration has been slow to catch on in an
industry leery of outsiders. Perhaps with good reason.

“What they're doing is perpetuating the system to keep evervone low.” said an-
other task force supervisor. Charles DeStervo, who estimated that 70 percent of the
apparel makers are not registered.

Eight task force members start their work on a recent day on Eighth Avenue, watch-
ing other people 2o 1o work.

A slight Hispanic woman walks toward a building on 38th Street carrying a
large shopping bag. She soon has company. Two investigators have trailed her 10 the
top fioor of 4 building housing dozens of clothing firms.

They hit paydirt when they arrive at a business and discover that the bag contains
hundreds of pieces of lace that will go on gowns and dresses. By all uppearances. it is
a violation of rules governing doing industrial work at home.

The practice is banned because it usually means the employee is not getting
overtime for work done after a full day in the factory. Payment is usuaily by the piece
and is invariably done “undcr the table.”

DeSiervo believes that curbing home work is one of the keys 1o cleaning up
the industry.

“Home work was rampant: it was all through the sweets.” DcSiervo said.
“They re starting to notice us. What it takes is strict enforcement.”

While investigator San Bargas quizzes. in Spanish, the woman with the shopping
bag, the surprised owner of the shop insists it is the first tine this has ever happened.
Halik looks mildly amused.

*It’s always the tirst time.” he said.

10. Bill Clinton’s 1992 Campaign:
“It’s the Economy, Stupid”

At the Clinton campaign headquarters in Little Rock, Arkansas. a simpie slogan
is taped to the wall for staff members to ponder. Ia large letters. it reads: “The
Economy. Stupid.” That is what will win their man the election. Al else is mere
distraction.

In poll after poll, interview after interview. the message is confirmed. A recent
New York Times survey showed 77 per cent of volers disapproving of George
Bush’s handling of the economy, with only 17 per cent giving him the benefit of

Excerpt from David Usborng, “The US Presidential Elections: Amertican Voters Give Priority to Their
Purses”” fiest published in The Independent (London), Octoter 3, 1992, Reprinied by permission,
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the doubt. And every poll shows that issues such as Bill Clintén’s-avoide
Vietnam draft or the Republican emphasis on family vdlues matier _
besides their purses.

For Governor Clinton, President Bush’s economic record offers a ventab
pick'n mix of campaign attack lines. As he takes to the stump every day. he recites
an unemployment rate that is morse than 2 per cent higher than when Mr Bush took
office, an economic growth record worse than any during a presidential term since
the Second World War and income figures showing most working Americans worse
off than they were four years ago. . . .

... Meanwhile, retail sales struggle., new house sales fell 6.1 per cent in August
and all measures of consumer and business confidence continue to be depressed.

In his favour, the President can puint to an infiation rate that has been squeezed
down to around 3 per cent and interest rates lower than they have been for 30 years.
But both. though weicome, are functions largely of the weakness of the economy
and the cfforts being made to revive it.

Joseph Duncan, president of the Nationa! Association of Business Economists,
said last week: “Basically. the recovery is about four guarters away-—and we've
been saying that for four years.”

Critics say Mr Bush couid have avoided his economic hole had he not depended
so completely for salvation on the Federal Reserve and low interest rates.

... He 1s also haunted by his acquiescence in 1990 to 1ax increases that betrayed
his 1988, read-my-lips pledge.

The President’s only option, then. was to divert atteation away from his record
to the futurc. On 10 September, belatedly perhaps, he presenied a coherent eco-
nomic progranune, "Agenda for American Renewal.” It contains little surprising,
but is an expression of his faith in keeping taxation and government spending low
as the best path to recovery, with additional incentives such as capital gains tax
credits. . ..

... Governor Clipton is offering a $200 [billion] investment programme over
five years to generate new employment with government projects such as road and
bridge building coupled with increased job training. He says he will pay for it with
tax increases on the top 2 per cent of American earners and increased taxes for for-
eign companies. That, with greater cuts in defence spending than Mr Bush is con-
templating. will also leave enough to cut the federal deficit in half by 1996,

.. - Republicans are attempting to imply that Mr Clinton will only be able to
finance his investment programme by extending tax increases to middle-income
Americans—exactly the people to whom the Governor has promised some kind of
tax aileviation. Mr Bush. meanwhile, is promising again, “never, ever™ to allow an-
other tax increase. . ..

So far, Mr Clinton’s promise of some renewed government intervention—after
12 years of “hands-off™ Republican stewardship—to Kick life back into the economy
is what the voters seem most keen to hear. Above all, it would represent a change
and hope of something better. . ..

When asked who is most likely to bring back the good times, most Americans
today are answering Biil Clinton—by 52 per cent to 36 per cent in a recent Gallup
Poll. That is what may, and probabiy will, win him the White House.
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hard as femnale family heads. The work effort of married men
increases with their age, credentials, education, job experi-
ence, and birth of children, while the work effort of married
women steadily declines, Most important in judging the im-
pact of marriage, husbands work 50 percent harder than
bachelors of comparable age, education, and skills.

The effect of marriage, thus, is to increase the work ef-
fort of men by about half. Since men have higher earnings ca-
pacity to begin with, and since the female capacity-utilization
figures would be even lower without an adjustment for dis-
crimination, it is manifest that the maintenance of families is
the key factor in reducing poverty.

Once a family is headed by a woman, it is almost impos-
sible for it to greatly raise its income even if the woman is
highly educated and trained and she hires day-care or do-
mestic help. Her family responsibilities and distractions tend
to prevent her from the kind of all-out commitment that is
necessary for the full use of earning power. Few women with
children make earning money the top priority in their lives.

A married man, on the other hand, is spurred by the
claims of family to channel his otherwise disruptive male ag-
gressions into his performance as a provider for a wife and
children. These sexual differences alone, which manifest
themselves in all societies known to anthropology, dictate
that the first priority of any serious program against poverty
is to strengthen the male role in poor families.

These narrow measures of work effort touch on just
part of the manifold interplay between family and poverty.
Edward Banfield's The Unheavenly City defines the lower
class largely by its lack of an orientation to the future. Living
from day to day and from hand 1o mouth, lower class indi-
viduals are unable to plan or save or keep 2 job. Banfield
gives the impression that short-time horizons are a deep-
seated psychological defect afflicting hundreds of thousands
of the poor.

There is no question that Banfield puts his finger on a
crucial problem of the poor and that he develops and docu-
ments his theme in an unrivaled classic of disciplined social
science. But he fails 1o show how millions of men, equally
present oriented, equally buffeted by impulse and blind o
the future, have managed to become far-seeing members of
the middle classes. He also fails to explain how millions of
apparently future-oriented men can become dissolute fol-
lowers of the sensuons moment, neglecting their jobs, dissi-
pating their income and wealth, pursuing a horizon no
longer than the most time-bound of the poor.

What Banfield is in fact describing in his lower-class
category is largely the temperament of single, divorced, and
sepatated men. The key to lower-class life in contemporary
America is that unrelated individuals, as the census calls

them, are so numerous and conspicuous that they set the
tone for the entire community. Their congregation in ghet-
tos, moreover, magnifies greatly their impact on the black
poor, male and female {though, as Banfield rightly observes,
this style of instant gratification is chiefly a male trait).

The short-sighted outlook of poverty stems largely from
the breakdown of family responsibilities among fathers. The
lives of the poor, all toe often, are governed by the rhythms
of tension and release that characterize the sexual experience
of young single men. Because female sexuality, as it evolved
over the millennia, is psychologically rooted in the bearing
and nurturing of children, women have long horizons
within their very bodies, glimpses of eternity within their
wombs, Civilized society is dependent upon the submission
of the short-term sexuality of young men to the extended
maternal horizons of women. This is what happens in
monecgamous marriage; the man disciplines his sexuality
and extends it into the fture through the womb of a
woman. The woman gives him access to his children, other-
wise forever denied him; and he gives her the product of his
labor, otherwise dissipated on temporary pleasures. The
woman gives him a unique link to the future and a vision of
it; he gives her faithfulness and a commitment to a lifetime
of hard work. If work effort is the first principle of overcom-
ing poverty, marriage is the prime source of upwardly mo-
bile work.

It is love that changes the short horizons of youth and
poverty into the long horizons of marriage and career. When
marriages fail, the man often returns to the more primitive
rhythms of singleness. On the average, his income drops by
one-third and he shows a far higher propensity for drink,
drugs, and crime. But when marriages in general hold firm
and men in general love and support their children, Ban-
field’s lower-class style changes into middle-class futurity.

The key to the intractable poverty of the hardcore
American poor is the dominance of single and separated
men in poor communities. Black “unrelated individuals™ are
not much more likely to be in poverty than white ones. The
problem is neither race nor matriarchy in any meaningful
sense. It is familial anarchy among the concentrated poor of
the inner city, in which flamboyant and impulsive youths
rather than responsible men provide the themes of aspira-
tion. The result is that male sexual rhythms tend to prevail,
and boys are brought up without authoritative fathers in the
home to instill in them the values of responsible paternity:
the discipline and love of children and the dependable per-
formance of the provider role. “If she wants me, shell pay,’
one young stud assured me in prison, and perhaps, in the
welfare culture, she can and will. Thus the pattern is ex-
tended into future generations,

Questions

1. What does Gilder see as the major causes of poverty? What is his solution to

poverty?
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2. What is Gilder’s analysis of the roles of women and men? What are the implications

of this analysis?

3. Would Gilder's argument have appealed to President Reagan? Why or why not?

31-5 Rachel and Her Children (1988)

Jonathan Kozol

Social critic Jonathan Kozol described the world of the “welfare hotel” in his 1988 study

Rachel and Her Children, Such institutions were the only shelter available for many home-
less families in New York City in the 1980s.

Source: Jonathan Kozol, excerpt from Rachel and Her Children, 51-55. Copyright © 1988 by Jonathan
Kozol. Used by permission of Crown Publishers, a division of Random House, Inc.

There are families in this building whose existence, difficult
though it may be, still represents an island of serenity and
peace. Annie Harrington'’s family has a kind of pained seren-
ity. Gwen and her children live with the peace of resignation.
I think of these families like refugees who, in the midst of
war, cling to each other and establish a small zone of safety.
Most people here do not have resources to create a zone of
safety. Terrorized already on arrival, they are quickly caught
up in a vortex of accelerating threats and are tossed about
like bits of wood and broken furniture and shattered houses
in an Arkansas tornado. Chaos and disorder alternate with
lethargy and neatly absolute bewilderment in face of regula-
tions they cannot observe or do not understand.

Two women whom I meet in the same evening after
Christmas, Wanda and Terry, frighten me by their entire in-
ability to fathom or to govern what is going on inside and all
around them.

Terry is pregnant, in her ninth month. She’s afraid that,
when she gives birth, she may not be able to bring home her
baby from the hospital because she is not legally residing
here.

Wanda, curled up like 2 newborn in a room no larger
than a closet, is three months pregnant, planning an abortion.

Would doctors say these women are emotionally un-
well? They might have no choice, Were these women sick be-
fore they came here? [ don't see how we could possibly find
out. What startles me is not that they have difficulty coping
but that neither yet has given up entirely.

Terry: twenty-eight years old. She has three kids. She
graduated from a school in Flushing and has worked for
cight years as a lab assistant. Burnt out of her home, she
stayed for two years with her sister’s family: three adults,
eight children, crowded into four unheated rooms. Evicted
by her sister when the pressure on her sister’s husband and
their kids began to damage their own marriage, she had to
take her children to the EAU at Church Street in Manhattan.
Refusing to accept a placement at a barracks shelter, she's

been sleeping here illegally for several nights in a small room
rented to her cousin.

When we meet, she's in the corridor outside the crisis
center, crying and perspiring heavily. She sits on a broken
chair to talk to me. She's not on Medicaid and has been re-
moved from AFDC, “My card’s being reprocessed,” she ex-
plains, although this explanation explains nothing. She’s not
on WIC. “T've got to file an application.” Her back is aching.
She is due to have her child any day.

This is the reason for her panic: “If I can't be placed be-
fore the baby’s born, the hospital won't let me take the baby.
They don't let you take a newborn if you haven’t got a
home.” As we will see, this is not always so, but the possibil-
ity of this occurrence is quite real. Where are her kids?
“They're here. I've got them hidden in the room.”

She takes me to her cousin Wanda’s room. 1 measure it:
nine feet by twelve, a little smaller than the room in which |
store my files on the homeless. Wanda's been here fifteen
months, has four kids, no hot plate, and no food in the re-
frigerator. She’s had no food stamps and no restaurant al-
lowance for two months. I ask her why. (You ask these ques-
tions even though you know the answer will be vague,
confused, because so many of these women have no possible
idea of why they do or dont receive the benefits they do or
don'’t deserve.} She's curled up in a tattered slip and a torn
sweater on a mattress with no sheet. Her case was closed, she
says. Faintly, I hear something about “an application.” Her
words are hard to understand. I ask her whether she was
here for Christmas. The very few words she speaks come out
in small reluctant phrases: “Where else would { go?” She says
her children got some presents from the fire department.
There’s a painting of Jesus and Mary on the wall above the
bed. “My mother gave it to me.”

A week later I stop by to visit. She’s in the same position:
drowsy and withdrawn. T ask her if she celebrated New Year's
Bve. “Stayed by my lonesome” is all that I understand, She
rouses herself enough to ask me if 1 have a cigarette. In the
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vacuum of emotion I ask if she ever gets to do something for
fun. “Go to a movie . . ” But when [ ask the last time she’s
been 10 2 movie she savs. ‘19847 What was G wavie?
“Dawn of the Living Dead”

When she says she’s pregnant and is planning an abor-
tion 1 don’t care to ask her why, but she sits up halfway,
props herself against a pillow, looks at Terry, shrugs, and
mumbles this; “What you want to bring another baby into
this place for? There ain’t nothin’ waitin’ for them here but
dirty rooms and dyin”"

Her children, scattered like wilted weeds around her on
the floor, don't talk or play or move around or interrupt.
Outside in the corridor I ask her cousin if the kids are sick,
Terry says: “They’re okay. They just didn't have no food
to eat today.” So I ask: “Did you?” She shakes her head. I
go down to Herald Square, buy french fries and chicken
at a fast-food store, milk and cookies at a delicatessen, and
return. The minute I walk in Wanda sits up, clearheaded
and alert. Her kids wake from their stupor. Fifteen minutes
later, every bit of chicken, all the french fries, cookies, milk
have been consumed. There is a rush of energy and talking
in the room, The kids are pestering the adults, as they ought
to.

“I have a problem,” Wanda says. “My blood sugar goes
down. It is called [pronounced very precisely] hypoglycemia.”

I meet Terry one year later by sheer chance outside
Grand Central Station. She’s in a food line for the sand-
wiches distributed by a charitable group at 10:00 PM. Her
kids are with her. She’s holding a baby in her arms. She tells
me she’s in another hotel near the Martinique. “Don’t have
no refrigerators there .. "

I lose her in the crowd of people waiting for a meal.

In the subway station under Herald Square a woman
who has seen me coming from the Martinique follows me
and stops me by the stairs. Her hair is disheveled. Words spill

from her mouth. She says that she was thrown out of the

Martinique. Her children were sick with diarrhea. Someone

“epartadl’ by, G wWhat | 4o nio 2dk. Mier Une Mharimique
she says that she was in a place I've never heard of called the
Brooklyn Arms. Her youngest child, one year old, became
much sicker there, City workers finally persuaded her to give
up all three kids to foster care. She's living aaw in a crgwded
women’s shelter where, she says, there are twelve women ina
room. She shrieks this information at me on the platform
not far from the shrieking trains.

“There’s no soap, no hygiene. You go to the desk and ask
for toilet paper. You get a single sheet. If you need another
sheet you go back down and ask them for some more. [ sleep
on an army cot. The bathroom’s flooded.”

Is she telling me the truth? Is she on drugs? Is she un-
well? Why did she elect to tell me this? Why do the words
come out so fast? [ feel unkind to cut her off, but 1 am fright-
ened by her desperation. 1 leave her there, pouring out her
words into the night.

The nurse in the Martinique says this: “A mother gave
birth last week to a baby that weighed just aver a pound. She
was in her seventh month. Her children rubbed her belly
while she cried. I called an ambulance.”

The nurse is kind, compassionate, and overwhelmed.
“People are fractured by this system. I'm responsibie for 500
families, here and in another building. Custody cases. Preg-
nant women, Newborn children. I can get them into WIC.
I'm snowed . . ” She’s on the telephone, buried in papers,
talking with women, hearing their questions, trying to come
up with answers. There are others like her in the crisis center
who create a tiny zone of safety in the larger zone of fear. But
twenty-five hardworking nurses like this woman would be
scarcely equal to the miseries that flood across her desk out
of this factory of pain and tears.

Questions

1. How does Kozol challenge the belief that a “safety net” is in place to protect the

welfare of the neediest?

2. Why does Kozol, an opponent of current governmental social welfare policies,
focus on the experiences of families?

3. Why do the families depicted in Kozol's account seem incapable of improving

their lot in life?



