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Introduction
encouragement, then best we not ask. Our government
fails us across a wide spectrum of principles and
powers, and does so seemingly without any sense of its
own misconduct.
On occasion we have confronted and met
enormous challenges such as WWII’s Manhattan
Project and our landing on the moon, but these have
been primarily technological projects and, given our
more recent experiences with government funding, it
is doubtful whether an effort of similar scale today
could be accomplished within its original time and
cost estimates. Throughout government today we find
a connecting thread of inability or unwillingness to
adapt to the ever more rapidly emerging new political,
economic and social circumstances brought on by new
technologies and soaring populations.
Adaptation is a necessity for survival in all
species. Today, our planet faces serious choices as
to how it will adapt to the new numbers, threats and
realities we have created. In our country, we are better

This will be our last issue devoted to
institutional failure. In it we will examine capitalism,
education and foreign policy — three of our most
basic and important institutions because they express
our attitudes towards wealth, knowledge and our
neighbors with whom we must share our planet. All
of these represent in their own way a competition for
resources — financial, intellectual and social.
None of these pieces of our institutional jigsaw
puzzle fits exactly into a space designed for it. Human
institutions, like human values, have irregular edges.
They develop from forces such as effort, hope, intent
and interaction over time. They cannot be lasered to
create the perfect economic, social or political fit.
In the end, the most we can achieve is to improve upon
the record and values left to us and to leave to our
offspring a reasonable chance of doing the same.
How are we doing in our time and place? What
kind of legacy are we leaving to our inheritors,
both human and our co-species? If we seek praise or

IN THIS ISSUE: We conclude our series on institutional failure by examining capitalism,
education and foreign policy.
IN OUR NEXT ISSUE: We will commence a new series, entitled Who Are We?: And Why Are We
Not Who We Were?, to explore our national identity and the consequences of our lack of concern
about its present form and direction. And we will make an important announcement regarding future
expansion.
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suited to meeting threats with enormously
expensive military programs than finding
political unity for environmental and
other urgent civilian problems. Pres.
Eisenhower correctly identified the reach
and risk posed by the military/industrial
complex. And yet, even as fires rage and
floods spread in our western states,
there is no warning from the White House
or Congress to beware the much greater
threat that looms from our abuse of our
natural resources.
We have chosen capitalism,
education and foreign policy as subjects
for this last issue on institutional failure
because on a day to day basis they, more
than any others, determine our interaction
with other peoples. They are ways by
which we introduce ourselves and hope to
find common ground with others. In the
final section of this issue we will point
out a situation of truly global concern by
which they, and we, may soon be tested.
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Wealth, in one form or another, has
been part of mankind’s development since
our earliest days. As it has often been
a by-product of nature and distributed
randomly, access to it has never been
equal. This distinction between the many
who seek it and the few who gain it has been
a constant one which capitalism embraces
and emphasizes.
The first great wealth was from
land. In our prehistoric, nomadic times it
was available to all, although not without
conflict between competing tribes. With
humans’ transformation from a nomadic to
an agricultural economy, they fought for
land and worked it, and their occupancy
and labor produced a new concept —
ownership capable of being passed from
one generation to the next.
More people, still bearing traces
of the nomadic life, produced trade and
trade routes with barter becoming the
earliest form of exchange. In its simplest
form it could work well, one person’s
extra goods being traded for another’s,
often in regularly held local market
places.
With more people and products,
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the agriculture needed to support them
increased and spread to further regions,
although basic transportation methods
(i.e., walking, mules, oxen) remained the
same. As the time, distance and population
factors of trade increased, barter as a
means of exchange became less practical.
Portability in the form of coins offered
numerous advantages over barter one of
which was their universality as a medium
of exchange.
More people and more trade again,
and the portability of gold and silver
became a problem. With the invention of
the printing press and paper money, the
portability problem was close to solution.
Further and final advances in exchange
media took the form of bank checks and
then instantaneous transactions by
computer clicks.
Western
Europe’s
economies
emerging from the Dark Ages still were
based mostly on land, held by the Church,
monarchs and other titled nobility, which
was usually only transferred by death,
aggression, marriage or birth; and, even
more importantly, titles were often
attached to the land.
More people and more trade
again, but because the supply of land was
static and the travel slow, the traders
in the 15th and 16th centuries took to
the sea with the help of new navigational
technology which gave rise to the Age of
Exploration.
Wealth in Western Europe now
was available from both the land and the
sea. Again, more people and more trade
pushed the search for wealth to greater
competition. Authority in the Age of
Exploration was highly centralized in the
reigning monarchies, as was the ability to
provide the capital and reap its rewards.
Such centralization in a hereditary
political structure, however, carried
with it the risks of competing gene pools,
religions and military forces. It was a
troubled time.
Then something rather miraculous
occurred. Three forces came together
to produce a cultural impact that
transformed Europe and the world beyond
it. These were the printing press, the
Protestant Reformation and the rapid
explosion of technology based on steam
and electricity. And the knowledge they

MADE IN THE USA

provided introduced the Age of Enlightenment.
Science, with a new ascendancy, offered
knowledge without the imprint of the Church of Rome
which had dominated the Age of Monasteries; and the
printing press enabled the new knowledge, scientific
and religious, to spread everywhere in identical form
at a new and increased rate of speed.
Capitalism arose as a form of the production
and distribution of goods and services designed to
maximize efficiency and deliver its rewards to private,
not state, ownership.

MORE AND FASTER
In the early 19th century, within just a few years
of our separation from England and our establishing
our own government, the Industrial Revolution (IR)
was accelerating in England and beginning to establish
itself here. This involved using the new technologies
of steam and electricity to operate machinery that had
previously been powered by wind, man or animals. And,
although in 1830 the world’s population was only one
billion, the twin drivers of economic growth (more
people and more trade) were viewed as sure to increase.
In 1803, Jefferson’s Louisiana Purchase,
probably the largest land deal in history, more than
doubled the size of the fledgeling U.S. by extending
its western border across our mid-western plains to
the Rocky Mountains. It offered to all, who had the
courage and endurance to become settlers of our
expanding republic, open space with an endless supply
of free natural resources, open government free of
Europe’s class distinctions and an open economy that
needed and would generously reward the labor and
ingenuity required to transform potential into profit.
Not surprisingly, the IR stimulated the growth
of global population and trade. Labor costs decreased
because production became less labor intensive, and
it could be increased without significant additional
labor costs.
In the early 19th century, the economic
guidelines were more people, more trade, speed,
and capacity. The last element needed to complete
the equation and ensure the success of the invested
intelligence, labor and capital was the customer. To
lure customers, manufacturers offered more and
different products, styles, colors, and sizes. To
present these to the customer in ways that resulted in
their being purchased in large quantities and repeat
patterns, a new concept of marketing developed. It
included sales, advertising, promotion, research,
publicity, and media selection at many points in the
production to sale process. Over time, as our American
economy grew ever more successful, it established the
roots and then the structure of our present consumer
dominated economy and the public’s addiction to
consumerism that supports it.
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Our capitalistic system, born out of the
economic simplicities of pre-IR times and based on
basics of funding, production and wealth creation,
blossomed and overran its competition with only minor
interruptions until the turn of the 19th - 20th centuries
when its private excesses became public liabilities,
causing Pres. Theodore Roosevelt to break up the
enormous industrial trusts in sugar, oil, meat packing,
steel, copper and other products that 19th century
capitalism had developed to eliminate competition and
create “order” in their markets.
TR’s dissolution of the trusts was quickly
followed in 1913 during the Wilson administration by
passage of legislation establishing the nation’s first
income tax. These two events gave rise to an attitude
of confrontation between our capitalistic commercial
sector and government which has continued to the
present. A by-product of the opposition between
government and business was that the latter greatly
increased its political activism and focused much of its
energy in trying to conform the economic and social
conduct of government to its own philosophy and
practicalities.
This state of resistance was exacerbated by the
stock market crash of 1929 and the Great Depression
that followed, both of which revealed the extent and
nature of Wall Street’s role in our capitalistic society.
During and after WW II, emerging forces of
freedom and equality, which we had often promoted
rhetorically, began to move towards reality. Much of
this shift was due to the establishment and expansion
of the UN and the dissolution of prewar colonial
empires. Their model often extended far beyond mere
trading partnerships into political/financial control
by the staffing and operation of government, military,
trade and production functions, as well as schools and
churches.
The highly successful growth of capitalism in
America over its first century and a half has assigned
it a unique place in our culture. We, and especially
our political class, have identified ourselves with it
to such a degree that it lays claim to being a national
value.
In our defense and promotion of our democratic
ways to less fortunate populations we often linked
the benefits of freedom and capitalism, sometimes in
a package labeled “representative government, free
markets, open elections” or something similar.
This is an extraordinary development in our, or
any, democratic culture. We have become accustomed
by our conflicts with Fascism and Communism to witness
people surrendering their identities to those of the
state — i.e., Nazi Germany’s Fuehrer, China’s Mao,
Russia’s Lenin and Stalin, etc. But this doesn’t seem to

“play right” for a democracy such as ours.
It raises two questions. Are we willing to
intentionally assign the same value to an economic/
commercial theory as we do to our basic freedoms of
representative government and open elections? And
the second is not far from the first. It asks whether we
should involve ourselves in making that determination
for others. We will return to this later in our
treatment of foreign policy.
*

*

*

As an economic system, capitalism has enjoyed
a position of ascendancy and survival over the past
two centuries, but history guarantees nothing, and
who can tell the shape of our economics, production,
labor, consumption or population in the future? For
the moment, capitalism remains a system ordered
around a somewhat uneven array of financial, social
and political benefits that has proved itself suitable to
our time.
In all economic systems there is an ongoing
tension between “more” and “fair”. This dichotomy
extends into our political, social and cultural concepts
of ourselves as humans, Americans and individuals
with the weight of capitalism coming down strongly on
the side of “more” achieved by dedicated individual
efforts. In its pure state we can acknowledge the
reason and value of such a position, but purity in our
21st century American economics, politics and identity
is in very short supply.
The ways by which humans identify themselves
with causes, events, images, fantasies, legends,
suffering, heroics, etc. are endless. They have in
common that they are seen as elevating the individuals’
status by taking something useful or desirable from
another source and applying it to themselves — to their
character, their motives, their mentality, their values.
It seems this process transforms their identities in
ways they deem favorable.
Americans have been engaged in identifying
themselves
with
industrial
capitalism
since
approximately the end of our Civil War. In our
colonial times and after obtaining our independence
and continuing through the first quarter of the 19th
century, we were regarded by Europeans as a kind of
bumpkin copy of England, but as we pressed westward
we were able to forge a separate identity from which
we could take pride and confidence.
In the process of growing our country from
the Atlantic to the Pacific — river by river, town by
town, acre by acre — we could have used and embraced
any economic system that seemed appropriate to the
constant challenge of settlement. And certainly in
the early days of the vulnerable, slow moving wagon
trains, and the communities that split off from them
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because of site choice, illness or fatigue, they engaged
together in forms of economic practice that today
would be viewed as communistic.
As we built our new country with the new
confidence gained from overcoming one obstacle after
another, the image of Americans as copy-cat English
faded and, after our Civil War when our capitalism
slammed into high gear and stayed there, we emerged
as a top rank, independent, international power with
a population possessed of unique qualities from which
inferiority had been discarded. Indeed many European
titled families with shrinking fortunes looked most
kindly on the restorative power of acquiring wealthy
American husbands for their daughters.
There’s something truly remarkable about
America’s transformation in the late 19th century.
At the turn from the 19th to 20th centuries, our
formation of contiguous states was not even complete,
AZ being the last state to join the others in 1912. Only
five years later the AEF1, was sent to Europe and was
instrumental in securing victory for the allied forces
within a year. With the end of WW I the US role in the
world was that of acknowledged economic, military and
political leader.
This rush to world leadership in roughly half
a century from Civil War to WW I, and the enormous
wealth we created in that period, can be seen as the
most logical source of our national identification with
capitalism. “My country, right or wrong”, to keep pace,
expanded to “my capitalist country, right or wrong”.
To measure the strength of this identification
we only have to look at our denial of political and
economic reality. This denial serves to bolster the
image we want and need to have to reflect our individual
and national worth and achievement. It is of no real
matter, apparently, that the depth and constancy of our
denial ignore the timely warning voice of history. We
have our own interpretations, opinions and schedules.
Self-supporting denial comes in many shapes and
sizes that offer refuge from reality, and we need look
no further than our economic and political systems.
How many times do we hear America referred to as “the
richest nation in the world” by leaders in the private
sector and members of Congress?
The truth is just the opposite.
In two
generations we have transformed ourselves from the
world’s largest creditor to its leading borrower with
our publicly stated debt to reach $18 trillion this
year. Substantially greater contingent liabilities may
also require repayment.2
As truth, when given a chance, has a way of
disturbing our financial markets and our electoral
process, our “leaders” in both are skilled in applying
filters that permit us to block unfavorable information,
maintain our denial and encourage more identification.
The cycle repeats itself and we cling to the image

of military, economic, diplomatic and political sole
superpower with its many benefits of wealth and power
for our “leader” classes.
At some point the concept and machinery of
endless debt as current fuel will be called into question
in ways that can roil markets and elections here and
around the world. Where then, our “leadership”?
*

*

*

It would be best if we could keep politics and
economics separate, but that does not seem possible
given our time and form of government. They come into
constant contact and, in doing so, leach powers, values,
money and motivations from one to the other.
This process, sometimes conscious and at other
times instantly reflexive, is unequivocal. It happens
regularly no matter what politicians say or what
economists in academia write in their textbooks. It
creates excesses, subterfuges, power bases and a herd
mentality that eventually diminish both our economic
and government roles. The public, with only a limited
opportunity to change either, is battered by both. It
is no wonder that our identification and our idealism
have suffered.
These consequences are not good. They eat
away at our concept of government and the quality of
care and management we are able to provide it.
There is one more vital aspect of our economic/
political circumstance we should note.
In this
relationship both elements undergo change caused
by external factors such as markets, warfare, human
or natural disasters, etc. and even by internal
realizations. These alterations in thought, behavior,
scientific discovery and natural resources are
constantly exchanged between our economic and
political centers in ways, sometimes recognized and
sometimes not, beyond the active control of either.
This is not good. Under such a rapid and
continuous flow our capitalist economy and our elected
government are severely challenged to respond with
adjustments that would benefit both.
*

*

*

A PARADIGM OF PARADOX
American capitalism today is beset with
paradoxes that result from its inability to adjust to the
changes wrought by time and circumstance. Its heyday
occurred in the late 19th and early 20h centuries as
America transformed itself from an agricultural to an
industrial economy.
These were times of abundant natural resources
capable of meeting the needs of our rapidly expanding
population. The key element of our economic equation
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then was that both our industrial and our population
growth were seen to serve the national interest. Given
capitalism’s historic concern with wealth accumulation
and government with its distribution, achieving this
balance has been neither frequent nor easy. When it
succeeds, however, the interests of both are served
by the formation of a strong and stable middle class
capable of supporting a democratic economy.
From its 19th century pinnacle American
capitalism has been changed in significant ways. As
postwar population, both native and immigrant,
exploded, and we became the world’s largest producer
(“more people, more trade”), the dynamics of money and
power in America were totally transformed. We found
ourselves dealing with new numbers — “millions” lost
much of their longtime status, and were replaced by
“billions” which, in turn, gave way to “trillions”.
This tremendous rise in the flow of money
through our economic and political systems has had
unfortunate consequences for both. For government,
it has produced extensive corruption and paralysis in
Congress by enabling constant pressure and influence
by special interests and by creating a class of career
politicians able to be reelected to multiple terms that
can reach thirty or forty years.
Today America regards its population growth
from 1945’s 150 million to 2050’s estimated 500 million
without alarm.3 Their translation into the statistics of
everyday life and the resources needed to support it,
however, is not a source of comfort.
People are no longer needed in our country
to settle and develop wilderness areas, and yet for
different reasons (ideological for government and
economic for the commercial sector) the pressure for
population growth never lets up.
Neither our capitalist culture nor our
government has been able to recognize, let alone adjust
to, the shift from abundance to scarcity of our natural
resources. This shared failure to be able to respond to
change in a way that accommodates both our economic
and political goals sets up a second dichotomy for our
country and world which is that between “enough”
and not enough”. Like “more and fair” its judgement
carries a moral message, but it goes further, and will
strike with gut-wrenching power.
Our political and economic systems have created
a considerable amount of popular angst over the past
half century by following policies that have shrunk
the middle class by increasing the numbers of those
in our society’s upper and lower levels. This is selfdefeating and will not produce long term benefits. It is
the direct result of empowering both systems to such
a degree that they feel they can operate independently
of each other — i.e. in their own interests. They may
be able to put on false faces for a while, but eventually
the play will end and the costumes and the make-up must

come off. And then?
There are ways to construct economic policy
and political movement in the national interest, but so
far they lack traction among our sure-to-be-elected
politicians and Wall Street whizzes.

EDUCATION
Like capitalism, our system of education
provides a mechanism by which we, and others, can
measure our society’s value and our contributions to
it.
Another shared link is that the same political
and economic “leaders”, who claim that America is
the richest country in the world, state with equal
assurance that our education system is superior to all
others.
Education is a warren of methods, goals,
interests, funding, entertainment, politics and
more. It can take a simple fact, question or activity
and statistically slice it by race, income, geography,
ethnicity, IQ, religion, age, gender, etc. There is no end
to the ways by which we can divide ourselves in order
to come up with relevant numbers regarding student
or institutional performance. One size definitely does
not fit all, but the most frequently mentioned standard
that emanates from Washington refers to our system’s
ability to produce graduates who can successfully
engage in the global economic and technological
competition that our political and commercial leaders
view as determinants of national success.
Last year our Dept. of Education participated in
an international program developed by the OECD to test
and rate skills in Reading, Math and Problem Solving in
over twenty developed countries.4 The results showed
that the US ranked sixteenth in Reading, twenty-first
in Math and seventeenth in Problem Solving with
scores below the group average in all three areas.
Japan and Finland scored first and second in all three
categories. The remaining top 5 scores divided between
the Netherlands, Sweden, Norway and Australia.
Similarly, a testing of 15 year old students
in 60 countries under the Program for International
Student Assessment revealed that the best scores in
Math, Reading and Science were achieved by five nations
— Shanghai, Singapore, Hong Kong, Japan and Korea
— with the US average for all its scores trailing the
leaders by 492 to 558, or about 12%.5
Results such as these, and others as well, are
cause for real alarm. As the Department of Education
participated in this program, we should assume that
our political class is aware of its numbers, and yet our
“leaders” continue to assign top status to our system.
The truth is that Education in the USA functions
in an entirely different way than others because we have
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burdened it with an array of non-educational goals that
serve administrative, rather than scholastic, purposes.
Education USA is a vast enterprise charged
with educating millions of students that increasingly
bring to school the demands of different cultures
and backgrounds. It operates throughout our fifty
states at local, state and federal levels from which
a mix of funding is obtained. And, in addition to
the pressures applied to it by the public, parents,
politicians and teachers, it is subject to persistent
control and operational measures imposed by the
government’s cabinet level Department of Education
and two of the country’s largest labor unions — the
National Education Association (NEA) and the American
Federation of Teachers (AFT).
Not surprisingly, throughout this web of
interlocking demands, ambitions, programs and their
funding, the motives and opportunities for profit are
ever present. Education USA today is big business, and
a far cry from its origins.
The “little red schoolhouse” was a one-room
fact of educational life in early America based on
the premise that education in America could be both
excellent and free. We maintained this belief and the
form of education it delivered for longer than reality
permitted, but both the numbers and variety of our
consistently expanding population demanded change,
and by the time we came to the end of the 19th century
the status of the “little red schoolhouse” was more
legend than fact.
Scholastically, the “little red schoolhouse”
was somewhat of a miracle. In our early colonial
days, it had only one or two teachers who were able
to teach a student body of mixed ages a surprising
menu of courses that included such topics as Greek,
Latin, mathematics, history, composition, geography,
philosophy and perhaps a scientific mix that might
combine elements of biology, chemistry and physics.
These last were decidedly less informed by technology
and discovery than they are today.
There are shifting styles in education as in
everything else, and today Greek, Latin and geography
are no longer part of the general course of study in
our elementary or secondary schools, but are available
at more advanced levels of study. Geography is an
interesting field. It was deemed important until 20th
century technology seemed to give the impression that
our exploratory efforts had reached all parts of our
known world and “new” discoveries were exhausted.
This was false thinking which we already have reason
to regret, as it is a topic tied closely to such current
global issues as population, commerce, the environment,
agriculture, health, politics and our food and water
resources. Geography has been important in more ways
than making maps. It is important now, and will remain
so in the future, as we shall see later in this chapter.

public intervention. Even with the most honorable
intention, however, efforts to tweak cultures can go
awry — most notably, the cultural changes sought
by today’s multiculturalists who have produced
results detrimental to both the people they claim to
benefit and to our and other host cultures. Keeping
the technological and social wheels of our present
zeitgeist on parallel tracks, running smoothly at
the same speed and in the same direction is no small
task. For Education USA it is beset with dangerous
temptations that may well prove irresistible.

As in other national directions, the policy
adopted by our Founders of free and excellent education
for all was a reaction against the European monarchies’
system of class distinction. There, the offspring of the
upper classes, or those fortunate enough to be chosen
for special privilege by the educational leadership
levels, would attend the best schools followed by
university and post-graduate institutions.
The more numerous students, who lacked early
education or whose performance prior to university
entrance exams was deemed sub-standard, were diverted
to other less demanding paths such as trade school,
apprenticeship, clerical work, etc. The concept of free,
nation-wide, public education up to the university level
did not exist.
Education is at the root of one of the great
political paradoxes of our government. It is never
mentioned in our Constitution and, therefore, is a matter
“reserved to the states respectively, or to the people”.6
And yet, today, our Washington bureaucracy includes
an immense Department of Education with thousands
of employees and branch offices in most states. It
can create and establish policy by executive decision
that affects students, teachers and administrators
throughout the country, as well as the growing list of
suppliers, consultants and extra-curricular advisors
that are attracted to this national honey pot.
*

*

*

*

*

Education USA today faces a host of problems
— some inherited, some imposed and some self-created.
They concern money, ethics, scholastic performance,
athletics, social engineering and, of course, the ever
present pressure of politics. We cannot deal with all
of these issues in detail here, but we can portray some
quick profiles and their probable consequences.
If we return to the late 19th century when
money and technology were accelerating our national
growth, we also find that our schools were beginning
to shift to curricula more suited to our new modernity.
At the same time we see the first evidence of team
sports claiming their place in academia and the public
life! Earliest examples include the Yale-Harvard crew
race of 1852 and the beginnings of college football’s
broad appeal with the Princeton-Rutgers game of 1869.
Competition in the days of football’s infancy
was spirited, but informal. There were no rules except
by pre-game agreement which could easily break down
in the heat of battle. With the first writing of standard
regulations by Walter Camp in 1876, college football
began the process that would captivate millions
and lead it to form leagues, build stadiums, charge
admission and attract the attention of the sports media
and the emotions of both students and alumni.
The public success of college football in
our 1920s Golden Age of Sport was so strong that it
survived first the Great Depression and then the travel
and other restrictions of WW II to move on to even
greater popularity.
More money and more people; and, with the
enormous impetus of the G.I. Bill’s contribution of
eight million WW II veterans to college campuses, the
game of football exploded to ever higher levels of
attendance and participation. Then, when the college
game was joined by professional leagues, both were
transformed by the new availability of commercial TV
to perform marketing miracles.
Team sports, and football in particular, served
students, colleges and alumni equally. The students, of
course, received the benefits of exercise, competition
and the youthful need for an enjoyment of games.

*

Education USA is big business and has been so
since WW II. It generates big money in all the sectors in
which it actively engages, those that provide services
to it and those who package and sell its products into
our “consumer economy”.
The technological line of separation between
19th century agrarian America extending its frontier
and the newly emerging, wealthy, industrial world
power of our 20th century divided our educational
system in far reaching ways.
The basic scholastic menu today reveals not
only the disappearance of some courses and the addition
of others, but also a deep change in our way of thinking
about education.
In the course of our transforming 19th century
growth, we generated enormous energy and started a
chain reaction that shows no signs of diminishing. For a
variety of reasons, national and global, the old values,
pace, language and methods had to go. Beginning early
in the last century, our educational process aligned
itself with the growing directions and concerns of
technological and social change. And when these
become global in nature. they can become dominant
elements in cultural stasis or progress.
This presents a critical moment for any country,
for dominant cultural elements can be adjusted by
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Alumni could unleash their memories and emotions
and relive their undergraduate days without having to
pay strict attention to fact. And in the nearly perfect
setting of an autumn afternoon, perhaps assisted by a
bit of whiskey, they could enjoy themselves with the
certainty that they knew more about football than the
coach, quarterback and field officials combined.
Originally, this process was only a pleasant
and harmless form of delusion, but, as America moved
from its wartime success to postwar excess, the role
of indulging memory for all too many alumni was
transformed to establishing institutional superiority
which, through our overly developed process of
identification, extended to their personal status. The
quiet joy of memory gave way in most of America to an
aggressive need to be “Number 1” which was nurtured
and reinforced in football games every week from
September through November and in other sports at
other times.
For college communities across the country
the advent of team sports, spearheaded by football,
created a cornucopia of financial and other benefits.
Name your preferred activity or campus presence and
it could be a beneficiary. The situation was one of “win
for all and all for win”.
Alumni were drawn back to campus frequently
and, when games were scheduled “away”, the schools
could make contact with alumni in the opponents’
regions. In either location they were treated not only
to the gladiators on the field, but also to cheerleaders,
marching bands, a half-time show, souvenirs and the
company of friends/classmates seated near them.
Over time, as football grew in popularity, its
attendance numbers soared and its grip on alumni
identification strengthened, it became apparent to
college administrators, and even faculty, that Saturday
afternoons presented opportunities to engage in
some auxiliary fund raising — nothing too overt, of
course, but conversations started in the stadium could
resurface in the treasurer’s office or in alumni fund
receipts. Saturday football and, to a lesser extent,
other sports had become a new national bird — the
goose that laid golden eggs now, next week, next year
and well into the future.
Saturday’s games also brought financial
benefits to the town side of the “town and gown”
equation in receipts from parking, hotel, restaurant
and other retail outlets. Town/gown relations can vary
from time to time and place to place, but are usually
improved by added local revenues.
The decade of the ‘60s was a time of deep
confusion for our national psyche; and nowhere did
it play out in fuller, more frequent view than on our
college campuses — in student classrooms, dorms
and athletics; in alumni gatherings and gifts; and in
administrative attitudes and controls.

Entering the ‘70s, with the Nixon impeachment
and Vietnam War in our rear view mirror, the presence
and influence of money in ever larger amounts in our
society was extended to Education USA. It became a
major, if not dominant, force. It changed the scale
of everything — faculty and executive compensation,
physical plant, student enrollment, alumni giving,
athletic facilities, curricular offerings, foreign
student participation, government and private sector
sponsored research, media exposure and more,
including, as government exploded in size and reach,
the frequency and intensity of conflict over our
Constitution’s language and intent.
*

8

*

*

Given the extent and emphasis of our postwar
money growth, it is not surprising that its lures
“trickled down” from the colleges and universities to
the high school level with football again serving as the
leader. Among the attractions that easily captivated
these younger students were fame, publicity, fun, the
sense of creating and having a value for oneself not
dependent upon scholarship and the prospect that sport
could provide a career which could offer a pathway
through life marked by signing bonuses, celebrity,
public adulation, status and the leisure of lengthy offseasons.
Reality would turn out to be somewhat different,
but it was often disguised in ways that removed it from
high school age awareness.
In America, Friday night is high school football
night. Bands march, cheerleaders cheer, people tailgate
and teams play. In our smaller towns, the whole town
empties and goes to the game. There, citizens show
understandable pride in their team and in the uniforms
and stadium which have been funded, in large part, by
their contributions. Whether you enjoy football or
not, the faith that is displayed is impressive.
Like religion, it creates heroes, legends and
oversized images that dazzle players and can lead
them to feelings of entitlement and unaccountability
that can accompany special status. For much of our
youth football is religion. We live in a society given
to excess — and it seemingly knows no boundaries.
It can easily push student sport and parental hope
across the line into the battle zone of boosterism
where the rewards are great and goals can be blurred.
Generally speaking, boosterism is allowed by colleges
or schools, encouraged by their athletic departments
and conducted by their alumni.
It is an over-the-top emphasis on team, on
winning, on school and on the rewards these bring. It
does this often by comparing the team/school to family,
thereby establishing distinct emotional and social
communities which the teen-age student is not prepared

to question. This family identity is an enduring one in
our sport obsessed society, as professional athletes at
the top of their career and years later often describe
their team as “family” in media interviews.
While schools and their athletic departments
play their parts, it is the school alumni, or even nongraduate local boosters, who fuel the engines of
boosterism — week in and week out, year in and year
out. It is their need for identification, for status, for
victory, for inclusion that drive the many activities of
booster programs.
Booster support can cause problems for
school administrators when overzealous efforts run
the risk of conflicting with unrelated school policies
or activities. And yet no administrator wants to risk
discouraging booster efforts or offending the sources
of their benefits. Many a college president with urgent
need for an addition to the library has had to settle for
a new practice field, locker room facility or stadium
renovation favored by a booster donor.
By far the strongest and most lasting impact
of sport on Education USA has been the change it
has wrought in the mindset of its students. To them,
seemingly, it provides not only a lucrative career, but
both a public and private measure of the self-worth
which all adolescents crave.
But there’s a trap here. In many, if not most, parts
of America high school sports are given exceptional
media coverage. Headlines, statistics, game reviews,
coach comments, team photos and media interviews mimic
what takes place at the “pro” level even to the extent
of the players’ college selections. This has become a
lengthy process involving the player, his family, both
high school and college coaches, college scouts and
interested alumni and local media. The latter report
on star players relentlessly, tracking every real or
imagined news item and then, when a final decision has
been made provide multi-column coverage complete
with photo.
The trap has been set early. Time and life will
be spent in college mostly playing team sports in the
company of the new “family” and the process will be
repeated if the student is signed to a contract in the
“pro” leagues.
But many of these players are still kids. They
have been athletically successful because of their
body skills and they have been indulged and, in a way,
protected by their athletic community. Sometimes
during, but mostly following, college many of these
lives come apart and the media coverage includes drugs,
DUI, spouse abuse, rape, resisting arrest, battery,
robbery and even murder. These kinds of charges are
terrible judgments of sport as life. They are leveled
at kids who, they were told, “had everything”, but who,
as it turns out, only had too much of some things and
not enough of others.

The little red school house was small in size
and, by today’s standards, limited in its purpose and
capability, but it managed to serve the educational
needs of its time without the props of sports, uniforms,
inter-school competitions and the local publicity and
emotion they generated. At the end of the 19th century
our academic view of education faded and was replaced
by the overwhelming attractions of new science,
more money and power and the vast social changes
that awaited us just across the line in the gathering
modernity of the amazing 20th century.
What, we may well ask, might have been our
educational and national fate had our national
curriculum not changed, and had we not chosen to
devote so much of our time, trust, energy, commerce
and sense of well being to sports?
Our “academy” has grown tremendously in size
and money over the past century — shunning some of
its prior ways and adopting new ones and often forming
scar tissue in the process. Some of these “ways” have
“means” attached. The University of Chicago pays
its president $3.7 million a year, the highest in the
country. Presidents Faust (Harvard) and Levin (Yale)
received $900,000 and $1.7 million respectively, with
the average being $410,000 in a recent sample of 42
universities. To put these numbers into broader
perspective, we should point out that Alabama’s
Nick Saban, the country’s most highly paid football
coach, recently received an increase in his annual
compensation from $5.5 to $7 million. And the top ten
coaches all were paid an average of about $5 million,
although only two of their teams placed in the top ten
ranking.7
Education USA has big money in play at all levels.
College presidents are now more often picked from the
pool of corporate CEOs and administrators than from
faculty. This represents historic change. Today’s
academia is adopting other corporate forms, too.
They create business models and employ management
techniques favored by the corporate sector, including
signing bonuses, deferred compensation, vesting
and others all intended to tie the president to the
institution and to reduce his/her tax burden.
Not surprisingly the role of the college/
university board of trustees has also changed. Most of
its members are drawn from the business world so that
their experience can be applied to their institutions’
financial and commercial problems. This growing
reliance on business practices and personnel at the
top moves the educational institution to increasingly
resemble the corporate model and image. There are
other processes and problems at work in Education USA
that we will explore in our next series entitled “Who
Are We?”
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What might have happened had we not dropped
geography and, in other ways, changed our schools’
curricula in the late 19th century? And had we not
converted our educational system to accommodate
every expansion of its sports ingredients?
Pre-college Japanese students commit twelve
hours or more a day to their studies because they are
not diverted by entertainment and financial attractions
of team sports. We, in the West, can argue that Japan
is too severe and not a well-balanced society, while
Oriental attitudes can claim that our pursuit of excess
produces a similar, fateful imbalance.
Our education system no longer fits its simple
description. It has come to include a major part of
arguably our largest industry — entertainment — the
many parts of which are bound together by their ability
to create revenues.8
It is what it is. The public relations elements
at every level produce the kind of healthy image
necessary to maintain “progress”, but there are
always glimpses of what takes place behind the curtain
— NCAA (National Collegiate Athletic Association)
investigations of boosterism infractions at leading
schools such as Southern Methodist University (TX) and
the University of Miami (FL); and the complete abdication
of responsibility by Penn State’s administration and
athletic department regarding prolonged sexual abuse
of students by a school employee on school property.
Almost certainly, there were others — in
different forms and places — but the driving element
remains the same. It is money and it is an established
part of our system — money for players, coaches and
schools.
We cannot ignore what is now a fact of life in our
system. The colleges have become a kind of free “farm
system” to feed athletic talent to the professional
leagues and, to a lesser extent, the same process takes
place from high school to college. At every educational
level (elementary, high school and college), whether
funded privately or publicly, the great majority of
our schools and colleges have been complicit in the
commercialization of the athletic/learning process.
This is most evident in the growing revenues created by
football and basketball. Economically, this operates
as a closed system in which all participants — schools,
players and professional sports all benefit. But is it
education? Is it the type of education that can best
serve the student and the nation?
We do not mean to condemn all sports programs
or the schools and colleges that offer them. They can
benefit both students and their schools in many ways,
but in our media-dominated culture they have come
to be seen not just as school programs, but as the
early stages of a career. To the young student (and
emphasis starts early) the “sport as life and life as
sport” direction that he can encounter both at home
and at school is not helpful and can produce unwanted

results.
We are just beginning to see a glimmer of
recognition of this in the recent public awareness of
the long term physical and mental damage inflicted on
football and hockey players. Although ignored by the
media over the years, the frequency and seriousness of
past and present injuries have made them into a national
call for action.
In school and college sports today, the student
hears many voices – those of administrators, coaches,
athletic departments, family and friends. Somewhere
in this mix there needs to be a voice of denial that will
provide some balance by showing the temptations of
“glitz” and money in their true light. Unless we can
counter the commercial interests that live off our
young and impressionable athletes, they will continue
to jeopardize their lives. Just a little truth would go
a long way.
This is a daunting task! For the student/
athlete the athletic zone is peopled with a powerful
mix of advisors and authority figures linked by their
dependence upon the success of the team. This bond is
so strong that it creates an impenetrable atmosphere
capable of turning away individual challenges from
those who serve it and those whom it serves.
As this atmosphere is backed by the all-powerful
political, media and commercial forces of our time, a
meaningful change in emphasis will not be easy. The
only means available is to increase efforts to reveal
the dangers of the present system and to counter
them by greater student exposure to ethics and values
instruction.
This is a difficult situation. There are many fine,
decent people that are part of the athletic community
– coaches, trainers, publicity and athletic directors
– who have become absorbed by the commercialization
of sport and pulled along by it. Reputations, mistakes
and large amounts of money will all be made and any
change will require a strong and concerted change at
all levels. This is not likely to occur.

FOREIGN POLICY
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Our capitalist, economic and western
educational values are largely matters of internal
policy and development, although we identify ourselves
with them so strongly that we have imbued them with an
aura of invincibility from both internal and external
challenges.
Foreign policy is totally different in that it
projects our image of ourselves to our near neighbors
and to others around the world. This image is not a
simple “Brownie” snapshot.9 It is a constantly moving
mix of economic, political, social and cultural messages
by which we try to persuade other nations to accept

westernization into their Islamic culture, a folly which
reached its peak with former VP Cheney’s prediction
that we would be welcomed with open arms as liberators
in Iraq.
Years and two trillion dollars later, we find
ourselves still trying to extricate ourselves from
Afghanistan and having expended and wasted vast sums
of money in Iraq. The cost in human life for ourselves
and those whom we sought to protect from Taliban and
Al-Qaeda forces has been far more than we contemplated
in both countries.
We have been militarily involved in Libya,
Afghanistan, Iraq and, by dint of our considerable
financial commitment, Egypt in changes of government.
These actions on our part have been politically
motivated to bring about governmental change in either
regime or practice, or both, but motivation and results
are often painfully separated by foreign policy.
With political intervention, our tendency is to
judge our actions by political results, but, if we do, we
ignore another fateful dimension. What, after we have
come and gone, is left in the way of a life for the native
population?
There is still tribal conflict in Libya seeking to
establish effective government and power. In Iraq, the
Sunni/Shiite hostilities continue with daily bombings
and loss of life; and in Afghanistan the Islamic
extremists whom we had previously defeated and
scattered have regrouped to establish a fully Islamic
state. In all three, much of their infrastructure and
their commercial, residential and government facilities
remain destroyed or degraded.
Egypt’s status is still evolving. Our billions
of dollars of annual support play a “behind the scene”
role and ex-President Morsi sings the chorus favored
by deposed dictators, “I am the legitimately elected
President . . . “ Seemingly, in time he will be made to “go
away”. General El-Zisi has announced his resignation
from the military and his certain-to-be-successful
candidacy for the presidency. Hundreds of his Muslim
Brotherhood opponents have been tried (without legal
representation) and sentenced to death. Presumably
General El-Zisi, a new constitution and new elections
will prevail. What will happen in this deeply divided
country? Part of this division stems from its extreme
Islamic faction. It will not go away. How will Egyptians
establish rules for living in continuing, suppressive
religious opposition?

our views on managing global problems and conducting
international relations. These messages may relate to
mundane, daily matters or to sudden, urgent crises and
can swing quickly from one to the other.
In the years since WW II our foreign policy
process has been shaped by frequent and highly
important developments such as the formation of the
UN, the Cold War, the spread of nuclear arms, the rise
of militant Islam, the EU, the dollar as the world’s
reserve currency, dependence upon oil as our global,
primary energy source, space exploration and the
unprecedented advances in electronic communications
that have allowed words, pictures and voices to be
instantly exchanged throughout the world.
While many of these developments are commonly
seen as benefits, they often have different results for
different peoples in different parts of the world. Some
cultures, quite simply, are unable to accept change as
easily as others, and in foreign policy change is the
order of the day — every day!
*

*

*

With the removal of the Berlin Wall and Russian
troops from Afghanistan in the last days of the Cold
War, followed by the internal collapse of the Soviet
Union, we entered a brief period of “glassnost” with
Russia which, because of inflated egos and agendas in
both countries, soon disappeared.
The failure of the Soviet military intervention
in Afghanistan was a critical experience in that we
played the insurgent role by providing arms, money
and special operations “advisors” to afghan forces
resisting the Russian invaders. But whereas our joint
effort produced a spectacular victory, we were unable
to learn valuable lessons from our experience.
The Soviets joined Britain and others who had
failed to annex Afghanistan. We provided the weapons
that enabled the Afghans to win, only to see them later
turned against us. We also witnessed high amounts of
Soviet military equipment left behind to rust and rot
or, again, be put to use by the native Afghans. Fast
forward to today and the same iconic photos reappear.
Only the equipment is more expensive and there is
more of it. It is ours. The Dept. of Defense issues a
statement claiming that abandoning it is the most
economical way to rid ourselves of it. Tell it to the
American taxpayer! Our enemies will find ways to put
this material to use as they have before in Afghanistan
and Iraq. Economics aside, our acceptance of waste
in our military procurement and operations policies
thrives in the shadow of our widespread embrace of
excess.
And in these and other Muslim countries we have
made the mistake of thinking we had created a friendship
that would permit us to inject a transformative dose of

WAR FOR RELIGION
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Religion ranks at the top with territory as a
leading cause of war. We used to unabashedly describe
ourselves as a Christian, as well as a capitalistic and
democratic, nation both at home and abroad, but today
this distinction by faith is generally reserved for home

and power of a military force, and yet we are assured
of Islam’s good intentions by those who identify
themselves as “moderates”. But who are they, really?
And are they only “moderates” when it suits their
purpose of the moment? The silence of “moderates”
in criticizing their “extreme” brethren is deafening.
Why? The answer to this, as with most other questions
regarding Islam, lies in the Quran!

consumption. Religion having been declared by FDR and
confirmed by the UN charter as a basic human right,
its propagation or imposition could no longer serve as
foreign policy goals. Religious freedom, yes; religious
practice, no.
The roots of our involvement in religious war
are found in the era between the wars when horses and
trains began their eclipse by cars and planes. Although
the major international oil companies had been fighting
for shifting advantage since before WW I, FDR’s mutual
trade/assistance/protection agreement with Saudi
Arabia in the ‘30s established a template that would
survive until the sources of much of the world’s oil
supply combined in cartel and raised prices.
But FDR’s deal with the Saudi’s not only deepened
our exposure to oil and money in the Near East. It
moved us, at first slowly and then with uncontrollable
speed, to having to confront the last, and perhaps
most difficult, element of Near Eastern engagement
— the reality of religious power in general and, more
specifically, of Islam.
Throughout our growing presence in the
Near East we have had to contend with rebellions,
wars, assassinations, regime change, labor strikes,
embargos, piracy, trade/transportation blockages
and other events that challenge our foreign policy.
We have been able to survive these and move on.
Without ignoring them we put them aside; they become
peripheral. Whether our foreign policy views this as
enlightened action or escape makes no difference. It
is a form of accommodation, and accommodation is by
far the most frequently sought and achieved result of
foreign policy.
*
*
*
Enter Islam or, more precisely, the extreme
element of Islam which now enjoys access to much
of the same technology, weaponry, science, money,
communications and political power that serves the
world’s developed countries. It has become a powerful
force multiplier.
But it also has access to, and is controlled
by, the language of the Quran with its many variable
interpretations and extensive claims to physical,
spiritual, legal, judicial, economic and social
authority. The Quran speaks strongly of superiority,
submission and victory. Its message does not include
accommodation, and
Islam, whether extreme or
moderate, is not peripheral.
One of the great problems in our and other
western nations’ dealings with Islam is that the line
that separates extreme from moderate is not visible to
us. It constantly shifts its location, changes shape or
color, dives beneath the surface of our comprehension
and emerges elsewhere out of our view.
Extreme Islam possesses the stealth, range

*
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Rarely can complex foreign policy issues be
reduced to simple causes. And rarely does history lay
down readable trail markers that enable such issues
to be traced to obvious causes, but it has done so
regarding our wars in the Near East.
The western presence there had been minimal
until after WW I when the allied powers carved the
region up into “protectorates”, the Ottoman Caliphate
collapsed, Kemal Attaturk transformed Turkey into
a secular state and the growth of car, truck and air
transportation sharply increased the demand for
petroleum.
Global wars inevitably cause population shifts
and during WW II the Near East, wedged between the
fighting fronts in Russia to the north and North Africa
to its west, felt the force of change upon its mostly
Muslim and poor populations. The great industrial and
economic expansion following WW II was largely fueled
by oil, and those who owned it, who produced it, who
shipped it and who bought it rewrote the money/power/
politics equation of the region.
The second western invasion of the region
was a commercial one brought on by the aggressive
marketing of western (mostly American) products —
clothing (no clothing), food, soft drinks, music, hotels
and the ubiquitous, all-seeing mainstream and social
media. This commercial invasion found its target in
the large numbers of poor and unemployed Muslim
youth. In a relatively short time span the western
commercial invasion had been instrumental in creating
an underlying cultural schism.
Our third, cultural, invasion was the most
devastating in that our western values and norms
challenged and offended those of Islam at all the major
pressure points — art, language, sex, dress, faith,
trade, diet, education, marriage, history and more.
The final straw was the placement in the Holy
Land of military bases and personnel that were called
for under the terms of treaties or agreements with
western oriented states such as Saudi Arabia, Kuwait,
and Bahrain. What “moderate” governments saw as
legitimate defense measures was felt by Islam’s more
combustible elements as an unbearable offense to
Allah, the prophet Mohammed, the Quran and to the
land and people.

Violence is a persistent thread of connection in
the Quran and a “given” in Muslim life and history. It
should have been no surprise that the Islamic states of
the Near East would resort to it, and whatever other
means available, to resist being extinguished by what
they viewed as a blasphemous, sinful, illegitimate,
sacrilegious, foreign force.
Islamic thought that rejects our presence is
pretty straight forward. It says, in effect, “This is our
land and way of life and has been for centuries. We will
not surrender it. Similarly, our values, faith, customs
and culture are Islamic and we will retain them”. That’s
not too far from what we might, hopefully, say were
the process reversed and we found ourselves facing an
unwanted Islamic occupancy. It’s not easy to condemn
such thought. It has a universal appeal, but often not
the capability needed to resist.
Our ways in Afghanistan and Iraq have been
explained by our political leaders in a catch-all phrase
as “necessary to protect our national interests”
without further identification. Some of these relate
to legitimate security interests, but many more are
commercial ones that manage to “hitch a ride” —
Disney, Levis, Microsoft, McDonalds, Coca-Cola, Nike,
etc. Invariably, their advertising messages carry with
them the implied or obvious (usually very) attraction
of sex. In Muslim countries the sense of affront is
palpable.
Whatever the mix of our interests and however
we pursue them, there is a significant body of Islamic
opinion that favors keeping its territory, culture and
politics free from western intrusion and possible
absorption. That’s not just a position from which to
commence negotiations. It is basic to Islam, but seems,
more often than not, to have been ignored by our
economic, political and cultural initiatives. There is
much room for improvement.

GEOGRAPHY IS DESTINY
In this chapter we have explored three areas
of our national life by which we reveal ourselves to
others — sometimes intentionally, sometimes not;
sometimes persistently, and sometimes occasionally, or
even rarely.
Our current most demanding national issues
— the environment, excessive population growth,
government reform, immigration — require our
leaders to be able to look to and plan for the future in
ways they no longer possess. Their failure increases
the pressures of money and power that have eroded our
democracy and our principles. Herewith, a possible
world crisis in the making that escapes the attention of
our leadership.
*
*
*
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In the study of life forms and systems we are
advised that “biology is destiny”. In the matter of
land forms and systems it should be equally clear
that “geography is destiny”. And yet, geography has
disappeared from our schools’ curricula and our
awareness. Where can we study it at the elementary or
high school levels? Or obtain a college degree?
We do not refer to “label” geography such
as naming the five Great Lakes. It is a global topic of
unquestionable importance which demands a mandatory
college course that explores geography’s origins
in many of our economic, social, health, educational,
nutritional and other problems. It is an increasingly
relevant topic that deserves to be taught and
understood.
The snow-covered mountains of the Himalayan
range include the world’s highest. They were formed
by tectonic pressure against the sub-continent of India,
forcing it against the Asian land mass and causing the
latter to buckle into ridges and push upwards. The
Himalayan Range has been called “the roof of the
world” and is the engine that drives the weather and
the destinies of the lands to its south and east.
The four great rivers of the Orient — the
Irrawaddy, Mekong, Yangtze and Yellow – that move
south and east into the China Seas are all formed by
the run-off from the Himalayas; as also is the Indus
which moves south and west through Pakistan into the
Arabian Sea.
The Irrawaddy flows through Burma; the
Mekong through Laos, Cambodia and Vietnam; and the
Yangtze and Yellow through China. These rivers are
the water, food and life lines of well over a billion
people that populate southern Asia. They form a giant
“rice bowl” capable of feeding its expanding population
with a low cost, staple food. This is a basic economic
fact of life for Asia and the world. It has not changed
for centuries, but what lies ahead?
Today, our world and circumstances require
a new and closer look at what, because of China’s
dominant, regional presence, we tend to see as a Chinese
problem. Nothing could be further from the truth.
Here is what faces the Orient, and the West,
today. The population of China and its neighbors
is increasing rapidly and now probably exceeds 2
billion.10 Rice, in addition to feeding local populations,
is an important export crop. However, its cultivation is
both highly water and labor intensive, and successful
rice agriculture requires extensive growing areas to
be maintained with standing water.
It is this crucial water supply that is now a
matter of concern, as climate change in high mountain
areas has caused snow pack to melt, reduced glaciation
and laid bare many formerly white peaks around the
world. Today the Himalayan glacier’s edge retreats
visibly from year to year.

Water flow from mountains has always been
more accessible to upstream populations and purposes.
It is in downstream areas where pain is felt first and
most seriously, as agriculture and river traffic favor
these areas. China has already had to suspend river
traffic for its larger vessels because of reduced river
flow and resulting lower levels.
But it is this region’s market levels of rice
production and price that could cause massive political
and economic destabilization. Consider the prospect of
the “rice bowl” going dry, not being able to feed even its
own population. We should not expect one cataclysmic
event that would suddenly disrupt production and
supply; more likely we will witness a continuation of
the present process of deglaciation with resulting
crop shrinkages and rising prices.
Drought and desertification are growing
problems in western China. It’s quite possible that
they could quicken their expansion and move eastward
where even one serious crop failure could wreak real
damage. The people who live and farm in the “rice bowl”
are poor. They work long days in the fields and there
is little economic or physical leeway in their lives or
labor. What will be the effect on this essential labor
force of either a gradual or a sudden disruption of
water availability?
And beyond the “rice bowl”, in other areas
where rice is a key element in diet, what would be the
impact? If China has to go into the world market for
rice in a major way, whether quickly or slowly, world
prices of rice and other foods will quickly rise. Here in
America, we used to keep on hand surplus from our grain
production for use in market or relief emergencies,
but in recent years our population has grown faster
than our production and we no longer have in storage
the excess resources that we used to. We are living in
a new kind of world in which the supplies of basics such
as clean air, water and food are no longer limitless.
World food prices have always been influenced
by natural, economic and political events, and we
have no reason to expect that this will change, but, as
inhabitants of the same planet, all growing in number
and appetite, we now face and will continue to have to
face new restrictions of price and availability without
our former elasticity.
Suppose that temperatures continue to rise
and that at some future time “rice bowl” paddies will
hold little or no water. Populations facing the loss of
food supplies have historically moved to new ones, but
that was successful when roving herds and open land
were available. In our 21st century, nuclear armed,
multi-national world, mass population transfers, for
whatever reason, are not only more urgent, but more
difficult. Any such movement in China to escape droughtcaused crop losses would have to be northward and
would result in pressure on its borders and relations
with Russia.

*

*

*

Our economics, our education, our foreign
policies all contribute, in their own way, to determining
our destiny and they gain the attention of our political,
media, academic, commercial and religious leaders. But
the schedules and commands of destiny are issued in its
own language. We should keep watch on “the roof of
the world”. It has something to tell us.
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END NOTES
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American Expeditionary Force was the name given to our military
units sent to Europe
2
These are debts mostly in the form of loans, guarantees and
investment that we have undertaken for a variety of programs and
purposes and which might become due under certain circumstances.
The aggregate amount of this exposure is rarely stated. We have
heard estimates of $50 to $70 trillion.
3
FAIR (Federation for American Immigration Reform) study by Jack
Martin and Stanley Fogel via VDARE.com, Donald A. Collins 4/7/13
4
Associated Press via Palm Beach Post 10/9/13. Organization
for Economic Cooperation and Development: The Program for
International Assessment of Adult Competencies covered about 166,000
people aged 16 to 65. US Scores based on 5,000 participants.
5
Palm Beach Post 2/4/13 Education Test Rankings
6
U.S. Constitution – Amendment X
7
Palm Beach Post 1/1/14
8
This includes media, theatre, sports, music, dance, film, Internet; and
the travel, fashion, wagering and other offshoots from them.
9
“Brownie” - Eastman Kodak’s first mass-production, low price, dry,
roll film camera.
10
2011 World Population Data Sheet
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The Author’s most recent book, Who Lost America?, deals with
topics covered in moC issues 19 through 27. Both it and his
first volume, Eminent Disdain, are available from the publisher
authorhouse, at 888-280-7715 or at authorhouse.com.
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