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530 VITAL SPEECHES OF THE DAY

I feel deeply honored to be with you today, and to partici-
pate in this important conference with the distinguished 

President and Vice President of Taiwan, and this audience 
of successful achievers. 

We have just heard a remarkable representation from 
Vice President Siew about Taiwan’s vision for overcoming 
the challenges presented by the global financial 
strains, and for regaining Taiwan’s productivity-driven 
growth and competitiveness. There are tremendous 
opportunities for Taiwan, her people, and investors in 
the decade ahead as this vision is gradually realized and 
global economic conditions normalize. 

Taiwan is a very important trading partner of the 
United States. Hundreds of American companies have 
successfully invested here, directly or indirectly, over 
the years. Some of our companies have been here for 
decades, represented by people in this audience. 

Today, because I have been involved in the 
management of a number of past financial crises 
while serving in the American Government and the 
International Monetary Fund, I have been asked by the 
conference organizers to say a few words about the latest 
global financial crisis, the roots and causes of this crisis, 
the strategies in place to address the global financial 
strains, the lessons learned, and the prospects ahead for 
the global economy. 

3 Crisis Background 
Two months ago, the annual report of the Bank for 

International Settlements (BIS) in Basil, Switzerland, 
stated that the financial crisis facing the globe was the 
most dangerous since the end of the second world war, 
and that we were rapidly approaching a tipping points in 
the crisis. 

As you know, the BIS is where central bankers meet 
privately to consider global financial and economic 
problems. So, when this alarming report appeared, 
governments everywhere took immediate notice. 

The BIS report, however, was only the latest in a 
series of warnings that had been voiced in public and 
in private by increasingly alarmed officials, such as 
Governor Gramlich in the U.S. Federal Reserve. Some of 
these concerns appeared in a book I helped write while 
serving at CSIS, a public policy institute in Washington, 
D.C. (International Financial Architecture: G7, IMF, BIS, 
Debtors and Creditors - Palgrave Macmillan, 2005) 

It is important to understand that some of the 

roots of the present crisis go back to l997 and the Asian 
financial crisis. When banks and markets collapsed 
throughout Asia in l997, the American government, 
decided to stimulate its own economy to help to address 
the deflation in global net demand that was created 
by the implosion in Asia. The American central bank 
slashed interest rates, which gradually fuelled a liquidity-
driven boom in technology investment and provided 
increased global net demand. 

This was the right decision, but by holding interest 
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The Constitution
ITS FATE DEPENDS ON CIVIC LEADERS

Address by RICHARD J. HARDY, Professor and Chair of the Department of Political Science at Western Illinois University
Delivered to John Hallwas Liberal Arts Lecture at Western Illinois University, Macomb, Illinois, September 25, 2008

Many years ago, a young sports reporter interviewed 
legendary basketball coach John Wooden. The re-

porter asked Coach Wooden to identify his single greatest 
accomplishment. Anticipating that Coach Wooden might 
mention his ten NCAA basketball championships at UCLA, 
or being the first person inducted into college basketball’s 
Hall of Fame as both a player and a coach, or receiving the 
Presidential Medal of Freedom, or any number of notable 
accolades, the reporter was surprised by Coach Wooden’s 
immediate retort. As quick as a hiccup, Coach Wooden 
blurted, “I am most proud of the fact I am first, foremost, 
and always a teacher.” When the puzzled reporter asked, 
“Why would you say that, Coach?”, John Wooden imme-
diately fired back:  “Young man, you ask me why I teach? 
Where else could you find such splendid company?” 

That is exactly how I feel tonight. I too am most 
proud of the fact that I am a teacher—a teacher at my 
beloved alma mater, Western Illinois University. And 
just look around—where else could I find such splendid 
company? It doesn’t get any better than this!  

President Goldfarb, Provost Thomas, Associate 
Provost Dallinger, Members of the Board of Trustees, 
Dean Levi, Dr. and Mrs. Hallwas, Dr. Simmons, 
Distinguished members of the Hallwas Lecture 
Committee, fellow faculty, staff, alums and, most 
importantly, the great students at Western Illinois 
University—good evening and thanks for attending the 
2008 Hallwas Lecture. 

It is a distinct honor to have my name associated 
with the great John Hallwas, a true Renaissance man—a 
gifted teacher, scholar, raconteur, civic leader, historian, 
and the most prolific writer our university has ever 
produced. I am equally privileged to have my name 
associated with the previous Hallwas Lecturers—John 
Hallwas (2003), Charles Helm (2004), Karen Mann 
(2005), Tracy Knight (2006) and Alvin Goldfarb (2007). 
They have set our academic bar very high. 

Thank you for the wonderful introduction and kind 
words. It makes me feel more important than I really am. 
In actuality, nobody accomplishes anything significant 
without a support cast. First and foremost, I want to 
recognize and thank my dear wife, Linda. Forty years 
ago, we started our married life together in a two-room 
apartment in East Village, married student housing, 
right here on this campus. She alone knows the financial 
struggles and the great sacrifices we made to get me 
through college. Without her unwavering support, great 

typing skills, and encouragement, I would not be here 
today. Thank you, Linda. Second, I am grateful to Western 
Illinois University and the myriad opportunities it has 
provided and continues to provide me. I was blessed to 
have some truly outstanding professors, educators who 
challenged and inspired me in countless ways. And I am 
equally blessed to work with such fine administrators, 
colleagues, alums and outstanding students. 

Who could have imagined that the frightened, awe-
struck teenager who first walked through Sherman Hall 
so many decades ago…that first-generation college 
student who wondered if he could pay for his education, 
let alone compete in the classroom…who had never seen 
a real-life Ph.D. and who truly thought that professors 
wore mortarboards to class…would be standing here 
today, delivering the Hallwas Lecture on the 50th 
anniversary of our college. Miracles do happen. Thank 
you, Western! 

3 Purpose
A great deal of thought went into selecting the 

topic of tonight’s lecture—“The Constitution—Its Fate 
Depends On Civic Leaders.” There are many interrelated 
factors that drew me to this particular title and topic. 
First, the subject of constitutional law has long intrigued 
me. The seeds of this fascination were sewn several 
decades ago by several fine political science professors 
at Western—Don Marshall, Charles Leonard, and David 
Frier; and over the years I have continued to study the 
Constitution and develop a variety of public law courses. 
Second, the topic comports nicely with our Constitution 
Day celebration. As you may know, in 2005 U.S. Senator 
Robert Byrd of West Virginia secured passage of a law 
that requires all educational institutions receiving federal 
funding to honor our Constitution annually on or near 
its birthday, September 17. This lecture, plus copies of 
the U.S. Constitution ancillary materials, are offered in 
the spirit of that law. Third, I sought a topic that would 
highlight the importance of a liberal arts education—the 
heart of any great university. As will be noted shortly, the 
Framers of the Constitution were well grounded in the 
liberal arts, and the masterpiece that they created reflects 
the wisdom of the classics. Finally, the Constitution 
is solid rock upon which our Republic is built. We 
Americans are a diverse group of people; we come in 
many packages. Among our body politic are people 
of virtually every nationality, ethnicity, religion and 
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the battle was lost. And for want of a battle, the kingdom 
was lost. Oh, you see, the kingdom was lost for want of 
a horseshoe nail. My fellow citizens, civic leaders one 

and all, you are, I am, we are those proverbial horseshoe 
nails, and together, we can and will make a difference. 

And I thank you very much! 

Climate Change Adaptation 
THE NEXT GREAT CHALLENGE FOR THE DEVELOPING WORLD

Address by JUDITH RODIN, President of the Rockefeller Foundation
Delivered to the American Association for the Advancement of Science 2008 Annual Meeting, Boston, Massachusetts,  

February 15, 2008 

I’m delighted that David Baltimore and Alice Huang, a 
Rockefeller Foundation trustee, invited me to speak 

tonight about the Foundation’s commitment to address-
ing climate change. For almost a century, the Rockefeller 
Foundation has supported scientific inquiry, the discovery 
and development of new fields, and the application of sci-
ence and technology, in John D. Rockefeller’s words, for 
“the betterment of mankind.” In fact, one of the very first 
summits on the potential impacts of global warming was 
held in 1976 at the Rockefeller Foundation Bellagio Center. 
The AAAS is exceptional, as John [Holdren] phrased it in 
his presidential address a year ago, because it’s committed 
to advancing science, not only for science’s sake, but for hu-
manity’s. You play a vital role in a free society—supporting 
multidisciplinary efforts both to analyze and assess our 
world and to actively shape it. In the best tradition of both 
organizations, I’m honored to join you.

I don’t have to say that the last decade has 
witnessed something of a bull market for climate 
science. Thousands of scholars have engaged in an 
unprecedented research effort that has convinced all 
but the most recalcitrant skeptics that human activity is 
causing climate change and that climate change’s effects 
demand concentrated attention and immediate, robust 
action. This extraordinary work not only led to a Nobel 
Peace Prize for former Vice President Al Gore and the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change; it laid 
down an incontrovertible scientific basis for the world 
to understand that climate change is real, it is happening 
now, and it is with us for the long haul. 

We have all heard the rhetoric about governments 
and multilateral organizations reaching a crossroads. I 
believe no less is true for the scientific community. Now 
that scientists have substantiated, beyond the shadow of 
doubt, that the climate crisis is upon us, they must shift 
their research focus to its solutions.

This weekend’s theme is “science and technology 
from a global perspective.” So, over the next few 
minutes, I will briefly explain the Rockefeller 
Foundation’s global perspective, and then explore the 
role science and technology must play in solving the 
intersecting climate change and global poverty crises. 

First, I will briefly draw from two bodies of scientific 
knowledge, the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment 
and the Fourth Assessment Report of the I.P.C.C., to 
demonstrate that environmental degradation, climate 
change, and poverty are inextricably connected. Then, 
I will complicate this important body of work with 
the following assertion: unplanned urbanization in 
the developing world will exacerbate those impacts of 
climate change which are already experienced by the 
rural poor. And finally, I will talk about the need for new 
tools, new techniques, and new technologies to stabilize 
and reduce the concentration of greenhouse gases in 
the atmosphere, support the efforts of underdeveloped, 
underserved communities to survive the environmental 
degradation human beings have already caused, and 
strengthen our shared future by restoring ecosystems and 
expanding social and economic opportunity.

To begin from a global perspective, it is safe to assert 
that humanity is better off today than it has been at 
any point in history. We’re beneficiaries of revolutions 
in health and medicine, and profound advances in the 
physical and social sciences. Life expectancy has doubled 
in a century. We share markets and capital, knowledge 
and ideas, and dramatically more diverse communities. 
More people than ever have a voice in their government. 
In the last three decades, illiteracy has dropped by half 
worldwide. Only three countries of the 102 on the U.N. 
Human Development Index have seen socioeconomic 
conditions deteriorate. A just published Brookings report 
projects that by 2020 the ranks of the world’s middle 
class will balloon by 1.8 billion people, and include an 
astounding 52 percent of the total population, up from 
30 percent today. Almost a tenth of the way through this 
new century, we have much to be encouraged by and 
optimistic about.

The dilemma, though, is that not everyone’s lives 
are improving fast enough, nor are they improving 
equally. Half of the people on earth live on less than two 
dollars a day, roughly equivalent to the average income 
of two hundred years ago. A billion people live in abject 
poverty, with neither running water nor enough to eat. 
Ten million children succumb to preventable or treatable 
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and mapping the human genome. In the twenty-first 
century, scientists must take on an equally monumental 
task: designing the intellectual architecture to shelter 
those with the fewest means from the wrath of a 
warming world and imperiled environment.

The DNA of globalization, if you will, produces 
both unprecedented challenges and the new tools, 
techniques, and capacities necessary to master them. 

We can and must be smart about globalization. We can 
and must harness global markets to finance research 
and discovery and implement solutions that we already 
know can work. We can and must harness scientific 
and technological advances to promote resilience and 
economic development. This is the challenge with which 
I leave you. I hope you’re energized and excited as I am 
by the prospect of our opportunities. 

lauren zalaznick

Identify, Interrogate, Innovate
THREE RULES OF BRAND-BUILDING

Address by LAUREN ZALAZNICK, President of Women and Lifestyle Entertainment Networks, NBC Universal
Delivered to the American Express Consumer Services Group, New York, New York, October 15, 2008

Thank you, Jud, for inviting me to speak and for shar-
ing key insights into your business in order to help me 

prepare for today’s remarks. American Express is incredibly 
meaningful to me as a consumer, and also incredibly impres-
sive to me as a fellow business leader and brand-builder.

Branding … what is it exactly? It’s a product 
environment; it’s a deep knowledge of your consumer; it’s 
an effervescent equation that in our case goes something 
like “Content Plus Marketing Equals Brand.” But unlike 
algebra, this isn’t an exact science. Somehow if both the 
content and the marketing are at their peak, the brand is 
bigger than their sum. If one or the other is off, it doesn’t 
quite add up.

We look at our brand as our identity. We’ve been 
pretty successful in carving out a very distinct identity 
for Bravo, for example. We know what a Bravo show 
looks like, what a Bravo ad looks like, and we know who 
our audience is even as we try to grow it. We’re doing the 
same thing now with Oxygen, which we acquired only 
about ten months ago. These two cable brands are having 
a phenomenal year.

But let me say right now—as we all know, the world 
has changed significantly over the last few weeks. The 
ugly truth is, since I first talked with Nancy about 
this meeting, GE stock has fallen by nearly 30% and 
American Express … well, I’m sure you know your own 
numbers as well as anyone.

And for financial services—more than for the cable 
television business—the immediate future is cloudy to 
say the least. So many great names, which represented—
we thought—such strength and endurance, now gone or 
greatly diminished.

If there is any positive story to hold on to here, it is 
that we will emerge from this recession, and when we 
do, strong brands like American Express and General 
Electric will still be incredibly important and valuable.

What makes me so convinced of that? Trying to get 
a handle on the cycles of business ups and downs, I’ve 

read up on what some advertisers have faced, going back 
around 100 years. Who has survived? Who was expected 
to, but didn’t? Where was the reverse true, when sure 
“goners” came through tough times stronger than ever?

Compared to when American Express and General 
Electric were founded, today’s talk of “challenges” and 
“tough times” seems a little meek. How about facing into 
AmEx’s first 50 years—Westward Expansion? The Civil 
War? The second 50 didn’t get much smoother—World 
War I … A decade-long nationwide Depression … Oh, 
and World War II.  Now those are some “headwinds.”

Through the lens of advertising and customer 
relations, World War II was a new age in many ways. 
Whatever production there was got diverted to the war 
effort. Some consumer brands folded. But some ran ads 
that said, in effect: “I know you can’t buy our product 
now … but when the war is over, we’ll be there for you.” 
Since then, research shows that advertisers who maintain 
or increase their spending during a recession grow profits 
and market share once a recovery is under way. 

So the work you as marketers are engaged in is more 
important than ever, even—or especially—when the 
bottom line is challenged. 

I have long admired American Express, not least 
for its excellence in marketing, which is truly the gold 
standard, or perhaps I should say the green standard, 
in developing highly effective, pitch-perfect marketing 
campaigns. American Express has carefully crafted its 
brand over a time period lasting more than a century 
and a half.

With my team at NBC Universal—which oversees 
not just Bravo and Oxygen but also iVillage, our 
environmental initiative Green Is Universal, and our 
female-focused cross-marketing effort Women@NBCU—
our notion of brands has evolved from a straight-ahead 
idea of a logo and tagline laid over an age and gender 
demographic into a full lifestyle and behavioral sell. It 
seems clear that if you’re marketing to a first-time parent, 
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its promises of prestige and personal growth. 
Be loyal to your brand and its promises. And, when 

push comes to shove, as it did for me on the phone call 

I mentioned earlier, your customers will be loyal to you, 
even through the tough times.

Thank you very much. 

anne-imelda m. radice

Working Together
OVERCOMING CULTuRAL FEAR AND DIFFERENCES

Address by ANNE-IMELDA M. RADICE, Director of the U.S. Institute of Museum and Library Services 
Delivered to Picturing America symposium at UNESCO, Paris, France, September 30, 2008 

Ambassador Oliver, Chairman Cole, Dignitaries and 
Friends. We have just heard about a program that 

I would venture to say will become a gold standard ex-
ample of what should and can be done in the realm of 
cultural diplomacy. 

It demonstrates the highest quality of scholarship 
and presentation. To my mind, it stands on its own 
in that it does not have a special context. It shows 
different art historical and historical periods of 
American creativity. 

The examples used often depict periods of 
American History which were challenging and not 
shining. It is the work of honest chroniclers who tell a 
story based on art. Its educational and aesthetic appeal 
for an international audience. 

Why is that important? Allow me to try to answer 
with some reflections as a person who has observed and 
participated very modestly in the cultural scene. 

As a practitioner and not an expert, I feel these 
observations have some value within the international 
general public—the audience that we all seek when we 
try to create bilateral and multilateral alliances. 

In the interest of full disclosure, I must state that 
I was at the U.S. Information Agency at the end of 
the 1980s. Among my responsibilities was “Artistic 
Ambassadors,” which some of you will, no doubt, 
remember with a smile. 

Literature about cultural policy in the 
international arena is varied. But I would recommend, 
if you are so inclined, reading Richard Ardt’s 
book, ‘The First Resort of Kings” observations and 
publications by Dr. Cynthia Schneider of Georgetown, 
and any and all government reports about various 
cultural commissions and recommendations. 

American cultural diplomacy—and you hear, I am 
avoidng a definition for now—dates back to the Founders. 

James Madison said in Paris on Sept 20, 1785, “You 
see I am an enthusiast on the subject of the arts. But it is 
an enthusiasm of which I am not ashamed, as its object is 
to improve the taste of my countrymen, to increase their 
reputation, to reconcile to them the respect of the world, 
and procure them its praise.” 

This is all rather straightforward. At its heart, 

however, is an emphasis that success—another subjective 
term—is based on two-way activity….that the citizens of 
the U.S. benefit…that we have something to learn. 

Thomas Paine, Thomas Jefferson and Benjamin 
Franklin were other practitioners of this form of statecraft. 

“Modern” cultural diplomacy began as an 
international partnership to battle the horrors of the Axis. 

This was the time of the birth of the British Council 
and the strengthening of the French Ministry of Culture. 
I think we would all recognize that cultural diplomacy 
at this stage was primarily a means for providing 
information … positive propaganda to battle what was a 
growing threat to the world, Nazism. 

Words are often parsed in the annals of American 
Cultural diplomacy. 

A significant part of recorded history involves 
functions of various entities … and the juxtaposition of 
terms like education, aesthetics, information vs. culture 
and propaganda. 

The frequent challenges and eventual disbanding of 
USIA was, in part, based on this battle of nomenclature 
… and which groups within the governmental 
structure could get the “objectives”—another laden 
term—accomplished. 

With President Roosevelt came a public attempt 
to have a bi-partisan cultural diplomacy and the 
appointment of Nelson Rockefeller as a cultural 
representative reaching out to Latin and South America. 

Rockefeller often clashed with other government 
officials concerned with foreign cultural interests 
because he unabashedly tied commercial interests with 
cultural exchanges. 

He was brave, however, and when needed, privately 
funded exhibitions of modern art. As America moved 
into the 1950s and the horrendous McCarthy debacle, 
such entrepreneurial ventures became shining moments. 

In the 1950s, the Central Intelligence Agency had a 
well-known role in cultural diplomacy, publishing and 
disseminating materials for use abroad. 

It was also during this time that a former general 
named Dwight Eisenhower established a very important 
international component at Columbia University as its 
president—an approach he would take with him to the 
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of mutual respect are some of the nearly invisible fibers. 
However, I continue to hope and we all continue to work 
as individuals to try. 

We must reach through this wall and continue to 
share cultures…one on one. We can see each other 
through this wall…and perhaps we need to have faith in 
the humanity that stands across from us: different, but 

maybe not really different at all. 
So today we celebrate what we hope can be a step 

forward in creating a new era of respect—the kind 
Thomas Jefferson referenced. 

Again congratulations to you, Mr. Chairman, for 
clarity of vision and quality that stands alone. Thank you, 
Madame Ambassador, for your leadership and humanity. 

Generic Medicines
THE GIFT OF INNOVATION

Address by ALEX M. AZAR II, Senior Vice President of Corporate Affairs and Communications, Eli Lilly and Company 
Delivered to the Annual Mentor Dinner, Harris School of Public Policy Studies, University of Chicago, Chicago,  

Illinois, October 14, 2008

Thank you. It’s an honor to speak to this distinguished 
gathering of the Harris School of Public Policy Studies. 
To the students here this evening, your chosen 

field of study could not be more timely. Whatever the 
outcome of the upcoming elections, our leaders will need 
to craft thoughtful policies to mitigate a range of very 
serious problems. 

I have seen the value of well-developed, well-
implemented public policy from both sides — in 
government and in the private sector. I am grateful for 
the commitment you’ve made to a rigorous academic 
program in public policy, and for your mentors’ generous 
contribution of time and expertise to your success and 
the success of this program. 

As a fellow policy wonk, I’d like to discuss with you 
a policy challenge that’s very dear to my heart, and vital 
to all of us — the health and health care of Americans. 
The signs are all around us that health care is headed for 
decisive change, and we all have an important stake in 
the overall direction of our nation’s health care system. 
Although the economic crisis has overshadowed every 
other issue in the presidential campaign, health care 
remains a key concern of voters. 

All the trends that have been driving health care 
toward a crisis are still headed in the same direction. 
Health care costs have perhaps moderated a bit, but they 
are still increasing faster than inflation — and are still on 
track to consume 20 percent of U.S. G.D.P. by 2015. The 
number of uninsured in the United States is nearly 46 
million, according to the latest Census report. 

I want to focus on one critically important aspect of 
health care reform: How do we balance short-term cost 
savings with long-term health? 

Let me share with you my perspective. As Deputy 
Secretary of Health and Human Services, I oversaw all 
HHS programs and operations, including Medicare, 
Medicaid, regulation of food and drugs, medical research, 

and public health. 
In my role at HHS, I often met with my counterparts 

in the health ministries of other countries, and I found 
that my position was unique. Like the others, I was 
responsible for the financing and delivery of health 
care. But my portfolio also included innovation — most 
notably, oversight of the National Institutes of Health 
and the Food and Drug Administration. Unlike my 
colleagues, I had to balance the goals of reducing costs 
and sustaining innovation. This broader perspective also 
helped me appreciate the potential for innovation to 
reduce costs, improve quality, and allay suffering. 

As we struggle with the challenges of health care, 
a narrow focus on costs to the exclusion of innovation 
would be self-defeating. Pharmaceuticals provide 
some striking examples of how innovation can help 
us break out of the box we’re in: • The power of new 
cardiovascular medications in the past 30 years to 
prevent or delay heart disease already has eliminated 
the need for tens of thousands of costly surgeries and 
hospitalizations. • Other medicines have kept thousands 
of patients with mental illnesses from facing institutional 
confinement — both medical and correctional — for 
months or years, often at government expense. • Over 
the last 40 years, the use of medicines has cut in half the 
number of hospital admissions for 12 major diseases, and 
in the last 30 years, new treatments have cut the death 
rate from heart disease by 50 percent. 

I’m all for greater efficiency in health care — and 
there’s plenty of room for improvement — but efficiency 
alone isn’t going to bridge the yawning gap between our 
health care demands and budgets. Instead, we’re left 
with a zero-sum game of rationing — unless we pursue 
innovation that changes the whole equation. 

Tonight I want to discuss the balance and interplay 
of cost control and innovation in health care, and I’ll do 
so in terms of a concrete example — the promotion of 
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don’t get generics or biosimilars either! 
Generic medicines are a great legacy of innovative 

pharma companies. Long after patents expire and we’ve 
recouped our investment in a discovery, generic versions 

continue to help patients worldwide. Thoughtful reform 
of intellectual property protection for pharmaceuticals 
can help ensure that we will continue to benefit from 
this legacy. 

beverly k. eakman
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Thank you for that gracious introduction. And I’d like 
to extend my thanks to the previous speaker, who has 

graciously agreed to aid the terminally clumsy with what 
I’m sure you will find to be some shocking slides. I want 
to be sure that you can see particular segments on each 
zoomed-in.

But I want to give you a little background first 
on how Washington works nowadays, to help you 
comprehend more fully what you are going to see.

Having labored side-by-side with “experts” for the 
feds some 13 years, I discovered that people outside the 
Nation’s Capital have the most extraordinary notion 
that government is about morality: about good versus 
evil. But career bureaucrats view their function quite 
differently. To them, government is about order versus 
chaos; stability versus anarchy. “Evil” would be someone 
who doesn’t return his Form B.

As a civil servant, I learned three lessons about 
government; that

It takes longer to do things quickly;•	
It’s more expensive to do things cheaply; and•	
It’s more democratic to do things covertly. •	

The Washington Times recently published an opinion 
piece by Gary Andres agonizing over election survey 
statistics. He opined that several old conservative 
standbys seemed to be leaning Democrat, while one of 
the liberal constituencies, with the proper incentive, 
might be induced to vote Republican. He capped off his 
musings by asking where all the conservatives had gone. 

Well, after I picked myself off the floor laughing 
… I wrote an acerbic response, which the Times 
actually printed:

“Oh, for crying out loud!” I wrote.
“Look, Jane, look!  See our schools turn out little 

socialists year after year. Watch them compete for 
pet liberal “causes.” Observe the National Education 
Association, its state chapters and spin-offs, lobbying 
for decades while illegally retaining a tax-exempt status. 
Watch patriotism, the Bible and ROTC spin down the 

proverbial toilet.
“See how the school curriculum is watered down 

along with the tests. Notice how steeped they are in 
psychological queries. Read the new school codes, like 
Michigan’s, which specifies that only those who have 
‘earned doctorates in psychology…are qualified to 
interpret tests.’  Say what?  If the ‘tests’ weren’t covert 
mental health surveys, would such a caveat be necessary?

“So now, a liberal education establishment can 
assess and predict just how much of its leftist message, 
embedded in curriculum, will be sopped up by the 
pupils. Great!” 

Yes, the Times printed that!
Most hot-button topics of the day—from global 

warming to globalization—are first tested in the 
educational marketplace by psychologists using 
predictive computer technologies. Disinformation is 
thriving in the nation’s classrooms. Today, I will present 
proof-positive that schools were used as the prototype for 
data-mining throughout the entire U.S. population. I will 
show you how government helps ensure—and enforce—
the radical changes of  ideals and attitudes and thus bring 
about a universal code of thought that others, including 
myself in past years, have alluded to. I am going to 
show you how unique ID numbers are assigned to each 
child, ostensibly by the state, but under the auspices of a 
federal mandate; how each state pretends to craft its own 
ID procedures, then transmits to the federal government 
for cross-matching with other federal data. You are going 
to see hard evidence that educrats, who are not even 
supposed to mention religion, are applying nitty-gritty 
labels like “Nazarene” and “Calvinist” to schoolchildren, 
then categorizing any firm religious belief as “mental 
illness.” You will see documentation of secret videotapes 
showing in “approved” day care/pre-school settings—
which apparently is why government is so hot to 
get every kid into a state-approved “early childhood 
program.” You will also see that data is collected from 
mothers’ records, beginning in their pregnancies.
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A story in Education Week, which is the professional 
newspaper of the education establishment, recently 
applauded the fact that Indiana high-schoolers had 
pitched in to campaign for Barack Obama during the 
primaries. Folks, we lost our conservative base way 
before the 2008 caucuses. We lost it in the schools.

Oh, the media, the pop culture, activist judges and 
influential leftist advocates like the ACLU have all taken 
a shot at us. But when you follow left-leaning career 
journalists, actors, screen writers, judges and attorneys 
back and back, you find one common thread:  Behold!  
They all went to school!  Maybe it was a private school 
or a parochial school. More likely: a public school. But 
even the strict, traditionalist academy I attended in 
Washington, DC, back in the 1950s, has adopted the 
teachings of the radical left. The strait-laced private 
schools of yore now teach global warming as fact, not 
theory; advocate for world government and “evolving” 
interpretations of the Constitution; promote sexual 
“diversity” and undercut national sovereignty. Religion is 
portrayed as a collection of stories for the unenlightened, 
all doctrines being morally equivalent, from Christianity 
to Islam, Wicca and Kwanza.

The reason education reform policies fail is 
that career civil servants stay on through umpteen 
administrations. They are not paid to care if their boss’s 
policy is wrong. They’re paid to carry out the policy. The 
goals of bureaucrats and the goals of elected officials 
simply don’t mesh. Bureaucracies work to increase 
staffs and budgets, aggressively soliciting new tasks, 
and jealously guarding old ones, until today we have 
this monstrous behemoth that is out of control. Child 
“protection” agencies, the Drug Enforcement Agency, 
Homeland Security, the Environmental Protection 
Agency, the Transportation Security Administration, the 
Internal Revenue Service, and the Education Department 
are just seven agencies infamous for bureaucratic overkill 
and obfuscation. Each is assigned quotas of one kind or 
another in order to loosen the purse strings of Congress 
and curry favor with special interests. 

Long-term ramifications of policy initiatives are 
left to so-called “bipartisan” advocacy groups and 
think-tanks. Radicalization is in both cases due to 
dependency upon donations—and most of that money 
now resides in the far left. One of the lone conservative 
newspapers, the Washington Times, for example, just 
got a new editor-in-chief, John Solomon, from its left-
wing competitor, the Washington Post. The trusty USO, 
the United Service Organization, made famous by Bob 
Hope during his Christmas tours to entertain our troops:  
Well, it recently caved to MoveOn.org’s devious offer of 
$350,000—ostensibly to buy phone cards for our troops. 
As you know, MoveOn.org is film producer Michael 
Moore’s brainchild, and he hates our troops, especially as 
they are volunteers.

But it doesn’t stop there. Even Sen. John McCain is 
accepting funds from leftist icon George Soros via Soros’ 
Open Society Institute, an influential liberal advocacy 
group. Why? Because donations from leftists and liberals 
buy legitimacy for conservative candidates. One can’t 
survive without it.

That’s the way the game is played in Washington.
Today, the terms “communism” and “fascism” are 

depicted as passé, despite provocations from totalitarian 
regimes all around us. But just because the Soviet 
Union per se fell apart does not mean the whole leftist 
apparatus broke down, or even went broke. Quite the 
contrary. Now, it’s our side that’s down to a handful of 
patriots, people who still believe in things like national 
sovereignty, self-determination, parental and property 
rights, personal integrity and other things that were 
“givens” only 50 years ago. After the upheavals of the 60s 
and 70s, the closet Marxists and fascists mainstreamed 
themselves and took over the culture—entertainment, 
religious institutions, financial establishments, labor 
unions and, most importantly, schools. Sometimes 
leftists even masqueraded as supporters of conservative 
publications and causes, just to get their foot in the door: 
a “wedge” technique.

When you read biographies of Vladimir Lenin, 
Josef Stalin, Herbert Marcuse, and Kurt Lewin—which, 
of course, our schools never assign—this “wedge” 
technique becomes familiar. A leftist propaganda 
machine ends up leaving its socialist footprint, setting up 
an eventual police state. Venezuela and Bolivia are recent 
cases in point.

The late columnist and author, Dr. Samuel Francis, 
nailed today’s version of the strategy when he coined the 
term “anarcho-tyranny.” Anarcho-tyranny is a campaign 
of planting deliberately mixed messages, coupled with 
the imposition of increasingly petty restrictions and 
intrusive, oppressive “gotcha”-type mandates that curtail 
the everyday activities of law-abiding citizens while 
permitting violent criminals, roving gangs, illegal aliens 
and drug-runners to essentially run amok—always out 
on probation; always getting “credit” for good conduct 
in prison; always miraculously “cured” by mental-health 
professionals; always awash in government freebies, 
compliments of the U.S. taxpayer—unless, of course, it’s 
a policeman or Hollywood celebrity who’s the victim. 
Last June’s Supreme Court decision taking the death 
penalty off the table for child torture-rapists is typical of 
this sort of thinking.

Eventually, the public becomes cynical; local law 
enforcement is demoralized. Local police become 
paralyzed in their attempts to carry out their proper role 
of public safety and, instead, resort to what Dr. Francis 
calls “purely fictitious functions that will raise revenue,” 
as per the headline: Washington Times - PG County 
takes on cluttered lawns and/or Washington Times - PG 
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County takes on cluttered lawns  (both July 2, 2008)]. 
This, of course, enhances the power of…bureaucrats, 
“foster[ing] the illusion that the state is doing its job,” 
as Dr. Francis put it. Think speed bumps; surveillance 
cameras; leash-laws to snag an easy $500; click-it-or-
ticket stops; bicycle-helmet fines; ever-increasing auto 
inspections; complicated recycling rules; and even 
consent forms for youngsters to fill out (as in the State of 
Vermont), authorizing their own parents to peruse their 
library records; arbitrary, unwarranted drug tests at $300 
a pop at many doctor’s offices; and random strip searches 
by school officials looking for aspirin.

But along the Beltway surrounding Washington, 
DC, where I live, every weekend, around 8 p.m. in the 
summers, motorcycle gangs of 15 or so terrorize other 
drivers by careening in and out of traffic at 120 mph. Not 
a single police helicopter or cruiser ever appears, even 
when summoned by cell phone from panicked drivers on 
the roadside!  

Such a nation becomes fertile soil for any charismatic 
character who promises “change,” or to restore order. 
Here we are, to quote Dr. Francis again, with “high-
tech, whiz-bang technologies that Hitler and Mussolini 
would drool over,” but none typically protects law-
abiding Americans, who are victimized by thugs whose 
convictions are overturned on some unfathomable 
technicality, played out by attorneys who see their role 
as games of one-upmanship. Criminal trials take forever, 
cost taxpayers a fortune and generate endless appeals.

Airport security checks often are conducted by 
agents in Moslem headdress in an era, no less, when 
Christian jewelry and prayers are challenged in schools, 
football stadiums, courthouses and other public places. 
Now the TSA is set to station (get this!) some 500 BDO’s 
at airports by the end of the year.iii

What are BDO’s, you ask? “Behavioral Detection 
Officers,” all psychologists, who will monitor not 
just body language, but “micro-expressions”—not of 
suspects, but of anyone in an airport security line who 
raises an eyebrow in a manner that can be interpreted as, 
quote, “disgust, anger, fear or antipathy” to the screening 
process itself. So, regardless of how provocative a TSA 
agent acts, the slightest detection of negativity on the 
part of a passenger (called an “allegation of nonphysical 
interference”) will result in a fine as high as $1,500 and 
loss of reservation; yet, of the some 3,000 complaints 
registered against TSA screeners in 2004, most for 
provocation, not one resulted in disciplinary measures. 

You may already have seen something called the 
“Clear®” lane at a few airports. The pitch is that for only 
$128 a year, a passenger can avoid long security lines by 
submitting biometric fingerprint and iris data, coupled 
to an intensive interview. Supposedly, upon receipt of a 
“Clear®” card (it looks like a credit card); one has passed 
the background check. But by asking the right questions 

of the corporation’s representative—it’s a subsidiary of 
a corporation called Verified Identity Pass, Inc., (VIP, 
get it?)—you discover that, after being greeted politely 
by a smiling “Clear®” employee in a lane adjacent to 
Security, you are shuttled through the same line and 
rigmarole as everybody else, under the watchful eye of 
the not-so-polite TSA. Never mind that the company 
already temporarily “lost” a laptop clients’ containing 
confidential information. Supposedly, nothing vital was 
stolen, but you and I know that file-copying has become 
increasingly sophisticated.

Obviously, this scam has been approved by 
Homeland Security; otherwise it wouldn’t be allowed 
in the airports. So the government is complicit in a 
fraudulent scheme to trick you into paying for a Stasi-
style clearance check, complete with biometric data and 
extensive interview.

All this is the stuff of anarcho-tyranny, as described 
by Samuel Francis. (I call it “Communism in Drag.”) 

In any case, what has evolved here in the United 
States is a government that exists to protect itself, along 
with the various political and financial interests that 
toady to its whims, rather than a government that exists 
to protect you.

Let me share a couple of remarks Josef Stalin made 
to his inner circle during “the Terror” years in Russia, 
1937-39, when his hit squads worked to outdo even 
Hitler and his goons. Stalin said:  “The further we move 
forward [with the detainment of citizens for minor 
transgressions]…the more embittered will the remnants 
of the destroyed exploiter classes become, [and] the 
sooner they will resort to extreme forms of struggle…so 
we [will have an excuse to] arrest them all.” Substitute 
the words “exploiter classes” with “backbone of society” 
(that’s the professional, middle class) and this quote 
becomes chillingly relevant to us.

We forget that Communism and Fascism were, 
and still are, a faith with its own doctrinal “sins.” 
Communism was dedicated to the systematic destruction 
of social classes and the isolation of dissidents and 
mavericks. In America today, we increasingly hear 
statements about “leveling the playing field” and 
“equality of outcomes.” Well, this “playing field” means 
“equity,” and equity equates to decimating the middle 
class, now in progress. The coming generation is the first 
that, for the most part, will not be better off than their 
parents, will not be “upwardly mobile.”

Any maverick, or independent thinker, already 
is viewed as a “loner,” a virtual dissident, and even 
dismissed as mentally ill. The new “faith” is global 
warming (or climate change, if you prefer), and the 
gravest “sin” is leaving a carbon footprint. Meanwhile, 
politicians, educators and the media leave their socialist 
footprint—a global, Marxist-style, redistribution-of-
wealth alliance from which an extravagantly wealthy 
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elite (the Al Gores and Nancy Pelosis, people who make 
hundreds of millions per year, not mere millions) is 
somehow always exempt.

In the Russian provinces, Stalin used to assign 
quotas—people in need of arrest, deportation or killing, 
irrespective of their crime or innocence. His regional 
commissars, ever-anxious to please and earn promotions, 
would fall all over themselves “to surpass each other with 
gigantic numbers of people arrested,” sometimes citing 
only “the look in their eye” as justification, an eerie 
reminder of the coming BDO’s at our nation’s airports. 
Stalin’s chief deputies later conceded this; Nikolai Yezhov 
commented that “if…an extra thousand people are shot...
that is not such a big deal.” Stalin himself remarked: 
“Better an innocent head less, than hesitation….”vii

We are dangerously close to this sort of rationalizing. 
While we aren’t actually killing people yet, we detain, 
inconvenience, humiliate and marginalize inconvenient 
folks without probable cause, often ruining their careers 
and requiring them to pony up huge legal costs to clear 
their names, like John & Patsy Ramsey, in the murder of 
their daughter, JonBenet. Or Scooter Libby, scapegoat in 
the trumped-up Valerie Plame non-incident concocted by 
Democrats. Sometimes we arrest them, too, as in the case 
of the two Border Patrol Agents, Ignacio Ramos and José 
Campean, whose only “crime” was to temporarily injure, 
not kill, an illegal Mexican drug-runner with a history 
of bringing marijuana and other illicit drugs into our 
country. But the action was seen as politically incorrect, 
so the two were sued, then, incredibly, jailed without 
pardons. One has already been sexually assaulted there.

Under such policies, another 9/11-style crisis will 
unleash a frenzy of detainments—against innocent 
taxpayers packing mouthwash, not terrorists packing C-4.

Young people entering the job market—especially 
those becoming aides to legislators on Capitol Hill 
or in the state legislatures—are too poorly schooled 
to see these parallels to Marxist regimes. The lack of 
well-educated staffers also keeps elected officials from 
learning the full history of proposed legislation and 
policy—whether the topic is immigration, energy or 
education. This makes it easier for heavily financed 
agitators on the left to sabotage reform measures.

Take, for example, the drugging of normal, fidgety 
children. State governments are in complicity with their 
federal counterparts at the Department of Education 
and with pharmaceutical moguls, pressuring parents to 
administer cocktails of mind-altering drugs. Rep. Ron 
Paul tried to stop this, but got sabotaged in his efforts. 
Then, he was sidelined in televised debates, despite 
raising historical sums of grassroots funding for his 
presidential campaign. It doesn’t matter whether you like 
Ron Paul or not; he still deserved to be heard.

So, students continue to be drugged—and showered 
with psychological surveys, urging them to reveal 

intimate details about themselves and their families. In 
the mixed-message department, schools order honor-
roll grade-schoolers (as in Arizona) to drop their 
drawers in humiliating random searches for Motrin 
hidden in their underpants!

It was also revealed last June how the Veterans 
Administration lures exhausted, returning veterans into 
lethal psychotropic drug-testing regimens.

One hook was a stop-smoking campaign. When 
smoking becomes less lethal than your government, 
you know we are in trouble! Congress pretended to be 
shocked at the use of unapproved psychotropic drugs 
and subsequent deaths; yet that same august body 
already had passed the New Freedom Initiative in 2004, 
aimed at mandatory psychological screening on every 
individual in America, beginning with school children!

This raises the specter of another parallel with 
Communism:  the use of psychiatry to punish—”punitive 
psychiatry.” One brave lady, Larisa Arap, earned an 
award for enduring, and finally escaping, such a facility 
in Russia a couple of years ago. Because she wouldn’t 
go along with a petty diktat, the government had her 
incarcerated in one of its infamous psychiatric hospitals, 
where she was tortured with cocktails of psychiatric 
drugs that made her sick, then when she still didn’t give 
in, shock treatments. The whole story eventually came 
out in some newspapers, though it was somewhat buried, 
which is another ominous sign.

Look how psychology is being used on Americans—
from the classroom, to those BDO’s in TSA lines, to 
manipulation of the news. This makes it risky indeed 
to be a skeptic on issues critical to government and its 
favored elites. We are pressured to report on parents 
and friends, pressured to seek “counseling” (or “re-
education”) for all kinds of things, pressured to support 
causes we don’t believe.

No wonder most freshman congressional staffers 
buy into “Smart Growth,” mass psychological screening 
and global warming. Even those few who suspect the 
truth (having examined the real technical or scientific 
evidence) know that to express reservations about, say, 
climate change or gay rights is a career-stopper.

No wonder today’s schools revolve around 
psychology and emotionalism: ‘survival and coping 
skills,’ ‘anger management,’ ‘conflict resolution,’ ‘self-
esteem,’ ‘diversity,’ and, of course, personal popularity 
(under the cover of teamwork).

Moreover, “molding public opinion” has become 
an art form. Leftist curriculum is being packaged for 
kids—the harder-hitting ones going to those whose “test” 
scores show they’re not enthusiastically “buying in” to 
the preferred biases.

How? One method is to use “interactive, computer-
based testing and remediation.” Here’s a new generation 
of targeted indoctrination, this one piloted via the 

www.vsotd.com


december 2008

567

science curriculum so that parents holding actual 
degrees in disciplines like physics or chemistry won’t 
interfere in politically charged topics such as global 
warming. This document from the federally funded 
Council of Chief State School Officers’ Task Force 
shows parental views being deliberately pitted against 
school disinformation campaigns.

But this tactic was on the drawing board back in 
1984, when Dustin Heuston of the World Institute for 
Computer-Assisted Technology declared:  “We’ve been 
absolutely staggered by realizing that the computer 
has the capability to act as if it were 10 of the top 
psychologists working with one student. Won’t it be 
wonderful when…no one can get between that child and 
that curriculum?” Conservatives missed it!

Also missed was the fact that leftists don’t really 
care about the issues they plea so passionately—single 
mothers, polar bears, world hunger, American jobs, 
fossil fuels, etc. These are covers, fronts for the real 
agenda of power. Look at the environmental extremists 
who would start forest fires to protest logging. Do you 
think they really care about trees? Or how about the 
extremists in the Tucson area who hired some muscle 
to blow up a McDonalds restaurant to protest the sale 
of hamburger meat? Do you think they really care 

about animals—or any kind of life, for that matter? Of 
course not. These are tactics of the left, re-packaged and 
updated for the 21st Century.

What modern-day leftists do care about is the 
same thing they cared about in the 1930s and 40s:  
separating the bourgeoisie (the middle class) from its 
wallet, eradicating its values and infiltrating traditional 
institutions so that persons of a leftist persuasion 
are recommended for all manner of staff positions. 
Once hired, these staffers show their bosses only the 
research, or constituent letters in the case of legislative 
aides, they think deserve attention, and to that extent 
influence the policy decisions of Congress, state 
legislators and lobbyists.

Far-left mega-organizations, like the National 
Education Association, pioneered hardball leftist training 
centers early on, via their National Training Laboratory. 
There, selected recruits got (and still get) an “extreme 
makeover” as Marxist ideologues. The trainees re-emerge 
as lobbyists, school superintendents and community 
“leaders,” all funded discreetly through second and 
third parties to deflect attention from the real sources, 
like, say, George Soros’  Open Society Institute, or the 
Aspen Institute for Humanistic Studies, or the Carnegie 
Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching, or the 
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation, and on and on.

Understanding these sleights-of-hand is critical if 
one expects to come to grips with the socialist footprint 
now being stamped on America’s religious, journalistic 
and educational institutions. Terms like “best practices” 
and “public-private partnerships” are codes for, in 
essence, bypassing citizens and state’s rights. Again, 
conservatives missed it.

Virtually every federal agency, not just the Education 
Department, The Departments of Labor, Justice, Health 
and Human Services, and so on have Offices and Bureaus 
devoted to education, too. Most people don’t realize this. 
These offices create annual booklets of grant solicitations 
aimed at, say, “prevention.” The Justice Department, 
where I worked, has the Office of Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention. This Office disseminates 
booklets every year—holding out the prize of federal 
dollars to any organization that will create a course or 
a strategy aimed at, say, teen pregnancy, or pollution, or 
drug abuse.

Well, guess what: No proposal has been seriously 
considered for at least 15 years that isn’t imbued with 
a mental “health” perspective. Not a law enforcement 
perspective, not a religious perspective, not a parental 
perspective, or even a scientific perspective, but a 
psychology perspective (mental health, remember?)—a 
field overrun, unfortunately, with leftists and get-rich-
quick psychopharmacologists.

Well, what kind of entities do you think win 
“prevention” grants, then? Left-leaning colleges and 
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universities, foundations, and think-tanks—the same 
luminaries that have been spewing leftist claptrap for 
decades:  the Carnegie Foundation, the Robert Wood 
Johnson Foundation, etc. All are tax-exempt, for practical 
purposes—and “loaded.” They hire professional grant 
writers who make sure to include trendy buzz-terms 
like “carbon footprint,” “unplanned pregnancy,” and 
“depression.” So, over time, dozens of really bad ideas 
become the core around which all curricula and school 
activities (and even TV sitcoms) revolve. Certain values 
and concepts are phased out (independence, excellence, 
family) while others are institutionalized (inter-
dependence, functionality, sexual partner).

One day, parents wake up to a child they no longer 
know. Some of you are probably among them.

Today, schools have a mechanism that allows the 
education establishment to track your child’s emerging 
attitudes and beliefs; in other words, to ascertain just 
how much of the malarkey being dished out in the 
classroom is being absorbed by the student. If the answer 
is, not enough, then a child’s electronic portfolio is 
“flagged.” When that child starts applying to colleges, 
administrators see the flag and either turn down the 
application on some pretense, or they accept the 
applicant, then discourage him from a degree program 
that might lead to leadership and influence.

The University of Delaware is a poster college 
for this type of thing.  A 2007 investigation by the 
Foundation for Individual Rights in Education revealed 
that “incoming freshmen were required to undergo 
[psychological] ‘treatment’ by residence hall apparatchiks 
[known as “R.A.’s,” for short] and forced ‘to adopt highly 
specific, university-approved views ranging from politics 
to race, sexuality…and environmentalism’.” Names were 
taken, and punitive measures assigned to those who 
didn’t go along.

Now, the University of Delaware is a state college 
and must admit eligible state applicants. But prestigious, 
private universities are under no such constraints. They 
can just turn down your kids based on whatever pupils 
have already been tricked into divulging on surveys and 
phony tests at the elementary and secondary levels.

What kind of “tricks” and “phony tests” do I mean?
I often wish I were someone else. [or] I get upset •	
easily at home. The student checks: [a] Very true 
of me, [b] Mostly true of me, [c] Mostly untrue 
of me, [d] Very untrue of me. 
You are asked to dinner at the home of a •	
classmate having a religion much different 
from yours. In this situation I would feel: [a] 
Very comfortable, [b] Comfortable, [c] Slightly 
uncomfortable, [d] Very uncomfortable. 
There is a secret club at school called the •	
Midnight Artists. They go out late at night and 
paint funny sayings and pictures on buildings. I 

would JOIN THE CLUB when I knew … [a] my 
best friend had asked me to join; [b] most of the 
popular students in school were in the club; [c] 
my parents would ground me if they found out 
I joined. 

In the back of the room, I have some recent 
questionnaires from Arizona and Texas schools; you 
can avail yourselves of these if you like, as they are 
inappropriate for mixed company.

But the point is that all of the questions are 
essentially knock-offs of marketing surveys: what-
would-you-do-if queries; confession-style probes; and 
psychological “fishing expeditions.”

Since 9/11, you may recognize all this by another 
name—data-mining. But data-mining actually started 
in the schools back in early 1980s, when it was called 
psychographics:  a combination of socio-economic 
demographics and consumer trends. Psychographics 
is essentially a data-gathering strategy to sell products 
or services, like deciding where to place a new day-
care facility or sell a new kind of cereal. In the process, 
however, personal and political leanings are revealed, and 
since everything is now computerized, it can be cross-
matched, analyzed, and transmitted. Recipients of such 
transmissions include universities, prospective employers 
and government.

Thanks to the federally funded Council of Chief State 
School Officers, beginning in 1976 all local, state and 
federal computers were required to be made compatible 
for information-sharing. Today, that process is complete.

As a consequence, psychographics morphed into 
data-mining. This has facilitated psychological profiling 
and dossier-building inside and outside the school 
setting. An example of this can be seen in the title of this 
article from the American Research Education Journal, 
“Data-Mining Journals and Books: Using the Science of 
Networks to Uncover the Structure of the Educational 
Research Community.” This professional periodical gives 
away the connection between data-mining and education 
right in the title. To that end, personal data may be 
“clustered,” as in [EXHIBITS B 3], in which friendships 
by gender and race—two fields that are supposed to be 
serious “no-no’s” in school questionnaires—are tracked 
and monitored. This sort of information is aligned with 
data points like this [EXHIBIT B-4/5], which I had to 
split to fit it all on here intact. Now, you need to take 
a hard look at this split exhibit, because it exemplifies 
the outrageous trend of tracking private purchases of 
everyday items for political purposes.

Supposedly, it is just a list of liberal versus 
conservative books purchased through Amazon, with a 
secondary list of books that could go into the either-or 
category. But how did the source, Krebs, bottom right, 
get this? And who analyzed it? Did it actually include 
more than online purchases from one outlet, such as the 
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individual friendships, clustered by race and gender in 
the preceding exhibit? Did it include other online book 
outlets? After all, there are plenty of online bookstores, 
and it is a fairly easy matter to access them all.

The question is troubling because The National 
Longitudinal Study from the National Center for 
Education Statistics, which is part of the Department 
of Education lasted from 1988-2000. The parental 

information from Amazon, matched against children’s 
current opinions on school surveys, can be powerful 
determinants of future political behavior, and technology 
is now to the point where I such information can follow 
kids from pre-school through college, on into the 
workplace, as per [EXHIBIT C-3].

This is one of those covert, “whiz-bang 
technologies” that the late Samuel Francis says Hitler 
and Mussolini would have “drooled over.” Ralph 
Tyler, the famous late behavioral testing pioneer, and 
his co-writer, Richard Wolf, put it this way: The need 
for deception in testing sometimes outweighs privacy 
considerations because there “are occasions in which 
the test constructor [finds it necessary] to outwit the 
subject so that he cannot guess what information he is 
revealing.” Thus:  a backhanded admission that “testing” 
is actually “profiling.”

Another colleague, Walcott Beatty, admonished 
that the effort to capture “noncognitive” [or ‘non-
factual’] details on students’ lives must “avoid the 
appearance of [being] a national initiative.” In other 
words, a hidden agenda.

Scoring is based upon knee-jerk emotions, not a 
thoughtful consideration of facts. The result is called a 
behavioral baseline—retained in databases for posterity. 
The word “test” is replaced with “assessment” for a 
reason—because an assessment is not a test, as per these 
four quotes uncovered from North Central Regional 
Educational Laboratory.

While test and assessment cannot be reliably •	
distinguished technically, the difference…is of 
symbolic importance.” “[L.A. Shepard] reserves 
test for ‘traditional standardized developmental 
and pre-academic measures’ and uses the term 
assessment to refer to more developmentally 
appropriate procedures for observing and 
evaluating young children…”
“Assessment is the process of gathering •	
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information about children in order to make 
decisions about their education. Teachers obtain 
useful information about children’s knowledge, 
skills, and progress by observing, documenting, 
and reviewing children’s work over time…”
“Assessment is the process of observing, •	
recording and otherwise documenting…”
“Assessment involves the multiple steps of •	
collecting data on a child’s development and 
learning…”

And one more from the NCES Statistical Standards, 
May 2002

“An assessment is any systematic procedure •	
for obtaining information from tests and other 
sources that can be used to draw inferences 
about characteristics of people, objects, or 
programs.”

Today, hundreds of seemingly unrelated pieces of 
data that reveal political leanings and parental views are 
fed into a “predictive” computer algorithm. What’s a 
predictive computer algorithm? Well, it’s a mathematical 
formula that sifts masses of information, then predicts 
what a person will probably do, given various 
hypothetical scenarios. The idea behind computerized 
prediction is that we are emotional, impulsive creatures 
and that the rational mind can be overridden. Of 
course, a person can change his, or her, mind, but the 
information itself can be cut and pasted just like the tape 
of a film on an editing-room floor. You and your child 
have no way of knowing what has been kept, and what 
has been deleted, and the legal system really is behind 
the curve on this.

Am I saying that every person’s computerized 
opinions are being tracked, analyzed and monitored 
every minute of the day, right now?

No, that’s not yet economically feasible, or even 
necessary. It all depends on who needs to know. Who 
needs to know? Maybe nobody—unless you (or your 
children, at some point) run for election, are tapped for a 
political appointment, offend a politically correct group, 
or sit on a controversial committee.

The point is, predictive tracking and monitoring 
can be done, now, today, and information presumed to 
be confidential means, in legal jargon, “need to know,” 
not “anonymous.” It can be taken out of context and 
disseminated any time.

Once computerization became truly practical, 
marketing agencies started hiring statisticians with 
concurrent degrees in psychology. Marketing moguls 
have long known that the best predictor of what 
consumers might buy tomorrow was whatever they 
bought yesterday—your “purchase history.” In the late 
1970s, political experts realized that the same could be 
said for what a person believes. 

Do you believe that 2 + 2 = 4? Do you believe 

that George Washington was the first President of this 
country? Do you believe that a republic is superior to 
a monarchy? Do you believe that someone is following 
you? Do you believe naughty children need drugs to 
control behavior? Do you believe you should take a drug 
if you are discouraged?

See how educrats get away interconnecting mental 
health and academics? It all hinges on the term “belief.” 
People didn’t pick up on this ploy until it was too late, 
and now it doesn’t matter whose hands the technology is 
in—conservatives, liberals, “greens,” or leftists. We’re in 
big trouble regardless.

Whether the product being “sold” is coffee, “same-
sex marriage,” or a candidate for public office, the best 
predictor of what you (or a voting bloc) will do in the 
future is whatever you did (or didn’t do) in the past—
what you may have believed in the past, or supported 
in the past. Much of this can be found in computerized 
public records—magazine subscriptions, religious 
and political affiliations, favorite charities and causes, 
shopping habits, hobbies, movie rentals.

Now the technology has “morphed” again. 
Computers have been made so adept at cross-matching 
and linking information, that special interests are 
actually enticed to buy your data—pharmaceutical 
companies; philanthropies; colleges; political strategists; 
insurance and credit companies. The August issue of 
Smart Money magazine describes how a “new industry of 
information brokers has sprung up” for the sole purpose 
of selling data culling according to a client’s needs. The 
“clients” include government. “Micro-targeting” enables 
any person or entity to look for particular kinds of 
individuals, or even zero in on someone in particular.

Schools started interspersing psychological 
questions within legitimate academic tests, without 
parents’ knowledge or consent beginning about 
1980. Testing companies borrowed from clinical 
questionnaires like the Personality Assessment 
Inventory, Depression Adjective Checklist, Emotional 
Problems Scale, Defense Mechanisms Inventory, with 
questions like “What does your urine smell like?” and 
“What do you hate most about your mother?” Many 
questions are deliberate Catch-22’s, making them more 
like interrogations than surveys.

By canvassing for opinions and preferences, 
technically known as “value and lifestyle data,” and 
cross-matching public records with private ones—library, 
medical, title, health, insurance and stock and financial 
records; census data; etc.—analysts can micro-target a 
search:  Thus, that left-wing/right-wing exhibit on books 
from Amazon I showed you. The Smart Money article 
described how Hillary Clinton’s campaign rented out 
mailing lists of her donors to InfoUSA, one of the nation’s 
largest information brokers, which had already paid 
her husband, Bill, some $3.3 million in consulting fees 
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and raised millions more, via its CEO, for other, earlier 
Clinton campaigns. Yet, as NY Senator, Hillary had the 
gall to sponsor a personal-data-abuse bill.

Washington working the way it does, she could 
be assured that the measure would die quickly, so it 
didn’t matter.

All this brings up covert, pre-assigned ID coding, 
which government agencies swear doesn’t exist. So brace 
yourselves; this is where it starts getting really ugly, 
beginning with this website:

STUDENT UNIQUE INDENTIFIER (NDE •	
Uniq ID) Steps to assigning Student Unique 
ID’s www.nde.ne.us.nssrs, updated  
January 2, 2008

Now, I picked a state at random, Nebraska, but it 
could have been just about any state—which means, this 
is a national initiative, with the state serving as the “fall 
guy.”  The state education agency (that’s the state arm of 
the U.S. Dept. of Education) establishes the procedures 
and pretends to write its “own” training manuals for 
how to assign a unique identifying number to every 
student. All such “procedures” are written with a word 
or phrase changed here and there, or in a different order, 
and legislators and the press fall for it. In fact, all state 
procedures are virtually identical. Once the kid’s state-
supplied ID number is in the bag, so to speak (in this 
case the Nebraska Department of Education’s “Uniqu-
ID”), the state can transmit to the feds, or anywhere 
else, for that matter. The interesting thing about this is 
the Unique Student Number, assigned by the state, and 
the Social Security number, assigned by the feds, are 
going to be cross-matched—in ways that will make your 
jaw drop.

But so far, what does this tell you? That the scheme 
is a federal initiative!  Why? With the Social Security 
Number, it has to be.

There are three levels of searches: “Simple,” 
“Advanced,” and “State ID-Search mode.” Which brings 
us to how they find the really difficult stuff on kids and 
their families the drill-down “Finder” method.

Now, some people move or change names and, so, 
are harder to find. Or some information is technically 
off-limits, like religious beliefs and some medical 
records. Computer specialists then must peel the onion 
to a deeper level. This is called “drill-down,” using a 
restricted electronic code (“Finder”) coupled to, of 
course, the “Unique-ID.” 

I got into the “Finder” file just before it was closed 
off. Apparently, someone at the other end realized a 
search was afoot via a “back door” of sorts, and that it 
wasn’t their own guys. I was trying to decide which were 
most important and suddenly got a “restricted File” pop-
up, so I started saving and printing as fast as I could.

Now, there were over 700 data elements, so I had 
to skip most of them. I skipped down to where I saw 

“Religious Affiliation,” which is supposed to be off-limits 
for educators. I mean, they aren’t even supposed to put 
up red and green paper at Christmastime. 

Now, for educators, who aren’t even supposed to 
know, much less teach, the difference between, say, 
Calvinism, Nazarene and Pentecostal, it’s mighty strange 
that schools are supposed to label a child with one of 
some 29 religions.

One of the entries on the site asks the “number of 
forms” used in an assessment. What does that signify? 
Well, it means there is more than one version of an 
assessment—they’re “micro-targeting,” remember? That 
means wording the questions just right. So, how do they 
sort out who got what version? Can someone tell me? 
That’s right:  “Unique-ID”!  That proves that there are 
indeed 712 elements per assessment.

Another insight I found is a space for the “scoring 
vendor.” All right, this is a test, folks (I’m a former 
schoolteacher, remember, so it’s a hard habit to break):  
Who is approved to score assessments? What did I say in 
that Letter to the Editor? Yes, psychologists, “only people 
with earned doctorates in psychology,” are approved 
to score or analyze assessments!  So the vendor has to 
hire… who? Yes, behavioral psychologists.

They even go so far as to have a section entitles “Use 
of Manipulatives.” Just like behavioral testing pioneer, 
Ralph Tyler and his colleague, said:  that sometimes it 
is important to trick the respondent, to deceive him, 
so that he doesn’t know how much information he is 
actually revealing.

If you get a chance go to the Handbook of the 
National Center for Education Statistics at www.nces.
ed.gov/programs/handbook.com. You will find proof 
of the predictive algorithms I discussed earlier, the 
formulas that will forecast your kids’ probable political 
behaviors based on the responses he or she provides on 
assessments and surveys. There is also a section that 
carries an extra zinger by saying that the information 
may be used to provide “supplemental services.” The 
nature of those services include more screening and 
self-reporting. If these suggest “emotional disturbance” 
or “depression,” as described in, then counseling 
services, resulting in psychiatric drugs will probably be 
the outcome.

It doesn’t stop there. There is an incredibly 
detailed level of invasiveness, all automated, or 
required:  every aspect of a child’s teeth and dental 
work, pre-natal observations of the mother, such as 
weight gain during pregnancy, gestational age of child 
at birth, and birth weight.

In other words, Ladies, while you were at the 
hospital in labor, your government was laboring to 
circumvent the privacy laws. This tells you how much 
that HIPAA privacy “agreement” you have to sign every 
time you walk into a new doctor’s office or pick up a 
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prescription at the pharmacy is worth. Can we say zero?
I also found a copyright-protected, restricted-use 

longitudinal data file. This was evidence of surreptitious 
data-gathering via an “electronic codebook,” going back 
to birth and pre-school. The focus was social skills, rated 
by psychologists using a Social Rating Scale. 

The copyright protection notice is a ploy to 
discourage parents, the press or legal observers from 
perusing the file.

Now, the final atrocity: What you see here is a father’s 
questionnaire, but this is typical for both parents, with 
penalties for refusing. [EXHIBIT J-1 thru J-6]  This is 
why I said a minute ago that the wise parent will be sure 
the pre-school or early-childhood program is “approved.”

Notice first the OMB number on the top of this cover 
sheet [EXHIBIT J-1]. “OMB” is a federal code that stands 
for the Office of Management & Budget. Notice the bar 
code in the bottom right. Then look at the blank box at 
the top right, which asks the proctor to input a bar code 
there, too. What bar code would that be? Anyone? 

Yes, Sir:  It’s the Unique-ID code. The bar code at the 

bottom is the version of the questionnaire itself, and it’s on 
every single page of the survey. Can anybody guess why?

Hey! I’m impressed with you guys. Yes, they are 
going to rip the pages apart and send them to the 
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appropriate behavioral expert for analysis.
So much for the “anonymous” nature of this survey!
Look at these questions. These are reduced photos, 

so you’d know I didn’t make this up. 
But J-5 is the jaw-dropper:  “When did you first 

hold your child?” Followed by multiple choices!  But 
to me, the biggest barf-bagger is J-6:  During those 
“approved” day care settings—obviously the reason they 
are “approved”—is that someone is videotaping your 
interactions (see highlighted boxes) with your toddler, 
probably behind a fake mirror, testing your “social 
cues,” “responsiveness,” or perceived lack thereof. This 
provides government child protection agencies with an 
excuse to label your child with a psychiatric problem or 
developmental delay, as per EXHIBIT J-7—and hold the 
threat of child removal over your head, should you ever 
become “difficult” down the road.

If you recall, under the quietly passed New Freedom 
Initiative in 2004 (to screen the entire U.S. population 
for mental illness), parents were to be scrutinized right 
after schoolchildren. Well, hello!  It’s now 2008, and 
mandatory questionnaires from parents like the one 
you just saw, along with covert videotapes of parents 
interacting with their toddlers, signal an audacious 
overreach by agents of government. As sure as night 

follows day, we’ll get parent-licensing legislation out 
of this scheme. In fact, it’s in the pipeline, via Senate 
Bill S.1375, called the “Mothers Act,” debated in 
Congress last spring. Harvard Medical School’s dissident 
psychiatrist, Dr. Joseph Glenmullen, warns that the 
questionnaires slated for the Mothers Act (quote) “may 
look scientific,” but “when one examines the questions 
asked and the scales used, they are utterly subjective 
measures”—just like the school questionnaires aimed 
at depression and other psychological issues. So, here’s 
another bill that’s fraudulent and violates informed 
consent, too.

Suppose a parent’s viewpoints don’t pass muster 
(whatever that is in 10 years). Too bad, you’ll be 
penalized for having kids!  Could children be removed 
from homes by overzealous state child protective 
agencies? Well, you tell me… Quotas, remember? 
Increasing child removals means what? Bigger budgets!

So, dossiers are emerging from dozens of 
computers at the local, state and federal levels, all 
communicating with one another. There’s no need for 
one humungous computer, like most people imagine. 
There’s nothing to stop transmissions from the dozens 
of smaller ones “talking” to each other from landing 
on the desk of a corporate executive, college admission 
officer or FBI agent.

The marriage of computerized data-collection and 
educational indoctrination continues to evolve, fulfilling 
the objectives of early leftists like Paul Popenoe, editor 
of old American Eugenics Society journal—and yes, 
that means just what you think it means—who wrote 
that “the educational system should be a sieve, through 
which all children are passed. It is very desirable,” he 
said, “that no child escape inspection.”

The dots go back to education, folks. Young people 
have no idea how we got re-routed from the Founders’ 
original ideals. Most parents themselves couldn’t tell 
their kids how we got here—via movers and shakers 
like Brock Chisholm, John Rawlings Rees, A.S. Neill, 
Albert Segal, Ewen Cameron, Chester Pierce, Otto Gross, 
Wilhelm Steckel, Kurt Lewin, Wilhelm Reich, Emma 
Goldman, Max Eastman, Erich Fromm, Archie LaPointe, 
Willard Wirtz, Antonio Gramsci, Theodor Adorno, 
Herbert Marcuse, G. Stanley Hall, and on and on.

Hardly any school—public or private—covers these 
influential moguls. Yet, every one rejected traditional 
notions about right and wrong. Every one indicated that 
religious convictions are a sign of mental illness. Every 
one urged inspection of children and parents for signs of 
dogmatism, inflexibility and paranoia.

Why isn’t everyone throwing a national hissy fit? 
Because most people never see this stuff; they have no 
understanding of what it is they’re fighting!

So we have a choice to make. Get in some 
bureaucratic faces, or just hope something will turn up. 
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Ronald Reagan noted that: “Freedom is never more than 
one generation away from extinction. We didn’t pass it 
to our children in the bloodstream. It must be fought for, 
protected, and [passed] on…,” he said, “or we will spend 
our sunset years telling our…children’s children what it 
was like in the United States [when] men were free.”

Well, he got that one right. Already, we are telling 

our children’s children what it was like to get on an 
airplane with our luggage and just sit down, to say the 
Pledge of Allegiance and the Lord’s Prayer in school and 
not be hassled or sued, to speak our peace on political 
topics and not be sent to mandatory counseling. So 
what’s next…or are we’re going to lose it all?

Thank you. 
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