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WSJ's Weekend Interview is with Larry Arnn, President of Hillsdale College. A 
school, which in a weak moment in the late 60's, conferred a degree on Pickerhead.  
... “The overwhelming argument now for education—at all levels and from the government—is 
that it’s a preparation to make you a better factor of production,” Mr. Arnn says. By way of 
response, he quotes Churchill, which he can do better than most. From 1977-80, while studying 
in London, Mr. Arnn assisted Martin Gilbert, Churchill’s authorized biographer, with research, 
conducting interviews and sorting through official papers. As we sit in Hillsdale’s office in 
Washington and Mr. Arnn relates Churchill’s thoughts on education, the British statesman 
glowers down at us from a large painting on the wall.  

“Engines were made for men, not men for engines,” Churchill said at the University of Miami in 
1946. “Expert knowledge, however indispensable, is no substitute for a generous and 
comprehending outlook upon the human story with all its sadness and with all its unquenchable 
hope.” 

Yet the humanities have fallen on hard times. Unquenchable hope is all well and good, a critic 
might say, but it doesn’t pay the electric bill. This spring Sweet Briar College, a century-old 
liberal-arts school in Virginia with about 700 students, announced that it would soon close its 
doors for good. The college’s president lamented that financial obstacles couldn’t be overcome, 
and that too few young people were interested in attending a rural school in the Blue Ridge 
Mountains. “We are 30 minutes from a Starbucks,” he said. 

That’s about 10 minutes closer to a Starbucks than Hillsdale. When I point this out to Mr. Arnn, 
he replies that students can get their coffee fix at A.J.’s Cafe on campus—but he takes the 
point. “Hillsdale College is 40 minutes from anywhere,” he says. “And you know, also, it’s cold 
up there, and small. The town’s small. We think of those as advantages. Because you need to 
come to college for the right reason. They’re not coming to our place for the beach. We like 
that—and manage to recruit, better and better.” 

Figures provided by the college bear this out: In 1996, Hillsdale had 1,131 students, whose 
average high-school GPA was 3.5. Slightly over half—56%—hailed from outside Michigan. Last 
year undergraduates numbered 1,437. Their average high-school GPA was 3.8, and two-thirds 
came from out of state. 

This is all the more impressive considering that Hillsdale students aren’t allowed to receive 
federal aid, such as Pell grants. In 1966 Hillsdale’s board decided the school wouldn’t accept 
any money directly from the government. “We thought that direct aid to the colleges was 
illegitimate,” Mr. Arnn says. “We’re the trainers of citizens and statesman. If the government 
funds us, it’s controlling that process.” ... 

  
  
John Fund posts on the election in Turkey.  
It’s hard to exaggerate the importance of Turkey’s election yesterday. President Recep Tayyip 
Erdogan has run a one-man political show in Turkey for 13 years with his AK party dominating 
politics. It has now in the words of the BBC “has just taken a very big kick” and Turkey’s 
democracy will be the better for it. 



While Turkey grew economically under Erdogan, he increasingly engaged in arbitrary measures, 
from curtailing judicial independence to trying to shut down social-media platforms like Twitter 
he didn’t like. He announced during the campaign he was hoping the AKP would win enough 
seats (367 are needed to change the constitution directly, 330 to call a referendum to change 
the system) to amend the constitution to give the job of president much more power. 

Instead, Erdogan’s party lost almost ten percentage points, down to 41 percent. ... 

  
  
Kevin Williamson writes on the politicians who campaign against their citizens.  
We are ruled by criminals. 

Consider the case of Rodney Thompson, the school superintendent in Berkeley County, S.C., 
who is currently collecting a $168,714 salary while he awaits trial on a public-corruption charge 
related to the misuse of government resources for a political campaign. 

The campaign in question was a referendum to raise taxes in order to facilitate more spending 
on schools — no surprise that the school managers were all-in behind it. Thompson has been 
indicted on a misdemeanor charge; the district’s press officer was indicted on a similar charge 
and then on a felony forgery charge — investigators say she doctored documents to mislead 
them. The interim superintendent serving while Thompson’s legal troubles are sorted out is 
under investigation in the affair as well. 

Never forget: They do it for the children. 

This sort of thing is as common as dirt. Conservative activists complain — and have produced 
evidence — that school personnel in Jefferson County, Colo., did exactly the same thing, using 
public resources to campaign for a tax hike, the purpose of which was to increase their 
paychecks and decrease their workloads. Other critics have raised questions about the district’s 
financial arrangements with a firm that supported the tax-hike campaign. Construction 
companies, as it turns out, adore government-school building projects. 

In Connecticut, a Waterbury smoke shop was the locus of a federal conspiracy and election-law 
investigation related to the congressional campaign of Chris Donovan, a Democratic activist 
who had been speaker of the state house. His campaign finance director and a longtime aide 
have been convicted. The complaints against them included — this will not surprise you — the 
misuse of public resources for campaign purposes. 

And so it goes. ... 

  
Slate Star Codex with a rambling post on Bernie Sanders' suggestion that college 
should be free to all. It closes with this;  
... If I were Sanders, I’d propose a different strategy. Make “college degree” a protected 
characteristic, like race and religion and sexuality. If you’re not allowed to ask a job candidate 
whether they’re gay, you’re not allowed to ask them whether they’re a college graduate or not. 
You can give them all sorts of examinations, you can ask them their high school grades and 
SAT scores, you can ask their work history, but if you ask them if they have a degree then that’s 
illegal class-based discrimination and you’re going to jail. I realize this is a blatant violation of my 
usual semi-libertarian principles, but at this point I don’t care. 



  
  
Ann Althouse posts on the anti-Semitic slur tossed towards Bernie Sanders by 
NPR's Diane Rehm.  
... It was only last weekend that Bernie Sanders shocked the Clinton campaign in the Wisconsin 
straw poll by getting 41% to Hillary's 49%. He's not an amusing sideline anymore. What can be 
done to keep Democrats from drifting his way? 
 
An outright lie about him doesn't work, does it? Well, yes it does! It made everyone take notice 
that Bernie Sanders is Jewish. He's not an Israeli citizen. That's cleared up, but the impression 
remains: He's Jewish. That stirs up any free-floating anti-Jewishness that may be useful to his 
opponent. It stirs up suspicion that Sanders feels affiliated with Israel in a way that is 
inconsistent with the American presidency. I'm sure many people hadn't even noticed that 
Sanders is Jewish, and now we all know that, and we know additional facts. From the first link 
above, which goes to Politico: "Sanders, who is Jewish, has visited Israel several times and 
spent several months working on a communal farm called a Kibbutz in the 1960s." 
 
That's all powerfully useful to Hillary. Am I supposed to believe this was a mere oopsie by a nice 
old lady? She's 78, give her a pass? Did you know Diane Rehm is an Arab? 

  
David Bernstein posts on Rehm's slur in Volokh Conspiracy.  
... I’m not suggesting that Rehm herself is hostile to Jews in any way. In fact, the opposite may 
very well be true; in educated American mainstream liberal circles, the level of anti-Semitism is 
quite low, which can lower can lower the “immune system” of liberals like Rehm when real anti-
Semitism pops up. Even the individuals noted above–Cole, Bromwich, etc.–likely have nothing 
against Jews, per se; they just are hostile to Israel or at least its current policies. 

As a result, in some cases they don’t mind playing on age-old anti-Semitic themes to advance 
their agenda. In other cases, they are so certain that their negative views of Israel are correct 
that they truly can’t believe that anyone would disagree with them unless they were blinded by 
loyalty to Israel. When they make what might otherwise seem to be scurrilous accusation, they 
are not being disingenuous. 

In any event, strange accusations about supporters of Israel, especially Jewish supporters, have 
become sufficiently commonplace that what should have seemed like an obvious anti-Semitic 
hoax didn’t ring any alarm bells. ... 

  
  
Speaking of H. Clinton, this is from a post by Instapundit linking to Nick Gillespie's 
interview with Camille Paglia.  
Paglia; ... “Hillary is a mess. And we’re going to award the presidency to a woman who’s 
enabled the depredations and exploitation of women by that cornpone husband of hers? The 
way feminists have spoken makes us blind to Hillary’s record of trashing [women]. They were 
going to try to destroy Monica Lewinsky. It’s a scandal! Anyone who believes in sexual 
harassment guidelines should have seen that the disparity of power between [Bill] Clinton and 
Monica Lewinsky was one of the most grotesque ever in the history of sex crime. He’s a sex 
criminal! We’re going to put that guy back in the White House? Hillary’s ridden on his coattails.” 
... 
  



 
 
 

  
  
WSJ  -  Weekend Interview 
Liberal Arts for Conservative Minds 
Hillsdale College takes no federal or state money—but bureaucrats are still plotting ways 
to regulate its affairs.  
by Kyle Peterson 

If it weren’t for Plato, Larry Arnn would have been a lawyer—though it is difficult to imagine him 
in a courthouse filing terse procedural briefs. The president of Hillsdale College for 15 years, Mr. 
Arnn seems like a born professor. Ask about the 2016 election or the state of higher education, 
and it isn’t long before he’s quoting, in a soft voice with a hint of southern drawl, Winston 
Churchill, the Lincoln-Douglas debates, or the book that changed his life, Plato’s “Republic.” 

It was 1974, and Mr. Arnn was a senior in politics at Arkansas State University, down the road 
from his small hometown. He was required to take a course on political thought taught by a 
professor with a reputation for toughness. The two got into a philosophical tangle. “He wiped the 
floor with me—and showed me that the most interesting things in the world were not of interest 
to me, and I felt terrible about it,” Mr. Arnn says. “I can remember he said to me, ‘By the way, 
this thing justice, don’t you care about it? Does it not interest you at all?’ ” 

Mr. Arnn says he began thinking about the higher questions—and he wanted more. “Instead of 
going to law school, I called my dad and I said, ‘Dad I’m going to go to graduate school,’ ” Mr. 
Arnn recalls. “He said, ‘What are you going to do with that?’ And I said, ‘I’m going to know it.’ ” 

That ethos, of seeking knowledge for its own sake, is what has guided Hillsdale College since its 
founding in 1844. The liberal-arts school has about 1,500 students and is located a couple of 
hours west of Detroit in Hillsdale, Mich., a town of 8,000. Two things, primarily, brought the 
college to prominence: its refusal to take any money from the state or federal government, and 
its classical curriculum based on great books, the Western tradition and the American founding. 

There was a time when studying such things was synonymous with a university education. But 
nowadays they are often shunted aside in favor of technical training, or they are treated as 
optional, choices no better than any other at the curriculum buffet. The American Council of 
Trustees and Alumni reported in April that English majors at many top schools aren’t required to 
take a class on Shakespeare, though they are often forced to study what the colleges term 
“diasporic literature” or “non-canonical traditions.” At Hillsdale, every student takes two great-
books courses that run from Homer and Aeschylus to Whitman and Frost. 

“The overwhelming argument now for education—at all levels and from the government—is that 
it’s a preparation to make you a better factor of production,” Mr. Arnn says. By way of response, 
he quotes Churchill, which he can do better than most. From 1977-80, while studying in London, 
Mr. Arnn assisted Martin Gilbert, Churchill’s authorized biographer, with research, conducting 
interviews and sorting through official papers. As we sit in Hillsdale’s office in Washington and 
Mr. Arnn relates Churchill’s thoughts on education, the British statesman glowers down at us 
from a large painting on the wall.  



“Engines were made for men, not men for engines,” Churchill said at the University of Miami in 
1946. “Expert knowledge, however indispensable, is no substitute for a generous and 
comprehending outlook upon the human story with all its sadness and with all its unquenchable 
hope.” 

Yet the humanities have fallen on hard times. Unquenchable hope is all well and good, a critic 
might say, but it doesn’t pay the electric bill. This spring Sweet Briar College, a century-old 
liberal-arts school in Virginia with about 700 students, announced that it would soon close its 
doors for good. The college’s president lamented that financial obstacles couldn’t be overcome, 
and that too few young people were interested in attending a rural school in the Blue Ridge 
Mountains. “We are 30 minutes from a Starbucks,” he said. 

That’s about 10 minutes closer to a Starbucks than Hillsdale. When I point this out to Mr. Arnn, 
he replies that students can get their coffee fix at A.J.’s Cafe on campus—but he takes the 
point. “Hillsdale College is 40 minutes from anywhere,” he says. “And you know, also, it’s cold 
up there, and small. The town’s small. We think of those as advantages. Because you need to 
come to college for the right reason. They’re not coming to our place for the beach. We like 
that—and manage to recruit, better and better.” 

Figures provided by the college bear this out: In 1996, Hillsdale had 1,131 students, whose 
average high-school GPA was 3.5. Slightly over half—56%—hailed from outside Michigan. Last 
year undergraduates numbered 1,437. Their average high-school GPA was 3.8, and two-thirds 
came from out of state. 

This is all the more impressive considering that Hillsdale students aren’t allowed to receive 
federal aid, such as Pell grants. In 1966 Hillsdale’s board decided the school wouldn’t accept 
any money directly from the government. “We thought that direct aid to the colleges was 
illegitimate,” Mr. Arnn says. “We’re the trainers of citizens and statesman. If the government 
funds us, it’s controlling that process.”  

Then Washington asserted that it could still regulate Hillsdale, since its students accepted 
federal scholarship money. So in 1984 the school barred that, too, enlisting donors and setting 
up its own financial-aid program. The average Hillsdale student last year received $17,317 in 
gifts and loans, according to the college. 

Cutting these strings has allowed the college to remain independent. Mr. Arnn says Hillsdale 
has no direct contact with the army of bureaucrats at the Education Department, whose hulking 
Lyndon Baines Johnson Building occupies half a city block a mile from where we sit.  

For example, Hillsdale, which believes in colorblind admissions, doesn’t have to report to the 
government statistics on the racial breakdown of its campus, so it doesn’t collect that data. If 
you ask Mr. Arnn how many, say, Hispanic students are on campus, he will reply that he has no 
idea. “It’s hugely better if you can just ignore all that stuff,” he says, “and we can.” 

But Mr. Arnn says that during the last term of President George W. Bush, creative bureaucrats 
figured out a new way to assert control: through the independent accrediting agencies that 
evaluate college programs. “In the ’60s the federal government designated them as the pathway 
to eligibility for the federal money,” he says. “None of that means beans to us, but now the 
accrediting agencies are living under standards the Department of Education gives them.” 

He says the tone of accreditation has already changed, that what used to be a discrete process 
every decade or so has turned into frequent requests for snippets of information online. The 



balance of power has already shifted, he worries. “Now the question,” he says, “is what are they 
going to do with it?” 

When we meet, Mr. Arnn is in Washington to accept a Bradley Prize. The award is one of the 
most prestigious in the conservative sphere. Mr. Arnn’s citation states that Hillsdale 
“perpetuates, through liberal education and sound learning, religious liberty and intelligent piety.” 
(Two Journal editorial-page writers and several contributors have won Bradleys.) 

The college’s free monthly publication, Imprimis, which adapts into print speeches delivered on 
Hillsdale’s campus, now goes to 2.9 million subscribers. In 2011 Hillsdale began offering free 
10-week online courses, beginning with one on the Constitution, and more than 750,000 people 
have now participated. “The college is radiating more than it used to,” Mr. Arnn says. 

Before coming to Hillsdale, Mr. Arnn was president of the Claremont Institute, a think tank in 
California that he founded with three other graduate students in 1979. How do grad students 
decide to start a think tank? “Drink some wine. And, you know, having conversations about the 
good. That’s how we did it,” he says. “We were ambitious and stupid, and both helped.” 

The institute’s first program, the Publius fellowships, brings together young people for intense 
study of political philosophy and the American founding. (I was a Publius fellow in 2011.) “We 
thought, ‘There’s a crisis in the nation, and the answer to the crisis is the Declaration of 
Independence, and the “Laws of Nature, and Nature’s God,” and the Constitution. And the 
conservative movement never talks about those things’—which was true, back then,” Mr. Arnn 
says. “We have something to do with that not being as true now as it used to be.”  

He ran for Congress on a lark in 1992, but lost the GOP primary to Ken Calvert, who won the 
seat and still holds it. Mr. Arnn says he often considered running for office again but doesn’t 
think politics is for him. “I regard all that as very noble, and I admire people who do that very 
much, and I don’t look down on them at all,” he says. “I learned how hard that is.” 

One might wonder, given all this, whether Hillsdale manages to attract many Democratic-leaning 
students. “The college is not really about that. We don’t ask anybody about that,” Mr. Arnn says. 
“They tend to be conservative, but here’s why: If you’re going to read old books as if they might 
have an abiding value, already you’ve taken a step away from the Daily Beast.” In fact—anxious 
high schoolers, take note—he says it never works when applicants try to get in by talking about 
how much they believe in the conservative cause. “I’ll say, ‘OK, what is that?’ And after a little 
questioning, you can expose the fact that they don’t know,” he says. 

But if incoming freshman don’t fully grasp conservative principles when they enter Hillsdale, it’s 
a good bet they will learn. Walking the 400-acre campus daily, they will pass statues of George 
Washington, Ronald Reagan and Margaret Thatcher. 

It is the last of these, the life-size bronze Iron Lady, that seems to have attracted the most 
attention. A few winters back, students invented a new snow sport called Thatcherball. The rules 
are simple: Players for the offense rush toward the statue and attempt to hit Mrs. Thatcher with 
a rugby ball. Players for the defense attempt to stop them by nearly any means necessary. “The 
only written rule of conduct is that there is no murder allowed,” one of the sport’s founders told 
the school newspaper. A player who succeeds in thunking the late prime minister earns his 
team eight points, minus one point for every article of clothing he is wearing. 



What, pray tell, did President Arnn make of Thatcherball when he found out about it? He 
laughs—hard. “I work in a college. I’m used to such things. And I got to tell Lady Thatcher about 
it,” he says. “She really liked it.” 

  
  
  
National Review - The Corner 
Turkey’s Voters Slap Down an Autocrat  
by John Fund 
  
It’s hard to exaggerate the importance of Turkey’s election yesterday. President Recep Tayyip 
Erdogan has run a one-man political show in Turkey for 13 years with his AK party dominating 
politics. It has now in the words of the BBC “has just taken a very big kick” and Turkey’s 
democracy will be the better for it. 

While Turkey grew economically under Erdogan, he increasingly engaged in arbitrary measures, 
from curtailing judicial independence to trying to shut down social-media platforms like Twitter 
he didn’t like. He announced during the campaign he was hoping the AKP would win enough 
seats (367 are needed to change the constitution directly, 330 to call a referendum to change 
the system) to amend the constitution to give the job of president much more power. 

Instead, Erdogan’s party lost almost ten percentage points, down to 41 percent. It will be 17 
seats short of a majority in parliament, with a Kurdish-based party winning 80 seats and forming 
a strong third opposition party. It is the first time that Erdogan’s AK party has failed to win a 
majority in any national election since 2002. 

Erdogan has acknowledged that he will either have to govern in coalition with another party or 
call early elections. Some elements of his own party may be privately happy the constitution 
won’t be changed. Just last month, I was in Istanbul when Deputy Prime Minister Ali Babacan 
expressed his concern over the deterioration of the rule of law in Turkey. He referred to Turkey 
when he told a conference: 

Democracy can only survive with a solid legal system in place. A healthy democracy cannot be 
sustained in a state where you think “this country is democratic, but there are some problems 
with the rule of law.” If the rules are not clear and transparent, if they are not enforced on those 
who break the law, if the judiciary is not properly functioning, democracy will likely fail. 

Babacan, who is widely seen as Turkey’s chief economic adviser, was able to speak out so 
boldly because term limits are forcing him to leave parliament. But enough voters apparently 
heard his message to make it possible to stop the arbitrary accumulation of power. 

  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 



National Review 
Pernicious Political Activities  
by Kevin D. Williamson 
  
We are ruled by criminals. 

Consider the case of Rodney Thompson, the school superintendent in Berkeley County, S.C., 
who is currently collecting a $168,714 salary while he awaits trial on a public-corruption charge 
related to the misuse of government resources for a political campaign. 

The campaign in question was a referendum to raise taxes in order to facilitate more spending 
on schools — no surprise that the school managers were all-in behind it. Thompson has been 
indicted on a misdemeanor charge; the district’s press officer was indicted on a similar charge 
and then on a felony forgery charge — investigators say she doctored documents to mislead 
them. The interim superintendent serving while Thompson’s legal troubles are sorted out is 
under investigation in the affair as well. 

Never forget: They do it for the children. 

This sort of thing is as common as dirt. Conservative activists complain — and have produced 
evidence — that school personnel in Jefferson County, Colo., did exactly the same thing, using 
public resources to campaign for a tax hike, the purpose of which was to increase their 
paychecks and decrease their workloads. Other critics have raised questions about the district’s 
financial arrangements with a firm that supported the tax-hike campaign. Construction 
companies, as it turns out, adore government-school building projects. 

In Connecticut, a Waterbury smoke shop was the locus of a federal conspiracy and election-law 
investigation related to the congressional campaign of Chris Donovan, a Democratic activist 
who had been speaker of the state house. His campaign finance director and a longtime aide 
have been convicted. The complaints against them included — this will not surprise you — the 
misuse of public resources for campaign purposes. 

And so it goes. 

These offenses may seem penny-ante, but they aren’t. This is not a case of “Technically, you’re 
not supposed to do that.” These are serious crimes. For good reason we have the Hatch Act — 
officially, “An Act to Prevent Pernicious Political Activities” — and similar laws against using 
public resources for political purposes. If we allow the machinery of government itself to be 
hijacked for campaigning, then the state becomes a weapon to be wielded against our rulers’ 
rivals — and it ceases, therefore, to be legitimate. The real issue isn’t a few thousand dollars’ 
worth of salaried bureaucratic office time — they probably were not going to do anything useful 
with it, anyway — the issue is the aggravated molestation of democracy. 

For good reason we have the Hatch Act — officially, “An Act to Prevent Pernicious Political 
Activities” — and similar laws against using public resources for political purposes. 

Self-service in government is corrosive. 

It is worse when they have guns. 



The invaluable Senator Chuck Grassley has been leading an investigation into the U.S. 
Marshals Service. Among other things, he suggests that director Stacia Hylton secured special 
treatment for a friend in the matter of a government contract, that the friend won the contract in 
spite of being unqualified, and that Hylton rewarded the underling who arranged this patronage 
with a promotion. In a separate matter, the Marshals Service is being investigated for — every 
police agency needs one — a secret surveillance program that is probably illegal. 

And that is the point at which the theater begins. 

“U.S. Marshals leader resigns amid scrutiny of secret surveillance,” reads the headline in The 
Hill. But it isn’t exactly true. Hylton had already planned to resign, and had been planning to 
resign since winter — you know, right around the time Senator Grassley began snooping into 
the marshals’ business dealings. She’ll stay on until a replacement is named. The performance 
— a resignation amid the surveillance investigation, but almost certainly not the result of it — is 
intended to create an impression of accountability: Bums out, reformers in. In reality, Hylton can 
look forward to a generous federal pension and a high-paying sinecure doing “advocacy work on 
law enforcement safety and community policing,” as The Hill has it. 

Senator Grassley seems to be getting what he wants. If true, he said, the charges “would raise 
serious doubts about the operational practices” of the Marshals Service, “as well as, frankly, Ms. 
Hylton’s leadership of the USMS.” Her leadership will no longer be an issue: scalp taken. But if 
she did what Senator Grassley suggests she did, she does not belong in retirement. She 
belongs in prison. 

And that contracting monkey business? It was in the asset-forfeiture division — every police 
agency needs one of those, too. The thought of the sort of lowlifes we put in charge of them 
should provoke many sleepless nights in these United States. If our police agencies all turn into 
crime syndicates, who will investigate the schools? 

  
  
  
Slate Star Codex 
Against Tulip Subsidies 
by Scott Alexander 

I. 

Imagine a little kingdom with a quaint custom: when a man likes a woman, he offers her a tulip; 
if she accepts, they are married shortly thereafter. A couple who marries sans tulip is considered 
to be living in sin; no other form of proposal is appropriate or accepted. 

One day, a Dutch trader comes to the little kingdom. He explains that his homeland also has a 
quaint custom involving tulips: they speculate on them, bidding the price up to stratospheric 
levels. Why, in the Netherlands, a tulip can go for ten times more than the average worker earns 
in a year! The trader is pleased to find a new source of bulbs, and offers the people of the 
kingdom a few guilders per tulip, which they happily accept. 

Soon other Dutch traders show up and start a bidding war. The price of tulips goes up, and up, 
and up; first dozens of guilders, then hundreds. Tulip-growers make a fortune, but everyone else 
is less pleased. Suitors wishing to give a token of their love find themselves having to invest 



their entire life savings – with no guarantee that the woman will even say yes! Soon, some of the 
poorest people are locked out of marriage and family-raising entirely. 

Some of the members of Parliament are outraged. Marriage is, they say, a human right, and to 
see it forcibly denied the poor by foreign speculators is nothing less than an abomination. They 
demand that the King provide every man enough money to guarantee he can buy a tulip. Some 
objections are raised: won’t it deplete the Treasury? Are we obligated to buy everyone a 
beautiful flawless bulb, or just the sickliest, grungiest plant that will technically satisfy the 
requirements of the ritual? If some man continuously proposes to women who reject him, are we 
obligated to pay for a new bulb each time, thus subsidizing his stupidity? 

The pro-subsidy faction declares that the people asking these question are well-off, and can 
probably afford tulips of their own, and so from their place of privilege they are trying to raise 
pointless objections to other people being able to obtain the connubial happiness they 
themselves enjoy. After the doubters are tarred and feathered and thrown in the river, 
Parliament votes that the public purse pay for as many tulips as the poor need, whatever the 
price. 

A few years later, another Dutch trader comes to the little kingdom. Everyone asks if he is there 
to buy tulips, and he says no, the Netherlands’ tulip bubble has long since collapsed, and the 
price is down to a guilder or two. The people of the kingdom are very surprised to hear that, 
since the price of their own tulips has never stopped going up, and is now in the range of tens of 
thousands of guilders. Nevertheless, they are glad that, however high tulip prices may be for 
them, they know the government is always there to help. Sure, the roads are falling apart and 
the army is going hungry for lack of rations, but at least everyone who wants to marry is able to 
do so. 

Meanwhile, across the river is another little kingdom that had the same tulip-related marriage 
custom. They also had a crisis when the Dutch merchants started making the prices go up. But 
they didn’t have enough money to afford universal tulip subsidies. It was pretty touch-and-go for 
a while, and a lot of poor people were very unhappy. 

But nowadays they use daffodils to mark engagements, and their economy has never been 
better. 

II. 

In America, aspiring doctors do four years of undergrad in whatever area they want (I did 
Philosophy), then four more years of medical school, for a total of eight years post-high school 
education. In Ireland, aspiring doctors go straight from high school to medical school and finish 
after five years. 

I’ve done medicine in both America and Ireland. The doctors in both countries are about equally 
good. When Irish doctors take the American standardized tests, they usually do pretty well. 
Ireland is one of the approximately 100% of First World countries that gets better health 
outcomes than the United States. There’s no evidence whatsoever that American doctors gain 
anything from those three extra years of undergrad. And why would they? Why is having a 
philosophy degree under my belt supposed to make me any better at medicine?  

(I guess I might have acquired a talent for colorectal surgery through long practice pulling things 
out of my ass, but it hardly seems worth it.) 



I’ll make another confession. Ireland’s medical school is five years as opposed to America’s four 
because the Irish spend their first year teaching the basic sciences – biology, organic chemistry, 
physics, calculus. When I applied to medical school in Ireland, they offered me an accelerated 
four year program on the grounds that I had surely gotten all of those in my American 
undergraduate work. I hadn’t. I read some books about them over the summer and did just fine. 

Americans take eight years to become doctors. Irishmen can do it in four, and achieve the same 
result. Each year of higher education at a good school – let’s say an Ivy, doctors don’t study at 
Podunk Community College – costs about $50,000. So American medical students are paying 
an extra $200,000 for…what? 

Remember, a modest amount of the current health care crisis is caused by doctors’ crippling 
level of debt. Socially responsible doctors often consider less lucrative careers helping the 
needy, right up until the bill comes due from their education and they realize they have to make 
a lot of money right now. We took one look at that problem and said “You know, let’s make 
doctors pay an extra $200,000 for no reason.” 

And to paraphrase Dirkson, $200,000 here, $200,000 there, and pretty soon it adds up to real 
money. 20,000 doctors graduate in the United States each year; that means the total yearly cost 
of requiring doctors to have undergraduate degrees is $4 billion. That’s most of the amount of 
money you’d need to house every homeless person in the country ($10,000 to house one 
homeless x 600,000 homeless). 

I want to be able to say people have noticed the Irish/American discrepancy and are thinking 
hard about it. I can say that. Just not in the way I would like. Many of the elder doctors I talked to 
in Ireland wanted to switch to the American system. Not because they thought it would give 
them better doctors. Just because they said it was more fun working with medical students like 
myself who were older and a little wiser. The Irish medical students were just out of high school 
and hard to relate to – us foreigners were four years older than that and had one or another 
undergraduate subject under our belts. One of my attendings said that it was nice having me 
around because I’d studied Philosophy in college and that gave our team a touch of class. A 
touch of class! 

This is why, despite my reservations about libertarianism, it’s not-libertarianism that really 
scares me. Whenever some people without skin in the game are allowed to make decisions for 
other people, you end up with a bunch of elderly doctors getting together, think “Yeah, things do 
seem a little classier around here if we make people who are not us pay $200,000, make it so,” 
and then there goes the money that should have housed all the homeless people in the country.  

But more important, it also destroyed my last shred of hope that the current mania for requiring 
college degrees for everything had a good reason behind it. 

III. 

The only reason I’m picking on medicine is that it’s so clear. You have your experimental group 
in the United States, your control group in Ireland, you can see the lack of difference. You can 
take an American doctor and an Irish doctor, watch them prescribe the same medication in the 
same situation, and have a visceral feel for “Wait, we just spent $200,000 for no reason.” 

But it’s not just medicine. Let me tell you about my family. 



There’s my cousin. He wants to be a firefighter. He’s wanted to be a firefighter ever since he 
was young, and he’s done volunteer work for his local fire department, who have promised him 
a job. But in order to get it, he has to go do four years of college. You can’t be a firefighter 
without a college degree. That would be ridiculous. Back in the old days, when people were 
allowed to become firefighters after getting only thirteen measly years of book learning, I have it 
on good authority that several major states burnt to the ground. 

My mother is a Spanish teacher. After twenty years teaching, with excellent reviews by her 
students, she pursued a Masters’ in Education because her school was going to pay her more 
money if she had it. She told me that her professors were incompetent, had never actually 
taught real students, and spent the entire course pushing whatever was the latest educational 
fad; however, after paying them thousands of dollars, she got the degree and her school 
dutifully increased her salary. She is lucky. In several states, teachers are required by law to 
pursue a Masters’ degree to be allowed to continue teaching. Oddly enough, these states have 
no better student outcomes than states without this requirement, but this does not seem to 
affect their zeal for this requirement. Even though many rigorous well-controlled studies have 
found that presence of absence of a Masters’ degree explains approximately zero percent of 
variance in teacher quality, many states continue to require it if you want to keep your license, 
and almost every state will pay you more for having it. 

Before taking my current job, I taught English in Japan. I had no Japanese language experience 
and no teaching experience, but the company I interviewed with asked if I had an undergraduate 
degree in some subject or other, and that was good enough for them. Meanwhile, I knew people 
who were fluent in Japanese and who had high-level TOEFL certification. They did not have a 
college degree so they were not considered. 

My ex-girlfriend majored in Gender Studies, but it turned out all of the high-paying gender 
factories had relocated to China. They solved this problem by going to App Academy, a three 
month long, $15,000 course that taught programming. App Academy graduates compete for the 
same jobs as people who have taken computer science in college, a four year long, $200,000 
undertaking. 

I see no reason to think my family and friends are unique. The overall picture seems to be one 
of people paying hundreds of thousands of dollars to get a degree in Art History to pursue a job 
in Sales, or a degree in Spanish Literature to get a job as a middle manager. Or not paying 
hundreds of thousands of dollars, if they happen to be poor, and so being permanently locked 
out of jobs as a firefighter or salesman. 

IV. 

So presidential candidate Bernie Sanders has proposed universal free college tuition. 

On the one hand, I sympathize with his goals. If you can’t get any job better than ‘fast food 
worker’ without a college degree, and poor people can’t afford college degrees, that’s a pretty 
grim situation, and obviously unfair to the poor. 

On the other hand, if can’t you get married without a tulip, and poor people can’t afford tulips, 
that’s also a pretty grim situation, and obviously unfair to the poor.  

But the solution isn’t universal tulip subsidies. 



Higher education is in a bubble much like the old tulip bubble. In the past forty years, the price of 
college has dectupled (quadrupled when adjusting for inflation). It used to be easy to pay for 
college with a summer job; now it is impossible. At the same time, the unemployment rate of 
people without college degrees is twice that of people who have them. Things are clearly very 
bad and Senator Sanders is right to be concerned. 

But, well, when we require doctors to get a college degree before they can go to medical school, 
we’re throwing out a mere $5 billion, barely enough to house all the homeless people in the 
country. But Senator Sanders admits that his plan would cost $70 billion per year. That’s about 
the size of the entire economy of Hawaii. It’s enough to give $2000 every year to every 
American in poverty. 

At what point do we say “Actually, no, let’s not do that, and just let people hold basic jobs even if 
they don’t cough up a a hundred thousand dollars from somewhere to get a degree in Medieval 
History”? 

I’m afraid that Sanders’ plan is a lot like the tulip subsidy idea that started off this post. It would 
subsidize the continuation of a useless tradition that has turned into a speculation bubble, 
prevent the bubble from ever popping, and disincentivize people from figuring out a way to route 
around the problem, eg replacing the tulips with daffodils. 

(yes, it is nice to have college for non-economic reasons too, but let’s be honest – if there were 
no such institution as college, would you, totally for non-economic reasons, suggest the 
government pay poor people $100,000 to get a degree in Medieval History? Also, anything not 
related to job-getting can be done three times as quickly by just reading a book.) 

If I were Sanders, I’d propose a different strategy. Make “college degree” a protected 
characteristic, like race and religion and sexuality. If you’re not allowed to ask a job candidate 
whether they’re gay, you’re not allowed to ask them whether they’re a college graduate or not. 
You can give them all sorts of examinations, you can ask them their high school grades and 
SAT scores, you can ask their work history, but if you ask them if they have a degree then that’s 
illegal class-based discrimination and you’re going to jail. I realize this is a blatant violation of my 
usual semi-libertarian principles, but at this point I don’t care. 

  
  
  
Althouse Blogspot 
Did NPR host Diane Rehm just make an honest mistake when she said to 
Bernie Sanders "Senator, you have dual citizenship with Israel..."? 
  
Sanders corrected her, and she immediately stepped back saying, "I understand from a list we 
have gotten that you were on that list, forgive me if that is...."  
 
Why would she say something wrong like that and embarrass herself if she weren't making an 
honest mistake? Why would she float an accusation right in front of Sanders, if she knew it was 
wrong, when he'd smack her down instantly? 
 
I have here in my hand a list of journalists who are known to be fellow travelers of the Hillary 
Clinton campaign and who nevertheless are still working in mainstream media.  
 



It was only last weekend that Bernie Sanders shocked the Clinton campaign in the Wisconsin 
straw poll by getting 41% to Hillary's 49%. He's not an amusing sideline anymore. What can be 
done to keep Democrats from drifting his way? 
 
An outright lie about him doesn't work, does it? Well, yes it does! It made everyone take notice 
that Bernie Sanders is Jewish. He's not an Israeli citizen. That's cleared up, but the impression 
remains: He's Jewish. That stirs up any free-floating anti-Jewishness that may be useful to his 
opponent. It stirs up suspicion that Sanders feels affiliated with Israel in a way that is 
inconsistent with the American presidency. I'm sure many people hadn't even noticed that 
Sanders is Jewish, and now we all know that, and we know additional facts. From the first link 
above, which goes to Politico: "Sanders, who is Jewish, has visited Israel several times and 
spent several months working on a communal farm called a Kibbutz in the 1960s." 
 
That's all powerfully useful to Hillary. Am I supposed to believe this was a mere oopsie by a nice 
old lady? She's 78, give her a pass? Did you know Diane Rehm is an Arab? 

  
  
  
Volokh Conspiracy 
Why did Diane Rehm fall for an anti-Semitic hoax? 
by David Bernstein 

NPR talk show host Diane Rehm had the following exchange yesterday with Senator Bernard 
Sanders: 

“Senator, you have dual citizenship with Israel…” 

“Well, no I do not have dual citizenship with Israel. I’m an American. I don’t know where that 
question came from. I am an American citizen, and I have visited Israel on a couple of 
occasions. No, I’m an American citizen, period.” 

“I understand from a list we have gotten that you were on that list, forgive me if that is…” Rehm 
said. 

After Sanders noted that he knows that there is a lot of nonsense circulating on the Internet, 
Rehm pressed on, “Are there members of Congress who do have dual citizenship or is that part 
of the fable?” 

Rehm later explained that she found the list in question in a Facebook comment. CNN today 
explains how it all came about: 

The awkward exchange with Sanders stemmed from a post on the radio show’s Facebook 
page, which promoted the upcoming interview with the Vermont senator and said, “What do you 
want to ask?” 

Nothing unusual about that. Shows solicit questions from listeners all the time. 

One of the responses, from a user named Ryan, said, “Senator Sanders — you hold dual 
Israeli/American citizenship. Why should the president of our country be allowed to maintain full 
citizenship in another country at the same time?” 



That comment — “liked” by several other Facebook users — is what triggered the on-air error. 

Producer Denise Couture included the comment (and three others from Facebook) in the prep 
material that was given to Rehm before the interview. 

Nothing unusual about that, either. Hosts are routinely given articles and suggested questions. 

But Ryan’s comment was rooted in misinformation. 

Now that can’t be all that there is to it, because Rehm also alluded to a list of Congressmen with 
dual citizenship; one assumes that Couture did a Google search to verify the question, and 
found such a list. Unfortunately, the only such lists on the Internet come from its darker corners, 
falsely that various prominent American Jewish political figures are dual Israeli citizens. (In the 
CNN piece, an NPR spokesperson says that Couture found an article about dual citizens in 
Congress, but the only articles on that theme that readily come up are about alleged Jewish 
dual citizens of Israel.) 

That’s not to say it wasn’t an innocent mistake, but it does raise the question of why both 
Couture and Rehm fell for an anti-Semitic hoax. 

For the answer, I think we need to look at what passes for “mainstream” discourse in circles that 
are highly critical of Israel and its American supporters. 

Consider that in 2005, when he was perhaps the most influential progressive commenter on the 
Middle East, University of Michigan Professor Juan Cole wrote this  of Bush Administration 
official Doug Feith: “Having a Likudnik as the number three man in the Pentagon is a nightmare 
for American national security, since Feith could never be trusted to put US interests over those 
of Ariel Sharon.” Feith, according to Cole, “played fast and loose with the truth … on behalf of  
on behalf of a non-American political party, the Likud coalition of Israel.” 

Or go back to 2007, when Yale University professor David Bromwich took an innocuous 
statement by Elliott Abrams to the effect that Jews, as a minority religion bound by a unique 
covenant, stand somewhat apart from the rest of society unless they live in Israel, and claimed 
that Abrams had written that Israel is a “country with which he confessed himself uniquely at 
one,” an interpretation that it’s hard to believe a professor of English could come up with 
honestly. 

Or consider from 2012 the willingness of several prominent liberal bloggers to call American 
supporters of Israel “Israel-firsters,” and, in some cases, to continue to defend doing so even 
after it was revealed that the term had migrated from “white nationalist” sites to the “progressive” 
anti-Zionist left. 

Then consider that since Bernie Sanders announced he was running for president, he has been 
pilloried on a variety of “progressive” websites such as this one for not holding “progressive” 
views on Israel, i.e., for not being hostile to Israel. The (false) assumption is that someone on 
the left would naturally be anti-Israel, unless he had some ulterior motive. 

Given this context, in which it’s become acceptable on a wide swath of the left to question the 
motivations of Jews who support Israel, and in which it’s considered anomalous for a strong 
progressive to be at all sympathetic to Israel (and Sanders is both sympathetic and often quite 
critical), I don’t find it entirely shocking that a website listing Sanders and other prominent Jews 
as Israeli citizens didn’t strike Rehm and her staff as inherently ridiculous. 



Note that I’m not suggesting that Rehm herself is hostile to Jews in any way. In fact, the 
opposite may very well be true; in educated American mainstream liberal circles, the level of 
anti-Semitism is quite low, which can lower can lower the “immune system” of liberals like Rehm 
when real anti-Semitism pops up. Even the individuals noted above–Cole, Bromwich, etc.–likely 
have nothing against Jews, per se; they just are hostile to Israel or at least its current policies. 

As a result, in some cases they don’t mind playing on age-old anti-Semitic themes to advance 
their agenda. In other cases, they are so certain that their negative views of Israel are correct 
that they truly can’t believe that anyone would disagree with them unless they were blinded by 
loyalty to Israel. When they make what might otherwise seem to be scurrilous accusation, they 
are not being disingenuous. 

In any event, strange accusations about supporters of Israel, especially Jewish supporters, have 
become sufficiently commonplace that what should have seemed like an obvious anti-Semitic 
hoax didn’t ring any alarm bells. 

UPDATE: Another one from the archives: Joe Klein accusing “Jewish neconservatives” of 
putting Israel’s interests before those of the United States. 

Meanwhile, Josh Marshall isn’t impressed with Rehm’s apology, which he describe as BS. 

  
  
  
Instapundit 
NICK GILLESPIE INTERVIEWS CAMILLE PAGLIA: 
by Glenn Reynolds  

Everything’s Awesome and Camille Paglia Is Unhappy! The author of Sexual Personae talks 
about feminism, rape, academia, and Hillary Clinton. “My clashes with other feminists began 
immediately. For example: It was 1970 or 1971, there was a feminist conference at the Yale 
Law School, and major feminists were there including Rita Mae Brown, who said to me, ‘The 
difference between you and me, Camille, is that you want to save the universities, and I want to 
burn them down.’ How can you have dialogue with these people? Later she became a rich 
lesbian novelist and has a horse farm in Virginia. And then I had a screaming fight with the New 
Haven Women’s Liberation Rock Band over the Rolling Stones, because at that time, hard rock 
was seen as sexist. Now this argument seems so retrograde.” 

Plus: “I was told by the founding members of the Women’s Studies Department at the State 
University of New York at Albany that I had been brainwashed by male scientists to believe that 
hormones even existed, much less had any role in the shaping of our identity and character.” 
Hormones are socially constructed. Like race! 

And: “Any authentic leftist who had a job at a university in the 1970s or ’80s or ’90s should have 
been opposing the entire evolution of the university-that is, toward this administrative 
bureaucracy that has totally robbed power from the faculty. The total speciousness and fraud of 
academic leftism is proven by the passivity of these people in every department of the university 
to that power play that happened.” 

Also: “Hillary is a mess. And we’re going to award the presidency to a woman who’s enabled the 
depredations and exploitation of women by that cornpone husband of hers? The way feminists 



have spoken makes us blind to Hillary’s record of trashing [women]. They were going to try to 
destroy Monica Lewinsky. It’s a scandal! Anyone who believes in sexual harassment guidelines 
should have seen that the disparity of power between [Bill] Clinton and Monica Lewinsky was 
one of the most grotesque ever in the history of sex crime. He’s a sex criminal! We’re going to 
put that guy back in the White House? Hillary’s ridden on his coattails.” 

  
  
  
  

 
  



 
  
  

 
  
  



 
  
  
  

 
  
 


