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The last topic to be considered is the future trend in our elections. The next twenty years will determine
which way America goes in the long run.
It seems to me that the activists favoring socialism will gain power in the long run, simply because their
main selling point is that socialism can truly provide a better life for everyone. Socialism has always
looked good on paper, so long as the voting public is unable, or prevented from, observing the consequences of socialist policy. It is easy to point to the immediate effect of a given policy; it is much harder
to explain, or to understand, the second-order consequences. For example, the "Great Society" programs of the 1960's encouraged young women to start families without marriage: it looked great on paper, and some women were aided in the short run. But it has led to a great undermining of the family in
America, starting first with the poorest people in the inner cities, and now spreading to the suburbs. The
dismantling of the family unit has not returned any benefits. Some will claim that the "Great Society" programs no longer exist. It is true that they no longer exist as specific initiatives, but only because they are
now fully ingrained and integrated into the functioning of the government. They now have a life of their
own, and can never be repealed, no matter how detrimental they are in the long run.
The fact that an open socialist like Bernie Sanders actually gained some traction is most alarming indeed.
He gained a great deal of support mostly among young people, with his promise of free college tuition
and health care for all. The rallying point was the notion of free tuition, no student loan debt, and a free
and fair society for all. Senator Sanders received about 11.9 million votes in the course of the Democratic
Party nominating process. Of the 11.9 million Sanders voters, about 10% of them have enough common
sense to realize that tuition cannot really be free: their cherished liberal professors will still demand a paycheck; the lab equipment isn't free; the heating and electricity isn't free; the dorm maintenance isn't free;
everything involved in running an institution has to be paid for somehow. It is these 1.2 million or so who
understand enough basic economics to know that the government will have to pay those costs.
Of those 1.2 million, maybe 10% of them know enough about government financing to understand that
governments do not really have anything except what they can extract from the taxpayers. Those
120,000 realize that taxes on some other set of taxpayers have to be raised so they can get the free tuition.
Of the 120,000, maybe 10% of them understand that there will be considerable resistance to an increase
in taxation, especially if those paying the taxes do not have college-age children, or whose children
choose not to attend college. Shall they get a rebate? Shall those future young people not attending get
a cash grant to start their own business, or to spend as they choose? Anything else would be unfair,
would it not? This last 12,000 also knows that any such provisions in the tax code will come too late for
them: they will be out of college, working, and paying taxes to send other people's kids to college.
Senator Sanders was selling the same old "free lunch" theory that socialism is built upon, conveniently
forgetting that government policies can turn the rich into the poor only once. After that everyone is poor.
In order to manage what is left, and to ensure that everyone gets their "fair share", it will then become
necessary for the government to regulate everything, and the government gains absolute power. Which
explains why no socialist country has any free citizens except for the ruling class, and the U. S., if it fails
to understand the history of socialism, will fall victim to its false theories like every other nation that has
tried it. Unfortunately, this is the thing that Sanders' voters either cannot understand or choose to ignore:
if the government gives with one hand, it takes more with the other.
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