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Social engineering by government always ends iastés.

Social engineering occurs when government pasaesdad regulations that force citizens to behae
way government thinks they should behave. Probibits a great example of social engineering. In
1919, government decided that its citizens shoatddnnk "intoxicating liquors." This "government-
knows-best" idea produced more than a decade dédaness far worse than citizen intoxication.
Prohibition was repealed in 1933.

Free people in a free market always produce thegoeducts, most efficiently, at the lowest price.
Every time government "engineering" intrudes irfte market, products, efficiency, price — and
consumers — ultimately suffer.

Social engineering is always proposed with the besttentions and sold with grandiose utopian
promises. The promises are rarely realized, andnirended consequences are never anticipated.

Among the goals of the social engineers in the $9v&s a "right” to affordable housing.lLAN. treaty
set forth this righand Congress quickly enacted the Community Retmast Act, which required
lending institutions to exterldan: to people who woundd qualify for a loan in a free market. Social
engineers in the Clinton administration were néisad with the number of loans made to unqualifie
people and further intruded into the free marketusther relaxing lending standards.

Social engineers applauded the great successioétiggneering, claiming more people than ever
before were now homeowners. All was well with tharl — until the unqualified borrowers failed to
meet their responsibilities and defaulted on tloanpayment.
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Social engineers are quick to point the fingerlahte at "greedy capitalists,” but the blame lieswith
the market, nor the market's propensity to profie blame lies squarely with the social enginedrs w
dared to force the market to make loans to people eould not, or would not, repay them. The reist
the current economic disaster.

Government, at every level, whether controlled l®yrdcrats or Republicans, is full of social engise
The recent elections added a bumper crop of rantiomscsocial engineers, all eager to intrude ihto t
market wherever possible.

"Cap-and-trade" is high on the priority list of &d@ngineers. It is being sold using the utopieompse
that it will reduce greenhouse emissions and thesale the planet from global warmingwill do
neither of course, but the inevitablmanticipated consequencedl be far worse than anything yet
experienced.

Social engineers will "cap" allowable greenhouse gaissions at a level they determine to be
appropriate. This level will be substantially beltdve 1990 level, and require a dramatic reductiotiné
use of fossil fuel. This maximum emissions cap balallocated among all the businesses that produce
greenhouse gases, and eholines will be required twedthieir emissions to this arbitrary limit —

or — purchase "credits” from businesses that havesed their entire allotment. This is also knasn
putting an arbitrary value on hot air.

Businesses will be forced to buy credits — and gassost on to their customers. Or, they can inves
new technology, if available, and pass these ansts their customers. Either way, higher energst<o
are inevitable.

Energq) is the fuel that powers the entire economy. Thig-andtrade engineering will force a reduct
in energy use, forcing a reduction in economic oytat higher prices. The magnitude of economic
impact of this scheme is negative beyond comprebenshe tragedy is that the scheme is totally
unnecessary and, according to more tBaQ00 scientistswill have no effect on global climate.

Social engineers are also chomping at the bitattty more U.N. treaties, each with its own devasta
consequences. The U.Nonvention on the Law of the Seas approved by the Foreign Relations
Committee last December, but conservatives kepwaty from a Senate vote. It will surely be revigite
by this new crop of social engineers.

Another treaty high on the priority list is theN. Convention on the Rights of the Chilthis treaty
will effectively destroy the family, in that it ggg government — not parents — the authority tatidhe
way children are raised and educated.

Throughout the 20th century, social engineers #iegdined influence. The 21st century appearseto b
a continuation of this trend. This has been possitbt because their philosophy is valid; it cleasl

not. Social engineering has expanded because teerdeation of their advocates has been met by
apathy from their opponents.

Americans who believe in individual freedom, frearkets, and the prosperous America created by our

Founders, must realize that this wonderful systégowernment must be defended daily from the st
engineers who believe they know best how everytseeshould beha'
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