Esther Rhoads Coolidge Submissions to ACLANG

Essay #1

You have learned and achieved much up to this point in your life. What are the next intellectual frontiers you hope to explore in college and how do you envision you might use the knowledge you gain?
Note: for this essay we are not simply asking what you hope to major in during college and what job you want as a career. Instead, please write about the ideas that interest you most, what you still have to learn about them, and what you envision you might do with the knowledge you gain in college. Please limit your essay to 400 words.
TheReferences for Essay #1 are at the bottom of the essay.
 
The Industrial Revolution created  an explosion of wealth creation, enhancingsaved  the quality of countless lives, e.g., reducing with an explosion of wealth creation that, for example, dropped  the youth mortality rate to one tenth of its former levelby 90 percent. ; uUnfortunately, this long period ofit appears that th over two centuries of progress,is progress during which real income has grown by 10,000%, and identified is slowing down. Two great thinkers have convinced me that the progress we’ve experienced for the past two centuries is dying due to government regulation and its parent - public outrage. Deirdre McCloskey’s “Great Enrichment” speaks of a period of growth during which real income has grown by 10,000%as the “Great Enrichment,” produced by “human ingenuity emancipated,”1 may be slowing, threatened by government regulation and public outrage.  (The Great Enrichment). However, Peter Theil has noted notes  that the growth of development in key industries has stagnated, . He questionings why we see constant continual advancement advances in computer information technology, but not in other technological areas, and suggests that “fake culture wars” are undermining entrepreneurship.2	Comment by John Peate: The guidance indicates a 400-word limit, which it would be more than wise to observe, so I have suggested reducing the essay from 561 to 400 words (excluding footnotes) without, I hope, removing anything very substantive.	Comment by Susan: This a very broad and  controversial statement (in fact, Deidre McCloskey herself writes about continuing progress throughout the world, referring to third-world countries, however); indeed, there are many papers showing lowered productivity, especially in the US. But the US remains a (albeit not “the” ) startup leader - https://news.crunchbase.com/news/countries-most-startup-investment/

What is meant by progress slowing – in what areas? In what ways? Infrastructure? Education? 

Most people look around and see progress – increasingly improved medical advances, more and improved “gadgets”, ever increasing access to everything through the internet.

This is not to say that you are wrong – you simply need to specify.
 (The End of the Future)A I believe that one  key factor I identify as inhibiting further advancement is the lack of public social support for entrepreneurship. In the 1800s, the status quo pronounced eEntrepreneurship in the 1800s led to skyrocketing prosperity, thus inspiring widespread appreciation of entrepreneurshipas acceptable; consequently, social prosperity skyrocketed. But tToday, however, the contribution of there is general scorn towards entrepreneurs is scorned by many, who fiercely demand more and more encouragement for government regulation.. Consequently, fOne of history’s greatest entrepreneurs demonstrates this principleor example,. Elon Musk, one of history’s greatest entrepreneurs, opted to move his headquarters from CaliforniaNot long after an elected official cursed at him on Twitter, Elon Musk opted to leave California, proclaiming it the state to be “the land of overregulation, overlitigation, over-taxation, and scorn.”3 (Elon Musk bashes California for 'overtaxation' after Tesla's move to Austin, but says he misses his friends).	Comment by Susan: This has been added on the assumption that this is your meaning, and not government support.	Comment by Susan: This claim is problematic – many entrepreneurs – Bill Gates, Bezos, the late Steve Jobs, Mark Zuckerberg, while indeed subject to great criticism but are veritable cultural rock stars. They are criticized not for their entrepreneurship per se but for their abuse of the power in their hands. The example of Musk in some way undermines the point you are trying to make – while California, indeed is rife with anti-business, anti-progress “progressive” legislation and regulation, Musk was able to find a more friendly jurisdiction in the US – and there are such places- Texas, Fla, No and So Dakota, and others.

That being said, there is the opposing view expressed in Obama’s statement “If you've got a business, you didn't build that.” Perhaps this should be more of your focus.	Comment by John Peate: Musk still has factories in California: https://www.forbes.com/sites/alanohnsman/2021/10/07/musk-is-moving-teslas-headquarters-from-california-to-texas/	Comment by John Peate: The point about the official criticizing him on Twitter seems minor and isn’t the given reason he moved his HQ. In the article, Musk cites all kinds of other reasons.	Comment by Susan: While the point about Musk continuing to have factories in California is indeed correct, there is a problem of an entrepreneurial “brain drain,” so to speak, of companies, or at least company headquarters, leaving California: https://www.forbes.com/sites/adammillsap/2021/08/27/businesses-are-fleeing-california-along-with-its-residents-and-president-biden-should-pay-attention/?sh=b0c180123273. Similar patterns can be found in other states with high taxation and regulation: https://www.forbes.com/sites/jackkelly/2020/12/14/wall-street-banks-and-tech-companies-are-fleeing-new-york-and-california/?sh=260e7984661a	Comment by Susan: 
I hav’ve long shown interest inheld these ideas, winning since 6th grade when I entered the John Stossel essay contest. I later won  the John Stossel essay contest in school with an my piece on the minimum wage’s adverse effectsessay arguing against the minimum wage, . and mMy passion for understanding economics has only increased since then.been growing ever since. This past summer, I attended Mises University to learn about become exposed to Austrian economics and have conversations fromwith the leading experts. Recently, I also recently started alaunched my own  podcast focusing onhighlighting today’s anti-progress public agenda, in which I interview . I interview veterans of businesspeople and politicians and politics to investigateabout  forces that arewhy slowing down progress and innovation ares slowing in the face of growing regulation.that rise up despite regulation.	Comment by Susan: You don’t really identify any ideas – they should perhaps be specified – belief in human’s ability to advance and improve the world when given the freedom to do so (see works Friedrich Hayek, Milton Friedman,  Julian Simon)?
While the excessive regulation of entrepreneurs plays a large role in stiflinges the the “Great Enrichment’s,” perpetuation, entrepreneurship is only a small fraction of a much vaster world calledthis is only one aspect of the emergent order– the habitat environment in which the unfetteredinhibited entrepreneurs thrive. s. Why do I want to study economics? because I strive to it's the analysis ofunderstand the essential laws of this emergent order process of creating orderliness from emergent, often difficult to understand and disparate phenomenon, grasp how Adam Smith’s “invisible hand” operates to bring order to the chaos. Better knowledge of  the complex dynamics of freedom and progress are vital for my goal of promoting the cause of progress(The Reality of Markets).4 The study of emergent order is necessary if I’m going to show people the truth about progress. Emergent order is difficult to comprehend because we’re used to seeing the mere surface of what goes on in our society, or rather the results. Much like a building’s foundation, few notice the emergent order when considering the economy, even though the economy would collapse without it. Emergent order is not apparent to the untrained eye, which doesn’t recognize the innate laws at work in the economy. The sStudying of economics at degree level would grant give me the tools to recognize understand these laws at work and help advancerefute arguments against laissez-fairelaissez-faire ideals.	Comment by Susan: Perhaps consider the word excessive	Comment by John Peate: I suggested rewording this to sound more positive than condemnatory.	Comment by John Peate: The amendments I have suggested in this paragraph are to more directly address what you hope to learn, something the instructions for the essay seek you to do.
Once I’ve earned my bachelorsAfter graduating in economics with a journalism minor ,in journalism, I hope aim to write secure a writing job centered aroundprofessionally on economics. Through this job,, I can describe to peopleadvocating for the forces of progress, that they’re blindly opposing and embolden them to fight for economic liberation. , and elite entrepreneurship, forces that can ensureIt is imperative that we shut down the social inclination to oppose the so-called Robber Barons and rich elites. This will allow for the continuous siphoning of new ideas into our economy, thus providing our ever-advancingincreasing development and prosperity. I want to participate in this reintroduction of a societal status quo which supports the bourgeoisie and their progressional endeavors.	Comment by John Peate: I have shortened this paragraph but also made it, I hope, more one of positive advocacy rather than negative criticism. I think that this will engage your audience better.
 References
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Essay #2
In the decades during which Coolidge made his career, from 1895 onward, states and the federal government not only expanded existing government offices but also created new departments and new authorities. With a few exceptions, the rise of new bureaucracy at all levels troubled Calvin Coolidge. Pick one reason Coolidge came to dislike bureaucracy, and describe how he sought to combat bureaucracy, whether as an elected leader in Massachusetts or later, in Washington, D.C. Please limit your response to 400 words. Important note: although you personally may not agree with Coolidge, for this essay try to get inside Coolidge’s head and explain his thinking and actions. To prepare yourself to write this essay, please read Coolidge’s Autobiography and the materials available at the below link. You may augment our materials with additional research if you like. 	Comment by John Peate: Again, the original draft significantly exceeded the 400-word limit. The suggest edits would take it to 388. The details on the references in the piece, which I suggest you move to the footnotes, are a little thin, so consider adding more reference points for them (author, date, website etc).
https://coolidgescholars.org/2022-essay-required-readings/
 
Coolidge realized understood that unchecked bureaucracy will leads to tyranny. , He describeding it as bureaucracy as a group “responsible to nobody,” and yet having “has powers to regulate and control the affairs of the people of the country.”1. (Press Conference on possible new bureau). He agreed with Jefferson that “the people should manage their government, and not be managed by it, seeing true liberty existing through this relationship between the public and the government.” (Autobiography of Calvin Coolidge, 102).2 Only from this arrangement can we obtain true liberty. In order to prevent irresponsible bureaucracy, Coolidge he encouraged the government to stick to theuphold the Constitution constitutional through separation of powers and federalism in order to prevent and federalismirresponsible bureaucracy from gaining entrenched power over the public..
Coolidge spoke out against bureaucratization and vetoed unconstitutional bills When whenever a bureaucracy threatened the the Founding Fathers’ constitutional separation of powers. established by the Founding Fathers in the Constitution, Coolidge opposed it by speaking out against it and vetoing unconstitutional bills. The Constitution divides up the power among the government to ensure that a prevents any branch of government can’t decide to take all from theassuming all  power and thereby  become becoming tyrannical.  Coolidge swiftly opposed When anything that threatened this balance of powers, such as the equalization fee introduced with the McNary-Haugen billBill, he was quick to oppose it. Coolidge explained thatdubbed this fee, despite how it was advertised by whatever its supportersadvocates called it, was a “sales tax upon the entire community,” and that would “involve an extraordinary relinquishment of the taxing power on the part of Congress,”3 considering given that it would progress proceed without any congressional inputoversight (Veto of Senate Bill 3555). In other words, tThe McNnary-Haugen Bbill and a similar one preceding it would have granted taxing taxation powers to an organization outside of Congress, which would break violating the constitutional separation of powers set in place by the Constitution and, thus, pose posing the threat of an autocratic bureaucracy. , so CoolidgeHe vetoed boththis bill, along with its predecessor which asked for similar grants.
Another way that Coolidge also would diminishcurtailed the power threat of national national bureaucracy was by supporting reinforcing federalism, which. Federalism limits national bureaucracy bureaucracies by preventing it them from seizing too muchexcessive power and by giving the states a powerful rolevoice. He Coolidge proclaimed the States states to be the “sheet anchors of our institutions” and argued that the national bureaucracy had too much control over society.4 over the people (States’ Rights and National Unity). Coolidge warned argued that a centralized government was wont to introduce “bureaucracy, tyranny, inflexibility, reaction, and decline” (Ibid)and. He agreed with the founders Founding Fathers that the “internal concerns” of each state should be left to its own government.5  (States’ Rights and National Unity). The pPeople can get alongthrive without the interference of the central government, but the presence of the government at state level government is necessary for order and liberty. While the national government “is too far away to be informed of local needs [and] inaccessible to be responsive to local conditions,” the state governments exists for the very purpose of helping those under theirits domain (Ibid).6 Seeing the need for this balance, Coolidge pushed forurged the States states to “discharge[e] the full obligations that have been imposed on them” and stop ignoringbe mindful of their duties, lest the national bureaucracy interveneencroach and, federalism leading to the decline of federalism.7 (The Reign of Law).	Comment by Susan: Consider adding  a short conclusion in your own words such as “Therefore, Coolidge’s objection to the dangers of bureaucracy were strongly rooted in his support of the Constitution.
 
 

1 Press Conference on Possible New Bureau
2 Calvin Coolidge, The Autobiography of Calvin Coolidge, p. 102.
3 Veto of Senate Bill 3555
4 States’ Rights and National Unity
5 Ibid.
6 Ibid.
7 The Reign of Law















Essay #3
In 1926, President Coolidge received an unusual gift, twin lion cubs. He named the first cub “Budget Bureau,” symbolizing his commitment to cutting the federal budget. Today, the budget of the U.S. federal government is in deficit, and has been for many years. Research President Coolidge's views and policies related to the budget. Then, research the budget of the federal government in the modern era. Finally, in an essay of 600 words or fewer, explain how you think Coolidge would address the budget deficit were he president today. Note: although personally you may not agree with Coolidge, try to get inside his head and explain how you think Coolidge would address the federal deficit. Please visit the following link which lists research resources for this essay. You may use additional resources as well. 
 References
https://coolidgescholars.org/2022-essay-required-readings/

E“Lawmakers Point to Entitlements When Asked About Deficits”: Lawmakers Point to Entitlements when asked about Deficits	Comment by John Peate: The draft again significantly overshot the word limit, 600 in this case. The suggested amendments would take it down to 599. Again the reference details in the footnotes would benefit from being fleshed out.
“Social Security Fraud – What it’s costing taxpayers”: https://www.investopedia.com/articles/retirement/120516/social-security-fraud-what-it-costing-taxpayers.asp#:~:text=Social%20Security%20fraud%20costs%20Americans,person%20is%20not%20entitled%20to.
 
Entitlement spending, which happens automatically without congressional vote, is making it impossible to deal with today’s deficits, with mandatory programs costs increasing by $1 trillion in the past decade (Lawmakers Point to Entitlements When Asked About Deficits). However, the political third rail of entitlement reform has become an extremely touchy subject that no one wants to take action against lest they be accused of being cruel. Congress, not wanting to upset voters by changing Medicare or raising taxes, find it easier to leave the issue as something that just happens automatically, leaving voters with no one to blame. The Simpson-Bowles Commission “proposed changes to Social Security and Medicare as part of its overall plan”; the proposition was immediately rejected (Ibid). Calvin Coolidge’s beliefs and actions give us insight into how we can approach this third rail.
Some suggest that we should increase taxes to alleviate the deficit; however, Coolidge believed this would aggravate the problem. Not only would raising taxes hurt the working class, but it would also deny citizens their right to private property. Coolidge warned that “[u]nless the people can enjoy that reasonable security in the possession of their property, which is guaranteed by the Constitution, against unreasonable taxation, freedom is at an end” (Address at the Seventh Regular Meeting of the Business Organization of the Government). Coolidge referred to the power of taxation as “the power to destroy” (Ibid). He realized that people weren’t free if they couldn’t control their own property. When taxes are raised, people lose what they gained through hard work, thus denying them of their constitutional right to enjoy the profits of their labor.
Rather than raise taxes, Coolidge would cut unnecessary spending. He exhorted bureaucrats to join him in his efforts to “reduce the Government payroll...(which)..will lead to greater efficiency” (Ibid). He understood that taxes are the people’s money, and would enforce continuing “necessary activities with the smallest possible expenditure” (Ibid). Furthermore, Coolidge likely would investigate federal spending in order to uncover discrepancies and repetitions. Coolidge “never hesitated to ask commissions to speed up their work and get their business done… [or] supplant them with those who [he] though would do better” if they failed to do their jobs (Autobiography of Calvin Coolidge, 102).
A “discretionary” cost that Coolidge would reduce is the military. Strongly opposed to the League of Nations, he preferred that America avoid entanglements in other countries’ affairs (citation) and helped America avoid war with Mexico multiple times (citation). By avoiding involvement with other countries, Coolidge could safely reduce military costs. Coolidge impressed upon his listeners the necessity of ridding the country of “the expense of maintaining large standing military forces. The very genius of a republic would be threatened by that policy” (The Navy as an Instrument of Peace). Coolidge would suggest that America pull all military out of other countries and avoid foreign affairs wherever possible.
Most importantly, Coolidge would remove the national government’s control of welfare. The fact that the SSA spent $7.9 billion in fraudulent payments in 2019 (Social Security Fraud: What Is It Costing Taxpayers?) suggests that the national government cannot accurately determine who needs assistance. My aunt, on the other hand, is an example of someone who needed this help desperately but was denied. An accident left her with brain damage and unable to provide for her young kids. Instead of receiving immediate help, she had to wait ten years before the government decided that she needed financial assistance.
 Coolidge would give welfare and healthcare responsibilities to the states or to “Community Chest” philanthropies. He preferred state governments because their reaction to constituents’ needs is local, immediate, and personalized. He would move that the states handle welfare “without aid or interference from the Federal Government” (1927 Budget Message). Also, Coolidge noted the success of Community Chests, which “eliminat[e] the waste of indiscriminate charity” (Discriminating Benevolence).  Even more localized and personal than the state, Community Chests would ensure that the community, not the national government, was providing for the truly needy.
Disagreement over how to solve the ever-growing budget deficit is bound to continue, but it doesn’t have to. Coolidge’s success demonstrates that we don’t have to sacrifice welfare for the poor, or raise taxes, in order to alleviate the deficit. Through lower taxes, reduced military, and privatized welfare, we can restore to America its title as the Land of the Free.
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Some While some suggested that we should increasingincrease taxes to alleviate the deficit under; however, Coolidge, he believed this would  aggravate the problem, hurt. Not only would raising taxes hurt the working class, and, worse, but it would also deny threaten citizens private property their rights to private property. Coolidge warned that “[u]nless the people can enjoy that reasonable security in the possession of their property, which is guaranteed by the Constitution, against unreasonable taxation, freedom is at an end.”3 (Address at the Seventh Regular Meeting of the Business Organization of the Government). Coolidge referred tocalled the power of taxation as “the power to destroy”4  (Ibid)and understood. He realized that people were no’t free if they couldn’t had no control over their own property. When taxes are riseraised, people lose the gains what they gained throughof their hard work, and are thus cannot denying them of their constitutional right to enjoy the profits of their labor.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Rather than raise taxes, Coolidge would cut unnecessary spending. He exhorted bureaucrats to join him in his efforts to “reduce the GGovernment payroll...(...[which] )..will lead to greater efficiency” (Ibid).5 He understood that tax revenues are the people’s money, and would enforce continuingworked on the principle of the state conducting “necessary activities with the smallest possible expenditure.”6 (Ibid). Furthermore, Coolidge likely would investigateclosely scrutinized federal spending in order to uncover discrepancies and repetitions. Coolidgeand “never hesitated to ask commissions to speed up their work and get their business done,” lest he “… [or] supplant them with those who [he] thought would do better.” if they failed to do their jobs (Autobiography of Calvin Coolidge, 102).7
A One “discretionary” cost area that Coolidge would reduced is was the military spending. Strongly opposed to the League of Nations, he avoidedpreferred that America avoid entanglements in other countries’ affairs (citation) and helped guided America avoid against war with Mexico multiple many times (citation). , By avoiding involvement with other countries, Coolidge could safely reducaverteing the huge potential military costs involved. Coolidge resisted military and political intervention in other countries whenever possible andCoolidge impressed upon his listenersurged the country to the necessity of ridding the itself country of “the expense of maintaining large standing military forces,” arguing that. it threatened The “[t]he very genius of a republic.” would be threatened by that policy”8 (The Navy as an Instrument of Peace). Coolidge would suggest that America pull all military out of other countries and avoid foreign affairs wherever possible.	Comment by John Peate: These are fairly broad arguments that I think do not need citations.
Most importantly, Coolidge would also removed the national government’s control of over welfare. TThe fact that the SSA spent paid out $7.9 billion oin fraudulent payments claims in 20199 (Social Security Fraud: What Is It Costing Taxpayers?) suggests that the national government cannot accurately determine who truly needs assistance. For example, My own aunt, who was left brain damaged and unable to care for her children following an accident, on the other hand, is an example of someone who needed this help desperately but was denied. An accident left her with brain damage and unable to provide for her young kids. Instead of receiving immediate help, she had to wait ten 10 years before the government determined she was entitled to desperately needed assistance.decided that she needed financial assistance.
 Coolidge would giveallocated welfare and healthcare responsibilities to the states or to “Community community Chestchest” philanthropiesphilanthropic organizations that pooled community contributions for charitable giving. He preferred state governments to act because their they could reactspondion to constituents’ needs is in a local, immediate, and personalized way.  He would move that the states handle welfare “without aid or interference from the Federal Government.”10 (1927 Budget Message). Also, Coolidge noted also understood that community chests the success of Community Chests, whichcould successfully “eliminat[e] “the waste of indiscriminate charity.”11 (Discriminating Benevolence).  Even more localized and personal than the state governments, Community community Chests chests would ensured that the community, not the national government, was providing for the truly needy.
Continuing dDisagreement over how to solveing the ever-growing budget deficit is bound to continue, but it does no’t have to continue indefinitely. Coolidge’s success demonstrates that we don’tneither have to sacrifice the poor’s welfare for the poor, nor raise increase taxes, in order to alleviate the deficit. Through lower taxes, reduced military spending, and privatized welfare, we can restore to America its title as thofe Land of the Free.
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