
PLS 101 - Lecture 2

Today what I want to do is I want to finish up Chapter 1 because we have a 
holiday coming up on Monday.  We may go ahead and start a little bit in 
Chapter 2 as well because weíre only gonna have essentially two days next week 
to talk about the constitution, and thatís the kind of material that really 
might take more than just two days to talk about.  I mean, there are classes 
for an entire semester that are devoted to the Constitution.  So covering it 
in a few days in itself rarely does it justice.

But today what I want to do is I want to finish up on some discussions 
here about the introductory material.  And as I had indicated ó we were 
talking a little bit about this on Wednesday.  We were talking about, for 
example, the differences between a direct democracy and a representative 
democracy, and we talked about the fact that there are two forms of 
representative democracy.  One being a parliamentary democracy and one being a 
presidential type of democracy where the branches are elected separately.  So 
you remember some of these things.

And the thing I wanted to point out is that we couldíve adopted a 
parliamentary democracy when we were founding our country, but we decided 
deliberately not to do that.  The system that you develop and place has some 
very important implications in terms of what gets done and how well it gets 
done.  And Iíll just go ahead and tell you right now one of the disadvantages 
about not having a parliamentary democracy is because since we donít have the 
presidential or executive branch wedded to the legislative branch, it makes it 
harder to get things done here.  And thatís good in a way and itís bad in a 
way.  Itís certainly bad if you need to get things done, important bills 
passed and important pieces of policies to take place.  Those are good things 
if you can get that done.  In a way, though, by having separately elected 
branches with respect to the executive and the legislative, it also means that 
anything that we do requires more compromise.  And compromise can be, again, a 
good thing but it also has closed things down.  And thatís why I gave you the 
example for an example.  That we have a divided government when we have the 
president controlled by one party and the legislature or the congress 
controlled by another party.  It makes it very difficult sometimes to get 
things done and that can lead to gridlock.  All voices are heard but at a much 
slower pace will things get done because of that.

So which is better for democracy?  I want you to be thinking about these 
kinds of issues.  Is it better for democracy to have the two branches 
together, working together to get things done, or should they be divided so 
that they have the opportunity to have more voices being brought to bear on 
those very important issues? We talked about various reasons why we would 
choose a representative democracy over a direct democracy as well. 

This basically leads us to sort of the next section of material here in 
the first chapter.  If youíre thinking about establishing any government ó you 
know, anywhere around the world ó there are basically three questions that you 
have to ask yourself about how that governmentís gonna look like.  And so Iíve 
got a few things here I want to mention.  The first question youíd really want 
to ask is essentially this: Who should govern?  In other words, who should 
play a critical role in this?  In other words, if weíre gonna create a 
government, should we create a monarchy headed by a king or a queen?  Should 
we have a military dictatorship?  What about a government headed up by the 
church?  Call it a theocracy perhaps.  What if it should be a government set 
up by the people?  That would be a democracy.  But then, of course, what kind 



of democracy do you want as well?  A more direct or more representative type 
of democracy.  So thatís one of the questions that you want to have.  
Basically, who should essentially be in charge of this government?

Another question should be this.  Where should government authority be 
vested?  And when I say vested, what I mean is located.  In other words, where 
should the power essentially be located?  And when we think about that, weíre 
really talking about should it be located more ó more power belonging to the 
national government? And should the national government ó the Federal 
government be more responsible for the major things that are going on in our 
political system?  Or should we have more authority being brought down to the 
level of the states or even the local levels?  In other words, who essentially 
should be in charge?  Should the Federal government be in charge more or 
should the states or local government be in charge?

And along the same lines, we need to think about responsibilities.  Which 
level should be responsible for certain basic functions like schools or 
defense or crime or drugs or transportation?  All the things the government 
does, decisions about where is the appropriate level at which that government 
authority should be vested.

And then the last thing we would say about this is how much should 
government do?  In other words, overall what role should the government play?  
Should it play a very active role or a limited role?  In Chapter 1, the book 
talks about some of the different purposes of government.  Youíll see, for 
example, one of the most fundamental purposes of government was ó in fact, let 
me just ask you so you can tell me a little bit.  Why do we have government?  
Just your own view.  Why do we need a government to begin with?  What can 
government do?  No matter what kind of shape or form it takes, why do we need 
to have a government to begin with?

[Inaudible student response]
To keep us from total chaos, is that what youíre saying?  To basically ó 

what youíre really suggesting is to preserve in our society, right?  Good.  
Good.  So one fundamental purpose of government is to preserve order, right?  
What would be another major purpose of government?  It preserves order.  What 
else does the government do?

[Inaudible student response]
It sets standards such as?
[Inaudible student response]
It limits freedoms or provides freedoms?
[Inaudible student response]
Okay.  It provides freedoms.  That might be, in some respects, a little 

bit like the idea of preserving order.  It preserves order to allow freedoms 
to exist, right?  Individual freedoms.  Okay.  To prevent the strong from 
oppressing the weak, for example.  That might be another example.  Just look 
around you.  What does government do?  Okay.  Whatís another purpose of 
government?  Yes?

[Inaudible student response]
Very, very good.  Set up certain basic types of services.  Monetary 

standards, maybe have a role in regulating the economy.  Providing for certain 
basic things like education.  Iíll have to ask Aaron.  Aaron is a former 
student of mine who went to go serve in Afghanistan and Iraq, and Iím glad 
heís back.  Iím sure he has a lot of experiences to share.  But when I think 
about defense, I think of Aaron now because Aaron was formerly ó well, I 
presume youíre still in the military.  But the idea obviously, what does 
government do to provide for our common defense?  A very important purpose of 



government is to provide various services.  Provide for common defense, 
provide for our education, provide for our basic infrastructure so we have 
roads to drive on.  I mean, all sorts of things as we mentioned in our first 
day of class, all the ways in which government affects us in so many ways.  It 
provides basic goods and services.

So one purpose of government is to protect order.  Another purpose of 
government is to provide certain basic goods and services.  These are outlined 
in Chapter 1.  And then perhaps a more recent and third response is ó that the 
authors talk about ó is the promotion of social and economic equality.  Social 
and economic equality is another purpose of government.  And here, what are we 
talking about when we say, ìWell, the government is involved in promoting 
social equality or economic equalityî?  What does that mean to you?  What 
would that suggest, to promote social equality or economic equality?  To help 
people who are less advantaged, to help them up a little bit?  What would that 
be in terms of ó give me a specific example of how government might do that.  
Some type of public assistance of some sort would be an example, maybe food 
stamps.  What might be another example of this?  What about education?

[Inaudible student response]
No Child Left Behind is a great example because thatís an educational 

program designed specifically to help ó to make sure that all children have a 
certain level of basic training and education before they advance on to the 
next level.  And people have different views about how effective itís been.  
But again, thatís a very good example of a governmentís attempt to promote, in 
this case, social and economic equality.  We can come up with a whole bunch 
more.

Any of you are getting subsidized loans, by any chance?  Thatís an example 
of government providing ó at least some indirect form, an attempt by 
government to provide you economic equality or help you sort of advance.  
Again, lift a hand up in some ways.

So those are some purposes of government.  Now, the question that all of 
us deal with at some point in time is we see government involved in different 
areas in our society and we have already come up with some opinions and 
conclusions about whether or not we think it is appropriate for government to 
be involved in these various things.  And so this inevitably gets into the 
idea ó what I would call political ideology.  How much should government do to 
involve the concept of political ideology.  And political ideology really is ó 
relates to different belief systems that people have about the appropriate 
role of government and also about what level of government should be handling 
different kinds of functions.

And I think the book does a very good job in framing ó framing this issue 
here in terms of what they talk about.  Now, when I say political ideology, 
before I even put up anything else over here on the PowerPoint, whatís ó let 
me give you ó well, Iíll tell you what.  Let me just ask you something.  One 
example of political ideology would be Liberalism.  Whatís another political 
ideology?  If youíre not a Liberal you might be a Conservative.  So 
Conservativism is another ideology.  Can somebody give me yet a third 
ideology?  Libertarianism.  Very good.  Libertarianism.  Where you gonna say 
something, sir?  Pardon? Communism. Is a political ideology.  Okay.  Very 
good.  A lot of these isms have political ideologies.  What are they?  They 
are basic views about ó peopleís views about the role of government and what 
kind of role the government should you have and how active it should be.

The book ó the reason why I like the book is because it does a very good 
job in talking about some of these basic ideologies.  And the way they do it ó 



they do it in terms of a framework between freedom, order, and equality.  In 
other words, they say if you think about government and weíre talking about ó 
oh, and I apologize for the PowerPoint.  It should say equality, not quality.  
Sorry about that.  Put an ìeî in front of quality.  But the tradeoff between 
freedom, order and equality.  The things that we were talking about, the basic 
purposes of government, to insure order that helps protect certain freedoms or 
to promote social and economic equality in our society.

A couple of questions that they ask is this.  I think these give you some 
good examples of the tradeoff between these basic values and purposes of 
government.  For example, which is better: to live under a government that 
allows individuals complete freedom to do whatever they please or to live 
under a government that forces strict law and order?  So thereís a tradeoff 
there between, in this case, freedom and order.

Let me give you another one here.  This is a tradeoff between freedom and 
equality.  Which is better: to allow businesses and private clubs to choose 
their customers and members, regardless of their gender and race, or should 
they pass laws that require them to admit anyone and serve everyone, 
regardless of their race and gender?  So again, this is an example of a 
tradeoff between freedom versus equality.  Should they be required to admit 
anyone or allow them to have the freedom to choose their own?

So thereís some examples.  And from that the book shows four basic 
ideologies.  Weíve talked about Libertarianism and weíre gonna elaborate a 
little bit more on that.  Conservatism, Liberalism, and a fourth one we 
havenít talked about, Communitarianism and weíll talk about that in just a 
second here.

All right.  Letís just go over each of these here.  Libertarianism.  There 
is a Libertarian party.  A Libertarian is a person.  Is anybody a Libertarian, 
by any chance, in here?  There might be.  Southwest Missouri has lots of 
Libertarians.  What is a Libertarian?  A person who believes in liberty, 
right?  But what does that mean in terms of government?  A Libertarian 
believes in what about the government?  Much less government, right?  The less 
government you have.  Federal, State, local ó it doesnít matter.  The less 
government the better.  The basic purpose of government ó and this is all in 
the book here ó but the basic purpose of government is to preserve liberty, to 
allow you individual liberties.  It basically maximizes society of freedom.  
It believes in liberty and liberty achieved through very, very limited role of 
government, no matter what level youíre dealing with.

Now, letís talk about Conservatism and Liberalism, and letís talk a little 
bit about some differences between the two.  If you are a Conservative, what 
do you believe?  And I know there are Conservatives in here.  What do you 
believe?  What do Conservatives believe is the appropriate role of government?  
ìI donít know.î  Yes, you do.  If youíre a Conservative, you have some views 
about government.

[Inaudible student response]
Okay.  Very good.  The idea ó it implies less government.  Conserve means 

essentially to preserve the status quo, perhaps.  Might mean some of that, 
too.  What are your basic beliefs about government if you are a Conservative?  
What should government be doing or not be doing?  Yes?

[Inaudible student response]
Okay.  Preserving order more than allowing ó it believes in freedoms, now, 

okay?  But not just any freedoms.  If those freedoms violate or potentially 
lead to some chaos in our society, then theyíre not gonna believe -- theyíre 
not gonna focus on that or adhere to that.  But the idea of preserving order 



in our society.  Would a Conservative believe that itís good to have a strong 
police force to protect ourselves from lawbreakers and throw the book at 
lawbreakers for those, you know, who deserve it?  Absolutely.  Would a 
Conservative believe itís good to build jails if necessary to punish 
lawbreakers?  Would a Conservative believe that it might be a good idea to 
regulate the sale of adult bookstores or the location of adult bookstores away 
from churches?  Thatís preserving order in our society.  Those are some things 
that Conservatives would believe.  They want to make sure that government can 
preserve order of some sort. Would a Conservative believe that having a 
strong defense is an important thing to preserve order?  Absolutely.  So 
thatís what a Conservative believes.

How about a Liberal?  What does a Liberal believe in?  If you are a 
Liberal, what do you think is the appropriate role of government or what do 
Liberals think is the appropriate role of government?  To preserve personal 
freedoms?  Well, thatís right but that also sounds a little bit like a 
Libertarian, doesnít it?  So how do a Liberal and a Libertarian differ from 
each other?

[Inaudible student responses]
Absolutely good.  Very good.  The response here was Liberals also believe 

not only in terms of preserving freedoms but also to insure equality and ó 
yeah, to insure equality in our society, to help those who are less fortunate.  
In a lot of ways to play an activist role in our society.  Let me give you 
another example real quickly here, too.  Letís talk about in terms of playing 
a role in the economy.  If you are a Conservative, are you more willing or 
less willing for government to actively regulate business?  Conservatives 
donít want government regulation of business, right?  If you have parents who 
have small businesses you may have heard them say, ìBoy, I sure wish 
government would get off my back, you know.  All these government regulations 
and red tapes, itís just too much for me.  How can a small businessperson 
thrive in this kind of environment?  We need to have less red tape.î  Thatís a 
Conservative perspective.  They want basically government to play less of a 
role in managing the economy.

Go back to your study of economics and capitalism, and laissez-faire 
economics.  Laissez-faire economics ó basically Adam Smith in The Wealth of 
Nations suggested that government should be playing a ó have a very limited 
role, allow the invisible hand of the marketplace to guide how we allocate 
goods and services.  Government is seen as, in a lot of ways, hurting our 
economy.  Itís a drag on our economy when you impose certain government 
regulations.  So, in other words, unleash the forces of free enterprise.  You 
hear that quite a bit, and thatís whatís gonna help improve our economy.  And 
Conservatives believe because of that things like tax cuts, right?  Less money 
going to the government, more money going back to you.  The idea if you own 
businesses youíll put that money back into growing that business.  In the 
process of growing that business youíre gonna also enable to ó help to employ 
more people and hire more people.  And the idea is like a rising tide begins 
to lift all boats.  If you have a tax cut, you basically stimulate the economy 
that way.  The best way to help improve our economy is providing tax cuts, or 
one of the best ways.  So those are some of the themes that you hear 
Conservatives say.

Now, letís compare that or contrast that to Liberals.  What would a 
Liberal say about the marketplace?  If you believe in the role of government 
here, the government should be playing an active role in the marketplace or a 
limited role ó if youíre Liberal?  An active role.  Thatís right.  Liberals 



believe that government should play more of an active role in regulating the 
economy. So, for example, if youíre a Liberal ó a Liberal point of view would 
say, ìWe need to go after big industries that pollute our environment.  We 
need to really increase the number of regulations that prevent businesses from 
doing these kinds of things.  We need to use government as a forceful tool in 
a positive way to have cleaner air, cleaner drinking water, by limiting what 
government can and cannot do. And if it takes more regulations and more fines 
of businesses, thatís fine.  Weíve had for too long too much toxic waste being 
produced by industry and we need an activist government to clean up this 
waste.  Because ultimately, in the long-term, itís our healthy environment 
that makes a difference.  And so anything that government ó I mean, that 
businesses are doing that are wrong or bad or hurting the consumer, we need to 
go after that.î

So thatís suggesting an activist government, isnít it?  Liberals tend to 
believe in more of an activist government, at least in some respects.  When it 
comes to, for example, regulating the economy.  Now, what about in terms of 
regulating your personal lives?  Would a Liberal believe that government 
should be playing an active role in regulating what goes on in your own 
personal life?  No, no.  A Conservative would, though, right?  But not a 
Liberal.  A Liberal believes in an activist government when it comes to things 
like promoting social and economic equality and when it comes to regulating 
the environment and regulating business.  But when it comes to your own 
personal lifestyles, you know, government should not be playing an active 
role.  Whereas if youíre a Conservative, you might say, ìNo.  Government 
should limit these kinds of things.  Government should prevent gay marriages, 
as an example, as opposed to just allowing anybody who wants to marry to 
marry.î  Again, another example of how you might see contrast between the two.

So thatís in a lot of ways ó just a small example of the differences 
between Conservatives and Liberals.  Already some of you know where you sort 
of stand on some of these issues.  Now, one thing we havenít talked about ó 
the book does a pretty good job of talking about this ó something called 
Communitarianism.  Communitarianism is a belief system that basically believes 
that government should play an active role in two ways: promoting social and 
economic equality ó okay.  It should promote social and economic equality.  
But government should also play an active role in maintaining order.  We can 
look at government in a way, in a positive way, to help those who are less 
advantaged, to help them up.  Provide school lunch programs for 
underprivileged children?  Thatís a good thing.  Headstart programs? Thatís a 
good thing.  Thatís a good thing to a Liberal and itís a good thing to a 
Communitarian.  But they also believe that itís quite fine for government to 
use its resources to promote a moral order in society.  So a Communitarian 
would be inclined to believe, like a Conservative, that banning gay marriage 
is a good thing.  So in a lot of ways a Communitarian is in some respects a 
hybrid in some respects of a Conservative and a hybrid in some respects of a 
Liberal but in different kinds of ways.

Now, all this is probably confusing, Iím sure, because of all these 
different kinds of nuances here.  So what the authors do, they provide a very 
interesting framework here about looking at ó if you look at these three basic 
values between freedom, order, and equality ó and this, by the way, is on page 
15 in your text, too ó and it really amplifies the differences about these 
four ideologies.  And they say essentially if you want to look at these four 
ideologies, think about that in terms of the basic tradeoff about the purposes 
of government.  Should government be more about freedom?  Should it be more 



about promoting order or should it be more about promoting equality in our 
society?  And by looking at these tradeoffs, you come up with these four basic 
ideologies.

So Liberals here ó we have in one quadrant ó Iíll just go ahead and put 
ëem all four up here ó and we can see how we would interpret this.  So if 
youíve got your book, go ahead and turn to page 15 just to make sure you 
understand how to read this particular kind of chart here.  Iím gonna show you 
something.  Look at Libertarians first.  If I said the following statement, 
ìLibertarians believe in freedom more than order and freedom more than 
equality,î would that be a correct statement?  Absolutely.  Theyíre all about 
freedom.  Limited role of government.  If I were to say, ìLibertarians believe 
in freedom more than order and order more than equality,î would that be a 
correct statement?  No Thereís no implied ranking there.  They believe in 
freedom more than order and freedom more than equality.

Now, letís take a little bit more difficult one.  Conservatives.  If I 
said to you, ìConservatives value order more than freedom and freedom more 
than equality,î would that be correct?  Think about what I just said.  They 
value order more than freedom and freedom more than equality.  Would that be 
correct?  Yes.  Very good.  That is a true statement.  Because you see theyíre 
closer to the freedom quadrant than the equality quadrant, you know.  When we 
speak of the quadrant opposite that, thatís the farthest way theyíre from.  So 
again, let me give you another example using Conservatives thatís not a 
correct statement.  If I were to say, ìConservatives value order more than 
freedom and equality more than freedom,î that would be an incorrect statement.  
So follow it that way.  They believe in order first, freedom second, and 
equality third.

Liberals.  Letís look at Liberals, then.  Liberals believe first and 
foremost in equality, right?  They believe in equality more than freedom and 
freedom more than order.  Liberals basically would prefer ó if they had to 
make a tradeoff between freedom versus order, they would take freedom over 
order.

And then the last one here is Communitarians.  How would you interpret 
Communitarians?  What do Communitarians believe in?

[Inaudible student response]
They believe in both order and equality, right?  Do they believe in order 

and equality more than freedom?  Thatís the opposite quadrant, isnít it?  So 
Communitarians believe in order more than freedom and equality more than 
freedom.  If I were to say, ìCommunitarians believe in order more than freedom 
and freedom more than equality,î would that be a correct statement?  No.  So 
you see how to read that chart?  Thatís a good way of dealing with those kinds 
of tradeoffs here, between the two in terms of freedom, order, and equality.

All right.  Let me talk to you about the homework assignment because this 
is actually kind of useful.  The handout that I gave you.  What Iíd like to do 
is, the publisherís website has a test to test your political ideology and I 
want you to do this because if youíre not sure if youíre more of a Liberal 
versus Conservative, this is a good time to find out.  Itíd be sad to think 
that youíd end up taking a course in Political Science 101 and not know 
exactly where you yourself are in terms of these tradeoffs.

So they have a pretty nice little test here -- youíre not graded on it by 
any means ó to enable you to gauge what your political ideology is.  So let me 
go back to our home page here and there is ó we can just follow the 
instructions here.  We are at our home page at that first point here, at 
Courses at SMSU.  From there letís click on the publisherís website for the 



text, The Challenge of Democracy.  So we click on the publisherís website 
here.  Now, there is on the lefthand side and also at the bottom here ó 
thereís a hyperlink called Ideologue 7.0.  So what I want you to do is get to 
that point and click on it ó opening up a new window.  And here basically this 
gives you some information about what it is ó you want to, on the lefthand 
side ó at the left is just click Run Ideologue.  So youíre gonna click that 
right there and this is the screen that you should get.  Like that second page 
that Iíve given you is a screen that you should get to that point.

Whatís very critical here is that you see that Run Ideologue right here in 
your screen.  If you donít see that, that tells me that you donít have Flash 
Player installed.  Iím not sure if computer ó the lab downstairs on the first 
floor ó sorry.  I lost my mike.  Hang on for one moment while we take a 
station break.  Back to our story.  That was a very quick commercial.

If you see here ó when you get to this screen here and you donít see Run 
Ideologue, it tells me that you donít have Micromedia Flash Player.  You need 
to download a free plug-in for it, either at your computer at home or ó if you 
canít access it, does anybody know at this point have you seen any Flash 
applications on the computer?  I donít know if you can or not.  I remember one 
time they would not allow you to download plug-ins on these computers.  So I 
donít know if you can do it downstairs or not.  But if youíre at your computer 
at home, you can download a Flash Player plug-in and do this.

So if you get to the point youíre fortunate.  Where you see this screen 
right here, thatís great.  Because then you just simply click on the Run 
Ideologue.  And then youíll see right here is that the log-in screen here, 
click Next.  You do not have to put in an email address.  Thatís optional.  
Iím gonna click on Next here and finally Iím up to where I need to be.  Youíre 
gonna get to this screen here that says Introduction Tutorial on Self-Test.  
You want to click on Self-Test.  I mean, you could again take the tutorial and 
introduction, and all that stuff, but thatís kind of what weíre doing right 
now.  This will get you to this screen here and you see a little smiley face 
right here where you start out.  And basically this gives you a chance to 
answer certain questions about ó that they have provided, designed to test 
what your own political ideology is.

And so as a question, for example ó for example, ìThere are always some 
people whose ideas are considered bad or dangerous by other people.  For 
instance, somebody who is against all churches and religion.  Should such a 
person be allowed to teach in a college or university or not?î  And the 
question is, ìShould they be allowed to teach or not allowed to teach?î

Letís have a little fun here.  This is not ó you need to find out on your 
own, but letís find out where we are in terms of our class consensus.  You 
ready?  Letís just try it for a few minutes.  Itís only a few questions here.  
Should that person who has ó whoís against all churches and religion ó 
seemingly a radical idea, right? ó should that person be allowed to teach in 
our schools?  If you believe yes, raise your hand.  So Iím seeing a majority 
say yes, so itís selective.

Can you guys see the screen there?  Can you read it okay?  Some people 
think that government in Washington ought to reduce the income differences 
between the rich and the poor ó i.e., promotional equality here -- perhaps by 
raising taxes of wealthy families or by giving income assistance to the poor.  
Others think that the government should not concern itself with reducing 
income differences between the rich and the poor.  What do you think?  Should 
government help reduce income differences?  If you believe that, raise your 
hands.  Okay.  So government should not reduce income differences, raise your 



hands.  Everyone has to vote.  Thank you.  No oneís gonna be holding any ó you 
know.  We do have the camera here but weíre not gonna be using it to record 
your votes by any means.

In general, do you think that gays and lesbians should or should not be 
allowed to form a domestic partnership that would give same sex couples the 
rights and benefits as those of the opposite sex?  In other words, should they 
be able to have the same rights and benefits or should not get the same rights 
and benefits?  How many of you would select opinion A, that they should not 
get the same rights and benefits?  Raise your hands and I promise I wonít 
look.  Is that half and half?  How many of you believe that they should get 
the same rights and benefits?  I think Iíve got a slight majority here.  
Thatís what it looks like.

Should the Federal government see to it that every person has a job and a 
good standard of living or should the government stay out of it and let every 
person get ahead on their own?  Again, whatís the role of government here?  
Promoting economic equality.  Opinion A is persons should be allowed to get 
ahead on their own.  Opinion B is government should help provide jobs.  How 
many of you believe opinion A, that they should get ahead on their own?  Raise 
those hands.  I canít see ëem all.  How many say the government should have to 
provide jobs?  Wow!  Okay.

Which punishment do you prefer for people convicted of murder, the death 
penalty or life in prison with no chance of parole?  How many of you favor the 
death penalty?  Raise your hands.  Divided government, divided class.  How 
many of you believe opinion B, that life in prison is a better option?  Slight 
majority for B.

Do you agree or disagree with this statement: We have gone too far in 
pushing equal rights in this country.  Do you agree with that statement?  If 
you do, raise your hands.  Too far with equal rights.  If you disagree, raise 
your hands.  Okay.  Again, please everyone vote.  I need to have everybody 
voting.  Itís okay.  No one is taking tally except my cameraman, Dan.

Would you favor or oppose Federal legislation which would force Internet 
service providers to turn over email records and download logs as court 
evidence?  Should ISPs, Internet Service Providers, be required by the Federal 
government to do that?  Do you oppose laws for that or do you favor that 
legislation?  If you oppose that legislation ó in other words, ISPs would not 
be required to turn over that information because of the privacy issue ó raise 
your hands.  If you say that thatís a good piece of legislation and would help 
take care of security, raise your hands.  Little bit to the left, I think, on 
this one.  It was opinion A, I believe.  Left ó I mean the first opinion.

Please tell me how much, if anything, you think each of the following has 
done to improve conditions for black Americans in recent years.  Done a lot, 
some, only a little, or nothing to improve conditions for black Americans.  
What about government social programs?  In other words, have government 
programs helped a lot, or some, or have they only helped a little?  If you 
think government programs in the past 30 or 40 years have been very helpful, 
raise your hands.  If theyíre very helpful?  I see you going, ìOh, what doesî 
ó okay.  Then very little help, raise your hands.  Has not been very helpful 
at all.  Iím still seeing a little bit more on opinion A here.

In terms of gun laws in the United States, which of the following would 
you prefer to see happen?  Should we pass new gun laws in addition to 
enforcing the current laws more strictly or should we only enforce the current 
gun laws and not pass new gun laws?  How many of you are in favor of not only 
enforcing existing laws but passing new gun laws as well to further restrict 



that?  Raise your hands.  Are you in favor of gun control?  Okay.  How many of 
you are opposed to that?  Okay.  Weíre almost ó well, weíre halfway there.

In general, some people think that itís the responsibility of the 
government in Washington to see to it that people have help in paying for 
doctor and hospital bills.  Others think that this is not the responsibility 
of the Federal government and that the people should take care of these things 
themselves.  Which approach do you prefer?  Opinion A is healthcare is 
primarily your responsibility and opinion B is itís the governmentís 
responsibility to provide healthcare.  How many of you agree with opinion A?  
Raise your hands.  How many agree with opinion B?  Okay.

Do you think confessions obtained from defendants who were not read their 
constitutional rights when they were arrested ó should that information be 
admissible in a trial?  In other words, youíve seen ìCopsî ó bad boys, you 
know ó they werenít read their rights but theyíve busted them with some drugs.  
Should that ó because they werenít read their rights and there was a 
confession there, should that confession be used?  Raise your hands.  Should 
that confession be thrown out of the court?  Raise your hands.

If the government had to choose between keeping down inflation or keeping 
down employment ó this is a tough question here ó who should be given the 
highest priority?  Should the government be more concerned about their 
unemployment ó in other words, trying to create jobs ó or trying to keep down 
inflation?  Whatís more important, opinion A or opinion B?  How many of you 
would vote for opinion A?  Raise your hands.  A few of you.  Okay.  How many 
of you agree with opinion B, keeping inflation down?  Thatís a tough question 
there.

Do you think that possession of small amounts of marijuana should or 
should not be treated as a criminal offense?  How many of you believe that 
possession should not be a crime?  Raise your hands.  How many of you believe 
that possession should be a criminal offense?  Raise your hands.  

Do you favor or oppose a lot of individuals to invest a portion of their 
Social Security taxes in the U.S. stock market?  Thatís something right now 
that the Bush administration is proposing, by the way.  Do you favor allowing 
people to invest Social Security taxes in the market or are you opposed to it?  
If you believe that youíre in favor of it, how many of you would select 
opinion A ó that you favor using the market for that?  Okay.  How many of you 
are opposed to that?  A little bit more opposition.

For each of the following, please say whether you think the Federal 
government should do more to regulate violence in that area.  Whether it 
should do less or is it doing the right amount?  How about regulating violence 
on TV.  Should government play a role in regulating violence more actively, or 
is it simply doing the right amount as it is, or it could even do less?  How 
many of you agree with opinion A?  Raise your hands.  And how many of you 
agree with opinion B?  All right.  Good.

Let me read you two positions on school vouchers.  Do you guys know what 
vouchers are?  Vouchers are basically something that government gives to 
people to then say, ìHereís a grant of money essentially to allow you to go to 
whatever school you want to go to, public or private.î  Okay.  Thatís what a 
voucher is.  Between these two positions, which do you side with more?  
Government funding should be limited to children to attend public schools -- 
in other words, no vouchers -- or government should give parents more 
educational choices by providing taxpayer funded vouchers to help pay for 
private or religious schools.  So how many of you agree with opinion A, that 
government funds should go only to public schools?  Raise your hands.  Thereís 



a majority there.
The United States Supreme Court has ruled that no state or local 

government may require the reading of The Lordís Prayer or Bible verses in 
public schools.  What are your views on this?  Do you approve or disapprove of 
this court ruling?  In other words, do you approve of the fact that government 
ó against required prayers or do you think that you disapprove of the ruling 
against required prayers?  Thereís too many double negatives here on this one.  
Letís take a look at this one real quickly here.  In other words, should we 
not have prayer in public school thatís required?  In other words, if I say to 
you ó again, pretending weíre in elementary school ó and I said to you, 
ìBefore we start, all bow your heads and pray.  Weíre gonna have a little bit 
of a church service here, a little 3-minute prayer.î  But youíre required to 
pray.  Or should that simply not be required?  Should that be sort of, you 
know, pulled out of the public schools?  Now, again, I donít mean to be 
painting an extreme picture here.  Iím just simply doing it according to the 
question here.  Are you against required prayers or you disapprove against 
required prayers?  If you approve of that ruling, select opinion A.  How many 
of you would go with opinion A?  Okay.  How many would go with opinion B?  
Okay.

On the whole, do you think affirmative action has been good for the 
country or do you think itís not been good?  How many of you agree that 
affirmative action has not been good for our country?  Raise your hands.  How 
many of you think itís been good for our country?  Raise your hands.  I think 
a slight majority on opinion A.

Thinking about abortion, if you had to choose, would you describe yourself 
as being more pro-choice or more pro-life?  How many of you are more pro-
choice?  Raise your hands.  How many of you are more pro-life?  Raise your 
hands.  Got a majority over here.  

Some people feel that the government in Washington should make every 
effort to improve the socioeconomic position of blacks.  Others feel that 
government should not make any special effort to help blacks because they 
should help themselves.  What do you feel?  Should the government in 
Washington help blacks more ó the government should be doing this?  How many 
of you agree with opinion A?  Raise your hands.  Opinion A is the government 
in Washington should do more to help blacks.  How many of you believe that 
this is not the Federal governmentís responsibility?  Okay.

All right.  This is our final tally here.  Now again, I want you to just 
do this on your own because this is a class consensus or a majority and 
sometimes that doesnít really tease up the differences as well.  But according 
to this, this is your placement after taking the self test.  You see that 
quadrant?  That puts you all in the Liberal category.  Can you believe that?  
I wouldíve thought that wouldíve put you more in the Conservative category or 
more in the Libertarian category.  So it looks like youíre a bunch of 
Liberals.  Is that right?  Iím just teasing here.


