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What Would They Do?

With both a presidential election and the 250th anniversary of the
Declaration of Independence approaching, we examine issues facing
the state through the lens of the Declaration and the Founders.
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“When in the course of human events, it
becomes necessary for one people to
dissolve the political bands which have
connected them with another and to
assume among the powers of the earth,
the separate and equal station to which
the Laws of Nature and of Nature’s God
entitle them, a decent respect to the
opinions of mankind requires that they
should declare the causes which impel
them to the separation. We hold these
truths to be self-evident, that all men
are created equal, that they are
endowed by their Creator with certain
unalienable rights, that among these
are life, liberty and the pursuit of
happiness. That to secure these rights,
governments are instituted among men,
deriving their just powers from the
consent of the governed. That whenever
any form of government becomes
destructive of these ends, it is the right
of the people to alter or to abolish it and
to institute new government, laying its
foundation on such principles and
organizing its powers in such form, as
to them shall seem most likely to effect
their safety and happiness. Prudence,
indeed, will dictate that governments
long established should not be changed
for light and transient causes: and
accordingly all experience hath shown,
that mankind are more disposed to
suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to
right themselves by abolishing the
forms to which they are accustomed.
But when a long train of abuses and
usurpations, pursuing invariably the
same object evinces a design to reduce
them under absolute despotism, it is
their right, it is their duty, to throw off
such government and to provide new
guards for their future security.”
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A FUTURE THAT WORKS

Our mission is to marshal the best thought on
governmental, economic and educational issues at the
state and municipal levels. We seek to accomplish this
in ways that:

> Exalt the truths of the Declaration of Independence,
especially as they apply to the interrelated freedoms
of religion, property and speech.
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Emphasize the primacy of the individual in
addressing public concerns.

Recognize that equality of opportunity is sacrificed in
pursuit of equality of results.
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The foundation encourages research and discussion on
the widest range of Indiana public policy issues.

Although the philosophical and economic prejudices

inherent in its mission might prompt disagreement, the

foundation strives to avoid political or social bias in its

work. Those who believe they detect such bias are
asked to provide details of a factual nature so that
errors may be corrected.
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Wednesday Whist

IU Tenure and the Heidt Memo

W e applaud the Indiana Legislature’s
revolutionary attempts this session to

reign in group-think and lockstep tenure in the
university system. It’s about time.

We call it “revolutionary” in the sense the
Founder’s used the term and as it is explained in
our newly published “Indiana Mandate: A Return
to the Founding Principles.” It is not a rebelling
against anything, it is a revolving back to where it
should be.

And thus thanks to some courageous legislative
leadership the tradition of tenure revolves back,
however haltingly, to its centuries-old
purpose, i.e., to encourage and protect
diversity of thought rather than
continue an academic tyranny.

It has been a long time since you
could say that about Indiana
University’s Maurer School of Law in
particular. How do we know? We've
been tracking it for more than
three decades. During that time you
would have felt lucky to draw a faculty
advisor to the right of Malcolm X.

Robert Heidt, a professor there and a member
of its admissions committee, documented the
sorry situation in a series of articles for us citing a
memorandum he wrote in 1996. The subject was
the school’s wildly discriminatory and self-
demeaning affirmative action policy:

“The admissions committee maintains a de
facto quota for the minimum number of certain
minorities that it insists be enrolled in each
entering class,” Professor Heidt wrote. “And to
fill that minimum quota the Admissions
Committee has been willing to leap-frog
minority applicants over more accomplished,
qualified and promising non-minority
applicants. While the same could be said for
virtually all law schools, almost none is as
willing as we to admit minority applicants with
relatively poor credentials.”

PROF. ROBERT HEDT

Heidt said that more than 75 percent of the
minority applicants at IU who were admitted with
lower standards were from out-of-state. There
have been years where fully two minority
applicants were admitted for only one denied, a
substantially better ratio than enjoyed by non-
minority applicants.

Yes, you read that right; The policy of the state-
funded university for many years had been to
prefer significant numbers of under-qualified out-
ot-state students over as qualified or more
qualified in-state students.

Heidt brought receipts in the form of charts
comparing year-by-year admission rates and
LSAT scores in dozens of other states. For
example, in 2000, IU Law admitted 67 students
with LSAT scores below 150 (more than 9 percent
of that year’s class). Neighboring

Mlinois admitted only 16.

(In February this year, Indiana
University President Pamela Whitten
expressed concern to U.S. News &
World Report that the Senate’s action
would impede her institution’s ability
to compete with other states in
attracting faculty talent. Hah!)

Heidt’s memorandum was placed on
the desks of the then IU president and
chancellor. Only one or two faculty members and
no administrator acknowledged receipt — too hot
to handle.

The position had been summed up nicely in
Justice Clarence Thomas’s earlier dissent in Gratz
vs. Bollinger: “The law school (Michigan
University) is not looking for those students who
despite a lower LSAT score or under-graduate
grade point average will succeed in the study of
law. The law school seeks only a facade — it is
sufficient that the class looks right; even if it does
not perform right.”

Thanks to Professor Heidt, everybody in the
Indiana university system saw what was going on.
They had reason to know it was stupid and went
along with it anyway — group-think run amok.
Aren’t supervisory boards and legislative
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committees supposed to be looking out for these
things?

Flipping through pages of the 1992 version of
“Indiana Mandate” you see the pattern of
malfeasance beginning to form. It’s a feature not a
bug. That is the way university oversight has been
handled these 30 years — with eyes tightly closed.

Please know this is not rocket science. We have

written about other examples recently:

e Last week: In 30 years or so years if you
don’t give K-12 classroom salaries a priority, in
30 years or so you will have fewer k-12 teachers,
and especially fewer good ones.

e And earlier: In search of tuition dollars how
many tens of hundreds of students from China
can be admitted to Indiana universities without
somebody wondering about their incentive to
surveil and subvert?

e And now: If your practice is to admit
mediocre law students, pretty soon you will
have a mediocre law school.

But again, we like to think things are looking
up. It was greatly encouraging this time around
that someone other than a lone professor stood up
to speak the truth, to challenge the wrong indeed,
a majority of the Indiana Senate did so. Agreed,
some problems take longer to solve than others,
but three decades would seem sufficient to
address at least one or two.

We detail 75 such issues in the new “Indiana
Mandate.” Plenty of them are non-partisan and
some are even self-evident. The legislators got
their copies earlier this month. The state elected
offices and the media got theirs a couple of weeks
ago. You can buy yours now.

Let’s get busy, we can’t wait another 30 years.
— tcl

How to Order
‘Indiana Mandate’

You can now order "Indiana Mandate: A
Return to Founding Principles" at
the member price of $19.54 at
Amazon.com/books. With both a
presidential election and the 250th
anniversary of the Declaration of
Independence approaching, the Indiana
Policy Review, through the lens of the
Declaration, examines 75 of the most
critical issues facing Indiana. (Don't forget
gift copies for July 4th.)

Help Us Host a Book Signing

In CONGRESS. Juy 4

We have begun scheduling signing parties in advance of July 4th celebrations and the
upcoming 250th anniversary of the Declaration of Independence. Tell us who you want to invite and
pick a time, date and place. We'll do the rest, asking nationally syndicated cartoonist Gary Varvel or one
of our other contributors to join you for a wide-ranging discussion of the Declaration and Indiana
issues. Contact our office for help with the details (260/417-4094).
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Artificial
Intelligence:
A Good Thing

Do Great Masters Cheat
When Using ChatGPT?

Barry Keating, Ph.D., an adjunct
scholar of the Indiana Policy
Review Foundation, is Professor
Emeritus at the University of Notre
Dame.

J ohannes Vermeer, the
artist, produced about
35 works that are attributed to him with relative
certainty. His most famous painting is arguably
Girl With A Pearl Earring (1665). Centuries after
his death Vermeer remains one of the most
popular artists to have ever lived. When the
National Gallery in London closed because of the
pandemic they opened their collection to online
viewers; one of the 20 most viewed works during
that period was a Vermeer. It’s clear from the
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small volume of his paintings and the care with
which they were executed that Vermeer worked
carefully and slowly. There are some, however,
who believe Vermeer “cheated.”

The criticism centers on Vermeer’s use, or
alleged use, of “enhanced tools.” The only reason
any criticism or notice of Vermeer’s work exists
today is because he is considered one of the
greatest painters of the Dutch Golden Age.
However, along with other artists like Hans
Holbein and Diego Velazquez, he stands accused
of using something other than his trained eye and
a set of brushes. These three Masters are accused
of using “optics” to achieve the precision that
appears in each of their works (D. Hockney, Secret
Knowledge: Rediscovering the Lost Techniques of
the Old Masters, expanded edition, Aery, 2006).

When it was emptied after his death, Vermeer’s
workshop did not contain any optical devices.
However, he did know one of the first lens makers
in Holland and that same individual was the
executor of Vermeer’s estate. This suggests that
Vermeer might have learned how to use optics to
produce his paintings. Because his works seem to
have been completed in the same room, they may
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have required optics that were not easily
transportable.

In 2013, Tim Jenison, an American, produced
a documentary entitled Tim’s Vermeer. In it, he
describes how he attempted to duplicate
Vermeer’s The Music Lesson, completed in the
artist’s preferred work site. Jenison feels
confident after completing this reproduction that
he has demonstrated the techniques employed by
Vermeer (Tim’s Vermeer- Wikipedia).

The optical tool that Vermeer and others are
suspected of using is called a camera obscura.
Although Jenison considers various techniques,
he initially employed a camera obscura in his
Vermeer reproduction. Some art historians
dispute the idea that Vermeer’s work is based on
the use of such a device, but it is worthwhile to
consider the hypothesis.

A camera obscura entails a darkened room
with a small hole in one wall that allows light to
enter the device and project an image of what is
outside on the opposite wall. An optical lens may
be placed in the hole and that would sharpen the
projected image. The use of such a lens was
introduced well before the time Vermeer was
painting in the 17th century. The image
conceivably could be projected on canvas and
used by an artist as a template for an extremely
detailed painting.

The question we wish to examine here is, “If
indeed he did employ the camera obscura as a
tool, was Vermeer cheating?” Is it cheating to use
a device of some sort to achieve an effect that
others see as pleasing or useful? Should art critics
discount Girl with A Pearl Earring as less pleasing
if the result was “only” achieved by using an
optical tool? Centuries of art critics and art lovers
seem to speak with a single voice; Vermeer was a
Master regardless of his technique.

Is Artificial Intelligence
a Form of Cheating?

Artificial Intelligence (AI) is the development
of computer systems to perform tasks that
normally require human intelligence, such as

The Indiana Policy Review

visual perception, speech recognition, decision-
making, and translation between languages.
Consider the use and benefit of Artificial
Intelligence (AI) built into your automobile.

If you have a car that was purchased within
the last ten years, it includes a sophisticated Al
system that goes by many names depending on
the car’s manufacturer. Subaru calls their system
EyeSight; Honda has Sensing 360; Toyota has
Safety Sense, and so on. Most of these systems are
very much alike. EyeSight involves a set of data-
gathering sensors coupled with a decision-making
AT algorithm. EyeSight has the ability through
Lidar, a laser light detection system, along with
dual front-facing color stereoscopic cameras to
“see” and sense objects (cars, motorcycles, people,
horses, etc.) in front of the car. The system
classifies the objects, estimates their distance,
senses their movement, and finally makes a
decision on whether to take some action; all of
this takes place in the blink of an eye. Actions
taken by the AI might include visual and auditory
warnings to the driver, reduction in engine speed,
or the application of brakes.

One of the most common uses of Al systems in
automobiles is “intelligent cruise control.” This
use of Al allows the driver to set a desired speed
while allowing the system to detect vehicles (or
people, animals, etc.) in front of the car and make
necessary adjustments such as slowing down,
speeding up, or stopping altogether. The system
constantly classifies any objects in front of the
vehicle, assigning them a category based on the
system's training, and then takes appropriate
action.

How does the accident-avoidance system
classify a situation as one that might result in an
accident? The system collects data, applies a set of
rules, classifies the threat, and finally takes
appropriate action. If you have ever felt your car
brake automatically, you have benefitted from the
Al system.

Are you cheating if you use adaptive cruise
control or accident avoidance? Yes, in one sense,

Page 7 Spring 2024
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you are cheating. When these 25

systems are enabled, you are not
in complete control. You have
transferred some of the elements
of safe driving to the AI system.

Many drivers cheat all the time 1571

— 0 -~ 0 T

when they drive; their AT systems

are always enabled. 10 +

Now, consider taking a grade-
school student aside and teaching
him or her to use ChatGPT, a

natural language processing tool
driven by Al technology. This is
just one way to enhance the

30 45 60
Petal length

learning process and pique
student interest.

Figure I. This figure is drawn using R. A. Fisher’s original Iris

The situation, we pose, is the
following: students have been
assigned a project in ecology. Our
student chooses to learn and
write about jackrabbits that live in
the high desert of Idaho with special attention to
how they survive harsh winters and omnipresent
predators. There are full-semester college courses
on how to prompt ChatGPT to get desired results,
but in this example, merely one type of prompt is
employed, namely, the “persona prompt.”

To use this prompt our grade school student
“tells” ChatGPT to take on a persona, in this
instance a jackrabbit. The AI processing tool is
instructed to answer all questions as if it were a
jackrabbit. The student can then interview the
jackrabbit and collect information on any topic
within the Jackrabbit’s domain: where and when
it sleeps as well as dangers from intense desert
cold and predators. Imagine having a Jackrabbit
that knows everything you need to know for a
school project and one that will answer all your
questions.

Computers use algorithms, a set of rules
desired to calculate or assess problematic
situations. Suppose we introduced the student in
addition to ChatGPT to another set of Al
algorithms called Firefly. We ask this Al
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data set from his 1936 article (R. A. Fisher (1936). "The Use of
Multiple Measurements in Taxonomic Problems.” Annals of
Eugenics. 7 (2): 179-188.)

application to produce a drawing of a jackrabbit in
the Idaho high desert during winter with
snowcapped mountains in the background.
Within a few seconds, the Al displays 20 options
from which to choose. We then request Firefly to
rearrange the graphic of the image chosen such
that the jackrabbit is larger and the mountains,
smaller.

Be aware of the response a student might
receive on submitting his or her ChatGPT and
Firefly-assisted jackrabbit project. Some schools
have specifically prohibited any use of ChatGPT
and other schools have had to contend with
instances of plagiarism resulting from non-cited
AT techniques. If you believe that any one of the
discussed situations represents cheating (i.e.,
Vermeer’s alleged use of some form of a camera
obscura, the use of an automobile accident-
avoidance system, or the use of a persona prompt
in ChatGPT), all three tools should be avoided.
However, to clarify the nature of alleged cheating,
it is useful to understand how AI works by
examining one of the many classification
algorithms used.
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At Work in Classification n

Assume that we wish to use Artificial
Intelligence to begin to classify a set of
one type of flower as belonging to one of
three possible varieties. Ultimately, this
classification algorithm can be
employed to sort any population of
these flowers as well and even more
quickly than a human person. Note that
this problem is very much like asking
the accident-avoidance system to either
apply or not apply brakes; both tasks

Petal Width

Virginica

Petal Length

represent a classification decision.

Our flower example lends itself to one
type of AI algorithm, namely
classification. A classification algorithm is
only one of many types of Al algorithms.
You might be inclined to ask “Is there one
best classification algorithm that we could
employ all the time?” That would be like asking a
carpenter “Isn’t there one best carpenter’s tool
that could be used all the time?”

Any carpenter would explain that all the tools
on his/her belt are “good” tools for their intended
purpose. The hammer is excellent for driving nails
but the measuring tape in the belt is not useful
when used with a nail. Even within the domain of
“hammers” there are sledgehammers, tack
hammers, ball-peen hammers, etc. Al algorithms
work in the same manner; different types of
algorithms serve different end goals but within
each type of algorithm there remain many
differences. One characteristic that all Al
algorithms have is that they have been trained on
large amounts of data, hence the term “big data.”
These algorithms go by the names of Artificial
Intelligence (AI), data mining, big data, analytics,
machine learning, and predictive analytics.
Nuances distinguish these sets of algorithms, but
they may all be thought of as synonyms for Al

Figure 1is an attempt to classify 150 plants in
the Iris family; there are three possible classes:
Setosa Iris

Versicolor Iris

Virginica Iris
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Figure 2. Fisher did not diagram the results of the
linear classification algorithm he described in his
original article, however, we have produced the
diagram using software that finds a line that is “best”
at separating the different clouds of points.

Can we develop a classification algorithm that
could in the future successfully sort all irises into
one of three categories based on subtle
differences? This very situation gives rise to one of
the first and simplest of the classification
algorithms: the linear classification algorithm.

To sort the flowers, we use two “attributes” of
each plant: petal length and petal width. If, after
measuring, we graph our results, it would look
like that presented in Figure 1.

We have identified each of the 150 plants by
taking and plotting measurements in terms of two
attributes. The cluster of blue crosses in the lower
left represents the Setosas, the green dots in the
center of the diagram represent the Versicolors,
and the red ones in the upper right are the
Virginicas. R. A. Fisher, the noted statistician who
created this example, stated that a simple linear
classifier (that is a simple straight line) works very
well at classification if the correct attributes are
chosen (Annals of Eugenics). It appears that the
attributes chosen in the Iris example given truly
differentiate between three classes; therefore, the
straight-line linear classifier performs well. The
linear classifiers (i.e., the straight lines in the
diagram) that perform best would look like those
separating the three clusters in Figure 2.
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The straight lines in Figure 2 show the border
between the different classes of Iris. With this
information we would code a rule that matches
the diagram; the beginning of the rule would look
like this:

If petal width > 3.272 — (0.325 * petal length) then class = Virginica
Elseif petal width...

It is this rule that would be applied to sort new
instances of flowers; the use of the once-estimated
rule would make sorting go very quickly. Note that
the coded rule that matches the linear classifiers
in the diagram would not perform a perfect sort.
Some plants would be misclassified. That is a
characteristic of classification models (and all AI
algorithms); they do not predict perfectly. They
may, however, predict much better than a human
and in less time. In his example, Fisher used only
two attributes: petal length and petal width. Could
we enhance the classification accuracy by using
more than two attributes? The likely answer is
yes. Could we enhance the accuracy of the
classifier by using a nonlinear classifier? Again,
the likely answer is yes. Most classification
algorithms have the desirable characteristic of
arriving at an answer quickly once the “rules” are
estimated, although some AI algorithms work
more slowly. More than one algorithm may be
used at a time; that would be called an “ensemble”
and ensembles tend to be very powerful indeed.
The classification mechanism in automobile
accident-avoidance systems is most likely an
ensemble using information gained through
multiple algorithms.

All AT algorithms predict something; those
predictions arise from the large amount of data
that the algorithm has been trained on. The
training of an algorithm and its application is
another article entirely.

Used as a Tool

AT has the potential to develop applications for
both the private and public sectors that could
significantly increase our standard of living. For
example, some insurance companies presently
assign a probability based on classification

The Indiana Policy Review

Page 10

attributes to flag fraudulent claims. Those claims
with the highest probabilities would be candidates
for further and deeper scrutiny to prevent fraud.
Do the Al fraud detection systems perfectly flag
fraudulent claims? No, but they do increase the
likelihood that insurance companies catch
fraudsters cost-effectively resulting in lower
insurance premiums for the rest of us. The very
same tools (most likely a classification algorithm
or ensemble of classification algorithms) could be
used by public agencies to economically identify
tax frauds.

Table 1 shows some of the types of Al
applications currently used by private businesses.
Interestingly, each of these common uses for Al in
the private sector has a potential analog in the
public sector.

Much of the internet remains unavailable to
ChatGPT; even so, the information that it has
access to is enormous. ChatGPT was requested to
project 10 reasonable uses for Al in the public
sector based on currently available applications in
both the private and public sectors. Table 2 lists
these potential uses for Al in the public sector as
generated by ChatGPT.

Table 2: A List of Suggestions (in blue) made by
ChatGPT for possible uses of Al in the Public
Sector:

1. Data Analysis and Insights

« Al can analyze large datasets to extract
valuable insights, helping policymakers
make informed decisions based on data-
driven evidence.

« Predictive analytics can be used to forecast
trends, enabling proactive decision-making.

2. Fraud Detection and Prevention:

» Al models can be employed to detect
fraudulent activities in public programs,
such as social welfare, tax, or healthcare,
minimizing financial losses and ensuring the
proper allocation of resources.

3. Customer Service and Chatbots:

 AI-powered chatbots can handle routine
inquiries and tasks, providing citizens with
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instant access to
information and
services.

« Virtual assistants can
assist citizens in
navigating government
websites, filling out
forms, and accessing
relevant information.

4. Public Safety and
Security:
« Al can be utilized for
predictive policing,

* Retail

* Price Optimization

* Promotional Effectiveness
* Customer Insight

* Merchandise Planning

* Banking & Finance
* Fraud Detection
* Cross Selling Opportunities
* Upselling Opportunities
* Customer Retention

Examples of Al Use by Private Businesses

¢ Oil, Gas, & Utilities
* Equipment Failure Prediction
* Drilling Optimization
* Seismic Analyses
* Production Forecasting

* Manufacturing
* Warranty Cost Reduction
* Supply Chain Optimization
* Quality Assurance
* Process Improvement

analyzing crime data to
identify potential
hotspots and allocate
resources more
effectively.

» Facial recognition
technology can aid in identifying and tracking
criminal suspects.

5. Healthcare Planning and Management:

» Al can help optimize healthcare resource
allocation by predicting disease outbreaks,
identifying high-risk areas, and improving
overall healthcare planning.

 Automated diagnostics and image analysis
can enhance medical diagnostics and
treatment planning,.

6. Traffic Management and Urban Planning:

« Al models can optimize traffic flow and
reduce congestion by analyzing real-time
traffic data.

« Predictive modeling can aid in urban
planning, helping cities anticipate
infrastructure needs and adapt to population
growth.

7. Education and Personalized Learning;:

« Al can be used to develop personalized
learning platforms, tailoring educational
content to individual student needs.

« Analytics tools can help educational
institutions assess performance and identify
areas for improvement.

8. Cybersecurity:

The Indiana Policy Review

Table 1. Predictive Analytics: What It Is and Why It Matters:
https://www.sas.com/en_us/insights/analytics/predictive-
analytics.html

« Al-based cybersecurity solutions can
enhance the protection of sensitive
government data and infrastructure by
identifying and mitigating potential threats
in real time.

9. Policy Analysis and Simulation:

» Al models can simulate the impact of policy
changes, helping policymakers assess
potential outcomes and make more
informed decisions.

10. Natural Disaster Response and Management:

e Al can aid in predicting and managing
natural disasters, enabling faster and more
effective response efforts.

Concerns About and Regulation
of Artificial Intelligence

Artificial Intelligence (AI) should be viewed as
a supplementary tool; it is one tool among many
that may be used appropriately and effectively.
But it is a very powerful tool.

Universities are treading very carefully in the
use of Al as a learning tool because we are in the
initial stages of use. At the same time, universities
seem committed to teaching students about Al
and allowing students to learn how to use it to
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their advantage. According to an article in Notre
Dame Magazine, “Artificial Intelligence is the

simulation of human intelligence processes by
computers using algorithms to break down vast
amounts of data. The almost-instantaneous
results — text, photos, videos, computer codes,
music, and more — look and sound like they were
produced by humans.” Further, “The University’s
AT policy recommends that professors become
familiar with AT tools and take advantage of
learning opportunities offered on campus (M.
Fosmoe, “Students, Faculty Cautiously Embrace
Al as a Supplemental Learning Tool”, Winter,
2024, 6-9).”

One concern about Al holds little weight; that
is the fear among some that it will replace humans
and cause significant unemployment. Centuries of
experience in the production and provision of
services have taught us that innovations cause
some jobs to disappear but create many new
forms of employment. If this were not the case,
unemployment would have been rising
monotonically since the Industrial Revolution.
That has not happened; structural or temporary
unemployment does result from new tools being
used but, as the night follows the day, new forms
of employment replace the old.

The question of regulating Al is problematic.
The government has chosen in the past to regulate
anything that could cause harm to third parties.
We regulate automobiles, aircraft,
pharmaceuticals, and a host of other productive
“tools” because they could be used in harmful
ways. Does Al fall into this category of
regulations?

The Indiana Policy Review
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Consider just two regulatory issues. First,
ownership rights need to be redefined as Al
combines material from a variety of sources. Do
the legal rights to use sources belong to the
originators of the material or the Al codes that
have transformed them? Secondly, although Al
tools can be developed to protect teens from the
harmful effects of social media, some Americans
as well as congressmen are calling for immediate
Al regulation. The sense is that social media
platforms employ AI algorithms that are addictive
and provide harmful images and information.
Governments will undoubtedly implement
regulations to establish cybersecurity standards,
prevent malicious use of Al, and address safety
risks associated with Al applications.

It is not the case, however, that Al requires
regulation in terms of job displacement and
overall economic impact. Long-term job
displacement is an unnecessary justification for Al
regulation. In a vibrant economy with a skilled
labor force, any job displacement will be
temporary and in little need of protection beyond
the present social safety net. Unfortunately, the
government will also likely consider the effects of
Al on competition and monopoly. With the
already widespread use of Al, it would seem that
intense competition and innovation will be more
likely to diffuse market power across many sectors
of the economy rather than concentrate it.

If we don’t explore the uses of Al and learn
how to harness its power, we risk falling behind
both as individuals and as a nation. ®
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A Return to
Founding Principles

Craig Ladwig, director of the
Indiana Policy Review Foundation,
is a veteran journalist with
editorships at the Kansas City
Star, the Washington Times and
Knight Ridder News in Fort
Wayne. This is the introduction to
“Indiana Mandate: A Return to
Founding Principles.

“We can avoid the cataclysm anytime we choose
to, by returning to reality, to reason, to ‘the Laws
of Nature and of Nature’s God.” — Notre Dame’s
Robert Reilly in his “America on Trial: A Defense
of the Founding”

I n youth, the best of an American generation
begins by thinking of the words of the
Declaration of Independence as well-meaning
suggestions for another time. Later, some become
aware that the words hold ageless wisdom and are
not suggestions but rather, as the Declaration
itself says, self-evident truths. It is well into
adulthood, however, before the
few — too few — realize that
they must apply those truths
anew for the sake of their own
children.

A daunting challenge, one I
am grateful that contributors took
up for our “Indiana Mandate: A
Return to the Founding
Principles,” now on sale at
Amazon.com/books. They have
used the Declaration as a lens to
assess Indiana state and national
public policy. I can think of no better
way to ensure our state’s prosperity
and the freedom of its citizens than a

careful reading of this work. Clearly, Indiana has a

role to play in the great reawakening of the
American people.

Don’t misunderstand. None of this is new. The
truths illustrated on the following pages are

indeed self-evident. Such aspirations have risen in
the hearts of men throughout history and
everywhere in the world. But with precious few
exceptions, of which we are blessedly one, they
were crushed by a ruling elite driven by base greed
or envy. The resulting cultures tend to devalue
freedom of speech, religion and property.

So that is the first thing that makes our
Declaration special — it survived. More than that,
it survived to be put in action as the inspiration
for an extraordinary republic built on the rule of
law and not of men. We owe that not to flowing
language but to valiant men and brilliant military
tactics. Study the pivotal battles of Saratoga and
Cowpens. The Colonial Army, on American
ground, man for man, was better and smarter
than the British Army.

Second, the words touched men’s hearts — and
continue to do so centuries later. The scientist
Paul Colinvaux, author of The Fates of Nations,
searched for a clinical description that perfectly
captured the aspiration of humankind, one that
included the political dimensions that all men
wish for in their country but also were general
enough to allow for variety in individual and

cultural tastes:

“I suggest that a gathering of American
revolutionaries wrote down such a
definition more than two hundred years
ago. Scientifically, their words can be
rewritten to say that the human niche is
bounded by a set of inalienable rights,
among which are life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness.”

That fortuitous gathering in 1776
led a revolutionary movement in a
country of both immense challenge

and immense opportunity. To help

meet those challenges, those

gathered had in their libraries the
great economic and philosophical works of their
time or, for that matter, of all time.
Please know that on these pages we call them

“revolutionaries” and not “rebels.” They were not
rebelling against anything, certainly not the
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foundational principles of England. On the
contrary, they wanted their situation to revolve
back to where it was before King George III
upended it with a tyrannical hand.

Again, nothing new. Britain’s Dan Hannan,
former member of the European Parliament,
notes that the goals of the Declaration rested
on the principles of England’s Glorious
Revolution of 1688. It generally continued the
natural rights long claimed by British citizens,
although we like to think we improved on
them. But the Signers, subjects of the same
crown until ink touched paper in the old
Philadelphia State House, sought only
equality.

And while we are cutting fine historical
points, the colonists didn’t start the war. The
decision of the Royal Governor of Virginia to
try and disarm them by removing a public
store of gunpowder and weapons was the last
straw for the patriot militia. That affront to
their liberty (what prompted the Second
Amendment to their Constitution) made clear
the intentions of the crown. A year and a half
later the Declaration was signed.

Several of the essayists in this book argue
compellingly that there is a divine element to this
history. And even a sociologist, the Austrian
Helmut Schoeck, agrees that the Founders were
guided by primarily Christian tenets. He
documents in particular that the Christian
understanding of envy as a mortal sin and not
something to be institutionalized has proven a
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boon to all societies that have embraced it —
including our own until recently.

Also on the secular side, the British historian
Arnold Toynbee would call the signers of the
Declaration a “creative minority,” the most
successful in history. By that he means those few
individuals who meet the challenges of their age
selflessly by inspiring rather than compelling their
countrymen to follow an innovative lead. Tom
Bethell, author of The Noblest Triumph, would
add that it was not incidental that a great number
of these Founders were landowners and
understood what role private property plays in
both prosperity and liberty.

Let’s pause for a moment to consider how rare
all of this is. Such men and women introduce
solutions by moral example and reasoned
discussion, solutions from which the mass of their
fellow citizens would benefit but otherwise would
be incapable of discovering or affecting.

Where else does this happen — did this
happen? Most societies, democracies or not, are
governed by a dominant minority, again one that
rules by force and in its own interests. And that is
true of the hundreds of civilizations Toynbee
examined in his iconic A Study of History. Such
societies, he warned, "die from suicide, not from
murder.”

But they are the default, we are the exception —
or so we will fervently hope this semi-
quincentennial of the Declaration’s signing. ¢
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Mark Franke

Mark Franke, M.B.A., an adjunct
scholar of the Indiana Policy
Review and its book reviewer, is
formerly an associate vice-
chancellor at Indiana University-
Purdue.

Trump as Andrew
Jackson, Biden as
Buchanan

(March 12) — It is a matter of discipline with
me to avoid listening to political speeches. They
are hardly edifying and the current trend is a
pronounced one toward less and less
enlightenment each time a politician rises to his
legs and starts talking. Last week’s State of the
Union address by President Biden accelerated the
velocity in that direction if the news reports, all
with their own biased spins of course, are
indicative.

Instead, I spent the time taking refuge in
historical reflection. To avoid total depression
when considering this election’s offering of
candidates, I found solace in looking backward
through our history to find times that were not all
that much different from ours. There have been
tightly contested and bitterly controversial
elections before; 1800, 1824, 1860 and 1876 come
to mind.

As I contemplated those elections, what caught
my fancy was not the similarity of circumstances
but the resemblance of candidate characteristics.
Which presidents in the past remind us of our
current two?

Donald Trump’s was the easier character to
match so I will start with Joe Biden.

My immediate Biden thought turned to James
Buchanan. Both served at a crisis time in our
nation’s history when we were tearing ourselves
apart through vitriolic speech and a tendency
toward violence. Buchanan failed miserably in
keeping the nation together and my opinion of
Biden’s record is no better.

Another similarity is that both men seemed
unduly subservient to their cabinet level and other
federal officers. When the cabinet room is
overpopulated with extremists and incompetents,
that does not portend well. Buchanan’s reputation
was to have deferred to his cabinet on all
important decisions, and Biden’s track record
suggest the same modus operandi as he has a
proclivity for doubling down on the most
controversial policy ideas the extreme left of his
party can dream up.

My list could be longer but getting to Donald
Trump is an irrepressible urge.

To find Trump’s historical example, Andrew
Jackson’s case proved too good to pass up.

Andrew Jackson was viewed as the candidate
of the common man, standing against the coastal
elites who controlled the presidency. Prior to
Jackson, every elected president was either a
Virginia planter or a Massachusetts Adams. It was
the eastern economic and intellectual aristocracy
against the rough-and-ready settlers in what was
then called the West, everything past the
Appalachians.

At Jackson’s inauguration his supporters
scandalized polite society by tramping through the
White House without formal invitation, treating it
literally as the “People’s House.” They were the
early nineteenth century deplorables, surely in
love with their guns and their religion.

Old Hickory did not disappoint them as
president. He took on the National Bank, the
epitome of the “swamp” of that day. He faced
down his political opponents, sometimes with
physical threats, and caned a presumptive
assassin to the point of death.

Donald Trump has never fought a duel;
Jackson fought at least three and survived. Nor
has Trump ever horsewhipped a United State
Senator like Jackson tried. Trump’s weapon of
choice is his tongue, a weapon Jackson was not
unwilling to use. I won’t quote Jackson here; you
can find his most outrageous ones with a simple
internet search.

One final similarity is intriguing to consider.
Jackson lost the 1824 election but contested the
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outcome. He claimed the election was stolen from
him by East Coast elites. Sound familiar? Now
look to his rematch with Adams in 1828, an
election he won by a landslide. I will need to wait
for November to learn if the same outcome holds.

If my Jackson-Trump comparison has any
value, it will be with the MAGA crowd which sees
Trump as a populist hero fighting to restore
democracy to the common people. The major
difference between Trump and Jackson was that
Old Hickory was effective in advancing his agenda
while Trump can point to precious few political
victories during his term.

I had another thought about a Donald Trump
historical doppelganger, one that will be more
palatable to the Trump-haters. Aaron Burr never
became president, not for lack of trying, and he
got every bit as much metaphorical hate mail as
Trump gets.

Burr was involved in his own election
controversy in 1800 when he refused to concede
to Thomas Jefferson, the apparent winner.
Congress eventually put paid to Burr’s ambition as
did Mike Pence to Trump’s.

Burr also was accused of instigating
insurrection but acquitted by a jury based on a
literal reading of the Constitution’s language on
treason. Trump’s insurrection trial may, should,
come down to a literal reading of the Fourteenth
Amendment. Too bad for Trump that he doesn’t
have John Marshall as the presiding judge as Burr
did.

Too bad for all of us that we don’t have John
Marshall on today’s Supreme Court.

The Dawn of Artificial Intelligence

(March 4) — It seems one can’t pick up a
newspaper or journal without seeing a major piece
on artificial intelligence. 9Until perhaps a year or
so ago, I hadn’t even heard the term except in
science fiction and now it gets more Google hits
than Taylor Swift’s antics at a Kansas City Chiefs
football game — the Taylor Swift phenomenon
being something else I hadn’t heard of until

The Indiana Policy Review

Page 16

recently. I don’t really live in a cave but I would
like to.

To illustrate, “Bad Chatbots Pose New Threat
on Web” was a recent headline in the Wall Street
Journal. I didn’t read the article, not wishing to
send myself even deeper into my personal Luddite
purgatory.

It’s everywhere. Even my word processor
automatically inserted “intelligence” as soon as it
recognized I was typing “artificial.” How did it
know it was the next word I had in mind? Is my
thinking so transparent or is the adjective
artificial no longer used in any other context? I
know the latter can’t be true because my long-
time friend, the best man at my wedding, just got
an artificial knee replacement. But he is of my
generation so perhaps we geezers still have
literary rights to the adjective since we would
never use it to modify the noun “intelligence.”

In the interest of full disclosure, I am writing
this on a laptop computer wirelessly connected to
the internet. My document is automatically saving
itself to the cloud, wherever that might be. Maybe
there are Biblical legions of angels sorting out all
the nonsense we humans write or calculate into
spreadsheets. I hope so, because at my age I need
all the artificial support I can get . . . although my
knees are still working naturally.

As much as I want to hide from this all, I
realize that it presents a real and present danger
to our civilization if it gets into the wrong hands
and is used for the wrong purposes. Human
history does not provide comfort regarding that
probability. For every altruistic humanitarian in
the world, one can’t but fear there is a demented,
hate-driven sociopath seeking an opportunity.
Reading too much history can be depressing.

I am privileged to serve as a judge each year at
the American Legion’s national oratorical contest
for high school students. This requires that I go
through sexual abuse training before being
approved for this year’s contest, the training
focusing largely on recognizing when physical
abuse might be occurring. That training is
depressing enough, knowing that our children are
threatened with potential physical abuse, but now
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Al becomes another tool in these predators’
toolbox. How do we protect our children from
that?

Am I an alarmist, a twenty-first century
Chicken Little? I try to stay optimistic but I have
young grandchildren who will live with this after I
depart this mortal coil. I can’t protect them from
the grave, or can I?

While we certainly should strive to keep our
children safe, I wonder if we are going about all
wrong. The term “helicopter parent” isn’t heard
much anymore but a “no risk” parenting approach
still exists. It goes beyond participation trophies
for the littlest ones; it continues into adolescence
as kids are faced with a choice between over-
structured, adult-supervised activity or excessive
isolated screen time on digital devices. Kids can’t
be kids like we were back in the Eisenhower years.
We improvised unsupervised play using anything
that was to hand, creatively imagining whatever
caught our fancy.

Did we get hurt? On occasion, yes. But never
seriously other than one broken arm which gave
my neighbor bragging rights for about a month.
He lived.

As politically incorrect as this statement is,
children who grow up in a traditional family with
mother and father are much more likely to get
there — there being a wholesome life filled with
enough resilience to overcome the stuff that hits
the fan. Provided, of course, these parents allow
their children to learn to face adversity and
overcome it.

Author Greg Lukianoff touched on this issue in
his book “The Coddling of the American Mind.”
He posits three great untruths that have retarded
the development of the younger generations. One
he calls the untruth of fragility, a belief that any
challenging situation is to be avoided at all costs
rather than confronted and resolved. It prevents
children from maturing through experience and
therefore leaves them unequipped to face the
uncertainties of adulthood.

Lukianoff wrote this in 2018 before the advent
of Al and I am not aware of his addressing the Al
threat in any recent books. I am sure others have
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and will; Barnes & Noble will soon have a whole
shelf devoted to this topic if not already. A quick
search of the B&N website produced over 5,000
hits including the title “Artificial Intelligence for
Dummies.”

I think that says it all.
1776 — A Failed Experiment?

(Feb. 21) — Presentism is one of the pervasive
evils in our brave new world. It is the new
orthodoxy to examine history under a filtering
lens that subjects all events and people to our
modern conceits.

And it is not surprising that everything in the
past falls short at some point. Perfection, you see,
is the minimal standard for these modern-
day Torquemadas . . . a perfectionist standard
decreed by some woke politburo meeting
somewhere other than here in flyover country.

Our nation’s founding has taken a beating as
its few imperfections glare so brightly that its
many triumphs are pushed into an ideological
outer darkness. That leaves our founding
documents, the Declaration of Independence and
the Constitution, as symbols of liberty and
opportunity nearly everywhere but here.

No matter that our Constitution is the longest
surviving written document of its kind. It should
be dismissed if not entirely discarded because it
was written to protect slavery, as the 1619 Project
would have us believe. If that were true, the
Constitution failed at that since slavery has been
outlawed since the passage of the
13th Amendment in 1865.

The Founding Fathers were no more perf