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SOVIET-US 5CHOBLS

MGSCoK (AF) ~- § ''4IDESPRERL IDOLATRY OF SPORTS'' REENS TC BT THE

“?I PHRSUIT OF THE: nuERlCHh SCROOL SYSTTM. 8RYS A SOYVIZT ECOHORIAT

TIGHED IN THE URITED STATES WHO SERT HiS 12 -VERR-CLY/SUN ?S'EEHQGL
Iﬁ WRSHINGTONs D.C. T .

' '3 W:EIC%%S'E?°LREHTL? DG ONGT RIWD TﬂE FACT THRT ﬁETI 1P ﬁT;ﬂ% i
‘SPORTS NEAYES VOUNGSTERS WITHOUT EXOUGR TINE FOR DYANG RONEuCRK :
ﬂaolﬁ%ﬁi:*’: RTADING BOOXS: YISITING NMUSEUNS AND ZNGAGING IN OTHER
ACTIVITIES\IHAT &RE EGSENTIAL 7O CULTURAL AND IyTELLECTURL

EVELGPRENT X WURD NMALOV WROTE IN THE RONTHLY ?GUTH HRGAZINE YUNGET,

CHE SRID RARY YOUNGSTERS SRE LED TO PUT EL" EIR HOPES 15 A Cn?:E:'
I PROFESSIONAL GPORTSs BUT THAT NOST ARE 34T .nthh ED ENGUGH &ND EEE
LEFT AFTER TREIR DRADUATION *170 Tﬁ[ KHIng GF FRIE.M!

MALGY SHID WIS 55§ FOURD THAT "fCHILDA 3] ‘IN THE LOKER GRADES oF
AMERICAN SCHOOLS 3PERY BOST OF THE 3uﬂ GL DRY OUTSIDE GF THE
ALHSSEG-;H! E;Tr‘EE it TQ QRS CGR IR GYRA S?L”L.\S L?:URGLQ | ﬂll'h.s.i Tic

'] CARE TO THE CONCLUNGN THAT/THE PRINARY suszﬁsss‘as QNERICAN
sscana;?f CHOOLE 13 PHYSIOM. EDUCATION.'? R
IN THE SOYVIET UNIONs SECONBRRY SCHOOLS DEVOTE THO 45-RINUTE

©PERIODS A WEEK TO ATHLETIC TROARING IX GvmiA SIUNS, DURING THE

WiRTERS: OKL OF THESE PERIODH ISGPENT ‘DUTDOORS IN WINTER SPORTS
SOYVIET VOUNGITERS WHO SRfW EXCERTIORAL ﬁ.HLETIﬁ TALERT ARE § 3;

INTO GPECIAL BCHOGLE AT AY EARLY. RGN WHERE HGST OF THEIR TIBE %

SPENT IN SPORTY,

MALOY HRUTE THART IN AMERICA "ﬁ §E LU"RR?‘ECHUQL GRADUATE RAY NOT
EVEN KNOW KIS MULTIFLJCATION TRBLES AND BRY BE BARELY LITERATEs 847
IF HE I5 f TQP ATALEZE HE WILL BE ACTIYELY RECR JITEQ” 3% COLLEGES.

BUT HE RDDEDs ' MAONE BUST FDMIT THAT NCT AN U.5, CQLLEGES ARD

i-‘BNIVEiﬁlTIES RONLT STUDENTS HEEEL? BECAUSE THENY RRE GOOD ATHLETE

| TRE RIS OF FATE.'!

THE COUNTRY HARS A NUNMBER OF PRIVILEGED PRESTIGINYS UIIJE§317155 |G

'% RHICH ARPLICANTS "H: PDHITTED ESSENTIALLY ON THE RASIS OF

FARILY'S Sﬁﬁ' L 3TRTUS, ‘ : :

FOR THE Sﬁ% “fﬂﬁ; hu SR1Ds P?GFESSX&\B’ SPORTS XAK PROVIDE THE
ONLY MEARY GF SUCCESS. ''RUT OF THE VRAT FLOOD OF ASFIRING ATHLETES
PROFCSBLANAL SPORTS S(;u orF 10

THE TQP FROGSPECTS BHD LERYS THE REST
VDALASITY HE SRIDs ''FRTE I5 UNKIND TO ROST GF TRcls*? #HQ Hany

OVTURN TO CRINE GNCE THEIR HOPES OF BECOWING PROFE: SLSRHL AYALETES
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Madison, Wiscongin.

THE greatest obetacle
sage of compulsory
ance legislation today is”opga:
medicine. But American physicians
have not alwaya apposed this tyethod.
of paying for medical eare. 0%
Americans first began debati
merits of compuisory health inyur-
anoetwo—thi.rdsof?cenmryago,d .

By Ronsld L. Numbers

tors were among its moat visible and!
voeal proponents. Their -support,
however, did not last lang. Within &
fow years scarcely; a doctor could be-
found who was willing to endorse-
such a “socialistic”} notiof. ‘
. ‘Widespread inferest in health -
aurance did not develop in thy United:
States uptil the 1910s, after rising.
comte and increased - demande for
medical care had prompted many
Europesn nations, beginning with
Germany in 1883, to provide in-.
dustzial workers with compulsory in-
surance against sickness, Americans,
however, paid litths attantion to these:
forsign -experiments before 1911
when the British pariament passed &
Netional Insurance Act. 5
. Inspired by developments sbroad
and by the spirit of progressive re-
form at home, the American Associe--
tion for Labor Eegitlation in 1912
created a Committes on Social Ingur-
‘ance to prepare & model bill for intre--
duction in the legislatures of in-
dustzial states, The AALL, founded
in 1006 by a group of reformh-minded
social scientista, biad already scored 8
pumber of victories that. resulted in
lawn compepsating workers for in-
‘dustrial - accidenia and protecting
‘tham from industsial diseases.
By lste 1915, the committea had
completed a tentative deait of an in-
_surance bill and was mah‘ngpl_am fo
an extensive legislstive carapaign, Js
‘bill required the participation afir-
‘tually ell manusl laborere eafnmng
'$100 a month oriless, provided both
income protection and complete
_medical care, and divided the pay-
-ment of premiuras among the state,
the employer, and the employvs. It

ieft open the QugFion of Row dociorg...
TR o

. " ‘The initial response of the medieal
profession to thiz proposal bordered
on enthusinsm. |

When he saw £ copy of the AALL'
bill, Dr. ‘Frederick B. Green, secte-
tary of the American Medical Adso-
ciation's Councilion Health and Pab-

s
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The AMA and Compulsory Health Ins'umnée
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Almost Pefsmded—f

lic Instruction, informed the bill's
sponsors that their plen for compul-
sory health insurence was “exactly-in
lins with the views that.l have bold
foe a long time regarding thé ‘methods
which should bs followed i} sacuring
public health legislation, ", , . Your
plans are go entirely in ling with our
own that [ want to be of every passi-
bl assistance.” ‘

rI‘HE Journal of the American.
Medical Associction (JAMA)

hailed the appesrance of the model
hill s “the inguguration of a grost
movement Which ought fo result m
an improvemant in the health of the
Mdustris]l population and improve
the conditions. for medical gervice
amdgy the wege eamers.” )
id at the AMA's annual session

in 1918, Dr. Rupert Blue, the AMA
prosidet, called corspuleory heakty
insuranceN‘the noxt step in social iod-
islation.” D¢, Alezander Lamberi/ as.
chuirmen of Yhe Committen on Focinl
Insurance, prexsnted & repors Ae the
geasion that stoppad just shork of en-
dorsing the measdxg, - -
Medien] opinion'gt tha/state level
was similarly positive, An 1916 the
state medical societien O hoth Fenne
wylvenin and Wiscongin fOxelly ap-
proved the princinlh of ccshpuisory
hexith insurance, And the couhel of

the Modics} Sogfety of tho statdhol

New York did Whewize, -

Housons fgf favoring bealth insuz-
anca vetied/tore physicias to phyi-
ciatt. Accpfding 1o JAMA, the most
convineidy argument woa “ihe failure
of manf persons in this country to re-
coive/madicat cara.” But to the aver-

ge/ practitionsr, who eamed less
tWan 32,000 & year, the prospect of 2
fixed income and no outatanding bills
probably held greater attraction. Be-
sides, the coming of health insurance

eppusred ipavitable, and most doe- -
tora preforred co-operating to fight- ,

ing.
“Whother one lites it or not,” *

the editor of the Medical Re-
cord, “sotial health insurance is
bound to come sooner of {ater, and it
behooves the medical prolession to
meet this condition with dignity.....
Blind condemnation will iead no-
where and may bring about a repeti-
tion of the humiliating experiences
suffered by the medicsl profession in
some of the European countries.”

By early 1917, however, medical
opinion waa beginning to shift, espe-
cally i New York, where the AALL
concentrated its efforts. One after an-
other of thie county medical societies

voted against compuisory hesjth in.
surarice until {inally the cplneil of
the state society rescinded/ity eaclier
endorsement, - V4 '
Both friends and fpfs of tha pro-
posed legislation agrybd oo one point:
The medical profafsion's chief objec.
tion wea monetsd
exaoperated spfretary of the AALL
saw it, the “frux of the whole prob.
lem” was jhnt physicians were con-
stantly kfaring the lie that the model
bill wodld brait them Lo 25 conis &
visit £ sbout §1,200 & vear. “M.you
iy thia heeith insurance mattsr

dgfm, it sacma to be z queation of the

fermunavation of the docior,” obe
aarvad one New York physicien, whe
balieved that 39 out of 190 physiciana
had token up the piactics of medicing
primenily “ee o menos of earning a
Hvoliheod” Another Mow York prac.
titioner, who opposed the AALL%

bill, dencribad afl other objections bee

sides payment as “merely camouiinge
for this one crucied thought.®

HE, medieal profession was, of

core®, oot aione in opposiug
compnlacry besith insurence. Cora.
maercinl insursies comppnies, which
would have been exciudad from sny
participation, wera especinlly critical;
many droggiste feered they would ba
drives out of business; and somo lg-
bor lendwrz, tike Samuel Gompers,
prefarred bigher wages (o paternalie.
tic aocial Iegisiation.

America’s entry inte World Wars

imNaprtl, 1917 not only interrpted
the Wenpelyn {or compulsory healin
inmprateg but touched off a epidem.
fo of aniterman hysteria, Pairiotic
citizans leshed out at anything thas
emacked  of \Germaoy, including
health inmurancd, reputed . have
heen “mate in Gerfrany.”

As the war progronged, Americena -

in incrassing cumberd~hgpan tefor-
ving to compuisory healihNpaurance
as an “un-American” devidy that
would lead 10 the “Prussiauizat¥pn of
America” Many feared that the
United States might unwittingly be
“meking the world sefo not only for
democracy but for socialiam.”

Ghertiy bofors 103 close of clis wag,
California voters, iz the only known
referendum on compulsory healih in-
eurance [o the United States, soundly
defeated the measure by a vota of
358,324 to 133,858 and dampened the
hopes of insurance advocaies. Their
epirits revived briefly in the spring of
1919 when the New York Benats
passed a revised version of the model

in nature. As the .

hill; but the bill subsequently died in

the Assembly. By 1920 even the

BALL was rapidly losing interest in
. sn obviously lost cause,

* As the proapects for passage of the
medel bill declined, the stridency of
anti-insurance doctors  increased.
“Cotnpulaory heaith insurance,” de-
clared 2 bombestic Brooklyn physi-
clag, “it an un-Aroerican, unsafe, un-
¢conomic, unscientifie, unfair and
unsezupuloue type of legislation,”

In 1919 he end other critics
lavached & campaign te have the
AMA’S Houss of Delegaten officially
condemn compulaory health insur-
ance. They iniled on their first at-
tampt, but the following year the del-
egates overwhelmingly approved a
resotution stating “that the American
Medicnl Association deciares its op-
pozition to the institution of any plan
erabodying the system of comapulsory -

- coptributory Insurance against ill-
nass, of any other plan of compulsory
insuraace which provides for medical

. servica to be rendered contributars ot

thair - dependents, provided, com- |
wrolled, or regulated by any stae o¢
the federal govornment,"

R. Lambert. who had served the
previous vear ss president of
the  AMA, tried to be optimistic in
" the faca of dafeat. “T think my prefes-
wion will get ovar,its pressat siate of
hyotezia juat o my ancestors got over
the Salem witcheraft,” hewrotea dia-
rouraged friend at the ASLL.

Many factors no doubt contribui-
ed {0 organited medicing's repudia-
tint of cornprubory heelth insurance.
Opporrunian wedoubledly motivated
powns persons, and the political cli-
rasts surely affected the attitudes of
cthers, Bug more impuetant, it seems
to rue, wae the growing canvietion
thay. somnglsery health insurence
would” lower the incomes af physi-

- gamy ather than efes them, as

wieny practilioners had eaviler be-
ieved. Alss, with each legisiative de-
fear, of ihe vaodel bill the coming of

* compulsery health insurance scemed

#

lzug and less inevitable, and the gelf-
confidence of the profession grew cor-
reapondingly.

Dy Numbere is chairmen of the
department of the history of medi-
cine at the University of Wisconsin
and the author of “Almost Persund-
ed: American Physicions end Com-
pulsory Health Insurance, 1912«
1920" recently published by the
Johns Hopkins - University Press.
Thiz article appeared in o lorger
forme in Hospital Progress and is re-
prirtted with permisgion.
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Wall st, J‘ml 8:’17/78—

Prwate Colleges F ree. Markets

By JONA'!'HAN KAUIF'MAH

- Private universides and private corpo-.

ratfons, the educator Miltnn Eisenhower
once noted, are basicatly interdepencent:
"Cne needs money to produce educated
people, and the other needs educated Deor
ple to produce money.”

Setdom has the first part of Mr. Eiserr
hower’s observation been as true—or as
costly—as it is today, More than 75 private

- universities are currently in the midst of-
. capital campaigns aimed at raising a total

of $ billion. Yale Unlversity alone Is
trying to raise $370 milkion. MLI.T. i3 trying
to raise $225 million, Stanford just finished
raising $300 milkion.

Private college alumni, respondlng to

the call of their alma maters, last year-

gave a tecord §150 million to private uni-
vergitles. But even that wasn't enough to
meet the aprarently insatiable meeds of
many schools. “*Many cotleges have' found
that they've pushed their alumni as far as

" they can push them,”” 'says Theodore

Bracken, of the Consortiam on Financing
Higher Education, an organizaton of pri-

" vale universities. "They're casting abowt

for other sources of money. And corpara-
tions are an {mportant factor.''

" Important because they are largely un-
tapped. Last year, American corporations
gave a record $206 million to private col
leges and universities—35% more than the
alumni gave. Yet this represents only a
small fraction of what torporations could

have glven to private digher education. Un-
der federal tax law, a corporation can de- -

duct up to 5% of ity pre-tax income as yifts
t1 charity or to educational institutions.
Most corporations, however, denate only
1% of their pre-tax inuome to charity —and
less than half of that 1% goes to prtvate
colleges.

A Commor Enemy

It other words, there:swa!loverahu- .
lion dollars cut there in potential corporate’
contributions —and private colleges are be .-

ginning to pursue that mopey with new-
found academic rigor. *‘For a long time we
wouldn't touch corparate money because
we didn't want some corporate executive
coming lo here and’ telling us how o nm
the curriculum.” says one college fund-
raiser. A poll two yedrs ago, however,
found that 72% of all college adininistra-

tors favored greater reliance on corporate .

rather than on governmeant money. Over
the past few years, universities actess the
country have opeuned special offices de-

signed to solicit corporate donations. A’

serminar on corperate tundraiging held in

Washington last year drew representatives

from over 100 colleges.

The growing alfection of private univer-
sities for corporations has its roots in
money, of course. The corporations have it

and the universmea want n. But the search

for corporate contributions has been
spurred by what mdny educators and husi-
nessmen See as a common enemy; the fed-
eral povernment.

Federal grants fo private universities
this year total aimost $ billlon, That
morey has allowed universittes to contimue
and expand their research, but it has also
brought with it a- wide variety ol fedeeal
regulations, ranglng from demands for
campus affirmative action programs o
guidelines on the purticipation of women in
college sporis. While many of the govern-
ment's goals are lamdable, the trend to-
ward more and more federal rogulation
dismrls many college officials beeanss
thare is no imit to how many strinen Cine
greas can aitach to educatinn grants.

Indeed, last.November 15 private maodi-
cal schools threatened tn reject sorie fed-

“The anciens ballet of mur
tual antagonism between pri-
vate businesses on the one

- hand and private educational

inststutions on the other is
not to anyone’s interest,!

eral fondlng rather than acquiescs 0 a
regulation that wouid have required them

o accept a- certain member of Ametjcan

transfer students [ront- foveign snedical
schools. A'last minute compromise averted

- a confromtatinn,
Such federai intrusion in campux af -

fairs, comnbined with the growing need of
private universitles for money, has led

.many colleges to reevaluate their tradi-
Hon

al distrust of corporate donations.

" “Private educational institetions mwst
realize that they are part of the private
sector,” says Yale President A. Bartient
Giamctd, “The anclent ballet of mutua
antagordam between privite busineases on
the one hand and private educatiopal re-

seareh instiutions on the other is not o

anyope's interest. That ballet of untago-

nism ‘must give way to a4 more mutual
dance, There i8 a2 metaphor that informs -

the private business sector as |t informs

- the private educational sector, and that
- metaphor i the [ree marketplace, Whether

the [ree marcketplace involves the competi-
tion of commadities or of 1deas, it is 2 com-
rmon metaphor and a precious asget.”

Steven Muller, president of Johns Hﬁp-'

kins University, exprewes the change
in attitude more bluntly, “Those of us in
the leadersiip of Amerlean colieges and
universitfes understand your viewpeint on

taxes,” he told a gmup of businessmen re-
cenily. “'We understand your viewpoint on
profits. We understand your viewpoint ui
prefits because i you don't make profits,
you can't help us.”

Private universities, then. are tacg a
setions dilernma, but one which presents
corporations with o unique opportinity.
Unless pFivate universities can: draw on
rew sources of funds, they will be forced
ejther to seek greater subsidies from the
foderal government land accet greater

federal intervention in academuc affiirs)

or o cutcail their research and teaching.
In either case, the markerplace of ideas
runa the pisic of losing a vaiuable cuntnbu-
tor and competiter, -
Heaping ihe Benefits
By tncreasing their suppoﬂ of pnvate.-
univerzities, corporations can enstve that
they- will continue o reap the benefits of ©
uwiversily-sponsored research and teuach-
ing. Sven more importacly, as. the u)m"

i
£

menta of Mr. Glamatt and Mr, Muller suge

gest, businiesd will gain an importane phile -
sephicn] alty 1 the hattle a.gmn,st gove
mit regttation.

The cossibtlity of an a.ulance hetween
‘Tusiness and private higher education will
be dasbed. Nowever, if corporations insist
o suppneiiar only “'pro-business’™ proe ¢

. premy--endoving only Adam Smith Chairs

in ssopoimics, for example. Usivertity offl-
claly ‘are becoming indignant over the
sivings attacked to tfederal graats: they
carmet be expected to uocept strippm at
tacheri to corporale cortributions. More-
over, as Louis Cabtat, chairman of Cabnt
Corp.. poindy out m the current issue of the
Harvard Busivess Raview, “Nathing 8 bet- -
ter calculated to drive & wedge detween

tha corparate corninuiity and our universi- -

Hea than afforts o the part of businese fo -
dietate 0 2 cofrnunity of scholars how it
shall flfill its mistion, Such efforts pluy
right ino tw hauds of critics, who jump on:
every opDaiinity fo charga that the enter
prise rystesn is so flawed it wapnts.to sub-
siftute lndocmnatmn for the free E:change
of ideas."” e

. Any Increase in the jevel of wrpwats
mupport of higher education must recogitize
the interdependence of businesses and unk
versitlasIt must not seek to make ohe de-
petident oo the other. Private edueators
are prepared 1o support the free enterprise
gystem and the corporations that profit
from it. In return, hewever, corporations
most acknowledge that the free market-
place of ideas is alsc worth snpporting—
without any interference from those who
suppun it

Mr. Xaejfimmn is a0 member of the Jour
nal's New York bureaw.




