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	 Kentucky	 is	one	of	a	handful	of	states	that	doesn’t	allow	
public	charter	schools.	That	likely	will	change	this	year.	The	
question,	though,	is	what	will	a	new	charter-school	law	look	
like?
	 Gov.	Matt	Bevin	is	a	charter	school	proponent,	and	pro-
charter	 Republicans	 control	 the	 General	 Assembly,	 where	
for	decades	House	Democrats	had	
kept	 charter-school	 legislation	
from	even	coming	out	of	commit-
tee.
	 This	 year,	 two	 bills	 have	 been	
filed	–	one	by	a	Republican,	one	by	
a	 Democrat	 –	 that	 define	 the	
parameters	 for	 allowing	 charter	
schools	 in	 Kentucky.	 Both	 bills	
have	 stated	 goals	 of	 improving	
education	 for	 students,	 both	 bills	
call	 for	 students	 who	 live	 in	 a	
charter’s	 district	 to	 have	 first	 dibs	
on	attendance,	both	call	 for	records	transparency,	and	both	
provide	mechanisms	for	“authorizers”	to	oversee	the	charter.
	 State	Rep.	Phil	Moffett,	R-Louisville,	filed	House	Bill	103	
in	early	January.	State	Sen.	Gerald	Neal,	D-Louisville,	pre-
filed	 SB	 70	 in	 early	 December.	 Each	 bill	 is	 waiting	 in	 its	
chamber’s	education	committee.
	 A	charter	school,	in	a	nutshell,	is	a	public	school	that	is	set	
up	under	a	contract	between	an	entity	that	would	oversee	the	
school,	 called	 an	 authorizer,	 and	 a	 board	 of	 directors	 that	
would	run	the	school.	The	contract,	or	charter,	is	for	a	fixed	
term	and	spells	out	all	manner	of	details,	including	student	
admissions,	staffing,	student	assessment,	teacher	credentials,	
working	with	 special	needs	 children,	 facilities	 and	 curricu-
lum.	
	 Under	both	the	House	and	Senate	bills,	the	authorizer	of	

the	charter	school	is	ultimately	accountable	to	the	Kentucky	
Department	of	Education.	Both	HB	103	and	SB	70	stipu-
late	only	nonprofit	entities	may	run	charter	schools.
	 Neal’s	 Senate	 bill	 calls	 for	 a	 five-year	 pilot	 project	 in	
Louisville,	 and	 limits	 the	 authorizer	 to	“the	 local	 board	of	
education	 of	 the	 largest	 local	 school	 district	 located	 in	 a	
county	 with	 a	 consolidated	 local	 government.”	 So,	 the	
Jefferson	County	Board	of	Education.	
	 Moffett’s	 House	 bill	 would	 allow	 a	 number	 of	 charter	

school	 authorizers,	 including	 the	
mayor’s	office	in	a	“county	with	a	
consolidated	local	government”	or	
a	 mayor	 in	 a	 “county	 with	 an	
urban-county	 government.”	 This	
would	 limit	 the	 charters	 to	
Louisville	and	Lexington.
		 The	 House	 bill	 further	 would	
allow	authorizers	to	be	county	or	
independent	school	districts,	four-
year	universities	that	have	a	teach-
er-training	program,	the	Kentucky	

Council	on	Postsecondary	Education	and	the	state	board	of	
education.
	 Wayne	Lewis,	executive	director	of	education	policy	and	
programs	in	the	Kentucky	education	cabinet,	said	deciding	
to	include	a	number	of	local	authorizers	is	based	on	consul-
tation	with	other	states.
	 “With	House	Bill	103,	the	idea	of	having	mayors’	offices	
serving	 as	 authorizers	 comes	 from	 Indiana	 charter	 school	
law,”	Lewis	said.	“One	of	the	things	we’ve	learned	from	other	
states	 is	 that	 there	 needs	 to	 be	 high	 standards	 for	 charter	
schools,	obviously,	but	there	also	need	to	be	high	standards	
for	authorizers.”
	 The	House	bill	would	require	authorizers	to	register	with	
the	Kentucky	Board	of	Education,	which	would	approve	and	
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DCCC TARGETS BARR FOR ’18
	 The	 Democratic	 Congressional	
Campaign	 Committee	 has	 Rep.	
Andy	 Barr,	 R-Lexington,	 on	 its	
“DCCC	 Targets	 –	 Round	 One”	
list.	Barr,	who	is	in	his	third	term,	
represents	the	6th	District.
	 The	district	is	considered	a	swing	
district.	 Before	 Barr,	 the	 seat	 was	
held	 by	 Democrat	 Ben	 Chandler,	
of	Versailles,	who	was	preceded	by	
Republican	 Ernie	 Fletcher,	 of	
Lexington.	 And	 before	 Fletcher,	
Democrat	Scotty	Baesler,	of	Lexington,	held	the	seat.
	 Barr	 won	 handily	 last	 November	 against	 Democrat	
Nancy	Jo	Kemper,	taking	61	percent	of	the	vote.		
	 Democratic	 presidential	 nominee	 Hillary	 Clinton	
carried	 Fayette	 County,	 the	 most	 populous	 county	 in	
the	 district,	 by	 about	 13,000	 votes	 over	 Republican	
Donald	Trump.	He	carried	the	district	as	a	whole.
	 In	 its	 Jan.	 30	 memo,	 the	 DCCC	 cites	 President	
Trump’s	“historic	unpopularity”	for	putting	Republicans	
on	defense	early.	“In	all	midterms	over	the	last	23	years,	
the	 sitting	 president	 has	 needed	 a	 net-positive	 job	
approval	in	the	double	digits	in	order	to	stave	off	losses.	
According	 to	 a	 new	 Quinnipiac	 University	 Poll	 con-
ducted	over	Donald	Trump’s	first	five	days	as	president,	
only	 36%	 of	 voter	 approve	 of	 his	 job	 performance.	
Trump	has	reached	majority	disapproval	 (Gallup	Poll)	
in	a	record-shattering	8	days,”	the	memo	noted.
	 A	 few	 representatives	 in	 Kentucky’s		  neighboring	
states	also	are	on	the	DCCC’s	list:
	 •		Illinois:	 Peter	 Roskam,	 District	 6;	 Rodney	 Davis,	

District	13;	Randy	Hultgren,	District	14
	 •		Ohio:	Steve	Chabot,	District	1;	Bob	Gibbs,	District	7
	 •		Virginia:	Scott	Taylor,	District	2;	Barbara	Comstock,	

District	10
	 •	West	Virginia:	Alex	Mooney,	District	2
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	 Thomas	 Sowell	 has	 just	
published	 a	 revised	 and	
enlarged	edition	of	his	clas-
sic	 “Wealth,	 Poverty	 and	
Politics.”	At	the	very	begin-
ning,	 he	 quotes	 Alexander	
Hamilton,	who	said,	“The	wealth	of	nations	
depends	upon	an	infinite	variety	of	causes.”	
	 The	book’s	16	chapters	apply	Hamilton’s	
notion	to	domestic,	as	well	as	international,	
differences	in	wealth.	In	both	academic	and	
popular	 literature,	 it	 is	 implicitly	 assumed	
that	economic	equality	is	natural,	automatic	
and	 common.	 Thus,	 people	 see	 wealth	
inequality	 as	 a	 mystery	 that	 must	 be	
explained.	 The	 fact	 of	 the	 matter	 is	 pre-
cisely	the	opposite.
	 The	 ancient	 Greeks	 had	 geometry,	 phi-
losophy,	architecture	and	literature	at	a	time	
when	Britain	was	a	 land	of	 illiterate	 tribal	
people	living	at	a	primitive	level.	Of	course,	
by	the	end	of	the	19th	century,	Britain	was	
far	ahead	of	the	Greeks	and	ultimately	con-
trolled	 one-quarter	 of	 the	 planet’s	 land.	
Such	historic	 reversals	have	occurred	 else-

where.	The	ancient	Chinese	were	far	ahead	
of	Europeans,	but	by	the	19th	century,	the	
relative	 positions	 of	 the	 Chinese	 and	
Europeans	 were	 reversed.	 Just	 these	 two	
examples	 prove	 that	 the	 same	 people	 are	
not	always	on	top.
	 Sowell	argues	there	are	many	factors	that	
explain	 wealth	 differences	 among	 nations,	
as	well	as	people	within	those	nations.	One	
of	 the	 more	 obvious	 explanations	 is	 that	
some	people	have	greater	productive	capac-
ity	 than	 others.	 Or	 they	 seized	 more	 of	
what	 others	 produced	 or	 had	 what	 they	
produced	 taken	 from	 them.	 For	 example,	
Spain	conquered	 indigenous	people	 in	 the	
Western	Hemisphere.	Spaniards	looted	200	
tons	of	gold	and	18,000	tons	of	silver.	But	
despite	that	wealth	transfer,	Spain	is	one	of	
the	 poorer	 countries	 in	 western	 Europe	
today,	surpassed	economically	by	countries,	
like	 Switzerland	 and	 Norway,	 that	 never	
had	an	empire.	So	there	obviously	are	many	
factors	at	play	when	it	comes	to	wealth	dif-
ferences.
	 Sowell	discusses	the	impact	of	a	number	
of	 these	 factors.	One	 is	geography.	Hardly	
anyone	considers	its	impact	on	achievement	
and	 wealth.	 For	 example,	 because	 of	 soil	

differences,	 crop	 yields	 per	 acre	 in	 Africa	
are	a	tiny	fraction	of	what	they	are	in	China	
and	 the	 U.S.	 The	 absence	 of	 navigable	
waterways	and	mountain	ranges	has	isolat-
ed	 people	 and	 created	 differences	 in	 their	
skill	sets.
	 Cultural	 factors,	 such	as	education,	have	
an	important	impact	on	wealth,	too.	Natural	
resources	 are	 of	 little	 consequence	 in	
explaining	wealth	differences.	Even	physi-
cal	capital	is	of	little	or	no	use	without	the	
cultural	prerequisites	 to	maintain	 it,	 repair	
it	and	replace	it.	Evidence	for	this	lies	in	the	
fact	 that	 the	 physical	 wealth	 of	 Germany	
was	destroyed	in	World	War	II,	but	in	just	
a	 few	 years	 it	 was	 again	 a	 wealthy	 nation.	
Some	 people	 attribute	 Germany’s	 resur-
gence	to	the	Marshall	Plan.	But	that’s	not	
right,	because	massive	foreign	aid	has	been	
provided	to	Third	World	countries	and	has	
yet	 to	 produce	 the	 economic	 results	
Germany	 has	 had.	 The	 human	 capital	 in	
Germany,	developed	over	centuries,	has	not	
existed	 on	 the	 same	 scale	 in	Third	World	
countries.
	 In	 later	 chapters,	 Sowell	 discusses	 the	
impact	of	political	institutions	and	the	wel-
fare	 state	 on	 inequality.	 One	 of	 the	 more	

important	contributions	of	“Wealth,	Poverty	
and	Politics”	is	Sowell’s	discussion	of	earn-
ings	differences.	
	 We’ve	 all	 heard	 statements	 such	 as	 “the	
income	 gap	 between	 the	 richest	 and	 the	
poorest	 members	 of	 our	 society	 has	 been	
growing	 rapidly.”	 Studies	 of	 actual	 people	
over	 time	 suggest	 just	 the	 opposite.	 A	
University	of	Michigan	study	traced	people	
over	 a	 15-year	 period	 and	 found	 that	 95	
percent	of	those	in	the	lowest	quintile	at	the	
beginning	 of	 the	 study	 were	 in	 a	 higher	
quintile	by	the	end.	Remarkably,	29	percent	
had	 moved	 to	 the	 top	 quintile.	 An	 IRS	
study	of	 tax	 filers	between	1996	and	2005	
found	similar	results.	Sowell	says	that	over	
time,	there	are	different	people	in	different	
income	categories.
	 These	few	snippets	here	in	no	way	do	full	
justice	to	Dr.	Thomas	Sowell’s	work.	To	get	
all	 the	 nuts	 and	 bolts,	 you’ll	 just	 have	 to	
purchase	 a	 copy	 of	 “Wealth,	 Poverty	 and	
Politics.”

 Walter E. Williams is a professor of econom-
ics at George Mason University.

Sowell's new book takes look at ‘Wealth, Poverty and Politics’ 

Relevance comes from filling needs
By Leo Haggerty
For The Kentucky Gazette

	 Political	parties	are	gasping	their	last	breaths.	Not	just	in	
Kentucky	but	across	the	country,	and	it’s	especially	true	of	
the	Kentucky	Democratic	Party.
	 To	paraphrase	Mark	Twain,	“When	party	politics	come	
to	an	end	I	want	to	be	a	Kentucky	Republican	because	they	
are	 always	 10	 years	 behind.”	 It’s	 true:	 Thanks	 mainly	 to	
GOP	 patriarch	 U.S.	 Sen.	 Mitch	 McConnell,	 the	 state’s	
Republican	 Party	 will	 gasp	 a	 little	 longer.	 But,	 at	 74,	
McConnell’s	days	in	office	are	numbered.	When	he’s	gone,	
the	 forces	 he’s	 held	 at	 bay	 will	 guarantee	 the	 RPK’s	 role	
diminishes	as	well.
	 Why?	Because	parties	are	losing	their	relevance.	
	 For	most	of	the	20th	century,	parties	were	largely	politi-
cal	 mechanisms	 for	 patronage,	 fundraising	 and	 candidate	
selection.	 Now,	 one	 of	 two	 things	 needs	 to	 happen	 to	
breathe	new	life	 into	them.	Either	campaign	finance	laws	
and	civil	service/merit	laws	have	to	change	–	unlikely	–	or	
the	parties	have	to	reinvent	themselves	for	the	21st	centu-
ry.	
	 It’s	 interesting	that	the	waning	of	parties	has	paralleled	
that	 of	 neighborhood	 churches,	 while	 “megachurches”	
thrive.	That	new	dynamic	holds	a	lesson	for	political	par-
ties.
	 Megachurches	 have	 made	 it	 their	 job	 to	 meet	 not	 just	

their	 congregants’	 spiritual	 needs,	 but	 also	 their	 need	 for	
child	 care,	 travel,	 entertainment,	 recreation,	 camaraderie	
and	more.
	 Political	 parties	 can	 regain	 relevance	 by	 pinpointing	
needs	they	can	fill.	Not	 just	needs	of	 fat-cat	contributors,	
but	those	of	elected	officials	at	all	levels,	local	parties	and,	
especially,	the	average	voter.
	 I’m	 not	 suggesting	 the	 Kentucky	 Democratic	 Party	
install	a	swimming	pool	or	start	Tai	chi	classes	on	the	back	
patio.	 But,	 regular	 social	 events	 devoid	 of	 fundraising	
pitches	would	be	a	good	start.	There	is	great	value	in	offer-
ing	like-minded	people	a	place	where	they	can	relax,	net-
work	 and	 exchange	 views	 without	 being	 squeezed	 for	
money.
	 Communication	is	also	paramount.	Parties	can	start	with	
communication	 that	 goes	 beyond	 the	 blatant	 push	 for	
money.	People	want	to	know	what’s	going	on	in	the	larger	
party,	 with	 their	 elected	 officials	 and,	 more	 broadly,	 in	
Frankfort	and	Washington.	If	they	feel	they	are	the	party,	
and	the	party	is	them,	donations	will	follow.
	 Under	current	 fundraising	 laws,	 the	party	will	 continue	
to	play	second	fiddle	to	527s	and	501(c)4s,	so	parties	need	
to	 radically	 re-imagine	 fundraising	and	spending.	Donors	
have	 to	 be	 confident	 their	 hard-earned	 money	 is	 being	
spent	fairly	and	effectively.
	 The	party	can	also	play	a	role	in	training.	It’s	not	enough	
encouraging	 someone	 to	 run,	 but	 not	 preparing	 them	 to	
win	is	political	malpractice	that	spawns	burnout.
	 Elected	 officials,	 local	 party	 chiefs,	 and	 anyone	 who	

wants	be	involved	with	elections	need	access	to	training	in	
fundraising,	 GOTV,	 social	 media,	 grassroots	 organizing,	
media	relations	and	more.	Now	is	the	time	to	do	the	train-
ing,	 before	 candidates	 file	 and	 before	 local	 parties	 are	
caught	up	in	the	heat	of	an	election	cycle.	
	 The	 parties	 also	 need	 to	 be	 willing	 to	 consider	 radical	
changes	to	their	organizational	structure.	In	the	Kentucky	
Democratic	Party,	for	example	there	are	thousands	of	“pre-
cinct	people”	whose	only	real	job	takes	two	hours	every	four	
years.	Forty	years	ago,	 they	were	their	communities’	go-to	
people	for	 jobs	and	other	government	assistance,	but	now	
they	are	 too	often	abandoned	after	voting	at	 their	county	
conventions.	
	 Unless	 the	 party	 wants	 to	 replace	 the	 current	 process,	
these	folks	must	be	given	a	real	role	and	a	say	in	state-level	
activities,	like	annual	or	bi-annual	state	conventions.
	 Some	of	these	suggestions	may	be	less	viable	than	others,	
and	 there	 may	 be	 other	 needs	 to	 fill.	What	 we	 know	 for	
sure	is	that	as	long	as	parties	focus	efforts	on	trying	to	be	
something	they	haven’t	been	in	decades,	they’ll	continue	to	
fade	until	they’re	like	the	fallback	teams	we	cheer	for	in	the	
playoffs.
	 Some	argue	that	political	parties	are	unnecessary.	I	dis-
agree,	but	if	parties	refuse	to	change,	it	won’t	matter.	They	
really	will	be	dead.

 Leo Haggerty is owner and principal consultant of The 
Campaign HQ, a Democratic political consulting f irm in 
Frankfort.

The death of the two major political parties isn’t inevitable, if …


