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The best little paper in America
(Covering the best little community anywhere!)

Dana Newquist stated in the 
latest MJ (#24/34) that the 
Montecito Sanitary District is 

“dumping partially treated sewage 
water just off shore at Butterfly Beach.” 
This is a false, slanderous statement. 
Secondary treatment is treated to the 
same level as tertiary treatment, but 
the salinity is modulated to match the 
ocean salinity. Tertiary is the recycle 
treatment for land irrigation use.

Didn’t I just make this correction 
last week when it was made by a 
Water District candidate? This is worse 
because it is being made by a Sanitary 
District candidate. It is obviously a 
slate talking point being mindlessly 
repeated for optimum effect. 

Dana Newquist has never attended 
a Sanitary District meeting.

Judith Ishkanian
Montecito
(Ms Ishkanian is president of the 

Montecito Sanitary District.)

Why Not 
the Best of Both?

Jeff Harding (The Capitalist) offered 
a critique of Senator Bernie Sanders 
and his followers in the latest issue of 
the Santa Barbara Sentinel. He accused 
them of supporting a system of social-
ism that is a known failure. He said 
they just want free stuff.

Do you like public schools? Public 
safety services like fire departments 
and police? Are you happy we had a 
military to help win World War II? Do 
you use the Internet? Public roads? Do 
you appreciate having Medicare and 
Social Security? These are all “socialist” 
programs that operate outside of free 
markets.

On the other hand, do you agree 
that free markets can generate wealth 
and can improve efficiency and offer a 
range of choices?

If you said yes to both sets of ques-
tions, congratulations! You are like 
most people in this country. You rec-
ognize the value of government and of 
markets. In 2014, Bernie Sanders laid 
out a 12-point agenda that drew wide 
support across the political spectrum.

Those issues included: investing in 
public infrastructure; reversing climate 
change through investments in sus-
tainable transportation and energy; 
universal healthcare through Medicare 
for All; strengthening unions through 
a democratic “Card Check” system; 
expanding public education to include 
college; restoring the progressive tax 
system to increase wealth equality.

He chose these issues because they 
will improve the lives of all Americans. 
And because they all poll at 65 percent 
or higher, regardless of party affilia-
tion. Corporate media endlessly covers 
“wedge issues” that divide us. But on 
most issues that really matter to most 
Americans, there is broad consensus.

But I would like to say a bit more 
about “socialism.” Sometimes, great 
wisdom comes from the court jesters 
of our society. A couple of years ago, 
Amtrak had some terrible accidents, 
mostly caused by a lack of funding for 
well-established safety systems. This 
funding repeatedly had been blocked 
by Republicans.

Bill Maher asked why do Republicans 
hate trains so much? He explained that 
it is because trains are funded in part 
through tax money. “Whereas freeways 
are natural geological formations.”

The fact is, government has always 
picked winners. Jon Stewart pointed 
this out as well in 2012. Not only does 
government subsidize private motor 
vehicles and air travel far more than 
bicycles and public transit, he noted. 
He also noted that he was glad we 
picked a side to win in World War II.

Most people have no idea how 
much winners are picked in our sup-
posed “free market.” We often hear of 
Americans’ “love affair with the auto-
mobile.” Using bikes and public transit 
is for weird people in Europe.

Do you have any idea how much we 
subsidize people to use automobiles? 
This Sierra Club fact sheet “America’s 
Autos on Welfare” compiled a variety 
of public and private studies: http://
vault.sierraclub.org/sprawl/articles/
subsidies.pdf. The numbers are on the 
order of $500 billion to over a trillion 
per year. The equivalent of $5 to $10 
per gallon of fuel that we pay people 
to drive. Or about $5,000 to $10,000 per 
year per household. All so we can sit in 
traffic and crawl at speeds lower than 
bicycling speeds in many situations.

We can’t even have a debate about 
free markets versus socialism until we 
know the facts of how far we are from 
free markets. I would totally give up 
the billion-dollar-a-year subsidy for 
Amtrak if the thousand-times bigger 
subsidies for private motor vehicle use 
were abolished.

If we are going to subsidize trans-
portation, how about if the govern-
ment just gave people that $5,000/year 
subsidy and then let true free markets 
choose our transportation system?

But sometimes I do want govern-
ment to pick winners. Markets are 

amoral. They have no human values. 
Markets prioritize profit. A wealthy 
person’s dog has more access to health 
care than a poor human being in a 
“free market.” In a democracy, it is one 
person, one vote. A market offers one 
dollar, one vote. In engineering terms, 
this is called runaway positive feed-
back. Those with more money have 
more market power. Wealth flows to 
those who already have wealth. That 
was the point of the Monopoly game. 
What happens when all the wealth is 
concentrated? Game over.

I will offer a positive solution: How 
about if we take the best of socialism 
and the best of markets? Socialism 
can provide the infrastructure that 
allows markets to thrive. That might 
include universal health care. Public 
education through university level, 
including medical school for those who 
qualify. Good public transit. Public 
parks. Support for sustainable energy. 
Ensuring that climate change does not 
destroy large parts of our country and 
create international conflict.

Meanwhile, let the market offer an 
array of goods and services to build 
on that infrastructure. I don’t need or 
want government to grow my food, 
make my computer, or decide which 
shoes I should wear.

Government also offers solutions 
where markets utterly fail. Big Pharma 
does not invest in drug research and 
development where it helps the most 
people. It will prioritize a “lifestyle 
drug” that makes billions in rich coun-
tries. Whereas it will direct little or no 
funding to treat the ills that threaten 
billions of people: malaria, tuberculo-
sis, or even finding new antibiotics in a 
world of growing antibiotic resistance. 
Those things are not as profitable.

But government can do so much 
more than that: long-range visionary 
investment. Investment in pure science 

and exploration. Neil deGrasse Tyson 
is famed as an astrophysicist and as 
a science educator. People assume he 
would prioritize funding for science 
education. He said that is not actually 
his top priority. If you increase spend-
ing for science education, you might 
get a new generation of engineers who 
make a new version of a smart phone. 
But if you invest in visionary projects 
like space exploration? You will inspire 
a new generation of scientists and engi-
neers who will solve problems we 
never even thought of before.

Instead of creating a false dichotomy 
between socialism and free markets, 
why not harness the best of both for a 
better future?

Robert Bernstein
Goleta
(Editor’s note: Best leave this for a future 

response from Mr. Harding. – J.B.)

Letting it “Slip”
Thank you to whoever let Cotty 

Chubb’s letter (“More Liberal 
Observations,” MJ #24/34) slip into 
your ignorant and morally corrupt edi-
tor’s hands. We can’t believe he even 
printed the letter, but, of course, he had 
to a dd he’s (sic) laughable opinion.

Wendy Smith
Santa Barbara

Who Pays 
for “Free” Stuff?

I am conservative but have voted 
for Democrats in the past. I vote for 
politicians who seem to have a grasp 
on financial reality, regardless of polit-
ical affiliation. Unfortunately, neither 
major political party presently has a 
plethora of individuals with financial 
foresight.


