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Miller, of the University of California, San 
Francisco, new math had grown beyond 
Beberman's or Begle's control. Parents 
and poorly trained teachers balked; pub- 
lishers confused matters with textbooks 
that were hodge-podges of old math and 
new. Critics denounced new math as elit- 
ist, indecipherable, and impractical. And 
finally it turned out that new-math stu- 
dents scored no higher on standardized 
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tests than those schooled in old math. By 
the mid-1970s, new math was dead. 

If the space race hadn't pushed new 
math along so quickly, Miller writes, it 
might have been a success. Instead, "its 
most lasting impact might be that of a cau- 
tionary tale." Today's curriculum reform- 
ers, he concludes, would do well to work 
"from the teachers up, not from the uni- 
versities down." 

"The Economics of Legalizing Drugs" by Richard J. Dennis, in 
The Atlantic (Nov. 1990), 745 Boylston St., Boston, Mass. 021 16, 
and "Imagining Drug Legalization" by James B. Jacobs, in The 
Public Interest (Fall 1990), 11 12 16th St. N.W., Washington, D.C. 

While drug legalization advocates are 
quick to criticize the high cost of the fed- 
eral drug war and its failure to control 
drug use and drug-related crime, says Ja- 
cobs, a law professor at New York Univer- 
sity, they can't decide how exactly they 
would legalize drugs if given the chance. 

Dennis, of the Drug Policy Foundation, 
counters with a concrete legalization plan: 
Make all currently illegal drugs legal, with 
the exception of crack cocaine and other 
drugs that make the user violent. Mari- 
juana, powder cocaine, heroin, and other 
drugs would be sold to adults in govern- 
ment-licensed stores, just as liquor is now. 
The resulting drop in drug prices, Dennis 
says, would take the enormous profit out 
of drug dealing, deflating a $100 billion 
market and curtailing drug-gang violence 
by at least 80 percent. Drug-related crime 
would also tumble as users quit stealing to 
support their habits. Prisons and the 
courts would be freed up for serious crimi- 
nals; police departments could direct their 
attention, and the $10 billion annually they 
spend fighting drugs, to other problems. 

But Jacobs dismisses such hopeful sce- 
narios. A black market will form around 
any drug-such as crack-that remains il- 
legal, he says. Indeed, drug dealers might 
even stay in business, competing with legal 
suppliers by cutting prices and boosting 
potency. And what about prescription 
drugs? Could heroin, cocaine, and speed 
be sold over the counter while Valium, 

sleeping pills, and antibiotics remain avail- 
able only on a doctor's prescription? 
Wouldn't all regulation of food and drugs 
eventually have to be abandoned? 

He adds that if drugs were legal and 
cheap, users might want to use more, and 
thus might steal as much money as they 
did before. Moreover, he says, just as alco- 
hol use shot up after the repeal of Prohi- 
bition, the number of drug users would 
jump. And there are already 10 million 
monthly cocaine users and 1.5 million 
hardcore addicts in the United States. If 
Washington slapped heavy taxes on legal- 
ized drugs, prices would rise and users 
would have the same incentive to engage 
in crime as before. 

Dennis concedes that the number of 
drug addicts would increase after legaliza- 
tion, but he says only by 250,000. He 
points to one opinion poll in which only 
one percent of the respondents said that 
they would try cocaine if it were legal. 
Even if black-market corruwtion contin- 
ued around the sale of crack, there would 
still be an immediate drop in drug crime. 
And the $10 billion in new tax revenue 
that he projects would more than make up 
for the "social costs" of new addicts. 

Jacobs believes that legalization is too 
big a gamble. If we lose, he says, "it will be 
too late to go back to the status quo ante." 
Dennis, however, says that he is willing to 
run that risk to preserve the individual's 
right to be wrong. 
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Encouraging 
Hornelessness 

"What Really Causes Family Homelessness?" by Randall K. 
Filer, in NY (Autumn 1990), 42 E. 71 St., New York, N.Y. 10021. 

To many New Yorkers, daily encounters ways, roaming Central Park, or panhan- 
with homeless people sleeping in door- dling suggest a problem of crisis propor- 
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