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security, your job, your house and your healthcare, it's a great ideology. We just relearned the 
lesson of our grandparents, who lived through a time when Republicans preached the same 
philosophy in the run-up to the Great Depression.  

The alternative to government for the sake of big business isn't government for the sake of big 
government. It's government for the average person, who actually creates prosperity by working 
for a living. No one doubts that we need government to protect our national security. But what 
we just learned so painfully is that we also need government to protect our financial security--
just the way we need government to protect the quality of our air, our drinking water and our 
bridges and levees. And it's no different for energy, education or healthcare.  

Sometimes the best role of government is to partner with business (e.g., to invest in wind and 
solar energy, so we're not at the mercy of governments that are hostile to us). Sometimes it's to 
regulate it (e.g., to prevent Wall Street sharks from using our money to speculate away our 
security--and then expecting us to bail them out and pay them bonuses for their bad judgment). 
Sometimes it's to compete with big business to make sure the "free market" is really free and 
competitive and that it extends opportunity and prosperity to all (e.g., in higher education, where 
our public universities are not only some of the best in the nation but the most affordable, and in 
healthcare, where the best way to keep insurance companies honest is to make them compete 
with a plan or two that they don't get to control). Sometimes it's all of the above, and sometimes 
it's none of the above.  

There isn't a piece of progressive legislation the president can pass without making 
unnecessary concessions to a weak but determined opposition, and without creating tensions 
within his own party and unnecessarily losing seats in 2010--unless he enunciates an alternative 
vision of government. Our founders believed we could govern ourselves effectively, and that 
doing so was the precondition of freedom. Let's prove them right.  

 
Source URL: http://www.thenation.com/article/rethinking-government 
 


