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The United States has the worst record in the democratic world
when 1t comes to stripping convicted felons of the right to vote. Of
the nearly five million people who were barred from participating in
the last presidential election, for example, most, if not all, would
have been free to vote if they had been citizens of any one of
dozens of other nations. Many of those nations cherish the franchise
so deeply that they let inmates vote from their prison cells.

Courts outside this country are actually expanding the rights of
prison inmates to cast ballots, on the theory that the right to vote
1S a basic human right that should be abridged only after careful
deliberation and under the rarest circumstances. That message was
underscored last week in a strong ruling by the European Court of
Human Rights, which has jurisdiction in the nations that are parties
to the European Convention. The court overturned a British law
that banned all convicted prison inmates from voting. The British
law, however, i1s far less onerous than laws in the United States,
which mmprisons people at five times the rate of Britain and
disenfranchises millions, many of them permanently.

What the assault on Newtonian mechanics has influenced on the
collective psychology of social scientists is the possibility that the
poor lab results are due not to the failings of the social scientists
as empirical researchers but to the methods and theoretical
assumptions they had taken over from Newtonian mechanics. In
short, social scientists are now able to reconsider seriously for the
first time the commonsense proposition they had so rigorously
rejected : that the social world is intrinsically an uncertain arena. By
commonsense proposition we mean that most persons, if asked,
would see this assertion as so self-evident that they could not
imagine that anyone (even social scientists) could think otherwise.
We must accept that while social scientists continue to be required
to search for regularities within systems, the systems themselves
are constantly moving far from equilibrium. That is to say, we have

to live with a contradiction.
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Unemployment has been increasing sharply, but so far state

welfare programs do not seem to be rising to the challenge. Despite

Aal AA Gt afol = Eska dukele] Z1gel i s HE the desperate economic times, the number of people receiving cash
=2 B3l Aol dAolt} 7|9 AllydEFo] A AL o o3l assistance 1s at or near a four-decade low. Welfare is a popular
7] S0 ucks 7o 220 tek H@Ae oo wm political target, but it is also ofFen the last thmg stgndmg between
poor people — many of them children — and destitution. States and

A

the federal government need to do more to ensure that Americans
At} 7| ApAA F7|Het ofye} 7]1e] ow| A get the help they need.

23 B 59 AAA The welfare reform of 1996 ended the idea of welfare as an
entitlement. Federal funds were sent as block grants to the states,
which were given more discretion over how to spend the money.
gol 7IdriE B Uk AR ARl A= vk a2ddE & This model included work requirements and limits on how many

g PARCE years people could receive benefits. With the economy strong, the
reforms succeeded in moving many people off the rolls and
employment rose.

= o Today, there are few jobs available for people on the rolls to be
HA g sof sty A8 sy o Aseddse oAt moved into. Welfare programs should be expanding, but they often
3 HArste] 7|2 have not been. Michigan, whose unemployment rate last October
was over 9 percent, cut its welfare rolls 13 percent last year. Of the
12 states where unemployment increased most, eight had welfare

sttt w3 7)Y VAo E At HASES T3 o] ES S rolls that held steady or declined.
FFMAE Alzstn AL A 7)odsts 2Aolmg A}E] A A o] The states clamored for the increased discretion. Now, in the
A EAo] @ 2= ook 24w o)) worst economic times since the reforms, they need to use that

discretion appropriately. They should be removing overly onerous
obstacles to receiving benefits, rolling back work requirements, and
doing better outreach to people in need of assistance.
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