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Negative Effects of the Great Society: Unpacking the Complex Legacy

Negative effects of the Great Society programs have been a subject of intense
debate among historians, economists, and social critics for decades. While
the initiative, launched in the 1960s under President Lyndon B. Johnson,
aimed to eradicate poverty, improve education, and promote civil rights, its
legacy is far from straightforward. Many argue that despite its noble
intentions, the Great Society introduced unintended consequences that have
had lasting impacts on American society. In this article, we’ll explore the
multifaceted negative effects of the Great Society, examining how some
policies may have inadvertently fostered dependency, strained public
resources, and reshaped social dynamics in challenging ways.

The Origins and Ambitions of the Great Society

Before diving into the criticisms, it’s helpful to understand what the Great
Society sought to accomplish. Envisioned as a sweeping set of domestic
programs, it aimed to eliminate poverty and racial injustice through
initiatives like Medicare, Medicaid, the Economic Opportunity Act, and
education reforms. While these programs expanded the social safety net and
introduced significant civil rights protections, the scale and scope of
government intervention marked a turning point in American social policy.

Dependency on Government Assistance

One of the most frequently cited negative effects of the Great Society is the
growth of dependency on welfare programs. Critics argue that by creating
extensive social safety nets, the government inadvertently discouraged self-
sufficiency among recipients.

The Welfare Trap and Reduced Incentives to Work

Programs like Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) provided crucial
support for struggling families, but they also introduced what economists
call the “welfare trap.” This phenomenon occurs when individuals or families
receive benefits that diminish as they earn more income, creating a situation
where working additional hours or obtaining higher-paying jobs yields little
financial advantage. This can disincentivize employment and perpetuate
poverty cycles.



Long-Term Economic Consequences

Over time, the expansion of welfare programs has been linked to increased
government spending and budget deficits. The economic burden placed on
taxpayers has raised concerns about sustainability and the efficient
allocation of resources. Moreover, some argue that the focus on
redistribution rather than economic growth slowed broader progress in
reducing poverty through market participation.

Impact on Family Structure and Social Dynamics

Another significant negative effect attributed to the Great Society revolves
around its influence on family dynamics, particularly within low-income
communities.

Rise in Single-Parent Households

Research suggests that welfare policies under the Great Society may have
unintentionally encouraged family fragmentation. For example, AFDC benefits
were often reduced or eliminated if a father was present in the household,
creating a financial incentive for single motherhood. Critics contend that
this contributed to a rise in single-parent families, which studies have
linked with various social challenges, including lower educational attainment
and higher rates of poverty.

Social Stigmatization and Community Erosion

While intended to empower marginalized communities, some Great Society
programs may have fostered feelings of dependency and stigmatization. Instead
of promoting community-driven solutions, the top-down approach sometimes
undermined local institutions and social cohesion, leading to erosion in
neighborhood stability.

Unintended Consequences in Education Reform

Education was a cornerstone of the Great Society’s agenda, with programs like
Head Start aiming to give disadvantaged children a better start. However, the
outcomes of these reforms have been mixed.



Effectiveness and Quality Concerns

Despite increased funding, critics point out that some educational
initiatives failed to produce lasting improvements in student achievement. In
certain cases, rapid expansion led to inconsistent program quality and
inefficient use of resources. Moreover, the influx of federal involvement
sometimes clashed with local control, creating bureaucracy and reducing
flexibility.

Funding Challenges and Resource Allocation

The Great Society’s emphasis on education created new demands on state and
local budgets. While federal dollars helped, they sometimes came with strings
attached, forcing districts to prioritize compliance over innovation. This
shift occasionally diverted attention from addressing root causes of
educational inequality, such as poverty and community support.

Political and Administrative Challenges

The ambitious scope of the Great Society brought with it significant
political and administrative hurdles that arguably hampered its
effectiveness.

Bureaucratic Expansion and Inefficiency

Implementing large-scale social programs required a massive expansion of
government bureaucracy. This growth sometimes led to inefficiencies,
duplication of efforts, and difficulties in coordination among agencies. The
complexity of managing multiple overlapping programs also made it harder to
evaluate outcomes and adjust policies accordingly.

Polarization and Public Perception

The Great Society’s expansive government role sparked political polarization,
with opponents framing it as government overreach and proponents emphasizing
social justice. This division affected public perception of welfare programs,
contributing to stigmatization and sometimes hindering bipartisan efforts to
reform or improve social safety nets.



Lessons Learned and Ongoing Debates

Understanding the negative effects of the Great Society is crucial for
informing current social policy discussions. While many programs initiated
under this era provided essential services and protections, the unintended
consequences highlight the complexity of addressing poverty and inequality
through government intervention.

Many modern policymakers emphasize the importance of balancing support with
incentives for economic independence. There’s also growing recognition of the
need for community involvement and tailored solutions rather than one-size-
fits-all federal programs. For example, current welfare reforms often include
work requirements and time limits, reflecting lessons learned from past
experiences.

Moreover, ongoing debates about healthcare, education, and social welfare
continue to grapple with questions first raised during the Great Society era:
How can society best support vulnerable populations without fostering
dependency? What roles should federal, state, and local governments play? How
can social programs be designed to promote dignity, opportunity, and long-
term success?

The legacy of the Great Society serves as a reminder that ambitious social
reforms require careful planning, evaluation, and flexibility to adapt to
unintended consequences. By studying both successes and shortcomings, future
initiatives can strive for more effective and sustainable outcomes.

In reflecting on the negative effects of the Great Society, it becomes clear
that social policy is rarely straightforward. The interplay of economics,
culture, and politics creates challenges that demand nuanced approaches.
While the Great Society’s vision of a more equitable America remains
inspiring, its mixed legacy encourages us to think critically about how best
to achieve social progress today.

Frequently Asked Questions

What were the unintended economic consequences of
the Great Society programs?
The Great Society programs, while aiming to reduce poverty and improve social
welfare, sometimes led to increased government spending and budget deficits.
Critics argue that some programs created dependency on government assistance,
which may have discouraged work and economic self-sufficiency among certain
populations.



How did the Great Society impact family structures
in the United States?
Some scholars suggest that certain welfare policies under the Great Society
contributed to changes in family dynamics, including higher rates of single-
parent households. Critics claim that aid programs occasionally reduced
incentives for marriage and traditional family support systems.

Did the Great Society programs contribute to urban
decline?
While the Great Society aimed to revitalize urban areas, some programs
inadvertently accelerated urban decline. For instance, public housing
projects sometimes became centers of poverty and crime, and federal policies
sometimes encouraged middle-class flight to suburbs, weakening urban tax
bases.

What were the political ramifications of the Great
Society's negative effects?
The perceived failures and negative consequences of some Great Society
initiatives led to growing political backlash in the 1970s. This backlash
contributed to a shift towards more conservative policies emphasizing reduced
government intervention and welfare reform in subsequent decades.

How did the Great Society affect education
inequality?
Although the Great Society included significant educational reforms and
funding, some critics argue that these efforts did not fully close the
achievement gap. In some cases, increased federal involvement led to
bureaucratic challenges and inefficiencies, limiting the programs'
effectiveness in addressing deep-rooted educational disparities.

Additional Resources
Negative Effects of the Great Society: An Analytical Review

negative effects of the great society programs have been a subject of
considerable debate among historians, economists, and social scientists.
Initiated in the 1960s under President Lyndon B. Johnson, the Great Society
aimed to eliminate poverty and racial injustice through a wide array of
social reforms and government interventions. While the intent was noble and
some positive outcomes were evident, the legacy of the Great Society is
complex, with several unintended consequences that continue to influence
American society and policy discussions today.



Understanding the Great Society Framework

The Great Society encompassed numerous legislative acts, such as Medicare,
Medicaid, the Economic Opportunity Act, and various education and housing
initiatives. Its ambition was to create a more equitable society by
addressing systemic poverty and discrimination. However, the implementation
of these expansive welfare programs also introduced structural challenges and
sparked controversies regarding government overreach, dependency, and
socioeconomic impacts.

Economic Implications and Welfare Dependency

One of the most frequently cited negative effects of the Great Society
revolves around the growth of welfare dependency. By expanding social safety
nets, critics argue that the programs inadvertently discouraged self-
sufficiency among lower-income populations. According to some economic
analyses, the introduction of extensive welfare benefits reduced incentives
for work, leading to what scholars describe as a "culture of dependency."

For example, studies in the decades following the 1960s showed a correlation
between welfare participation and a decline in labor force engagement,
particularly among single-parent households. While causation is complex, the
availability of government assistance sometimes replaced the motivation to
seek employment, which in turn affected economic productivity and personal
financial independence.

Impact on Family Structure

Closely linked to welfare dependency is the shift in family dynamics,
particularly in marginalized communities. The Great Society’s welfare
provisions have been associated with an increase in single-parent households.
Some sociologists argue that welfare programs—by providing benefits that were
often more accessible to single mothers than to two-parent families—altered
family incentives. This phenomenon has been characterized by a rise in non-
marital births and family fragmentation, which some researchers link to long-
term socioeconomic challenges such as poverty persistence and educational
underachievement.

Fiscal Strain and Government Spending

Another critical aspect in evaluating the negative effects of the Great
Society is the fiscal burden it imposed on federal and state budgets. The
rapid expansion of entitlement programs led to a significant increase in
government spending. For instance, Medicare and Medicaid expenditures have



grown exponentially since their inception, contributing to budget deficits
and debates over sustainable public finance.

In the 1970s and beyond, concerns about the cost-effectiveness of these
programs emerged. Critics highlighted inefficiencies, bureaucratic overhead,
and instances of fraud and abuse within some welfare systems. The long-term
financial sustainability of welfare programs became a contentious topic,
fueling political polarization over the role and size of government.

Challenges in Education and Housing Initiatives

While the Great Society’s education reforms, including the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act (ESEA), sought to reduce educational disparities, not
all outcomes were positive. Some school districts struggled with the influx
of federal funds tied to strict regulations and compliance requirements,
which occasionally led to administrative complexities rather than improved
student performance. Moreover, despite increased funding for public
education, achievement gaps between socioeconomic groups persisted,
suggesting limitations in the program’s effectiveness.

Similarly, housing policies under the Great Society, such as urban renewal
projects, often led to unintended consequences like displacement of low-
income residents and the deterioration of some urban neighborhoods. Critics
argue that these initiatives sometimes disrupted existing social networks and
community cohesion without providing adequate alternatives, contributing to
urban blight in certain areas.

Social and Political Repercussions

The Great Society also reshaped the social and political landscape in ways
that generated mixed reactions. On one hand, it fostered greater awareness of
civil rights and social justice issues. On the other hand, it engendered
backlash from segments of the population who viewed the programs as excessive
government intervention.

Polarization and Public Perceptions

The expansion of welfare programs became a polarizing political issue, with
debates often framed around the efficiency and morality of government aid.
Public opinion surveys from the late 20th century reveal growing skepticism
about welfare, with concerns about fraud, abuse, and the perceived erosion of
personal responsibility. These attitudes influenced policy shifts in
subsequent decades, including welfare reform efforts in the 1990s.



Impact on Race Relations

While the Great Society aimed to address racial inequalities, some analysts
contend that certain policies had complex effects on race relations. For
instance, welfare programs disproportionately benefited African American
communities, which some critics argue contributed to racialized narratives
around welfare dependency. This dynamic sometimes exacerbated social tensions
and stereotypes, complicating the broader goal of achieving racial equity.

Summarizing Key Challenges

To encapsulate the main negative effects of the Great Society, the following
points highlight areas where the programs encountered significant
difficulties:

Welfare Dependency: Increased reliance on government assistance reduced
incentives for employment and self-reliance.

Family Structure Changes: Welfare policies unintentionally encouraged
family fragmentation, especially among low-income populations.

Fiscal Pressure: Expanding entitlement programs contributed to budget
deficits and raised concerns about long-term sustainability.

Mixed Educational Outcomes: Increased funding did not always translate
into improved academic achievement or reduced disparities.

Urban Displacement: Housing initiatives sometimes displaced vulnerable
populations without sufficient support.

Political Polarization: Welfare expansion fueled ideological divides and
altered public perceptions of government role.

These challenges underscore the complexity inherent in large-scale social
reform efforts and serve as important considerations for policymakers.

Despite these negative effects, it is essential to recognize that the Great
Society also laid the groundwork for important social safety nets and civil
rights advancements. The ongoing debate about its legacy reflects the nuanced
nature of social policy, where well-intended programs can produce both
positive outcomes and unintended consequences. Understanding the full
spectrum of the Great Society’s impacts remains vital for informing future
approaches to poverty alleviation and social justice.
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  negative effects of the great society: The Great Society and the War on Poverty John R.
Burch Jr., 2017-06-05 An ideal resource for students as well as general readers, this book
comprehensively examines the Great Society era and identifies the effects of its legacy to the
present day. With the assassination of President John F. Kennedy, Lyndon B. Johnson inherited from
the Kennedy administration many of the pieces of what became the War on Poverty. In stark contrast
to today, Johnson was aided by a U.S. Congress that was among the most productive in the history of
the United States. Despite the accomplishments of the Great Society programs, they failed to
accomplish their ultimate goal of eradicating poverty. Consequently, some 50 years after the Great
Society and the War on Poverty, many of the issues that Johnson's administration and Congress dealt
with then are in front of legislators today, such as an increase in the minimum wage and the growing
divide between the wealthy and the poor. This reference book provides a historical perspective on
the issues of today by looking to the Great Society period; identifies how the War on Poverty
continues to impact the United States, both positively and negatively; and examines how the Nixon
and Reagan administrations served to dismantle Johnson's achievements. This single-volume work
also presents primary documents that enable readers to examine key historical sources directly.
Included among these documents are The Council of Economic Advisers Economic Report of 1964;
the Civil Rights Act of 1964; John F. Kennedy's Remarks Upon Signing the Economic Opportunity
Act; The Negro Family: The Case for National Action (a.k.a. the Moynihan Report); and the Report of
the National Advisory Commission on Civil Disorders (a.k.a. the Kerner Report).
  negative effects of the great society: Building the Great Society Joshua Zeitz, 2018-01-30
The author of Lincoln's Boys takes us inside Lyndon Johnson's White House to show how the
legendary Great Society programs were actually put into practice: Team of Rivals for LBJ. The
personalities behind every burst of 1960s liberal reform - from civil rights and immigration reform,
to Medicare and Head Start. Absorbing, and astoundingly well-researched -- all good historians do
their homework, but Zeitz goes above and beyond. It's a more than worthwhile addition to the canon
of books about Johnson.--NPR Beautifully written...a riveting portrait of LBJ... Every officeholder in
Washington would profit from reading this book. --Robert Dallek, Author of An Unfinished Life: John
F. Kennedy, 1917-1963 and Franklin D. Roosevelt: A Political Life LBJ's towering political skills and
his ambitious slate of liberal legislation are the stuff of legend: the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the
Voting Rights Act of 1965, Medicare, Medicaid, Head Start, and environmental reform. But what
happened after the bills passed? One man could not and did not go it alone. Joshua Zeitz reanimates
the creative and contentious atmosphere inside Johnson's White House as a talented and energetic
group of advisers made LBJ's vision a reality. They desegregated public and private institutions
throughout one third of the United States; built Medicare and Medicaid from the ground up in one
year; launched federal funding for public education; provided food support for millions of poor
children and adults; and launched public television and radio, all in the space of five years, even as
Vietnam strained the administration's credibility and budget. Bill Moyers, Jack Valenti, Joe Califano,
Harry McPherson and the other staff members who comprised LBJ's inner circle were men as
pragmatic and ambitious as Johnson, equally skilled in the art of accumulating power or throwing a
sharp elbow. Building the Great Society is the story of how one of the most competent White House
staffs in American history - serving one of the most complicated presidents ever to occupy the Oval
Office - fundamentally changed everyday life for millions of citizens and forged a legacy of
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compassionate and interventionist government.
  negative effects of the great society: Unintended Consequences and the Social Sciences
Lorenzo Infantino, 2023-08-14 Illustrating the knowledge and ideas of thinkers such as Mandeville,
Hume, Montesquieu and Smith, this book fully investigates the entire panorama of social sciences as
well as providing a clear and concise analysis of the history of the social sciences from the point at
which evolutionary theory entered the field.
  negative effects of the great society: Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists , 1972-06 The Bulletin
of the Atomic Scientists is the premier public resource on scientific and technological developments
that impact global security. Founded by Manhattan Project Scientists, the Bulletin's iconic
Doomsday Clock stimulates solutions for a safer world.
  negative effects of the great society: The Problematic Public Kristian Bjørkdahl, 2023-12-19
Almost one hundred years have passed since Walter Lippmann and John Dewey published their
famous reflections on the “problems of the public,” but their thoughts remain surprisingly relevant
as resources for thinking through our current crisis-plagued predicament. This book takes stock of
the reception history of Lippmann’s and Dewey’s ideas about publics, communication, and political
decision-making and shows how their ideas can inspire a way forward. Lippmann and Dewey were
only two of many twentieth-century thinkers trying to imagine how a modern industrial democracy
might (or might not) come to pass, but despite that, the “Lippmann/Dewey debate” became a symbol
of the two alleged options: an epistocracy, on the one hand, and grassroots participation, on the
other. In this book, distinguished scholars from rhetoric, communication, sociology, and media and
journalism studies reconsider this debate in order to assess its contemporary relevance for our time,
which, in some respects, bears a striking resemblance to the 1920s. In this way, the book explains
how and why Lippmann and Dewey are indispensable resources for anyone concerned with the
future of democratic deliberation and decision-making. In addition to the editor, the contributors to
this volume include Nathan Crick, Robert Danisch, Steve Fuller, William Keith, Bruno Latour, John
Durham Peters, Patricia Roberts-Miller, Michael Schudson, Anna Shechtman, Slavko Splichal, Lisa
S. Villadsen, and Scott Welsh.
  negative effects of the great society: Conservatives Against Capitalism Peter Kolozi,
2017-08-08 Few beliefs seem more fundamental to American conservatism than faith in the free
market. Yet throughout American history, many of the major conservative intellectual and political
figures have harbored deep misgivings about the unfettered market and its disruption of traditional
values, hierarchies, and communities. In Conservatives Against Capitalism, Peter Kolozi traces the
history of conservative skepticism about the influence of capitalism on politics, culture, and society.
Kolozi discusses conservative critiques of capitalism—from its threat to the Southern way of life to
its emasculating effects on American society to the dangers of free trade—considering the positions
of a wide-ranging set of individuals, including John Calhoun, Theodore Roosevelt, Russell Kirk, Irving
Kristol, and Patrick J. Buchanan. He examines the ways in which conservative thought went from
outright opposition to capitalism to more muted critiques, ultimately reconciling itself to the
workings and ethos of the market. By analyzing the unaddressed historical and present-day tensions
between capitalism and conservative values, Kolozi shows that figures regarded as iconoclasts
belong to a coherent tradition, and he creates a vital new understanding of the American
conservative pantheon.
  negative effects of the great society: The Supply-Side Effects of Economic Policy L.H.
Meyer, 2012-12-06 On October 24 and 25, 1980, the Center for the Study of American Business at
Washington University and the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis cosponsored their fifth annual
conference, The Supply-Side Effects of Economic Policy. This volume contains the papers and
comments delivered at that conference. Proponents of supply-side economics have challenged the
policy recommendations that emerge from Keynesian macroeconometric models. These models focus
on the effects of economic policy on the demand for output. Supply-side economics, in contrast,
emphasizes the response of output to changes in the supply of inputs. Decisions affecting the capital
stock and employment-in particular, saving and investment decisions and labor force participation



and hours decisions-are the focus of the supply-siders' attention. The 1980 conference examined
most of the major themes associated with supply-side economics. The papers in Part I of this volume
develop the theory underlying various supply-side propositions and present empirical evidence in
support of some of these propositions. In Part II, the effect of taxes on capital formation and the
effect of increased capital formation on output growth and inflation are examined. The effect of tax
and transfer programs on labor supply, employment and unemployment are examined in Part III.
The final section contains the special luncheon and dinner presentations.
  negative effects of the great society: Neoliberalizing the University: Implications for
American Democracy Sanford Schram, 2017-10-02 This collection brings together essays to
address the crisis of Higher Education today, focusing on its neoliberalization. Higher Education has
been under assault for several decades as neoliberalism’s preference for market-based reforms
sweeps across the US political economy. The recent push for neoliberalizing the academy comes at a
time when it is ripe for change, especially as it continues to confront growing financial pressure,
particularly in the public sector. The resulting cutbacks in public funding, especially to state
universities, led to a variety of debilitating changes: increases in tuition, growing student debt, more
students combining working and schooling, declining graduation rates for minorities and low-income
students, increased reliance on adjuncts and temporary faculty, and most recently growing interest
in mass processing of students via online instruction. While many serious questions arise once we
begin to examine what is happening in higher education today, one particularly critical question
concerns the implications of these changes on the relationship of education to as yet still unrealized
democratic ideals. The 12 essays collected in this volume create important resources for students,
faculty, citizens and policymakers who want to find ways to address contemporary threats to the
higher education-democracy connection. This book was originally published as a special issue of
New Political Science.
  negative effects of the great society: Living on a Meme Richard Telofski, 2012-01-31 Living
on a Meme - How Anti-Corporate Activists Bend the Truth, and You, to Get What They Want is about
the NGOs and activist groups that engage corporations adversarially and how they use meme to
further their anti-corporate agendas. Whats meme? Say the word as meeeeeem. The dictionary says
that a meme is an idea that spreads from one person to another. And thanks to todays Internet,
memes get started, spread, and believed in a flash, whether they are true or not, making them
formidable tools for groups that damage company reputations. Here in his fifth book, author Richard
Telofski takes an in-depth look at anti-corporate NGOs and activist groups that use memes cleverly
to compete with the image of the companies they target. These groups unabashedly use
unchallenged memes to bribe people to their side of their anti-corporate argument. Bribe? Yes. By
leveraging a meme, these groups bribe people with something, a way to feel better about
themselves, often with scant or no support of the meme. Through their meme-mangling, adversarial
NGOs and activists can impose undeserved damage on corporate reputations, costing market share,
revenue, and jobs, maybe one of them yours. These organizations are truly competitors, not only to
the individual corporations that they target, but also to the economic system in general. Living on a
Meme is compiled from a selection of articles published on Richards Web site, Telofski.com, between
August 1, 2009 through August 3, 2010. But, many of these writings are more essay than article.
Within the essays in this book, youll find insights, theories, as well as specific facts and analysis on
how certain NGOs and activist groups operate online and offline to sap companies of their vital
reputation. By reading this book, youll discover how these irregular competitors make use of
existing cultural memes, true or not, and how they contribute to those memes, strengthening them
and contributing to the degradation of a companys image. Dont worry. This book isnt just a
repackaging of blog postings. Youre going to get more than that. At the end of each chapter you will
find bonus Take-Aways. Those Take-Aways are critical analyses of the essays in the chapter, pointing
out for you how what was just discussed relates to an NGOs or activists reliance of living on a meme
or their hope that YOU are living on THEIR meme for them. Youll also find in this book 23 exclusive
essays that appear only in this book. So, start your journey now into the understanding of how



anti-corporate NGOs and activists bend the truth, and the beliefs of people, to get what they want.
  negative effects of the great society: War Narratives and the American National Will in
War Jeffrey J. Kubiak, 2014-07-10 With the U.S. war in Afghanistan in its twelfth year, axioms
regarding the American national will in war not being able to tolerate anything other than quick and
costless adventures have been found useless in understanding why the U.S. continues to persist in
that endeavor. This book answers complex questions about modern US intervention abroad.
  negative effects of the great society: Grand Expectations James T. Patterson, 1996
Interweaving key cultural, economic, social, and political events, a history of the United States in the
post-World War II era ranges from 1945, through a turbulent period of economic growth and social
upheaval, to Watergate and Nixon's 1974 resignation
  negative effects of the great society: Foundations of Program Evaluation William R. Shadish,
Thomas D. Cook, Laura C. Leviton, 1991 This book looks back at the origins of program evaluation.
By summarizing, comparing, and contrasting the work of seven major theorists of program
evaluation, it provides an important perspective on the current state of evaluation theory and
provides suggestions for improving its practice.
  negative effects of the great society: Graham Wallas and the Great Society Terence H.
Qualter, 1980-06-18 This book sets out to prove that Wallas was more appalled and frightened by the
anti-intellectualism of the twentieth-century than by the naive over-intellectualism of the nineteenth.
Attacking unreal assumptions about the role of reason, he sought not to deny men the capacity to
think, but to show them how to do so more clearly in order to improve the human condition.
  negative effects of the great society: Federalizing the Muse Donna M. Binkiewicz,
2005-12-15 The National Endowment for the Arts is often accused of embodying a liberal agenda
within the American government. In Federalizing the Muse, Donna Binkiewicz assesses the
leadership and goals of Presidents Kennedy through Carter, as well as Congress and the National
Council on the Arts, drawing a picture of the major players who created national arts policy. Using
presidential papers, NEA and National Archives materials, and numerous interviews with policy
makers, Binkiewicz refutes persisting beliefs in arts funding as part of a liberal agenda by arguing
that the NEA's origins in the Cold War era colored arts policy with a distinctly moderate undertone.
Binkiewicz's study of visual arts grants reveals that NEA officials promoted a modernist, abstract
aesthetic specifically because they believed such a style would best showcase American achievement
and freedom. This initially led them to neglect many contemporary art forms they feared could be
perceived as politically problematic, such as pop, feminist, and ethnic arts. The agency was not able
to balance its funding across a variety of art forms before facing serious budget cutbacks.
Binkiewicz's analysis brings important historical perspective to the perennial debates about
American art policy and sheds light on provocative political and cultural issues in postwar America.
  negative effects of the great society: A Guide for Local Evaluation United States. Office of
Community Planning and Development. Office of Evaluation, 1976
  negative effects of the great society: Black Power, Jewish Politics Marc Dollinger, 2024-04-02
Highlights Jewish participation in the civil rights movement Black Power, Jewish Politics charts the
transformation of American Jewish political culture from the Cold War liberal consensus of the early
postwar years to the rise and influence of Black Power-inspired ethnic nationalism. It shows how, in
a period best known for the rise of antisemitism in some parts of the Black community and the
breakdown of the alliance between white Jews and Black Americans, Black Power activists enabled
Jewish activists to devise a new Judeo-centered political agenda—including the emancipation of
Soviet Jews, the rise of Jewish Day Schools, the revitalization of worship services with
gender-inclusive liturgy, and the birth of a new form of American Zionism. Undermining widely held
beliefs about the civil rights movement, Black Power, racism, Soviet Jewry, American Zionism, and
the religious revival of the 1970s, Black Power, Jewish Politics describes a new political consensus
based on identity politics that drew Black and Jewish Americans together and altered the course of
American liberalism. In the midst of national reckoning on race, this revised edition extends the
book’s thesis to the contemporary period, investigating the limits of white Jewish liberalism, the



ways in which scholars have and have not addressed racial privilege in their work, and the dynamics
around these themes in a much more diverse American Jewish community.
  negative effects of the great society: The Fractured Schoolhouse Neal P. McCluskey,
2022-09-15 American public schooling was established to unify diverse people and prepare citizens
for democracy. Intuitively, it would teach diverse people the same values, preferably in the same
buildings, with the goal that they will learn to get along and uphold government by the people. But
intuition can be wrong; significant evidence suggests that public schools have not brought diverse
people together, whether from legally mandated racial segregation, espousing values many people
could not accept, or human beings simply tending to associate with others like themselves. Indeed,
the basic reality that people have diverse values and desires has rendered public schooling not a
unifying force, but a battleground. That public schooling is necessary for democracy is also not
supported, both because we do not have a commonly agreed upon definition of “democracy,” and
because public schooling violates the bedrock American value—liberty—that democracy is supposed
to protect. The Fractured Schoolhouse: Reexamining Education for a Free, Equal, and Harmonious
Society proposes that to fulfill the mission of public schooling, we need what some might call its
opposite: school choice. Education grounded in liberty would enable diverse people to pursue
curricula and policies they think are right without having to impose them on others, and by making
separated groups equals and easing the creation of new identities, it would foster bridge-building.
  negative effects of the great society: The ... Joint Economic Report United States. Congress.
Joint Economic Committee, 1992 Some years include additional, minority, supplemental, and
dissenting views.
  negative effects of the great society: The European Economy in an American Mirror
Barry Eichengreen, Dieter Stiefel, Michael Landesmann, 2007-10-04 Europe‘s economy is under
strain due to lagging productivity growth, population ageing, the difficulties of adjustment in an
enlarged European Union, and the challenges of globalization. In comparison with America, rates of
growth of GDP per capita and labour productivity growth are anaemic, raising questions about the
viability of a distinct Europ
  negative effects of the great society: LIFE , 1969-10-17 LIFE Magazine is the treasured
photographic magazine that chronicled the 20th Century. It now lives on at LIFE.com, the largest,
most amazing collection of professional photography on the internet. Users can browse, search and
view photos of today’s people and events. They have free access to share, print and post images for
personal use.
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