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A strange thing happened to Senator Dole on the way to the microphone, he became a convert to the village concept.  





Data indicates there has been a substantial increase in the number of teenagers using some drug during the last four years.  While the reason for this change may be disputed, there is no reason to believe the data is incorrect.





Now enter the political arena.  Senator Dole has been saying this is due to a reduction in federal drug enforcement efforts during the last four years.  This can be questioned, but let’s accept it as a fact.





Further, a part of the blame has been placed on an apparent reduction in the federal government’s emphasis on the “Just say no” campaign.  This may or may not be true, but let’s accept that it is.





So where does this leave us?  It’s all the fault of the federal government.





  Now you can’t have it both ways.  Either it takes a family to raise a child or it takes a village.  Not whichever one fits today’s speech. If it takes a family, then the fault is the family’s for not doing enough to keep Johnny off drugs.  





But do you think any politician is going to blame 10 million American families for the teenage drug problem just before elections?  No way.  So it must be the government’s fault.  If it is the government’s fault, then someone other than the family is partly responsible for that child. That’s the village.





But maybe they’re both right.  It is ultimately the responsibility of the family to bring up their children.  This includes everything from knowing what they’re doing in general to seeing that homework is done.  No matter what government does, it can’t watch over every child in the country.  The family must do that.





But, the village in the form of the federal, state and local governments, the school district, the police department, the recreation department, the health department, neighbors, etc. all have to help.





It wouldn’t help if the family made sure homework was done if the quality of the educational system was no good.  Poor teachers, low standards, not enough text books for everyone,etc would still handicap the child’s education. Schools are part of the village.





If the police department didn’t control gangs, keep child molesters off the streets, arrest drunken drivers, etc. there is nothing every family could do to insure its child’s safety. The police are part of the village.





If the recreation department didn’t provide and maintain playgrounds, there would be nowhere for the child to go and nothing for him to do except hang out in whatever random place and with whatever random people also selected that place. The recreation department is part of the village.





In some cases it takes that village to insure the child is fed at least once a day.  It might be school lunches or food stamps or private charities.  There are some children who, through no fault of their own, aren’t fortunate enough to live in one of those middle class homes most politicians are talking about and to when they give a speech.





And it might literally take someone in the village, a neighbor, to report if that child was being abused.





I don’t understand why both sides have to insist that they each have the only solution.  It’s very seldom there is only one solution and even rarer when that solution solves the whole problem.  





Maybe the choice isn’t the village or the family, it might be the village AND the family.  After all, the family is also part of the village.





