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In the past 30 vyears, Americans—particularly young Americans—have become
risk—averse and sedentary.* The timing is terrible. With a considerably high
unemployment rate, young Americans are less inclined to pack up and move to sunnier
economic climes.x The likelihood of 20-somethings moving to another state has
dropped well over 40 percent since the 1980s, according to Census Bureau data. The
proportion of young adults living at home nearly doubled between 1980 and 2008.
Even bicycle sales are lower now than they were in 2000. Most startlingly, an
increasing number of teenagers are not even bothering to get their driver's licenses.
Back in the early 1980s, 80 percent of 18-year—olds proudly strutted out of the DMVx
with newly minted licenses. By 2008, that number had dropped to 65 percent. Perhaps
young people are too happy at home checking Facebook. A study of 15 countries
found that when young people spend more time on the Internet, they delay getting
their driver's licenses.

The Great Recession* and the still weak economy make the trend toward risk
aversion* worse. Children raised during recessions ultimately take fewer risks with their
investments and their jobs. Even when the recession passes, they don't strive as hard
to find new jobs, and they hang on to lousy* jobs longer. Perhaps more worrisome,
kids who grow up during tough economic times also tend to believe that luck plays a
bigger role in their success, which breeds complacency.*x They end up less
adventurous and less willing to leave home because they believe that luck counts more
than effort. Notice how popular the word "random" has become among young people.
The word has changed from a precise statistical term to an all-purpose phrase that
stresses the illogic and coincidence of life. Unfortunately, societies that emphasize luck
over logic are not likely to thrive. Maybe it's time to pull out the power cords and
pump up the flat bicycle tires—or whatever it takes to get the kids back on the road.
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A controversial issue for many Americans is whether people who are known to be
racist or to have other destructive views should be allowed to speak at public places
like state universities. Even those who cherish the American Constitution and its
guarantee of free speech have difficulty supporting free speech for bigots.» However,
painful as it may be to accept, freedom of speech is an all-or—nothing proposition.
You can’t have freedom of speech for some people and not for others. If you ban
unpopular people from speaking, you no longer have freedom of speech.

As the A.C.L.U.* has argued, the best way to respond to hatred and bigotry is to
have more speech, not less. How this principle works in practice can be illustrated by
an incident involving David Duke, a man who was once a leader of the Ku Klux Klan.=*

In 1996, Duke was invited to the University of California in order to debate
affirmative action.» The invitation caused an uproar in both the university and the
community. One local editorial labeled Duke's views beyond the limits of legitimate
discussion. Even the governor of the state agreed that Duke's invitation should be
withdrawn. The president of the university, however, argued that public institutions must
be places where all ideas can be explored. In addition, members of African—American
organizations argued that Duke should be allowed to speak because they wanted the
opportunity to challenge him in person.

As a result of those arguments, the debate took place. Even more important, it took
place peacefully. The president of the university courageously held her ground in
refusing to interfere with the students’ decision to invite Duke to speak and thus
refusing to limit one of the most precious rights. After all, once the first speaker is
banned, it becomes a little too easy to ban the second. Hard as it is to accept, it's
still true that "you either have free speech or you don't."
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