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4. Support for housing subsidies rests upon a failure to understand the importance of the
means—such as marriage, hard work, and thrift—by which families improve their prospects so
they can move to a better home in a better neighborhood. Better neighborhoods are not better
because of something in the water but because people have built and sustained them by their
efforts, their values, and their commitments. Subsidies are based on the mistaken belief that it is
necessary to award a better home to all who claim “need,” however it is the effort to achieve the
better home, not the home itself, that is the real engine of social improvement.

The tragedy of government welfare programs is not just wasted taxpayer money but wasted
lives. The effects of welfare in enabling the break-up of low-income families has been
extensively documented. The primary way that those with low incomes can advance in the
market economy is to get married, stay married, and work—but welfare programs have created
perverse incentives to do the opposite.

The Gallup Housing Authority works in conjunction with HUD. The GHA rule states “If, at
reexamination your family’s income is sufficient to obtain housing on the private market, the HA
may determine whether your family should stay in public housing”.

Thus, HUD enables broken homes, discourages economic success and rewards a lack of effort,
responsibility and education. HUD policies since the 1960s War on Poverty have been largely
responsible for the step by step breakdown of African American and American Indian families,
chaining them to perpetual poverty and sentencing the resulting fatherless children to the highly
elevated consequence of dysfunctional lives.

There was a time when Americans relied upon their extended families in times of need. Church,
neighbors, local community, Mutual Aid Societies and Fraternal Beneficiary Societies could also
be relied upon as safety nets. There’s no need for those now, the federal bureaucracy has
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made it quite clear they will provide all the necessities of life no matter how irresponsible you
are.

They are the grand enablers of single mothers and fatherless children. Uncle Sam may be a
sugar daddy for many however he’s derelict when it comes to nurturing self-esteem, confidence,
purpose, initiative and independence.

No matter how horrific the consequences, our progressive statist leaders will maintain to the
end their intentions are compassionate and honorable thus justifying the carnage while washing
their hands of any responsibility.

At the April grand opening of Hooghan Hozho there will certainly be ceremonies, photo-ops,
ribbon cutting, high-fives and awards for politicians, bureaucrats and community organizers who
will take credit for their wonderful monument created with other people’s hard earned money.

However, when they run out of other people’s money and their projects crumble without
subsidies, those dependents who have lost the skills and will to be their own masters may be
left in a world of hurt when confronted with their new-found freedom, their former masters’
presence only marked by distant echoes in the wind of “Our intentions come from a place of
compassion”.

An old proverb says the definition of insanity is doing the same thing over and over again and
expecting different results. Progressive schemes such as HUD and NHA are indeed insane.
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