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HENRY HAZLITT

FROM SPENCER'S1884
TO ORWELL'S 1984

IN 1884, Herbert Spencer wrote
what quickly became a celebrated
book, The Man Versus the State.
The book is seldom referred to
now, and gathers dust on library
shelves - if, in fact, it is still
stocked by many libraries. Spen
cer's political views are regarded
by most present-day writers, who
bother to mention him at all, as
"extreme laissez faire,". and hence
"discredited."

But any open-minded person
who takes the trouble today to
read or reread The ]}fan Versus the
State will probably be startled by
two things. The first is the un
canny clairvoyance with which
Spencer foresaw what the future
encroachments of the State were
Mr. Hazlitt is the well-known economic and
financial analyst, columnist, lecturer, and
author of numerous books.

This article will appear as a chapter in a
forthcoming book, Man vs. the Welfare State,
to be published by Arlington House.

likely to be on individual liberty,
above all in the economic realm.
The second is the extent to which
these encroachments had already
occurred in 1884, the year in
which he was writing.

The present generation has
been brought up to believe that
government concern for "social
justice" and for the plight of the
needy was something that did not
even exist until the New Deal
came along in 1933. The ages
prior to that have been pictured
as periods when no one "cared,"
when laissez faire was rampant,
when everybody who did not suc
ceed in the cutthroat competition
that was euphemistically called
free enterprise - but was simply a
system of dog-eat-dog and the
devil-take-the-hindmost - was al
lowed to starve. And if the present
generation thinks this is true

l\7
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even of the 1920's, it is absolutely
sure that it was so in the 1880's,
which it would probably regard as
the very peak of the prevalence of
laissez faire.

The Seeds of Change

Yet the new reader's initial as
tonishment when he starts Spen
cer's book may begin to wear off
before he is halfway through, be
cause one cause for surprise ex
plains the other. All that Spencer
was doing was to project or ex
trapolate the legislative tendencies
existing in the 1880's into the fu
ture. It was because he was so
clear-sightedly appalled by these
tendencies that he recognized them
so much more sharply than his
contemporaries, and saw so much
more clearly where they would
lead if left unchecked.

Even in his Preface to The Man
Versus the State he pointed out
how "increase in freedom on form"
was being followed by "decrease
of freedom in fact...."

Regulations have been made in
yearly growing numbers, restraining
the citizen in directions where his ac
tions were previously unchecked, and
compelling actions which previously
he might perform or not as he liked;
and at the same time heavier public
burdens . . . have further restricted
his freedom, by lessening that por
tion of his earnings which he can
spend as he pleases, and augmenting

the portion taken from him to be
spent as public agents please.

In his first chapter, "The New
Toryism," Spencer contends that
"most of those who now pass as
Liberals, are Tories of a new type."
The Liberals of his own day, he
points out, had already "lost sight
of the truth that in past times
Liberalism habitually stood for in
dividual freedom versus State-co
ercion."

So the complete Anglo-American
switch of reference, by which a
"liberal" today has come to mean
primarily a Stflte-interventionist,
had already begun in 1884. Al
ready "plausible proposals" were
being made "that there should be
organized a system of compulsory
insurance, by which men during
their early lives shall be forced to
provide for the time when they
will be incapacitated." Here is al
ready the seed of the American
Social Security Act of 1935.

Spencer also pays his respects
to the antilibertarian implications
of an increasing tax burden. Those
who impose additional taxes are
saying in effect: "Hitherto you
have been free to spend this por
tion of your earnings in any way
which pleased you; hereafter you
shall not be free to spend it, but
we will spend it for the general
benefit."

Spencer next turns to the com
pulsions that labor unions were
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even then imposing on their mem
bers, and asks: "If men use their
liberty in such a way as to sur
render their liberty, are they there
after any the less slaves?"

In his second chapter, "The
Coming Slavery," Spencer draws
attention to the existence of what
he calls "political momentum"
the tendency of State interven
tions and similar political meas
ures to increase and accelerate in
the direction in which they have
already been set going. Ameri
cans have become only too familiar
with this momentum in the last
few years.

Spencer illustrates: "The blank
form of an inquiry daily made is
- 'We have already done this; why
should we not do that?'" "The
buying and working of telegraphs
by the State" [which already ex
isted in England when he wrote],
he continued, "is made a reason
for urging that the State should
buy and work the railways." And
he went on to quote the demands
of one group that the State should
take possession of the railways,
"with or without compensation."

The British State did not buy
and work the railways until 64
years later, in 1948, but it did get
around to it, precisely as Spencer
feared.

It is not only precedent that
prompts the constant spread of in
terventionist measures, Spencer

points out, "but also the necessity
which arises for supplementing
ineffective measures, and for deal
ing with the artificial evils con
tinually caused. Failure does not
destroy faith in the agencies em
ployed, but merely suggests more
stringent use of such agencies or
wider ramifications of them." One
illustration he gives is how "the
evils produced by compulsory
charity are now proposed to be
met by compulsory insurance."
Today, in America, one could point
to scores of examples (from meas
ures to cure "the deficit in the
balance of payments" to the con
stant multiplication of measures
to fight the government's "war on
poverty") of interventions mainly
designed to remove the artificial
evils brought about by previous
interventions.

One Turn Deserves Another

Everywhere, Spencer goes on,
the tacit assumption is that "gov
ernment should step in whenever
anything is not going right. . . .
The more numerous governmental
interventions become ... the more
loud and perpetual the demands
for intervention." Every additional
relief measure raises hopes of
further ones:

The more numerous public instru
nlentalities become, the more is there
generated in citizens the notion that
everything is to be done for them,
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and nothing by them. Every genera
tion is made less familiar with the
attainment of desired ends by indi
vidual actions or private agencies;
until, eventually, governmental
agencies come to be thought of as
the only available agencies.

Forms of Slavery

"All socialism," Spencer con
cludes, "involves slavery.... That
which fundamentally distinguishes
the slave is that he labors under
coercion to satisfy another's de
sires." The relation admits of
many gradations. Oppressive tax
ation is a form of slavery of the
individual to the community as
a whole. "The essential question
is - How much is he compelled to
labor for other benefit than his
own, and how much can he labor
for his own benefit?"

Even Spencer would probably
have regarded with incredulity a
prediction that in less than two
generations England would have
rates of income tax rising above
90 per cent, and that many an
energetic and ambitious man, in
England and the United States,
would be forced to spend more
than half his time and labor work
ing for the support of the com
munity, and allowed less than half
his time and labor to provide for
his family and himself.

Today's progressive income tax
provides a quantitative measure-

ment of the relative extent of a
man's economic liberty and servi
tude.

Those who think that. public
housing is an entirely new de
velopment will be startled to hear
that the beginnings of it - as well
as some of its harmful conse
quences - were already present in
1884:

Where municipal bodies turn house
builders [wrote Spencer], they in
evitably lower the values of houses
otherwise built, and check the supply
of more.... The multiplication of
houses, and especially small houses,
being increasingly checked, there
must come an increasing demand
upon the local authority to make up
for the deficient supply.... And then
when in towns this process has gone
so far as to make the local authority
the chief owner of houses, there will
be a good precedent for publicly pro
viding houses for the rural popula
tion, as proposed in the Radical pro
gram, and as urged by the Demo
cratic Federation [which insists on]
the compulsory construction of
healthy artisans' and agricultural
laborers' dwellings in proportion to
the population.

One State intervention Spencer
did not foresee was the future
imposition of rent controls, which
make it unprofitable for private
persons to own, repair, or reno
vate old rental housing or to put
up new. The consequences of rent
control provoke the indignant
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charge that "private enterprise
is simply not doing the job" of
providing enough housing. The
conclusion is that therefore the
government must step in and take
over that job.

What Spencer did expressly
fear, in another field, was that
public education, providing gratis
what private schools had to charge
for, would in time destroy the
private schools. What, of course,
he did not foresee was that even
tually the government would pro
vide free tuition even in tax-sup
ported colleges and universities,
thus more and more threatening
the continuance of private col
leges and universities - and so
tending more and more to produce
a uniform conformist education,
with college faculties ultimately
dependent for their jobs on the
government, and so developing an
economic interest in professing
and teaching a statist, pro-gov
ernment and socialist ideology.
The tendency of government-sup
ported education must be finally
to achieve a government monop
oly of education.

Ancient Roots of Tyranny

As the "liberal" readers of 1969
may be shocked to learn that the
recent State interventions which
they regard as the latest expres
sions of advanced and compas
sionate thought were anticipated

in 1884, so the statist readers of
Spencer's day must have been
shocked to learn from him how
many of the latest State interven
tions of 1884 were anticipated in
Roman times and in the Middle
Ages. For Spencer reminded them,
quoting an historian, that in Gaul,
during the decline of the Roman
Empire, "so numerous were the
receivers in comparison with the
payers, and so enormous the
weight of taxation, that the la
borer broke down, the plains be
came deserts, and woods grew
where the plough had been."

Spencer reminded his readers
also of the usury laws under
Louis XV in France, which raised
the rate of interest "from five to
six when intending to reduce it
to four." He reminded them of
the laws against "forestalling"
(buying up goods in advance for
later resale), also in early France.
The effect of such laws was to
prevent anyone from buying "more
than two bushels of wheat at
market," which prevented traders
and dealers from equalizing sup
plies over time, thereby intensi
fying scarcities. He reminded his
readers also of the measure which,
in 1315, to diminish the pressure
of famine, prescribed the prices
of foods, but which was later
repealed after it had caused the
entire disappearance of various
foods from the markets. He re-
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n1inded them, again, of the many
endeavors to fix wages, beginning
with the Statute of Laborers un
der Edward III (1327-77). And
still again, of statute 35 of Ed
ward III, which aimed to keep
down the price of herrings (but
was soon repealed because it
raised the price). And yet again,
of the law of Edward III, under
which innkeepers at seaports were
sworn to search their guests "to
prevent the exportation of money
or plate."

This last example will uneasily
remind Americans of the present
prohibition of private gold hold
ings and gold export, and of the
Johnson Administration's attempt
to put a punitive tax on foreign
travel, as well as the actual puni
tive tax that it did put on foreign
investment. Let us add the still
existing prohibitions even by al
legedly advanced European nations
against taking more than a tiny
amount of their local paper cur
rency out of the country!

The federal Bulldozer Then

I come to one last specific paral
lel between 1884 and the present.
This concerns slum clearance and
urban renewal. The British gov
ernment of Spencer's day re
sponded to the existence of
wretched and overcrowded hous
ing by enacting the Artisans'
Dwellings Acts. These gave to local

authorities powers to pull down
bad houses and provide for the
building of good ones:

What have been the results? A
summary of the operations of the
Metropolitan Board of Works, dated
December 21, 1883, shows that up to
last September it had, at a cost of a
million and a quarter to ratepayers,
unhoused 21,000 persons and pro
vided houses for 12,000 - the remain
ing 9,000 to be hereafter provided for,
being, meanwhile, left houseless. This
is not all.... Those displaced ... form
a total of nearly 11,000 artificially
made homeless, who have had to find
corners for themselves in miserable
places that were already overflowing.

Those who are interested in a
thorough study of the present-day
parallel to this are referred to
Professor Martin Anderson's The
Federal Bulldozer (M. 1. T. Press,
1964; McGraw-Hill paperback,
1967). I quote just one short para
graph from his findings:

The federal urban renewal pro
gram has actually aggravated the
housing shortage for low-income
groups. From 1950 to 1960, 126,000
dwelling units, most of them low-rent
ones, were destroyed. This study
estimates that the number of new
dwelling units constructed is less than
one fourth of the number demol
ished, and that most of the new units
are high-rent ones. Contrast the net
addition of millions of standard
dwelling units to the housing supply
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by private enterpri~e with the mi
nute construction effort of the federal
urban renewal program." (p. 229)

There is an eloquent paragraph
in Spencer's book reminding his
readers of the eighties of what
they did not owe to the State:

It is not to the State that we owe
the multitudinous useful inventions
from the spade to the telephone; it is
not the State which made possible
extended navigation by a developed
astronomy; it was not the State
which made the discoveries in physics,
chen1istry, and the rest, which guide
n10dern manufacturers; it was not
the State which devised the machin
ery for producing fabrics of every
kind, for transferring men and things
from place to place, and for minister
ing in a thousand ways to our com
forts. The world-wide transactions
conducted in merchants' offices, the
rush of traffic filling our streets, the
retail distributing system which
brings everything within easy reach
and delivers the necessaries of life
daily at our doors, are not of govern
mental origin. All these are results
of the spontaneous activities of citi
zens, separate or grouped.

Aggravated Waste

Our present-day statists are
busily trying to change all this.
They are seizing billions of addi
tional dollars from the taxpayers
to turn them over for "scientific
research." By this compulsorily
subsidized government competi-

tion they are discouraging and
draining away the funds for pri
vate scientific research; and they
threaten to make such research,
in time, a government monopoly.
But whether this will result in
more scientific progress in the
long run is doubtful. True, enor
mously more money is being spent
on "research," but it is being di
verted in questionable directions
- in military research; in devel
oping greater and greater super
bombs and other weapons of mass
destruction and mass annihila
tion; in planning supersonic pas
senger airplanes developed on the
assumption that civilians must
get to their European or Carib
bean vacation spots at 1,200 or
1,800 miles an hour, instead of a
mere 600, no matter how many
eardrums or windows of ground
lings are shattered in the proc
ess; and finally, in such Buck
Rogers stunts as landing men on
the moon or on Mars.

It is fairly obvious that all this
will involve enormous waste; that
government bureaucrats will be
able to dictate who gets the re
rearch funds and who doesn't, and
that this choice will either de
pend upon fixed arbitrary qualifica
tions like those determined by
Civil Service examinations (hard
ly the way to find the most origi
nal minds), or upon the grantees
keeping in the good graces of the
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particular government appointee
in charge of the distribution of
grants.

But our Welfare Statists seem
determined to put us in a posi
tion where we will be dependent
on government even for our fu
ture scientific and industrial prog
ress - or in a position where they
can at least plausibly argue that
we are so dependent.

A Denial of Private Property

Spencer next goes on to show
that the kind of State interven
tion he is deploring amounts to
not merely an abridgment but a
basic rejection of private prop
erty: A "confusion of ideas, caused
by looking at one face only of the
transaction, may be traced
throughout all the legislation
which forcibly takes the property
of this man for the purpose of
giving gratis benefits to that man."
The tacit assumption underlying
all these acts of redistribution is
that:

No man has any claim to his prop
erty, not even to that which he has
earned by the sweat of his brow, save
by the permission of the community;
and that the community may cancel
the claim to any extent it thinks fit.
No defense can be made for this ap
propriation of A's possessions for the
benefit of B, save one which sets out
with the postulate that society as a
whole has an absolute right over the
possessions of each member.

In the final chapter (just pre
ceding a Postscript) Spencer con
cluded: "The function of Liberal
ism in the past was that of put
ting a limit to the powers of kings.
The function of true Liberalism
in the future will be that of put
ting a limit to the. power of
ParHaments."

In endorsing some of the argu
ments in Spencer's The Man Ver
sus the State, and in recognizing
the penetration of many of his in
sights and the remarkable accu
racy of his predictions of the po
litical future, we need not neces
sarily subscribe to every position
that he took. The very title of
Spencer's book was in one respect
unfortunate. To speak of "the man
versus the State" is to imply that
the State, as such, is unnecessary
and evil. The State, of course, is
absolutely indispensable to the
preservation of law and order, and
the promotion of peace and social
cooperation. What is unnecessary
and evil, what abridges the liberty
and threatens the true welfare of
the individual, is the State that
has usurped excessive powers and
grown beyond its legitimate func
tions - the Superstate, the social
ist State, the redistributive State,
in brief, the ironically misnamed
"Welfare State."

But Spencer was certainly right
in the main thrust of his argu
ment, which was essentially that
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of Adam Smith and other classi
cal liberals, that the t,vo indis
pensable functions of government
are first, to protect the nation
against aggression from any other
nation, and second, to protect the
individual citizen from the ag
gression, injustice, or oppression
of any other citizen - and that
every extension of the functions
of government beyond these two
primary duties should be scrutin
ized with jealous vigilance.

Weare deeply indebted to
Herbert Spencer for recognizing

with a sharper eye than any of
his contemporaries, and warning
them against, "the coming slav
ery" toward which the State of
their own time was drifting, and
toward which we are more swiftly
drifting today.

It is more than a grim coinci
dence that Spencer was warning
of the coming slavery in 1884, and
that George Orwell, in our time,
has predicted that the full con
summation of this slavery will be
reached in 1984, exactly one cen
tury later. ~

The 1940 hardcovered Caxton printing of Herbert Spencer's

The Man Versus the State, with foreword by Albert Jay

Nock, 223 pages, fully indexed, is available at $3.50.

Order from: The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc.

Irvington-on-Hudson, New York 10533



Saving
PAUL L. POIROT

THE LATE Lord Keynes and his
disciples have heavily bombarded
modern man with the theory that
he can carelessly consume his way
to prosperity. Laws without end
have been enacted to implement
this false doctrine of consumerism
and compulsive spending. Yet,
despite that trend, there are those
who continue to save and invest
in the essential tools of produc
tion to which most of us owe our
very lives. Call it our saving
grace!

Even the most ardent advocates
of equality acknowledge a certain
respect for the aims and desires of
the individual. The ultimate
formula for compulsory collec
tivism would afford "to each ac
cording to need," implying that
each somehow is important. It is
difficult to think of any philosophy
of man and society that would
wholly and consciously deny the
dignity of the individual as a hu-
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man being with a purpose. The
point of divergence among phi
losophers concerns how far into
the future the individual should
be free to proj ect his purpose.

The attitude toward private
property is really the point at is
sue here. Is the individual to be
free to save and invest his own
property for his own purposes,
however complex and futuristic
the eventual fulfillment of such
purposes may be? And, especially,
will his fellow men respect and
defend these savings, this private
property of the individual? In
other words, will society's organ
ized agency of force, its govern
ment, be dedicated to the protec
tion of life and property; or will
it function instead as an instru
ment for plunder?

Whether plunder is deemed too
harsh a word to describe the gov
ernmental processes of the wel
fare state will depend primarily
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upon one's understanding of the
relationships between saving and
investment and production and
consumption. Is it right, for in
stance, to expropriate from the
baker of bread the stove he has
saved and needs for that purpose,
but wrong, on the other hand, to
take the bread from the mouth of
a babe? Or is it just as wrong to
interfere with the production of
bread as to prohibit its consump
tion? The hungry babe may be
quite unaware that the stove is an
essential part of the bread he
wants, that this and other tools
involved in the roundabout proc
esses of production in an indus
trial age are forms of saving to
which the great majority of us
owe our lives. Otherwise, many of
us never would have been born
and most of us never would have
survived.

Lifelong Immaturity

Unfortunately, an understand
ing of the vital importance of
savings and tools does not come
automatically as one emerges
from childhood. Many so-called
adults are content to warm their
bodies with the stoves they have
seized from bakers - or let the
government confiscate in their be
half. And if they want bread, they
expect that the government also
will provide it. They have not
seen that government is neither

a producer nor a saver; at best,
it may be a protector, but even
then the government itself is a
consumer. In order for the gov
ernment to give goods and serv
ices to anyone, it first must take
those goods and services from
someone. And in the process of
compulsory redistribution, there
is a heavy loss or attrition of re
sources. The government is always
a consumer, withdrawing from
the market scarce resources that
individuals otherwise could con
sume or use in further production
according to their own choice and
best judgment.

Any grouping of two or more
individuals will reveal differences
in ability and in habits of spend
ing and saving - very often,
marked differences. Under condi
tions of comparative freedom,
some few of the population will
attain great wealth in contrast to
the vast majority of their fellow
men, simply because those few are
exceptionally talented in their un
derstanding of human wants and
how to satisfy such wants.1 The

1 Some readers may object here that
the free market rewards the designer of
tail-fins or enriches the Beatles. Whether
these fads stem from freedom or from in~

terventions of one kind or another might
be debated; but it seems reasonably clear
that the market serves the most urgent
wants of consumers, however peculiar
some of us might think the tastes of
others.
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scope of their understanding will
include appreciation of the im
portance of tools in the productive
process. They will best know how
to accumulate and combine re
sources under prevailing condi
tions for the optimum service of
human wants. They will know how
to draw from each individual his
best performance, with his hands,
his mind, his savings.

A Power to Serve

Now, what makes these talented
few so wealthy in a free society
is not a power to confiscate or tax
the resources or to force the com
pliance of others. On the contrary,
they become wealthy through sup
plying most efficiently what others
want. Consumers thus express
their appreciation and satisfaction
for work well done. And the most
remarkable thing of all is that
the consumers themselves, who en
rich the most efficient suppliers,
are better off economically than
they could hope to be under any
other arrangement. The profit
earned by the most successful
competitors costs consumers less
than nothing.

Every shopper knows that se
cret when he looks around for the
best bargain. But not every shop
per knows this lesson well enough
to remember it in the privacy of
the polling booth. No housewife
would think of proposing a tax on

a can of beans before she buys it.
She wants the best bargain she
can find. But she may not realize
that voting for an "excess profits
tax" against the most efficient
supplier of beans amounts to the
same thing as paying more rather
than less for beans. The very
same consumers who volunteer
their patronage to create million
aires will turn right around and
ask the government to confiscate
the property businessmen need
for efficient production of goods
and services. Voters thoughtlessly
assume that redistributing prop
erty politically will have no harm
ful effect upon the processes of
production. They think that they
can thus give added spending
power to poorer consumers,. over
looking that in the process they
drive from the market the very
goods and services the poorest
otherwise might have been able to
afford.

Every enlargement of the "pub
lic sector" that authorizes the
government to use scarce re
sources necessarily diminishes the
private sector that allows man to
produce and save and consume as
he chooses. The military machine
in Vietnam functions as a giant
consumer. The multifaceted do
mestic welfare program in the
United States, along with the for
eign aid program, divert resources
to consumption. The Space pro~
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gram is a consumer of goods and
services. Whether government
spending on education, airways,
highways, seaways, subways, and
numerous other subsidized opera
tions constitutes a net investment
for productive purposes is highly
debatable, to say the least. In gen
eral, the small part of govern
ment spending that goes toward
keeping the peace, insuring j us
tice, protecting life and property,
and maintaining the essential
market climate for open competi
tion and trade· may be deemed
productive; the great balance of
government spending constitutes
consumption of scarce resources.

The Impact of Taxes

To view the matter in another
light, consider the nature and im
pact of the various taxes to cover
government expenditures. Do they
hamper or do they encourage pro
duction?

There seems little doubt that
corporation income and excess
profit taxes - progressive, in the
sense that the burden falls most
heavily on the more efficient opera
tors - must tend to hinder pro
duction. They take earnings that
would most likely have been in
vested in further production by
competitors who thus would have
tended to bring costs and prices
down.
- The personal income tax, as

thought of generally, is also pro
gressive and thus tends to fall
most heavily upon incomes that
otherwise would most likely have
been saved and invested produc
tively. The exemptions tend to en
courage consumption. The Social
Security tax also is a personal in
come tax, though it is regressive
in nature, falling hardest on those
of least income and applying not
at all in the higher income brack
ets. It tends to encourage many
workers to quit productive em
ployment and rely on tax-exempt
relief payments instead.

Property taxes often fall heavily
on business properties and thus
raise costs of production. This has
special impact in areas where much
of the real estate is owned by
churches, schools, and other tax
exempt organizations that gen
erally fit the consumer definition,
leaving a correspondingly greater
burden on tax-paying producers.

Licenses and tariffs and similar
privileges at the expense of po
tential competitors necessarily
narrow the market or keep down
competing suppliers, thus raising
prices.

Finally, there is the tax-like
phenomenon of inflation, the legal
ized printing of money to pay
Federal bills, letting the govern
ment draw goods and services out
of the market without supplying
anything of value in exchange.
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The process tends to hurt those on
fixed incomes or pensions; it dis
courages traditional saving and
encourages wasteful spending in
attempts to hedge against further
inflation. It may make for an ap
pearance of busy-ness in com
merce and industry, but often in
lines of production that otherwise
would be neither sound nor use
ful- a malinvestment of produc
tive resources in boomtime, thus
aggravating the problem of ulti
mate correction.

So, there is a two-pronged at
tack upon productive private en
terprise as a result of the expan
sion of the "public sector": (1)
the excessive government spend
ing is heavily concentrated on
consumer goods - on consumption
rather than production; and (2)
the methods of taxing and finan
cing government expenditures, in
contrast to voluntary spending in
the market, tend to penalize and
discourage thrift and productivity
- to reward and encourage indo
lence and waste.

Trading for Mutual Gain

It is well to bear always in mind
that voluntary trade occurs only
if and when each party sees a gain
to himself from the transaction.
That both parties gain from free
trade is the reason why either or
both will tend to specialize and
become skilled and efficient in a

given line of production. This is
the great advantage the market
economy affords in contrast to so
cialism or other coercive arrange
ments. But that advantage can be
wiped out by government inter
vention, taxation, and confiscation
of private property. Taxes on
earnings and on transactions
easily can become so burdensome
that men lose the incentive to spe
cialize and trade; the do-it-your
self business is the only one that
thrives under such conditions, and
civilization reverts toward the low
levels of self-subsistence.

The followers of Keynes are
wrong when they assume that the
problem of production has been
solved, that the world is plagued
by an abundance of goods and
services of all kinds, and that con
sumer desire "is the final scarcity
that needs to be overcome."2 What
they will not see is that human
wants are now and forever in
satiable and that the scarcity of
productive resources is man's
eternal problem. M,eanwhile, if we
are to survive and hope for eco
nomic progress, we must continue
to curb our appetites for current
consumption and continue to ac
cumulate the tools and capital that
are needed to expand production.
This is indeed our saving grace. ~

2 See George Reisman, "Production
versus Consumption," THE FREEMAN,
October, 1964.
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12. THE FABIAN PROGRAM

THE MOVEMENT toward socialism
in England was guided, directed,
and pressed by the Fabians. Of
course, others had a hand in it:
Marxists, cooperative common
wealthers, Christian socialists,
land nationalizers, syndicalists,
utopians, Liberals, and labor
unions, to name a partial list. But
the Fabians ,vere central to the
undertaking. From the mid-1880's,
they pressed vigorously and along
many lines for the socialization of
England. Most of the big names in
English socialism eventually either
became Fabians or were closely as
sociated with them. The Fabians
moved most unerringly toward
political power, provided addi-

Dr. Carson, Professor of History at Grove City
College, Pennsylvania, will be remembered for
his earlier FREEMAN series, The Fateful
Turn, The American TradItion, and The
Flight from Reality.

tional impetus to every rising cur
rent, gave the movement its aura
of intellectual respectability, and
trained so many of the leaders
who would move into the political
sphere. An examination of the Fa
bian program, too, will show that
the means employed in the move
ment toward socialism in England
were generally those advocated by
the Fabians. What follows is· an
outline of the Fabian program as
it was set forth from the 1880's
into the early twentieth century,
mainly in the Fabian Tracts.

The goal of the Fabians was
socialism. They never made any
secret of this, and, indeed, on
many occasions affirmed it. For
example, Tract #7 proclaims that
"The Fabian Society consists of
Socialists." It goes on to explain
what that means:

81
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It therefore aims at the re-organ
ization of Society by the emancipa
tion of Land and Industrial Capital
from individual and class ownership,
and the vesting of them in the com
munity for the general benefit.- ...

The Society accordingly works for
the extinction of private property in
Land and of the consequent individual
appropriation, in the form of Rent,
of the price paid for permission to
use the earth, as well as for the ad
vantages of superior soils and sites.

The Society, further, works for the
transfer to the community of the ad
ministration of such industrial Capi
tal as can conveniently be managed
socially....

State Socialism Exclusively

The Fabians proposed to achieve
these ends by the use of govern
mental power. The matter is
bluntly stated in Tract #70: "The
Socialism advocated by the Fabian
Society is State Socialism exclu
sively." More comprehensively,
"Socialism, as understood by the
Fabian Society, means the organi
zation and conduct of the neces
sary industries of the country and
the appropriation of all forms of
economic rent of land and capital
by the nation as a whole, through
the most suitable public authori
ties, parochial, municipal, provin
cial, or central."

However, Fabians claimed to fa
vor constitutional means of tak
ing over the government in Eng-

land and to be advocates of democ
racy. Sidney Webb claimed in
Tract #70 that the "Fabian So
ciety is perfectly constitutional in
its attitude; and its methods are
those usual in political life in
England." Moreover:

The Fabian Society accepts the
conditions imposed on it by human
nature and by the national character
and political circumstances of the
English people....

Elsewhere, he affirmed that "all
students of society who are abreast
of their time, Socialists as well as
Individualists, realize that impor
tant organic changes can only be
... democratic, and thus accept
able to a majority of the people,
and prepared for in the minds of
all...."1 It should be clear, how
ever, that considerable constitu
tional changes in the structure of
English governmental power
would have to be made before so
cialist programs could be made in
to law and that democracy in their
hands would take on new connota
tions.

Emphasis on Equality

If George Bernard Shaw can be
accepted as a spokesman for the
Fabians, they believed in equality.

1 J. Salwyn Schapiro, ed., Movements
of Social Dissent in Modern Europe
(Princeton: D. Van Nostrand, 1962), p.
161.
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In a speech before the National
Liberal Club in 1913, he had this
to say:

When I speak of The Case of Equal
ity I mean human equality; and that,
of .course, can only mean one thing:
it means equality of income. It means
that if one person is to have half a
crown, the other is to have two and
sixpence. It means that precisely....
The fact is that you cannot equalize
anything about human beings except
their incomes....2

The chances are good, however,
that Shaw was going beyond what
the Fabian Society would have
wanted to declare. Perhaps, some
such equality was an ultimate
goal, but, in practice, the Fabians
only pressed toward it, as was
their way, in gradual increments.

The favorite tactic of the Fa
bians for pressing England to
ward socialism was one they called
"permeation." "In its most gen
eral sense, it meant that Fabians
should join all organizations where
useful Socialist work could be
done, and influence them.... Tak
ing a broad interpretation of the
meaning of Socialism and having
an optimistic belief in their pow
ers of persuasion, the Fabians
thought that most organizations
would be willing to accept at least

2 James Fuchs, ed., The Socialis'rft of
Shaw (New York: Vanguard Press,
1926), p. 49.

a grain or two of Socialism. It
was mainly a matter of addressing
them reasonably, with a strong
emphasis on facts, diplomatically,
with an eye to the amount of So
cialism they were prepared to re
ceive, and in a conciliatory spir
it."3 In the following, Shaw tells
how they actually achieved "per
meation" in 1888:

We urged our members to join the
Liberal and Radical Associations of
their districts, or, if they preferred
it, the Conservative Associations. We
told them to become members of the
nearest Radical Club and Co-opera
tive Store, and to get delegated to the
Metropolitan Radical Federation and
the Liberal and Radical Union if pos
sible. On these bodies we made
speeches and moved resolutions, or,
better still, got the Parliamentary
candidate for the constituency to
move them, and secured reports and
encouraging little articles for him in
the Star. We permeated the party
organizations and pulled all the wires
we could lay our hands on with our
utnl0st adroitness and energy; and
we succeeded so far that in 1888 we
gained the solid advantage of a Pro
gressive majority, full of ideas that
would never have come into their
heads had not the Fabian put them
there, on the first London County
Council. (Tract #41.)

I t is not ~necessary, of course,

3 A. M. McBriar, Fabian Socialism and
English Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1962), pp. 95-96.
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to accept at face value all the
claims· of success of the Fabians,
for they were never modest in
their claims, in order to see that
this is how they intended to op
erate by "permeation."

In Tract #7, the Fabians de
scribed the activities which they
were to pursue in the following
way:

1. Meetings for the discussion of
questions connected with social
isnl.

2. The further investigation of eco
nomic problems, and the collec
tion of facts contributing to their
elucidation.

3. The issue of publications con
taining information on social
questions, and arguments relat
ing to socialism.

4. The promotion of socialist lec
tures and debates in other so
cieties and clubs.

5. The representation of the so
ciety in public conferences and
discussions on social questions.

W ide Range of Activities

Actually, the Fabians engaged
in a wide range of activities:
holding their own meetings, is
suing tracts, doing research, join
ing organizations, engaging in so
cio-political gatherings, using
their individual talents in subtle
ways to promote socialism, writ
ing letters to editors, making
speeches, and so on.

They cast their nets as wide as

possible to draw in as many as
possible of the wide range of peo
ple with beliefs amenable to some
degree of socialist activity. While
they usually rejected any particu
lar panacea, as, for example, syn
dicalism and revolution, this did
not mean that they rejected the
people of these persuasions. The
Fabians did not neglect to appeal
to Christian socialists. Several of
the Tracts are devoted to this sub
ject. They attempt to show that
there is a close affinity between so
cialism and Christianity and, in
deed, that the attainment of so
cialism is a necessary framework
for realizing the ideals of Chris
tianity. The Reverend John Clif
ford conveys this character of the
appeal in the following excerpts
from Tract #78:

Another sign of the closer kinship
of Collectivism to the mind of Christ
is in the elevation and nobility it
gives to the struggle for life. Collec
tivism does not extinguish combat,
but it lifts the struggle into the
worthiest spheres, reduces it to a
minimum in the lower and animal
departments, and so leaves man free
for the finer toils of intellect and
heart; free "to seek first the Kingdom
of God...."

Again, Collectivism affords a better
environment for the teachings of
Jesus concerning wealth and the
ideals of labor and brotherhood. If
man is ... only "the expression of his
environment," if, indeed, he is that
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in any degree, then it is an unspeak
able gain to bring that environment
into line with the teaching of Jesus
Christ.

Nor were the Fabians above ap
pealing to communists. In Tract
#113, they published a lecture
that had been delivered by Wil
liam Morris in which he held that
"between complete Socialism and
Communism there is no difference
whatever in my mind. Communism
is in fact the completion of So
cialism: when that ceases to be
militant and becomes triumphant,
it will be Communism."

All Things to All People

The Fabians, then, tended to be
all things to all men that they
might win people to socialism.
Nowhere is this clearer than in
the particular programs they ad
vocated. Here they appeared to be
completely eclectic. They had few
biases against any type of pro
gram so long as it was in the
general direction of socialism.
Such eclecticism has come to be
known as pragmatism in reformist
circles, but this is only another in
stance of how socialists take words
out of context and give them their
own content. For the English Fa
bians have been no more prag
matic in testing the value of their
programs against their ultimate
results than have American re
formers. They have only been

pragmatic in the sense that they
tested an approach by how suc
cessful it was in actually getting
a program put into effect.

In any case, the Fabians advo
cated, from the first, a wide range
of programs. They embraced gov
ernment intervention and amelio
rative reform, though these were,
from their point of view, half-way
measures at best. For example, a
number of the Tracts are con
cerned with changes in and ad
ministration of the Poor Laws. The
following argument, in Tract #54,
is clearly melioristic:

The expense of relieving the poor,
who are not wilfully improvident, is
part of the ransom that Property has
to pay to Labor; and it is a ransom
which is not begged as a charity but
demanded as an instalment of justice.
With the growth of enlightenment
and the spread of humane ideas
amongst all classes, and consequently
greater intelligence amongst the mass
of voters in the use of their politi
cal power, we shall have better laws
better administered. The worn-out,
deserving worker will be maintained
in self-respect in his old age; the
temporarily disabled will be helped
without pauperization....

Of a similar ameliorative char
acter was the proposal for a na
tional minimum wage law ad
vanced in Tract #127. (Incident
ally, the title of this Tract is "So
cialism and Labor Policy," and it
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was published in 1906.) The pro
posal reads, in part:

Of far greater urgency and impor
tance is the need for a minimum wage
by law.... Every worker in a civilized
state must receive a wage high
enough to give him the food, clothing
and house-room necessary to physical
health and efficiency....

The first step towards this end
should be the determination of a real
minimum of food, clothing and hous
ing by an authority appointed by the
government.... Then the government
should be pressed to put its own house
in order by the institution of a mini
mum in the public service throughout
the kingdom. A Minimum Wages
Bill should follow, bringing all
sweated trades within the scope of
the law, and punishing all employers
who, after a certain date, pay less
than the legal minimum....

Government Ownership and Control

The Fabians worked at many
levels and addressed themselves to
many different audiences. Even
the different Tracts were appar
ently aimed at people of widely
varying degrees of receptivity to
socialism. One might be addressed
to something as unrevolutionary
as the Poor Laws. On the other
hand, the next might deal with
the intricacies of socialist theory,
while a third might be burdened
down with statistics about condi
tions in laundries in England. The
immediate thrust of the Fabians

was to get the government involved
in as many economic activities as
possible. The long range aim, of
course, was to achieve government
ownership and control over the
major means of production and
distribution of goods and services.
This goal could be painlessly
achieved, or so they claimed.
Tract #13 put the matter this
way:

The establishment of Socialism,
when once the people are resolved
upon it, is not so difficult as might be
supposed. If a man wishes to work on
his own account, the rent of his place
of business, and the interest on the
capital needed to start him, can be
paid to the County Council of his dis
trict just as easily as to the private
landlord and capitalist. Factories
are already largely regulated by pub
lic inspectors, and can be conducted
by the local authorities just as gas
works, water-works and tramways
are now conducted by them in various
towns. Railways and mines, instead
of being left to private companies,
can be carried on by a department
under the central government, as the
postal and telegraph services are car
ried on now. The Income Tax collector
who to-day cans for a tax of R few
pence in the pound on the income of
the idle millionaire, can collect a tax
of twenty shillings in the pound on
every unearned income in the country
if the State so orders....

This was the large plan, but
each step had to be taken in its
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own time, and particular argu
ments were advanced for each
one. A favorite mode of argument
was to use analogy with some
service government already per
formed to claim that another
should be brought under the arm
of government. For example,
here is the argument for munici
pal milk supply in Tract #90:

If we want good milk, let us estab
lish our own dairy farms in the coun
try and our milk stores in the city.
Many of our large towns have spent
enormous sums of money to provide
their citizens with water: why should
they not also provide them with milk?
The arguments in favor of municipal
water apply with greatest force to
municipal milk. ...

Municipalization

In the early years, the Fabians
directed much of their attention
to getting local governments to
take over enterprises. The Tracts
called for "municipalization"
much more frequently than for
nationalization. Tract #91 called
for municipal pawnshops. Tract
#92 advocated municipal· slaugh
terhouses. Tract #94 advanced the
notion of having municipal baker
ies. There appears to have been no
particular order of priorities, for
municipal hospita'ls did not gain
the limelight until Tract #95. Mu
nicipal steamboats got full atten
tion in Tract #97. The argument
for municipal slaughterhouses was

similar to the others in many re
spects, so it may be presented in
brief:

Many of our private slaughter
houses are in so insanitary a condi
tion that the meat is exposed to foul
emanations from drains, decompos
ing blood, offal, etc. They may easily
become a source of grave danger to
the surrounding districts. In munici
pal slaughterhouses, on the other
hand, the buildings are especially de
signed for their purpose; they are
kept in good sanitary condition, and
the meat is therefore not subject to
deterioration. . . .

The Fabian Society had earlier,
in Tract # 86, called for the munic
ipalization of liquor traffic.

Provisions existed from 1890
onwards for municipalities to
build houses for private occu
pancy, and the Fabians wished to
accelerate this kind of activity.
In Tract #76 they noted that the
"provision of housing accommoda
tion for the industrial classes has
hitherto been left almost entirely
in the hands of private enterprise,
with the inevitable result that
high rents are exacted for the
privilege of occupying squalid
dwellings whose very existence is
a grave social danger." They give
this advice: "In order to get the
Acts utilized by the local sanitary
authority, it is advisable to care
fully collect facts relating to in
sanitary areas and dwellings, and
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thus to prove the necessity for
municipal action. In large towns
the work of demonstrating such
need is only too easy."

A Middle Way

Of course, the Fabians did not
overlook a prominent role for the
national government and for na
tionalizing. Local governments in
England are, in their inception,
creatures of Parliament, and their
activities have been at one time
or another authorized by that
body. Thus, whatever body under
took socialization directly, its ac
tivities would be authorized and
could be directed by Parliament.
In Tract #108 the Fabians advo
cated "National Efficiency," and a
"National Minimum" for working
conditions, for housing, for stand
ards of living, and for education.

To achieve this, they proposed
the use of grants-in-aid, a device
with which Americans have since
become familiar. Their argument
for the grant-in-aid is sufficiently
revealing of the way they ad
vanced an idea to be worth ex
amining briefly. They descrihed it
as a middle way between centrali
zation and local autonomy. "The
middle way has, for half a cen
tury, been found through that
most advantageous of expedients,
the grant in aid. We see this in its
best form in the police grant." Ac
cording to the Tract, local police

were frequently ineffective, and
poorer districts were not finan
cially able to maintain efficient
police. "A grant in aid of the cost
of the local police force was of
fered to the justices and ,town
councilors - at first one quarter,
and now one half, of their actual
expenditure on this service, how
ever large this may be."

Nationalization

But for activities which were
nationwide, the Fabians proposed
nationalization. It is clear, too,
that even where the activity was
not truly nationwide, they were
thinking of national planning for
and control of it. For example,
Tract #125 deals with the ques
tion of electricity and street
transportation. The author (s)
argues that the provision of these
services efficiently extends beyond
the bounds of any municipality.
He proposes, then, that the coun
try be divided into several prov
inces, in each of which there
will be a provincial board em
powered by Parliament to plan for
these services. Nationalization,
however, appears to be the ulti
mate aim. For they say:

The establishment of a system of
provincial boards as here indicated
does not exhaust the possibilities of
coordination of area in connection
with local government and the col
lective control of industry. In course
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of time it will be found possible to
carry· the development· a stage fur
ther, and from the Provincial Boards
to elect National. Boards, which would
stand in the same relation to the
Provinces as the Co-operative Whole
sale Society does to the various so
cieties which are its component parts.
For instance, a N ationalBoard
elected from the provincial Transit
and Electricity Boards might be em
powered to carryon the work of build
ing rolling stock by direct employ
ment in its own workshops for the
whole of the publicly owned transit
services of the country.. It might also
start factories for the manufacture
of traIuway rails and motor cars. It
could undertake the work of con
structing plants of all kinds for pub
licly owned electric light and power
installations. Various local authori
ties build their own vans, carts, and
wagons, and there is no reason why
tramcars could not be built in a pub
lic workshop with equal ease....

The above has been quoted at
length because it indicates how
Fabians would move from local
activity to regional control to na
tionalization to socialism.

Some nationalization was to be
more directly undertaken, as they
envisioned it. Tract #119 called
for the direct nationalization of
the railways and merchant ma
rine. This would involve some
kind of confiscation, as they fore
saw. Of course, the owners should
be compensated, but the Fabians

proposed that the compensation
should only constitute a payment
of profits to shareholders, not the
return of their capital investment.
In short, the capital would simply
be expropriated. As for agricul
ture, Tract #123 says.: "Our ulti
mate aim is to bring the whole of
the land into national owner
ship....." Land would be acquired
in much the same way as railroads
and shipping. "The Committee
would have power to acquire land
compulsorily. If a fair rent had
already been fixed, then the pur
chase would proceed on the lines
of securing to the vendor his net
income, that is, the rent.... If
such a rent has not been fixed,
then its ascertainment would
form a preliminary to purchase."

Each Step Forward
a Prelude to the Next

Thus would England proceed
step by step toward complete so
cialism. This involved no necessary
order to action. Each step would
draw the country inexorably
toward the next, or toward others.
Government ownership at any
level of anything would prepare
the English mentally for owner
ship at another level of something
else. Government planning of one
activity would make necessary the
planning of associated activities.
Since an economy is ultimately in
extricably intertwined, it must all
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be eventually socialized to attain
national integrity. The produc
tivity and flexibility of private en
terprise could be continued with
out what were for them the in
felicities of private ownership,
and all could be achieved without
anyone being greatly hurt.

This was the Fabian blueprint
for England. The Fabians were
remarkably provincial. The rest of
the world concerned them hardly
at all in the early years. That
England was the world's financier
during the years in which they

were constructing their pipe dream
hardly concerned them. But they
were probably as innocent of
knowledge about international fi
nance as they were of how to milk
cows. Yet the English people were
greatly attracted to these notions,
and they were drawn into the po
litical efforts by which the blue
prints were supposed to result in a
new edifice. That these were blue
prints for the Fall of England,
they were not told. To see that
they were, we must now turn to
the actual course of development.

~

The next article of this series will trace the implementation of

"Reform Ideas into Political Action."

The Power of the Press

JOURNALISTS, always chary of saying that which is distasteful to

their readers, are some of them going with the stream and adding

to its force. Legislative meddlings which they would once have

condemned they now pass in silence, if they do not advocate them;

and they speak of laissez-faire as an exploded doctrine. "People

are no longer frightened at the thought of socialism," is the

statement which meets us one day.... And then, along with

editorial assertions that this economic evolution is coming and

must be accepted, there is prominence given to the contributions

of its advocates. Meanwhile those who regard the recent course

of legislation as disastrous, and see that its future course is likely

to be still more disastrous, are being reduced to silence by the

belief that it is useless to reason with people in a state of political

intoxication.
HERBERT SPENCER, The Man Versus the State (1884)



THE~U~~ ON THE MIDDLE CLASS

WILLfAM HENRY CHAMBERLIN

THE MIDDLE CLASS, the large group
of many occupations - profession
al men, engineers, skilled me
chanics, farmers, small business
men, salaried employees, farmers,
to list only a few - that stands
between the extremes of wealth
and poverty has always been the
standardbearer and the surest and
most solid support of a society
based on political liberty and eco
nomic freedom. It began to emerge
with increased power and influ
ence with the decay of the me
dieval feudal system and waxed
strong in the struggle to curb the
arbitrary power of monarchy and
establish free representative in
stitutions.

The middle class was active in
the leadership of the three prin
cipal revolutions of the Western

Mr. Chamberlin is a skilled observer and re
porter of economic and political conditions at
home and abroad. In addition to writing a
number of books, he has lectured widely and
is a contributor to The Wall Street Journal
and numerous magazines.

world, the British in the seven
teen'th century, the American and
the French in the eighteenth. The
French was perverted and dis
torted to some extent by the
greater misery of the masses, es
pecially of the Parisian mob,
which lent itself to the manipula
tion of extremist demagogues, in
toxicated with doctrinaire ideas
of establishing not equality of op
portunity, the American ideal, but
complete material equality, to be
enforced by dictators operating
in the name of virtue and using
the guillotine whenever moral sua
sion failed. Out of all the turmoil
and excesses of the French Revo
lution, its Napoleonic aftermath
and the various royal, imperial,
and republican regimes that fol
lowed during the nineteenth cen
tury, middle-class social and eco
nomic values acquired a firm foot
ing. France supplied some of the
most eloquent and erudite expon-

91
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ents of the free economy, such
men as Frederic Bastiat and Jean
Say.

It is the nature of absolute
power, whether it be that of a
king surrounded with inherited
pomp, ceremony, and pageantry or
that of a revolutionary dictator,
to recognize no limits on what it
may do with regard to those un
der its rule. So it is significant
that John Locke, the outstanding
philosopher of the British consti
tutional revolution whose ideas
very much influenced the leaders
of the American Revolution, in
sisted upon the natural right of
man to "life, liberty, and prop
erty."

There was never any doubt in
Locke's mind, or to those of the
educated middle class for whom
he spoke, that property, far from
being opposed to liberty, is one of
the essential rights of free men.
Locke, a true liberal in the origi
nal sense of a word now often per
verted and misapplied, went so far
as to describe the preservation of
their property as "the great and
chief end of men's uniting into
commonwealths."

The rising and expanding mid
dle class was open to any able and
industrious citizen, whatever his
origin and background. What they
more or less consciously wanted
and needed was a state authority
strong enough to protect honestly

acquired possessions against spoli
ation but not so strong as to en
gage in spoliation itself.

No Taxation
Without Representation

It is not surprising that some
of the movements that led to the
establishment of the supremacy of
Parliament in Great Britain and
to the separation of the United
States from Great Britain were
triggered by one specific property
right: the right of the individual
not to be taxed without his con
sent. In his effort to govern with
out the inconvenience of having
a Parliament in session, King
Charles I resorted to an old tax
known as ship money. In the past
it had been levied only in time of
war and in certain maritime parts
of the country. Charles imposed
the levy in peace, and without
geographical limitations.

One of the leaders of the op
position in Parliament, John
Hampden, refused to pay the tax,
contending that it was illegal.
Seven out of twelve judges who
heard the case, under strong pres
sure from the Crown, ruled
against Hampden. But his stand
aroused nationwide attention and
sympathy and, as soon as Parlia
ment was again called, "ship
money" was ruled illegal. Hamp
den, a country landowner, was as
willing to fight for liberty as to
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speak for it. When the differences
between King and Parliament
reached the point of civil war,
Hampden raised a regiment among
his tenants and lost his life in one
of the many skirmishes and small
battles that followed.

In the United States, also, "tax
ation without representation" was
a fighting issue. Like many other
small causes of big events, the
British levies on stamps and tea
were petty in immediate impact;
but the underlying claim that a
Parliament in London three thou
sand miles away might lay imposts
on colonists who were not (and,
under the travel and other circum
stances of the time probably could
not be) represented there excited
justified suspicion and resistance.
The colonists knew very well that
taxation accepted without protest
would probably mean double or
treble taxation in the future.

Irresponsible bureaucracy
ranked high with arbitrary taxa
tion among the causes which led
the American colonists, when pro
tests and remonstrances had
failed, to take up arms. This is
evident from the following clause
in the indictment of King George
III in the Declaration of Inde
pendence:

He has erected a multitude of New
Offices, and sent hither swarms of
Officers to harass our People, and
eat out their substance.

How surprised and shocked
would have been the men who
fought against a foreign tyranny
at Lexington and Bunker Hill and
Saratoga and Yorktown if they
could have foreseen today's bu
reaucratic monster, in the shape
of Federal, state, and local govern
ments, costing almost $9,000 a
second to operate, and doubling its
exactions from the labor of its
citizens every ten years.

Design for Limited Government

N a such monster was envisaged
in the Constitution which the de
liberations of a representative
group of leading citizens of the
various states yielded as the con
structive fruit of the achievements
of the American revolutionaries in
arms and diplomacy. It is an un
commonly useful and instructive
exercise periodically to read over
this charter of American laws and
liberties. And one of its most
striking features is the sparseness
of promises as to what the new
government will do for the people
(indeed, there are practically no
such promises), compared with
the many explicit guaranties as to
what the government may not do
to the people as a whole or as in
dividuals. These immunities in
cluded, until the adoption of the
Sixteenth Amendment in 1913, as
surance against the imposition of
the graduated income tax.
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The kind of government out
lined by the American Constitu
tion is in line with the political
philosophy of John Locke and
Adam Smith that "every man is
by nature first and principally com
mitted to his own care." What the
Constitution promised is not to
make each citizen healthy, wealthy,
and wise - something beyond the
power of government - but to re
move state obstacles to his achiev
ing these objectives by his own ef
forts.

This was the logical outcome of
the struggle against absolute mon
archy and feudalism, a struggle in
which the middle class played a
leading role. It was under this phi
10sophy that the middle class pros
pered and expanded, because it was
no closed hereditary caste but a
group in the community which any
one might join with the requisite
conditions of industry and ability.

Social Security?

But today, at first gradually and
imperceptibly, then more boldly
and blatantly, a completely differ
ent philosophy of statism has tend
ed to supplant individualism, both
in the United States and in Great
Britain and in varying degrees in
other Western countries. (One
need hardly refer to the European
and Asian countries where the in
dividual has lost all liberties -eco
nomic, personal, and political, to

the grasping thrust of an all-pow
erful state).

Under this philosophy the gov
ernment promises its citizens vari
ous forms of alleged security, in
return for which it exacts a first
lien on what they earn by their la
bor, a lien that is indefinite and
ever-expanding. The benefits may
look good on paper; but their real
value is steadily sapped by infla
tion, the erosion in the purchasing
power of the currency that is the
invariable accompaniment of vast
government spending. Increasing
amounts are taken from every
one's salary to pay for what is eu
phemistically called Social Secur
ity, while the dollars which may be
some day paid out steadily dimin
ish in value.

Following British Lead

This process has gone further in
Great Britain than in the United
States, so that a visit to Britain
gives a preview of what may be the
plight of the United States ten or
twenty years hence. There was a
time, before World War I and to a
lesser extent in the interwar years,
when the British pound was con
sidered a desirable currency, not
only to earn and spend, but to save.
No longer. Malcolm Muggeridge,
leading British television commen
tator, wrote recently:

Our currency is gently expiring
which lets us off any form of saving.
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It would be as sensible to save next
winter's snow as the Pound Sterling.

We have come to think of our cur
rency as an ailing elderly uncle; yes
terday he had a good day, this morn
ing he. was feeling a little better, and
able to sit up and take a little nourish
ment, only in the afternoon to suffer
a slight relapse. One day, of course,
he will pass away - dear old Pound
Sterling. It had to happen, hut even
so he'll be missed.

Mr. Muggeridge has a habit of
satirical exaggeration; but there
is plenty of evidence to support his
dim view of his national currency.
What were once called gilt-edged
securities are selling at fantastic
discounts on the London Stock Ex
change. New Zealand recently float
ed a loan in London at 63;4 per cent,
but with an interesting proviso:
the value of the loan was to be reck
oned in German marks, with corre
spondingly higher interest and
principal payments in the event of
a devaluation or writing down of
the value of the pound in terms of
other currencies. Such a devalua
tion did occur after the loan was
floated.

The "English Disease"

The lack of adequate incentives
to capital and to labor - due to in
flation and the steady depreciation
in the real value of the pound - is
a basic reason for what is called on
the European continent the Eng-

lish disease: the inability of Brit
ain, year after year, to balance its
international payments, paying out
more than it takes in.

In America also the middle
class finds itself more and more
ground between the two millstones
of inflation and ever higher taxa
tion at all levels, Federal, state,
and local. It is, of course, a basic
part of the welfare state theory
that government bureaucrats can
spend an individual's money better
than he would spend, or save, that
money himself if it were not si
phoned off in taxes. Some aspects
of the 1968 election in the United
States can only be interpreted as
the desperation of -certain taxpay
ing, self-respecting, substantial
citizens confronted with continu
ally higher tax bills while their
wives complain of ever-higher
prices at the supermarket.

The Tax Foundation recently re
duced to specifics the impact of in
flation and higher prices on an
imaginary character named Char
lie Green. Charlie is in relatively
favorable circumstances; he earns
$12,000 a year, up from $7,500 ten
years ago. But not all is gold that
glitters in, Charlie's pockets, even
though his income is about $3,000
more than that of the average
American family of four. Charlie
has a 17-year-old son and a 15
year-old son and financing them
through college, where board and
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tuition charges have been rising as
fast as taxes, is not the least of
his worries.

Between 1958 and 1968, Char
lie's Federal tax is up from $1,266
to $2,169: his state tax from $169
to $610; his local property tax
from $590 to $1,301. All have been
rising faster, the state and local
tax considerably faster, than his
income. And rising prices have
wiped out $489 of his after-tax
pay boosts.

What makes the outlook even
gloomier for the economic survi
val of the millions of Charlie
Greens who comprise the middle
class is the cumulative effect of
many existing taxes. The full im
pact of the expense of much of
the social welfare legislation en
acted by the spendthrift eighty
ninth Congress has not yet been
felt. This is also true .·of the cost
of Social Security, which went up
again, and appreciably, at the be
ginning of 1969. As invariably
happens with such hand-outs, the
price tag of Medicare, Medicaid,
and similar social patent medi
cines is much higher than the
original estimate.

And there is no lack of in
genious schemes for taking what
others have earned, for reaping
what has not been sown, for still
further pillaging the thrifty for
the supposed benefit of the thrift
less. When, in a time of normal

industrial activity, there are one
million people on the welfare rolls
of New York, when those who
provide the most essential serv
ices, teachers, policemen, firemen,
sanitation employees, hold up an
almost empty municipal treasury
for raises out of all proportion to
the rising cost of living, it is
clear that something is radically
wrong.

A Backbreaking Burden

If present trends continue and
accelerate, it is not difficult to
foresee a time when incentive to
creative work by hand or brain
will disappear, because its fruits
will be eagerly plucked by half a
dozen sets of tax collectors. One
root cause of the trouble is the
change from the time when the
American taxpayer was supposed
to have done his civic duty when
he supported himself and his fam
ily and the religious, philanthrop
ic, and educational causes of his
choice. Now, he is expected to
carryon his shoulders the weight
of supporting millions of work
less indigent in this country, as
suring the triumph of democracy
in countries that hardly know the
meaning of the word, relieving
the age-old poverty of Asia and
Africa and Latin America, and
paying the cost of such sociologi
cal experiments as busing children
for miles from their homes and
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rebuilding slums which he never
made.

The burden is backbreaking and
it will not be surprising if some
Americans, despairing of relief
from an intolerable situation, are
tempted to· experiment with quack
remedies that may be foolish and
harmful. What is most needed is
education in economic realities,
education that will lead to reme
dial action.

When more people see the state
as a robber baron that takes from
them, not as a Santa Claus that
gives to them, the prospects will
have improved for the dismantling
of the bureaucratic monster. (How
completely out of hand this mon
ster has grown is evident from
the fact that the national budget,
which only passed the billion dol-

lar mark early in this century,
now stands at $186 billion). One
essential condition for reform is
for the voter to use the power of
the ballot more intelligently and
discriminatingly than he does at
present. Every legislator, every
executive, at state and national
levels, who makes new taxes neces
sary should be marked for defeat
the next time he runs for office.

When the majority of the people
recognize that the free-spending
leviathan state is the main source
of their financial and economic
grievances and insist on drastic
retrenchment at any cost, the
prospect of the survival of the
independent middle class will be
much brighter than it is at pres
ent. ~

Contract or Status

Using the word co-operation in its wide sense, and not in that

restricted sense now commonly given to it, we may say that social

life must be carried on by either voluntary co-operation or com

pulsory co-operation; or, to use Sir Henry Maine's words, the

system must be that of contract or that of status; that in which

the individual is left to do the best he can by his spontaneous

efforts and get success or failure according to his efficiency, and

that in which he has his appointed place, works under coercive

rule, and has his apportioned share of food, clothing, and shelter.

HERBERT SPENCER. The Man Versus the State (1884)
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Consider Your Stand

GOTTFRIED DIETZE

Last fall, Students for a Democratic Society
urged teachers to refuse to teach on

November 5 (Election Day) in order to
"protest an election without choice."

The following memorandum of November 3,
1968, was addressed to "Teaching Assistants

Concerned" by Dr. Gottfried Dietze,
Acting Chairman, Department of Political

Science, The Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Maryland.



MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Your refusal to teach on November 5 in order to "protest an

election without choice."

Let me urge you to do your regular teaching on November 5, unless
such teaching is canceled by the university. You should not interfere
with the process of learning, but should fulfill obligations you assumed
when you accepted admission as a student, fellowship' aid, and a teach
ing assignment for the current academic year.

The relationship between student and university is a contractual one.
Implicit to that contract is the promotion of learning. This precludes
interference with learning as it is offered by the school in conformity
with its program which is available, to everyone who applies for admis
sion. A student who interferes with the process of learning commits a
breach of contract. This applies a fortiori to students, who by action
of the university, receive financial aid and are given a teaching assign
ment in the expectation that they will excel in the promotion of
learning.

The university extended a special trust to you. It was under no
obligation to admit you for the current year, to assure you financial
aid, or to provide you with a teaching opportunity. The fact that you
did enroll indicates that you preferred its program over that of other
schools and that you considered this university's offer more attractive
and more generous than offers from other schools. Please reciprocate.
Although you are free to resign, as long as you enjoy the privilege of
being enrolled, the university has every right to expect that you fulfill
your obligations.

This by no means excludes legitimate protest. Universities are
places of protest by definition. Research and teaching - learning - are
unthinkable without the possibility of protest. Protest is the lifeblood
of academic freedom, a prerequisite for progress. However, univer
sities can be havens for protest only if the process of learning is not
curtailed. For learning promotes rational protest which is to be pre
ferred to irrational demonstrations. Although the scope of university

99
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programs will always be limited (which is obvious in catalogues), it
is conceivable that university officials will arbitrarily impede the
process of learning. In that case, protests through the proper univer
sity channels are in order. But never must such protests interfere with
learning.

You refuse to teach because "the democratic process has failed."
It so happens that the Johns Hopkins Press just published my new
book, A merica's Political Dilemma,* a study turning around the de
cline of rational democracy as a result of the pseudo-liberalism that
has determined governmental policy since the New Deal. However,
this regrettable. fact could never induce me not to teach. I believe with
Jefferson that through education we can improve the democratic
process and achieve a rational, working democracy which protects
life, liberty, and property.

Your complaint that the coming election is one without choice is in
no way connected with the policies of this university. You do not blame
the university for the failure of the parties to nominate candidates
that are more to your liking. Yet, you intend to let the university
suffer for something it has not done. You intend to deprive under
graduates who pay tuition of the instruction they are entitled to,
although they were not involved in the nomination of candidates for
the presidency. You do not protest to the university authorities because
you have no cause for protest. Yet, in refusing to teach, you interfere
with learning - an action you would not be entitled to even if the uni
versity had given you such cause.

If A hits you, you may want to strike hack, although it often may
be wise to complain before striking the second blow. But would you
hit the innocent B in retaliation for A's act?

Won't you reconsider your present stand?

*EDITOR'S NOTE: Reviewed in THE FREEMAN, June, 1968, by Edmund A. Opitz.
Admiral Ben Moreell, Chairman of the Board of Trustees, Americans for
Constitutional Action, commented on this book: "Vitally important ... easily
readable, yet scholarly and well-documented a closely argued, systematic
and provocative study of the American scene It is a timely book which can
do tremendous good. I strongly recommend that everyone interested in con
stitutional government and the preservation of freedom read it."



EDUCATION
IN

AMERICA
GEORGE CHARLES ROCHE III

5. Discipline or Disaster7

MODERN MAN'S collapse of values
and intel1ectual decline must be
attributed at least in part to his
undisciplined nature. In no other
age have men seemed so unwilling
to exercise or accept any restraint
upon individual appetite. We no
longer seem to know how to dis
cipline our young, perhaps because
we no longer know how to dis
cipline ourselves. If we could un
cover the philosophic underpin
nings of this nondiscipline, much
of what is happening today in our
educational structure would per-

Dr. Roche is Director of Seminars for the
Foundation for Economic Education. He has
taught history and philosophy in college and
maintains a special interest in American edu
cation.

haps become more understandable
- and less acceptable.

Schools, of course, are not solely
to blame for the collapse of values
and discipline in our society. Yet,
at a time when individuals cry out
for spiritual meaning and direc
tion in their lives, all too many of
our schools seem to play down the
role of discipline, pinning their
hopes upon more elaborate physi
cal facilities, more of the "self
expression" and "recreation" that
already reflect the undisciplined
values of our age.

If we fail to sow the seeds of
values and of discipline among our
young, we should not be surprised
at the harvest. As Albert Jay Nock
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phrased it in The Theory of Edu
cation in the United States:

Nature takes her own time, some
times a long time, about exacting
her penalty - but exact it in the end
she always does, and to the last
penny. It would appear, then, that a
society which takes no account of the
educable person, makes no place for
him, does nothing with him, is taking
a considerable risk; so considerable
that in the whole course of human
experience, as far as our records go,
no society ever yet has taken it with
out coming to great disaster.

To educate the young in proper
values and proper self-discipline
is not unduly complicated. Chil
dren have no stronger urge than
to be "grown up," and are quick
to imitate the adult behavior they
see around them. The inculcation
of proper values and proper self
discipline requires that we act as
we wish our children to act. If we
would discipline our children, we
begin by disciplining ourselves.

But, here is the problem: How
can we expect the exercise of self
discipline by parents who are
themselves products of a permis
sive educational system? The
sound idea that a child's interests
should be taken into account in
planning an educational program
has been twisted to mean that a
child should be given whatever he
wants. Parents first abandon to
the schools the responsibility for

teaching values and discipline; the
schools in turn reply that disci
pline and value-education can best
be left to the children themselves.
Small wonder that children rebel
when thus abandoned by their
elders.

Much of the revolt against
authority came, in the wake of
World War 1. The 1920's saw the
crystallization of an attitude
which totally rejected any stand
ard outside the self. Freudian psy
chologists insisted that restraint
of any natural desi:re is bad. The
"new era" theorists taught us that
art was the unplanned result of
a head-on collision between the
artist's personality and the me
dium of his work. The profes
sional educationists made the cycle
complete in telling us that our
young should do only what they
wish to do. Such evidences of anti
discipline, in psychology, in art,
and above all, in education, are
now so commonplace that we take
them for granted. All of this has
gone hand in hand with the sub
jugation of intellect to emotion,
impulse, and instinct.

Freedom Becomes License

A certain balance of freedom
and order is essential, not only in
education but in all human en
deavor. The importance of free
dom in the educational process has
already been discussed at length.
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But the peculiar conception of
"freedom from" rather than "free
dom for" carries with it a rejec
tion of all the values and inner
disciplines which are necessary to
give freedom any real meaning.
Today "freedom" has a quality
tending suspiciously toward what
an earlier generation would have
called "license." "Do what you
want when you want to do it,"
modern society tells its young, and
then is surprised when the young
do just that!

One of the- ultimate contrasts
that presents itself in a subject of
this kind is that between habit as
conceived by Aristotle and nature
as conceived by Rousseau.

"The first great grievance of the
critical humanist against Rousseau is
that he set out to be the individualist
and at the same time attacked analy
sis, which is indispensable if one is to
be a sound individualist. The second
great grievance of the humanist is
that Rousseau sought to discredit
habit which is necessary if right anal
ysis is to be made effective. "The only
habit the child should be allowed to
form," says Rousseau, "is that of
forming no habit." How else is the
child to follow his bent or genius and
so arrive at full self-expression? The
point I am bringing up is of the ut
most gravity, for Rousseau is by com
mon consent the father of modern ed
ucation. To eliminate from education
the idea of a progressive adjustment
to a human law, quite apart from tem-

perament, may be to imperil civiliza
tion itself. For civilization (another
word that is sadly in need of Socratic
defining) may be found to consist
above all in an orderly transmission
of right habits; and the chief agency
for securing such a transmission must
always be education, by which I mean
far more of course than mere school
ing.1

Babbitt was right, of course;
learning is rapidly declining in
most of our schools, through a
steady erosion of standards, in
tellect, and discipline. The late
President Eliot of Harvard epito
mized the tendency of our time
when he insisted, "A well-instruct
ed youth of eighteen can select
for himself a better course of
study than any college faculty, or
any wise man who does not know
his ancestors and his previous life,
can possibly select for him....
Every youth of eighteen is an in
finitely complex organization, the
duplicate of which neither does
nor ever will exist." The liber
tarian, of course, centers his case
upon the individual, upon a per
sonality whose very uniqueness
necessitates freedom of choice;
but the libertarians must also help
to provide a proper value struc
ture within which that choice
takes place, else the choice itself
becomes meaningless. It is such a

1 Irving Babbitt, Rousseau and Ro
manticis1n, p. 292.
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meaningless choice to which Presi
dent Eliot and most modern edu
cationists have condemned our
young people. In Irving Babbitt's
phrase, "The wisdom of all the
ages is to be· as naught compared
with the inclination of a sopho
more."

Underlying this willingness to
allow the young person to pick and
choose without discipline or direc
tion is the tacit assumption that
no body of knowledge exists as a
proper explanation of the human
condition. The great point becomes
riot to teach knowledge, but to
teach students. If no standards ex
ist, how can they be passed on to
the young?

Simply, it may be called the phi
losophy of "doing what comes natur
ally." At the intellectual level, for
example, it is held that there is some
magic value in the uninhibited and
uninformed opinion if freely
expressed. And so discussion groups
are held in the grade schools and the
high schools on such subjects as
"What do you think about the atom
bomb?" or "teen-age morality" or
"banning Lady Chatterley's Lover"
or "implementing freedom among un
derprivileged nations" or what not.
The poor little dears have scarcely a
fact to use as ballast. But no matter.
The cult of sensibility believes that
continuing, free, uninhibited discus
sion will ultimately release the inher
ent goodness of natural instincts and
impulses. The fad for "brainstorm-

ing" has passed, but not the philoso
phy behind it.2

Today it seems to be assumed
that any opinion whatsoever is
justified so long as it is held with
sufficient sincerity -and emotional
fervor. One shares with Irving
Babbitt the feeling that "perhaps
the best examples of sincerity in
this sense are to be found in in
sane asylums."

In part, this endless capacity
for "dialogl,le" and "the open
mind" stems from the same philo
sophic roots producing our decline
of standards and decline of intel
lect. Unless the individual finally
uses that open-mindedness as a
preparation for the final act of
judgment and selection, that is,
uses his free inquiry and fact
gathering as a means of finally
reaching a conclusion, then open
mindedness becomes only the
drafty, valueless cavern through
which blow the cold winds of de
cline and death.

A society unwilling to disci
pline its thinking and its young is
a society doomed to extinction.

A Disciplined Elfort Required

for the Education of Leaders

Good or bad leaders will always
be with us, and no amount of
Rousseau's "General Will" or

~ Calvin D. Linton, "Higher Education:
The Solution - or Part of the Problem ?"
Christianity Today, Feb. 16, 1968.
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democratic faith in numerical ma
jorities can change that fact. We
will be no better than the quality
of the leaders within our society,
and the quality of leadership in a
democracy will be no higher than
the level of popular understanding
permits. Unfortunately, a low level
of understanding is foredoomed in
a society lacking a disciplined edu
cational structure.

We seem unwilling to accept the
discipline of genuine language
study. Many future voters cannot
tell the meaning of such words as
grammar, logic, or rhetoric, much
less use or appreciate the skills
involved. The study of history has
fared little better. Through mod
ern "social studies," the sobering
truth of history has been carefully
concealed from our young. Man's
achievements and his failures, the
painful reality of the fate await
ing the self-indulgent society and
the self-indulgent individual, have
been carefully buried in reams of
uninformed nonsense centering on
"group dynamics" or misinformed
propaganda slanting the student
toward collectivism as a means of
solving all our "social problems."

All too many of the subj ects
taught to America's young people
reflect this headlong flight from
any meaningful discipline of the
mind. A society which thus edu
cates its leaders may expect rough
sledding ahead.

"Progressive Education" at Work

The lack of discipline noted in
our educational institutions stems
from both external and internal
weaknesses. Many modern educa
tors cannot control or properly di
rect their students, nor can they
display the internal discipline of
mind and heart to control their
own intellectual and spiritual be
havior. Small wonder that those
teachers who are themselves un
disciplined prove such poor ex
amples to the young.

Genuine creative capacity in
volves more than the natural tal
ent of a child. A properly disci
plined atmosphere must surround
the child to allow his creative ca
pacities to come to light. Children
cannot be creative in a vacuum,
but a vacuum is exactly what we
provide when our. teachers are
drawn from a philosophic system
denying standards and discipline.
One of the last century's great
commentators on education, Mat
thew Arnold, once remarked:

It is ... sufficiently clear that the
teacher to whom you give only a
drudge's training, will do only a
drudge's work, and will do it in a
drudge's spirit: that in order to en
sure good instruction even within
narrow limits in a school, you must
provide it with a master far superior
to his scholars.3

3 G. H. Bantock, Freedom and Author
ity in Education, p. 98.
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It should go without saying that
a vast number of America's teach
ers are anything but drudges;
many of them show great self
discipline and high standards,
which they constantly reflect in
the educational experience they
are attempting to impart to our
young people. Even so, we find far
too many teachers of the other
sort, lacking discipline and lack
ing standards. Moreover, even our
best teachers are severely handi
capped by an educational struc
ture whose underlying philosophy
minimizes proper discipline. Many
proponents of progressive educa
tion insist that learning be set
aside in favor of the unreflective
and spontaneous desires and atti
tudes of the child. The child is
to be encouraged to follow his own
desires in what he studies. Intel
lectualeffort is to be displaced by
spontaneous "activity." Competi
tion and a disciplined system of
grading are to be shunned, since
they imply superiority and in
feriority. The child is assumed to
be able to meet his own educa
tional needs without external pres
sures. In a word, we are to achieve
education without discipline.

A Line of Least Resistance

True education, of course, im
plies discipline. The discipline
of competition, the discipline of
standards, the discipline of re-

sponsible adults who have deter
mined what is of real and endur
ing purpose, the discipline of con
centration, these are among the
essentials of true education. Any
thing less soon leads to what Irv
ing Babbitt described as a typical
result of the "new approach" to
learning:

Having provided such a rich and
costly banquet of electives to satisfy
the "infinite variety" of youths of
eighteen, President Eliot must be
somewhat disappointed to see how
nearly all these youths insist on
flocking into a few large courses; and
especially disappointed that many of
them should take advantage of the
elective system not to work strenu
ously along the line of their special
interests, but rather to lounge
through their college course along the
line of least resistance.4

The new motto in education all
too often seems to be "jack of all
ideas, master of none" apparently
implying that, if our young people
dabble in enough subjects, never
mind whether they ever master
any particular subject, "educa
tion" will somehow have taken
place. Genuine enlargement of the
mind presupposes sufficiently dis
ciplined study to achieve a grasp
of a subject. This must be coupled
with the equally necessary disci
pline of viewing all subjects as por-

4 Irving Babbitt, Literature and the
American College, p. 35.
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tions of a single reality expressive
of human existence. An educa
tional philosophy which never al
lows the student to master any
particular subject and which de
nies the existence of universally
applicable general principles is a
system calculated to retard the
mental growth of its pupils. We
have become so concerned about
providing "real life situations" in
the classroom, so concerned about
providing a cultural potpourri
based on technological develop
ments in radio, the movies, and
television, that the young people
educated in our system are no
longer in touch with reality, very
uncertain as to just who and why
they are.

Undermining the Teacher

When no inviolable standards
remain, it is natural that the
teacher will no longer think of
himself as being in authority. All
discipline must go, since the teach
er has no concepts to impart and
is to function only as a leader,
synchronizing the amorphous col
lective development of his par
ticipants. Thus, external discipline
joins internal discipline in the
discard. In such a system, one of
the keys for genuine education is
lost. The relationship between the
master and the pupil, between the
one who has achieved discipline
and the one who has yet to achieve

it, ceases to exist. Also lost is
much of the traditional authority
and prestige of the teacher.

The child-centered school may be
attractive to the child, and no doubt
is useful as a place in which the little
ones may release their inhibitions
and hence behave better at home. But
educators cannot permit the students
to dictate the course of study unless
they are prepared to confess that
they are nothing but chaperons, su
pervising an aimless, trial-and-error
process which is chiefly valuable be
cause it keeps young people from do
ing something worse. The free elective
system as Mr. Eliot introduced it at
Harvard and as Progressive Educa
tion adapted it to lower age levels
amounted to a denial that there was
content to education. Since there was
no content to education, we might as
well let students follow their own
bent. They would at least be inter
ested and pleased and would be as
well educated as if they had pursued
a prescribed course of study. This
overlooks the fact that the aim of
education is to connect man with man,
to connect the present with the past,
and to advance the thinking of the
race. If this is the aim of education,
it cannot be left to the sporadic, spon
taneous interests of children or even
of undergraduates.5

Social Effects 01 the "New Education"

Most civilized men have appre
ciated the fact that they must de-

:> Robert M. Hutchins, The Higher
Learning in America, Pp. 70-71.
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cide certain things for their chil
dren, at least until the children
attain sufficient capacity to decide
for themselves. True freedom is
the freedom of self-discipline, a
freedom to choose within accept
able standards and values. Take
away the values and standards,
take away the discipline, and
meaningful freedom is taken away
as well.

In the education of our future
leaders, we might well remember
that men without moral disci
pline, men who deny any allegiance
to standards higher than them
selves, are likely to become leaders
or to follow leaders who stand for
nothing but brute force. As mod
ern educationists struggle to
"free" man from the old "limit
ing" standards, they justify their
stance with constant reference to
the democratic way of life. Any
attempt to impose standards is
thus labeled "undemocratic." It is
worth remembering that democ
racy is a political concept and that
all applications of that concept to
other aspects of human life, edu
cation included, are the tacit ad
mission that the architects of the
new order intend that all values
will ultimately be political values.
In all of the endless talk about
"growth" that fills our discussion
of education, we steadfastly re-

fuse to answer the one central
question, growth for what pur
pose?

"Growth for what purpose?"
Weare told at various times that
the goals include "self-expression,"
"life adjustment," "adaptation to
daily living." The school seems to
have become a center in which the
individual is told that he will be
subjected to no disciplinary stand
ards, that he can be "himself."

How does the student realize
himself? By adj usting to his peers
and to the society around him.
He must learn to "get along." He
fulfills himself in his capacity to
work with others . . . in and of
himself he is nothing. If he has
strivings or attitudes not in con
formity with the world around
him, he must "adjust." He, not
society, is in the wrong. The in
dividual, stripped of the standards
of self-discipline which would al
low him to be his unique self, is
thus educated in the new value of
conformity.

How can this conformity be de
scribed except as a mass of stand
ardized mediocrity? How can such
a society hope to generate the
leadership necessary for its con
tinued existence? The choice, fi
nally, is between discipline and
disaster. ~

The next article of this series will discuss "The Perpetual Adolescent."



M. E. eRAVENS

WHETHER OR NOT we're pricing
ourselves out of world markets is
a moot question. But there's no
doubt that competition from for
eign producers has intensified. We
may hold an edge on quality, but
foreign products often are cheap
er. Auto manufacturers, for ex
ample, are re-evaluating their pol
icies in an effort to meet competi
tion. Like many other industries,
they are building plants abroad
and hiring foreign labor to pro
duce for sale in other countries
and also in the U.S. market. A
number of U.S. industries are ask
ing for increased tariff or quota
protection against imports.

Foreign competition plagues ag
ricultural as well as industrial
producers. Currently, some 20 per
cent of our agricultural exports
are subsidized in some way. Some
other countries also follow the
practice; but it is ironic that the
U.S. farmer, who is producing
enough for himself and 40 other
people, cannot compete with less

Dr. Cravens is Professor of Agricultural Eco
nomics at Ohio State University.

Pricing Ourselves
OUT
01 World Markets?

productive farmers elsewhere. For
instance, in cotton, the U.S. is
now a net importer instead of an
exporter; in tobacco, we have
been losing ground rapidly in
world markets since 1949.

Actually, the inability to com
pete in certain things is not neces
sarily a sign of lack of productiv
ity in our economy. It happens all
the time. For instance, in 1889
Ohio was the leading apple-pro
ducing state with 14 million bush
els, and ranked fifth in the pro
duction of potatoes with 16 mil
lion bushels. Today, Ohio is eighth
in apple production and sixteenth
in potato production, with about
3 million bushels of each - less
than enough for its own use.

Shifts of Production

So it is with specific agricultural
and nonagricultural products in
other states and areas in the U.S.
and among countries of the world.
Shifts in production, no matter
where in the world, occur in re
sponse· to certain factors. The ad
vantages of specialization and

1i\O
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voluntary trade are world wide.
As economies develop, as trans

portation systems improve, as de
mands change, the most profitable
combination of resources in a
given area may change. The land,
labor, capital, and management
are shifted to the use that will pay
the highest return. This flexibility
of adjustment to changing condi
tions is one of our major advan
tages. A market-oriented economy
provides the mechanism to signal
needed shifts.

Today, however, there is wide
spread belief that the government
can and should do something to
prevent these economic "laws"
from working to the hardship of
present businesses and employees.
We are encouraged to reject the
possibility that someone else can
grow peanuts more efficiently than
we can. Because peanuts was the
most profitable crop for our grand
fathers and our fathers, and they
made a living growing peanuts, we
should be secure in the right to do
this too!

In the past 30 years we have
about convinced o'hrselves that we
can "eat our cake and have it,
too." In other words, that we
can have foreign aid and foreign
trade without foreign competition.
Recent trade and payments prob
lems have brought us face to face
with the fact that the rules still
apply to us.

Why Are Costs Higher?

If prices and costs are rISIng
in the United States relative to
those of our foreign competition,
how does this happen? Several
reasons have been suggested. La
bor leaders say profits are too
high. Spokesmen for management
say wages are too high, labor is
unproductive, and taxes are too
high. Some say that the rate of
investment in new plants is too
low. And each faction is likely to
be so well satisfied with its own
answer that it ignores the answer
given by others.

In the world of business, it's
not uncommon that a firm may
find it is operating at a loss.
There's no doubt that lack of
profits in many domestic indus
tries is a major problem. And the
typical result is a reduction in
operations and the laying off of
laborers. The reason often given
is that foreign competition has
taken customers by offering prod
ucts for lower prices.

On the other hand, the business
firm that successfully sells much
of its output abroad is likely to
show profits higher than average
for that industry. The fact that
some business firms are losing
money because of inability to com
pete in foreign markets, while
others with above average profits
can compete, suggests that high
profits are not the basic cause of
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the inability to meet foreign com
petition. Since business profits are
what is left over after meeting
business costs, high profits in
themselves mean only that the
business is efficiently operated and
competing successfully. Low prof
its mean the opposite.

Wage Levels

Wages in the United States have
been higher for many decades
than those in most countries.
High-wage industries are our ma
j or exporters. This was true even
before the United States had
widespread unionization or mini
mum wage laws. The parents and
grandparents of millions of us mi
grated here in the late nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries part
ly because of attractive wages plus
the fact that work was available
for all at going wage rates. Let
us hope for still higher wages in
the future, because this is a ma
j or indication of our level of pro
ductivity.

Regarding the productivity of
labor, there appears to be no
question that some so-called
"featherbedding" and other labor
inefficiency exists. This is a net
drain on the real wages of the
gainfully employed wage-earning
worker, as well as on everyone
else. The "featherbedding" worker
receives wages, and has a claim
on goods produced, yet produces

little himself. However, a limited
amount of featherbedding has ex
isted for many years, and there
is no evidence that it has increased
enough in recent years to explain
the increasing pressure of foreign
competition.

Why are American workers
more productive than most for
eign workers? Why does one Amer
ican farmer produce enough food
for himself and 40 others while
the Russian farmer produces
enough for himself and only 5
others? Do American farmers
work harder or longer or what?
The higher output per man in the
United States is due primarily to
the use of more and better tools
and equipment, the superior know
how and management ability of
the American farmer, and his
greater freedom to make decisions.
Nonfarm workers also have more
and better tools. Business manage
ment is more skilled and has more
freedom to make decisions in the
United States than in Russia and
most other foreign countries.

This .dependence of labor pro
ductivity on the availability of
modern tools and equipment and
the funds to finance them poses
another problem. Any policy, gov
ernment or private, that prevents
or discourages the purchase of
new and improved tools also re
duces the efficiency of labor.

Taxes and tax policies are prob-
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ably the- greatest governmental
hindrance to the financing of new
and better tools although restric
tions by licensing, franchising,
and exchange control are also im
portant. Taxes which bear most
heavily on the growing and more
efficient firms tend to penalize and
discourage such efficiency. Infla
tion also creates special problems
in retooling for firms that fail to
allow for it.

In recent years taxes often have
had a double-barreled effect. They
not only have reduced the ability
of individuals and business firms
at home to finance new and im
proved equipment but also have
been shunted as "foreign aid" to
help the foreign competitor buy
equipment. The result is that to
day the foreign competitor some
times has a plant quite as modern
as any in the United States, he
pays lower wages, and he may
pay a corporate tax rate lower
than that of the U. S. business
firm that helped finance him.

A major cause of inflation is the
spending by the government in
excess of its income and the re
sulting need for creating new
money supplies. Inflation can stop
only when voters quit expecting
more services from the govern
ment than they are willing to pay
for in taxes.

Our Competitors

Competition from foreign pro
ducers seems likely to increase.
Our urge for protection and se
curity leads to more and more
intervention by government in the
affairs of our farms and factories
and family life. This intervention
on behalf of the inefficient pro
ducer in agriculture and industry
weakens our capacity to compete.

We are becoming increasingly
prone to consider present prices
or perhaps a bit higher than pres
ent prices, as the "just" or "fair"
price. It follows that we consider
the present producers as having
a "right" to continue to produce.
If either of these "rights" is chal
lenged by a competitor, the in
efficient producer is encouraged
to look to the government for help
instead of trying to find better
ways to serve consumers.

Future pressures of foreign
competition will depend in large
measure on domestic policies con
cerning price supports, import
quotas, tariffs, and other interven
tions; on other "welfare" meas
ures of the government; and on
the extent of inflation in the
United States. High tariffs, high
supports, market quotas, and other
such practices may hide the prob
lem for awhile, but will not solve
it. ~



JOHN W. CAMPBELL

IT HAS BEEN said that "technology
we can't understand appears to be
magic." Actually, this applies only
to technology more advanced than
our own - for frequently we see
some great technological device
and, by familiarity, fail to recog
nize it for what it is.

Perhaps the Grade A #1 prime
example is one which is now gen
erally considered the perfect sym
bol of non-technology - the epito
nlization of the failure to develop
technology.

The peasant-farmer, plodding
along behind his horse-drawn plow
as he sweats to till his fields, does

Mr. Campbell's editorial is reprinted here by
permission from ANALOG Science Fiction
Science Fact. Copyright 1968 by the Conde
Nast Publications, Inc.

seem, to us, about as untechnical
as you can get. Yet in that pasto
ral scene is a technical break
through that properly ranks slight
ly behind harnessing fire, and per
haps a bit ahead of the wheel.
(After all, all the native American
civilizations got along without the
wheel!)

It might be described in modern
terms as "a solid-state power-han
dling device for coupling a heavy
duty power source to heavy trac
tive loads." Or, more simply, as
the device that freed human slaves
from service as draft animals.

One of the reasons the Romans
and Greeks needed so many slaves
was that there was no known way
of harnessing animals to heavy

113
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draft loads. Man, because of his
bipedal posture and his hands,
could have a harness slipped over
his chest and shoulders, and by
leaning into it, exert all his
strength in pulling the load. It
was literally true that a man could
exert more pull than a 1,500
pound horse.

A horse's sloping chest, and
lack of shoulders or grasping
hands, made it impossible to tie
him to a load except by putting a
rope around his neck. Do that, and
as soon as he pulls, he's choked by
the rope at his throat; he can pull
only lightly before his wind is cut
off and he has to stop. True, some
powerful horses can exert enough
pull to move a relatively light
chariot at a good speed that way
but as a coupling device it's ex
ceedingly inefficient. The horse
couldn't pull a plow, or a heavy
dray.

Oxen, equipped by nature with
some well-anchored horns, could
do considerably better - but it was
extremely tiring on even an ox's
heavy neck muscles to hold his
head down against the backward
pull of the load.

Rapid, Heavy Transport

The horse collar, invented some
where, sometime during the Mid
dle Ages in Europe, was Man's
first really successful device for
harnessing powerful animal mus-

cles to do the heavy hauling work
that was needed. It made possible
heavy transport - even on the hor
rible mud ruts they called roads.
It vastly increased the amount of
agricultural land that could be
prepared and used during a single
growing season; there was far
more food available for men and
motive power. Where before,
horses and other animals had
transported goods primarily as
pack animals, transportation was
expanded, quite suddenly, as great
ly as it was a few centuries later
with the invention of the steam
powered railroad.

Naturally, with the potential of
heavy, relatively rapid transporta
tion available, the sedan chair
went out of use as the coach came
in, and pack-trains were replaced
by loaded wagons. Inevitably the
demand for more roads wide
enough - and good enough! - for
horse-drawn vehicles came, and
the entire economy began speed
ing up.

The contact with the highly so
phisticated and educated society of
Islam was undoubtedly a tremen
dous factor in the development of
the renaissance in the seacoast
regions of the Mediterranean,
where ,vater transport made trans
portation reasonably effective. But
it was the horse collar that
brought an economic renaissance
to most of Europe.
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It's not at all easy to recognize
technological importance - partic
ularly when we're used to it. Cer
tainly a horse collar seems a sim
ple enough idea....

Most moderns haven't actually
seen and handled one, or studied
one closely. Take a good look at
the structure of a horse's chest
and shoulders, and without study
ing a horse collar, try devising a
form that will fit snugly onto those
sloping curves and planes, allow
the horse free movement of neck
and forelegs, avoid concentrating
the load on prominent bony areas,
and so distribute it that the horse
can exert his full strength without
painful chafing. Then make it stay
in place without aid of adhesive
tapes, glue, or surgical implants!

The agricultural technicians of
the Middle Ages who developed
that gadget were not fools, even
if they hadn't ever had a course in
mechanical engineering, or force
analysis. And they did achieve
something that the learned
Greeks and the great Roman en
gineers did not; they harnessed
the most effective power source in
the world at the time.

And be it noted that that animal
power__ source is still used as the
basis for measuring our mechani
cal tractive engines - as Watt orig
inally defined it in his sales-pro
motion literature for his new
steam engines.

However, two horses can do a
lot more plowing than a two-horse
power gasoline-engined tractor
can; the gas job can't slow down
in a tough spot, dig in its hooves,
bellydown to the earth, and lunge
with half a ton of hard-tensed
muscle to drag the plow through.

Of course, the tractor is also
not capable of self-repair, auto
matic routine maintenance, living
off the fields it works, self-replica
tion, or sense enough not to de
stroy itself by ramming itself over
a cliff. In addition to operating on
locally-available fuels, a horse is
approximately twice as efficient as
a tractor in conversion of chemi
cal to mechanical energy.

Current Applications

The moral of this little story is
not to be applied just to humans
visiting alien planets; it applies
very cruelly to situations right
here on our own crazy, confused
world. Backward nations - I will
not be euphemistic and call them
"underdeveloped" because they've
had the same thousands of years
to develop that Europe and Amer
ica had, and simply didn't do so
do not recognize the importance
of what could be called "the Horse
Collar Revolution."

Those economically depressed
nations want, most ardently, to
join "the modern world" - Le., to
achieve the industrially-developed
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status of the high-level technologi
cal nations.

Now there are two kinds of
"status"; one is what your neigh
bors think you are, and the other
is what you actually have' and can
do. The first type of status is, of
course, far and away the most
popular, and the most eagerly
sought.

One type of individual, if he
happens to inherit a f.ew thousand
dollars, or hit it lucky in gambling,
promptly puts it into fancy new
clothes, a down payment on a
fancy new car, and a fancy new
woman or two, and has himself a
whee of a time being admired and
respected because man, he's got all
the symbols of Status!

So in three months the fancy
car is repossessed, the fancy wom
an moves off, and the fancy clothes
prove to have poor durability.

Another approach is to spend
the little inheritance on getting a
small business started - maybe a
neighborhood grocery, or a news
stand. Doesn't get you much
Status, of course, and not much
spectacular fun . . . but put to
work that way a few thousand can
support you for life.

It's just that it is not as much
fun, and a few thousand won't do
it unless you get in and work just
as hard yourself, and that makes
the whole idea much less popular.

Status Symbols

The national equivalent now
showing up among the backward
nations is that foreign aid - win
ning the numbers game, in the
international lottery! - is spent on
fancy Status projects. Hydroelec
tric plants are Status Symbols,
man! That means you've got it!

Even if you don't have many
electric lights or power machines
in grass huts and fields plowed
by men and women pulling wooden
stick plows through the earth.

Steel mills are great interna
tional Status Symbols, too. Of
course, what would really make
one of those nations have Status
with all its neighbors would be to
have something really technical
and ultra-fancy, like a few nu
clear bombs.

Trouble is, nobody, except a few
experts, in a few major Western
nations, have the wisdom to see
that the horse collar is one of the
greatest technical developments of
human history.

The basic plot in Christopher
Anvil's "Royal Road" stemmed
from an actual disaster of WW II ;
it didn't have the comfortable end
ing Anvil's story did. The lesson,
bitterly learned then, is being re
learned most reluctantly by the
backward countries today.

The Allies had a tremendous mil
itary need for roads and barracks
and airfields in an area where
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there simply were none. It was a
remote area; shipping simply
wasn't to he had for sending in
earth-moving machinery, bull
dozers, power shovels, and so on.
So local natives were hired, at
high pay, to do the work.

The men who set up that opera
tion didn't know what a sub
sistence-level economy was; they
found out that fall and winter.
The men they'd hired to work at
such fine wages were, of course,
the native farmers - who there
fore didn't farm that year.

In Anvil's story, the thing was
planned, and the aftermath was
part of the plan; in the real event
it wasn't planned that way - it
just happened. There was no ship
ping to bring in food that winter,
just as there had been no shipping
to bring in earth-moving ma
chinery. It was a horribly grim
demonstration of the oft-repeated
remark of philosophers that "you
can't eat gold." There was a lot of
money around - but no crops.

Repeating the Error

What's happening again and
again in backward countries to
day is of the same order. The
magnificent new dams and hydro
electric plants employ thousands
of workers at good wages - and
hire them away from food-produc
tion in a near-subsistence econ
omy. The result is inadequate food

production, incipient famine, and
a desperate plea for help to feed
the sta.rving millions. But they
sure have a great Status dam!

Oh, they get irrigation water,
too - only sometimes the results
haven't been any better thought
out than the economic disaster of
famine was. Many areas of the
world have fairly fertile land ly
ing on top of extremely saline
under-soil - practically salt beds.
When rain falls, the fresh water
seeps downward, and keeps wash
ing the salt back down to the
under-soil where it is harmless.
But run in irrigation water - the
salt from below dissolves, and
evaporation from the surface soil
pulls the now-saline water up,
where it in turn evaporates, and
thus rapidly builds up a salt crust
on the surface.

It takes several years of non
irrigation, and no crops, for natu
ral rainfall to wash the salt back
down so the land can be used
again.

But don't you forget - that big
irrigation dam and project is an
international Status Symbol of
high value!

If a nation has a primitive sub
sistence-level economy, this simply
means that its food-and-goods pro
duction has economic value just
barely sufficient to keep the popu
lation from starvation. And that
in crop-failure years, there will be
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famine, and people will die of
starvation.

In many, many such subsist
ence-level areas, if such famines
occurred, there was literally noth
ing whatever anyone could do to
help them. The thing happened
repeatedly in India and in China;
India, under the British, had rail
ways and His Majesty's govern
ment did everything humanly pos
sible to relieve the starvation. But
the food needed to feed 300,000,
000 starving people can't be gath
ered from the surrounding areas;
they're subsistence-level e'cono
mies, too. And the railroads
weren't vast, heavy-traffic net
works such as Europe and Amer
ica had developed; they didn't
have enough cars or engines. And
shipping from half around the
world took so long that even if the
transport and grain were freely
donated, it wouldn't get there in
time to be very helpful.

In China, because of bad roads
and no railroads at the time, there
were huge areas where the only
possible transport was by porters.
(Mules can't climb ladders, and
some of the routes required lad
ders to get up mountain "passes.")
Since porters had to start in car
rying their own food for the round
trip, it was fairly easy to figure
what distance of penetration was
possible before the porter had con
sumed his total load in his own

round-trip supply. No food what
ever could be shipped into any
more distant point. People in those
inner areas simply starved to
death because help was physically
impossible.

Breaking the Habit

In subsistence-level economy
areas today, what sort of help can
the industrial nations give?

Well, first is the fact that Step
#1 is to break down the cultural
pattern of the people that holds
them at the subsistence level. And
at this step, naturally, the people
will do all they can to destroy the
vile invaders who are seeking to
destroy their Way of Life, which
is the Good, the True, and the
Beautiful and Holy Way.

You can't do it by telling them
that they should stop growing
those inefficient crops, those crops
that produce protein malnutrition,
and learn how to raise these new
and far more efficient nutritive
crops.

There are problems involved
that aren't economic or technical.
The Israeli, for instance, have
worked out techniques for grow
ing watermelons, wheat, various
fruits, and grains on sandy gravel
irrigated with salt water. They
can make the barren Negev Des
ert produce fine crops of excellent
food - techniques that can be ap
plied anywhere there are sand
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dunes, gravel, and sea water, or
salt-water springs. It would work
fine in huge areas of the Sahara.
No vast irrigation dams needed
for this project!

Unfortunately, the Arabs don't
seem enthusiastic about accepting
and applying this Jewish tech
nique.

Even if it were an Arab devel
opment, the peoples of the area
are tradition-oriented; it would
take at least a generation to put
over the idea of doing precisely
those things which they know are
wrong. For every farmer knows
that salt water kills plants, and
you can't grow plants in sand and
stony gravel.

The odd thing is that the salt
water irrigation can not be used
in "good soil"; it works only in
the worst kind of gravel-sand soil.

Resistance to Change

The proper development of the
backward areas requires recogni
tion that the people don't 'want to
change. They want their results to
change - they want to have the
fine things other nations have, but
not to build them.

To pull up from a subsistence
level economy, the first step is
building better roads, and a more
efficient agriculture. Not irriga
tion projects, not tractor manufac
turing plants and hydroelectric
projects and establishing an inter-

nationally known air line, complete
with twenty or so Boeing 707 jets.
Man, those are real Status Sym
boIs!

What's needed is the Horse Col
lar Revolution and its results.
Draft animals can live off the lo
cal fields; they don't require ex
changing scarce goods for foreign
fuel supplies and replacement
parts.

The road network has to be
built up slowly; too many farm
ers diverted to vast construction
projects and you have famine.

You need schools - schools that
teach agriculture and medicine
and veterinary medicine and sim
ple local-irrigation techniques and
public hygiene and basic nutrition.
Not electronics, industrial chem
istry, and jet-engine maintenance
- not for a generation will that be
valid. The few natives who are
really cut out for that sort of
work can be taught in other na
tions, where schools of that order
are needed, and already exist. But
don't expect them to come home
there will be nothing for them to
come home to for a generation.

But no High Status schools?
Sorry - getting out of a sub

sistence system can't be achieved
on Status - it has to be achieved
by Status, the hard-work-and
practical-learning kind of real ac
complishment.

The ancient truth prevails: God
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helps those who help themselves.
Because even God can't help some
one who won't help himself
that's what the ancient concept of
Free Will implies!

Help Is Where You Find It

The more developed nations can
help effectively only where the na
tional leaders have the wisdom to
work for real accomplishment, not
for high Status projects.

And be it noted - that "more de
veloped nations" does not mean the
U.S., the U.S.S.R., and other West
ern nations alone, by any means.
One example has been cited; Israel
has a technique that could im
mensely aid many backward na
tions right now.

The Philippines have developed
a spectacularly productive new
breed of rice by careful botanical
research; they've done a bang-up
job of it, and have a strain that
yields three to four times as much
food from a given area. It's a
breed that could release two out
of three rice-farmers in a sub
sistence-level nation to work on
those needed roads and dams and
other projects, without bringing
starvation to the country.

The water buffalo is an ex
tremely economic animal; it's one
beastie that the Western world
needs to accept and use as a do
mestic animal - and is needed far
more widely in the world. The

water buffalo yields high-quality
milk, high-quality meat, and is an
enormously powerful draft animal
capable of working under muddy
conditions which ruin the feet of
most creatures. Moreover, the
critter can yield meat, milk, and
power when fed on an incredible
diet consisting solely of rice stub
ble! The Thais have carried on a
careful program of breeding for
some decades, and now have breeds
of water buffalo that run over a
ton in weight.

Rather surprisingly, about the
only area outside of the Southeast
Asia region where water buf
faloes are used in any numbers is
in Italy, where some 40,000 of
them are kept. The familiar Moz
zarella Italian cheese - in its orig
inal, genuine form - is made from
water-buffalo milk.

Only when many thousands, or
millions, of agricultural workers
can leave the farms for work with
out producing the inevitable fam
ine - only when the agricultural
economy gets above the subsistence
level- can any nation become "ad
vanced." Argentina isn't an indus
trial power - but has a highly de
veloped agricultural economy. All
of the highly industrialized na
tions first became highly success
ful agricultural nations.

Yet we - and unfortunately the
backward nations! - see the horse
drawn plow and the farmer as
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symbols of ",.low-status, nonindus
trial economies.

The great trouble is that people
don't want to change. It's not iust
the peoples in backward countries;
the great economic advantages of
the water buffalo have been
around for centuries, yet only
Italy among all the Western na

tions has accepted them. Why
aren't they being raised in south
ern Louisiana, for instance, where
there's plenty of land and climate
of the type they particularly love?

In Africa, millions of children
die of protein malnutrition be
cause the natives raise traditional
crops that do not provide the es
sential amino acids - and can't be
induced to change their customs.

Indians in Central America suf
fered the same type of protein
malnutrition; their one and only
staple was corn - maize. And
corn, like most grains, is deficient
in lysine to an extent human be
ings can't live on it.

Anthropologists and nutrition
ists could get nowhere changing
their dietary habits; finally, bot
anists succeeded in breeding a
strain of corn that did contain
adequate lysine, so the natives
could go on doing as they'd always
done - eating corn - and still get
the food they needed to live.

That is not a solution to the
problem.

Sure, it keeps the children alive

- but it does not achieve the cru..
cially important necessity. Those
people will remain forever back..
ward people unless they change.

A change in government does no
good, for a government cannot re
main in power if the people ac
tively hate it. And so long as peo
ple insist on not changing their
Good, Beautiful, Familiar, and
Holy Traditional Way of Life
even if it's killing them! - the so
cial system will not change. And
they'll kill anyone, any govern
ment, that seeks to change them,
if they possibly can. Only a power
fully entrenched and ruthlessly
determined dictatorship can im
pose on them the basic changes
they, the people, must make.

If, that is, you insist the change
must be made in this generation.

Otherwise, you'll have to have
patience, and wait while slow,
steady, continuing pressures alter
the Established Way of Things
decade by decade.

Agriculture First

And the greatest, fastest prog
ress will be made in the backward
nations which gain least Tech
nological· Industrial Status Proj
ects - and develop their agricul
ture most.

In a rice-eating nation, if one
third of the rice-growers, raising
high-production strains, using new
and more efficient techniques, can
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sell twice as much rice for only
seventy-five per cent of the cost
the rice farmer who would not
change his traditional ways will
be forced out of agriculture. His
poor harvest won't be wanted.
He'll lose his land, his home, all
the things he has lived by and
with.

Here, the ruthless dictator who
forces him to change his way of
life is not human - it's economic.
It's even more ruthless and relent
less. But it, too, has the same
compelling message: "You must
learn a new way of life - or die I"~

At the same time, of course, the
fine surplus of cheap rice means

that industrial workers, road and
dam builders, all sorts of people in
all sorts of newly developing oc
cupations, are living much better.
The old near-starvation level of
rice is gone - there's plenty to
eat, at last.

Look, friends - industry didn't
produce a high standard of living.
A high standard of agriculture
forced people to learn a new high
standard of living and industry.

And that's the only way it will
be - unless a completely ruthless,
dedicated tyrant oppresses his
helpless people into learning the
new way of life fast. ~

Beneficiaries of Capitalism

THE STANDARD OF LIVING is high in the United States because of

capitalism, but not all of our people are capitalists. The wages

of a truck driver in our country are much higher than the wages

of a coolie with a wheel-barrow in China, mainly because of the

truck which the American drives. The truck is the result of

capitalism, but the driver benefits as much as anyone else from

the truck. Not everyone in our country owns stock in companies

that make farm machinery, but everyone of us profits by the

fact that wheat is sown, reaped, transported, and milled into flour

by equipment produced by capitalism. How much bread would

we have and what would it cost if it were not for these products

of capitalism? The farm machinery industry has created a number

of millionaires, but the return to all of them combined is only a

drop in the bucket compared to the benefit conferred upon the

consumers of our farm products.
HOWARD E. KERSHNER, Christian Freedom Foundation



A REVIEWER'S NOTEBOOK JOHN CHAMBERLAIN

Webster's 1828 Original

AT FIRST BLUSH it strikes one as
rather strange that the Founda
tion for American Christian Edu
cation should have chosen to pub
lish a facsimile edition of Noah
Webster's original AnAmerican
Dictionary of the English Lan
guage. After all, so one says to
oneself, the definition of words
might take one anywhere, to God,
Buddha, or the devil himself.
What has a dictionary of 70,000
words, most of them neutral so
far as any religion is concerned,
to do with Christian education?

One's skepticism, strong at the
outset, does not survive a careful
reading of the remarkable intro
ductory essay which Rosalie J.
Slater has provided to go with this
beautiful reproduction of the text
which left Noah Webster's loving
hands in 1828. The theory behind
Webster's "American Dictionary"
was republican theory, for Noah
Webster, a good citizen of Feder
alist Connecticut, was very much

aware that the Founding Fathers
had given a rather special New
World twist to a whole political
vocabulary. The word "congress,"
in Britain, might be defined as "a
meeting of individuals," but in
America it also stood for "the
assembly of senators and repre
sentatives of the several states of
North America, according to the
present constitution or political
compact, by which they are united
in a federal republic; the legisla
ture of the United States, consist
ing of two houses, a senate and
a house of representatives." This
was something that represented a
change from Dr. Johnson's dic
tionary. In all, Noah Webster
added 12,000 new words to the
70,000 of the latestJohnson edi
tion.

A good Calvinist in his later
life, Noah Webster preferred Con
gregational Yale in his home town
of New Haven to "unitarian"
Harvard. Rosalie Slater tells us

1,)~
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that he considered that words like
"govern," "government," "consti
tution," "fast-day," "republic,"
"democracy," and others "reflect
the uniqueness of America's Chris
tian founding and God's purpose
for her." In other words, the lan
guage of politics in America could
only be understood by people with
a knowledge of the whole Chris
tian heritage. The very separation
of the powers in America derived
from the Biblical injunction to
render unto Caesar the things that
are Caesar's, and to God the things
that are God's. And the Western
theory of inalienable rights,
brought to linguistic perfection
in the various writings of the
Founders, came from Biblical
sources.

Webster's Qualifications,
Master of Many Languages

As Emerson said, an institution
is always the lengthened shadow
of a man. Webster studied - and
apparently mastered - twenty lan
guages in order to give exact
meaning to "the primary sense of
every word." He wanted to track
his meanings to their verbal
headwaters, thereby freeing him
self as a lexicographer "from de
pendence on synonyms as substi
tutes for exact meaning." (These
quotations are from Rosalie
Slater's essay.) But life, as Noah
Webster lived it in New Haven,

Connecticut, and (for an inter
lude) in Amherst, Massachusetts,
before the Jacksonian Revolution,
contributed as much to the dic
tionary as any study of Hebrew,
Gaelic, or the combination of
French and Gothic that the N01"

mans superimposed on the Anglo
Saxon tongue of eleventh century
Britain. Noah Webster's republic
was founded on a theory of man
as a property holder, but the
Founders believed in earned prop
erty, not in estates kept unnatu
rally large through a legal theory
of entail which prevented younger
sons from becoming owners.

As Rosalie Slater puts it, "The
Christian concept of individual
liberty and property established
under the United States Constitu
tion had produced, for the first
time in human history, unlimited
opportunity for every man and
woman. An explosion of interest
and exploration in every field oc
curred and invention and the arts
flourished. Every man needed to
know everything and thus a liter
ary, J ohnsonian type of diction
ary was not sufficient for an
American. New terms in science,
industry, and commerce were mul
tiplying daily and these were sig
nificant in a country where men
were independent and 'masters of
their own persons and Lords> of
their own soil.'" (The italics are
Rosalie Slater's.)
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It could be that the italicized
quotation has special reference to
Noah Webster as an entrepre
neurial character and as a part
time farmer. Webster said, "Let
the people have property and they
will have power." He built his
own modest competence on his
three-part A Grammatical Insti
tute of the English Language,
which included his 1783 American
Spelling Book (the famous "blue
backed speller"), his 1783 Gram
mar, and his 1785 Reader. As the
dates of publication show, these
preceded the Constitutional Con
vention.

Webster went up and down the
colonies - or the states - to sell
his own books. Over a hundred
year period, one hundred million
copies of the Speller "were worn
out by Americans as they learned
their letters, their morality, and
their patriotism" from Webster's
subtle combination of words and
philosophical substance. The Spel
ler, says Rosalie Slater, "was com
patible with the hearthside of a
log cabin in the wilderness, it
travelled on the flatboats of the
Ohio, churned down the Missis
sippi and creaked across the prair
ies of the far west as pioneer
mothers taught their children
from covered wagons. Wherever
an individual wished to challenge
his own ignorance or quench his
thirst for knowledge, there, along

with the Holy Bible and Shakes
peare, were Noah Webster's slim
and inexpensive Spellers, Gram
mars, Readers, and his Elements
of Useful Knowledge containing
the history and geography of the
United States."

Literary Property Rights

To protect his literary property,
Webster fought for copyright leg
islation at both state and national
levels. It was his Speller that paid
the family bills during the lean
years when he was learning twenty
languages and compiling his dic
tionary. To balance his sedentary
hours at the desk, he enjoyed an
active life as a small farmer. Dur
ing his years in Amherst (he
moved there in order to conserve
his money), he made the cultiva
tion of his own land "a delight and
a resource," employing "the ten
acres of meadowland surrounding
the house agriculturally." Rosalie
Slater gives us an unforgettable
picture of the lexicographer set
ting out an orchard. He "grafted
the finest kinds of apples and
pears he could find, growing
peaches and cherries from the
stones. His large, sweet white
grapes, raIsed from a fine native
vine taken out of his father's
farm in West Hartford, were
known as 'the Webster vine.' His
flowers and the vegetable garden
also flourished and prospered and
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he could say reverently, 'for some
years past I have rarely cast my
eyes to heaven or plucked the fruit
of my garden without feeling emo
tions of gratitude and adoration.' "

When he was not working on
the dictionary or cultivating his
acres, Noah Webster took an ac
tive part in public life. He was one
of the founders of Amherst Acad-

emy, which became Amherst Col
lege. For a time he served as
President of the Amherst Board
of Trustees.

He was a whole man, and it is
good to have his example set be
fore us in an age when whole
men are considered rather square.
Would that our hippies could get
to know him. ~

Copies of the 1828 Webster"s Dictionary may be ordered di

rectly from the Foundation for American Christian Education,

2946 Twenty-fifth Avenue, San Francisco, California 94132.

$15.00.

OTHER BOOKS

~ THE BIRTH OF THE NATION
by Arthur M. Schlesinger (New
York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1968),
250 pp., $7.95.

Reviewed by Robert M. Thornton

IT IS sometimes forgotten that our
history as a nation began long be
fore the momentous events at
Philadelphia. The signing of the
Declaration of Independence was
the moment of birth following 167
years of gestation as English col
onies.

What were the colonists like on
the eve of separation from Great
Britain? What sort of civilization

was to be found on the eastern
seaboard of America? The late
Professor Schlesinger, a pioneer
in writing social history, gives us
a cultural portrait of the Ameri
can people instead of another po
litical account. His effort is ex
haustive in scope if not in detail.
Each chapter treats a particular
phase of colonial culture -- the
family, the church, towns, educa
tion, science, the arts - demon
strating that American colonists
were not country bumpkins or
barbarians but a highly civilized
people. They lagged behind Eu
rope in some matters but excelled
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the Mother Country in others - in
literacy, for instance. They were
serious readers, as evidenced by
the fact that a Philadelphia pub
lisher brought out 1,000 sets of
Blackstone's Commentaries him
self after selling 1,000 imported
copies, a fact remarked on, I be
lieve, by Edmund Burke in his
speech about the political sophisti
cation of the American colonists.

Burke's term, "salutary neg
lect," best describes Britain's re
lation to the colonies until after
the French and Indian War.
Britain then introduced a series
of regulations and in a dozen
years came the separation that
few if any wanted or predicted.
The colonists were proud to be
Englishmen but prouder still to
be free men.

The colonists, Professor Schles
inger points out, were not radi
cals. First, they sought to prevent
a usurpation of their ancient lib
erties and, second, even after pro
vocations, did not interpret politi
cal separation from Great Britain
as a wiping the slate clean of
their English heritage. This book
should make clear the differences
between the American struggle
for independence and the revolu
tions that have taken place since
that time.

Prior to 1776 the colonists had
built up a remarkable civilization,
especially considering all the ob-

stacles they had to overcome. They
were eminently capable of govern
ing themselves and had done so
through the years with astound
ing success. Regarding themselves
as responsible and mature, they
resented the Mother Country's use
of the rod to dominate their af
fairs, especially as colonial insti
tutions had produced leaders who
outclassed the Britishers. Euro
peans were highly impressed by
the stature of the men who sat in
the Continental Congresses
George Washington, John Adams,
Thomas Jefferson, and Benjamin
Franklin, just to name the giants
of that glorious age.

In this day of "instant nations,"
we need to re-examine the Ameri
can people on the eve of inde
pendence; hopefully we might then
understand the institutions which
produced such an abundance of
great men. ~

~ THE AMERICA WE LOST (The
Concerns of a Conservative) by
Mario Pei (New York & Cleve
land: The World Publishing Com
pany, 1968). 177 pp., $4.95.

Reviewed by Robert M. Thornton

THE AUTHOR, Professor of Ro
mance Philosophy at Columbia
University, offers no systematic
defense of conservative values;
here instead is a collection of
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short pieces containing his reflec
tions on what is wrong with Amer
ica. Several have been published
before in Reader's Digest, Satur
day Evening Post, Modern Age,
and other magazines. It is grati
fying to come across a scholar
who, though not a professional
economist or political scientist,
can write with so much good sense
on these subjects.

Many "liberals" would declare
the only thing wrong with our
country is that it has not changed
enough. Professor Pei disagrees
and makes the observation that
instead of limiting change to the
reforms necessary to ensure jus
tice for all we have for years been
casting aside what made this na
tion great - throwing out the baby
with the bath water, as the Ger
man saying has it.

What is the matter with the
United States? The answer, in a
word, is Statism. A nation founded
on the principle of personal free
dom under limited government has
embraced collectivist ideas op
posed to individual liberty and
glorifying the State. This is mani
fested in progressive income taxes,
compulsory social security taxes,

inflationary fiscal policies, bureau
cratic controls and regulations,
and astronomical Federal spend
ing.

Of course, totalitarianism is not
simply a political or economic
problem; it signifies, basically an
ethical and moral decline. Weare,
for instance, very happy to shrug
off personal responsibility; and no
longer held responsible, we find
life dull and meaningless. Then
the cry goes up for constant hand
outs and entertainment instead of
for opportunity and challenge.

Although imperfect, as all na
tions of men must of necessity be,
this country was once the most
respected and admired in the
world. But as we embrace alien
ideologies, we succumb to the de
mands of our critics to do penance
for our prosperity, as if our pros
perity were at the expense of other
countries instead· of being the con
sequence of values held by the men
who founded this nation and
shaped its institutions.

So, concludes Professor Pei,
having made the wrong turn sev
eral decades ago, we should return
to the fork in the road - and take
the Right turn. ~
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