
SEPTEMBER 1964 

Behind the Fa~ade 

Made in the U.S.A . 

The Case for the Free Market 
in Education . 

The Positive Approach 

The Equalitarian Dream 
and Democratic Reality . 

Property Healthy for Man 

Rights . 

Socialism's Flow Chart . 

The Strange Death of Liberalism 

A Sign of the Times . 

UNClAD 

Books: 

Freedom to Work 

Other Books . 

IDEAS ON LIBERTY 

John C. Sparks 3 

Paul L. Poirot 8 

Leonard E. Read 10 

Dean Russell 21 

Dean Banks 22 

Russell Kirk 32 

Henry Hazlitt 34 

Jo hn G. Bills, Jr. 43 

W illiam Henry Chambe rlin 44 

Je ss Ra ley 51 

Edward A. Rossit 54 

Joh n Cha m berla in 59 

62 

THE FOUNDATION 

FOR ECONOMIC EDUCATION, INC. 

Irvington-on-Hudson, New York 10533 



OUTSTANDING ADVANTAGES FOR 
COAST FEDERAL SAVERS 

FINANCIAL STRENGTH- Assets over half a billion dollars. Strong 
reserves and high ratio of cash and government bonds to assure with
drawal of savings immediately on request. 

HIGHER EARNINGS - Earnings for first six months of 1964 paid at 
4.9% per year. 

MAIN OFFICE 
9th & Hill, los Angeles 

SAVE-BY-MAIL - We pay postage. 

MEMBER: 

Federal Savings and Loan Insurance Corp. 

Federal Home Loan Bank. 

IF IT'S SAFETY YOU WANT MOST-

OPEN YOUR SAVINGS ACCOUNT AT COAST 

"A Businessman Looks at Communism Vs. Capitalism" 
For your courtesy copy of President Joe Crail's speech, 
write to: 

Coast Federal Savings 
Post Office Box 5150A 
Los Angeles 55, California 



""' Beneath the surface forms, the 
substance of freedom in America 
goes neglected as individuals wait to 
"let George do it" ................... p. 3 

""' Our domestic socialism is the one 
thing "Made in America" that leaves 
us most vulnerable to competing for· 
eign producers ............. p. 8 

""' Leonard Read finds many reasons 
why education, of all things, should 
be left to the voluntary ways of the 
open market . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . p. 10 

'-' There's nothing negative about 
freedom, contends Dean Russell 

.. p. 21 

'-' When the dream of equalitarian re· 
form bumps into the hard facts of 
democratic reality, the awakening 
comes as a shock, but come it must 

p. 22 

'-' Russell Kirk reviews the origin and 
importance of the concept of private 
property ........... p. 32 

IN THIS 

'-' Comparing legal rights, natural 
rights, and pseudo-rights is Henry 
Hazlitt's approach to the subject of 
moral rights ............ p. 34 

'-' How one socialistic step leads to 
the next is graphically shown 

. p. 43 

'-' The excesses of the modern, and 
false, liberalism, says William Henry 
Chamberlin, are culminating in its 
downfall . . . . . . . . p. 44 

'-' Jess Raley finds one of the out
standing signs of the times as he en-
ters TVA country ...... p. 51 

'-' Here's a late report on one of the 
most recent attempts at government 
planning of "free trade" ..... p. 54 

'-' John Chamberlain finds much to 
commend in Oscar Cooley's analysis 
of the U.S. government program of 
Paying Men Not to Work . p. 59 

""' Michael Zaremski reviews two re
cent studies of the way our society 
invades our privacy; Robert Thornton 

delights in the late Richard Weaver's 

Vision of Order . . p. 62 

Anyone wishing to communicate with authors may send 
first-class mail in care of THE FREEMAN for forwarding. 



SEPTEMBER 1964 

LEONARD E. READ 

Vol. 14, No. 9 

President, Foundation for 
Economic Education 

PAULL. POIROT 11-lanaging Edit01· 

THE FREEMAN is published monthly by the 

Foundation for Economic Education, Inc., a non

political, nonprofit educational champion of private 

property, the free market, the profit and loss system, 

and limited government, founded in 1946, with offices 

at Irvington-on-Hudson, New York. Any interested 

person may receive its publications for the asking. 

The costs of Foundation projects and services, in

cluding THE FREEMAN, are met through volun

tary donations. Total expenses average $12.00 a year 
per person on the mailing list. Donations are invited 

in any amount- $5.00 to $10,000- as the means of 
maintaining and extending the Foundation's work. 

Copyright, 1964, The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc. Printed in 
U.S.A. 

Additional copies, postpaid, to one address: Single copy, 50 cents; 
3 for $1.00; 25 or more, 20 cents each. 

Permission is hereby granted to anyone to reprint any article in whole 
or in part, providing customary credit is given, except "Property 
Healthy for Man" and "Rights." 

Any current article will be supplied in reprint form if there are enough 
inquiries to justify the cost of the printing. 



H 
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F A c - -
JOHN C. SPARKS 

The far;ade is the outward appearance, usually of the face or 
front of a building. Often the word is used figuratively with 
implications of an imposing appearance concealing something 

inferior, or of conveying a false or misleading impression. 

CERTAIN COUNTRIES have earned 
dubious reputations because of the 
method used to change rulers. As 
the leader of the most recent coup 
ascends to the throne, one pities 
the people who enthusiastically 
and trustingly turn to the new 
despot, seeking in him the 
"magic" that will bring them 
better living conditions. 

Citizens of the United States 
are inclined to view such govern
mental instability with a lofty 
smugness. For we have not re
sorted to revolution to determine 
our governmental leaders since 
the founding of our Republic 
nearly two centuries ago. Election 
of our presidents and legislators 

Mr. Sparks is a business executive of Canton, 
Ohio. 

has been a product of sane, peace
ful majority rule- not armed re
volt! Thus, we may think we have 
cause to feel superior. 

The truth is that such conceit 
must pertain to an inheritance, 
rather than any accomplishment 
of our own. This inherited bless
ing is the concept of individual 
freedom and limited government 
espoused by our leaders of the 
1770's in reaction against the 
tyrannical rule of an English king. 

The colonists in America had 
experienced a set of circumstances 
unique in history. The mother 
country had been so fully occupied 
with other matters of state, a civil 
war, and European wars for a 
century and a half, that the Eng
lish rulers had little time left to 

3 
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govern the colonists. Left alone, 
they had tasted freedom of choice, 
the right to own property, and the 
exhilarating spirit of self-respon
sibility. They liked it! When King 
George III finally gave attention 
to America and imposed relatively 
minor restrictions on the colonists, 
they arose in jealous wrath at in
fringement of the freedom to 
which they had become accus
tomed. 

And so, they established a gov
ernment of their own - a govern
ment of limited power to intrude 
into its citizens' decision-making 
areas. The mechanism they used 
to resolve public differences of 
opinion is called "majority rule." 
As interpreted by the founders, 
majority rule was keyed to 
strictly-qualified citizens who un
der specified circumstances would 
be privileged to vote on a re
stricted list of issues, or for can
didates for office. The founders 
visualized the potential tragedy of 
an unimpeded use of this mecha
nism, and they took great pains to 
define and limit the powers of gov
ernment so that the tyranny of 
the English king would not simply 
be replaced by a tyranny of the 
majority. The Bill of Rights, the 
careful listing of the powers and 
limitations of the executive, the 
legislative, and the judicial, the 
explicit reservation to the state 
governments and to the people of 

power not specifically given the 
Federal government-all are illus
trations of the fear of a "Frank
enstein-monster" if the majority
rule mechanism were ever to get 
out of hand. 

Their fears were not without 
foundation. 

Majority Rule 

In The American Tradition1 

Dr. Clarence B. Carson describes 
the latter-day acceptance of this 
widespread fallacy in those "who 
apparently believe that the onus 
of compulsion is removed from 
any prescribed action by voting on 
it. But the fact that a majority 
favors it does not remove compul
sion from government action, cer
tainly not for the minority. Ma
jority approval does not make gov
ernmental action voluntary; 
rather, it intrudes elements of vol
untarism into what would other
wise be unmitigated compulsion." 
Today, majority rule has become 
the popular front for all kinds of 
coercion committed against some 
men by others. 

The contemporary method of 
governing our nation may give an 
appearance of a genuinely advanc
ing civilization, but a look behind 
this fa~ade will reveal a govern
ment of too much power under a 

1 Irvington- on- Hudson, New York: 
The Foundation for Economic Educa
tion, Inc., 1964. $5.00. 
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leader duly elected by vote of the 
majority. A critical examination 
of the majority rule mechanism 
is justified. Is it truly a practical 
means to guarantee freedom? Just 
how democratic is a society that is 
based on indiscriminate use of ma
jority rule? 

The use of majority "magic" 
approaches the hysterical level, as 
our inherited freedom wanes. 
Elected officials, through opinion 
pollsters, strive intently to detect 
the pulse beat of the nation so 
that their utterances may coin
cide with it. 

There are implications in the 
terms democratic action and ma
jority rule that bear critical ex
amination. There is implied a fer
vent hope by the people for maxi
mum freedom and self-determina
tion. There is a fear of tyranny. 
There is the distrust of kings and 
dictators. These are good, healthy 
hopes and fears. But unfortu
nately, there also is a faith that 
voting in itself is a sure way of 
achieving freedom and protection 
against despotism. The act of vot
ing is the tangible evidence of a 
kind of participation in govern
ment that had been long denied. 
Before the advent of the Ameri
can Republic, people everywhere 
were considered subjects of their 
respective kings. Participation in 
government consisted of following 
the dictates of the king. 

Participation by Voting 
Then came this new opportunity 

for the American people to govern 
themse·lves. Self-government 
meant real participation; and 
what better way to manifest per
sonal participation than to vote! 
With a semblance of logic, they 
reasoned that the more opportuni
ties to vote, the greater would be 
the citizen's participation in gov
ernment. To live under freedom 
required that one participate, and 
the proof of participation was in 
the voting. Personal participation, 
voting, and majority rule came to 
be the magical, infallible road to 
freedom from tyranny. 

So strong has grown this faith 
that majority rule is now deemed 
appropriate for resolving any sub
ject or issue no matter how pri
vate, intimate, or individual the 
matter may be. In place of the 
original premise of limited voting 
on limited subject matter we find 
the irresponsible temptation to 
vote on everything. The quality of 
a Congress is often measured by 
the number of laws it has passed. 
Pseudo-liberals look at unlegis
lated areas of human action as 
challenging new fields to conquer. 
Thus, freedom is lost within the 
very nation specifically designed 
to hold it safe for succeeding gen
erations. 

Much is made of the duty to 
vote. The usual "get out the vote" 
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cliche urges the citizen to vote -
how he votes being of much less 
significance than the act of voting. 
The more votes cast, the better the 
ensuing government, as if by 
magic! 

We have been hypnotized by our 
own delusion. The statistically 
tabulated votes of poorly informed 
or morally bankrupt persons can 
add up only to a sizable volume 
of misinformation or poorly di
rected political action, thus dimin
ishing the private sector of per
sonal choice and responsibility. 

"Freedom" Misunderstood 

The philosophical political fa
c;ade of our nation can be stated 
in one word - freedom. Our young 
people write essays about freedom 
and democracy. Having judged 
numerous essay and speaking con
tests for high school students, I 
have read and heard hundreds of 
them. It is disconcerting to ob
serve how many of the meanings 
assigned to freedom miss the tar
get. Only a small percentage of 
the students read into it a true, 
meaningful freedom of individual 
choice. For most of them, "indi
vidual choice" is of little signifi
cance except that each person has 
a "sacred" right to cast his indi
vidual vote- as though individual 
choice and individual vote were 
synonymous. Many imply that a 
person ought to be forced to vote! 

The magic of the fac;ade! But 
there his right to choose seems to 
come to an abrupt end, at least, 
as such choosing applies to any 
vital area of human action within 
society. The word "freedom" con
tinues in prominent use in our 
land of the "no longer free." Be
hind the fac;ade of freedom grows 
totalitarianism. 

Sleeping citizens have become 
accustomed to it. The govern
ment's democratically-elected 
president creates for himself, 
through powerful tax-paid public 
relations programs, an air of tre
mendous power and wisdom, like 
the mystic divine right of the 
kings of old. People are encour
aged to picture the President of 
the United States as a great 
leader- not leading toward indi
vidual choice and individual re
sponsibility- but as a "god" to 
whom all citizens should refer 
their important needs and prob
lems. 

With the vigilance of the people 
relaxed, the Federal government's 
executive department acts in a 
manner that seriously jeopardizes 
the concept of private ownership 
of property, the pillar of freedom. 
It interferes in labor-management 
disputes, often dictating terms of 
settlement. Unbelievable pressure 
is exerted on members of Congress 
to pass civil rights legislation, 
further eroding freedom of choice 
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and use of one's own property. 
Scandal that presumably should 
rock the nation's capital is mini
mized, while talk persists of black
mail wielding its fearful influence 
on congressional voting. 

It is unnecessary to list here a 
full bill of particulars. Steep 
taxes, innumerable interferences 
in local and individual affairs, 
questionable adequacy of national 
defense are only a few of the more 
serious items behind the false face 
of "freedom." A personal sense of 
responsibility, long ingrained in 
the American people, is fast di
minishing. By majority vote it has 
been made to seem that society is 
now responsible to provide each 
person an income whether he 
works or not, to educate his chil
dren whether he pays or not, to 
take care of him in his later years 
whether he has been frugal or not. 

On the surface, it may sound 
good. It may look like self-deter
mination, but it's not! When each 
one unloads his responsibility upon 
society, no one is responsible. Ly
ing beneath the disguise of free
dom provided by the mechanism 
of democratic action and majority 
rule grows an alarming rottenness 
and deterioration. The mere use 
of one of the mechanical tech
niques of a government of free 
people does not in itself bring 

about freedom. As we have seen, 
the same technique can be and is 
being used to take away freedom
the right of individuals and mi
norities to choose for themselves. 

Properly Limited Government 

Encourages Maximum Freedom 

Real freedom means the least 
government- government con
spicuous by its absence- with suf
ficient power only to protect life, 
liberty, and property from frauds, 
thieves, and murderers. Real free
dom means the full right of 
ownership and to make decisions 
for one's self and one's family. 
The right to vote- while an im
portant mechanism if properly 
used -should be employed spar
ingly by the people and by law
making bodies. Lawmaking activi
ties ought to be directed, for a 
change, toward the removal of 
government interferences and re
strictions already on the law 
books. 

When government is confined to 
its proper, limited scope, there 
will be no necessity for opinion 
poll-takers to find out what Mr. 
and Mrs. America think. Each one 
then will decide for himself- pri
vately, separately, individually
and the matter will concern no one 
else when real freedom once again 
exists behind its fa~ade. ~ 
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AUTOMATION is indeed a coat of 
many colors, depending upon who 
happens to be wearing it and how 
much someone else would like to 
get his hands on it. Automation, 
to some, means the use of capital 
and tools for the more efficient 
and less costly production of goods 
and services. To others, it means 
the loss of job opportunities that 
existed when more laborious and 
costly hand methods of production 
prevailed. And some even think 
they see in American automation 
a reason why more and more for
eign-produced items are coming 
to compete in "our" market. 

Let us focus, for illustrative 
purpose, on the camera market, 
the proposition being that more 
and more foreign-made cameras 
are cutting into sales of cameras 
in the U.S.A. Presumably, Ameri
can camera factories are highly 
automated and have better access 
to capital and tools than do the 
factories of any other country. 

8 

PAULL. POIROT 

Yet, foreign producers frequently 
are able to beat us on quality, or 
price, or both. And so, some con
clude, our automation is priCmg 
American manufacturers out of 
the American market. 

Well, there's more to an Ameri
can-made camera than the auto
mated procedures that helped pro
duce it; and it appears that cus
tomers in great numbers either 
are unaware of some of these hid
den features of the American 
product or else they place little 
value on such features in a cam
era. For instance, in the Ameri
can-made camera may be found a 
fraction of the Tennessee Valley 
Authority- the part of TV A's 
cost charged in taxes against the 
camera manufacturer. And some
where in the camera will be a por
tion of the Soil Bank and the 
wheat and cotton and other sub
sidized agricultural commodity 
programs. Also built into all 
American cameras is a union 
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label with an old-age and disabil
ity program, unemployment com
pensation, and a host of other 
fringe benefits. There's a bit of 
urban renewal and transportation 
subsidy, plus a part of a moon 
shot in the American product. At 
least 10 per cent of each Ameri
can camera consists of national 
defense. And from what other 
country can one purchase a cam
era fully equipped with foreign 
aid and Peace Corps attachments? 

How much of the value of the 
American-made camera lies in 
these hidden features? That de
pends on what the camera cus
tomer is willing to pay. But it is 
reasonably certain that taxes of 
one kind or another make up at 
least a third of the costs of 
American-made products, includ
ing cameras. If a customer isn't 
particularly interested in these 
tax features in a camera, it's quite 
possible he might find a foreign 
make that better suits his require
ments, and at a lower price than 
American manufacturers need to 
stay in business. 

Naturally, many American 
manufacturers would like to see 
tariffs (taxes levied against for
eign suppliers) at least high 
enough to offset the high taxes 

levied against domestic manu
facturers. But inducing pneumo
nia is no way to overcome a cold, 
and a high tariff is no way for 
American consumers to get bet
ter cameras at lower prices. 

True, further automation in 
some cases may help the American 
businessman pay his high taxes 
and still meet foreign competi
tion. If so, automation is good 
business practice. But it is not 
the fact that we are more highly 
automated here than in other 
countries that raises our costs of 
production above theirs; the high 
costs of government that are built 
into our products are a far more 
likely source of the problem. 

If we want government to let 
us compete, we must first stop 
asking government to guarantee 
so many kinds of security and 
protection against competition. 

Automation is just another 
word for the efficient production 
that comes from the use of more 
tools and capital per worker. These 
come from savings by individuals 
when private property is pro
tected and competitive private 
enterprise is encouraged. Com
petition is the life of trade - all 
the voluntary exchanges on which 
our own lives so largely depend. 

~ 
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To GRASP the limited role that 
government should play in human 
affairs, one need only know what 
government is: organized police 
force. 1 This is not said in a de
rogatory sense but only by way of 
explanation. Personify govern
ment and the point is clear: The 
distinction between you as a pri
vate citizen and you as govern
ment is that as government you 
are backed by the constabulary. 
You issue an edict and I obey or 
suffer the consequences. Remove 
the constabulary and you are re
stored to private citizenship. You 
issue an edict and it has the same 
force as a resolution of a chamber 
of commerce. I do as I please. 
Essentially, the uniqueness of in
dividuals organized as government 

I "Government, in its last analysis, 
is organized force." Woodrow Wilson, 
The State (Boston: D. C. Heath & Co., 
1898). p. 572. 
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FREE MARKET 

UP~ 
is that they are organized as 
police force. 

Omitting the complex details, 
organized police force- govern
ment - has only the limited role of 
keeping the peace, that is, clearing 
the social arena of violence, fraud, 
misrepresentation, injustice. This 
much the government must do, and 
this only, to be consistent with any 
good theory of individual liberty. 

My thesis is that when govern
ment exceeds its limited compe
tence and directs its police force 
into the management of peaceful 
pursuits- when government in
tervenes as boss rather than as 
guard - imbalances in the market 
place such as surpluses and short
ages must inevitably result. Nor 
does it matter what the peaceful 
pursuit is: food, housing, educa
tion, or whatever. A government 
guaranteed price for wheat above 
what people will freely pay will 
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produce more wheat than people 
will freely buy: surplus. A gov
ernment enforced ceiling price on 
rents below what people will freely 
offer will produce less rental space 
than people are willing to pay for: 
shortage! Imbalance results no 
matter which way the police force 
throws its weight as boss in the 
market place. 

Education is a peaceful, crea
tive, productive pursuit. When 
police force is wielded in the edu
cational market- just as in the 
commodity market -imbalance is 
the consequence. Chief among the 
distortions to be found in govern
ment education is that of an im
balance in types of knowledge; 
there is an excess of know-how 
relative to wisdom or under
standing.2 

Police force functions as boss 
of education in three ways: 

1. Compulsory attendance 
2. Government dictated curricula 
3. Forcible collection of the 

wherewithal to pay the bills 

Remove the police force- govern
ment as boss -and education is 
restored to the free, competitive 
market. Let us imagine that this 
has been done, that the entire 
educational endeavor rests exclu
sively on self-determination- as 

2 See "Nuclear Giants and Ethical In
fants" to which this essay is a sequel. 
THE FREEMAN, August, 1964. 

does organized religion in America 
today. 

What would happen? 

No One Knows! 

Strange as it may seem, no one 
can know! Some will say that this 
admission is a retreat from my 
argument that education would be 
improved if left to the free, com
petitive market. On the contrary, 
it is in support of the free market 
as the sole, effective means of im
proving education. 

If you are compelled to do as 
someone else dictates, if obstacles 
are placed in your way, if you are 
relieved of responsibilities, I can 
at least predict that you will not 
function to your fullest in a crea
tive sense. But no one can even 
roughly predict what wondrous 
things you will create if released 
from restraints and dictation, that 
is, if freed from obstacles. Indeed, 
you cannot make such predictions 
about yourself. What new idea will 
you have tomorrow? What inven
tion? What will you do if a new 
necessity, an unexpected responsi
bility, presents itself? We know 
that creativity will be increased, 
nothing more. 

Confining the discussion to edu
cation, assume that you are no 
longer compelled to send Johnnie 
to school; no government commit
tee will prescribe what Johnnie 
must study; no government tax 
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collector will take a penny of yours 
or anyone else's income for school
ing. This, it must be emphasized, 
is the free market assumption. 

Is Johnnie in any less need of 
learning than before? Are other 
persons - teachers, for instance -
any less wise or less available for 
counsel and employment? Is there 
less money for educational pur
poses? If no longer compelled to 
pay the money in taxes, would you 
spend it on parties or cigarettes or 
alcohol or vacations rather than 
voluntarily spending it for John
nie's education? If so, you value 
Johnnie's education less than you 
value indulging yourself. In any 
event you make a choice -a choice 
that you obviously think to be the 
better alternative; scarcely anyone 
would claim that he had decided 
to choose what he values least 
when he could choose what he 
values most. Shall we say someone 
else thinks your judgment is bad 
if you decide in favor of vaca
tions, for instance, as against 
Johnnie's education? Do you wish 
the person who thinks your choice 
is wrong forcibly to impose his 
notion of right on you? If so, just 
where are you going to draw the 
line as to what choices others are 
to make for you? To authorize 
others to make your choices is to 
give yourself the role of autom
aton. You can't believe that your 
choice is the best and accept, at 

the same time, someone else's ver
dict that it is the worst. This is 
utter nonsense. To apply police 
force to you is to contradict your 
judgments. If applied to others, it 
can only contradict their judg
ments. Who is the appropriate 
ruler of your educational pro
gram? You? Or others? Or a 
political committee which cannot 
be better than the lowest common 
denominator of others ?3 The free 
market way relies not on one judg
ment for the millions but on mil
lions of individual judgments. 

Religious freedom 

Why should not education be 
just as self-determined as reli
gion? Is education more important 
than religion? Americans condemn 
Russians, for instance, more for 
being ungodly than for knowing 
how to make little else than vodka 
and caviar that can compete in in
ternational trade. But do we not 
emulate the communists by favor
ing the employment of force in 
education? Applying police force 
to education is but man trying to 
act as a god, that is, trying to cast 
others in his own fallible image. 

In the United States, we have 
rejected the police force as the 
proper way to determine one's re
ligion. Are high moral standards 

3 For a discussison of committees, 
men acting in council, see "On That Day 
Began Lies," THE FREEMAN, April, 1956. 
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and improving attitudes toward 
one's life and the life of others
prime objects of religion- of less 
value than knowing how to read or 
to write or to add two and two? 
Indeed, are not both education and 
religion intimately personal mat
ters, one as much as the other? Is 
the education of another any more 
of my or your business than the 
religion of another? 

In many countries - certainly 
in the U.S.A. -the idea of (1) be
ing compelled by government to 
attend churches, or (2) having the 
government dictate clergymen's 
subject matter, or (3) having the 
expenses of religious institutions 
forcibly collected by the tax man, 
would be an affront to the citizens' 
intelligence. Why do people believe 
in applying police force to educa
tion and letting religion rest on 
self-determination? Logically, 
there appears to be no basis for 
the distinction. Tradition, custom 
- living with a mistake so long 
that reason is rarely brought to 
bear - may be the explanation. 

The Other Fellow! 

Being a disbeliever in the man
agement by the police force of any 
creative activity, I have on count
less occasions asked individuals in 
various occupational levels if they 
would let their children go unedu
cated were all governmental com
pulsions removed. The answers 

given me have always been in the 
same vein. If you will try this 
yourself, you will be impressed 
with how alike the answers are: 
"Do you think I am a fool? I 
would no more let my children go 
without an education than I would 
let them go without shoes and 
stockings. BUT some forms of 
compulsion are necessary, for 
there are many persons who do not 
have the same concern for their 
children as I have." And there you 
have it! Police force is never 
needed to manage me, only neces
sary for the other fellow! The 
other fellow's weakness -the pos
sibility of his having no interest 
in himself or in his offspring - is 
far more imaginary than real. It 
is, for the most part, a fiction of 
the compulsory, collectivistic 
myth. Should you doubt this, try 
to find that rare exception, "the 
other fellow." If every parent in 
this country were to consider au
thoritarianism in education as ap
plying only to himself and could 
divorce from his thinking the "in
competency of others," there would 
be no police force applied to Amer
ican education. Let any reader of 
this essay, regardless of wealth 
status, honestly try this exercise 
and arrive at any other conclusion! 

A child, from the time of birth 
until adulthood, is but the exten
sion of the parent's responsibility. 
The child can no more be "turned 
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out to pasture" for his education 
than for his morals or his manners 
or his sustenance. The primary 
parental responsibility for the 
child's education cannot properly 
be shifted to anyone else; respon
sible parenthood requires that 
some things remain for one's own 
attentions, no matter how entic
ingly and powerfully specializa
tion and division of labor may 
beckon one. And, the education of 
one's children is a cardinal case in 
point. 

This does not mean parents 
should not have help -a lot of 
specialized assistance -with their 
educational responsibility. It does 
mean that the parent cannot be re
lieved of the educational responsi
bility without injury to himself
that is, without injury to his own 
person and thus to the child who 
is but the extension of his per
sonal responsibility. 

Importance of the Premise 

According to the premise on 
which all of my own positions are 
based, man's highest purpose in 
life is the unfolding of his own 
personality, the realization, as 
nearly as possible, of his creative 
potential, that is, his emergence, 
his hatching, his becoming.4 Such 
achievement presupposes that the 
educational process will go on 

4 See "Importance of the Premise," 
THE FREEMAN, January, 1962. 

through all of adulthood, as well 
as during childhood. Indeed, school 
for the child, if it is to have mean
ing, is but the preparation for a 
dynamic, continuing process of 
education. The test of whether or 
not any primary and secondary 
educational system is meeting the 
requirements of true education is: 
Does it set the stage for adult 
learning? 

How does the application of po
lice force to education bear on this 
question? It tends to relieve par
ents of educational responsibili
ties, including the study that 
might have involved themselves. 
Compulsion - police-force-as-boss 
- says, in effect, to the parent: 
"Forget about the education of 
your child. We, acting as govern
ment, will compel the child to go 
to school regardless of how you 
think on the matter. Do not fret 
unduly about what the child will 
study. We, the agents of compul
sion, have that all arranged. And 
don't worry about the financing of 
education. We, the instruments of 
authority, will take the fruits of 
the labor of parents and childless 
alike to pay the expenses. You, the 
parent, are to be relieved of any 
choice as to these matters; just 
leave it to the police force." 

These police-force-as-boss de
vices lead to two grave educational 
errors. First, the parent is robbed 
of the educational stimulus that 
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would be his were he to be respon
sible for the education of his off
spring. Joe Doakes would be edu
cationally more fit if he had to 
understand what Johnnie is sup
posed to learn - if he were obliged 
to "keep his hand in." 

Second, these police force de
vices falsely earmark the educa
tional period. They say, ever so 
compellingly, that the period of 
education is the period to which 
the compulsion applies. The cere
monies of "graduation"- diplomas 
and licenses -if not derivatives of 
this system, are consistent with it. 
Government education is resulting 
in young folks coming out of 
school thinking of themselves as 
educated and concluding that the 
beginning of earning is the end of 
learning. If any devotee of govern
ment education will concede that 
learning ought to continue through 
all of life, he should, to be consis
tent, insist on compulsion for 
adults as well as for children -for 
the octogenarian as well as for the 
teen-ager. The system that is sup
posed to give all an equal start in 
life tends to put an end to learning 
just at the time when the spirit of 
inquiry should begin its most 
meaningful growth.~ 

o "The normal human brain always 
contains a greater store of neuroblasts 
than can possibly develop into neurons 
during the span of life, and the poten
tialities of the human cortex are never 
fully realized. There is a surplus and, 

Creative Energies Released 

It was stated above that no one 
could have knowledge as to what 
would happen were there to be no 
more police-force-as-boss in educa
tion. That is correct concerning 
specifics and details, but there are 
generalizations which can be con
fidently predicted. For instance, 
one knows that creative energies 
would be released; that latent po
tential energies would turn to 
flowing, moving, power-giving, 
kinetic energies and activities. 
Creative thought on education 
would manifest itself in millions 
of individuals. Such genius as we 
potentially and compositely pos
sess would assert itself and take 

depending upon physical factors, edu
cation, environment, and conscious 
effort, more or less of the initial store 
of neuroblasts will develop into mature, 
functioning neurons. The development 
of the more plastic and newer tissue of 
the brain depends to a large extent upon 
the conscious efforts made by the indi
vidual. There is every reason to assume 
that development of cortical functions 
is promoted by mental activity and that 
continued mental activity is an impor
tant factor in the retention of cortical 
plasticity into late life. Goethe ... [and 
others] are among the numerous ex
amples of men whose creative mental 
activities extended into the years asso
ciated with physical decline .... There 
also seem sufficient grounds for the as
sumption that habitual disuse of these 
highest centers results in atrophy or 
at least brings about a certain mental 
decline." Renee von Eulenburg-Wiener, 
Fea?·jully and Wonderfully Made (New 
York, N. Y.: The Macmillan Company, 
1939). p. 310. 
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the place of deadening restraints. 
Any person who understands the 
free market knows, without any 
qualification whatsover, that there 
would be more education and bet
ter education. And a person with 
a faith in free men is confident 
that the costs per unit of learning 
accomplished would be far less. 
For one thing, there wouldn't be 
any police boss to pay for. Nor 
would there be the financial irre
sponsibility that characterizes 
those who spend other people's 
money. The free market is truly 
free: it is free of restraints 
against creative action; it presup
poses free exchange ; its services 
are as free as the sun's energy.6 

Not only is this faith in unin
.hibited, creative human energy 
rationally justified, but also there 
is evidence aplenty to confirm it. 
In other words, this faith is sup
ported both theoretically and 
pragmatically. Except in the 
minds of those who are tempera
mentally slaves - those who seek 
a shepherd and a sheep dog, those 
who are revolted by the thought 
of self-reliance, those who are 
ideologically attuned to authori
tarianism - there does not exist a 
single creative activity now being 
conducted by man in voluntary 
action that could be improved by 
subjecting it to the police-force-

6 See "The Market Is a Computer," 
THE FREEMAN, March, 1964. 

as-boss. But put any one of these 
activities, now voluntarily con
ducted, under government control, 
leave it there for a short period, 
and general opinion would soon 
hold that the activity could not be 
conducted voluntarily! 

GeHing Used to It 

A couple of decades from now, 
after the electric power industry 
has been nationalized for a few 
years - a likely event if present 
trends continue- there will be 
only a few people in America who 
will favor a return to private own
ership and operation. The vast 
majority will not understand how 
that activity could exist without 
police-force-as-boss and still serve 
the people. For confirmation of 
this point, note the many people 
today who believe that the rela
tively simple matter of mail de
livery could not be left to the 
free market without resulting 
in chaos.7 

It is a detachment from reality, 
a blindness to the enormous evi
dence in support of freedom- like 
an unawareness of the air we 
breathe - that accounts for much 
of the lost faith in educational 
productiveness were the educa
tional system relieved of re
straints and compulsions. The re
straints, be it remembered, are 

7 See "Let Anyone Deliver Mail," THE 

FREEMAN, July, 1957. 
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in the form of taxes - the taking 
away of the wherewithal to fi
nance one's own educational plan. 
The compulsions are in the form 
of forced attendance and dictated 
curricula. 

For Restoring the Faith 

Several aids to the restoration 
of a faith in free market educa
tion are: 

1. Observe activities not yet 
socialized, that is, not conducted 
by police-force-as-boss, and how 
satisfied we are with free market 
operation. Also, note that people 
fare better in countries that are 
more free than in countries that 
are less free- without exception. 

2. What is there which we 
know how to do, and for which 
there is an effective demand, 
which remains undone in Amer
ica? Not a thing except that 
which police force restricts! 
There are many thousands of in
dividuals -expert in educational 
techniques -who have know-how. 

Effective demand? Can anyone 
argue with reason that there can 
be education of those who do not 
want it? The answer is the same 
as to the question, "What can any
one force another to learn?" You 
can push a pupil into the class
room, but you can't make him 
think. For those who want educa
tion -and they can never have it 

if they do not want it- will have 
education. Authoritarianism is an
tagonistic to the extremely sensi
tive spirit of inquiry, the will to 
learn. Remove all police-force-as
boss, and we remove education's 
chief obstacle. 

3. While one cannot know of the 
brilliant steps that would be taken 
by millions of education-conscious 
parents were they and not the 
government to have the educa
tional responsibility, one can im
agine the great variety of coop
erative and private enterprises 
that would emerge. There would 
be thousands of private schools, 
large and small, not necessarily 
unlike some of the ones we now 
have. There would be tutoring ar
rangements of a variety and in
genuity impossible to foresee. No 
doubt there would be corporate 
and charitably financed institu
tions of chain store dimensions, 
dispensing reading, writing, and 
arithmetic at bargain prices. 
There would be competition, 
which is cooperation's most useful 
tool. s There would be a parental 
alertness as to what the market 
would have to offer. There would 
be a keen, active, parental respon
sibility for their children's and 
their own educational growth. 

s Without competition among bakers, 
for instance, I have no basis for decid
ing on the baker with whom I will ex
change, that is, cooperate. 
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Socialism would be explained but 
seldom advocated in the class
room. The free market, by its na
ture, would rule out such waste 
and extravagance. Competition for 
the educational dollar would at
tend to that. 

4. Let your imagination take 
you back to 1900. Suppose some
one had been able to conjure up a 
picture of a 1964 automobile with 
all of its wonderful performances. 
And suppose you had been asked 
how it could have been made. You 
could not even have grasped such 
a miracle, let alone have described 
how to make it. Yet, it has been 
produced, and without police-force
as-boss. Indeed, what would the 
1964 car be like if the government 
had compelled attendance at re
search laboratories, dictated the 
subjects to be explored and the 
wonders to be invented, and forc
ibly collected the funds for the 
undertaking?9 Bear in mind that 
millions of unobstructed man
hours of ever-increasing skills 
and thinking, in a constant and 
complex free exchange process and 
with a strict attention to millions 
of individual judgments, have 
made the 1964 car so useful to so 
many people. And so it would be 
with free market education. We 

!I I suspect it would be about as re
mote from consumer requirements as 
the vehicle now being built to put men 
on the moon. 

cannot foretell what would happen 
were free men given the respon
sibility for this activity; that is, 
were as much creative, uninhib
ited thought - in response to con
sumer wants- put to education as 
has been put to motor cars. As 
it is, a vast majority of the peo
ple have given little more than 
cursory thought as to how to edu
cate without employing police
force-as-boss. No wonder! We 
have the tendency not to think 
about problems not our own, about 
activities pre-empted by govern
ment. Remove the obstacles of 
coercion and the potential energy 
of man will approach realization. 
Police-force-as-boss as an effec
tive means to the educational end 
is but a superstition. It has no 
foundation in fact. 

5. The children of the poor? 
They obtained food and clothing 
prior to our practice of govern
mental alms -more than ever 
available before. But education 
isn't as important as shoes and 
stockings. Education is only as 
important as life itself. Johnnie 
couldn't get a job as truck driver 
unless able to read street signs or 
bills of lading. Furthermore, re
move the taxes we are now pay
ing for present governmental in
terventions- including education 
-and poor parents will not be as 
poor. And literally millions of 
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Americans would like nothing bet
ter than voluntarily to finance the 
education of children of those who 
might be in unfortunate circum
stances. Some, of course, will 
counter with the notion that such 
charity is degrading, an unfor
givable socialistic cliche.to No one 
argues that voluntary giving is 
degrading; all consider giving as 
a brotherly act. Does not giving 
presuppose a recipient? Can giv
ing be brotherly and receiving 
degrading? True, perhaps charity 
isn't as agreeable to a recipient 
as self-financing, but is it not 
more agreeable than police grants
in-aid? 

If government were out of ed
ucation as its boss- 100 per cent
and if we had only free market 
education, no child in America 
would be denied an education any 
more than any child is presently 
denied religious instruction or 
shoes and stockings. 

Protector Turned Predator 

While the above theoretical 
case for free market education is 
good enough for me, I confess to 
a practical dilemma. Regardless 
of the attempts throughout his
tory to limit police force to its 
role of keeping the peace -a soci-

10 Scholarships-how do they differ?
are sought and granted on an enormous 
scale by the very persons who repeat 
this cliche. 

eta! guard, so to speak- it has 
always gotten out of hand. Sooner 
or later, in every instance, the 
role has shifted from guard to 
boss of the citizenry, that is, from 
people service to people control; 
protector turned predator, one 
might say ! So sad is the record 
of limitation that some persons 
throw up their hands in despair, 
incorrectly concluding that if lim
itation has never been maintained, 
it, therefore, is forever impos
sible. They begin to disbelieve 
even in limited government, in
sisting on no government at all; 
they become what might be called 
philosophical anarchists. 

The reason for unsuccessful 
limitation is that too few individ
uals have ever understood the 
price that must be paid for lim
itation. The price is far more than 
writing a Constitution and a Bill 
of Rights with their proscrip
tions against governmental ex
cesses, and designing a govern
ment of checks and balances. The 
price is the resurrection of what 
has become a bromide into a liv
ing, dynamic performance: eter
nal vigilance. 

This performance is in the 
form of an achievement in under
standing ( 1) the nature of gov
ernment, (2) its uniqueness as 
police force, and (3) the limited 
competence of, as well as the ab
solute necessity for, police force 
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- an understanding to be learned, 
mastered, and remembered by at 
least enough persons to form an 
effective leadership in each new 
generation. This performance is 
a personal, day-in-and-day-out re
quirement, meaning that it can
not be delegated to others, much 
less to our forefathers; it can 
never be relegated to the past 
tense; it is a continuing impera
tive of each new moment, with
out end. 

The dilemma is this: The un
derstanding of police-force-as
guard will, obviously, never be 
advanced but only retarded by 
police-force-as-boss, the latter be
ing in the educational driver's 
seat. Thus, unless a breakthrough 
is achieved by an individual here 
and there, capable of independent 

analysis and unafraid of parting 
company with the mores, the most 
important aspect of education for 
responsible citizenship will go un
attended. 

The myth of government educa
tion, in our country today, is an 
article of general faith. To ques
tion the myth is to tamper with 
the faith, a business that few will 
read about or listen to or, if they 
do, calmly tolerate. In short, for 
those who would make the case for 
educational freedom as they would 
for freedom in religion, let them 
be warned that this is a first-rate 
obstacle course. But heart can be 
taken in the fact that the art of 
becoming is composed of acts of 
overcoming. And becoming is 
life's prime purpose; becoming 
is, in fact, enlightenment- self
education, its own reward. ~ 

ANYTHING THAT'S PEACEFUL 

by Leonard E. Read 

The foregoing article constitutes one of the concluding chap
ters of Mr. Read's latest book, just off the press. 

Anything That's Peaceful is a powerful plea for limiting 
government to its proper function of keeping the peace, letting 
peaceful individuals do as they choose with what is their own. 
250 pages, indexed. $3.50 cloth; $2.50 paper. Discount of 20 per 
cent on orders for five or more copies. 

Order now from The Foundation for Economic Education 
Irvington-on-Hudson, New York. 



POSITIV[ 
DEAN RUSSELL 

THE LIBERAL-SOCIALIST is always 
positively for something. But the 
conservative-libertarian is all too 
frequently merely against some
thing. That's why the socialists 
are winning. 

Now personally I'm positively 
for every good thing there is. For 
example, I'm aggressively in favor 
of higher standards for education 
-and more and better education 
- than any socialist I ever met. 
I want the best possible medical 
care for everyone. With all my 
heart, I desire that every family 
in the United States and else
where shall be well fed, well 
clothed, and well housed. 

I'm positively and vehemently 
for absolute equality under law, 
with no legal references whatever 
to a person's race or religion. 
Whether a person is black, white, 
or Druid, I'll march to gain for 
him the legal right to use his 

property for any purpose he 
wishes except to injure others. 

While the socialists campaign 
for minimum wages and minimum 
standards of living, I shall con
tinue positively to explain to peo
ple how the free market will bring 
maximum wages, high standards, 
and more goods and services for 
everyone. I'm for the maximum 
and against the minimum. 

If people only realized it, the 
advocates of these minimums and 
averages are their deadliest ene
mies. The socialists want to de
press the people to a common 
level; the libertarian wants to 
elevate each individual person to 
his highest capabilities. 

The socialists want to standard
ize people; the libertarian wants 
to encourage and assist each per
son to develop his own personality 
and potentiality to the fullest. 

The socialists want to restrict 
and forbid and control; the liber
tarian wants to remove the arti
ficial and man-made obstacles to 
peace, progress, and plenty. 

Since that is what you and I 
favor, why don't we say so? If 
we explain our viewpoints con
sistently and effectively, we will 
soon put the socialists on the de
fensive where they belong. For 
when it comes to an interest in 
the true welfare of people, the 
socialists are small men of little 
vision. 
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DEAN BANKS 

MANY years ago, Karl Marx con
ceived a dream of human equality. 
Disillusioned by the social and 
economic injustice of the nine
teenth century, Marx closed his 
eyes, gave full play to emotion and 
imagination, and the dream began. 
But Karl Marx never again 
opened his eyes. The dream en
gulfed the man, took control of 
his mind and pen, and produced 
fantastic denials of human reality. 
Though Marx died long ago his 
utopian ideal still sparks the pas
sion of multitudes. And, like Karl 
Marx, contemporary dreamers 
sometimes allow the inherent fa
naticism of the heavenly vision to 
pervert its original beauty. They 
tend to lose sight of one sobering 
fact: there is a difference between 
idealism and attainable reality, 
but passion always obscures that 
difference. 

Mr. Banks is an Instructor in American His· 
tory at Oklahoma State University. 
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What was Marx's original 
dream? It is with each person 
from the first days of social 
awareness, at least with everyone 
who has known normal feeling and 
compassion. Many dedicate them
selves to the task of bringing the 
vision to life. Some use persua
sion ; others employ force - all 
fail to transform the dream into 
reality. Men like Marx gird their 
idealism in economic theory and 
call it "communism," a vague kind 
of economic and social equality. 
Others wrap it in spiritual rai
ment and look for paradise on 
earth. Many think of their dream 
simply as morality, a human dis
tinction which enables men to live 
peacefully together. Large num
bers label the idea as "socialism." 
And in this nation some are even 
calling it "abolition of poverty, 
prejudice, and discrimination." 
Whatever the title, the ideal re
mains only a dream of perfection. 
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Perfection is something we desire 
and ever struggle toward, but 
never attain. 

The beautiful idea of universal 
brotherhood and equality- who 
does not desire it, this cure-all for 
social and economic afflictions? 
What person in this nation does 
not yearn for victory over poverty, 
greed, bigotry, or other diseases 
of humanity? This is the dream of 
all who are fully aware of their 
humanity. But are these defects 
not the natural products of human 
differences? Certainly they are, 
and it must be admitted that these 
very inequalities are the essence 
of a free society. It appears, there
fore, that a nah1ral conflict exists 
between our idealism and demo
cratic realities. 

Throughout the history of the 
United States, dissatisfaction with 
being "average" or equal has com
pelled above-average effort and 
achievement. The dissatisfied per
son whose ability matches his en
thusiasm rises to positions above 
the less capable and less enthu
siastic. It seems that down 
through the centuries of recorded 
history, men have remained un
equal in both ambition and ability. 
Both are human characteristics 
which give birth to the fact of 
human inequality. Both make the 
dream of perfect social harmony 
unattainable. The social and eco
nomic philosophy of a free society 

not only recognizes such inequal
ity, it promotes it and thrives on 
it. 

Freedom to Develop One's Talents 

Aside from political equality, 
the democratic philosophy pro
poses two basic rights for all: the 
opportunity to develop one's talent 
to the fullest extent, and equal 
freedom for all to pursue that op
portunity. No nation can guaran
tee that every person will develop 
his talent, or that each individual 
will compete successfully in gain
ing the opportunity he desires. In 
the first case, ambition is the nec
essary ingredient; in the latter, 
ability. In a free society success 
can never be a "right." It is al
ways a privilege, and perhaps 
even a duty. And above all, suc
cess does not imply equality: that 
person succeeds who takes what 
ability he possesses and then 
satisfies himself that he has culti
vated it and is using it as best he 
possibly can. In no way does suc
cess imply material or intellectual 
parity. 

Also, in a functioning democ
racy success is a relative thing, 
for as competition grows stiffer, 
a person may find himself ex
cluded from opportunities which 
could have been his at one time. 
Supply and demand create compe
tition, and the competitive process 
always reveals inequalities. Be-
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cause of these individual differ
ences one person will win an op
portunity for which another has 
disqualified himself. As the quest 
for opportunities grows more com
petitive (higher education, for ex
ample) such inequalities become 
more apparent, if not more di
verse. 

Thus, the reality remains: when 
full vent is given to the develop
ment of individual talent, men 
naturally become unequal. And 
from such inequality, based on in
dividual merit, the nation is moti
vated toward the dream of a bet
ter life for all. 

The Problem of Poverty 

An important part of that 
dream is the alleviation of the 
material poverty which seems al
ways to exist, and here again cer
tain democratic realities should 
not be forgotten. In recognizing 
the need of each individual for 
food, clothing, shelter, and medi
cal care, will this society continue 
in the awareness that such ma
terial provision is contingent upon 
individual achievement and moral 
consideration? And will we remain 
aware that poverty, like success, 
is a relative thing? These ques
tions deserve examination. 

First, concerning individual 
achievement, we find ourselves 
back to the problem of ambition 
and ability. In a competitive sys-

tern a deficiency of either brings 
material poverty. In fact, the lack 
of ambition and ability is, in it
self, a form of poverty. And will 
poverty of initiative and capacity 
prove an insurmountable and frus
tl·ating barrier in the idealistic 
war against material poverty? 
This type of deficiency certainly 
will prove just as frustrating as 
the variability of material status 
in this nation. 

The problem of material ine
quality was expressed most con
cisely by Voltaire, over two hun
dred years ago. Surveying the 
problem as it existed in his life
time, this well-known Enlighten
ment thinker concluded: "All men 
would be necessarily equal, if they 
were without needs .... It is not 
the inequality which is the real 
misfortune, it is the dependence." 1 

Human "dependence" will remain 
as long as human differences exist. 
A free society breeds dependency 
of various degrees. The problem is 
that today poverty and dependency 
tend to be equated in many minds. 
With material prosperity has 
come luxury, comparative poverty, 
and an abnormal passion for ma
terial equality. This thing of 
"keeping up with the Jones's 
pace" has had a profound effect by 

1 Voltaire, Philosophical Dict·iona1·y, 
1750; quoted in Crane Brinton, ed., The 
Age of Reason Reader (New York: Vik
ing Press, 1956), p. 268. 
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creating senses of inequality all 
along the line of social status. We 
have grown dissatisfied with the 
old comparison between material 
deficiency and adequacy, and have 
become absorbed in the difference 
between adequacy and luxury, and 
even luxury and excess. Success 
and happiness seem to be found 
mainly in material equality, and 
many who fail to gain such parity 
through competition are some
times prone to demand it as a 
human right. Thus, the luxuries 
of today may be demanded as to
morrow's necessities, and the need 
is never satisfied except through 
equalitarian reform. This is the 
process by which individual moral 
consideration for human need is 
transformed into collective "legal" 
compulsion. 

This transformation encom
passes not only material equation, 
as discussed above, but psycho
logical parity as well. Human dif
ferences create dependency and in
equality which in turn produce 
feelings of inferiority and social 
antagonism. Prejudice, intoler
ance, and feelings of inadequacy 
evolve from human inequality and, 
like other forms of poverty, must 
be approached through moral ex
ample, moral persuasion, and hu
man understanding and compas
sion. Psychological differences, or 
senses of inequality, can be less
ened or soothed in this manner, 

but they will never be erased. This 
is a frustrating fact. 

Eliminating the Human Quality 

Psychological differences may 
be abolished, it seems, in only two 
ways: by doing away with all hu
man inequality, or by rendering 
human beings void of feeling and 
emotion. Either method would 
necessitate the creation of mental 
robots, beings without initiative, 
individuality, and sensitivity -
creatures no longer human. Such 
was the method finally attempted 
by many followers of Karl Marx. 
This enervating remedy has been 
applied in some nations, and still 
the idealistic ritual of sacrificing 
social and economic freedom on 
the altar of "the good of society" 
continues to gain momentum. 

Certainly the equalitarian re
form movement in America has 
grown out of the earnest attempt 
to realize the dignity of the in
dividual. But demands are spread
ing through emotional and moral 
force to include things which are 
both humanly unrealistic and dem
ocratically impossible. Political 
rights and equality before the law 
no longer satisfy desires. Now 
psychological and material equal
ity are being added to the list of 
human rights, a list which likely 
will never be complete. For 
strange as it may seem, the free 
society, which naturally creates all 
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varieties of inequality, affords a 
fertile environment for equalitar
ian idealism. Any attempt at un
derstanding the rights issue in 
America must include an examina
tion of this strange reality. 

Origins of Equalitarianism 

If equality is humanly and dem
ocratically impossible, why are 
many in this nation striving so 
fervently to attain it? What are 
the origins of equalitarianism? 
Some have been mentioned pre
viously, but the following appear 
most prominent. 

The idea of human equality 
rises from the desire for social 
harmony and moral justice. Such 
desire has been transformed into 
numerous laws which are intended 
to enforce "humanity" among 
men. Thus, society safeguards it
self, by limited equalitarian law, 
from common human instincts 
which would destroy social har
mony and deprive its citizens of 
life, liberty, the pursuit of hap
piness, and private possessions. 
But in a highly competitive so
ciety, law and law enforcement are 
very imperfect and create con
siderable frustration. At the same 
time, extremes of individual in
equality abound. Only one conclu
sion seems possible. In a free so
ciety, the problems of social regu
lation and social diversity are ac
celerated and tend to provoke 

more extreme demands for re
form. Due to prolonged frustra
tion created by the natural dis
harmony of a free society (plus 
international pressures), many 
finally become receptive to the idea 
of applying a leveling process as 
the only solution. This same frus
tration and equalitarian solution 
can be noted in the histories of 
most major countries since the 
middle of the nineteenth century. 
Our experience is not unique ; our 
problems are perhaps just more 
accented, more persistent, and 
considerably more diverse. 

The Moral Tradition 

A second origin of reform zeal 
is found in the moral tradition of 
this society, and especially in the 
inherent idealism of its religious 
institutions. The desire for 
heavenly perfection is good and 
beautiful, and no body of thought 
has contributed to social progress 
as much as that found between 
the covers of our Bibles. In to
day's world the Church's responsi
bilities and influence surpass those 
of any other organization. But it 
may be far better that the Church 
ignore its duties than for it to 
lose its sense of reality in sup
porting the attempt to impose a 
heavenly dream world on this 
earth of human imperfection; for 
in the process it may destroy eco
nomic and social freedoms essen-
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tial to democracy. The danger is 
that the Church, like other groups, 
may be trying to enact moral ob
ligation into legal compulsion. An 
admonition by John Locke, writ
ten in 1689, covered the issue 
bluntly, but very well: "It is ab
surd," he noted, "that things 
should be enjoined by laws which 
are not in men's power to per
form.''2 Prejudice, discrimination, 
and compassion are among such 
"things.'' 

Locke's statement summarizes 
the trend of moral idealism, and 
also leads us to the last, and most 
comprehensive, origin of equali
tarianism; for, basically, the un
restrained demand for legalized 
absolute equality is little more 
than disregard for the limitations 
of law. Religious or secular pas
sion may effect such neglect, as 
discussed previously. However, the 
problem in this society involves 
not only the driving emotion 
which obscures legal limitations, 
but also the lack of rigid, perma
nently defined laws covering vari
ous matters. This is, of course, 
necessary in a dynamic society; 
much of the law must be flexible 
for interpretation under varying 
conditions. 

Thus, our predecessors estab
lished in 1787 certain fundamen-

2 Quoted in John H. Randall, The 
Muking of the Modern Mind (Boston: 
Houghton Mifflin Co., 1926), p. 375. 

tal guidelines by which the social, 
political, and economic activity of 
this nation would thereafter be 
regulated. Some of this funda
mental law is inflexible, not sub
ject to evolutionary interpreta
tion; other parts are quite broad 
and have been interpreted time 
and again by the Supreme Court 
in an effort to adapt them to 
changing conditions of society. 
This combination of static and 
flexible law has produced the most 
stable and progressive nation in 
world history. Yet, this dual na
ture of the Constitution contains 
an inherent danger which has be
gun materializing. 

Reforms and Crusades 

The constant interpretation of 
the more elastic Constitutional 
provisions seems to produce an 
atmosphere of reform which, un
der conditions noted above, creates 
demands for alteration of the per
manent guarantees of fundamen
tal law. This influence manifests 
itself, for example, in debate over 
definition of "public services," or 
"public accommodations." This 
question, one affecting the eco
nomic vitality of a free society, 
occupies a central position in the 
current rights crusade. Its ex
amination will provide the best 
example of equalitarian Constitu
tional modification. 

What constitutes a public serv-
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ice? Under what circumstances 
may private property be so de
fined and thus regulated for the 
"common good"? In attempting to 
summarize the problem one must, 
of course, remember that "public 
accommodation" is only a more re
fined title for public service - for 
that which accommodates also 
serves. 

"Public Service" Defined 

Some will suggest that public 
services are those organizations 
established at public expense; 
such services, publicly owned, 
serve the general tax-paying 
citizenry. Few would deny the 
validity of this definition. At the 
other extreme stands the more 
idealistic group which identifies 
as public services all establish
ments openly engaging in business 
with human beings. In a free so
ciety founded on guarantees of 
life, liberty, pursuit of happiness, 
and right of private ownership, 
which of the two standpoints can 
be adopted as both functional and 
recognizing human dignity? What 
has the Supreme Court of this na
tion decided on the matter? 

In 1877 the highest Federal 
Court attempted for the first time 
to deal with the problem. In Munn 
v. Illinois the Court reviewed an 
Illinois law regulating private 
grain warehouses which had com
bined to fix charges for elevator 

and warehouse services. The key 
sentences in the majority decision, 
which upheld the Illinois law, defi
nitely ruled against the active use 
of property in a manner which 
would unnecessarily injure an
other: the "social compact . . . 
does not confer power upon the 
whole people to control rights 
which are purely and exclusively 
private ... but it does authorize 
the establishment of laws requir
ing each citizen to so conduct him
self, and so use his own property, 
as not unnecessarily to injure an
other."3 

The Munn v. Illinois decision 
was not unanimous. In fact, the 
dissenting opmwn of Justice 
Stephen J. Field overshadows the 
majority view by its critical 
analysis of the problem: "The de
fendants were no more public 
warehousemen, as justly observed 
by counsel, than the merchant who 
sells his merchandise to the public 
is a public merchant ... and it 
was a strange notion that by call
ing them so they would be brought 
under legislative control."~ Justice 
Field declared, "But it would seem 

3 Major court decisions of this type 
may be found in any government text
book, but one of the most convenient 
collections of such documents is avail
able in the following, from which these 
quotations were taken: Richard Hof
stadter, Great Issues in American His
tory, vol. II (New York: Vintage Books, 
1958). p, 139. 

4 Ibid., p. 143. 
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from its opinion that the court 
holds that property loses some
thing of its private character 
when employed in such a way as to 
be generally useful."" "If this be 
sound law," he continued, "if 
there be no protection, either in 
the principles upon which our re
publican government is founded, 
or in the prohibitions of the Con
stitution against such invasion of 
private rights, all property and 
all business in the state are held at 
the mercy of a majority of its 
legislature .... Indeed, there is 
hardly an enterprise or business 
engaging the attention and labor 
of any considerable portion of the 
community, in which the public 
has not an interest in the sense in 
which that term is used by the 
court in its opinion."H 

A Confusion of Concepts 

Since 1877 an indiscriminate 
fusion of entirely different social 
concepts has occurred: moral right 
has been equated with legal right, 
while public service has become 
synonymous with private service. 
The merging of these four con
cepts can be seen by examining 
two well-known Supreme Court 
cases, plus current developments. 

In Plessy v. Ferguson, 1896, the 
Court upheld a Louisiana law 

5 Ibid., p. 144. 

6 Ibid., p. 145. 

which provided for segregated, 
"separate but equal accommoda
tions" in transportation facilities. 
The decision later was applied to 
public educational facilities. In 
concluding its opinion the major
ity noted the difference between 
moral and legal rights: "The ar
gument also assumes that social 
prejudices may be overcome by 
legislation, and that equal rights 
cannot be secured to the Negro 
except by an enforced commin
gling of the two races. We cannot 
accept this proposition. If the two 
races are to meet upon terms of 
social equality, it must be the re
sult of natural affinities, a mutual 
appreciation of each other's merits 
and a voluntary consent of indi
viduals .... Legislation is power
less to eradicate racial instincts or 
to abolish distinctions based upon 
physical differences, and the at
tempt to do so can only result in 
accentuating the difficulties of the 
present situation."' 

Justice John M. Harlan, dissent
ing in Plessy v. Ferguson, could 
not admit a distinction between 
moral and legal right: "The arbi
trary separation of citizens, on 
the basis of race, while they are 
on a public highway, is a badge 
of servitude wholly inconsistent 
with the civil freedom and the 
equality before the law established 

7 Ibid., p. 57. 
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by the Constitution .... It cannot 
be justified upon any legal 
grounds."8 

A half century and a half-dozen 
cases later, the Court concluded 
that "in the field of public educa
tion the doctrine of 'separate but 
equal' has no place."9 This deci
sion, in Brown v. Board of Educa
tion of Topeka, 1954, was based 
on the finding that "separate edu
cational facilities are inherently 
unequal" due to the creation of a 
psychological sense of inferiority 
"which affects the motivation of a 
child to learn."10 

When an Exception 
Becomes the Rule 

What conclusions can be drawn 
from the changes occurring be
tween Munn v. Illinois, 1877, and 
the present, but that certain con
cepts have become equated in 
meaning? From the original at
tempt to restrict practices of mo
nopoly, legal regulation of pri
vate property is being expanded 
to include all private facilities en
gaging in business with the pub
lic. This movement has received 
much of its force from the 1954 
case, which definitely applied only 
to public educational facilities 
(those established by the public). 
The fusion of moral and legal 

s IMd., p. 58. 
9 I bid., p. 63. 
1o Ibid. 

right in the Brown case requires 
no comment, and certainly, as pub
lic facilities, the schools fall with
in this ruling. Personal bias and 
intolerance create psychological 
senses of inferiority and cannot 
be allowed to dictate policy in pub
lic services. But application of 
this principle to privately owned 
services raises definite questions 
of Constitutional legality; such 
an attempt would constitute noth
ing less than an effort to alter per
manent guarantees of fundamen
tal law. If this happens, it may be 
the beginning, rather than the 
end, of equalitarian trends. Any 
human difference tends to create 
a psychological sense of inade
quacy. The possibilities for protest 
and demand are limitless, unless 
"public service" and other ambig
uous slogans are kept within the 
limitations of the inflexible safe
guards of fundamental law. Moral 
fervor finds justification, however 
unrealistic, for satisfying all hu
man needs. It has happened in 
many parts of the world, areas in 
which initiative and ability are 
still being sacrificed on the altar 
of "the common good." 

Regardless of geographical set
ting, however, the leveling proc
ess of equalitarian reform always 
begins with that beautiful dream 
of social and economic paradise, 
an earthly heaven in which there 
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will be no prejudice, no discrimi
nation, no material poverty or 
poverty of ambition and ability. 
Few will deny that this dream 
springs from earnest human de
sire. But desire for the ideal soci
ety sometimes rises to blinding 

emotion, and this intensity of feel
ing, which finds a natural environ
ment in a free society, tragically 
obscures the vital differences be
tween the equalitarian dream and 
the realities of the democratic 
society. ~ 

IDEAS ON liBtRlY The Haves versus the Have-Nots 

OuR POLITICAL LEADERS have recently declared war against pov

erty. They have promised an all-out effort to abolish it here in 

the United States, and perhaps elsewhere. The tactics they are 

using for this campaign are necessarily determined by the na

ture of government itself. That is, since any government is by 

definition always the collective organization of the supreme ap

paratus of power based on physical violence, the tactics used 

by the government in this "national effort" must necessarily in

volve more compulsions, prohibitions, and other controls over its 

citizens in their peaceful economic affairs. For no government 

at war (be it a campaign against poverty, religion, or an in

vading army) has ever fought the war by exercising fewer 

controls over its citizens. 

I have never heard of an exception to that principle of gov

ernment in action. Perhaps that explains why our governmental 

leaders have realistically used military terminology and organi

zation in their plans to mobilize the nation's manpower and re

sources for the coming battle. 

DEAN RUSSELL 



PROPERTY 
HEALTHY 
FOR MAN 
RUSSELL KIRK 

ONE of the most evil works of 
collectivism- whether it be called 
communism, state capitalism, so
cialism, "people's democracy," or 
what you will - is the destruction 
of true private property. For the 
longing of man to have something 
genuinely his own goes back be
yond the roots of civilization. 

In the Nazi and communist 
concentration camps, the wretched 
prisoners clung, as their last hope, 
to some particular patch of floor 
in cell or barracks, where they 
could sleep every night and crouch 
during the day. The most extreme 
cruelty which· their jailer could 
contrive was to shift their vic
tims, frequently, from spot to 
spot or building, so that even this 
last show of private property was 
denied them. They had nothing to 
call their own. 

As the bull, doomed in the ring, 
returns after every charge to his 
little patch of stamping ground, 
so man requires innately some 
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tiny territory that is his. This 
point is made sagaciously by Mr. 
Robert Ardrey in his book, Afri
can Genesis: A Personal Investi
gation into the Animal Origins 
and Nature of Man. 

In man, as in most other ani
mals (not counting insects), Mr. 
Ardrey points out the instinct for 
status and one's own domain is 
stronger even than the appetite 
for sex. It is this fact which Marx
ists and other utopian reformers 
ignore, to the great suffering of 
modern mankind. 

"We, the approximate Class of 
1930," Mr. Ardrey writes, "today 
furnish trusted and vital leader
ship to world thought, world poli
tics, world society, and to what
ever may exist of world hope. 
But we do not know that the hu
man drive to acquire possession 
is the simple expression of an 
animal instinct many hundreds of 
times older than the human race 
itself." The rediscovery of this 
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fact, Ardrey goes on to explain, 
refutes Marxism. 

Nearly 90 years ago the great 
legal authority, Henry Maine, de
clared that civilization is the prod
uct of personal property. This 
thesis is reaffirmed in our time 
by Dr. Gottfried Dietze, in his 
slim, important book, In Defense 
of Property. If you deprive man 
of true property, you work for the 
destruction of culture and a just 
civil social order. 

Human nature is constant. We 
moderns are not really different, 
in longing and character, from 
the ancient Egyptians whose hopes 
and lamentations we can read in 
their tombs. And if we deprive 
modern humanity of one of its 
natural satisfactions and sup
ports, we reduce mankind to some
thing less than it ought to be. 

So it is necessarily evil to be 
rootless, to own nothing, to be 
simply a little insecure speck in a 
kind of tapioca pudding society. 
And the more personal a piece of 
property is, the healthier for man 
it becomes. Merely owning a stock 
certificate or a bond or a deposit 
book does not satisfy the instinct 
for property -though doubtless 
this is better than no property 
at all. 

Thus the crofter in the Heb
rides, or the Portuguese fisher
man in his tiny cottage, in one 
considerable sense is a happier 
and truer man than the most suc
cessful industrial manager in So
viet Russia. He possesses his own 
little domain, while the industrial 
commissar is lost in an 
sonal, propertyless, gray 
world. 

imper
insect 

~ 

(Copyright 1964, General Features Corp.) 

IDEAS ON liBERTY Abraham Lincoln 

PROPERTY is the f'ruit of labor; property is desirable; is a posi
tive good in the workl. That some should be rich is just encour
agement to industry and enterprise. Let not him who is house
less [lUll down the house of another, but let him work diligently 
and build one for himself, thus by example assuring that his own 
shall be safe from violence when built. I take it that it is best 
for all to leave each man free to acquire property as fast as he 
can. Some will get wealthy. I don't believe in a law to prevent a 
man from getting rich; it would do more harm than good. 

Address to the Working Men's Association of New York, 1864 



HENRY HAZLITT 

THE CONCEPT of Rights is in ori
gin a legal concept. In fact, in 
most European languages the 
term for Law is identical with the 
term for Right. The Latin jus, 
the French droit, the Italian 
diritto, the Spanish derecho, the 
German Recht signify both the 
legal rule that binds a person and 
the legal right that every person 
claims as his own. These coinci
dences are no mere accident. Law 
and Right are correlative terms. 
They are two sides of the same 
coin. All private rights are de
rived from the legal order, while 
the legal order involves the aggre
gate of all the rights coordinated 
by it. As one legal writer puts it: 
"We can hardly define a right bet
ter than by saying that it is the 
range of action assigned to a par-

Henry Hazlitt is well known for his Newsweek 
column and numerous books and articles on 
economics and finance. This article will ap
pear in his book, The Foundations of Mo
rality, to be published shortly by D. Van 
Nostrand Co., Princeton, N. J., 396 pages, 
$9.95. 
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ticular will within the social or
der established by law."1 

In other words, just because 
every person under the rule of 
law is divested of an unlimited 
liberty of action, a certain liberty 
of action within the legal limits is 
conceded and guaranteed to him 
by right. 

When a man claims something 
as a right, he claims it as his own 
or as due to him. The very con
ception of a legal right for one 
man implies an obligation on the 
part of somebody else or of every
body else. If a creditor has a 
right to a sum of money owed to 
him on a certain day, the debtor 
has an obligation to pay it. If you 
have a right to freedom of speech, 
to privacy, or to the ownership of 
a house, everyone else has an ob-

1 Paul Vinog"radotf, Common-Sense in 
Law (Home University Library; New 
York: Henry Holt, 1914), pp. 61-62. I 
am indebted to Vinogradoff's whole dis
cussion of the nature of rig-hts in pos
itive law. 
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ligation to respect it. A legal 
right for me implies a legal duty 
of others not to interfere with my 
free exercise of it. 

Among legal rights almost uni
versally recognized and protected 
today are the right to freedom 
from assault, or from arbitrary 
arrest or imprisonment; the right 
to be protected from arbitrary 
intrusion into one's home; the 
right to freedom of speech and 
publication (within certain estab
lished limits) ; the right to hold 
property; the right to compensa
tion for damages inflicted by tres
passers; the right to demand ful
fillment of a contract; and many 
others. 

The notion of legal right has its 
counterpart in legal duty. In their 
legal relations men either claim or 
owe. If A exerts an acknowledged 
right, he has the legal power to 
require that B (or that B, C, D, 
etc.) shall act or forbear to act in 
a certain way - shall do some
thing or abstain from doing some
thing. 

Neither legally nor morally can 
"property rights" be properly con
trasted with "human rights": 

The right of ownership is, strictly 
speaking, quite as much a personal 
right-the right of one person against 
other persons-as a right to service, 
or a lease. It may be convenient for 
certain purposes to speak of rights 
over things, but in reality there can 

only be rights in respect of things 
against persons. . . . Relations and 
intercourse arise exclusively between 
live beings; but goods as well as 
ideas are the object and the material 
of such relations; and when a right 
of ownership in a watch or a piece 
of land is granted to me by law, this 
means not only that the seller has 
entered into a personal obligation to 
deliver those things to me, but also 
that every person will be bound to 
recognize them as mine.~ 

"Every single legal rule may be 
thought of as one of the bulwarks 
or boundaries erected by society 
in order that its members shall 
not collide with each other in 
their actions."a As every legal 
rule appears as a necessary ad
junct to some relation of social in
tercourse, it is often difficult to 
say whether the rule precedes the 
rights and duties involved in the 
relation, or vice versa. Both of 
these sides of law stand in con
stant cross-relations with each 
other. 

Constitutional Guarantees 

In the last three centuries there 
has been an expansion of legal 
rights and an increasingly explic
it recognition of their existence 
and importance. To protect the in
dividual against abuses in statute 
law or by law-enforcement of
ficials, "bills of rights" have been 

2 Ibid., pp. 68-69. 
3 I bid., p. 70. 
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incorporated into written consti
tutions. The most famous of these 
is the Bill of Rights adopted in 
1790 in the American Constitu
tion. 

The Bill of Rights is another 
name for the first ten Amend
ments. It guarantees freedom of 
worship, of speech, and of the 
press ; the right of the people 
peaceably to assemble, and to pe
tition the government for a re
dress of grievances; the right of 
the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and ef
fects, against unreasonable search
es and seizures; the right of ev
ery person not to be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness 
against himself; nor to be de
prived of life, liberty, or prop
erty, without due process of law; 
nor to have his property taken for 
public use, without just compen
sation; the right of the accused, 
in all criminal prosecutions, to a 
speedy and public trial by an im
partial jury; the right to be pro
tected against excessive bail and 
excessive fines, and cruel and un
usual punishments. 

This list is not complete. To the 
rights specified in the first ten 
Amendments, additional rights 
were later added in the Four
teenth Amendment. Some rights, 
in fact, are specified in the origi
nal Constitution. The privilege of 
the writ of habeas corpus cannot 

be suspended unless in cases of 
rebellion or invasion the public 
safety may require it. Congress is 
prohibited from passing any bill 
of attainder or ex post facto law. 
Any state also is prohibited from 
passing any bill of attainder, ex 
post facto law, or law impairing 
the obligation of contracts. 

We shall return later to fuller 
consideration of some of these 
rights, and of their scope and lim
itations. 

Natural Rights 

Especially in the last two cen
turies, there has been a broaden
ing of the concept of legal rights 
to the notion of "natural" rights. 
This was already implicit and 
sometimes explicit, however, in 
the thought of Plato and Aris
totle, of Cicero and the Roman 
jurists, and becomes more explicit 
and detailed in the writings of 
Locke, Rousseau, Burke, and Jef
ferson.4 

The term Natural Rights, like 
the term Natural Law, is in some 
respects unfortunate. It has helped 
to perpetuate a mystique which 
regards such rights as having ex
isted since the beginning of time; 
as having been handed down from 
heaven; as being simple, self-evi-

4 A scholarly and illuminating history 
can be found in Leo Strauss, Natural 
Right and Histo1·y (University of Chi
cago Press, 1953). 
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dent, and easily stated; as even 
being independent of the human 
will, independent of consequences, 
inherent in the nature of things. 
This concept is reflticted in the 
Declaration of Independence: "We 
hold these truths to be self-evi
dent, that all men are created 
equal, that they are endowed by 
their Creator with certain unali
enable Rights, that among these 
are Life, Liberty, and the pursuit 
of Happiness." 

A Goal or Ideal 

Yet though the term Natural 
Rights easily lends itself to mis
interpretation, the concept is in
dispensable; and it will do no 
harm to keep the term as long as 
we clearly understand it to mean 
ideal rights, the legal rights that 
every man ought to enjoy. The 
historic function of the doctrine 
of Natural Rights has been, in 
fact, to insist that the individual 
be guaranteed legal rights that he 
did not have, or held only uncer
tainly and precariously. 

By a further extension, we are 
justified in talking not only of 
"natural" legal rights but of moral 
rights. Yet clarity of thought de
mands that we hold fast to at least 
one part of the legal meaning of 
"rights." We have seen that ev
ery right of one man implies a 
corresponding obligation of others 
to do something or refrain from 

doing something so that he may 
be protected in and even guaran
teed that right. If we abandon this 
two-sided concept the term right 
becomes a mere rhetorical flourish 
without definite meaning. 

Pseudo-Rights 

Before we examine the real na
ture and function of "natural" or 
moral rights it will clarify our 
ideas to look at some illegitimate 
extensions of the concept. 

These have been rife for the 
last generation. An outstanding 
example is the Four Freedoms an
nounced by President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt in 1941. The first two of 
these - "freedom of speech and 
expression," and "freedom of ev
ery person to worship God in his 
own way" -are legitimate free
doms and legitimate rights. They 
were, in fact, already guaranteed 
in the Constitution. But the last 
two- "freedom from want ... 
everywhere in the world" and 
"freedom from fear ... anywhere 
in the world" are illegitimate ex
tensions of the concept of freedom 
or the concept of rights. 

It will be noticed that the first 
two are freedoms of (or to), and 
the second two are freedoms from. 
Had Roosevelt used the synonym 
"liberty," he would still have been 
able to promise "liberty to," but 
English idiom would hardly have 
allowed him to promise "liberty 
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from."5 "Freedom to" is a guar
anty that no one, including the 
government, will be allowed to in
terfere with one's freedom of 
thought and expression ; but 
"freedom from" means that it is 
considered the duty of someone 
else to supply one's wants or to 
remove one's fears. Aside from 
the fact that this is a demand im
possible of fulfillment (in a world 
of daily dangers and in a world in 
which we have not collectively 
produced enough to meet all our 
wants), just how does it become 
someone else's duty to supply my 
wants or to banish my fears? And 
how do I decide just whose duty 
it is? 

Human Rights and the U.N. 

Another outstanding example 
of a demand for pseudo-rights is 
found in the Universal Declara
tion of Human Rights adopted by 
the General Assembly of the 
United Nations in 1948. This dec
laration states, for example, that 
"everyone has the right to rest 
and leisure, including reasonable 
limitation of working hours and 
periodic holidays with pay." As
suming that this is even possible 
for everyone (in South America, 
Asia, Africa, and in the present 
state of civilization), whose obli-

s See George Santayana, Dominations 
and Powers (New York: Scribner's, 
1951), p. 58n. 

gation is it to provide all this? 
And how far does each provider's 
alleged obligation extend? 

The same questions may be 
asked of all the rhetorical de
mands for alleged rights that we 
now hear almost daily -"the right 
to a minimum standard of liv
ing"; "the right to a decent 
wage"; "the right to a job"; "the 
right to an education"; and even 
"the right to a comfortable liv
ing"; "the right to a satisfactory 
job," or "the right to a good edu
cation." It is not only that all 
these alleged rights have vague 
quantitative boundaries- that 
they do not specify how high a 
wage is considered "decent" or 
how much education "the right to 
an education" implies. What 
makes them pseudo-rights is that 
they imply that it is somebody 
else's obligation to supply those 
things. But they do not usually 
tell us whose obligation, or pre
cisely how it comes to be his. My 
"right to a job" implies that it is 
somebody else's duty to give me a 
job, apparently regardless of my 
qualifications or even whether I 
would do more damage than good 
on the job. 

Absolute vs. Prima Facie Rights 

Unfortunately, disposing of 
some of the more obviously pseu
do-rights does only a little to sim
plify our problem. Natural rights 
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or moral rights are not always 
self-evident, are not necessarily 
simple, and are seldom if ever ab
solute. If legal rights are the cor
relates of legal rules, moral rights 
are the correlates of moral rules. 
And as moral duties may some
times conflict with each other, so 
may moral rights. My legal and 
moral rights are limited by your 
legal and moral rights. My right 
to freedom of speech, for example, 
is limited by your right not to be 
slandered. And "your right to 
swing your arm ends where my 
nose begins." 

The temptation to simplify 
moral rights is great. One moral 
philosopher, Hastings Rashdall, 
tried to reduce them all to one 
single right- the right to equal
ity of consideration: 

Not only does the principle of 
equal consideration not necessarily 
prescribe any actual equality of 
Well-being or of the material con
ditions of Well-being: when properly 
understood, it does not favor the 
attempt to draw up a p1·iori any 
detailed list of the "rights of man." 
It is impossible to discover any tan
gible concrete thing, or even any spe
cific "Liberty of action or acquisi
tion," to which it can be contended 
that every individual or human be
ing has a right under all circum
stances. There are circumstances un
der which the satisfaction of any 
and every such right is a physical 

impossibility. And if every assertion 
of right is to be conditioned by the 
clause "if it be possible," we might 
as well boldly say that every man, 
woman, and child on the earth's sur
face has a right to £1000 a year. 

There is every bit as much reason 
for such an assertion as for main
taining that every one has a right 
to the means of subsistence, or to 
three acres and a cow, or to life, or 
to liberty, or to the Parliamentary 
franchise, or to propagate his spe
cies, or the like. There are conditions 
under which none of these rights can 
be given to one man without preju
dice to the equal rights of others. 
There seems, then, to be no "right 
of man" which is unconditional, ex
cept the right to consideration-that 
is to say, the right to have his true 
Well-being (whatever that true Well
being be) regarded as of equal im
portance in all social arrangements 
with the Well-being of everybody 
else. 

Elaborate expositions of the rights 
of man are, at best, attempts to for
mulate the most important actual or 
legal rights which an application of 
the principle of equality would re
quire to be conceded to the gener
ality of men at a particular state of 
social development. They are all ul
timately resolvable into the one su
preme and unconditional right-the 
right to consideration; and all par
ticular applications of that prin
ciple must be dependent upon cir
cumstances of time and place.G 

G The Theory of Good and Evil (Ox
ford University Press, 1907), I, 227. 
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A Vague Criterion 

In its negative contention- in 
emphasizing how many devoutly
to-be-wished-for conditions may 
be falsely called rights - this pas
sage is highly instructive. But in 
its affirmative contention- in its 
effort to prove that all rights may 
be subsumed under equality of 
consideration- the passage can
not be called successful. No doubt 
"equality of consideration" is one 
moral right. But it is a very vague 
one. Suppose we think of it for a 
moment as a claimed legal right. 
Suppose a chair of philosophy 
falls vacant at Harvard and M, N, 
and 0 are among those who se
cretly aspire to be appointed to 
the post. And suppose, instead, 
that A gets the appointment and 
M, N, and 0 discover that A was, 
in fact, the only man even consid
ered for the post? How could any 
one of the unsuccessful hopefuls 
go about legally proving that he 
did not get equality of considera
tion? (And in just what would 
"equality of consideration" have 
consisted?) He could say that the 
appointing group was influenced 
by irrelevant considerations - by 
considerations apart from what 
were strictly A's qualifications for 
the post- or that his, M's, quali
fications for the post were not 
even considered. But could the ap
pointing group reasonably be ex
pected to consider equally every-

body's qualifications for the post? 
Or is Rashdall's criterion merely 
another form of Bentham's "ev
erybody to count for one, nobody 
to count for more than one"? And 
just how would either criterion 
help a man to decide a specific 
moral problem- such as, in a 
shipwreck at sea, whether to save 
his wife or a stranger? Or even 
(if conditions made this the only 
alternative) whether to save his 
wife or two strangers? 

We must try to think of moral 
rights with at least as much care 
and precision as legislators, 
judges, and jurists are compelled 
to think of legal rights. We can
not be satisfied with any vague 
and easy rhetorical solutions. Le
gal rights actually constitute an 
intricate and interrelated struc
ture of rights worked out by cen
turies of judicial reasoning ap
plied to centuries of human ex
perience. Contrary to Justice 
Holmes's facile epigram: "The life 
of the law has not been logic; it 
has been experience,"7 the life of 
the law has been both logic and 
experience. The law is the product 
of logic and reason brought to 
bear on experience. 

Few Rights Are Absolute 

As everyone's rights are condi
tioned by the equal rights of 

7 Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes, Jr., 
The Common Law (1881). 
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others, as the rights of each must 
be harmonized and coordinated 
with the equal rights of all, and 
as one right may not always and 
everywhere be compatible with an
other, there are few if any abso
lute rights. Even the right to life 
and the right to freedom of speech 
are not absolute. John Locke often 
wrote as if the rights to life, lib
erty, and property were absolute, 
but he made exceptions and quali
fications in the course of his dis
cussion: "Every one as he is 
bound to preserve himself . . . so 
by the like reason, when his own 
preservation comes not in compe
tition, ought he as much as he can 
to preserve the rest of mankind, 
and not unless it be to do justice 
on an offender, take away or im
pair the life, or what tends to the 
preservation of the life, the lib
erty, health, limb, or goods of an
other."R (My italics.) 

Even the right to freedom of 
speech does not extend to libel, 
slander, or obscenity (though 
there may be difficult problems of 
definition concerning the latter). 
And nearly everyone will concede 
the limits to free speech as defined 
by Justice Holmes in a celebrated 
opinion: 

The most stringent protection of 
free speech would not protect a man 

8 Two Treatises of Civil Government 
( 1689), Book II, Chap. 2, sec. 6. 

in falsely shouting fire in a theatre, 
and causing a panic. It does not 
even protect a man from injunction 
against uttering words that may 
have all the effect of force. The ques
tion in every case is whether the 
words are used in such circum
stances and are of such a nature as 
to create a clear and present danger 
that they will bring about the sub
stantive evils that Congress has a 
right to prevent. It is a question of 
proximity and degree.9 

Adherence to Principle 
the Ultimate Foundation 

The suggestion has been made, 
following the analogy of the con
cept of "prima facie duties" 
(which we owe to Sir David 
Ross), that though we have no ab
solute rights, we do have prima 
facie rights. That is, we have a 
prima facie right to life, liberty, 
property, etc., which must be re
spected in the absence of some 
conflicting right or other consid
eration. But just as the law must 
be more precise than this, so must 
moral philosophy. Legal rights are 
of course subject to certain con
ditions and qualifications. But 
7cithin those necessary qualifica
tions, legal rights are or ought to 
be inviolable. And so, of course, 
should moral rights be inviolable. 

This inviolability does not rest 
on some mystical yet self-evident 

9 Schenck v. United States, 249 U.S. 
52. 
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"law of nature." It rests ultimate
ly (though it will shock many to 
hear this) on utilitarian consid
erations. But it rests, not on ad 
hoc utilitism, on expediency in 
any narrow sense, but on rule
utilitism, on the recognition that 

the highest and only permanent 
utility comes from an unyielding 
adherence to principle. Only by 
the most scrupulous respect for 
each other's imprescriptible rights 
can we maximize social peace, or
der, and cooperation. ~ 

IDEAS ON LIBERTY Beyond the State 

IT MUST BE CONCEDED that there are such rights in every 

free government beyond the control of the State. A gov

ernment which recognized no such rights, which held the 

lives, the liberty, and the property of its citizens subject 

at all times to the absolute disposition and unlimited con

trol of even the most democratic repository of power is, 

after all, but a despotism. It is true it is a despotism of 

the many- of the majority, if you choose to call it so. But 

it is none the less a despotism .... 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on 

the property of the citizen, and with the other to bestow 

it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises and 

build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery be

cause it is done under the forms of law and is called taxa

tion. This is not legislation. It is a decree under legisla

tive forms. 

MR. JUSTICE SAMUEL F. MILLER 

speaking for the Supreme Court in 
the case of Loan Association v. Topeka (20 Wall. 655) 
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DOLLAR STABILITY IMPAIRED 

JOHN G. BILLS, JR. 

THOUGH 1964 has shown good 
profits for many American com
panies, it is important in these fat 
months to understand that the 
prospect of profits inspires produc
tive employment of human and 
other resources; dwindling prof
its mean unemployment and eco
nomic stagnation. 

The welfare state operates as a 
vice and a vise - that can squeeze 
profits. The threat of such a 
squeeze can be overcome only 
through personal understanding 
and practice of the virtues of 
freedom -personal rejection of the 
underlying vices of welfarism. 

Mr. Bills is a stockbroker with Hornblower & 
Weeks in Los Angeles. 
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WILLIAM HENRY CHAMBERLIN 

AMONG the world's obituary no
tices some attention should be 
paid to the strange death of that 
respectable political and economic 
doctrine known as liberalism. 
Throughout the nineteenth cen
tury the Liberal Party was one of 
the two principal contenders for 
power in Great Britain. And, what 
was more important, liberal ideas, 
especially in economics, predomi
nated in the entire Western world. 

Franklin D. Roosevelt's hastily 
improvised Four Freedoms had 
not been heard of. But three free
doms, rooted in the principles of 
historic liberalism, as expressed 
in the writings of Adam Smith 
and Locke and Bentham and Mill, 
were widely observed and contrib
uted much to the possibilities of 
economic growth and adjustment 

Mr. Chamberlin is a skilled observer and 
reporter 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. 
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of population strains. These were 
all freedoms of movement, for 
men, for capital, for ideas. The 
millions of immigrants who came 
to the United States required no 
visas. In the best liberal tradition 
surplus manpower went to lands 
of growth, where there was a de
mand for labor in factories, in 
transportation, on farms, not only 
to the United States, but to other 
developing countries, such as Can
ada, Australia, Brazil, and Argen
tina. All the dreary business of 
currency control was unknown at 
a time when the gold standard act
ed as an automatic regulator, as
suring the parity of the world's 
leading money systems. 

Again in line with liberal prin
ciples, capital could freely seek 
the sources of largest return, 
which were the lands and enter
prises in greatest need of capital. 
It would be hard to find a better 
example of the principles of eco-
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nomic liberalism in action than 
the financial and trade policies of 
Great Britain. The return of Brit
ish capital in many cases took the 
form of supplies of foodstuffs and 
raw materials which, under the 
British free trade policy, were ad
mitted, usually without any pay
ment of duty at all, at most with 
nominal tariffs. It is remarkable 
how many problems that are now 
posed in economic reports and 
threshed out in conferences took 
care of themselves when the gold 
standard and the authority of the 
free market were unquestioned. 

The third freedom, of the trans
mission of ideas, was also un
hampered by any Iron Curtain, 
any deliberate policy on the part 
of the rulers of a large part of the 
world to mold the thinking of 
their subjects. Even in Russia, the 
country looked on in the nine
teenth century as a bastion of 
dark reaction, there was no diffi
culty in obtaining The London 
Times or other leading newspa
pers of Western Europe in Mos
cow or St. Petersburg, and there 
was nothing like the present So
viet deliberate insulation of the 
people against thoughts which 
were dangerous from the stand
point of communism. 

Locke and Natural Rights 

What was this historic liberal 
faith that was strongest in Great 

Britain and the United States, but 
which was shared, in large degree, 
by educated men throughout the 
European continent and which 
shaped the economic policies of 
the time? This faith is perhaps 
best understood by a survey of the 
ideas of some of its leading ad
vocates. One of these is John 
Locke, whose eminently lucid mind 
contributed much to formulate in 
theory the practical compromises 
between the extreme positions of 
royalism and puritanism which 
found expression in England's 
"Glorious Revolution" of 1688. 
(And it deserved the name "Glori
ous," if only because it inaugu
rated a long period of civil peace 
and averted the futile bloodshed 
and bitterness that have always at
tended violent revolutions bent on 
the pursuit of utopian aims.) 

Locke enunciated the principle 
of "natural rights" which influ
enced so much the Founding Fa
thers of the American Revolution. 
High among these natural rights, 
in his opinion, were "life, liberty, 
and property." It may have been 
an accident that this formula of 
Locke was not incorporated in our 
Declaration of Independence, the 
less meaningful "pursuit of hap
piness" being substituted for 
"property." Locke affirmed the 
position that the state was made 
for man, not man for the state, 
and brushed away such mythical 
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nonsense as the divine right of 
kings. His definition of the state 
is that of an arrangement for 
general convenience and well-be
ing, strictly enjoined against 
practices that lead to tyranny. As 
property is the outcome of labor, 
it is entitled to security and Locke 
describes it as "the great and 
chief end, therefore, of men's 
uniting into commonwealths." 

Smith Rejects Mercantilism 

Equally influential in the eco
nomic sphere was the viewpoint 
of Adam Smith, who dealt a se
ries of powerful blows, in Wealth 
of Nations and other writings, 
to the already decaying system 
of licenses and regulations. (The 
planners and collectivists who be
lieve that tinkering with prices 
and wages, exports, imports, and 
conditions of production is some
thing new and advanced should 
read up on their history; Euro
pean economic systems up to the 
nineteenth century were full of 
minute regulations and attempts 
to interfere with the natural oper
ation of the free market.) 

"Every man," writes Adam 
Smith in Moral Sentiments, "is 
by nature first and principally 
recommended to his own care." 
Not for Smith the modern fads 
about "national goals" and pro
moting the "public sector" of the 
economy at the expense of the 

private. He strongly emphasizes 
the point that the public good is 
best served by the action of in
numerable private individuals, 
each pursuing his own good. He 
would limit what he calls "that 
insidious and crafty animal vul
garly called the statesman or poli
tician" to the tasks of providing 
for external peace and internal 
order. A hostile commentator, 
the late Harold J. Laski, in his 
one-sided but brilliant work, The 
Rise of Liberalism, gives a fair 
summary of Smith's basic posi
tion as follows: 

Adam Smith is the determined 
critic of most of the industrial regu
lations in vogue in his time. He is 
against protective tariffs, trade com
binations, whether of capital or of 
labor, bounties, labor legislation, 
monopolies. He sees industry as a 
mass of interrelated actions by in
dividuals who will do well enough so 
long as promises are kept and vio
lence prohibited; and the fuller the 
competition between them the great
er will be the public advantage. 
Where the system of liberty obtains, 
each man has the maximum induce
ment to labor, since he has then the 
certainty of reaping the maximum 
reward from it .... There is an iden
tity of interest between classes in 
society which is the more fully real
ized the more they are left alone. 

Another contributor to the ide
ology of historic liberalism is 
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Edmund Burke. Although Burke 
is the intellectual patron saint of 
modern conservatives, he took his 
stand not with the Tories, but 
with a branch of the Whig party 
of his time. And, although his 
views on authority, tradition, and 
prescription are suffused with a 
conservative outlook, his negative 
conception of the proper role of 
the state is quite in the liberal 
tradition. In his essay, "Thoughts 
on Scarcity," Burke wrote as 
follows: 

To provide for us in our necessi
ties is not in the power of govern
ment. It would be a vain presump
tion in statesmen to think they can 
do it .... It is in the power of gov
ernment to prevent much evil; it can 
do very little positive good in this, 
or perhaps in anything else. 

Nineteenth Century Liberals 

Political systems in nineteenth 
century Europe varied, becoming 
more authoritarian as one went 
further to the East. But economic 
liberalism, before World War I, 
was scarcely questioned. And, as 
a doctrine it justified itself by 
its works. It transformed Great 
Britain, where it seemed to have 
struck deepest root and found its 
most convincing advocates, into 
the workshop of the world. With 
its institutions of the free mar
ket, stable currencies, easy trans
fer of capital it made possible 

the expansion of world trade 
on an unprecedented scale and 
brought into practical use for the 
general benefit resources in the 
most remote parts of the world 
that would otherwise have con
tinued to waste for lack of tech
nical know-how, managerial en
terprise, and investment capital. 
Its lessons are still valid; it was 
by the application of liberal eco
nomic principles that Europe out
side the Iron Curtain was saved 
from the bleak and dreary morass 
of rationing, allocations, price 
controls, and bilateral trade in 
which the old continent threatened 
to bog down after the end of 
World War II. 

On the continent of Europe 
liberalism, although nowhere a 
dominant political force (the big 
European mass parties are al
most all Catholic or social demo
cratic in inspiration), possesses 
substantial influence, because it 
still means what it meant in what, 
as we can see in retrospect, was 
the golden age of liberalism, be
tween the fall of Napoleon and 
the outbreak of World War I. 
Most of the leading newspapers 
in European countries, large and 
small, are edited in the spirit of 
classical liberalism. 

But a strange fate, a kind of 
euthanasia has befallen liberal
ism in two countries where it 
was once most powerful, in the 
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United States and in Great Brit
ain. The British Liberal Party 
which produced many prime min
isters before World War I has 
shrunk to a tiny remnant, able 
to elect to Parliament only a 
small handful of members, unable 
to hold the balance between the 
Conservatives and the Laborites. 
And this tiny remnant is not 
agreed as to philosophy and tac
tics, program and direction. 

British and American Reversals 

Some look back a little wist
fully to the time when liberalism 
was the creed of economic indi
vidualism, favoring private as 
against state initiative, rejecting 
the idea that government should 
be a grab bag into which every 
special interest group should 
reach for favors. Other modern 
British liberals bow before the 
new gods of state planning. So 
the British voter is left in doubt 
as to what he is voting for if he 
supports the Liberal cause at the 
polls. And the prospect of a sig
nificant revival of the historic 
party of Gladstone and Asquith 
is dim. 

In the United States the good 
ship Liberalism has suffered a 
still sadder fate. It has been 
successfully boarded by a pirate 
crew of state interventionists and 
near-socialists who have forgot
ten, if indeed they ever under-

stood, the principles of historic 
liberalism, who regard Marx and 
Keynes as more relevant to mod
ern conditions than Adam Smith. 

Two illustrations will show how 
liberalism, in its twentieth cen
tury American meaning, has com
pletely departed from the original 
liberal philosophy. Economy and 
retrenchment in government 
spending were two constant 
watchwords of the Grand Old 
Man of British liberalism, Wil
liam E. Gladstone. On principle, 
Gladstone was a sworn enemy of 
the personal income tax, which 
he tried to abolish altogether at 
one time and succeeded in keep
ing at a level which now seems 
incredibly low. 

By contrast the "liberal," mod
ern American style, is a profli
gate spender of public funds for 
any and all purposes, and some
times merely for the sake of 
spending. If he is free from the 
cynicism of a Harry Hopkins 
("Tax, tax, tax; spend, spend, 
spend; elect, elect, elect") with his 
patent formula for bribing the 
people with their own money, he 
is likely to be a strong Keynesian, 
convinced that the sure cure for 
all social and economic difficulties 
is for the government, the sup
posed horn of plenty, to write a 
bigger check. I recently met a 
professor of economics in a large 
public institution of learning who 



1964 THE STRANGE DEATH OF LIBERALISM 49 

was sure unemployment could be 
abolished - if the government 
would only run a big enough 
deficit. 

There has also been a note
worthy and significant shift in 
attitude toward the state since 
the early period of the American 
Republic. At that time it was the 
Federalists, the more conserva
tive of the two principal parties, 
who favored a relatively strong 
central government, although a 
government well ·provided with 
checks and balances against the 
danger of tyranny. It was the 
Jeffersonian Republicans, the 
Leftists of their time, who were 
most jealous of the powers grant
ed to the central government. It 
was Jefferson, for whom today's 
statist "liberals" still profess ad
miration, who repeatedly stressed 
the idea that the government 
which governs least is best. As 
Jefferson wrote to James C. Cabell 
in 1816: 

The way to have good and safe 
government is not to trust it all to 
one, but to divide it among the 
many, distributing to everyone ex· 
actly the functions he is competent 
to . . . What has destroyed liberty 
and the rights of man in every gov
ernment which has existed under the 
sun? The generalizing and concen
trating all cares into one body, no 
matter whether of the autocrats of 
Russia or France, or of the aristo
crats of a Venetian senate. 

A Tendency to Wink 
at Stalin's Worst Crimes 

As American self-styled 'lib
erals departed entirely from his
toric liberalism in exalting and 
striving to make more powerful 
a strong centralized state, so they 
lost touch with such a character
istic of traditional liberalism as 
resenting acts of cruelty and tyr
anny, under whatever pretexts 
these might be committed. The 
attitude of many intellectuals 
who considered themselves liber
als toward the Soviet dictatorship 
in the thirties, the period when 
some of Stalin's most terrible 
crimes were being committed, was 
a disgrace to reason, humanity, 
and commonsense - all presum
ably liberal values. 

One of the more bizarre occu
pations of these phony "liberals" 
was drawing up and signing 
"Hooray for Murder" manifes
toes, approving Stalin's slaughter 
of many of his most prominent 
colleagues, following trials of 
which the genuineness would 
scarcely be asserted now, even 
in Moscow. A convincing test of 
the objectivity of the American 
"liberal" mind in regard to the 
Soviet Union would be to go 
through the files of any typical 
magazine with this point of view 
in the thirties and forties and 
find out how much space was de
voted to such events as: 
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The liquidation of the Russian 
kulaks as a class. 

The state-engineered famine of 
1932-33. 

The Soviet slave labor system. 
The deportations to forced 

labor from Eastern Poland and 
the Baltic States. 

The massacre of many thou
sands of Polish war prisoners in 
1940 in the Katyn Forest and 
elsewhere. 

The amount of space would be 
negligible and mainly devoted to 
denying that such mass atrocities 
occurred. Such fanatical partisan 
commitment to the whitewashing 
of a foreign dictatorship, such 
complete departure from the 
qualities of humanity, objectivity, 
and open-mindedness which have 
always been considered character
istic of the liberal spirit, suggest 
an infatuation that calls for ex
amination. And examination 
shows that many Americans who 
regarded themselves as liberals 
were so blinded by utopian hopes 
or so frightened by the depres
sion of 1929-33 that they cast 
overboard basic liberal ideals and 
were willing to overlook or ex
plain away any crime, however 
monstrous, committed by a regime 
professing to stand for the aboli
tion of capitalism and a state
planned economy. 

A Semantic Dilemma 
for Those Who Believe in Liberty 

This capture and appropriation 
of the honorable word, liberalism, 
by theorists whose reliance on 
omnicompetent statism would hor
rify the Founding Fathers of the 
liberal faith creates an embar
rassing semantic dilemma for 
those who believe in integral 
liberty, on a foundation of eco
nomic liberty, who may have some 
reservations about calling them
selves conservatives. Friedrich 
Hayek, unwilling to call himself a 
conservative while conscious of 
the perversion of liberalism in the 
United States, chooses to call him
self an Old Whig, recalling that 
Edmund Burke, intellectual hero 
of most modern conservatives, be
longed not to the Tories, but to a 
wing of the Whig Party. 

However this semantic dilemma 
may be solved (by the use of the 
term libertarian, for instance), it 
is important to remember that the 
piratical seizure of the term lib
eralism in the United States by 
statists and near-socialists draws 
a strong line of distinction be
tween classical liberalism and 
what passes by that name in 
America today and also between 
continental European liberalism 
and "liberalism" on this side of 
the Atlantic. ~ 



A Sign of the Times ..... . JESS RALEY 

SINCE I live near the border be
tween public and private power, 
socialism in action is, for me, a 
very provocative experience. The 
assiduous propaganda campaign 
by the Tennessee Valley Author
ity to justify socialism and ostra
cize private ownership would seem 
to inspire anyone who loves lib
erty to expend all means at his 
command in defense of free enter
prise. 

It has occurred to me, as I'm 
sure it will to you, that I could 
have a selfish reason for disliking 
public power. Since I live on the 
private power side of the border, 
my electric bill may be a dollar or 
two, per month, higher than the 
same number of kilowatt hours 
would cost on the other side of the 
border. I do not claim to enjoy 

Mr. Raley is a free-lance author, speaker, 
philosopher from Gadsden, Alabama. 
llustration: A. Devaney, Inc., New York. 

paying my own electric bill and 
part of my neighbor's, but I do 
maintain that this is the least of 
my complaints against public pow
er. 

One of the things that irritates 
me most is the huge sign on the 
border between public and private 
power areas. The sign states: 

YOU ARE NOW ENTERING 

TVA COUNTRY. 

WE PAY FOR IT. 

YOU OWN IT. 

That sign really bugs me. It is 
a blazing endorsement, by an in
strument of our United States 
government, of the "something 
for nothing" theory. It is per
fectly right and legal for "you" 
to own something that "we" were 
forced to pay for, seems to be the 
message conveyed. 
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I resent the fact that innumer
able individuals are exposed to 
this type of propaganda each day. 
Under these conditions how can 
children be reared to respect the 
rights and property of others, and 
also respect their government? By 
what authority do the powers that 
be in this Republic debase the 
American concept of ownership, 
void the Golden Rule, deny indi
vidual freedom of choice, and en
dorse a condition under which the 
Republic we know cannot endure? 

The sign is a hoax, of course, a 
device for brainwashing and re
educating- a means of condition
ing the individual to accept the 
fact that he may rightly own 
something that was paid for by 
others, and even feel pride in so 
doing. 

In addition to the highway sign, 
there is a great deal of newspaper 
advertising in support of the the
ory that public power is good for 
America, while private power is, 
by implication, a nasty, monopoly
ridden industry. TVA is shown as 
a healthy competitor of free en
terprise. 

Surely no one can doubt that 
TV A is healthy; so healthy, in 
fact, it was able to secure an in
junction prohibiting Southern 
Railway from attempting to break 
its (TVA's) monopoly on trans
porting grain. In essence their 
plea states that TV A has spent so 

much of the people's money that 
it is unfair to allow these same 
people to compete with them. 
That's competition? 

"What do you mean, unfair?" 

In regard to the right of TV A, 
or any organization dispensing its 
product, to compete with a pri
vately owned business, consider 
this example: Suppose a certain 
municipality invoked a tax on all 
grocery stores within its jurisdic
tion. The proceeds of this tax were 
then used to build a huge super
market at a choice location. When 
the people who paid the bill ob
jected, city fathers and operators 
of the co-op store said, "What do 
you mean, unfair? This store be
longs to you. We paid for it, but 
it's all yours. Now, of course, the 
governmental officials are going to 
run it. They will use your money 
to buy and they will sell at any 
price they choose. Should you find 
it impossible to compete under 
those conditions you will have to 
quit. If you do find a way to com
pete, they can get an injunction to 
stop you. Remember, now, this is 
your business, but you can't sell 
it; you will never receive one cent 
dividend on your investment or be 
able to exercise any control what
soever over operations. All this 
notwithstanding, you should feel 
a great pride of ownership." 

We, in America, joke about the 
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Englishman who endures obsolete 
railroad transportation, because he 
owns the railroads. We speak, with 
contempt, of the shivering Rus
sian peasant who can feel pride in 
the fact that the government that 
owns him also owns a great fac
tory to produce warm topcoats. 
Then, we, as a people, accept and 
condone the self-same theory of 
ownership. This situation must 
surely appear amusing to a native 
of another land, but to me, an 
American citizen, born to liberty, 
it is deeply irritating. 

Since living near one of the vis
ible boundaries between socialism 
and free enterprise irritates me so 
deeply, it may have occurred to 
you that I could move to a more 
secluded location. As a matter of 
fact, I have been approached, with 
some pretty strong suggestions, on 
that very subject, by advocates of 
public power, but I see no honor
able way to comply. It's not that I 
enjoy being irritated, you under
stand, but I have this theory about 
irritation and the part it must 
have played in the crowning 
achievements of man. 

Oppressive taxation, among 
other things, so irritated the 
Founding Fathers that they saw 
fit to declare this country a free 
and independent nation. It seems 
most doubtful that the patriots 
would have risked their lives, for
tunes, and sacred honor in a revo-

lution with so little apparent like
lihood of success, had they been 
any less than severely irritated. 

In the beginning man found 
himself at a great disadvantage in 
physical ability. His senses of 
sight, hearing, and smell were in
ferior to that of animals that de
pended on these senses. As he 
cowed, half-starved, in the back
ground and watched the big cats 
kill game that he was unable to 
catch, our ancestors were surely 
irritated. So irritated, in fact, that 
sooner or later some individual 
picked up a club and started bash
ing heads. 

At some period in the past man 
became irritated because of his 
limited power of communication. 
Since early men were great fisher
men, this is not difficult to under
stand. Just think how irritating it 
must have been, trying to tell 
about the size of that big one that 
got away, with nothing better than 
a few different grunts. There must 
have been many nervous break
downs before irritated individ
uals, through the years, estab
lished a satisfactory vocabulary. 

The list is endless, but I am 
sure this is enough to carry my 
point. I don't like to be irritated, 
but I'm proud that what I see hap
pening in America does irritate 
me so much that I am forced to 
take whatever action my ability 
permits to reduce the cause. ~ 



FIRST, what in the world is 
UNCTAD? Well, it is short for the 
United Nations Conference on 
Trade and Development convened 
in Geneva, Switzerland, in the 
Spring of 1964- the largest trade 
conference in history, with some 
2,000 delegates from 121 countries 
in attendance. 

Even before the conference be
gan, it had already developed some 
strange alliances between the 
"have nations" and the "have not 
nations" of the world. The con
ference also developed ominous 
racial undertones in that the so
called "have nations" happen to be 
populated with white people, while 
the "have not nations" are popu
lated by people who are black, yel
low, and brown. 

Soon after the conference be
gan, from the myriads of currents 
and crosscurrents, there began to 
emerge a philosophy about the re-

Mr. Rossit is a free-lance writer and business 
consultant in Seattle. 
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lationship between rich and poor 
nations. This philosophy is the old 
share-the-wealth attitude which 
we have come to recognize when 
applied within a national economy 
to individuals. Tax the rich and 
give the money to the poor! Re
distribute the wealth! Now, in
stead of referring to individuals, 
the would-be wealth sharers refer 
to rich and poor nations. 

The rich nations somehow are 
guilty of something because their 
inhabitants have produced more, 
and the inhabitants of the poor 
nations, for some reason not yet 
clear, have a right to ask for and 
receive some of the wealth of the 
rich nations. Because of the racial 
alignment of the rich and poor na
tions, the white nations of the 
world owe something to the col
ored nations of the world. Since 
compulsory redistribution of 
wealth must carry with it a com
pelling force or threat of such a 
force, that too has been strongly 
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hinted at in tl. <Se of the con-
ference. 

The Secretary-General of 
UNCT AD is an Argentinean econ
omist-reformer, Raul Prebisch, 
who is also the head of ECLA 
(Economic Commission for Latin 
America) . Schooled in the Keynes
ian dogma, he sees no hope 
whatever for free enterprise eco
nomic systems, and is a firm ad
vocate of "planned" and "direct
ed" economies. According to Sec
retary-General Prebisch, the U.N. 
has the responsibility to take 
"political action in the field of 
trade and development." Prebisch 
ominously and explicitly said, "Un
less the developed countries 
change their trade policies so that 
the world's financial resources be
come more equitably distributed, 
the developing countries will re
sort to drastic measures. No coun
try could afford the ensuing holo
caust." (Italics supplied.) 

Barbara Ward, British political 
economist, referring to the rich 
white nations and the poor colored 
nations, says it is up to the rich 
nations to redistribute their 
wealth voluntarily. She believes 
that if they fail to do this, then 
Marx will have been proven right, 
that a class struggle (presumably 
also a race war) will explode 
among nations, and that "we shall 
deservedly not long survive" (pre
sumably because the rich nations 

will lose). It need not be pointed 
out that to redistribute your 
wealth "voluntarily" because oth
erwise there will be violence used 
against you is just what a victim 
does when he "voluntarily" gives 
his money to a hold-up man at 
gun point. 

In tune with most of the poor 
nations at the conference, Brazil's 
delegate Rodrigues warned, "The 
bells are tolling for the rich 
North, and you don't have to listen 
too closely to hear them." 

Idle Threats 

Though boldly spoken, there is 
little to fear behind these threats. 
If the poor nations cannot support 
a thriving peace-time economy, 
they certainly cannot sustain a far 
more stringent war-time economy. 
There is no real danger forth
coming from this quarter. There 
is a danger, however, that the 
United States and other nations 
with relatively free economies will 
make concessions to the underde
veloped countries in the form of 
trade agreements which will in
variably become involved with the 
regulation of prices and quotas. 
Once price and quota controls are 
firmly established, they cannot be 
enforced unless there are also con
trols over wages, rents, profits, 
and so on to a fully regimented 
economy. 

The "need" for all this control 



56 THE FREEMAN September 

is based on the claimed right of 
the poorer nations to be just as 
rich as the richest nations, for no 
reason other than that this is how 
it ought to be. 

The theory advanced by Secre
tary-General Prebisch is that 
some 90 poor nations with a popu
lation of approximately two billion 
people sell commodities at falling 
prices to some 33 rich nations 
with a population of one billion 
people, who in turn sell manufac
tures to the poor nations at rising 
prices. These divergent price 
trends result in a "trade gap" in
creasingly unfavorable to the poor 
nations. Projected to 1970, accord
ing to Prebisch, this so-called 
trade gap will be twenty billion 
dollars. The proposed cure is a 
four-point program put forth by 
the poor countries. 

Commodity Agreements 

The first point involves a dubi
ous system of price and quota 
agreements, intended to help those 
poorer nations largely dependent 
on a single crop. Similar agree
ments, like those for coffee and 
sugar, have existed for some time. 
Trade in excess of the quotas pre
sumably would be at prices ar
rived at in a freely adjustable 
market. Though such agreements 
might temporarily help to stabi
lize one-crop economies, they 
would also discourage diversifica-

tion and so would tend to perpetu
ate an unstable condition, which in 
turn would call for continued reg
ulation. 

The second point involves a com
plicated form of taxation where
by rich countries which import 
products from poor countries would 
tax these products and return the 
proceeds to the exporting country. 
In effect, American and European 
taxpayers would be compelled to 
finance public works in the poor 
countries, all under United Na
tions control. This proposal clearly 
reveals the impatience of the poor 
countries to be as rich as the rich 
countries, by means of wealth
sharing, rather than production. 
Such government-to-government 
systems of financing projects 
would stimulate in the poor coun
tries "big government" planning 
for "little people," socialistic de
velopments instead of private 
ones, and an impoverishing bur
den of bureaucracy. 

The third point in the proposed 
UNCT AD program would impose 
tariffs on a "nonreciprocal" basis. 
The poor nations want to continue 
tariffs on the import of products 
from the rich nations, but they 
want the rich nations to abolish 
their tariffs when importing from 
the poor nations. The word "re
ciprocal," when applied to tariffs, 
is a diplomatic euphemism for re
taliatory. Since sovereign nations 
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cannot control the "internal" 
affairs of other sovereign nations, 
one of the factors which helps to 
keep tariffs down is the fear of 
counter-tariffs, or of retaliation. 
Now, the poor nations want the 
rich nations to volunteer not to 
retaliate. Involved in this third 
point is the old device of nations 
with infant industries imposing 
protective tariffs on imported 
goods which compete. The result 
would be to deny to the consumers 
of poor nations the use of such 
products until such time as they 
can afford the more costly domes
tic brands. 

The fourth point proposed by 
the poor nations is to make 
UNCT AD a permanent world 
trade agency with cartel-making 
functions. International cartels 
were once looked upon in the same 
light as domestic monopolies. They 
restricted free trade. They dimin
ished or abolished free competi
tion. Monopolies, when located en
tirely within a country, continue 
to be viewed in this same undesir
able light. However, international 
cartels, which are the same things 
as monopolies, are increasingly 
welcomed as a way of doing inter
national business. 

The rich nations of the world 
have heretofore remained more or 
less committed to relatively free 
and unregulated domestic mar
kets. Being practical as well as 

proud nations, they have practiced 
reciprocity. The other UNCT AD 
nations have shown they dislike 
the rough justice of reciprocity, 
and they have not evidenced any 
strong commitments to a system 
of free trade. Many of the rulers 
of UNCT AD nations are strongly 
socialistic. Many of them are dic
tators. Many of the attitudes of 
UNCT AD nations are alien to na
tions with free traditions. For ex
ample, if one nation happens to 
possess an extraordinarily large 
share of some resource, many 
UNCT AD representatives are apt 
to look upon this resource as an 
inteTnational one being hoarded by 
that particular country. Being 
poor, and at the same time impa
tient, they have strong redistribu
tive inclinations, and tend to ra
tionalize these inclinations into 
"rights." 

Sharing Poverty 

No redistributive process has 
ever been able to create wealth. 
All that redistribution can do is 
impoverish. The answer the peo
ple of the poor nations seek does 
not lie in the direction of regu
lated and shared wealth. It lies in 
the direction of freer and greater 
production, and freer and greater 
trade. 

In reality the quickest way for 
the poor nations to become rich is 
for the inhabitants of the poor 
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nations to produce more, which 
means that they require more cap
ital. One way to get capital is to 
provide attractive environments 
for private foreign investment. 
This is not done through veiled or 
open threats of nationalization, 
nor by encouraging unstable con
ditions and vague, restless philos
ophies to permeate domestic 
thinking. It is encouraged by fac
ing up to the fact that private cap
ital can be lured freely into a 
country only by the prospect of 
profit, with reasonable assurance 

that such profit will not be confis
cated, unjustly taxed, or otherwise 
restricted. This calls for a reason
ably stable economy, a stable polit
ical structure, and a sound and 
freely convertible currency. 

If the people of the United 
States would serve their own in
terests and the interest of rich 
and poor alike elsewhere in the 
world, they will do their utmost to 
practice and promote free trade 
rather than the UNCT AD type of 
international cartel. ~ 

IDEAS ON LIBERTY Who Is to Blame? 

SEEN from the point of view of the economically backward na
tions, the conflicts between "capital" and "labor" in the capital
ist countries appear as conflicts within a privileged upper class. 
In the eyes of the Asiatics, the American automobile worker is 
an "aristocrat." He is a man who belongs to the 2 per cent of 
the earth's population whose income is highest. Not only the 
colored races, but also the Slavs, the Arabs, and some other 
peoples look upon the average income of the citizens of the capi
talistic countries- about 12 or 15 per cent of the total of man
kind - as a curtailment of their own material well-being .... 
It is false to blame the European powers for the poverty of the 
masses in their colonial empires. In investing capital the foreign 
rulers did all they could do for an improvement in material 
well-being. It is not the fault of the Whites that the Oriental 
peoples are reluctant to abandon their traditional tenets and 
abhor capitalism as an alien ideology. 

LUDWIG VON MISES, Human Action 



A REVIEWER'S NOTEBOOK 

THE TENDENCY to "demagogue it" 
in America has made it virtually 
impossible to talk common sense 
about anything. Thus, when Barry 
Goldwater, speaking before the 
Economics Club of New York, 
says that lack of motivation, not 
lack of education, is behind much 
of our unemployment, he has to 
risk being buried under a prac
tically universal blast about his 
alleged "cold-heartedness." His 
qualifying sentence about the need 
to restore motivation as the con
dition of enabling boys and girls 
to absorb education and so pre
pare themselves for work is 
blanked out by the partisan com
mentators. 

Since "them are the conditions 
that prevail" (quoting Jimmy Du
rante), one might have good rea
son to doubt that Oscar W. 
Cooley's eye-opening Paying Men 
Not to Work ( Caxton Printers, 
Caldwell, Idaho, $2.50) will ever 
get the attention that it so clearly 
deserves. But if the country is 
ever to be saved from the dema
gogues, it will be by people who 

JOHN CHAMBERLAIN 

are willing to listen to the cool 
logic employed by Mr. Cooley in 
his discussion of the causes of the 
chronic unemployment of recent 
years. 

Mr. Cooley eschews the statisti
cal approach to economics for the 
old-fashioned reason that it pro
vides no key to the future. The 
fact that unemployment and auto
mation exist together proves noth
ing, for there may be fifty or sixty 
reasons for the co-existence of the 
two phenomena that have nothing 
to do with the fact that employers 
are always seeking to cut their 
costs by mechanical improvements 
in production. Wage scales dis
torted by union monopoly can 
have something to do with unem
ployment; so can attitudes; so can 
legislation that immobilizes peo
ple by taking care of them in 
places where job opportunities are 
slow to materialize. Again, many 
people can be listed as job-seekers 
who are only half-heartedly in the 
job market. The housewife who 
would take a job on condition that 
it might yield her something sub-
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stantial beyond the cost of hiring 
a baby-sitter is a case in point. 

Mr. Cooley's proposition is a 
simple one. It consists of the as
sertion of a self-evident truth, 
that if you channel capital to re
gions or industries that cannot 
employ it to create optimum pro
duction or to yield maximum re
turns, you necessarily and inevi
tably take it away from enter
prisers who might use it to bring 
about a state of full employment. 
It would be better for everybody, 
so Mr. Cooley deduces from his 
proposition, to let "resource aBo
cation" take its freest forms. Mr. 
Cooley is not one to admit the 
necessity of any form of political 
subsidization. But if we must 
have some subsidizing, Mr. Cooley 
might be induced to argue that it 
should go toward making state 
and national employment agencies 
more efficient factors for match
ing men with existing job oppor
tunities. At present the main ef
fect of government invasion of the 
employment agency field is to set 
up "dole-dispensing agencies" 
which keep people from moving 
about in quest of work. 

The Ghost Town Fallacy 

Mr. Cooley attacks so-called 
"area redevelopment" as a form 
of the "ghost town fallacy." Obvi
ously, if the government had spent 
immense sums to keep men em-

ployed in the buggy whip business 
or in the hay, grain and feed busi
ness, the automobile men might 
never have had the capital to put 
Detroit on the map. We can see 
this as it relates to the past. No 
one in his right mind would argue 
that Central City, Colorado, should 
be reconstituted as a mmmg 
camp; it is enough that it has be
come an interesting historical ar
tifact. But we do not see the new 
Central Cities under our noses. 
When machines replace bitumi
nous coal workers, the attempt to 
find forms of subsidized employ
ment for the men of the mines de
flects capital from the very busi
nesses that might put the ex
miners to work in industries that 
would be profitable all around. 
True enough, an ex-miner may be 
unwilling to move. But should 
Connecticut, say, or Idaho, be com
peiled to support the ex-miner to 
stay where he is? The same argu
ment could have been used sixty 
years ago to keep buggy whip 
manufacturers employed in West
field, Massachusetts, which once 
boasted that it was the "buggy 
whip capital of the world." 

The "ghost town faiiacy" is par
alleled by the fallacy of overex
tended unemployment compensa
tion. Noting that a chronic short
age of labor exists in many types 
of industry at a time when unem
ployment hovers around the five 
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per cent mark, Mr. Cooley wonders 
about the common sense of giving 
men weeks of unemployment in
surance benefits followed by the 
possibility of extensive and ex
tended relief. He offers many ex
amples of people who frankly pre
fer relief checks (which are not 
subject to income tax) to pay 
checks for jobs that they consider 
beneath them. 

The efforts of government to 
"get the country moving" by sub
sidizing area redevelopment are 
negated, in Mr. Cooley's belief, by 
the simultaneous offer of support 
to people who prefer to abstain 
from work rather than to accept 
a different type of employment 
than they had before. We stultify 
ourselves in a welter of cross-pur
poses. And everywhere we are en
couraging the practice of putting 
the cart before the horse. 

The Appalachian Area 

In the region surrounding Hun
tington, West Virginia, for exam
ple, there were 7,000 unemployed 
when Mr. Cooley looked into the 
matter. In an attempt to change 
things in West Virginia's Cabel 
and Wayne Counties, the govern
ment started a retraining project. 
Only 750 people professed any de
sire for retraining. The others 
said they were "too old" or "not 
interested." Only three out of 
eight people in the neighborhood 

qualified in aptitude tests for re
training. Meanwhile, in Ravens
wood, West Virginia, the Kaiser 
industries had to bring in people 
from outside the state to get a 
new plant going. 

Mr. Cooley deduces from the 
West Virginia experience that 
companies which need competent 
employees will take care of their 
own retraining. They will retrain 
people for specific jobs. Govern
ment retraining, on the other 
hand, must in the nature of things 
be too generalized. And the peo
ple who need to be educated for 
new job opportunities either lack 
the motivation to undertake the 
grind or have missed the elemen
tary schooling that is necessary 
before one ca~ even think of doing 
anything more than crude manual 
labor. 

Fortunately, if regions have to 
sweat out a period of change, they 
develop their own motivation for 
improvement. Mr. Cooley men
tions many exciting local come
backs. When Lawrence, Massachu
setts, was flat on its back because 
of the southward migration of its 
textile manufacturers, local busi
ness executives set out to fill the 
old mills with new industries. The 
"finger dexterity" developed by 
long experience in textile work 
was advertised as a local resource 
that might be valuable to new 
companies. A big breakthrough 
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came when the Western Electric 
Company decided to locate a plant 
in Lawrence. Soon smaller compa
nies were following Western Elec
tric in the trek to the banks of the 
Merrimac. Between 1952 and 1957 
bank deposits in the area increased 
by thirty-five per cent, car load
ings by 387 per cent, contributions 
to the United Fund by close to 
100 per cent, and traffic at the 
Lawrence airport by 980 per cent. 

Since some of the redevelopment 
money for Lawrence was raised 
through local taxation, local em
ployers who may have seen incom
ing firms as competitors in the 
hiring of labor could have had a 
legitimate gripe at the methods 
employed by the city fathers to 
save the community as a whole. 
But the use of local taxation was 
certainly better than dependence 
on Washington for redevelopment 
funds. At least the local voters 
had a say in the matter of how 
their money was to be spent. 

In a year of anti-poverty talk, 
Mr. Cooley's book should be con
sidered "must" reading for any
body who hopes to approach the 
problem of poverty with elemen
tary intelligence. Considered re
flection on Mr. Cooley's deductions 
could save the nation from an emo
tional binge that will do nothing 
to remove the causes that provoke 
sentimentalists to equate rational
ity with hard-heartedness. It is 

the sentimentalists who whip up 
the mob spirit against people who 
are not hard-hearted in the least. 

... THE NAKED SOCIETY by 
Vance Packard (New York: David 
McKay Company, 1964), 369 pp. 
$5.95. 

THE BRAIN WATCHERS by 
Martin L. Gross (New York: Ran
dom House, 1964), 304 pp. $4.95. 

Reviewed by Michael F. Zm·emski 

VANCE PACKARD, in previous 
books, has examined the hidden 
persuaders, the status seekers, and 
the waste makers. In The Naked 
Society he is concerned with an 
even more alarming and ire-arous
ing subject- the mass invasion of 
privacy through the use of mod
ern electronic devices and psycho
logical techniques. 

None of Packard's insights are 
particularly profound or original, 
but the sheer weight of the evi
dence he has accumulated has a 
powerful effect on the reader. 
What he depicts is an Orwellian 
nightmare of "background" inves
tigation, personality probing, and 
electronic eavesdropping- una
bashed spying and prying by gov
ernment, industry, and education. 

The Brain Watchers is a 
thoughtful analysis of the psy
chological testing industry and 
how it seeks to dissect our per
sonalities for its clients in indus
try and education, exposing our 
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inner thoughts, opinions, frustra
tions, and aspirations, "The psy
chological theory which sustains 
the brain watcher," says Gross, 
"is that every job, from sales girl 
to board chairman, has an ideal 
personality description, or type, 
for which he hopes to find the 
right mate among men." 

The harm to the individual is 
apparent; if he does not fit the 
predetermined criteria of the 
tester, he has lost the game with
out even being given a chance to 
play. The danger to the corpora
tion, if not so evident, is equally 
acute. For the "brain watcher" is 
concerned with finding not neces
sarily the best man for a particu
lar job, but the most average of 
the applicants. 

A more basic objection to psy
chological testing is the question 
of the morality of prediction it
self. "The mere attempt to predict 
the behavior of individual men," 
remarks the author, "is a viola
tion of personal destiny. The pre
diction, and the undue value 
placed upon it, influences the des
tiny- and therefore the behavior 
-of the man without his consent, 
and is therefore intrinsically im
moral. There is something un
spoken but still clearly defined in 
Western idealism that revolts 
against the limiting of a man and 
his fate through predictive cate
gorizing, false or otherwise." ~ 

... VISIONS OF ORDER- The Cul
tural Crisis of Our Time, by 
Richard M. Weaver (Baton Rouge: 
Louisiana State University Press, 
1964)' $4.50, 153 pp. 

Reviewed by Robert M. Thornton 

SociETY is not a lump of clay to 
be molded as men wish. It is more 
like a delicate watch which will be 
destroyed by clumsy tinkering. 
The human situation imposes cer
tain unalterable conditions upon 
men, conditions they must meet 
with as much serenity as they can 
muster. Changes in a society, if 
they are to mark a net gain, must 
be accommodated to the pattern of 
that society; all other alterations 
and interventions are destructive. 
This conclusion follows inevitably 
from the fact that society itself 
is not the invention or direct crea
tion of any man or group of men; 
society is a by-product of man's 
cooperative effort to achieve cer
tain personal goals and values. 
Society, then, "happens" without 
anyone planning it that way, or 
knowing quite why or how. Man's 
invincible ignorance of some 
things which matter most is a 
basic premise for such a conserva
tive as the late Richard Weaver, 
and making us aware of our 
flawed understanding is one of his 
achievements. 

Weaver was a learned man, a 
scholar, but he never lost his sense 
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of wonder. Acknowledging the 
mystery of existence, he knew 
that men will never equip them
selves with the perfect knowledge 
that rationalists believe lies with
in man's reach. Like Franz Wink
ler, he recognizes how much we 
learn through intuition that can
not be learned in laboratories. No 
doubt he would agree with E. A. 
Opitz's description of a conserva
tive as one who views life more as 
a reality to be lived than as a 
problem to be solved ; who, in con
sequence, turns his back on all 
illusory expectations of a future 
homemade heaven on earth. 

Four hundred years ago Mon
taigne observed that man is usu
ally very incompetent when it 
comes to correcting the ills of his 
society; his clumsy interventions 
often make things worse than be
fore. The supporting evidence is 
all around us. During the past 
fifty years the striving after all 
sorts of political panaceas has 
been trailed by a corresponding 
decline in civilization. "Liberals" 
talked about an End to War, but 
were at the helm during two 
world-wide conflicts that de
stroyed millions of lives and bil
lions of dollars worth of property 
(not to mention the spiritual 
casualties). They are still in 
power, and today a dozen or so 
small wars are being fought, with 
the possibility of a third world 

war in the offing. During the same 
period, the "liberals" whooped it 
up for One World and an end to 
all forms of nationalism in favor 
of so-called internationalism. But 
after a half century, the barriers 
between nations are far greater 
than before World War I, when 
movements of goods, ideas, and 
people throughout the world were 
relatively free. 

The great paradox of "liberal" 
thinking is that it regards indi
vidual man as unfree, the product 
of forces outside his control; 
whereas Man in the abstract -or 
collective Man- is viewed as 
something above creation, a per
fectible being who requires no 
salvation since all evil resides in 
society, or in the material uni
verse. Men, therefore, cannot be 
held accountable for the evil they 
do. Such a view of man finally re
duces the individual to an irre
sponsible cipher and leads to a 
glorification of the godless State. 

Weaver, on the other hand, 
champions individual excellence. 
He rejects a classless society and 
a society of privileged orders 
alike, because both stem from poli
tical interventions. What we need 
are the social conditions which 
permit and encourage the emer
gence of a true aristocracy of vir
tue and talent, which both John 
Adams and Mr. Jefferson saw as 
vital to any healthy society. ~ 
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• Nothing is more fertile in prodigies than the art of 

being free; but there is nothing more arduous than the 

apprenticeship of liberty . . .. Liberty is generally estab

lished with difficulty in the midst of storms; it is per

fected by civil discords; and its benefits cannot be 

appreciated until it is already old .... 

The advantages that freedom brings are shown only 

by the lapse of time, and it is always easy to mistake 

the cause in which they originate. 
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