AN RAND

10,000 TAMPA AVENUE
CHATSWORTH, CALIFAQRNIA

August 1, 1946

lir, Leonard 1Ii. Read
The Foundation for Zconomic Zducation, Inc.
Irvinston-on-Iudson, liew York

Dear Leonard:

Thank you for your letter of July 22nd, I see why I
enjoy political discussions with you. I like your way of
facing and answering criticism. ¥You're always fair about
ite

I shall discusgs that further in a moment, but first I

rmust tell you about a matier pertaining to ANTHEM., I sent
a copy of AUTIEN to Iir. Burt MacBride of The Reader's
Digest, and I enclose a copy of the letter I recelved from
him. I have answered him, telling him that he must sub-
scribe to The Freewman by all means, and that T would ask

vou to secnd him coples of your earlier issues,

It occurred to me that 1t might be worth your while to

meet ir., lacDride. I have never ret him, but merely corres-
noncded with him, whery-he wrote me sometlme ago requesting an
article., Fere 15 an idea that his letter sugzested to me:
a5 he ¢s, the Digest publishec only reprints; I have
heard i aid that when the Diges ”Qtu an original article
vhich it wants to =e#fint, it first nares arrangements with
some other publication to print it, then acquired the re-
print righcs. Tf this is their actual policy, I think The
Freeman could be of great service to them by undertalking

to print the more daring and outspolken kind of articles
which others would be afrald to publish This is Just an
icdea of my own, and I would like you to consider whether
such a possibility ik worth investigating,.
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Incidentally, I wrote Iir. IlacBride a flve page letter,
explaining how and why booclks 1like HKravchenko's make converts
for Commmunism--and I have sent him coples of my TZXTBOCK COFF
ATTERTCAITISY, which he 1s practically asking for.

T am enclosinz the third issue of my TEXTB00K for you. Are

wvou, or are you not recelving it directly from The Vigil
orffice?

T have not 7et read Nose ¥Wilder Lane's book review for
Aucuste. T have subscribed to the review, and shall look
forward to the August number with interest.

iow, to the political discussion of your Ietter. I fully
sympathize with your anger at The conservatives who claim
that they oprose compulsion except for their particular pet
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shelr usuel avtitude, and the one most

de, INothing can be done about it, except
1 ¢ the source. The source 1s the fact that
k lost all conception of principles. The cure

has to begin by re-educating them to an understanding of the
nature of principlcs and of their application. This is one
instance that shows that our battle has to be foucht on
philosophical grounds,
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As to your sentence: "He lmows that coercion is

8 destructive,
gxcent when it 1s used as police force to prevent inter-
ference with personal liberty"--the mistake here is in the

implication, which nlaces the state's police power in the
same category as 1ts nower of economic coercion. You did
not say this explicitly, but the sentence implies it.

I liked your saying, 1in your letter, that you do not lmow
vhat an intellectual is. There certainly aren't many
samples ol that specles around us nowadays., An intellectual
is a man vho thinis. Thau leaves out most of our contem-
vorarics by definition, The awful ubJeCto who parade as
professional intellectuals at present are a bunch of worth-
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less phonies wno are mostly »ink and might as well remaln

30. They would do ug no good on our side.
Tnat we need a:e real intellectusls, that is, Thinlers.
thinkers or "regain their devotion".

D

But we cannct "convert" t
Yie need them to convert us--Tthat 1s, To Teach businessmen
i )

and conservatives tne proper kind of philosophy.

Such thinkers stlll exist somewhere and we need then
desperately. 1o, they are not "faint hearts", as you say

in your letter., And they have not given up. They have

been chiolked off, stovped, nrevented from functioning publicly
throush the Tzult of our businessmen., You know that for the
last rfiftecn years every lezitimate avenue of expression--
noWsparers, mag ~azines, ook nubllishing houses--has been
closed to them. ALl the so-called fespectable publica-
tions, owned by cons ves, heve been stalfed with pinks
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wno naintain a block ainst all real advocates of our
side. Only the Haye 8y cn OuDeT compromisers are
allowed To et through, the ki who do more good to the
corzmunist cause than ©o ours. “ov the real thinkers whom
we need will be hard to find, because they have not been
allowed to male a name for themselves, to come out in the
open and be discovered. So it's our Job to find Therm,
And, be“iﬂve me, vhot should be the most important job of
vour orcanizatlion.
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Tt's not fair To call them "fainthearts", vwhen they lead
such a desperate, lonely struggle, against our own side,

ané have no avenue to get into »rint--just as I did not

have for many years. 1 broke through on my ovm, and I don't
vant that Dc“ﬂ;gle to be as hard for other writers of

-

Individualism as it was for me. et's clear the way for
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. whenever you have a chance to discuss the situation of
intellectuals with any of your big business baciers, you
rmist drive relentlessly, at every opportunity, toward the
goal of having them use their influence to clean up the
Republican newspapers and magazines of thelr £11thy load

of pinks, and vo hire the writers of our kind. That should
pe your purpose. That is the purpose for which T will Light
Dy your side with everything I've got.

Your fighting '"ghost",

A
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Ayn Rand




