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REPRIEVE

Sometimes we get so discouraged. Here we
have been reading ever since Hector was a
mere broth of a muttlett that the human race
is raudtiplying too rapidly. People are werse
than jackrabbits and everybedy knows that
when it comes Lo nmltplying a jackrabbit
can make a cafeuleting machire sizip its geaxs
trying to keep up. If they den’t mend their
ways—the people, not the jackrabbits—the
place will be so cluttered up with homo saps

= =§i-wilt-hsok-Tike- Coney-Istand-on—Fourth—of—--.

Tuly. There won't be Toom for a erap game
unless you play standing up. And, of course,
everybody will be starving, because there
won’t be food enough lo go around. So we've
been told,

Something Iike that would have happened
atready, they say, but for the mezecifal inter-
vention of flood, famine, pestilence and war
in the good work of nipping off a lot of poten.
tial progemitors before they could begin to

rogenit—before, in other words, they could
gegin to beget. That's what we have been
hearing for yuhs and yohs,

We have known all alo’%ﬁ; of course, that
people think like rabbits. evidence is too
overwhelming to be disputed. Bot that they
were aboit [y overrun the earxth, starve and
become extincter than the do;hi:—welll, all th;.
experts have been telling us thet so long an
making it sound so plavsible we were almost
believing it. And then along comes this here
W. S. Woytinsky and says forget it, it ain’t
50,
Mr. Woytinsky—no relation of the Minsky
Brothers, we understand—was formerly an
economist with the Nadonal Social Secuzity
Administration. What an economist would
be doing shere we wouldnt know. But eny-
way, Mr. Woytineky, aided by his wile
Erma, has just completed a large-scale study
of world population and production for the
Twentieth Centory Fund.

That sounds preity -serieve and heavy, but
we understand that the Woytinskies are really
a funloving couple who, in their off hours,
like to play games. Games like Knock Knock,
for instance. Emme will say “Knock, knock,”
and Mr. W. will ask, “Who's there?™ and the
wissws will say “Emma” and Mr. W. will
ask “Emma who?™ and the missus will say
“Emma good for anything?” and Mr. W, will
say “You bet you are, honey, good for a lot
of things.”” Ther they will both laugh—peo-
ple like that they are. -

Well, as we were saying, the Woylinskies
have completed their study ahout peopls
and eats, and what do you suppose they
found? They found that the United States
population growth is now in a stage of “in-
cipient decline.” Somebody said that about
us once but ke couldn’t prove it. In the same
stage of “inelpient decline” are Austraiia,

Ruseia, says Mr. Woytinsky, is in the mid-
dle of the “transitional growth™ stage of
population, which means thet birth and death
rabes are still bigh in the Soviet Union and
populstion growth is rapid, Eastern Europe
appeared 1o be near the end of that stage, and
Turkey, Palestine and paris of Noxth Africa
axe just eotering it, according to the Pro-
fessor. World population, we are informed,
has more than quadropled in the last three
centuries becanse of technological progress,
healih improvement and new transporiation

wholeheartedly the Maruist doctrine of “Pro-
duction for use and not for profi”

As hes been remarked before in these col-
umns, that “Production for use snd not for
profit” business is the silliest slogan ever
dewised by the mind of man. Everything that
is made 5 made for use—if you get above
the level of children’s vaud pies. Men dont
waste their time making things that have no
use. And when a thing has use it will be
traded, When it is traded there’s a profit,
for mo one ever trades wmless, ss he values

means making wider distribution casier. I
1950 the United States had a population, we
are told, of almost 152 million, and a birth
rate spmeewhere in the “middle raoge” of the
world.

But the big news, of course, js that within
another 150 years a balance will have beon
reached. That refers to. human births and
deaths, yon understand, not government ac-
connting. Nobody in his right semses expeots
the government o strixe a balance thaz soon.
But come that happy day 150 years hence
and there won’t be any more births than
denths, and everybody will have enough to
eat. Gosh, won’t that be something! We can
hardly wait for the time to come.

But in the meantime we do get discouraged
at having to unlearn things we've spent years
in leaxping. Yor can sse for youwrself how
it js. Time was, maybe, when you thought
Traman was great. You sure had to vmlearn

R NE———.
LOVE THEM TAXES

It scems that a professor in the Harvard
Graduate School of Business Administration
—gny by the name of Thomas H. Sanders—
has writien a book called “The Effects of
Tagation on Execuiives.”” The thing was
edited by Dari Troop Smith, a Harvard Busi-
ness professor on leave.

We havern’t read the book avd nebody
cain’t make us, as we say in Florida, but we
can guess what's in it from what another
Harvard professor, Summer H. Slichter. was
moved to say after reading it. Said Sumner,
“High taxes on profits may even he stimulat-
ing ”ramez‘ than discouraging {io business)

Slichter, we seem to remember, is one of
the wheel-hoxses of the cuxious aggregation
of thinkers—to call them thinkers is to give
themn the benefit of the doubl—known as
Americans For Democratic Action. The ADA,
&s it i celled for short, bas leng been work-
ing for the setting up of a laborsocialist
government in Washington. And don’t let
anybody tell you they arem’t making prog-
ress.

Except for some of the members who are
too dumb to realize what they are doing,
the rank and file of the ADA’crs a5 well as
the leaders—-especially the leaders—are not
intérested in business stve fo rn it over

things al the moment, he gets moxe than he
gives. That “move” is profit. There is never
& trade without a profii and never a profit
without a trade,

For production for ase and not for profit,
as many of the ADA’ers and a lot of college
professors would have i, you would have
to de away with profit. Te do away with
profit, you'd have to do awsay with trade,
since profits come enly from trade. The end-
ing of trade would mean the end of special.
ization gnd division of laber, It would mean
that each map would have to make everything
he apd bis family nesded. Such a step would
reduge the mosh prosperous nation on earth
to a howling wilderness abmost over might.
It wonld mean the end of civilization, the
retutn to barharism,

Not. even a Haxvard professor can explain
how men can live ahove the level of animals
without trade, and much less can 2 Hareard
professor explain how there can be trade
without prefif, how we could bave produc-
tien for vse and not for profit And not even
Harvard’s new prexy himself. and all his
satglites and all his minions, can explain
hew taxes help business—sxzcept on ils way
to bankruptcy.

- e
FAIR HARVARD—BUT

_ FAIR TO WHOM?

There zre times when 2 few words tell the
SLory.

“They’s nobody here but us chickens.
That®s one. “Dor’t get wp, I just want to
wash my hands” That's another. T refuse
to answer on the ground that my answer
would tend to mmcriminate me” That’s a
third.

The thres examples suggest respectively a
predatory gentlemsn in a hen house, an em-
barrassing encounter in a bath room a balky
witness and Harvard University. Leaving the
first two, we'll concentrate on Harvard, Not,
you umderstand, thai Hatraed is any worse
than a lot of other colleges that like 2 few
pinks on their faculiies, but only that Harvard
is the latest to take its turn in the news.

Net long ago Senator Joe MeCerthy—yon
knew, that dirty so-and-so who has done s
mruch to damage the country, the coumtry of
Ruessia, that is—Senator Joe McCarthy sent
a telegram to Dr. Nathan M. Pusey, Har-
vard’s new president, asking, “What if any

cenfral Earope.

to the government. Most of them eadorse

action e wniversity "itands ta take e
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Furry case, and what your attitude generally
is :;Yvaljd relaining teachers at Harvard who
refise to state whether they ave Comminists
on the ground that the truth would tend to
incriminate them.”

And then, as if to make it doubly em-
barrassing for the new prexy, Jos, the old
meanie, goes on: “Your answer hecomes
doubly important in view of Mr. Furry’s
testimony that you had no interest in whether
or not he was or. bad been a Conmmunist”

‘Wendell H. Furry, in case the readers have
forgotten, fs the Harvard professer who re-
Tused to tcll a senate commaittee mot omly
whether he was or had been a Communist
but whether he had ever given secret radax
information material to members of the Com-
wmunist Party, and whether be had sought to
Andoctrinate.. his . students..in the_Communnist

Se new what? Professor Farry is still on
the Harvard facubiy—and payroll. It’s our
guess he'll stay there. That's the way it
tarned out in the case of Helea Deane Mark-
ham, member of the faculty at Harvard Medi-
cal Schaol. Helen Deane, you may remember,
was asked by the Jentier Committee whether
she was or ever had been 2 member of the
Communist Party, whether she had ever tried
t¢ indocirinate her students with Commun.
ism, whether she had ever tried to. recruit
students into the Young Comrmmist League,
whether she had atfended Commanist Party
meelings under an assumed name? The com-
mittee: staled it kad sworn evidence that she
was and she had in every instance. But nary
a word would the fair Helen vouchsafe in the
bering subject. She stood on the Fifth
Amendment.

philesophy. Tme INpivibvaLisT paid its re-
gpects—it respects is the word—to the Furry
character in a recent issue.

And what did Harvard’s new president
have to say to the MeCarthy query? Not a
word at first. He didnt refuse to answer.
Not being on the witness stand and under
oath, ke didn’t have to refuse. He just didn’t
answer. So then the Harvard Crimsom under-
graduate paper, leaped jnto the fray—and a
more Enoppoxtune bit of fray leaping wouid
be hard 1o imagive, Ths yomthful editors
bleated: “According to every indication there
is no Communist now on the Harvard faculty.
Nor bave we, as McCarthy charged, been
exposed to indoctrination with the Commu-
nist Party line.”

The MeCarthy charge, the Crimson went
on, “s one of the gravest anyone vonld level
agginst the university, If ita trus, it means
that an educational institution is tolerating a
dangerens perversion of edncation.”

Apparently the Harvard Crimson failed to
note that Professor Furry himself dide’t say
he hado’t attempted to indoctrinate his stu-
dents. That was one of the questions he re-
fused to answer. Nor would be say on the
witness stand whether or not he was & Com-
wrunist. So it appears that the Crimson edi-
tors took it upon themselves to defend a guy
who refused to defend bimself.

Before long the pressure got hot cnough
to smoke out the reticent President Pusey,
who came forth with this: “I am net aware
that there is any person among the Harvard
facelty whe is 2 member of the Communist
Pariy.” He said he deplored the use of the
Fifth Amendment by any wiiness before a
congressional commiitee but added “we do
not regard the use of this constitational safe-
goard as a confession of guilt.”

Senator MeCarthy’s rejoinder made the
Harvard president’s statement lock silly. He
said—and he might have been paraphrasing
what has appeared in TEE INoIvEDUALIST 2
number of times—he said “If a witness he-
fore a congressional cormmitiee and mder
oath is asked if he is a member of the Com-
minist Party, and he refuses 1o apswer and
tells the commitiees that a truthful answer
would tend to iueximinate hiw, this can mean
onfy ome thing, mamcly, he i a Commemist,
because if he were not a Communist the

N ..._..-.h:althucouldmnotéu_aﬂj ivahi

The Harvard Corporaiion was more vol-
uble. After being prodded 2 few times, it
annoumced 1o 4ll and sundey: “On March 27,
1953, Dr. Markham appeared before the Jen-
wer {ommiltee jn response to 2 subpoena.
She refused to answer questions as to whether
she is now or ever has been a member of
the Comammist Party, and as to activities
connected with the Communist Party, on the
grommd that answering such questions would
tend to meriminate her. . . . Dr, Markham is
not and npever has been 2 member of the
Commuirist Party. She became intorested in
what she calls the progressive movement . . . -
We think Dr. Markham’s wse of the Fifth
Amendment is misconduct . . . we remvel
that Dr, Markham did not see fit to supple-
ment the offieial record before the committee
- - - We find that Dr. Markham bas not been
guilty of grave miscopduct . . . and we will
take no action against her.”

Now, the Lion arises, hew did the mem-
bers of the qﬂuij'vard Corporation know that
Helen Deane Markham was not and never
had been a member of the Commmunist Party?
Becanse she told them so, of course, Well
then, why did she refuse 1o tell the Jenner
Committee? Why did she cdam up like a
deaf and durab oyster? How could she pos-
sibly have incriminated herself by saying no
if the truthful answer was po?

You can draw your own conclusion. Ours
is that the members of the Harvard Corpora-
tion, and Harvard’s mew president, are in-
credibly credalous — or maybe suckerish
would be @ more fitling term.

e
MILK TOAST .

It was nice of the New York Chy milk
drivers kv call off their strike and go -back
to work for a raise of only a few paltry
dollaxs a woek, wasn’t it? Lspecially secing
that some of those poor bozes don’t mwke
much over a hundréd and = quarter & week—
and some of them not that mmch. It was
decent of them, and the twelve million people
in the New York Metropolitan area who had
to go wilkless during the strike cupht 10 be
grateful.

The milk drivers’ union has a_monopoly
on delivering milk in the New York area.
No outsider can deliver a guaxt of milk
not even a fifth~and keep Ins skull where it
Bl Th, 2k wuld"lla“ve“)

incriminate him.”

$250 2 wesk just as well—and who would

-sick_kids_dicd for want of milk-ducing -the —. .}

have said them may? Not the twelve million
—ihey are helpless. Not the dairymen—they
are powerless. Not the public officials—they
are spineless. You wouldn't find a nay sayer
in the bunch.

Nope, you got to give "em crvedit, those ;
drivers. Tt was kind of them to settle for such ¥
a hepgarly raise—only seven or eight dol- ;
lars a week, wasn't #7—and go back to work.
You know how you'd feel if a stickup man
was going" over you and found you had only
eleven bucks in your jeans and said, big-
bearted like, you could keep the single for
yourself—well, yo'd say he was a pretry
good guy, wouldn* you? So it’s like that
with the milic drivers—just a fine bunch of
big-hearted guys.

What’d you say? How many babies and

strike? Look, mugg, bables die very week,
and what's it to yuh? And how’d you ke
it wise- guy; H-you-didn't get any--milk. at all
for your kids ever, at any time, at any price?
How’d you like a pair of broken arms, hwh?
Whet are yen anyway, a dirty scab? Well
then, you beiter pipe down—if yoa kmow
what's geod for you.

Just 2 bunch of goed guys, those milk
drivers. They could have had twice as much
if they'd insisted. Just a bunch of repular
fellas. You can see that for yourself.

——
ALL'S WELL WITH
THE OIL. WELLS

Old Tbn Saud of Saudi Arabia died last
month. He left nobody koows how many
hundreds of millions of dollars, and ke left
everybody knows more than. a handred off-
spring. The offspring, of couorse, are his.
They arc the fruits of his toil—if you'd call
it toit—though for so high a score the co-
operation of a passel of wives, a complement
of conombines and itmamerable free-lancing
girl friends was needed. The kids aze hism
all right. -

The title to the money is not so clear.
It came from the fabulously rich ol fields
of Saudi Arabia, and there be foik who say
it belonged to the peepul, to the state, ihat
is, and mot-to the-old boy himself. However,
ahsolute monarchs—and Ibby was- one—are
notoriously colorblind when it comes to tell-
ing what's their's and what isu’t.

Bat the heirs and assigns needn’t worty.
H they should rem short of pocket money
while the executors are checking the estate
alt they need do is call on Uncle Sam. That’s -
what the neighboring Iraniens did, rewem-
ber? They were stinking rich with ofl, too,
but old Mossy threw a monkey wrench in the
works, the oil siopped coming out and the
money stopped caming in, and the next thing
you know there was a crying need for cash
~—with old Mossy doing the cxying.

Later cld Mossy was gives the bum’s msh.
Right now he is on trial for his life, and his
Iife expectancy is less than somewhat. But
that didn’t relicve the need for ready cash.
So a line was dispatched to Washington,
President Eisenhower said I sure will, plad
to, and the next day 45 millien dollars was

on the way to the poor Irznian government,
-which-dida’t-havea-thing to-its mame-excepe———+
untold billions of dollars® worth of oil iv the
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ground. In such pitiful circumstances nobody
would be s¢ sordid as to ask for a note of an
IOU, much less a little plaster on the oil in
the ground. We just gave ’em the money,
big-hearted giver-awayers that we are, and
no guestions asked.

The whale thing is orly a wrifle, and it
wouldnt be mentioned hers excopt 2 few
lines were needed to fill up this issue of TrE
INmVIDUALIST. And that’s all there is to it
except, Bay! what an exemption for depend-
ents Old Ibby eould claim when he paid his
income tax, With all those deductibles, the
govemnment probably ewed him money.

RPN
WRONG AGAIN REUTHER

The paucity of brains iz organized labor's
higher command was well Musirated jn a

" recent tall-by-Walter Tenther; CHO-president——F

Reuther points out, correctly emough, that
productive capacity in this counlry is increas-
g at-such o rate that-the -purchasing-power
of the people must be stepped up, if idled
Ezbor and depressions are 1o he avoided.

So far so good, but the Reuther proposal
for bringing about said step-up in buying
power is evonomic nonsense. He pruposes
collective  barpaining, guaranteed anpual
wages, increased tax exemptions and “pol-
itical” action. We can't figare out from the
newspaper story just what “political” action
he wants, but well Iay you ten to one that
it’s some special privilege for organized labor.

ft must be chvious thet he wants collective
bargaining only to seenre higher wage rakes
and greater “fringe” henefils. Guaranteed
annual wages mean kigher wages ~— wages
when men are working and wages when men
aren’t working. You may be sure there is
nothing in the- Reuther program leading to a
cut in wages. Incredsed tax exemptions, in
othex words lower tares, would, of course,
help everybody, but that’s the only point in
bis program that makes semse. Otherwise it
is simply a propesal for higher wages for
organized labor.

The CIQ caims five or six willien mem-
bers. There are probably mine million in the
AFL. Many in both organizations are there,
of course, against their will.. Not more than
one-fourth of the labor force of the country
is covered by labor unions. What Reuther
asks for is merely higher wages for upion
wembers. Since wages must be reckoned
in costs, higher prices would be inevitable.
For perhaps one-fourth of the workers of the
nation, higher wages migh? offset higher
prices. For the remaining three-fourths, there
would be higher prices withont higher wages.

Farmers, the sell-employed, millions of
others, are in no position to bargain for
higher wages. The Renther scheme would not
have the slightest effect in raising the general
level of buying power.

Reuther, of course, is a Socialist at heart.
He admits he was long s Party member.
Whether he still is, we don’t know. We do
know he spent years in Moscow studying
Mazzism, We doubt that he wanls to see
Capitatism work—in which respect he is like
practically all the rest of organized labar’s
higher-ups,

his demands for ore and more government
plahning and control; when his solicitude for
the workers is extended fo include every
worker, whether the worker is willing to join
a Iabor znion or not; when he shows he has
learned that in all history living standards
have invariahly been highest in those coun-
tries where the greatest measure of private
entexpriss prevailed; when he denonnces mass
picketing,  jurisdietional strikes, . secondary
boyeotts, sit-downs, slow-downs and festher-
hedding; when he admits that the cure for
our economic Uls is to be found in less, not
more, government restriction and regulation
of business; in maore, not Iess, freedom for
trade and industry, and o tax and land re-
forms that will make our wnrivafed natural
resources available whenever there js labor
ady to apply itsclf to them,

but then, what do you think the goverrment
uses when it collects taxes—Iove and kisses?
What's the difference?

Some time, some place, we'd Jike to see
some church conference come out for capital-
ism, which is mercly freedom applied to trads
and industry, and means that what yon pro-
duce is yours o do with as you please, all
of it. Bui, according to the mortality table,
our, life expectancy is only fifty or .sixty
years. It is unlikely that we will live to sce
the }ikes of that,

TAX FIGGERS

Rep. Noah Masen (R-, 111} plans 1o intra-
duce a flat 5 per cenf federal sales tax when
Congress recomvents come Jaunary, So the
old chestnuts will be dragged out and dusted

e fon)dhe o],

ady

When all that comes to pass it way be
tme to listen to the guy with some respect.
In the meantime he can go chese himsell
Aund we wish he would. Our gusto for the

tikes of Mr. Renther is of less than negligible

dimensions.

NOTICE
This is ope year we shall not suggest that
a subseription to THE INDVDUALIST would
make an ideal Christmas present.
That way, we wor’t be disappointed-—and
we may be swrprised. We could do with »
few such surprises.

—_—
MUST CHURCH PECOPLE
ALWAYS ACT LIEE CRAZY?

A national church conference in Cleveland,
attended by 450 delegates representing 30
denominations, has come up with this: “The
nation must pursue programs of belp 1o needy
lands, recognizing that ‘plenty for the few
and want for the many” cannot be reconciled
with the law of love.”

Karl Marx put it hetter. He said, “From
ecach according to his ability, to each accord-
ivg to his need.” Apnd old Bushy Whiskers
practiced what he preached, too. He sponged
on his friends all his life. Bui either way
you put B, it comes ont the same: taking
from those who earn to give to those wha
don’L

You will nole that the boys and girls in
Cleveland want the nation to do the giving
away. That means taves. Theres mo other
way the nation could do it. Not a single
delegate sat down on hiz own and wrote:
“Dear OM Fusry-Wuzzy, at your *ome in the
Soudan; you're a pore benighted *eather, but
4 first-class fightin’ manr—so here’s 2 couple
of bucks for you and the missus and the
kiddies.” You can bet your sweer life that
nary a defegate wrote ary a word along shat
line. Let the nation do it!

The ressoning--if that’s the word for it—
of those church poople would be a sonrce of
comiort 2o & poor stick-up man who has jest
lost his roll in a crap game and has six
hungry kids at hovne, ﬁith a clear conscieace
he could go ont and poke his rod in the ribs
of some wellheoled guy and separate him
from his wad, and go on lis way rejoicing.
And the rich suy, too. Each would know jt

off—{a}-A-selestax is-particalarly-chjection— — — —

able because it falli most heavily on low-
inceme families; and (b} If we musz have »
sales tax, Mdigfbe based on manuf.achf;rs’
prives instead of rolail prices, so that, bein,
Ieviedunﬂ]ssmaﬂerﬁgum,ﬁmtaxwiﬂhi
Iess burdensome om the buyiog public, Both
aigumenm are as phony as 2 Bishop Oxpam
alibi.

A sales tax is no more objectionable than
any other taz falling on the product of lahor
and capital. Moreover, with food and roedi-
cine exempted, as they usually ere from such
taxes and a3 Rep. Mason says they will be
in his proposal, a ssles tax falls Joss heavily
on low-income families than on the well-to-
do, since food and moedicine coostitnte z.
larger part of the expenditures of the poor.

“Whether the tax is spplied ar the mann-
facturers’ price level or the retail won't make
a penny’s difference to buyers, The price 1o
the buyer will be the same in either case.
Figure it out for yourself The mamsfactar.
er’s price js $10. The wholesaler makes a
20 per cent mark-up, so the vetailer pays $12.
The relailer makes a 40 per cent mark-up, so
the retzil customer buys ot $16.80. Thay, of
course, is without the sales tax '

Now, suppose a 5 per cent sales tax is
slapped on the manufacturer. His price, then,
must go up to $10.50. The wholesaler adds
20 per cent, amounting to $2.1¢, which bri
his price to the retﬁer wp o §12.60, L'IL"I‘;.:
retailer adds his markup of 40 per vent,
amounting to $5.40), which brings the retail
price to $17.64. That's the amonnt the cus-
tomer pays when the 5 per cent sales tax is
based on the manufachurer’s price of $10.

Let’s see now how it works ont with the
5 per ceot sales tax based om the reailer’s
price to the customer. The manmfecturer’s
price is $10. The wholesaler’s markarp of 20
per cent bring the price up o $12. The re.
tailor bikes that figure 40 per cent, which
brings it to $16.80. To that he adds the 5 per
cent sales tax amounting to 84de. Add the 8de
to $16.80, and what have you got? $17.64,
of course—exactly the same as when the tax
was applied 2t the menufacturer’s level.

You can have & dozen middiemen — or
acne. You can figure the markups at any
rate you please. The cost to the customer vill
abways be the sams, regardless of whether
the tax is based on the manufacturer’s price

We will listern "with "4 IRfE more xespect
to what Mr. Renther has to say when be draps

was all 0 aceord wih the Taw of Tove.
Of covrse, the hold-up artist uses force,

o1 the retailer’s price. The advantage n hpnr-
ing it af the manefacturer’s level is greater
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eage and cheapmess of collecion. The ad-
vantages . of applying it at the retail level
is that the customer gets a tax bill on each
mansaction. Every time he buys amything
other than food or medicine he gets an wn-
pleasant reminder of how he is being gypped.

Maybe that will spur Jim into dolng some-
thing ebout it — maybe. And then again,
maybe not. But be that as it may be, a sales
tax. does: not fall ‘more heavily on the poor,
not if food apd medicine are exempt. And
it does not fall any more lightly on the pur-
chager if it is collected froxn the mmufacturer

- than it would if collected from the Tetatler.

IT'S THE LAW

Nobody begrudges a free bed to & veteran
with serviceconnested disability. We can’t

- —do too mech -forthose guys:—That’s-why-the---

VA hespitals were huilt. Bot free beds for

with nonsevvice silments—that’s some-

& dsy again The trith i, af eoorse,

there is no such thing as a “free” bed, no
matter who occupios it. In the VA hospitals,
it's the taxpayers who pick up the tab. Even
in your own home dont’ grow om trees.
Somebody hag o pay for them.

New if a et is dowa and out, up
ageinst if, ll—it would be hard to turn him
way. He did fght for his country, even’
thongh his dissbility came about otherwise.

But what about the vet who is perfectly
able to pay his way, who shows up at the
admission office with some disebility that has
nothing whatever to do with ks siot in the
armed foroes, and who wants to check in for
{ree medical treabwent, free meals and a frec
bed? Should ke get "em? In our book the
only thing the bum should get is the hum’s
rush. But what does the Law say?

The léw says that alf be heas to do is sign
a statement under oath that he is unable
to pay for his medical caxe, And that shis
statement must be Iaken at face value! ‘The
receiving officials may have reason to believe
the bird eould bay the hospital out of his own
pocket and never miss money, they've
etill got to let him in. They are not allowed
to guestion him—except about his liver,

- dmmgs, Tighty, ete. Aho.ﬁis.gall—l\l{q\-., DR

That’s the liw.

o
FOR IN HELP . ..

A Senate staff committee recently came up
with this: Between April, 1948, and Febru-
ary, 1953, U. S. aid to France and Indo-
China amounted 10 approximately §1X billion.

Has that made France a strong and de-
pendable ally? Do the French, and the
people of other countries we have aided—
do they love us? As to France’s being strong,
the frane & worth about & per cent of its
pre-war velue—with a fifty-fifty chance it
will shide forther. The French budget is as
imbalanced as a tight-rope walker with the
delirium temens, Beficits are financed by
shori-terea  borrowing from the Bank of
France—in effect, by printed money. Spend-
ing is up 40 per cent from 194%; natioral in-
come 9 per vent. More than a fourth of the
national spending is in goverrment “invest-
rments.”

- = No Frasich goveriinait stays Hi power moie ™
than a few months. The Cormunist voie is

spectacle with this horrible example from the
Veterans Bureau: “The noen-compensable
evaluation heretofore assigned you for your
service-connected disability is confirmed and
centinued.” Isn™t there enough sadness, sor-
row and confusion in the world without
having sach crap as that thrown at us?

as Jerge a5 1t was bofore Amerieans started
paying the Frenchmaxr's taxes for him. Labor
uniens call paralyzing sirikes whenever it
suits their fancy. Signs of strength? Not
from where we sit.

As B0 the French —and others we have
pouzed ouf billions to—1liking uws, William
Philip Sims wriles in the Scripps-Howard
papers: “The biggest peril to the American
people today is not Soviet Russia, but the
growing anti-Americanism bere i Western
Euzope. And it s rapkest zmong these for
whom we have done the most”

Hemyy Hezlitt sruns it up in Newewsoek as
follows: “The momey we are now pouring
into foreign aid 5 worse than thrown away.
1t subsidizes and prolongs extravagence and
socialistic policics that Kurope would other-
wize have been forced to shandon Iong ago.
It produces anti-Americanism in Ewsropean
foreign policy 2z a proof of “independence’.”

R S—
BUTTER AND BUTTER
Every Day In Every Way

The plight of the poor buttermakers is
gbout to break ogur heart. It is tre that
the government has stepped in to buy up-
wards of 200 million pounds of buiter to
keep it off the market and keep prices up
—but there’s still something wrong. The gov-
ernment has also bought” more than fifty
million pounds of cheese, 175 million ponnds

lion and a quarter dollms® worth of wheat,
three-gnarters of a billion doBlars’ worth of

ho‘::;"thf f:!‘l,ertft}wé‘ }3 !hvrtlﬁam,c t(i;F F“);E"“f'“‘;‘%rn, a quarter of a hilizon deilars’ worth oi T
- VS car hat o S UCE comon—all for the same purpuse—io keep
nations eamnot develop the strenpth they need prices up. But we are vovering boo much
3 g‘g}:; I.tlhe spr;ad .i?f COMIMIURIST without territory; leave us get back to thie poor butter-
y ias ang mi itary help. . mekers and their woes. .
Somebody’s talkin® through his hat—that’s . :
one thing that “is dear.” The hntter_malcers aTe gelting a dirty deal,
- e they say. It is trug that Unele Sam is buying
something like a millior pounds of buiter
SOUNDING BRASS .. . every. day at upwards of 'TI(J) cents a pound,
OR A TINKELING CYMBAL but the old meanie is buying the top grade
We like to toy with words but we'll be dog-  and leaving low quality and undergrade but-
gone if we like to be slugged by "em, I you ter for consumers. When the housewife in
don’t- know what we mean by that, hearken  ome of those wellto-do homes where butter
and you will—if you don’i wilt “The bio-  ¢an siill be afforded—when she gets 2 whif,
logical comcept of function brings the phen- 1ot t0 say a taste, of the second choice stuff,
omepa of sentionce and symholivation within ~ she swilches to margarine at legs than hall
the purview of experimental analysis” We  the price—and Mr. Buttermaker has lost an-
got that out of a book, natwrally. And by  other customer. .
acoident. You don’t suppose we'd go looking (Ourzelves, we haven’t tasted butter in so
for 4 thing kike that, do you. What does it  long we've forgotten what it is like, but we
1mean? Who cares, for heaven’s sake? understand that some of the more plitocratic
D}Iere”s a g?%m from th,jl U. 5. Treasury  families still use it) !
Depariment. “The genexally accepted view Well anyway, it ain’ ri} and those peo- !
is that the additional units of effort required  ple in Waj:giggton bcltcrglz:]:’end their wg;s.
o earn additional income tend to have in- they remember how many votes the
creasing disutility.” Wot bad, for a govern-  bLuttermskers have, they probably will, they
ment agency, It means Hf you work harder probably will,
your jncome tax will be higher—we think. ' e o
Sndihat’s 2 punk-incentive-to-workharder— - BREVIIE- AV L BV TIES - s

THE UNIVERSITY of Florida pays its president
$15000 & year, The dean of its new medical school
is to ger SE6000 a year. The foothall coach gets
$17,500. Must be a bnm coach,

were certain.

This is beginning to look like a contest to
see who can use the most words in saying
the least. Comsider this from a sociologist:
“If distance is the discloaing concept of the
weaning of the global character of the wan
status has a simifar value in Gescribing the
instability of the individual adolescent under
war conditions.”” That’s going to be a great
comfort to young Private Joe Snokes of But-
texmnilkk Corners, Ak, away from home for
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the first time in his Efe. THIRD CLASS
If you aze a psychologist you will know PERMIT No. 2
exactly what this means—maybe. “The ele- SEC. 34.66 PLER

mentary fact of actnalizing the stimulational
funciion of objects, with its consequent selec-
tional and organizational implications, points
io a satisfactory behavior relationship be-
tween the organism and Its surroundings
which well mertis the name of eontrol” Well,
we know what control means, and when it
come 1o words, the guy that perpetrated that
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¥rs, Mabel I, Ress
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~of powdefed Bdm milk. I Bas hoaght 4 bl

“Ferhal totistosity didn’t Bave 3t
Leave us lower the curlain on the pitiful



