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WE'LL BE FEPCIING YOU

You, let us suppose, manufactare a line
of ;mgg!ewh:zz]ts that has caught the public
fancy no end. Sales are incresising so zapidly
you sre by way of becoming. big business.
Yoir are-bidding on a government contract—-
the government wants a couple of shiploads of
jingglewhizzits for one of the underprivil
nations it’s taking care of. You've got a good
chance of landing the contradt, too, since
yout are the country’s low-cost jingalewhizzit

basis of merit a.lone;that’s‘jour bimsiness.
There’s no compulsion—perish the thought
Of coursé, #f you don’t feel Like playing ball

with the coamittee—well, in that case the.

]mgg!e..h‘xmt dontract will g0 to some other
firm. Bit there’s ne mmylﬂsuon ahout .it—
get yourself clear on that poin

Must be some mistake.  You dont ﬂm:k
{for a moment, do you, that. the President and
the Vice President and the committee would
uy to cdrcumvélit' the will of ‘Congress by

Comixnisnist Party. Shie becaie interested in .

what she calls the progressive movement , . .
We-think - Dr. - Markham's use of the Fifth
Amendment is misconduct . . . We regret that
Dr. Markhem did net ses &t to supplement
the official record before the committee . ...
we find that Dr. Markham has not hetn guilty
of grave miscondnct . . . and we will
no action against her.”

What do you have to do at Harvard before
they do take action against you-—shoot the

presi tdent?

_ prodacer.

Now, as it happeps, over the years you h:zve “

fonnd that of all peapls, blue-skinned,
tonians are the best ddapted for the 3
operaions invelved in the making of ]mgvle-
whizzits. Mozeover, the .blueskinped Abby-
toniane ave sober, reliable, industiious, They
demand top pay, to be sute, but you des’t
mind; they're tops as workers. You are not

« bloe-skinned Abbytonian yourself, but you ¢

ko the breed. Mare then half yonr workers
axe -of such vacial descent, thongh now, of
conrse, they are all good Americans. -

‘Word comes that you have gqualified for a
. whopping’ big' government contract. But

there’s a catch, Remember this FEPC busi-’
ness, the anti-discrimination measure which
wonld compel you &6 discriminate by hiring
people you dow't-wonk te hive, and firing
people you do want to- fire? You've got too
many Abbytoniars dn yoar payroll, and not
enopgh of the other strafng. Less than five
per cent of the populstion are Abbytonians.
“Moxe than fifty per cenl of your workers are.
*T won't do—not if you }lope to get this
government conitract.

But, yon say, your blood pressure nsmg,
there’s no sueh law. Congress knocked it
into & cocked-hat, or at least it was filibust-

ered to. a freszle. Suxe, sure, yow are told,
hut the President has appointed a committee,
or is going o appoint A committee, on eme
ployment practices. Thé President, you un-
derstamd, does . nof, favor a “compulsory™
FEPC but thinks-a “voluntary” plan to
" same eod would be right nice. The President
is said to have given his ““full personal and
wioral support” to & program whereby the new
committee is to see to it _that no governmint
contracks shall be awarded to. private com-

panies which do not agree to make their em.”

ployment practices conforn td those set forth
by the new cormeittes.

As Vice-President Nixnn, hea.d of the new
commiittee, so meatly puts it, “Since the gov-
errnent spends anmually on government con-
wracts $4¢ billion, or on&fnurth of all the
money speat on production in the United
States, we can deal with 25 per cent of the
problem heranse we control the purse strin
. . . where public funds are mvolved,

: segmems of the population should en_[oy the
benefits,

So-o-OQ you are told, there. you are. There

_ s ne FEPC law on the statute books. You

Are iree i Ao a o pleim mbivieyinr -~ tend - tor-merirate-ters ——-=-Br:
is not and mever hes been a member of the

employes. If you want to hire them on the

ed by law? Why, that would be a3 bad zs

, Pruman’s dodging Congress to drag us in .

the Koreen “police action.” Sudy you don’t

‘believe any dirty vmrk like #hat 15 going en,

do you? Ordo yon?,
IN THE PINK.

Ths committees tirn "em up but the co]leges
don’t tumn out—often. There’s the case of
Helerr Deane Markhan:, member of the faculty
at Harvard Medical Schook .

The Jenmer Committee had swom evidence
that Helen Deane had long heen a member of

the Communist Party, and active in campus’

recruiting. The commitiee prepared a list of
estions, based on the informetion supplied
:fem concerning . the lady’s red prankmg
Invaking her privilege against self-incrimina-
tion, Dr. Ma refissed to*dnswer any one
of them. Here u.re the queries that caused her
to clam up:’
Had the Nivy. taken é]amp]m actian
agaiost her® hgband Ex. Comdil:yccnrge
_Markhiam; wis she then a member of the

Communmt Party, tad she sttended secrek

meet.mgs n: the CGommunist Party: while g

faculty

Scheol; did’ she know of any Comrmmist

Paxty members on the Harvard faculty;

was she z party

at MeGill - University in Canada during

1943 and 1944; was she a party member

while- obtaining tier M.A, deprec at Brown

]I)vaemty mdlsll-(}dwss she a party mexm-

er as an undergraduate at Wi or
to -1938; hid she tried to rmel]]]eil;yerpnm‘
dents into the Yommg Commurdst Teague
or the Comimunist Party; had -ahe ever at-
tempted to recruit fellow teachers ints the

Communist Party; had she been a faculty

member of the Samuel Adams ool
- Boston; had she aitended classes of that

school; had she attended party meetings

under an assumed name?

The committee had the dnpe on the gal.
The gal kad nothing 16.say. The Harvard
Cotp. had this t¢ say: “On March 27, 1953,

Marl "dppeared before the ]enner
Commxttee in respemse to a subpoena. She
refused to answer questions as to whether she
is now or ever has been & member of the
Communist Party, and as to activifies con-
neete] with the Communist Party, on the
groumil thet answering such questtons wonld

of Harvard Medical -

member while a lecturer -

manded. That crucl blow on the wrist must
almest have broken the feather. At last re-
ports, Di. Mazkham ivas still on the Harvard
facoity—and.-the Harvard payroll

And then - there’s the ecase of Professor
Murice Halperin®of Boston University. He
was so dvercome with shigriess that he coyldr’t
answer a oue of the questions the commitise
shot at ]nm, al of ﬂ1 hased on sworn
evidence in its possession. The bashiul one,
however, did manage to say that his refusal
te answer was hased on fear of self-incriminia-
tion. Heve are some of the questions he
wouldn’t answer:

" Member of the Commumist Party? Mem-
ber of Elizaheth Benity's espionzge ring?
(She swore he was.) - Had ke paid dies to
her? (She ewore he had) Member of the
Communist Party while teaching at Olda-
hioma U.? Aftended meetings of the ceritral

© committee of the Commumist Pirty  in
Mexico? Member of Cemmunist Party

_ while zonsultint 16+ Egonemic and Social
Council of United Nations? When pastici-
ating in United Nations Conference on
international Organization in San Fran-
ciseo m 19457  While Division Chief of
035 from "4l to 457 Whils with the Stats
Department in ’45 and 467 Did he know

. A]gcr Hiss? Had he astended secret meel-

ings. of the Cormmiunist Party- while. teach
iz at Boston University?
Maybe the pentleman 'couldn’t remember,

or mayhe hé just couldn’t be bothered. At amy
.raie, nary a question would he answet. And

what did Boston University think of it all?
A mews report reads: “On Juné 30, 1953,
Bostl?n TUniversity annéunced that it was
censuting Professor Halperin for hig refusal
to testify but was retaining his services”

- Professor Halperin was head of the Latin-

American Department i Boston U, e still s,

O the other haind, there’s the case of Edwin
Berry Burgum, a professor at New York Uni-
veraity, who had ducked guestions on the same
old plea that to answer would tend to incrimi-
nate kim, ‘Ters fs what NYU. had to say
about the reficent Mr. Burgum:

“Whereas no person may be forced usder
the constitutional government of these United
States to incriminate himsel and no member
of the teaching profession should he denied

. the legal protection accorded to all eitizens

wider the Fifth Amendment of the Constito-

Marltham— ion-the Comaittee-finds-that-the first. charge. e o

is not sustained;

O cotsze, —the_|ady was zepri- - - -

e
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“But whereas the wnjversity,, hus s -civip *
duty to the free society of which i is an insti.

" tutforul part, and whereas a member 6T the” -
teaching profession in our society may be
expected so to conduct himself that hiz activi- .

 ties ‘meet the tests of zesponsible exercises of .-

. academic freedom, both m the classcoom and
elsewhese, the copumittes finds that ihe second-
charge 1 sustained; o,

“And further, this comwmiftee of his eol-
leagnes consider that the dismissal of Asso-
ciate Professor Buigam for his abuse. of his
univexsity posifion wnder ihe cover of ach-_
demic freedont would net be inponsistent. -
with the staltement of ‘policy in zegard to

- academic freedom; and tednre at. New Yok
" University.” ’ . -

That is from “Staterent of New York Uni-* -

versity on the suspension, hearing and dis

~—maigsat of Edwin Berry Burgums assoviate pro——

fossor of English, Washingion Square College
of Arts and Sciences.” It is professorese at
- dts unmitigated worst, bot in simﬁle English
it means that the gay had a right to' de jt
but he shouldn’t have done it, and so_ he pets
. In spite of the jmmbled prose, we think
JNYLEE did better than Haxvard and Boston
I af that. AR least they sossed the jerk oub-
on his~they tossed him ont. Whick is more
than cither of the other institutions of higher
(%) learning séw fit to do with jts pinke.

B “TWQ-MUSTER". 7 :

" The world- situation in 1953 may be de-
scribed 93 a race hetween education and
catasirophe. Neazing the three-quarier pole
“eatastrophe I8 so far out in frent thst educa-
Hon, unless it gets.a swilt kick in the rompers,
won't even finish in the money. IF's as.had
off as Pittsburgh in_the National Leaguc.
Worse—Pittsburgh will have another chance

' next year. . T X -

‘From. the tarn of the century, the forces -
of Chads have ‘been steadily gathering
strenpth. Theyve been taking every round.
It §s beroming more and more clear to Ameri-
cans. whe Jook—and uwée their brains while
doing ii-that the whole fture of Western
civilization i pretly well tied in with what
“happens 1o our’ Conetitutional Goverfinents”
And what has been happening so fay is p]zr:iy.

The lote Albert Jay Nock, whoe not only
wrote some of the best English prose pub-

" Iished in the 20th century buot kad a brilliant
mind,” wasn’t overly hopeful as to the out-
comé—shat is, #& to the possibikty of saving -
oux_ iree republican institutions. But he did
say that if only 5,000 leaders and molders -
of public apinior in America could be indoced
to read Herbert Spencer’s THE MAN vs. THE
STATE, and act ou the philosophy of govern-
ment set forth thercin, then our cherished
freedoms could be handed down to our chil-
drer’s children. .

. THE MAN-vs. THE STATE was the first
of what The CAXTON PRINTERS, Ltd., calls
its Books for Libertarians, now a long list.
These hooks have heen' published not to
make monky, the publishers say, “but as our
dedicated contribntion to this great struggle
for the minds atd heaxts of men; the struggle
is of course hetween the advoeates of ani gl

~—poiwetful-—centraliy-—directed-

The State—and those who believe int the phil--

~hureascracy—=-—~long-as-

osophy and values which produced the ‘Ameri-

emm Conslitution.” e o

« v Nock wasshght . THE MAN.ve. THE

STATE is 2 tremendously important hook—

and # highly readable one. -Quite as much

‘could be said of Nock’s own masterpiece,
OUR ENEMY THE STATE. k, without ques-

tion, is ove of the most important hocks puh

lished “in. this country since the tmm of  the

ceptury-—and #ts pelished prose is =z sheer.

delight. - o .
We suggest you buy both books. They are
$2.50 qech, five bucks for the pair, You may
send- ypiir order to THE INDIVIDUALIST, oF di-
rect to The CAXTON PRINTERS, Ltd. Either

© way, you'll never as lon%‘:.s you live, spend

five bucks for better hoo

AMERICA'S DANGER

before the duna Maria Kiwanis Club by C. €. Steele,

{Foliowing is the text of @ taik debivared Taly 25 JPockets and el themselves 1o dailars that

that’s frocdoms, ¥ follows, then, ifia there

- can be no evil In capitalism, for eapitalism

is.nothing more than freedom. as applied to
trade and industry, fréedém in the production
and exchange of wealth. There can be no
evil in capitalisnr, . [P

" The evils commonly attributed 1o capitalism
are duc to the resiraints imnposed upon capital-
ism, to the denial of capitalismn, to the absencg
of capitalism, | . T
Give big business a wionopoly, and evil

. will resulf. Apd mén everyvwhere will find #t

barder to make ‘a Iiving, Give. orgamized
-laber a monopoly; and evil will result. And
men everywhere - will find it harder to-make
a living. Give the pressure gromps — here's’
whexe 1 step on a lot of toes—the fatmers,
‘the veterans, the oldsters—pive those birds
the right to dip theic hngers info other men’s

ther tmen have eavned, and evil will rosult.

Editor of Tux. Dustvivarisy, and dssociate Editor of /‘1 né ﬁ n] everywhere will find it harder to -

- Tae ISEANPER,)

. An after-dinuer talk should be the occasion
for mirth and merriment. B shoald abound
i sparkding witticisms—-even if yon have.to
get “em 6wt of & hook. ‘It should exade good ©
homor.  It-should make-people stile. If it -
touches the heatl strings; so much the better.
People ke to have their emations . stirred,
Above all, an after-dinner tilk should noz
make’ people think: ‘Mobody likes to think—
especially an a full stomach., The talk you are,
about to hear, T am afraid, will viclate I
those good rules. . . T
“1 am going to talk on Cormmubism versus
Capitalism, and how, right here in our.own
Isnd of the free and homne of the brave, capi-
telism is losing out lo Commumism. Capital- -
ism i3 Toshg the fight because millions of
Ametican citizens dox't give a Hnker’s damn
about what happens to capitalism, The sub-

jeet bores them. . They haven’t the slightest -

conception of that profound truth that capital-
ism is the only economi: system the world

hag ever known ander which men at all levels |

may_attain to aoy appreciable  measure of
om. g ~
" In addition 16 these millions who -dan’t
know and don’t care about capitalism, there
are other millions who are openfy antagonis.
tic. They prate™of ihe evils of capitabism.’
They hold that 'a profit is a shamefol and
‘wicked thiig. They deplore competition in
trade. They. clamor for production” for use
and not for profit: “Those sentiménts, of
couTSe, ‘At PreposlErols Nonsemse, eVery one
of them. They are economic jack - of
the lowest order. ‘They reflect the hasie tenels
of Communism, Yet you will hear, them

" voiced every mow and then here- and" there

thronghout, the land, in colleges, in pulpiis,
in the apper hierarchy of :f?;_ujized abor.
And every time they are voiged, the cavse of
Communism takes aid apd comfort. And -
every time they are voiced, the caunse of
Capitalism takes a kick in the pants, .

0 speak of the evils of Capitalism is like

speaking of the evil of good. By its very defi-
wition, good means the abgence of evil. There
can be no &vil in good. By the same token,
there can be mo evil in freedom. Fresdom
means, inerely the absence of restraint. Free-
dom wmeans the right to do 2s you please so

&as- yourespect
ight. Do as you like, and harm no man—

- onght to be shol ¢ it

_whéther by tari

“the-vther—fellow's et

: iving. But in ecach case the evil
sprirgs not from capitalism but from the re-
straints imposcd wpon capitalism, from mon-
opoly, from. special privilege. Why, in heav-

- en’s name, should some old guy be paid for

reaching sixty-fire? Pve Inown people. that
~The ‘expression, “Production for use and’
not’ for profit,” was éined by Karl Marx
father of Communism.” No'sillier slogan was
ever thought up by ‘the mind of men. Every-
thing’that is made—if you get above the level
cof childrer’s mud pies—is made for use.
Men. dont waste their time mzking things
that have no use. If a thing is usefuf it will .
be iraded. And when it &5 traded, therss a.
profit-twé profits; infact, one for each paity
. to the trade. For-a profit, mind you, is merely
an excess- of rotirn - over output. Whea you
take in more than you lay ont, there’s yogr
profit And that's”what happéns in cvery,
trade.. You get wore than you give, as you
value things st the moment. . If you diday,
you-wouldi’t trade. And that .goes for the
other guy. " He-.valies  what he geis more .

than be values what he gives. Ii he didnt,

che woulde’t trade, He's no sap, either. So -

you- can poste this in your hat—and leave
“it there. There's never a_ trade without a -
profit. It is equally trus that there is never -
= profit without & trade. A farwoer may have
a million bushels of wheat: That million
Bjishela‘ won't do him a bit of geod wntil -he
trades, ‘thém.  Remember thoee- two great
traths—there’s never a trade without & profit,
and pevera profit withowt a trade. They will
‘help you to realize the importance of trads,
and the daniage tiat results when men’s free.
"dom to frade is curiailed in any menner—

, cartels, quolas, embargocs,
or whatever. - . . ' . .
- Fe have production for use and met for

%{Dﬁ[, you'd have to do away with profit
o do away with profi, yow'd have to do
away with trade since, as 1 Lave told- you,
there’s mever a trade without a profit, and
never 2 profit without a trade. To stop trade
would mean an end fo specialization and
divisior of labor. Tt would mean that each
man would have 1o make everything bhe and
his family needed. Such a course would re-
duce the most ‘prosperous. country on earth

~toTahowlng wildertess - in - nofs - wr all—

It would mean the end of civilization. The
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. profit motive, which is’ meiely man’s inborn
instinct to better hinse}f by trade--the profit

" progress the world has known ‘siuce the be-
ginning of Hiwe. - . .

Anyone who tries to tell you otherwise is

- oils. And that goes for -those sofi-hended

preachers—ol many, bt toc any, as even

-one woald be—who go around preaching the

. evils of the free market,- the wickednesz of

compiétition and profits, the beauty of the all-"

powerful state that would, own and operate
the téols and-machinery of production, do
away -with properiy rights and, in its infinite

wisdornz, would tell each man what he must-

do. for. “the commen pood,” though they
never mention what would happen 1o some

poor guy who didin’t woms the job the state:

handed him. Men who talk Lke that are 100

ates—and gullibles. .
Tam not being disrespectful tor rebightn:
I was born and reared in a Methodist par-

sonage. Though I have heen Inown te take”

".a drink.now znd then, and to raise.a title
Caie when the oceasion offercd, and though.
1 have never lost my eye for apretty -girb—

- and hope T never “will

;. count myself a deeply religions man, I have

- unshakable faith ‘W the efficasy of prayer; .

But I'l be eternsily damned before Il sit

back and twiddle my thumbs whil ay man,
preacher or no, secks 1o mndermine_the very "

foundarionis of freedom on which this great

nation of ours was established by the Found-

ing Fathers.

- What T have said goes, tov, for those 90 or
more college -professors whe. in the past
conple of years have refused to say on the
Wilnees' stand, whether they are Coxomunists.
And it poes for practically all of orfremized
labor’s higher-ups, who are working inces-

‘eanitly to sirangle our free enterprise s stemn,

and s2t ap in Hs siead the iren-fisted regit
mentation of the socialist state. .
Poverty doesn’ breed Communism. - There
are more Communist college professors thar,
Communist  sharecroppers. . Commumism
breéds poverty. The highest level of Com-
muilsin oft ezrth is i Be Tound in the comtry
with the lowest standard of living—Soviet
. Rassia, Nations are prosperous to the extent
" they arc capitalistic. That's why our own
US5.A leads them all. They are poor to the
exctﬁnx they are Communist. There jsn’t a
rich Communist country on carth. - There isn't

‘& poor capitalist eouniry. . Great Beitain, about

EBite-filty, is a puny thing compared with

what she was before ‘shie Degan monkeyihg

with socialism—which is merely Commanian
with false whiskers.

The Américan free enterprise system, the
pirice system, the free market system, the cap-
Halist syster—they 2ll come to the same thing
—~is threstened today as never before—not
from, withent but from within—by our own

foolish’ and ‘misgaided gullibles who bave

Been brotight 1o believe that the average man
hasn’t sense enough to ke care of himself,
and that the all-powerful welfare state should
da it for him. They haveo't the wit fo ses,
those millions and millidns of dupes, that

- —-such-a-state-could-operate-only by forceuhd —

-that it would inevitnbly develop into the same

motjve:'is Tesponsible for all the material

ihat's not being .
_irreligions.  ThaPs. merely being human. I-

kind of. pelice. stals, . terror
. Russia with an iren, hand.
+ I'told you at'ihe outsef certain things an
after-ditmer télk should be. I'B now tell you
one more, An after-dipner talk should he
like a pretly girl's bathing suit—long enough -
to cover the essential -poinis,- shoit enough
to hald the intesest. 1 hope mine has been .
—just that I thaik you. .
| SUNT—
SCRAMBLED - ‘

We have just ficished reading President
Eisenhower's message o Congress on the Taft.
Hartley Law, We were & ltde late getting
around th.it. Better lste than never so’t
always irue. In-this case never would have

done jost as well,

Men wha talk Like th The President writes: “Without the jndi.
ww———per cent ~socialist —in- théir ~thivking. ~They  vigual liberty which is the cornerstome of
may mean well, but they zre economic illiter- .

cur American heritage would be a mere sb-
straction with’ ho practical meaning in cur
cveryday life. And without protection of ‘the
teonomic freedom of onsindividwal - from
abuses- of freedom by other individuals, the.

. economic freedom of all would soon vanish

There seems io be a Word missing in’ the
first sentence quoted but that’s the way il
appeared in the Wall Streeta Fourpal. It is
clear, ' however, that the President thinks
highly of ecenomic frecdom and ‘the rtights.
of individuals, o . .

. He goes on: “The cconomic -freedom of
millions of our fellow- citizéns depends upon
the institation of free frade nnionism.” That's
.where the President, {or all his sincerity and
intelligence, jumps the track. There js .no
such thing as “free trade unionism.” You,
might as well talk of a “free trade tariff”
More than sixty yeass ago a great Agierican
economist and phi.loso;ier, Henry George,
siummed’ up the matier in these words:

“Trade unions and all other similar organi-
zations of labor-, . . age in their natare not
good, i evil.. They invoive coercion, and
can ouly be effective through coercion or fear-
of .coereion. The organization of men inig
trades unions, like the organization of men .

" imto armies, must necessarily be at the sacrifice

* of individual Bberty, and while the methods

*Tof- 1k osie are thicss of paseive war, they are
both destructive methods—botk aim at the in-

" fliction of loss mnd siffexing upon those who
oppose them, even at the expense of loss and
‘suffering to thosse who befong to them .

. “The great fagt that wnderlies all labor
difficulties ‘in the fradamental wrong which
« « + compels men to beg and fight for those.
opportunities of employing labor in the. pro-
duction of wéalth which the lavish bounty of
a merciful Creator has provided: in practically
limitless. abundance.” ;

‘A more upto-date view of unienism—and
one with which the President might well have
acquainted himself before dropping a note
o Congress in the matter—is set forth in
UNIONS AND CAPITALISM, by Charles E..
Lindblom, asseciate professor of £CONOILCS
at Yale. Myx. Lindblom pats himself frankly
on the side of diganized labor bor he writes
with sn obvious effort to' be fair. In his
preface, he states with eomplete  candor:
“For the thesis of this hook is that nnionism

compatible; that ence unions become strong,

“afd " thE Frivils ERtET{TIE: GOONORLy ATC im

attempt tc maintain ‘our ecopomy s i
now stands. produges unemployment aed in-
Bation,” '

*‘;n

No labor haiter, to uso the term. of derision

dear 1 the hearts of soeialist-inded lsbor,
leaders, ‘could ask for' « more forthright i
dictment of "unionism - than that. Ii wonld
-not, of course, be ar indictment of unionisn
if the privaie enterprise systewm were wonth
stving.  Professor Lindblom mukes it pretty
clear that he doesn™ think # is—worth sav-

Tug. L .
“They (the Hberals),” the professor con-
© Hinues, “Hght the admission that unionisr

is disruptive in o competitive economy. Bat ©

if it were not how eonld it deserve the claim

that they as liberals have made for it as an -

instrument of social betterment. Is the power
We are.tald that the union “secks to pro-

2a it (the worker) through seniovity, dis-

missal pay, regulatioa of innavation, bene-
fits to unexoployed members, the annual wags,
work - restriction,
trol of entranee to the trade.” .

- When enployers indulge in siilir che-

" manigans 16 “regulate,” “resttict” and" “con-
tzal” they are hauled on. the carpet by the

Department of, Justice, but: hen employers’

baver’t boén exempted from +he provisions

of the Sherman aufi-trust law, the anks .

racketeering law and the kickback law—as
bag oiganized. labor.

A further word from Mr. Lindblom: “Tn
shoxt, the union will be a’success when it i
distuptive—and because it is disrirptive. . . -
The of unionism s sured, - how-
ever, only by achievement; and the hard fact

is thal it cannot be attained by good behavipr.’
+ + - Yet gince the union wifl disrupt the com--

petitive “systeny primarily through its control
over the price of [abor, there is no hertor

way to demonstiate its power than o can--

sider jt——but not to condemn it—us 2 menop-
-oly. The mpion is & monopoly ‘hecause ft
can and does yaise the price of labor fo levels
which in a competitive price syslem inevitably

causes waste, anemployment, inflation, or all
combired. And union moncpoly destroys the .

price system becavse it prodices these von.
. sequences to a degree which the economy van-
Thol siEVive™" ¢ 7 - :
There you have it, straight from the hovses
" mouth. Too bad President Eisenhower badn't
skitnmed through Professor Lindblonts littls
classic  before undertaking the -fnpossible
task of scrambling cconomic e 1 and -
dividual right swith labor monopoly, and
making the mess smell good. .
NICE WORE—IF YOU -
CAN GET IT )
There was a little beggar maid
Who wed a king long, lomyg age;
Of course, the taste that he displayed -
‘Was. eriticized by folks who know -
- Just what formalities and things
Are due to beggar maids and kinge.

But straight the monarch. made Ieplyér
“There is small diffcrence, as I live,
Between our stations, She and I

Bubsist on whay the people give.. o oo

""Wedo a0t toil with sirangth and skill,
And, pleasing Heaven, never will®

0 veform mot abso ihe power to derupt?7_

regalation of hours, con.-

H
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THE INDIYIDUALIS]

HORNSWOGGLED

v’ beginning io look-as. though we bought
a plg i a poke last year—those of ws whe
voied the Republican ticket. What did we'get
for all the miilions spént on the election?
We threw out the old gang, to be sure, but
- what’s. the country got nmow it didn’t have
then? What d&id it have then that it hasnt
got now? Less than little, we'd say. True,
we got rid of Truman, which was worth bil-
Jions, bui that-die’x cost a penny. Thé guy
took care of that hirsself, thadke he. |
There are new faces in the picture, to be

" gure. First, there’s. the President hjmself.

He’s a gentleman, of good average nitelli-
gence, and he means well. His predeuemor,
of course, {lunked in those thiec, Hemphrey!
and Wilson; in the cabinet—distincily high

- r—glase--Weeks—mé- thﬂ—ﬂaeyd—he—rlght-u-n»mnrpnﬂrc «uéstions, 4

at horoe with Truman’s collection of medios-
rities that Be called a cahiner

» STene s adivlpenly yopsenarhrangther. ..

audit six wonths hence will discose a bettet
state. of allsirs. As of the moment—have
taxes been. cut, as was promised? Not so
_yowd nofice. Arew’t we sending about as

“many hillions sbtoad az ever in support of:
And getfing as litde for

socialist regimes?
thera? - Aren’t the farmers geiting the same
preferential. treatment that they got from
Rousevelt, when hie realized how many votes
they bad, and from Tritman, who was just
a5 vole hungry? Tso't orgamzed Lshor, a
gigantic racket which preys alike on #s help-
- less captives, employers of labor apd the pob- -
ljo—dsn't it being coddled se before? Has
any one so much-as whispered that & than
. has a right ro work even if he doesn t chioose’
to joim a union?

We hope we're wrong—hit that's the way
it looks from here And it Jecked semething
like thar to the Washington correspomdent of

. The Times (Eondon) who wrote a few weeks
ago:

“The most important schievement of t'no
furst session of the 83rd Congress—he first
Republican Congress to share power with a
Republican President for 20 years—bas

-heen, parzdoxically enuvngh, to give the
gramp of pey tn the ach

of the New and Fa;lr Beals.

e

"The first session of a Republican Con- *

gress and the firse six months of a Republi-
can President have come and gone—and
the basic patlexns imposed on American
Tife in the last 20 {ears have been preserved
intact , . . Certain)
been largely relaxed and an anti-inflation-
ary pattern set . . . But in the only fidd
where the New Deal wonld have crumbled
witheut controls, agriculiure, they have
been serupulously maintained. ‘The New
. . is mow part and parcel of the
Amcncan system initisted by Rooseveli,
- strepgthened by Teuman, and conserved
by President Eisenhower. . . . This sesaien
of Congress proves conclusively that with
either pariy in power the New Deal has
come to stay.”

- We wish sohe one could prove to us Lhe
gy is wrong—the one who wrote that for the

y economic contrels bave

NO WAY TO WIN FRIENDS-

A customer wiites: “It mmst ke a good
deal of theught and stady to be on the wrong
side of public qhestions as often as you are.
And then, after o few more oracks like that,
all spokén, of cozrse, in a spivit of good-mean
fun, he asks, “What. do yuu think you are,
an elder statesman?”

Taling up ihe second pumt first, Ne! We
haven't: years snough to be an elder—only
T2—nor briins enough to be ‘g statesman—
aless 2 statesman is merely a depd po.mcmn.
In that case we eoldnt’ qualify, anyway.
Moreover, we don’t know how to beat the
stock merket, which seems to be an indis-’
pensable requisite for elder statesmaning the;e
da)"i.

. Now as to being on the wrong side of so
hat's—a—litte—tike-
saying the other zuy has no seose of humor
becanse be doesn’t inugh at yoor jokes. That
dar=e’ prosa br bes onn e -of hamere i

merely proves “that one of yoii has no sense i

of humor. Which is the wrong side? Very
targely that must be o matter of opinion. .
We dogive.a gaod deal of thought and
siudy to public guestions, but we are never
on the wrang side—not as we view the situa.

tior ut the moment. 'That, of vourse, goes .

for everybody elsc. Nobody, if he is im his
right senses and homest, will izke what he’
thinks is the wrong side. But we are in the
“rainority, on the unpopular sxde, often, That,
we moust adumit.

For instance, we think the income tax is
an abominable piece of legislation betause it
gives the government ﬂle ‘poweér. to take np
to 100 per cent of what & tan earns. It was
the income tax—that is to say, the adop
tion of-the Sixteenth Amendment — that-
opened the door to. Socialism in this epuntry.
Moregver, the .incomc taz i not based on
ablllty to pay; as cleimed. If it were, the

man with an ixmome “of -$60,000 would pay

ten '.lxr!et g ruch as the man with an income

" of $6,000, ‘mstead of gorge 24 times a8 much.

Furthcrmore, a tax ghould be based on bene-
fits received, not on ability to pay. When you
by & loaf of hread you pay lor what you
fod, not on what youve ot

= Mot wany people agice with 85 af 1f ihe '

income fax.

‘We. think Franklin 1. Roasevelt, instead nf
being one of the country’s grest presidents,
took us further down the road toward Social-

ism than did all his predecessors put togethér.

A lot of people will call us crazy for that.
We_know—they have done it already.

- We think organized lsbor, is 2 gigantic
raoket, with the overlords exscting trbute
from their captive underlings, from mdns!'.ry
and from the public alike.

" We consider. social security a momm]enta}
frand. Tt collects-billions of dollars for old
age security—which péople must buy whether
théy waft it ‘or not—and then most of those
biltions are spent a¢ fast as they come in for
purposes having nothing whatever to do with
soclai sequrity. A dey of reckoning ecoming?

overnment Jaddies should WOITy- They
% ys rob Peter to pay-Paul, can™ f.he'y"?
As long as Paul doesn’t care and Petér can’t

help hrmsclf?

sent from our ﬂlumbs down attitude i in those
raztiers.

And, of course, there’s Joe McCarthyA
which:is -the straw that broke the Chester-
field’s back—or was it the camel’s? We
thmk thé guy has guts and melligence. Ife

¢ corrying on where Martin Dies left off,
a.nd now that Dies is back in Congress you
can look for more fur—red fur--to fly. It
was Martin Dies who publicly branded nearly
1200 members of the State Department as
Communists, or pear-Compunists, Hé sent

- the Iisi to the Aiforney Geperal for action.

Nothing, of course, was dbne. On that list
was the name of Alger Hiss. Three and a
half years later President Roosevelt seleeted
Alger Hiss to accompany him to Yalia. We
tiked, Marttn Dies for what be did. We are
ready 1o like bim again for what we hope he
Wﬂhi‘o?AmﬁWc
the ipnocent people who have been rnined by -
McCurthy while he hid hehind t.he cloak of
xsitys comeke sasl .
T]mrell be few to po along with as on lhat
topic- ‘As if -all those th!:ng\: weren’t enongh,
we believs in land-valge taxation. Axd every-
body knows that's a crackpot idea if- there”
EVET Was one.

Ch well, we weren’t planning to epter a
pop'lﬂmty conifest anyway.

-

HORRORS' :

“Back in Denver on Thureday, the vaca-
tigning Presideat wes up at 6:30 am., enjoy-
ing his morning cold shower. . . .” We knew
all the time theré was samethmg WEong Wl[h

- ihe man.

—Q_

‘LOOK, YOU!

September renewals ate now due. And re-
newals for Octoher, November, Deeember and
so ou, ad mﬁmtum, will. be gratefully re-
ceived. Also it would he nice if you sent mot
merely your Teméwal hut Iwo or Hhxee new .
subscriptions, don’t you thivk? Yeu do want
to hely kesp Toe Iw:vmumsr go_'xg, don’t
yont

BREYITIES AND LEYITIES
"HEANLINE: “Patient Detective Uses: Seive io
Recover RingFrom Beach®  Nice work. We just

hope e didn't sirain, himself z =
WHERE FLSE is human fatnre 3o vm.;k as before )

a dish of sultad peanuis?

CAL TINNY says if that pal’s dress was- any
higher at the bottom and any lower at the top—she’d
be wearing a belr

THE INDIVIDUALIST
-Published menthly by C. O. Stesle.
Anna Mezia, Florida. Subscription $2 o
yeor. -

'"THIRD CLASS

. PERMIT No. 2
SEC. 3486 P.L.& R
BRADENTON. FLA.

" Brg. Wabsi L, Gees

- ——Toadon-Times—But-we're-afraid; awhully-and - And thei there ure soelivead-vedivine snd—————— G S

serrowfully afraid, that he ain’e

public housing and Tariffs. Millions will dis-
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