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•  WEWERE talking, just talking, about a 
peiiodical we would like to read—one 
relentlessly pressing the indictment 

against the State, that it is an utterly wicked 
institution, a Frankenstein made by man to his 
own undoing. Putting aside little analysis,. there 
is no such advocate onthe public dais to-day. 
Which is a pity, because the few minds, young 
and old, that hold this position deserve a corn-

• petent spokesman. 
The man at the head of the table—not because 

the .gathering was at his home but because he 
merited the position—hit a discouraging note: 
competent writers in this field are scarce. When 
you think of it you realize not only that this is 
true, but why it is true. Talent, like merchan-
dise, heeds the call of the marketplace, and for 
the past two generations the tinsel of planned 
economy has been moving 'fast and bringing 
good prices. Hence, the professional writer has 
drilled himself in the idioms of collectivism 
to the exclusidn of all else. His education pre-
cludes the possibility of putting his skill to the 
opposite philosophy. The publication we were 
talking about would therefore have to resort to 
amateurs, those who in spite of the dollar pull 
have kept faith with the "dignity of the in 
dividual" These would have to be dug up and 
given a chance to develop craftsmanship. 

Then came the question of possible circula-
tion. People read what they already know, 
what confirms their convictions and flatters their 
understanding; and it must be admitted that 
the current mass-mind is comfortably at home 
with the language of Statism. The proposed 
publication would have to look to the intellectu-
ally curious, those rare birds that break away 
from the flock, for its readership. How many 
of them are there in the country? The consensus 
put the top figure at 25,000. This did not kill 
the conversation, as it would have if these peo-
ple were of a practical turn; being romanticists, 
and harboring the conceit of wanting to do some-
thing about it, they opined that the quality of 
readership would make for an influence out of 
pro.portion to its size. 

Nothing now remained to discuss but the 
finances—except the details of the subject mat-
ter, and that we skipped, possibly because we 
might have found ourselves in some disagree. 
ment, possibly because we thought it premature. 
The financial problem could not be skipped. In-
come from circulation could hardly cover ex-
penses, for the cost of ferreting. out our "in-
tellectual elite" would eat up about all. a rea-
sonable subscription price would yield. Adver-
tising revenue was out of the question for some 
time and would never come to much with so 
small a circulation. If any of ushad the money, 
the matter would have been settled then and 
there; but people who are rich in ideas are 
usually poor in the means of execution. Never-
theless, our enthusiasm conjured up bags of 
gold from nowhere in particular and we broke 
up on that cheerful note. - 

On my way home I cogitated on this matter 
of subsidy. Why is it, I queried myself, that 
men of means, and with an urgency to promote 
ideas, have liberally supported the literature of 
collectivism, from pale pink to the deepest crim- 
son, while the contrary philosophy has lacked 

- for,,an adequate airing? I ran over in my mind 
the names of journals of opinion, existing and 
defunct, which never paid their keep and had 
their deficits made up by wealthy well-wishers. 
I could recall only.  one - a brilliant piece of 

• journalism of the early 1920s—that boldly and 
capably pointed up the antisocial character of 
the State. On the other hand, I remembered a 
dozen outright socialistic publications that were 
well-financed, and several others that advocated 
increased doses of political power for the ad-
vancement of all kinds of pro bono publicO 
schemes. Some of these are still going strong. 
Is it, I asked myself, that the rich are really—
using the term in the popular sense—radical? 

Then I recalled an -essay by G. K. Chester-
ton in which that idea is advanced. He asserts 
that it is the rich—those with the leisure and the 
means to invest in adventure—who are ever in 

- the forefront-of new fashions, in thought as well 
as in customs, while those to whom the business 



of existence is a full-time job are for letting 
things alone Contrary to popular impression, 
then, the rich are the radicals and the poor are 
the conservatives That would account for the 
financial support of Statism these days, it 
would also explain the subvention by the aris 
tocracy, some two centuries ago, of the then 
nvel idea of "natural rights" Since individual-
is .. m is a very ancient philosophy, reaching back 
to the primordial human aversion to coercion, 
it does not have the selling power of novelty 
and therefore lacks patronage. 	- 

THE 1789 RADICALS 

B EHAVIOR is individual; there is in reality 
no such thing as "mass action." What 

we so designate is an illusion; a number of in-
dividuals acting in like fashion, and being there-
fore apparently of like mind, give the impress-
ion of acting as one. But, only persons think and 
behave, not masses, and for that reason state-
ments as to group action are subject to ex-
ceptions. Individuals who presumably belong 
to the group are frequently at loggerheads with 
the purposes of its membership. Hence, what-
ever we say about the behavior of "the rich" or 
"the poor" must be qualified; all thatwe can say 
with exactness is that a majority of the class 
follow a certain pattern of behavior, and we 
find it convenient so to identify all of them 

Alexander Hamilton, for instance, was a rela-
tively poor man, and yet he was the genius of 
that centralization which the wealthy of the day 
so urgently wanted. Theirs was the Constitu-
tion, and theirs alone. All the evidence indi-
cates that the small farmer and the artisan, the 
bulk of the population, were doing fairly well 
under the Articles of Confederation and were 
afraid of the radical instrument out of Phila-
delphia; they were reactionary. With few ex-
ceptions, the "advanced" thinkers were on the 
wealthy side, and it was not only because they 
stood to gain by the proposed centralization. 
True, a number of the delegates to the  Con-
stitutional Convention had been speculating in 
Continental paper which could become of value 
only if the proposed government were instituted;  

the industrialists-and the merchants among them 
hoped for protective tariff profits; the land spec-
ulators were looking avidly to the opportuni-
ties in the West when these areas were incor-
porated into the public domain. But, men like 
Madison and Jay and Adams were undoubtedly 
high-minded in their radicalism; they sincerely 
believed that the political summurn bonum was 
a government of, by and for the "rich and well-
born"; they feared the possible ascendancy of 
the "mob" in the governments of independent 
states. They were for change, and they were rich. 
The fact that a poor man was their leader does 
not deny the thesis; new ideas may, and gener-
ally do, originate in a poor man's head, but they 
iemain "crackpot" ideas until men of means 
give them standing. 

So, beginning at the birth of the nation, every 
new political idea that ever came to fruition 
had the sanction and the support of the affluent. 
The poor have always been stand-patters, and 
for very good reason. Their preoccupation being 
what it is, any proposition to change their ad-
justment is suspect. Only when the making of a 
living becomes precarious will they listen to 
pxomlsing propocals desperation rather than as 
piratlon makes radicals of them Politics to that 
class is only a means to "better times," and they 
will never throw out of office a known rascal if 
during his regime they enjoyed some regularity 
of income. 

THE 1933 RADICALS - 

T HE New Deal was put over by the rich. 
Mr. Hoover was kicked out by the votes 

of the masses, to be sure, but that would have 
happened even if his opponent were a confessed - 
horse-thief; radicalism was rampant because 
poverty was. But, it was not until after the elec-
tion that the New Deal came upon us, and there 
is reason to believe that Mr. Roosevelt himself 
did not think of it until after his inauguration. 
It was then that he called upon the college boys 

- to-mix him a miracle brew. The administering of 
this concoction to the nation was the work of 
the rich. The best monopoly brains of the 
country were at Mr. Roosevelt's beck and, call 
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throughout his regime and heading his enforce-
ment agencies was the finest skill of business. 
He could not have, done without this cooperation. 

Yes, the . poor were for the New Deal, too, 
but only on a bread-and-butter basis. That's all 
it meant to them. They surely did not think up 
the make-wage projects; very few 'could tell you  
what the hieroglyphics WPA and PWA stood 
for. The NRA was .he brain.-child of professors 
from heavily, endowed colleges, made to function 
by manufacturers and merchants. When' the 
banks were closed by Mr. Roosevelt, it was the 
financiers, not the clock-punchers, who 'hailed 
him as their savior. The dispossessed share-
croppers would have settled for a bit of "growin' 
land"; they were given leaning shovels. The im-, 
poverished farmers did not ask Washington for 
hand-outs; all they wanted was relief from 
mortgage indebtedness,' and they were getting 
that by way of private arrangements. -Interest de-
linquencies were being forgiven and the• capital, 
amounts were being voluntarily slashed, before 
1933, and it looked as though the farms would 
'bale' themselves out by the old-fashioned 'de-
flation of fictitious values; but the process was 
halted by the manna-from-heaven plan, and the 
bankers and insurance companies sang hosannas -
to the New Deal. 

It was not because they could put it to their 
profit that this 1933 radicalism was taken up by 

-the rich and given respectability. They embraced 
it ]ecause it' 'had the glamour of the "latest 
thing." Maybe the yearning for novelty germin-
ates in ennui, .maybe it springs from the desire, 
for self-expression or the hankering for leader-
ship. At any rate, the glittering novelty of the 
New Deal perked up the -jaded appetites of those 
who had time and money on their hands, and 
they went in for the "more abundant life" phil-
osophy with the same enthusiasm that they put 
into new-fangled religions, futuristic art and the 
latest' dance steps. They lionized the literateurs. 
of "social significance," they financed research 
foundations and manned them with Ph.D's who 
knew what they were 'supposed to find out, they 
underwrote' the salaries of. professors who 
preached New Dealism. And, they subscribed 
heavily to the budgets of papers which criticised 
Mr. Roosevelt only when he was not as New 
Dealish as the' editors wanted him to' be. 

The poor fell in line, of a certainty, for that 
is their inclination; those who occupy the lower 
rungs of the social ladder always emulate the 
envied ones above,' and in this case the emulation 
was facilitated by need. 'Just as the shop-girl 
took to cigarette:smoking only after the "better 
class" ladies made the practice de ngueur, so the 
doctrine of lifting the economy by its political 
bootstraps became popular only after the 
wealthy made it so. The old values of freedom, 
self reliance and individual responsibility were 
lost for lack of a reminder. Where in the public 
press could one read about such things for the 
past' fifteen years? (Where can one now?) 

SELF-DEVOURING RADICALISM • 
 F ASHIONS in ideas make their way against 

reason, and even self-interest cannot re-
strain them once they get going. Even now, in 
the light of what Hitler did to the wealthy who 

.put them in position to do so, Americans of that 
class cannot bring themselves to a renunciation 
of the Statism they fostered under Roosevelt. 
If they were capable of putting two and two 
together and coming out with a correct sum, 
they would howl their heads off at every ac-
cretion of State-power. They would fight like 
mad against the continuance and growth of 
bureaucracy, against each and every intervention 

in the economy, internal or external, every law 
that put a penny into the hands of a politician, 

.every 'proposal leading toward the militarization 
of the country. Not because the weakening of the 
State makes for the social good, but because the 
strengthening of the State must eventuate in their 
own subjugation. But, despite the lesson of Ger-
many, despite the dictates of reason, they seem 
incapable of understanding that the Caesarism 
they fostered will cut their own throats; they 
go along with the trend on the theory, apparent-
ly, that sufficient unto the day is the unslit 
throat. They are slaves of their own fashion-. 
-ing. 

Reports from Germany tell an interesting 
story. In the land of Hegel and Marx, of Wil-
helm and Hitler, anti-Statist thought is reviving. 
It does not amount to much, to be sure, for - 
where intense- hunger is the general lot, very 
little energy is left for speculation. But among 
the intellectuals, among the fellows to whom 



thought is as necessary as food, there is a 
recognition of the utter wickedness of Statism, 
and, unlike the intellectuals of the "conquerors," 
they realize that their salvation lies in free en-
terprise. They have had their fill of strong gov -
ernment. From that turn comes a frightening 
thought: must the momentum of the Statist .trend 
spend itself. in the complete disintegration of 
.Society before the philosophy. of freedom can 
creep back upon the scene? Must we too go.. 
through the wringer before we can appreciate 
the ancient values?- Is there no escape from the - 
sins of our rich except a disastrous war and 

hopeless destitution? 
The more one thinks about this dolorous Iles - 

son of Germany the more dolorous it becomes 
The ultimate effect of Statism is to wipe out the 
class which supported it, and who have we then 
to inaugurate a contrary thought-pattern?:.:  
Whence will come a Frederick to subsidize a 
Voltaire? Whence a Jefferson or a Lafayette 7  
Who is there in Germany to-day to take up the-  
cudgels for freedom and make it the fashion? 
When Statism comes into its own, only the rich-  
the only class with leisure enough to spend on 
ideas—are the commissars, and they are. not 
likely to. build a. bonfire under their preroga-
tives. The State never abdicates. That being so, 
the prospect for freedom in the near future is 
dark indeed. 

COMES THE DAWN 

0NLY in the distance is there a faint gum. 
mer of light, barely perceivable through 

the lenses of history and economics. The mon- 

ster State must at long: last collapse from lack 
of nutrition With pivate property suppressed, 
production must decline, then there is little to 
tax, little for the State to live by To make up 
for the deficiency it . cast about for loot, . but 
too often the coStof war is far beyond the re-
turns Economic deterioration finally brings 
about a collapse of the State, so history tells 
US. And with the collapse of political power 
comes the .rébirth.of human aspirations. The pos-
sibility of keeping what one produces spurs in-. 
vention and industry. As production rises .. so 
des thelevel of wages and one can take time 
out for thought. Slowly, painfully and hope-
fully Society again finds itself. Out of the no. 
where comes a troubadour who sings of the dig-
nity of the individual and people like his song; 

it tells them of something beautiful known long 
ago and long ago forgotten. That is what one 
can see in the distant future—maybe a century 
or two after the complete eclipse of freedom. 

Assuming the correctness of this prognostica-
tion, what should the individualist now do? 
Nothing, except that which his self-respect im-
pels him to do. It is not a matter of choice, for 
he is incapable of doing anything else. He must 
be a rebel, openly when he can, inwardly al-
ways. As Well and as often as he can, he 
preaches the primacy of the individual; and 
to his son, even as conscription robs him of the 
choice which makes him. human, he hands a 
book, with the fond hope that its story of free. 

4om will be learned,' remembered and passed on 
during the dark ages in the offing. Whenever the 

opportunity presents itself, he expounds the doc 
trine of "natural rights," dilates on the virtues 
of the free market, points up the immorality of 
political intervention, weighs in for the risk and 
the glory of personal responsibility as against 
the security of slavery It may be .a. rear guard 
action he is fighting, but that is not his concern 

Individualism could do with a few more fight 
ers at the present time, and with a bit more 
action. Not one magazine, but a flock of period-
icals, books, pamphlets, to iterate and reiterate 
the old values and thus help stave off oblivion. 
Come the war—and it will come in time—the 
dodge of "security" will provide justification for 
the suppression of critical thought, and dissi-
dence will be a passport to. the concentration 
camp; meanwhile, . the:. waste of .war..will make 
necessary the confiscation of property.. Concur-
rent with the abolition of private property will 
come the disintegration of Society—the radical 
rich along with the reactionary, poor. 
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