is that right action has no voice, no announcers.
no press; even worse, the wrongdoing faces no
well-known alternatives. That which is right is
buried in silence; it loses by default. How, then,
can right action be expected to assert itself and,
thus, prevail?

Perpetual declaiming has another fault: it
quickly becomes boring and tiresome; it tends to
seal all ears. Would-be teachers and preachers of
the freedom philosophy reach a low point of sim-
ply crying on one another’s shoulders, often mis-
leadingly phrased as “talking to ourselves.” This
hopeless situation, as much as anything else,
causes them to throw in the sponge, give up the
ghost.

Were we to pursue the proper tactic, we
would first acquaint ourselves with all the right
actions we can inventory. We would next bring
these to light, enshrine and ennoble and sanctify
them as we do motherhood, for instance—make
them politically untouchable. This is the kind of
intellectual nurture that righteousness requires in
order to expand and grow. Further, when we
accent what is right, we put ourselves in the realm
of the positive; our message becomes attractive,
for it is one of hope rather than despair. This
approach also strips the wrongdoing of its plausi-
bilities and — without any declamation on our part
—leaves it bare, naked, and exposed.

While | am conscious of the problems brought
on by our tactical errors and am aware of the divi-
dends that would accrue were we able to accent
the right, the positive, and the hopeful, | confess

to a frustrating lack of ability to practice expertly
that which | now commend. In the practice of

what | am preaching here, | stand, as do many
others, an utter neophyte. For this demands of
me that | break with habits of long standing and
embark on a wholly new and unpracticed
approach. Bluntly, | have been so overwhelmed
by the wrongdoing that | am hardly conscious of
those actions that are right, nor am | capable of
itemizing them without resorting to a difficult
concentration. Any friend of freedom who ques-
tions the sincerity of this confession should give
himself the test.

Yet, there is one obvious fact from which we

may draw comfort and help: What's right with
America exceeds what is wrong! Were this not
true, the wrongdoing would have taken over
completely by now. And it has not!

Why, then, is the wrongdoing so glaringly evi-
dent and right action so hidden from view? The
answer to this is simple: The wrongdoing is
exceptional and makes news; hardly anything
else do we read about in the press and listen to
over radio and TV. Doing right, on the other
hand, is so commonplace that it never “makes
the papers.” Actually, we couldn’t manufacture
enough newsprint to report all the kindly acts, the

honest transactions, the intelligent thoughts and
observations. Right actions are taken for granted

and no more impinge upon our consciousness
than does the air we regularly breathe or the
rhythmic beat of our hearts.

The wrongis seen; the right is not. So, let us try
to become aware of the commonplace, that we
may focus on what is right until we are better able
to emphasize and enshrine it.

Consider, for instance, what it would be like to
sponsor a FEE Seminar in Russia, or in any of the
totalitarian countries. You would be confronted
by men with weapons.

In America, regardless of ominous signs, we
are still free to speak and write our thoughts and
to assemble, even though our views may be dia-
metrically opposed to those of the presiding polit-
ical establishment. Liberty can never be counted
out where and when freedom of speech, of press,
of assembly prevail. Why not take note of these

blessings, praise them to the skies, and make
them sacrosanct? While they stand, authoritar-

lanism cannot overcome us!

A critic of the foregoing conclusion is correct in
claiming that freedom cannot exist in the absence
of private ownership, but he may not be right
when he insists that private ownership can be
abolished in the presence of free speech, press,
assembly. Yes, it can be greatly impaired, as we
are now witnessing; but, ultimately, the institution
of private ownership must stand among a free
people unless, of course, they degenerate to the
point where they no longer prize the right to the
fruits of their own labor. In this unhappy event,

there isn't anything remaining to argue about.
The idea of liberty must grow weak in the hearts
of men before it can be killed at the hands of
tyrants.

Despite the infringements upon religious free-
dom cast by programs such as social security and
mass medication, freedom of worship is largely
intact in the United States. This falls in the cate-
gory of that which is right and stands in important
opposition to the total state. Glorify religious
freedom!

Every time you make a phone call, this is a will-
ing exchange and reflects a gain on the part of
both you and the telephone company. Consider
the grocer, the dairyman, the candlestick maker,
and the countless others with whom you daily
deal. Billions of these exchanges, free of coer-
cion, take place every day. In their incredible sum
total, they constitute a constructive force out of all
proportion to the destructive, coercive forces.
Adequately demonstrate the virtues of these right
actions and you automatically curb the wrong
ones.

Were a people to specialize and not exchange,
there would be no wealth; indeed, all would per-
ish. As the absence of exchange results in pov-
erty, so does the proliferation of willing
exchanges result in increased wealth.

That wealth increases through the process of
willing exchange is understandable once we
apprehend the subjective nature of gain. To illus-
trate: | produce shoes; you produce sweaters. If |
cannot sell my shoes, and if you cannot sell your
sweaters, is it likely that either of us would keep
on producing these things? So, without ex-
change, there would be no further increase in
wealth. But, should we willingly exchange, each
gains. | value the sweater more than the shoes,
and you value the shoes more than the sweater
—two increases in value—as each of us judges
value. Were this not the case, there would be no
willing exchange between us, no increase in
wealth, no further production. Clearly, willing
exchange—right action—is the key to increased
wealth and increased production.

Willing exchanges are incalculably more nu-

merous now than in the days of Adam Smith,

even than in the days of my grandparents. This is
apparent to any observant person. But what most
of us overlook is the enormous proliferation of
exchanges during the past three or four decades;
the increase takes on the nature of an explosion.
Try to reckon the number of exchanges you
engage in daily; they are so numerous that you
are scarcely conscious of them. This is our eco-
Nnomic progress.

During this period of exploding exchanges, we
have also witnessed governmental intervention in
the market, restrictions on willing exchange
—wrong action—literally by the thousands. This
IS our regress.

Of one thing | feel reasonably certain: We
should bring sharply into question the absurd no-
tion that the wrong actions are the cause of our
progress. Failure to do this may soon result in the
end of progress. There are signs of this! At the
very least, let us be aware that such progress as
we have achieved is in spite of and not because of
the regress.

Suppose, for example, that we had been
extolling the economic, educational, political,
and recreational advantages of travel to countries
around the globe to the point of general apprecia-
tion and acceptance. The Washington hierarchy
would no more dare suggest a restriction on for-
eign travel than it would dare to deny travel
between the fifty states. We may be late in our
enshrinement of this itemm among the things that
are right; but if we are late, this further illustrates
the value of accenting the positive.

Aside from the restrictions imposed by mini-
mum wage laws, licensing, trade union compul-
sions, and the like, there remain literally millions
of willing exchanges between the sellers and buy-
ers of personal services, transactions in which the
market is unfettered. Let us take cognizance of
these and show the benetfits they conter on all
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