
would prefer to see fewer “big businesses” and
more “middle-sized” businesses. Two hundred
businesses with only 50 per cent of our business
wealth is still a far cry from monopoly, and not

half so glaring a danger as a completely concen-

trated monopoly such as John L. Lewis enjoys in
the coal mines. You say nothing at all about this,
and ignore the most stifling monopoly in the world
— socialized Russia — where everything is owned
by the state, and everyone is compelled to belong
to one huge closed shop, and to work wherever
and for whatever the state decrees.

You admire the British experiment in socialism,
but you do not say how socialism is to solve Brit-
ain’s problems. The key to her post-war struggle
still is production, and yet you fail to show social-
ism’s incentive to more production. The weary
miners want shorter hours and higher pay. The
trade unions of England have geared their output
to accommodate their weakest member. How can

debt-burdened Britain pay more money for less
work — when what she needs is more work for
less money? And how can she keep her Labor
government in power, except by force or by acced-
ing to the unanswerable demands of the workers
who are the bulwark of her support? Poor Britain
is damned if she does and damned if she doesn’t.
So is France. So is Italy. So is Russia — and all
of Europe. We may have our troubles here in
America, but the socialized world is 100 per cent

worse off than we are. It is also noteworthy that
in the two least-socialized European nations—
Holland and Belgium — recovery has been most

rapid!

What makes you believe that men who are sup-
posed to “manage” in the public interest will be
any less subject to the love of power or the human
evils of greed and corruption than those who
“manage” privately. They are the same people,
and they possess the same shortcomings. Also, the
incentive to good judgment is stronger with pri-
vate managers who must assume the financial loss
for their mistakes, while the government mana-

gers can call upon the federal treasury to subsidize
their incompetence.

We have the freest, most democratically-con-
trolled government on earth, and yet in the past
score of years we have had very little to say about
the edicts which have poured forth from govern-
ment agencies and their appointed directors.
Power is intoxicating to all. It feeds upon itself.
We the people gain nothing by substituting new

people for old in Washington. Our only hope is
to take away the power that has been concentrated
there, so that no one can use it benevolently or

otherwise. Once we allow ourselves to become the
subjects of benevolent power, we shall soon find
ourselves the slaves of a very unbenevolent power.

NATURAL BEDFELLOWS

You explain the coalitions of socialists with com-

munists in Europe as “a grim necessity at a critical
moment,” but this is not the whole answer. You

neglect to point out what a broad base of common

ground exists between the two parties. Both be-
lieve in public ownership instead of private owner-

ship, and both are buddies in their hatred of
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