blotches upon the character of American hu-
manity, dens of iniquity, breeders of 1ignorance,
disease and poverty’ —areas justifying public
intervention and clearance.

Seldom seen from the picture windows on
the “heights’” are the details of humanity in
the so-called blighted areas. Unseen 1s the fact
that i1n these “‘slum areas’” are individuals who
are living as they feel they can afford to live.
Perhaps their homes are substandard by the
measurements of outsiders. Yet there is much
to indicate that some persons live in the “‘slums”
by choice rather than necessity. It 1s conceiv-
able that these occupants consider other things
more important than improved housing, so far
as their own spending 1s concerned. Streets
filled with parked automobiles and roof-tops
jammed with television aerials suggest that
possibility. And 1f a man wants to spread his
earnings by a formula somewhat different from
the average for the community, 1s that neces-
sarily wrong? If the majority, by way of gov-
ernment, 1s to prescribe the kind of a house in
which a poor man 1s to live, then to the same
degree will the majority prescribe how the
wealthy and even the citizens of ordinary
means are to live. If it 1s a new house for each
family today, will 1t not be an adequate diet
on every table, or a new car i1n every garage,
tomorrow ? And, of course, all of these things
would be quite wonderful, except for the fact
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that the government cannot thus provide one
single 1item of goods or services to these per-
sons except by taking it away from someone
else who has worked to produce 1t.

Unforeseen Consequences

T 1ERE 15 no denying that an architect’s draw-
ing of the bright and cheerful new homes ot
a proposed housing project 1s more beautiful
than a photograph of the “slums.” ““And 1t
won't cost the community a cent,” they usually
say. Such clever devices influence opinion in
favor of the project, for these are the things
which can be seen.

There 1s another side of this picture, how-
ever, an unpleasant side which the picture-
painters prefer to keep toward the wall. It
depicts the taxpayers of the ‘““favored” commu-
nity and of the entire nation whose property
will be taken to finance such housing proj-
ects. I he money thus taken might have hired
some extra household help for an overburdened
mother. Or 1t might have brought the doctor
in time, when Johnny developed pneumonia.
It might have been invested in the tools and
facilities which provide jobs. It might have
provided real employment opportunities for
those who are to be put “on reliet” instead.
These are some of the things which are un-
seen, things which cause “slum” conditions to
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