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Look to the Miracle
master plans, political
and economic blueprints, and collective
cure-alls, many persons can no longer conceive
of a philosophy broader than any one of man's
handmade panaceas. So, they try to find a philosophic pigeonhole into which FEE can be
put, or they look for a label to cover our effort.
Why do these attempts at pigeonholing FEE
tend to fail? Even those who make it their
business to identify, catalogue, and villify "the
extreme right" rarely list FEE, though they
know that we are as far from social, economic,
and political authoritarianism as anyone can
get! Why is it that FEE's work does not fall
neatly into any of the current categories?
The answer is clear enough : Individuals who
set out diligently in pursuit of what's right will,
if they persist at all, soon run out of beaten
paths. And this is true of those engaged in our
work; no label more descriptive than "students
of liberty" can accurately be given them. They
move outside the orbit of "systems"; they are
their own men. Frederic Bastiat, explaining
himself to his critics, expressed sentiments
which we share: "I have not made an alliance
with anyone; I have not joined either side. On
each question, I have voted according to my
own conscience."1
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"I voted against the declaration of martial law," wrote
Bastiat to a friend. "Thus I voted again with the commu.A;:';sts, but that's not my fault; one must base his vote on for
'W';hat instead of with whom." Even Proudhon, the leader of
the socialists in the French Assembly, was unable to categorize Bastiat. After observing that Bastiat often voted for
proposals supported by the socialists ( and commending him
for it), Proudhon concluded, "But in spite of that, we must
list Bastiat among the men who oppose us."
1

There was no standard compartment into
which that conscience-directed thinker could
be put, no way to identify him other than ...
Frederic Bastiat.
Nor can FEE be bundled into any system
with a neat and doctrinaire label, and thus disposed of; nothing so simple is possible. However, this does not mean a lack of consistency
in thinking here at FEE. Quite the contrary!
The answers from FEE's quest fit no preconceived pattern simply because our arsenal
includes no panacea or blueprint or plan or
man-concocted gimmick.
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at FEE run along two lines.
Some people might think of the first as negative. But is it really "negative" to call something black when blackness is, in some quarters,
represented as white? Is it negative to expose
fallacies?
This aspect of FEE's work consists of deflating the claims, promises, and pontifications
of little caesars who strut across the American
stage; perhaps "debunking" better describes
this phase of what we do. Our nation's wouldbe rulers, in and out of the political arena,
haven't the slightest doubt about their ability
to improve our lot - if only we'd turn our lives
over to their management! They'll gladly
cradle-to-grave us, as the saying goes- for a
price, of course. People who ascribe this omniscience to themselves were wittily lampooned
in Aesop's Fables: "'What a dust do I raise!'
said a Fly upon a coachwheel."
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These would-be masters are from all walks
of life but they tend to concentrate in the
federal bureaucracy. A group of seven ruling
economists, for example, expressed a view
which finds a growing acceptance, "The federal government is our only instrument for
guiding the economic destiny of the country." 2
FEE's attitude toward this man-god tendency
takes its cue from Socrates : These men think
they know everything; whereas, they know
next to nothing. We, on the other hand, know
next to nothing but we know we know next
to nothing.
Collectivists would extend the dependencies
of the parent-child relationship to society at
large. It is our view, on the contrary, that no
person or group, regardless of how organized
- as government or otherwise - has any competency whatsoever forcibly to control the creative energies of any person or persons. 3 Those
who presume almightiness are no more than
destructive pretenders - fallacy mongers and we try continually to expose, not the pretenders themselves, but the shallowness of their
pretensions.
This side of FEE's work has to do with
criticism - necessary, yet useless by itself. The
other phase of thought at FEE is of a positive,
probing nature and outranks the former in importance, interest, and difficulty. Its goal is to
discover how to restore a faith in free men.
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for a faith in free men? Does
not such a faith already exist, especially in
our country where freedom has had its finest
flowering? No, such faith, today, is at low ebb.
In housing, mail delivery, power and light,
medicine, pricing, production, security, weiTHE NEED

fare, prosperity, and a host of other areas, more
and more of our citizens are losing faith in
themselves to achieve, through voluntary action, the good ends they have in view. Reliance
on people voluntarily and cooperatively organized is being replaced by a growing reliance
on the arbitrary management of human affairs
by government. With increasing faith in coercion as a means of creative achievement, faitthat free men can do things by their own eff01ts
correspondingly diminishes. This is self-evident.
It follows that there can be no reversal of the
trend away from freedom except as faith in
free men is restored.
This conclusion, that we are losing faith in
free men, is not the exaggeration of a pessimist; it is hard fact. When the man who is
perhaps our most powerful labor official says,
"Only a moron would believe that the millions
of private economic decisions being made independently of each other will somehow harmonize in the end and bring us out where we
want to be," he states a viewpoint shared by
many business and professional leaders, politicians galore, men who call themselves economists, countless clergymen and teachers, and
others. 4
Is it not crystal clear that any person who
entertains such opinions is utterly incapable of
sustaining any faith in free, unfettered exchange? Must not his attitude call for a planned
economy of the statist variety? No other conclusion is possible. And isn't it plain that there
is no remedy for this kind of thinking except
as we restore faith in what men can accomplish
when free to act creatively as they please and
on their own responsibility?
Now, this is where the miracle comes in!
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See First National City Bank Letter for August, 1959. p. 90.
For an extended development of this point of view, see
my Government: An Ideal Concept (Foundation for Economic Education, Irvington-on-Hudson, N.Y. 149 pp. $1.50
paper; $2.00 cloth).
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• If interested in having a list of FEE's Officers and
Trustees for J963-64, to be elected at Annual Meeting ,
May J4 , J963, please so indicate on order form.

E CONCEIVE a miracle to be something
which transcends man's know-how, such as a
tree or a blade of grass. Man readily confess~
he knows not how to make either one. Fron. ,
my study window I see a beautiful green carpet, and this is precisely what I want my lawn
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See New York Times, June 30, 1962, p. l.
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to be. Yet, it is composed of billions, not millions, of independent blades, no two of which
are identical. Each blade is a system of molecules; each molecule is of atomic make-up;
and each atom is energy, electrical in origin. 5
Standing in awe before these countless miracles of nature, am I not warranted in believing
I live by phenomena far beyond my ken?
A There is, indeed, justification f~r my faith ..
W
Yet, this is the point where difficulty begms.
Blest with Nature's miraculous outpouringsan infinite abundance our finite minds can but
dimly grasp - we live our lives more or less
unconscious of the elements on which our
existence depends. We tend to become aware
of these blessings only as they are restricted
or taken from us. We sometimes curse the rain,
yet we pray for it during dry spells. If oxygen
is not conveyed to the 30 trillion cells of our
body every few moments, we perish, but it is
difficult to maintain a keen consciousness of
the oxygen-laden air which surrounds us. These
elements are necessary to our being but we
recognize them no more than we do our own
essence; in brief, we tend to be ignorant of
what we are and what sustains us.
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afflicts us as we look
toward our economic world. We tend to ignore
or be skeptical of that which transcends our
know-how. Almost everyone will concede that
only God can make a tree, but most of us will
not as readily concede the miraculousness
resulting from "millions of private economic
decisions being made independently of each
other." To concede such miracles in the economic area is, according to our labor official
and the millions who share his view, to invite
the label of "moron."
The evidence of the miraculous in the economic sphere, as in Nature, is so profuse, so
A omnipresent, that we lose sight of it. In this
W unaware state, we let ourselves be taken in by
the little caesars. Consider: Short of a miracle,
SAME BLINDNESS

5 See item by renowned physicist, Robert A. Millikan. Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1953, Vol. VIII, p. 340.

Bureaucrats contro l o ur vast
economy? Preposte rous!
Why, no man on e a rth knows
how to ma ke as s imple a thing
a s I. If you have n 't read
my Family Tre e, a pamphlet
ent itled "1, Penci l,"
ask FEE for a copy.
By the bye, I' m a miracle,
a single wonder among
countless freedo m wo nders!

how can we account for the production of l lj~
billion wooden lead pencils annually when no
man knows how to make even one? Or explain
the provisioning of a city in variety and quantity to meet all demands when no caesar is
dictating who is to produce how much of what
and where and when?
No one can define electricity, but we can
and do harness it. Nor can anyone explain the
miracle of the market, but we do know its
secret: freedom in exchange. As molecules
miraculously configurate in Nature to form
trees, animals, mountains, seas, and the infinite
variety of her manifestations, so do varied creative human energies automatically, spontaneously, miraculously configurate to form the
goods and services we live by. There is one
necessary condition: that these creative energies be unfettered, that is, left free to configurate.
HOSE WHO cAN SEE the freedom miracle at
work have faith in the countless wonders it
will accomplish. FEE's search is for ways to
help others see this phenomenon by which we
live. Fortunately, all the evidence is on the side
of freedom in exchange; all is against the pretenders and their schemes of dictated or administered or authoritarian exchange.
We repeat, look to the miracle! Meanwhile,
FEE probes for improved ways to post direcfor all who are anxious to behold
tion sians
0
this wonder of wonders.
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From Individual liberty to Collectivism

1880- 1960
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By CLARENCE B. CARSON

By GOTTFRIED DIETZE

Tracing the devious route Americans have traveled toward collectivism over the past 80 years
should help reveal the way back to freedom .
Dr. Carson, professor of American history at
Grove City College, clearly and skillfully shows
how the American tradition was undermined:
first, the ideology, developed by thought leaders
in classrooms, pulpits, and the press; then, the
formation of movements behind these men and
their ideas, abetted by businessmen, laborers,
consumers-the very ones with most to lose as
freedom failed; and finally, the compulsory political implementation of collectivist ideas.
The return trip? First, one must understand the
ideology of freedom; this book helps to supply
that, too.
Included, and comprising perhaps half of th is
volume, are the six articles previously published
in The Freeman series, "Individual Liberty in the
Crucible of History."

This is a provocative brief for, and history of,
private property, showing the tragedy involved in
the twentieth century disparagement of that institution. The study concentrates upon the implications of this policy in major Western nations ,
and also shows the international consequences.
The author's main thesis, which is supported by
rich and ample documentation, is that property
rights are basic to the progress of our culture and
constitute an important part of freedom; that infringement on those rights increases with the
growth of egalitarian democracy; that the socialisms resulting from such infringement are but
the first steps on the road to dictatorship.
The protection of property is considered a prerequisite for the existence of what Jefferson
called a "natural aristocracy," an aristocracy
founded on virtue and talents, whereas restriction
of property rights is believed to be tantamount
to an elimination of the cream of the human race
and thus of progress.
Dr. Gottfried Dietze is professor of political
science at Johns Hopkins University.

Approximately 250 pages, indexed
$3.50 cloth

$2.00 paper
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Should not every libertarian library include the Bible?
Frances Hazlitt, wife of Henry Hazlitt who authored
"Economics in One Lesson," has done a synopsis of all
sixty-six books with the full text of the most famous
quotations from the King James version. And Henry
Regnery, the publisher, has given the book a beautiful
cover which, some centuries ago, was the common
custom. This remarkable condensation is one-twelfth of
the Bible's full length.
2 13 pages, indexed

Price, $4.00

Price, $6.50

228 pages, indexed

Use order form

Use order form

Use order form
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augment Danny Peters'

contribution TO WAKE PEOPLE UP
should look inside the flap of the reply
envelope.

