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I

The doctrine of natural law that inspired the 18th century declarations of the rights of man did not imply the obviously fallacious proposition that all men are biologically equal.
born equal

~

It proclaimed tb&t all men are

rights and that this equality cannot be abrogated by any

man-made law, that it is inalienable or, more precisely, imprescriptible.
It was only the deadly foes of the individual's liberty and self-determination, the champions of totalitarianism, that interpreted the

princi~le

of

equality before the law as derived from an alleged phfsioal and physiological equality of all men.

The French declaration of the rights of the

man and the citizen of November 3, 1789, had pronounced that all men are
born and remain equal in rights.

But, just on the eve of the inauguration

of the regime of terror, the new declaration that preceded the

Constit~tion

of June 24, 1793, proclaimed that all men are equal "par la nature."
From then on this thesis, although manifestly contradicting all biological
experience, remained one of the dogmas of "Leftism. •

Thus we read in the

Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences that "at birth human infants, regardless of their heredity, are as equal as Fords."*
However, the fact that men are born unequal in regard to physical
and mental capacities cannot be disputed away.

Some surpass their fellow

men in health and vigor, in brain power and aptitude, in energy and resolution

*

Cf. H. Kallen, Art. Behaviorism in the Enczclopedia of the Social Sciences ,
Vol. II, p . 498.

•
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and are thereby better fit for the pursuit of earthly affairs than the
rest of mankind.

This has also been admitted by Marx.

He spoke of "the

inequality of indiYidual endowment and therefore productive capacity
(Leistungsfahigkei t), as natural privileges" and of "the unequal individuals
(and they would not be different individuals if they were not unequal}."*
In terms of popular psychological teachiDgs we can say: some have the
ability to adjust themselves better than others to the conditions of the
struggle for survival. lie may therefore ment of value -

Without indulging in any judg-

from this point of vie•..r distinguish between superior men

and inferior men.
History shows that from time immemorial the superior men took advantage
of their superiority by seizing power and enthralling the masses of inferior .
men.

In the status society there is a hierarchy of castes.

There are on

the one hand the lords who have appropriated to themselves all the land
and there are on the other hand their servants, the liegemen, serfs and
slaves, landless and penniless unaerlin6S•
drudge for their masters.

The inferiors' duty is to

All institutions aim at the sole benefit of the

ruling minority, the princes and their retinue, the aristocrats.
Such was by and large the state of affairs in all parts of the world
before, as bothMarxians and conservatives tell us, "the acquisitiveness
of the bourgeoisie," in a process that went on for centuries and is still
going on in many parts of the world, undermined the political, social and
economic system of the "good old days."

:the market

economy -

capi talim -

radically transfor.med the economic and political organization of mankind.

*

Critique of the Socialdemocratic Program of Gotha (Letter to Bracke,
May 5, lS75.)
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Vhile under precapitalietic conditions the superior men vere the
masters on vhom the masses of the inferior men had to attend, under capi ttllism
the more gifted and more able men have no other means to profit from their
superiority than to serve to the best of their abilities the wishes of the
majority of lees gifted men.
the consumers.

In the market economic power is vested 1n

They ultimately determine by their buying or abstention from

buying what should be produced, by whom and hov, of what quality and in

what quantity.

The enterpreneure, capitalists and landowners who fail to

a&tisfy in the best possible and cheapest way the most urgent of the not
yet satisfied wishes of the consumers are forced to go out of business and
forfeit their preferred position.

In business offices and in laboratories

the keenest minds are busy fructifying the most coraplex achievements of
scientific research for the production of ever better icplemeuta and
g dgets for people who have no inkling of tne theories that make the
fabrication ot such things possible.

The bigger an enterprise is, the

more is it forced to adjust its production activities to the changing whims
and fancies of the masses, its masters.

The fundamen'Ul principle of

capitalism is mass production to Slipply the masses.

It is the patronage

of the masses that makes enterprises grow into bigness.
supreme in the market economy.

The common man is

He is the customer "who is always right."

In the political sphere representative government is the corollary of
the supremacy of the consumsrs in the market.

The officeholders depend on

the voters in a way similar to that in which the entrepreneurs and investors
depend on the consumers.

The same historical process that substituted

the capitalistic mode of production for preca italistic methoas substituted
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popular government -- democracy -- for royal absolutism and other forms of
government by the few.

And wherever the market economy is superseded by

socialism, autocracy makes a comeback.

It does not matter whether the

socialist or communist despotism is camouflaged by the use of aliases
like "dictatorship of the proletariat• or "people's democracy" or "Fuhrer
principle.•.

It always amounts to a subjection of the many to the few.

It is hardly possible to misconstrue more improperly the state of
affairs prevailing in capitalistic society than by aubbing the capitalists
and entrepreneurs a "ruling" class intent upon "exploiting" the masses of
decent men. We do not have to raise the question how the men who under
capi tali am are businessmen would have tried to take advantage of their
superior talents in any other thinkable organization of production activities.

Under capitalism they are vying with one another in serving the

masses of less gifted man.

All their thoughts aim at perfecting the methods

of supplying the consumers.

Every year, every month, every week something

unheard of before appears on the

mar~et

and is very soon made accessible

to the many.
What has multiplied the •productivity of labor" is not some effort
on the part of the manual workers, but the accumulation of capital by the
savers and its reasonable employcent by the

entrep~eneurs.

All technolo-

gical inventions would have remained useless trivia if the capital required
for their

utiliz~tion

had not been previously accumulated by thrift. Man

could not survive as a human being without manual labor.

However, what

elevates man above the beasts is not manual labor and the performance of
routine jobs, but speculation, foresight that provides for the needs of the
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-

always uncertain -

future.

The characteristic ma.rk of proauction ia

that it is behavior directed by the mind.

This fact cannot be conjured

away by a semantics for which the word "labor" signifies only manual labor.
'What this terminology demonstrates is merely the fact that the masses are
not fit to understand the functioning of the system that pours a horn of
plenty over them.

II
It runs counter to many peoples' feelings to acquiesce in a philosophy
~

that stresses the inborn inequality of men and qU84lfies the immense majority of all living beings as inferior to a comparatively small elite. l.fore
or lese reluctantly people admit that they do not equal the celebrities of
art, liter ture and science and that they are no match for the athletic
champions.
all other

But they are not prepared to concede their own inferiority in
human

matters and concerns. As they see it, those who out-

stripped them in the market, the successful entrepreneurs and businessmen,
owe their ascendancy exclusively to villainy.

They themselves are, thank

God, too honest and conscientious to resort to those dishonest methods of
conduct that1 as they say, alone make a man prosper in a capitalistic
environment.
Yet, there is a daily growing branch of literature that blatantly
dBpiets the common man as an inferior type, viz. , the books on the behavior
of the consumers and the alleged evils of advertising.

Of course, neither

the authors nor the public that acclaims their writings are keen enough
to compr ehend what the real meaning is of the facts they report.

6

As these books tell us, the typical American is constitutionally
unfit for the performance of the most simple tasks of a householder' s
daily life .

He or she does not buy what is needed for the appropriate

conduct of the family' s affairs.

In their inwrought

~tupidi ty

they are

easily induced by the tricks and wiles of business to buy useless or quite
worthless thill6S•

For the main concern of business is not to profit' by

providing the customers vi th the goods they need but by unloading upon
them merchandise they would never take if they could resist the psychological artifices of "Madison Avenue.•

The innate incurable weakness of

the average man's will and intellect makes the shoppers behave like
•babes. •• They are an easy prey for the knavery of the clever hucksters.
Neither the authors nor the readers of these passionate diatribes are
aware of the fact that their doctrine implies that the majority of the
nation are morons, unfit to take care of their own affairs and badly in
need of a paternal guardian.

They are preoccupied to such an extent with

their envy and hatred of successful businessmen that they fail to see how
their description of consumers' behavior contradicts all that the "classical•
socialist literature used to aay about the eminence of the proletarians.
These older socialists ascribed to the •peo le, • to the "working and toiling
masses," to the •manual workers" all the perfections of intellect and
character.

In their eyes the people were not "babes" but the originators

of all that ia great and good in the world ana the builders of a better
future for mankjnd.

*

Cf. V. Packard, The Hidden Persuaders, Cardinal. Edi tiona 1957, PP• 90• 971
•Babes in Consumerlana. •
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It is certainly true that the average common man is in many regards
inferior to the average businessman.

But this inferiority manifests it-

self first of all in his lim1 ted ability to think, to work and thereby to
contribute

.~

M

lilliQh

to the joint productive effort of mankind.

Most people

who by and large satisfactorily operate in routine jobs would be found
wanting in any performance requiring a modicum of initiative and reflexion.
But they are not too dull to manage their family affairs properly.

The

husbands who are sent by their wives to the super.market "for a loaf of
bread and depart with both their arms loaded with their favorite snack
i tams"* are certainly not typical.

Neither is the housewife who buys re-

gardleaa of content, because she "likes the package."**
It is by and large admitted that the average man displays poor taste.
Consequently business, entirely dependent on the patronage of the masses
of such men, is forced to bring to the market inferior literature anQ art.
(One of the great problems of capitalistic civilization is precisely how to
make high-quality achievements possible in a social environment in which
the •regular fellow• is supreme.)

It is furthermore well know-n that lots

of people indulge in habits that result in undesired effects. As the instigators of the great anticapitalistic campaign eee it, the bad taste and
the unsafe consum.ption habits of people and all other evils of our age are
simply generated by the public relations activities of the various branches
of •capi tal" -

e.g., wars by the muni tiona industries, the "merchants of

death,• or dipsomania by the alcohol capital, i.e., the fabulous "whisky
trust" and the breweries.

*

**

Packard, l.c • ., p. 95.
Packard, l.c., p. 93.
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This philosophy is not only baaed on the doctrine that aepicts the
e~on

people as guileless suckers who can easily be fooled by the clever

ruses of a race of crafty hucksters.

It implies moreover the nonsensical

theorem that the sale of articles which the consumer really needs and
would buy if not hypnotised by the wiles of the sellers is unprofitable
for business and that ~ the

tser " •"d only the sale of articles which

are of little or no use for the buyer or even outright detrimental to him
yields large profits.

For if one were not to assume this, there would

not be any rea1on to conclude that in the competition of the market the
sellers of bad articles outstrip those of the better articles.

The same

sophisticated tricks by means of which the traders are said to prevail
upon the buying public can also be used by those offering on the market
the good and valuable merchandise.

But then the good and the poor articles

compete under equal conditions and there is no reason to form a pessimistic
judgment about the chances of the better merchandise.

while both articles --

the good and the bad -- would be equally aided by the alleged trickerJ of
the sellers, only the better one enjoys the advantage of being better.
Yet, we do not have to deal vi th all the problems raised by the ample
l iterature on the alleged stupidity of the consumers and their need for
protection by a paternal government.

What counts for us is alone the fact

that, notwithstanding the popular dogma of the equal1ty of all men, the
thesis that the common man is unfit to handle the ordinary affairs of his
dail y life il supported by a sreat part of popular "leftist" literature.
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IU
The doctrine of the inborn physiological and mental equality of
all men logically explains all differences between human beings as caused

by postnatal influences.
education.

It especially emphasizes the role played by

In the capitalistic society, it is said, higher education is

a privilege accessible only to the children of the nbourgeoisie."

What

ia needed ia to grant to all children access to all schools and thus to
make everybody an educated man.
Guided by this principle, the United States embarked upon the noble
experiment of making ever,y boy and girl an educated person.

All the young

men and women should spend the years from six to eighteen in school and as
many aa possible of them should enter college,

Then the intellectual and

social division between an educated minority and a majority of people
whose education was insufficient will disappear.

Education will no longer

be a privilege; it will be the heritage of every citizen.
Statistics show that this program has been ut into practice.
number of high schools, of teachers and of students mu1 tiplied.

The

If the

present trend goes on for a few years more, the goal of the reform will
be fully attained; every American will graduate from high school.
But this success is merely apparent.

It was made possible only by

a policy that, while retaining the name "high school," has entirely destroyed its scholarly and scientific value.

The old high school conferred

its degrees only upon students that had at least acquired a definite
minimum of knowledge in some disciplines considered as basic.

It eliminated
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alreaQy in the lower grades those students who lacked the abilities and the
disposition to comply with these requirements.

But in the new regime of

the high school the opportunity to choose the subjects he ws.nts to study
was badly misused by stupid or lazy pupils. Not only the fund8lllenta.l
subjects such as elementary arithmetic, geometry, p}\ysics, history and
foreign languages are shunned by the majority of high school students.
Every year there are receiving the high school diploma boys and girls
who are deficient in readine. and spelling English. It is a very characteristic fact that some universities found it necessary to provide special
oourses .to improve the reading skill of their students.

The often pas•

sionate debates concerning the high school curriculum that are now going
on for several years prove clearly that·only a limited number of teenagers
are intellectually and morally fit to 'profit from school attendance.
For the rest of the high school population the years spent in class rooms
are

s~ply

wasted.

If one lowers the scholastic standard of the high

schools and colleges 1n order to make it possible also for the majority
of less gifted and less industrious youths to get the degrees, one merely
hurts the minority of those who have the capability to make the right use
of the teachings.
The experience made in the last decades in American education agrees
with the fact that there are inborn differences in man • s intellectual
capacities that cannot be eradicated by any effort of educational work.
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IV

The desperate, but hopeless attempts to salvage, in spite of all indisputable proofs to the contrary, the thesis of the inborn equall ty of all
men are motivated by a faulv a.nd untenable doctrine concerning popular
government and majority rule.
This counterfeit doctrine tries to justify popular government by
referring to the supposed natural equality of all men.

As all men are

equal, every individual participates in the genius that enlightened and
stimulated the greatest heroes of mankind' a intellectual, artistic and political history.

It is only adverse postnatal influences that prevented the

. proletarians from equaling the brilliance and the exploits of the greatest
men.

Therefore, as Trotsky told us,* once this abominable system of capi-

ta.lism will have given way to socialism, "the average human being will rise
to the heights of an Aristotle, a Goethe, or a. Marx."

people is the voice of God, it is always right.

The voice of the

If there arises dissent

among men, one must, of course, assume that one part of them is mistaken.
It is difficult to avoid the inference that it ia more likely that the
minority errs than the majority.

The majority is right, because it is the

majority and as such borne by the "wa"Ve of the future."
The supporters of this doctrine must consider any doubt of the intellectual and moral eminence of the masses as an attempt to substitute despotiam for

representa~ve

government.

However, the arguments advanced in favor of representative government
by the liberals of the 19th century -

*

the much maligned Manchestermen and

L. Trotsky, Literature and Revolution. translated by R. Strunsky, London
1925, p. 256.
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champions of laissez faire -

have nothing in common with the doctrines of

the natural inborn equality of all men and the superhuman inspiration of
majorities.

They are based upon the fact, most lucidly exposed by David

Hume, that those at the helm are always a small minority as against the
vast majority of those subject to their orders.

In this sense every system

of government is minority rule and can as &ruch last only as long as it is
IUpported by the opinion of those ruled that it is better for themselves

to be loyal to the men 1n office than to try to supplant them by other men
ready to apply different methods of administration.,

If this opinion vanishes,

the many will rise in rebellion and by force replace the unpopular officeholders and their system by other IO.en and another system.

But the compli-

cated industrial apparatus of modern society could not be preserved under
a eta.te of affairs in which the majority's only means to enforce its will
is revolution.

The objective of representative government is to avoid the

return of such a violent disturbance of the peace and its detrimental effects upon morale, culture and material well-being.

Government by the

people, i.e., by elected representatives, makes peaceful change possible.
It warrants the agreement of public opinion and the principles according

to which the affairs of state are conducted. Majority rule is for the
Libertarians not a metaphysical principle, derived from an untenable distortion of biological facts, but a means to secure the uninterrupted peaceful development of mankind' a civill zatory effort.
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'
The doctrine of the inborn biological equality of all men begot in
the nineteenth century a quasi-religious

~aticism

of the "people• that

finally converted it into the dogma of the •common man's" superiority.
men are born equal.

All

But the members of the upper classes have unfortunately

been corrupted by the temptation of power and by indulgence in the luxuries
they secured for themeelves.

All the evils that are plaguing mankind are

caused by the misdeeds of this foul minority.

Once these mischief-makers

are dispossessed, the inbred nobill ty of the common man will control all
human

a.ffa.ire.

It will be a delight to live in a world in which the infi-

nite goodness and the congenital genius of the people will be supreme.
Never-dreamt-of happiness for all is in store for mankind.
For the Russian Social-Revolutionaries this mystique was a substitute for the devotional practices of Russian Orthodoxy.

The Marxian& felt

uneasy about the enthusiastic vagaries of their most dangerous rivals.
But Marx's ow description of the blissful conditions of the "higher phase

of Communist Society"* was even more aanguine.

After the extermination of

the Social-Revolutionaries the Bolsheviks themselves adopted the cult or the
COJIIDlon

D1&Il

as the main ideological diagui.Se of their nnJ im1 ted despotism or

a ema11 clique of party bosse1.
Tbe characteristic difference between soeialiem ( comnnmi sm, planning,
state capitalism, or whatever other s.ynony.m one may prefer) and the market
economy (capitalism, private enterprise system, economic freedom) is thiat

*

Letter to Bracke, May 5, 1875, aa referred to above..

1n the market economy the indiViduals qua consumers are supreme and determine by their buying or not-buying what

be produced, while in the
-these matters are fixed by the government. Under capitalaho~d

/

aocialist

econ~

ism the oust()lller is the man after whose patronage the suppliers are striving and to whom after the sale they say "thank you• and "please OOlile again."

Under aocialism the "comrade" gets what "big brother" deigns to give him
and he has to be tha.nkful for whatever he got.

In the capitalistic West

the average standard of living is incomparably higher than in the communistic East.

But it is a fact that a daily increasing number of people in

the capitalistic countries -- among them also most of the so-called intellectuals -- long for the alleged blessings of government control.
It is vain to explain to these men what the eondi tion of the common
man both in his capacity as a producer and in that of a consumer is under

a socialist system.

The intellectual inferiority of the masses manifests

itself most evidently in the fact that they aim at the abolition of the
s.yatem in which they themselves are supreme and are served by the elite
of the most talented men and that they yearn for the return to a system in
which the elite 11111 tread them down.
Let us not fool ourselves.

It is not the progress of socialism among

the backward nations, those that never surpassed the stage of primitive
barb&riem and those whose civilizations were arrested many centuries ago,
that shows the triumphant advance of the totalitarian creed.
Western circuit that socialism makes the greatest strides.

It is in our
Every project

to narrow down what is called the "private sector• of the economic organiza-

tion ia considered as highly beneficial, aa progress, and is, if at all,
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only timidly and bashfully opposed for a short time.

Ve are marching "for-

ward" to the realiution of aocialiSIIl.

VI

The classical liberals of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries
based their optimistic appreciation of mankind's tuture upon the assumPtion that the minority of eminent and honest men will always be able to
guide by persuasion the majority of inferior people along the way that leads
to peace and prosperity.

They were confident that the elite will alwaya

be in a position to prevent the masses from following the pied pipers and
demagogues

an~ting policies that must end in disaster.

We may leave

it undecided whether the error of theae optimists consisted in overrating
the elite or the masses or both. At any rate it is a fact that the 1mmenae majority of our contemporaries is fanatically committed to policies
that ultimately aim at abolishing the social order in which the most ingenious citizens are impelled to serve the masses in the best possible way.
The masses -

including those called the intellectuals -

passionately

advocate a system in which they will no longer be the customers who give
the orders but wards of an omnipotent authoriv.

It does not matter that

this economic system is sold to the common man under the label "to each
according to his needs• and 1 ta polltical and oonsti tutional corollary,
unlimited autocracy of self-appointed office-holders, under the label
•people's democracy.•
In the past the fanatical propaganda of the socialists and their abettors, the interventionists of all shades of opinion, was still ppposed by

-
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a few economists, statesmen and businessmen.

But even this often lame and

inept defense of the market economy bas almost petered out.

The

strong~

holds of American snobbism and •patricianship,• fashionable, lavishly
endowed universities and rich foundations, are today nurseries of Wsocial•
radical! am.

M1111onaire81 not •proletarians, • were the most efficient

instigators of the lew Deal and the •progressive• policies it engendered.
It ia well known that the Russian dictator was welcomed on his first visit
to the United States w1 th more cordiality by bankers and presidents of big
corporations than by other Americana.
The tenor of the argumentation of such •progressive• businessmen runs
by and large this waya

I owe the eminent position I occupy in my branch of

business to my ow efficiency and application. My innate talents, my ardor
in acquiring all the knowledge needed for the conduct of a big enterprise,

my indefatigable diligence raised me to the top.

These personal merits

would have secured for me a leadi.Dg position under any economic system.
Aa the head of an important branch of production I would have enjoyed an
enviable position also in a socialist commonwealth.

But my daily job would

under socialism be much leas exhausting and irritating.

I would no longer

have to live under the fear that a competitor could supersede me by offering on the market tomething better or cheaper.

I would no longer be forced

to c0111ply w1 th the whimsical and
. . unreasonable wishes of the consumers.
I would give them what I -

the expert -

think they ought to get.

I would

exchange the hectic and nerve-wracking job of a business man for the dignified and smooth function of a public

se~ti

The style of my lif e and

work vould resemble much more the seigniorial deportment of a grandee of
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the past than that of an ulcer-plagued executive of a modern corporation.
Let idle philosophers bother about the true or alleged defects of socialism.

I, from my personal point of view, cannot see any reason why I should oppose
it.

Administrators of nationalized enterprises in all parts of the world

and visiting Russian officials fully agree with my point of view.
There is, of course, not more sense in the self-deception of these
ca~i talists

and entrepreneurs than in the di thyrambio daydreams of the

socialists and communists of all varieties.

VII
As ideological trends are today, one has to expect that in a few
decades, perhaps even before the ominous year 1984 1 all countries will have
adopted the socialist system.

The common man will be freed from the tedious

Job of directing the course of his own life.

He will be told by the authori-

ties what to do and what not to do, he will be fed, housed, clothed, educated and entertained by them.

But, first of all, they will release him

from the necessity of using his ow brains.
to his needs."

Everybody will get "according

But what the needs of an individual are, will be determined

by the authority.

As was the case in earlier periods, the superior men will

no longer serve the masses, but dominate and rule them.
Yet, this outcome is not inevitable.

It is the goal to which the trends

prevailing in our contemporary world are leading.
and hitherto they always have changed.
be replaced by a different trend.
of the rising generation.

But 1trends can change

Also the trend toward socialism may

To accomplish such a change is the task

