(Actually, by Marxian definition, the utopian state of Communism is to be reached only when complete socialism is
accomplished; therefore, communism equals socialism.)
With our terminology in order, we can review other experiments in communism, socialism, communes, planned economy, or whatever other names collectivists have assumed
through the centuries. It is apparent that in each instance,
the longevity of the socialist venture is directly proportional
to the amount of force involved.l
The conduct of early governments in America, coupled
with mis-rule by the British, instilled in the writers of the
Constitution disgust and even hatred of government domination. George Washington summed up this sentiment of his
day:
Government is not reason. It is not eloquence. It is a
force. Like fire, it is a dangerous servant and a fearful
master.
Even such graphic and dramatic examples of the failure of
centralized and powerful government did not deter the
dreamers and schemers from plunging into more attempts
at communal living.
In his excellent book, THt Mi./llifN;!¢ OF HWPA.N
PR¢@1<./Ii,G, Henry Grady Weaver lists these examples of
communistic settlements which have been established in this
country from 1789 to the present:
Hancock, H arvard, Shirley, Tyringham in Massachusetts; Alfred and New Gloucester in Maine; Mount
Lebanon, Watervliet, Groveland, Oneida (yes, Community Silver) in New York; South Union and Pleasant
Hill in Kentucky; Bethlehem and Economy in Pennsylvania; Union Village, North Union, Watervliet, Whitewater, Zoar in Ohio; Wallingford and Enfield in Connecticut; Bishop Hill, Illinois; Amana Iowa; Corning
and Bethel in Missouri; Cedarville, Kansas; Aurora,
Oregon. In the flowering of New England, Emerson's
1 There is a corollary relationship, today, between lack of
force, and deceptive terminology. Where there is no army or other
governmental power of enforcement, socialism is fed to its prospective subjects under a variety of names; ponder for a moment
the sophistry of: urban renewal, "pub lic" power, cooperatives,
war on poverty, M edicare, and the various "deals" of federal
administrations.
L
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friends created the communist blossom, Brook Farm.
Mr. Upton Sinclair, recently an almost-successful candidate for governor of California, began his fight for
a glorious new future by founding the short-lived commune, Helicon Home Colony in New Jersey.2
Despite the fact that some of these settlements were set
up with idealistic fervor, the zeal of their founders was not
tempered with reason , and they have failed , one after another.
Even those communes based on impelling religious convictions failed dismally.
When force is absent, the commune must either fail or
evolve into some other system. But when brute force is used
to propagate socialism, the system takes on some significant
characteristics.
With a proven inabil ity to sustain itself economically, the
socialist state must look elsewhere for support and subsistence. It is difficult for it to produce items for trade. This
situation leads inevitably to expansion of socialism, in which
the brute force used for domestic control is diverted to
conquest of other lands and other peoples.
The present danger to the world results from this merger
of political methods with socialist economics.
T here exist two variations on this theme: ( 1) The Communists, under direction of the Comintern in Moscow, seek
to bore from within, creating violent revolution - in those
countries where overt Soviet military action is not feasible;
(2) Self-styled Socialists, and their counterparts posing under a myriad of names, contrive to sell socialism to the
countries of the Free World by calling it something else.
Before we can address ourselves to examining the progress of the conquest of free America by these forces, it is
necessary to outline - briefly -the origin of the forces of
communism/ socialism, that are rampant in the world today,
and their progression to their present forms.
Karl Marx sowed the seeds in 1848, when he embodied
in his Communist Manifesto the essence of the cynical depravity which today is choking off man's last breath of
individual liberty.
Marx's Manifesto arrogantly asserted that "a spectre is
stalking the world - a spectre of communism." That claim,

1

2 Weaver, Mainspring, p. 48. To which we add St. Augustine,
Florida, and Greeley, Colo.

1

In their "poverty package," the planners insidiously pitched
their appeal to a fatal tendency of mankind. This tendency
was identified by the brilliant French economist, Frederic
Bastiat, who- in 1850- noted that people " ... when they
can .. . wish to live and prosper at the expense of others." 1 8
Bastiat elaborated that men resort to plunder when it is an
easier course than labor, and that the proper purpose of law
(i.e., government) is to stop this fatal tendency to plunder instead of to work. When government is confined to its proper
functions, it prevents plunder- and no one has cause to worry.
But when government takes property from one person and
gives it to another - under pretense of organization, regulation, or protection - then government has legalized plunder,
and hands reach from all directions, demanding their "share."
If Billie Sol Estes can fill his pockets from the public purse,
then who can deny the poor man his plunder, especially if it is
called "relief" or "welfare?"
Socialism is legalized plunder. It has found several notable
expressions. Lyndon Johnson has said: "We are going to try
to take all of the money that we think is unnecessarily being
spent and take it from the 'haves' and give it to the 'have nots'
that need it so much." l9 Karl Marx put it this way: "From
each according to his ability, to each according to his need."
As Bastiat noted, perversion of law into an instrument of
plunder erases from everyone's conscience the distinction between justice and injustice.20
When the people have the power to make the laws, they
may stop this plunder, or they may seek to increase their
share in it. The seductive lure of socialism today causes many
among us to demand that the government be generous rather
than just, that it should extend welfare rather than the freedom under which each citizen may improve himself through
his own labor and initiative.
How have we- born into the great heritage of free-enterprise capitalism- arrived at this point where many of us are
willing to trade our liberty for so much pottage?
We have retrogressed - back past the American Revolu18 Bastiat, The Law (Irvington-on-Hudson, N.Y.: Foundation
for Economic Education, Inc., 1962, p. 9. Originally published as
a pamphlet in 1850, Th e Law indicates the great vision of Bastiat,
considering the political situation in France at that time.
19 White House speech, January 15, 1964 (official text in the
Congressional Record, p. 2227).
2o The Law, p. 12.
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different, that it is keyed to "job training" and "education,"
rather than to handouts. If putting people on the public payroll, while giving them "training" and "education," is not a
handout, then what is?
In this package, the planners wish to link federal medical
care to the social security program, as has been proposed and
rejected several times in the past. The social security system
itself is a classic example of the fraudulence of the welfare
racket. It fails miserably to perform its alleged purpose of
providing adequate unemployment insurance and retirement
pensions for all.
Further, the social security fund has long been bankrupt;
the federal government has squandered these "savings" of the
people on socialistic programs which expand the government
bureaucracy. There is no money in the social security pot, and
our children will be burdened by taxation for our support under the system. The payroll deduction for social security,
started on a "nominal" 1%, has now reached 3-5/8%. And
we may some day see it become as gluttonous a bite from our
daily bread as the income tax monster now takes.l6
Yet when a public figure suggests that social security be
made voluntary, a howl of protest is heard from the planners
and their friends. Why? Because the planners know that social
security will not pass the test of voluntary participation. It
has failed so miserably that it can be sustained (and continue
to confiscate individual wages) only by the compulsion of
federal force. Like other welfare laws, social security promotes dependence upon government, thereby securing the
regulatory jobs of administrators and planners.
To the planners, welfare is but a step on the road to total
federal control. What they really desire is complete authority
over the national economy. For this reason, their proposals
for "relief" are now being expanded to include manipulation
of business and industry, with the avowed purpose of "eliminating unemployment."
"Full employment" is a fetish common to planners. All

/

JG Since its origin in 1937, the social security tax has grown
326% (from 2%, including employer's matching assessment, to
the present 7.25%) . The "bite" is scheduled to increase further,
to 9.25% by 1969, and government actuaries have acknowledged
that the worker embarking on a career today is scheduled to pay
in $1.69 for each dollar be will receive in "benefits" upon retirement.- Paul L. Poirot, ''The Social Security Program," The
Freeman, November, 1962.
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tion and through the Dark Ages - to the pagan view that the
individual is helpless to improve his lot, that he is wholly dependent upon the tribe. This view held that the will-of-thetribe should control the destinies of those who make up the
tribe; for the "common good," individuals were sacrificed to
pagan gods.21 Today, the individual usually is sacrificed in
spirit only.
This "common good" has been the slogan of the collectivist
through the ages. It can be found in the charters of the most
visionary communes of the Pilgrims, and in Marx's Manifesto.
"For the common good" is the war cry of the planners who
engineer the "war ~on poverty."
Among the "do-gooders" who promote social reforms, history finds too many fuhrers and bureaucrats, too many concentration camps and strangling taxes.
Isabel Patterson, in her very perceptive book, The God of
the Machine, warned of the social engineers who- under
the dictum "the end justifies the means" - would force their
views on all others. She noted that the social planner readily
suppresses the individual freedom of all other men in order to
implement his scheme to improve the lot of "mankind." " It is
at this point," she said, "that the humanitarian sets up the
guil!otine." 22
The Civil Rights Act incorporated in the current "poverty
package" strips the individual of his constitutional right to
trial by jury, and provides harsh penalties to be administered
by a member of the federal judiciary. Also in this omnibus
package is a federal firearms control bill. Arms control would
seem to be quite out of place within a welfare programunless, of course, the planners predict a need for confiscation
of arms, to maintain the tyranny which would be set up by
passage of the "poverty package."
Perhaps it is at approximately this point that the New Frontier humanitarians have set up their guillotine.
21 The pagan nature of collectivism is given full treatment in
Henry Grady Weaver's The Mainspring of Human Progress
(Irvington-on-Hudson, N.Y.: Foundation for Economic Education, Inc., 1953), Chapter 4, "The Pagan View." Pagan sacrifice
of individuals still finds expression in the planner's attitude, as it
did in 1850, when Bastiat wrote, in Th e Law: "Socialists look upon
people as raw material to be formed into social combinations ....
they will demand that a small portion of mankind be set aside
to experiment upon ..." (pp. 34-35).
22 The God of the Machine _(New York: G . P. Putnam'~ Sons,
1943), chap. XX. (Quoted by Weaver, op. cit.)
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