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"Let every man
make known what kind of government
would command his respect
and that would be one step
toward attaining it."

THOREAU






FOREWORD

Le anything become valuable enough, or any name popular enough,
and thieves will try to steal it. The name Liberal was made popular by a
long line of British and American liberals from Adam Smith and John
Stuart Mill to Herbert Spencer and John Morley in Britain, and from
Thomas Jefferson and James Madison to Grover Cleveland in this coun-
try. These men all believed in the freedom of the individual and opposed
the extension of government control. They made the name of liberal so
popular that thieves are now trying to steal it and apply it to themselves,
even when trying to extend the authority of government, which is the di-
rect opposite of liberalism.

Leonard Read has made a brave attempt to rescue the word liberal
from those who would prostitute it to base ends. I know of no more coura-
geous crusader for individual liberty, or who is doing more to bring the
word liberal back to its true meaning.

He is, of course, under no illusions as to the possibility of absolute
liberty ever being attained among men who live together in large groups.
Maximum liberty is what all liberals want. Tt means the minimum of re-
straint,

Restraint is of two kinds, physical and mental. Physical restraint con-
sists of such things as walls, handcuffs and other such hindrances to physical
motion. Mental restraint is mainly fear.

The kind of liberty which all liberals want is the minimum of fear.
What is religious liberty except freedom from fear of persecution? What
is freedom of speech or of the press except freedom from fear of punish-
ment for one’s spoken or published opinions? Freedom of enterprise is
freedom from fear of violence or fraud, which may be committed either by
private criminals or political tyrants,

Pattern for Reveli comes tike a breath of pure mountain air after one
has inhaled for a long time the smoke and dust of political controversy
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with its smearing campaigns of misrepresentations, innuendo, and dema-
gogic appeals. It throws expediency to the winds and does 1ot compro-
mise or give an inch of ground to sentimentality. It is a preduct of the
intellect.

Probably every American has, at one time or another, dreamed of
what he would do if he were president or, more particularly, what he would
like someone else to do. Leonard Read has not only dreamed, but has set
down in vigorous English the content of his dream. Imagining a true and
uncompromising liberal to have been nominated, a man who actually pre-
ferred not to be in public office, Read, after presenting the political set-
ting, begins with the kind of an acceptance speech he would expect to
hear. This is followed by two campaign speeches, and an inaugural ad-
dress, all on the same lofty, uncompromising level.

Needless to say, this book is not milk for babes. It is strong meat,
probably too strong for stomachs that have fong fed on government pap
and can’t imagine how they can get along without it. To all such, my
advice is, “Bite into it, chew and inwardly digest it. It can’t do you any
harm and may do you some good.”

THOMAS NIXON CARVER
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The Political Setting

Revou by whom? Against what?

There are many American citizens, perhaps a majority, {or whom this
pattern is designed. They are genuine liberals—the lovers of liberty, This
answers the first question,

Against what would they revolt? Against America’s present reactionary.,
Old World movement. If given the opportunity, they would revolt against
all of those political devices and ideas incidental to government in the role
of master:

There is little need for review. Something almost akin to a dynasty
began in our country in 1933, A four-term president, heading an adminis-
tration seeking and obtaining more and more power, and expounding a
collectivistic, anti-liberal philosophy, has been succeeded by the heir-
apparent. The |5-year old program aimed at the all-responsible, and its
concomitant, the all-authoritarian, state marches on its merry wiy, aot
only unhampered and unchecked, but aided and abetted by an
ever-increasing number of gravy-trained citizens.

The Republican Party, with Wendell Willkie as standard-bearer, was
unable to head off the third-term aspirant, even though the American tra-
dition bore heavily in his favor. The same party with Thomas Dewey per-
formed but littie better against the same aspirant in his Tourth successful
attempt.

[ believe these tailures were to be expected and that they were appro-
priate o the occasions. Republican success, along the lines attempted in
1940 and 1944, would have been undeserved and disastrous.

Furthermore. 1 believe that many of the miltions who voted for Presi-
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dent Roosevelt did so with no firm conviction that they were voting for &
representation of their views. The same was true of the millions who voted
for Messrs. Wiilkie and Dewey. Acceptance was not what the American
people had for their political leaders. Their attitudes could better be de-
scribed as an acquiescence in confusion.

However,  am not concerned with the present dynasty or with those
who want what it stands for, but with those who wouid, 1f they could. vole
it and all of its collectivistic policies out of office.

Had Mr. Willkie or, later, Governor Dewey, won the election, this
country would have been without a party of opposition, Under our two-party
system the responsibility for opposition to our present collectivistic dy-
nasty would seem 1o lie with the Republican Party. With the political INs
pursuing the government-as-master course it should be the duty of the
political OUTs to pursue the government-as-servant course. This always
has been. is, and likely always will be the fundamental issue as it relates to
the organization of society. By the two parties taking opposite stands.
individuat citizens would thus be given a chance to choose the course they
prefer. Having the choice is the thing.

But, what, actually, has been the case? The Republican Party, in the
Jast two campaigns, ook the government-as-master course, precisely that
which the dynastic group was already and still is pursuing. Therefore, the
people had no choice except between power-seeking personalities and
groups, cach promising a superior administration of government-as-master.
Such a choice was and still is no choice at all.

Because it has been kept out of office, the Republican Party is still &
potential vehicle for those miltions who wish (o travel the truly liberal
course. Thus far, however, it has demonstrated no signs of hope for these
liberals. However, in spite of collectivistic behaviors on the part of nearly
every aspirant to its titular headship, the party has not been totatly de-
stroyed as an instrument of liberalism. It is possibie for it still to directits
course toward freedom under limited government.

The Democratic Party, it is true, contains many geanuine liberals, per-
haps more than does the Republican Party, but, as everyone knows even if
they won’t acknowledge it, control of its national organization has been
taken over and successfutly retained by the most coltectivistic and itlib-
eral elements in the nation. Until the liberals in the Democratic Party are
again in control of that party, liberals have no political banner under which
to sail except the Republican Party, as dim a hope as that 1s,

If there is to be any political hope for liberals, if they are 1o have any
banner, if they are to have even a single candidate, such possibilities can
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be realized only if there be an understanding of how the Republican Party
has erred and, understanding, proceed lorthwith to the creation of a party
of opposition as a replacement for one of only pseudo-opposition.

The error is simply explained. The Republican Party, on the occasion
of the last two contests, as well as in the one now under way, listened to
the voice of expediency. The party leaders, platform writers and their ad-
visers, when determining a course of action, have in effect asked and are
asking today, “What must we say and do to win votes?” The voice of
expediency, and the question is addressed only to expediency. answers.
“Endorse the Wagner Act. Advocate ‘Social Security.” Stand for those
things of the New Deal which have proved popular.”

The voice of expediency misled and is misleading the Republican lead-
ers. This voice always misleads. Of necessity it must mislead because it
represents the rejection of moral principles for the hope of temporary gain.

If we are to regain a two-party system the Republican Party leaders
must divorce themselves, totally, from expediency. They must turn to the
only other voice, the voice of integrity and moral principle. They must
ask, simply and exclusively, “What is right?” They may never receive
precisely the correct answer. A discovery of the whole truth, always, is
impossible. But the pursuit of truth is the basis of all moral action. To this
pursuit we owe our loyalty, to this and nothing more.

If the Republican Party had been a truly iiberal party, the platform
writers and the titular heads would have been asking, “How can we liber-
ate the individual from the tyranny of the State”” The voice of conscience
would answer, “Repudiate the New Deal farm program of government
subsidies, loans, parity payments and crop controls. Advocate the repeal
of all price-maintenance laws, including the Federal Wage-Hour Law,
Repudiate the idea that national prosperity may be promaoted by protec-
tive tariffs. Denounce the Wagner Act and the racketeering and restriction
of output by labor unions or by any other type of organization. Show the
fallacy of the Federal ‘social security’ program. Stand for the right of
every adult citizen to make his own bargain, if he wishes, with anyone
who wants 1o buy his goods or services. Tell the people what 1s honestly
believed to be true. Disregard votes. Pay no attention to popularity. “To
thine own self be true.””

The voice of expediency, through the mouths of well-wishers, would
whisper, “Heed the voice of conscience and you will lose five million votes
on that Wagner Act statement. You will lose other millions if’ you do not
embrace Federal “social security’.”

But remember. the voice of expediency is u cheat.




