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In “Qur Town’s Business”
Rylhs Goslin have présenied ihe Whole
grray of current econoinic thought in
simple language, designed to appeal to
the average reader, Big business, ab-
Sentee ownershlp, "technologlcal unem-
ployment.” 1ss of foreign markets; “‘over-
prodiiction,”  cooperatives, purchasing
power, unions, taxes, government in Liisi-

ness, and many other phases of our &co- -

nomy are knit together to form = picture
of “our town.” The necessary siatistics,
in sugar coaled pill form, are presented
in about 50 pléasing and readable charts.
The atthors are evidently not econbmists
and havée not done much origingl re-
search. ‘Their presentation of economic
phehomena may be usell in acquiinting
someé readers with a subject those read-
ers woild usually avoid, but it is never-
thpless superﬁcial

The duthors are befter at exposition
thari thiey arée at analysis. For instines,
the subject of owneiship iz dealt with
rather inadequately. Under land owner-
ship, they show that 58 percent of . the
value of farm land is mortgaged or ten-
ant-oderated,
is decreasing,

dustrlal comme{'cial and business sites in
the cities—and how that value iz largely

created by the residents and workers
while tlieé ¢wners enjoy the incoie from

it}
The authors’ sclution to thé ‘‘national

headache whlch we have been enduring :

for Bomeé years now"” is economic plan-
ning.

and services we can produce.

Ormar and

and that home ownership
Not a word about who |
owns the rea]ly valuable land—the in- :

“Engineers can estimate in terms ;
of dollars and cents the volume of goods |
We must ¢
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then see that the ndtional payroll; is
sufficient fo allow meh and women to buy
the total productmn If the nation's
payroll is mot enough to do this, “the
payro!l musat be increased by goverm:nent
spending.” .
Seemingly, the inteliigent people who
aie recommendmg economic piannmg for
our ills ate legion. But is it an intebli-
gent solution? Isn’t it just what we have
now, with considerably more regimenta-
tion added? The Goslins could never
favor fasclsm, yet they eannot see the
fascistic threat in economic planmng
Their conclusion sebms to have béei ar-
rived at rather hast)ly, az it is mentioned
only on the last two pages of the houk
and is deschibed very vagiely. In fact
it seenis to be something of a nmom segui-
tor, brought in hecause some solution
was called for and hot at all becaiise the
date studied indicated that conclusion.
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