is very little, if anything, that governments or business or
philanthropic organizations can do to alter or to soften
them.

The middlemen,—which function between the pro-
ducers and manufacturers and the ultimate consumers,
play a necessary and important part in économic life, but
when, from any cause, there have come to be too many
of them, the superfluous are eliminated. The less effi-
cient are the first to go. In economics there is no room
for the uneconomic.

In addition to the type of post-war, sub-marginal busi-
nesses which we have described, there is also that
class of merchants, called “vendors” in Manila, who sell
their wares in the streets, generally displaying them on
rude benches and booths set up on the edges of the side-
walks. It is said that Manila at present has over 8,000
of them; 3,000 in the Quiapo District alone. Their
chief stock-in-trade consists of ‘‘notions” which they ob-
tain from jobbers and have to sell at prices practically
equal to “store-prices”. Their profits are pitifully small.
In some parts of the city they are forced to pay an exor-
bitant weekly ‘‘rent” for the ramshackle booths they
occupy. It is said, in fact, that the “big business” in the
vendor business is the renting of these booths, and that
the owners are the ones most vocal in the protests against
clearing the streets. No merchandising system could be
more uneconomic, but, for a time, it must have filled some
special need under the conditions brought about by the
general physical destruction, wide-spread unemployment,
and the depressed standards of living of both the vendors
and their customers,

For three years these people have cluttered up the
sidewalks and streets, and the obstruction both to pedes-
trian and vehicular traffic has become such a public nuis-
ance that the city authorities have at long last been com-
pelled to take action. The Quiapo District is being clear-
ed at this writing, and the clearing of other sections of
the city is to follow. The Mayor of Manila is to be com-
mended for his humanitarianism in assigning a number of
special city-owned public markets where those who wish
and are able to do so may rent.booths at a reasonable
charge. This is only a palliative, however, and in the
end, no doubt, this class of merchant will be eliminated
altogether.

As conditions return to normal in Manila and the
Philippines generally, we must be prepared for the elimin-
ation of all such forms of post-war business enterprise, of
all such agencies and agents of uneconomic distribution.
We should understand that this represents an aspect of
the operation of economic law and that it is not an inten-
tional and heartless driving of the weak to the wall. We
should understand that the process is to the. advantage
of the ultimate consumers and to the general economic and
social benefit,—ultimately for the good of even those who
have failed in realizing their ambitions.

Their experience, even of failure, should give them a
better understanding of business and should enable them
to begin again. Those who fail as importers and inden-

tors could undertake more modest enterprises, in Manila
or in the provinces, better suited to their resources and
capacities, or they could find places in business in subor-
dinate positions. A steady job at a good wage or salary
or at a fair commission, is certainly to be preferred over
the ownership and management of a failing business.

As for the Government and those business and trade
organizations which have made this problem their con-
cern, it would be far wiser for them to follow a policy of
encouraging successful industrial and business enterprise,
both foreign and Filipino, than a policy aimed at tempo-
rarily bolstering uneconomic and failing ventures, for
that is a hopeless thing. There is no future in that ex-
cept more failure. The encouragement, on the other
hand, of successful business, makes for increased general
prosperity which benefits owners and wage-earners both.

Word has been received from Mr. E. Stanton Turner,
now in New York, that the International Committee of
Young Men’s Christian Associations has appropriated a
total of $416,000 (P832,000) for three
Y.M.C.A. projects in the Philippines,
—$171,000 for the Manila City Branch
Building, $125,000 for the International
Branch Building (formerly the Amer-
ican-European Y.M.C.A.), and $125,000 for the Iloilo
Building.

QOver twenty-five Y.M.C.A. National Movements,
most of them European, had requests before the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and Priorities, and a total of
$920,000 was available. The Philippines received some
45% or nearly half of this amount.

The Philippines was thus favored because the Inter-
national Committee is giving priority to reconstruction,
rather than new, projects, because the destruction here was
in part the work of the Americap armed forces, and be-
cause large gifts had also been made locally by business
firms.

It was revealed that the International Committee
will endeavor to raise additional funds to bring the total
appropriation to $970,000, but this will only be done if
local funds are raised to provide for equipment and operat-
ing expenses.

Donations toward a number of other local Y.M.C.A,
projects were withheld, in part because no funds had been
raised for them locally. This is a wise rule, for strong
tocal effort in such matters is evidence of genuine interest
and serious,intention. Outside help then becomes a matter
of cooperation and money grants are not mere hand-outs.

In these Y.M.C.A. grants we see once again how the
Philippines is favored in America above all other nations.
We may well hope that nothing will ever be done here
that might effect this goodwill.

The Y.M.C.A.
Gifts to the
Philippines

“FOR a hundred years, students of Marxism have parroted the libel that the capitalistic system is driven to war

by its very nature in its hunger for markets and profits.

The truth is that modern warfare has developed so

that no economic system is more conducive to peace than one based on private initiative, where a multitude of indivi-
duals pursue their happiness and profit, independent of the state.””—Bernard M. Baruch.
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