
FOR A(iri) IMOIM.I IN AMIRILA 00

hy a pfPsiot) at thf i-iwi ot lilf umiltl Marn-lv cnlllura^;^

mm to hv rcikli'-s in rarlirr \rars. And .i> I liavr triftl

to (Iniioiistrafc tmni practical in>tanirs in hr chaptt-r,

DifViiultuN ot Saving tor ( )lil A^:(•," iniicli saving for

old A^v iN iinpos>ddf. 1 liriJt i> lu-fdrd tor \vi>f v\-

pciidifiircs and proper living;, and is Marcrlv po^^il1lc :ls

prodiiitivc ot sa\ in^ tor old a^'c. And ><iirrl\ tamilirs

would not lovt tln'ir a^icil nirmbcrs los it they wcrr not

>iiicli tinaruial biirdrn^, hut luorr. And ot course no

one u<iuld consider that periMoiis are a remedy for low

\\a^e>—the\ are mereU palliatives ulule \\ a^es are low.

One miijht with eipial accuracy say that ue should not

have ho^pitaK tor tuberculosis, as iv is a preventable dis-

ease, thouuh no one doubts the need of ho>pital> till the

disease is entirelv eradicated!

And there seem-, to be jire.it fear th.it the poor will

not have enouirh opportunity tor seltsacrihce!

Frederick L. Moffni'in says in the American Statistical

Association Publications for March, li><x>, on p. 367:
" A non-contributor\ old-ace pension ^cheme will not

solve the problem of the dependent poor and will not

prevent an increase in the burden of real pauperism;

hut. on the contrary, it will undermine and t'-nd to de-

stroy the self-respecting char.icter of our people as

citi/ens in a democracy where economic imlependcnce,

achieved In' indi\idual effort, self sacrifice, and self-

denial, is. after all, the onl\ aim and end worth while."

Surely the poor when known individually have plenty

of exercise for the^e virtues of self-denial ; it could not

harm them to remove a few of Jieir ditTiculties. My
own appreciation of the futility of these arguments found

confirination in the comments on them by 1. M. Rubi-

now in his book so often referred to. " Social Insurance."

On pp. U4 and ^is He gives first a ouotation from the

report of the Massachusetts C'oir.mission on Old-.Agc

Pensions:

"'The disintcgrnt'i^a rfJrrt on the farnilw A non-

contributory system would take away, in part, the filial

obligation for the support of aged parents which is the

main bond of family solidarity. It would strike at one

of the forces that have created the self-supporting, self-


