Why didn’t Hoover Do More?

1. Relief was bad—it would make Americans lazy and dependent.  If relief was given, it should come from STATE & LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.
2. Gov’t intervention in the economy was bad.

Hoover stated:

“During the war we necessarily turned to the government to solve every difficult economic problem. . . . To a large degree we regimented our whole people temporarily into a socialistic state. . . .

. . . When the war closed . . . we were challenged with a peace-time choice between the American system of rugged individualism and a European philosophy of diametrically opposed doctrines—doctrines of paternalism and state socialism. The acceptance of these ideas would have meant the destruction of self-government through centralization of government. It would have meant the undermining of the individual initiative and enterprise through which our people have grown to unparalleled greatness.

There has been revived in this campaign, however, a series of proposals which, if adopted, would be a long step toward the abandonment of our American system and a surrender to the destructive operation of governmental conduct of commercial business. Because the country is faced with difficulty and doubt over certain national problems—that is, prohibition, farm relief, and electrical power—our opponents propose that we must thrust government

a long way into the businesses which give rise to these problems. In effect, they abandon the tenets of their own party and turn to state socialism as a solution. . . . It is proposed that we shall change from prohibition to the

state purchase and sale of liquor. If their agricultural relief program means anything, it means that the government shall directly or indirectly buy and sell and fix prices of agricultural products. 

