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a lightning calculator of pleasures and pains, who oscillates
like a homogeneous globule of desire of happines under the
impulse of stimuli that shift him about the area, but leave
him intact. He has neither antecedent nor consequent. He is
an isolated definitive human datum, in stable equilibrium ex-
cept for the buffets of the impinging forces that displace him
in one direction or another. Self-imposed in elemental space,
he spins symmetrically about his own spritual axis until the
parallelogram of forces bears down upon him, whereupon he
follows the line of the resultant. When the force of the impact
is spent he comes to rest, a self-contained globule of desire
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Thus the theory of ‘free competition’ is not intended to be
merely a scientific explanation of what course economic rela-
tions would take under certain specified assumptions. It
simultaneously consistes a kind of proof that these hypothetical
conditions would result in maxmum ‘total income’ or the grea-
test possible ‘satisfaction of needs’ in society as a whole.
Free competition’ thus on logical and factual grounds beco-

mes more than a set of abstract assumptions, used as a tool



in theoretieal analysis of the causal relations of facts. It beco-
()
mes a political desideratum.
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