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The South a n d  the L oan to B rita in
T h e  cancellation of war contracts for ships, aircraft, muni

tions, and other war products; the curtailment of Army 
and Navy installations; and other changes caused by the end
ing of the war have created serious local difficulties in the re
employment of both men and resources in the Sixth District. 
Quite naturally  attention within the District has been directed 
to the problems that are close and especially to those re
quiring immediate solution.

In the months since V-J Day the reaction in the Sixth Dis
trict economic life has on the whole been good. Though em
ployment has declined, it has not declined as much as might 
have been expected. Trade has continued at a high level partly 
because of the demand and purchasing power that accumu
lated during the war years. Much of the slack resulting from 
the ending of wartime activities has been taken up, but it is 
not yet clear how long the problems can continue to be over
come.

The more distant V-J Day becomes, the less the force of de
mands occasioned by the end of the war and the greater the 
necessity for directing attention to the larger and long-range 
problems in the District.

In an assessment of the South’s postwar future, one factor 
is of paramount importance. It is that the Sixth District’s 
ability to maintain permanently a high level of production 
and income is in the long run linked with the course taken 
by the national economy.

The South is self-sufficient neither in its markets nor in the 
products it consumes, and, if it were, the merits of such a con
dition would be very dubious. It is by capitalizing upon those 
industries in which the South has the greatest comparative 
advantage that the area will attain and keep a high level of 
production and income.

Sixth District farm income depends upon whether or not 
cotton, tobacco, citrus fruits, and other crops in which the 
South has a comparative advantage in production will be 
marketed on favorable terms. Whether they are so marketed, 
in turn, depends to a great extent upon the national business 
situation.

Many persons in the South believe that, given equal oppor
tunities, the region can produce not only a variety of agri
cultural products but also a number of manufactured products 
more efficiently than other regions produce them and that it 
can compete on equal terms in the national market. The re
moval of discriminations against Southern industry, such as 
discriminatory freight rates, rather than the creation of special 
privileges has been the goal of those persons who sincerely 
believe in the South’s ability to progress under a system of 
free competitive enterprise. The South cannot prosper at the 
expense of the rest of the nation. Though prosperity may be

gin at home, it cannot last unless it extends beyond the 
boundaries of the immediate area. Too great a concentration 
upon local problems may, therefore, lead to Southern eco
nomic strangulation.

One of the national problems pressing for solution is the 
restoration of free world trade on a high level. The benefits 
to all parts of the nation as a whole, with the inclusive and 
resulting benefits to Sixth District industry and agriculture, 
are reason enough for the restoration of world trade. But the 
South has a larger stake in foreign trade than other sections 
have, and it will probably continue to have one. Southern 
products have been to a large extent sold in world markets. 
In the last prewar year, 1938, for example, 5.6 million bales 
of cotton, or approximately 48 percent of that year’s crop, 
were exported. Foreign sales are also im portant to tobacco, 
citrus fruits, and other Sixth District crops and to Southern 
industrial products.

Though tem porary demands created by war-induced short
ages will probably be sufficient to absorb many of the products 
of Southern agriculture and industry in the immediate future, 
long-range plans that make no provision for the sale of such 
products abroad will result eventually in serious dislocations 
within the South. Restoration and continuation of world trade 
may, in the long run, help to prevent a collapse after the 
boom.

There are indications that the expansion of foreign trade is 
being included in the long-range plans for the District’s eco
nomic development. Among plans recently announced are 
those for the development of port facilities in Florida at 
Tampa, Jacksonville, and Miami. In Georgia, plans for the 
development of port facilities at Brunswick and Savannah are 
being made and the Brunswick Port Authority has been 
created by Brunswick and Glynn Counties. The Alabama docks 
board has approved tentatively an expenditure of four m il
lion dollars to enlarge the Alabama State Docks. Plans for 
Mobile to exceed its former important position as a shipping 
and ship-repair center are under way. In New Orleans the In
ternational Merchandise Mart, Incorporated, was recently or
ganized for the purpose of displaying and selling goods to 
foreign and domestic buyers. Other plans for the port of New 
Orleans include the construction of new wharves and dock 
facilities as a step toward the achievement of a postwar trade 
of 800 to 900 million dollars annually. Plans for the develop
ment of international air routes from Sixth District cities take 
into consideration not only passenger traffic but freight traffic. 
The plans for increased trade with South America are 
numerous.

The improvement of port facilities and the organization of 
financial, commercial, and other services will do much toward
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securing for the District a larger share in the nation’s world 
trade. If, however, there is no foreign trade, improved facili
ties will be useless. Attention to local problems should not 
obscure the main issue.

The Restoration of World Trade
Since 1939, world trade has been almost completely directed 
by government. The purpose of trade was not to raise the 
standard of living within the country but to assist in carrying 
on the war. Even before the war whole areas of the world 
were outside the sphere of free trade. Through exchange con
trols, quotas, barter agreements, blocked balances, special 
clearing agreements, export subsidies, international cartels, 
protective tariffs, and other devices the direction of trade had 
been altered. The growth of such control was, partially, the 
legacy of a failure to correct fundamental conditions after 
W orld W ar I, a result of efforts to capitalize tem porarily upon 
discriminatory advantages, and a result of the growth of 
totalitarian governments. Whatever the cause, the decline of 
world trade following W orld W ar I probably contributed to 
the decline of income in the nation and in the South. The 
avoidance of a repetition of that decline is essential.

The policy of the United States has been to avoid a repe
tition of conditions leading to the events following W orld 
W ar I and to encourage the early resumption of free world 
trade. An initial step was the inclusion of Article V II in all 
lend-lease agreements. Under this article the signatory powers 
agreed to take steps reducing barriers to free trade after the 
war. A further step toward solving the complex problem was 
taken in the Bretton Woods Agreement, which provided for 
orderly exchange control and the setting up of the Inter
national Monetary Fund.

Other foreign-trade problems are to be considered in the 
proposed conference on trade and employment called for in 
the Proposals for Expansion of World Trade and Employment 
issued by the Department of State on December 6, 1945. The 
conference will consider the problems of employment, trade 
barriers, and discriminations. As a necessary supplement to 
the organizations established under the Bretton Woods agree
ments, an international trade organization is proposed. A l
though the proposals were drawn up in the American State 
Department, British officials were consulted.

The same date, December 6, was marked by the joint an
nouncement by Great Britain and the United States of a 
financial agreement proposed as a further step in the solution 
of international trade problems. The agreement has since been 
ratified by Great Britain and is at present under considera
tion by the Congress of the United States.

W ithout British collaboration, it is believed in many quar
ters, resumption of trade along the lines desired by the United 
States is impossible. Not only is this country’s trade with 
Britain involved but its prospects of trade with South America 
and other areas of the world are also involved.

The influence that British trade and exchange practices 
will have on the course that world trade takes and the effect 
that the revival of trade will have in the South’s economic 
future w arrant careful attention to the provisions of financial 
agreement.

Britain’s experience illustrates the obstacles standing in the 
way of the resumption and expansion of world trade. P rior to 
the outbreak of the war, under conditions approaching free 
world trade, the United Kingdom was America’s best customer. 
It has been estimated that in 1938, the last year before the

war, purchases of the United Kingdom and Ireland accounted 
for approximately 17 percent of our total exports. When the 
American exports to Canada, A ustralia, New Zealand, India, 
British Africa, and the more im portant British possessions 
are added to exports to the United Kingdom, the total 
amounts to 40 percent of United States exports. For the South 
the importance of British trade is emphasized by the fact that 
about 28 percent of American cotton exports in 1938 were 
purchased by the United Kingdom. In addition to raw ma
terials great amounts of American manufactured products 
were exported to Britain.

The United Kingdom typically was an im porter of raw ma
terials and an exporter of m anufactured products, although, 
as is the case with all industrial nations, a great many Ameri
can m anufactured products were purchased. Raw materials 
were converted into goods for local consumption and into 
goods for re-export in order to pay for imports. Such exports 
of commodities were not sufficient, however, to pay the total 
cost of imports. In the 15-year period from  1924 through 1938 
the value of commodity im ports exceeded the value of 
commodity exports by an average of 358 million pounds 
annually. Payment for this excess of imports was made partly  
by income received from investments and through shipping 
services. Other financial services, such as insurance, accounted 
for the greater part of the rem ainder of the payments.

In addition to carrying on a widespread world trade, the 
United Kingdom acted as banker for many sections of the 
world. Many countries customarily held balances with the 
United Kingdom partly  as reserve against their own currencies 
and partly  as a means of settling international payments re
sulting from trade with other countries. A country purchas
ing goods from the United States might draw upon its London 
balance in order to pay for American goods, just as within the 
United States a Chicago purchaser of Southern goods might 
draw upon a New York bank to pay his Southern creditor. In 
general such sterling balances were freely convertible into 
dollars. This ability to freely convert sterling balances had 
an im portant effect in stim ulating the flow of American trade 
not only with Britain but with other countries as well.

Great Britain, the Best Prewar Customer
The outbreak of W orld W ar II  brought the institution of 
widespread controls in the British economic life. Britain had 
to import the right commodities in the maximum amount pos
sible and, at the same time, to divert industries from  the 
manufacture of export goods to the production of war ma
terials. A maximum of im ports and a minimum of exports 
became essential to the prosecution of the war. This program 
necessitated a complete control of foreign trade.

The problem was met partly  by the creation of what has 
been called the Sterling Area, consisting prim arily  of coun
tries within the British Empire. W ithin this area a system of 
exchange controls was instituted, with London as the financial 
center. Wherever possible trade within the area was substi
tuted for that with other countries. Although the sterling bal
ances held in London were freely convertible within the area 
to the currencies of the area, outside transactions were 
severely limited. Under this system, for example, balances re
sulting from sales to the United States might not be spent 
for the purchase of American goods without the consent of 
the central authority. Consent to withdraw funds from the so- 
called dollar pool was given only if the purchase would 
further the prosecution of the war.
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In addition, the United Kingdom paid for much of its im
ports by short-term banking credits obtained through central 
banks, particularly in the Sterling-Area countries. Between 
August 1939 and June 1945 the United Kingdom’s liabilities 
to outside countries increased from 3.7 billion dollars to 13.5 
billion dollars. Approximately 11 billion dollars is owed to 
countries within the Sterling Area and at present is not con
vertible from sterling to other currencies. The present sterling 
balances are many times the normal balances existing before 
the war.

The British also sold a large proportion of their overseas 
investments in order to pay for imports. By British estimates, 
the total value of foreign investments was reduced approxi
mately 4^2 billion dollars from the latter part of 1939 to the 
middle of 1945. The result was that, by the end of the war, 
income form erly used to pay for imports was drastically 
curtailed.

There are thus several difficulties to a resumption of normal 
trade relations by Great Britain. Normal exporting cannot be 
resumed until that nation’s former export industries are re
stored by means of reconversion. Increased imports are re
quired to provide raw materials for the manufacture of ex
ports, for the rebuilding of factories, and for feeding the 
nation. Reconversion of the export industry will take time 
and overseas investments are gone. Moreover Britain’s relative 
shipping position has been diminished. Until export industry 
is revived and unless some means is found of providing for 
imports until normal exports are restored, Great Britain can 
neither resume its role as America’s best customer nor relax 
the restrictions set up to prevent a drain on its financial 
resources.

Restricted Trade or Free Trade With Britain
The United Kingdom is faced with two alternatives in its 
attempt to restore its vital world trade. It might keep in 
effect the wartime controls, set up an increased system of 
Empire preference, enter into bilateral agreements, restrict 
former export industries, and perhaps engage in a species of 
economic warfare in the world’s markets. Indeed, such a 
course is favored in some British quarters. Great Britain, it is 
contended, could very well do without American cotton, to
bacco, food, oil, and films and could confine her trade within 
the Empire. The second alternative is a return to m ultilateral 
free trade as soon as possible.

The former course would undoubtedly have im portant re
percussions in the South and the rest of the United States. 
There would be, of course, the direct effect of cutting off im
portant British markets. It would also mean that individuals 
in other countries holding blocked sterling accounts may have 
little chance of ever using them for the purchase of American 
goods. It would also mean that Britain would not compete 
with the United States in the world markets on the basis of 
efficiency and productivity but, rather, through bilateral trade 
agreements and discriminatory practices. It would be in di
rect opposition to the policy of unrestricted, m ultilateral 
world trade advocated by the United States as essential to 
expanded production and world peace.

Great Britain is in no position to adopt the second al
ternative unless its export trade is restored. The restoration of 
fehe export industries requires, for a time, more than the 
normal amount of imports. Restoration of shipping, banking, 
and other commercial services requires time. In addition,

Britain must restore the convertibility of the pound sterling 
and stabilize its currency. To make such steps possible is the 
purpose of the financial agreement between the United States 
and Britain.

The Financial Agreement
The position of the United States is analogous to that of a 
private individual, or an official of a financial institution, who 
finds his chief debtor in financial difficulties. Rather than cut 
off credit immediately, the creditor would probably investi
gate the long-range prospects. If the prospects seemed en
couraging, he might extend further credit but, at the same 
time, require the debtor to follow a course that he believed 
would lead to financial recovery. No altruism is involved. 
Self-interest is the governing idea.

It is in such a spirit that the provisions of the financial 
agreement and the loan to Great Britain should be examined. 
When the loan is examined in that light, whether or not the 
British deserve it becomes irrelevant. The relevant question 
is, “What will be the advantage to the United States?” Be
cause Britain is the United States’ best customer and because 
Britain is im portant in world trade, it is to this country’s inter
est that British trade be restored. Does it follow that the 
financial agreement will aid in that restoration?

The financial agreement was presented in three parts. First 
was a joint statement regarding the understandings reached 
on commercial policy. A joint statement regarding settlement 
for lend-lease, reciprocal aid, surplus war property, and other 
claims followed. The last part was a financial agreement. 
This third part, providing for a loan of 3,750 million dollars, 
has attracted the most widespread attention, although the 
other provisions get to the core of the program for restoring 
world trade.

Under the terms of the statement of commercial policy both 
governments endorse the Proposals for Consideration by an 
International Conference on Trade and Employment issued 
by the United States Department of State. Thus, each nation 
pledges, among other things, that it will not “seek to main
tain employment through measures which are likely to create 
unemployment in other countries or which are incompatible 
with the international undertakings designed to promote an 
expanding volume of international trade and investment in 
accordance with comparative efficiencies of production.”

The loan of 3,750 million dollars is to be advanced to the 
British in the form of a line of credit upon which they may 
draw at any time, beginning with the effective date of agree
ment, up to the end of 1951. In addition, a credit of 650 
million dollars is to be advanced to cover final settlement of 
lend-lease and other claims. The total sum involved is 4.4 
billion dollars. The purpose of the line of credit, as stated in 
the agreement, is to facilitate the purchase of goods and serv
ices in the United States, to meet transitional prewar deficits 
in the balance of payments, to assist in maintaining reserves 
of gold and dollars, and to lead to a restoration of m ulti
lateral world trade.

The first of 50 equal instalments repaying the principle 
with interest at 2 percent is to be made on December 31,1951. 
If  the entire credit is used, the amount of the annual pay
ment will be approximately 140 m illion dollars. It has been 
estimated that the payment in full would be approximately 
2 percent  of the United Kingdom’s annual net receipts — 
not a serious burden. If British trade fails to develop as
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rapidly as expected, however, that part of the annual payment 
consisting of interest may be waived.

Payments of interest may not be waived in any year unless 
the International Monetary Fund certifies that the average in
come from exports and from other items, such as investments 
abroad and shipping and financial services, in Britain’s bal
ance of payments during the preceding five years is less than 
the value of the 1936-38 average imports after correction for 
price changes. Interest on loans from Empire governments 
must be sim ilarly waived before this waiver can be requested.

Removal of Trade Restrictions
American self-interest dictated that the granting of the credit 
be accompanied by certain committments on the part of the 
United Kingdom. These committments would act as positive 
steps toward the reduction of restrictions on world trade.

One of the im portant steps taken in the agreement is set 
forth in the section on import arrangements. Both Britain and 
the United States agree not to impose quantitative im port re
strictions that discriminate against the other country. Al
though there are certain exceptions to this provision, its 
general effect should be one of placing im port quotas on a 
nondiscriminatory basis. This provision does not prevent the 
British from imposing such restrictions in order to liquidate 
sterling balances that are accumulated up to December 31,
1946. After that date the effect of the provision should be to 
place American exports on a level more nearly equal to that 
of countries within the Empire.

In addition to the general statement on commercial policy 
and the agreement of import arrangements, im portant pro
visions anticipating the removal of the restrictions on blocked 
sterling balances and other exchange restrictions are included.

The sterling balances are held principally by the central 
banks in more than twenty countries within the Sterling Area 
and outside it. These balances are at present unavailable, of 
course, for use in the purchase of goods outside the area. An 
individual in Australia who wanted to buy an American auto
mobile probably would be told by his banker when he tried 
to secure the means of paying the American exporter that al
though the bank had a large account in London, it would be 
impossible to convert that account into American dollars. He 
must either purchase a British car or do without. The elimina
tion of such controls would set free a large amount of pu r
chasing power for American products, purchasing power not 
only from the Sterling Area but from South America and 
other places over the world. In addition to the sterling-bal- 
ance arrangements made during the war, sim ilar agreements 
have been concluded by the British since the end of hostilities.

Great Britain agrees that within one year any sterling re
ceipts from current transactions with Sterling-Area countries 
shall be freely convertible into the money of any other coun
try  for meeting current obligations. The agreement further 
provides that no future restrictive agreements will be entered 
into with respect to current transactions. This means, in effect, 
that proceeds from current sales made to England by in
dividuals in Australia or South America, for example, may be 
used to purchase goods in the United States or anywhere else.

In  order to dispose of the problem of accumulated bal
ances, the blocked sterling balances are divided by the agree
ment into three categories: (1) balances that are to be re
leased at once and that are convertible into any currency 
for current transactions; (2) balances that are to be sim ilarly 
released by instalments over a period of years beginning in

1951; and (3) balances to be adjusted as a contribution to 
the settlement of war and postwar indebtedness and in 
recognition of the benefits which the countries concerned 
might be expected to gain from such a settlement.

It is expected that the countries within the British Common
wealth may be induced to contribute further to the war 
effort by reducing part of the claims. Especially is this 
probable since, after the adjustments are made, part of the 
accumulated balances may be released at once and will be 
freely convertible to provide payment for goods urgently de
sired. The creation of dollar resources through the loan will 
make it possible for the British to release a certain amount of 
the blocked balances at once. The restoration of British ex
ports, which by 1951 should have approached their prewar 
level, will, it is believed, make possible the gradual release 
of the remaining balances.

American interests are protected by the provision that after 
a period of one year any sterling balances released will be 
freely available for payment in any currency. In addition, if 
annual payment to the United States is reduced by a waiver 
of interest, the annual settlements of released sterling balances 
will be proportionately reduced. Finally, the United Kingdom 
in calculating its ability to meet the annual interest payments 
may not charge more than 43,750,000 pounds against its net 
income from exports and imports.

Under the terms of the agreement any sterling balances aris
ing out of current transactions with the United States shall be 
freely convertible for other current transactions into any 
other currency. Thus if American exporters sell goods to 
Britain, they will be able to use the proceeds of these sales 
to purchase goods in any part of the world they desire. After 
a period of one year, both countries agree, no restrictions will 
be imposed on payments for current transactions.

Lend-lease goods and services consumed during the war 
will be written off as having accomplished their purpose in 
the defeat of the common enemy. Goods not consumed are 
divided into two categories. The first consists of those goods 
that might be converted to peacetime use, estimated at a value 
of 532 million dollars. The second class consists of goods de
livered since V-J Day and estimated at a value of 172 million 
dollars. The deduction of 54 million dollars of miscellaneous 
financial claims credited to Britain left a net amount of 118 
million dollars in this second category. The two sums make 
up the total of 650 m illion dollars. No payment is expected 
for the materials in the hands of the British armed forces, but 
the United States retains the right to take back any of them. 
The American Government must give its consent to any trans
fer of these materials outside the United Kingdom and co
lonial dependencies. Other clauses are included to prevent 
re-export of lend-lease articles and to make other minor 
settlements.

Misunderstandings
Many of the arguments advanced for and against the ratifica
tion of the loan agreement are of an unreasoned nature and 
are based on prejudice and emotion. The contention that 
Britain deserves the loan because of the many sacrifices she 
made during the war is of this nature. The argument that, to 
the contrary, we should not help Britain get back on her feet 
because she would not help us in a sim ilar situation is of the 
same type. These and other arguments may be ignored in 
favor of the basic issue at stake. But there are reasonable 
arguments which deserve careful attention.
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There is a misconception of the terms of the agreement. It 
is sometimes stated that Britain should seek aid within the 
Empire. The terms of the agreement provide for such aid by 
calling for the scaling down of the sterling balances and 
specifying that additional aid secured from any source shall 
be on terms no less favorable than those granted by the 
United States. If all financial assistance were received within 
the Empire, however, it would mean a continuance of the re
strictions that arose during the war and that are barriers to 
expanding world trade.

At times it is assumed that the sum involved is a gift, yet 
the terms of the agreement clearly provide for repayment. 
Sometimes the contention is that, as in all its dealings with 
the British, the United States will get the worse part of the 
bargain. Protests of the British to the committments required 
of them argue to the contrary. Great Britain is committed to a 
policy of expanding international trade that accords with 
American policy.

Long-Range versus Short-Range Views
Some of the arguments advanced are based on attention to 
short-range problems rather than long-range problems. The 
statement that the United States is already overburdened with 
a huge debt is a part of these arguments. The loan will merely 
add to that debt, it is argued. Anyway, the money will be 
used to buy goods from us that are already scarce, and this 
circumstance will add to our inflationary problem. More
over, the statement goes on, it is merely lending money to 
customers to buy our goods, which may mean we’ll lose both 
the money and the goods. Finally, comes the question, “Why 
should we help the British to compete with us on the world 
m arkets?”

Even though the 3,750 million dollars involved is only the 
equivalent of a two-weeks’ expenditure on the war and even 
though the loan will not be delivered in a lump sum but 
spread out over a period of six years, it will constitute an 
im portant addition to the American public debt. The degree 
to which this debt will burden the American public, however, 
depends upon the future level of national production and in
come. It has been estimated that a United States foreign trade 
amounting to more than 10 billion dollars and providing 
about five m illion jobs for Americans is possible. If, in the 
long run, the proposed loan assists in building up that trade, 
it may be considered a good investment.

The long-run prospects for the restoration of Britain’s trade 
will determine the ease with which the loan can be repaid. 
Only a small annual sum is involved. The ability to expand 
exports under conditions of unrestricted world trade will be 
determined by world production and income. Operation of 
the financial agreement will, by removing some of the 
barriers, contribute to increased world production. But Ameri
can prosperity is such an im portant factor in determining the 
level of world income that any expansion of world production 
depends upon how well the United States sustains its own 
production.

Emphasis upon the inflationary possibility of the loan dis
regards at least two aspects of the long-range problem. For 
one thing it overlooks the ability of American industry to 
convert to peacetime production, and for another it fails to 
consider the necessity for continuing demand after the initial 
postwar period is over. Present scarcities together with ac
cumulated demands obscure the fact that only six months 
have passed since V-J Day. During that period a nation

form erly devoting the greater portion of its energies to war 
production has had to make an abrupt change to peacetime 
production. The ability of American industry to convert, as 
quickly as it did, to war production surprised many people. 
A like ability to convert to peactime production may be ex
pected. Conditions within the United States will determine 
how rapidly conversion progresses and goods become avail
able. Any goods purchased with the proceeds of the loan will 
constitute a very minor part of the inflationary pressure.

After the initial postwar period is passed, it seems 
probable, attention will once more be directed toward sus
taining the market for goods. Recent advances in production 
technique promise that if productive facilities are fully em
ployed the volume of production will increase tremendously. 
Our exports during the immediate years can be financed al
most entirely by existing dollar balances that other countries 
want to spend. Once these balances are exhausted, however, 
the ability of foreign countries to buy will depend upon the 
world-trade and world-production picture. The release of 
sterling balances over the long period should help in sus
taining demand. More important, the contemplated return to 
free trade and the resulting increase in the level of world in
come will provide an outlet for American products.

It is axiomatic that the quantity Americans are able to sell 
abroad is determined as much by their customers’ ability to 
buy as it is by their own ability to compete with producers in 
other nations. Fears expressed that the restoration of British 
exports will create competition harmful to American foreign 
trade abroad ignore the necessity for building purchasing 
power abroad for any continuing program of exports.

At present there are immediate markets for American ex
ports, but the long-run market prospects depend upon the 
prosperity of the customers. Whether or not South America, 
for example, can buy from the United States depends in part 
upon the market for South American products not only in the 
United States but elsewhere. If the agreement results, as it is 
expected to, in increased world trade, the act of restoring 
British exports will increase demand for South American 
products. Under conditions of free world trade South Ameri
cans may spend the proceeds of their exports in buying either 
American or British goods. If United States exporters offer 
them the goods that this nation produces most efficiently, they 
will buy American goods.

The opportunity to compete in the world market on the 
basis of efficient production is all that the United States can 
expect under conditions of free competitive enterprise. Great 
Britain will compete with American producers whether or 
not the agreement is put into effect. Under the conditions of 
free world trade it will compete on the basis of efficiency. 
Under restricted world trade Americans will compete for a 
portion of a smaller total of world trade and will do so 
under a handicap of discriminatory practices.

South’s Interest at Stake
Certainly the proposed loan to Great Britain will not alone 
lead to complete restoration of world trade. It is merely a 
step toward restoring that trade. As a step toward directing 
the future course of trade away from controls and restrictions 
into free competitive enterprise, it merits careful considera
tion. Rejection of the agreement may be a cause of limiting 
American markets and denying to Americans some of the 
benefits of an expansion of world trade. The South has a 
vital interest at stake. Charles T. Taylor
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