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Who Gets The Welfare

In A "Welfare State"?
That's easy. There's a formula. You've seen it. Be sure you
recognize it next time. Here's how it goes:

Somebody promises to give you something (a subsidy, or a
wage increase without a production increase), if you'll give
him a little something in return-just a little something-a
vote, perhaps.

So, you give and you get. Or you think you do. Maybe what
you get increases the national debt. or decreases corporation
profits. What do you care? Let's see:

National debt? That's mortgaging your child's future. Let
the rich pay it? That's silly. Take every penny every one of
them has, and you wouldn't make more than a dent in the
national debt. Every dollar added to it by the giveaway
bureaucrats has to be paid back by you and your children
and your grandchildren.

Take it out of corporation profits? If all the profits of all the
corporations were taken, you would pay only a tiny fraction
of the national debt.

The plain truth is that no one is giving you anything. Last
year it was reported that the federal government "gave" to
the states five and a half billion dollars. That money, of
course, first came from the states. But we are informed
$625,000,000 of it never got back to the states-that was the
cost of taking it away from you, and giving part of it back.

When anyone promises you something for nothing, you can be
sure he gets a lot of the something, and you get a lot of the
nothing.
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INTRODUCTION

As the need for an annual survey of the statutory and decisional lav of
the State of Georgia has long been felt by many practitioners, judges, pro-
fessors and students, the Mercer Law Review decided to undertake the
preparation of such a survey.

The object is to provide busy members of the Bench and Bar and law
students with at least brief mention of every case decided by the Supreme
Court and the Court of Appeals during the period between June I, 1949,
and June i, i95o, and those acts of the General Assembly passed during
the Extra Session of 1949 and the Regular Session of i95o which have
general application within the State.

The Editors have attempted to allocate the decisions and statutes of the
survey period to separate branches of the law in such a. way as to minimize.
duplication, but seldom does a case involve only one phase of the juris-
prudence of Georgia. As a result of attorneys' combining several avenues
of approach to the desired decision, the courts have of necessity dealt with
many branches of law in deciding single controversies.' When a case in this
survey points up matters of interest in more than one field, it is dealt with
in more than one section.

This issue of the Review is expected to provide students and attorneys
with a composite treatment of related cases. When comment is desired on
a particular point raised in Georgia during the period under review, the
reader may turn to the survey and there find suggestions by contributors
who were selected because of their experience in the fields they have treated.
As many lawyers seldom find time for careful reading of advance sheets,
it is thought that a survey such as here presented will provide them with
some idea of the volume of litigation handled by the appellate courts and
the points most frequently used as the basis for reversal on appeal. The
period chosen, in all probability, is a quite representative one.

When statutes or decisions represent a change in or departure from
existing law, the contributors have been constructively critical in an attempt
to offer something in the way of a guide to persons dealing with that field.

The survey should afford an opportunity to attorneys to keep abreast
of recent changes in the law. This opportunity is afforded in a time-saving
(and it is hoped interesting) manner which removes much of the drudgery
of common-place case reading.

ROBERT E. HICKS
Editor-in-Chief
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