Every Man a King (1934)
Senator Huey P. Long
Senator Huey P. Long of Louisiana (1893-1935) helped Franklin Roosevelt win
the Democratic Party’s nomination for the presidency in 1932. But Long quickly made,
himself a thorn in Roosevelt's flesh, especially with his demands for radical redistribution
of the nation's income. Roosevelt worried that Long might emerge as a rival for
leadership of the Democratic Party and might even be elected president in 1941 but
Long's career was cut short by an assassin's bullet in 1935. Long was a flamboyant
personality and a sulfurous speaker. His radio audiences included millions of spellbound
and supposedly sympathetic listeners. In the excerpt from his radio address of February
23, 1934, given here, what appears to be the main sources of his popular appeal? How
responsible were his proposals? In what ways did he represent an alternative to
Roosevelt's New Deal?
Now, we have organized a society, and we call it share-our-wealth society. A
society with the motto: "Every man a king."
Every man a king, so there would be no such thing as a man or woman who did
not have the necessities of life, who would not be dependent upon the whims and caprices
and “ipsi dixit” of the financial martyrs for a living. What do we propose by this society?
We propose to limit the wealth of big men in the country. There is an average of $15,000
in wealth to every family in America. That is right here today.
We do not propose to divide it up equally. We do not propose a division of
wealth, but we propose to limit poverty that we will allow to be inflicted upon any man's
family. We will not say we are going to try to guarantee any equality or $15,000 to
families. No; but we do say that one third of the average is low enough for any one
family to hold, that there should be a guaranty of a family wealth around $5,000; enough
for a home, an automobile, a radio, and the ordinary conveniences, and the opportunity to
educate their children; a fair share of the income of this land thereafter to that family so
there will be no such thing as merely the select to have those things, and so there will be
no such thing as a family living in poverty and distress.
We have to limit fortunes. Our present plan is that we will allow no one man to
own more than $50 million. We think that with that limit we will be able to carry out the
balance of the program. It may be necessary that we limit it to less than $50 million. It
may be necessary, in working out of the plans, that no man's fortune would be more than
$10 million or $15 million. But be that as it may, it will still be more than any one man,
or any one man and his children and their children, will be able to spend in their
lifetimes; and it is not necessary or reasonable to have wealth piled up beyond that point
where we cannot prevent poverty among the masses.
Another thing we propose is [an] old-age pension of $30 a month for anyone that
is 60 years old. Now, we do not give this pension to a man making $1,000 a year, and we
do not give it to him if he has $10,000 in property, but outside of that we do.
We will limit hours of work. There is not any necessity of having overproduction.
I think all you have got to do, ladies and gentlemen, is just limit the hours of work to such
an extent as people will work only so long as is necessary to produce enough for all of the

people to have what they need. Why, ladies and gentlemen, let us say that all of these
labor-saving devices reduce hours down to where you do not have to work but four hours
a day; that is enough for these people, and then praise be the name of the Lord, if it gets
that good. Let it be good and not a curse, and then we will have 5 hours a day and five
days a week, or even less than that, and we might give a man a whole month off during a
year, or give him two months; and we might do what other countries have seen fit to do,
and what I did in Louisiana, by having schools by which adults could go back and learn
the things that have been discovered since they went to school.
We will not have any trouble taking care of the agricultural situation. All you
have to do is balance your production with your consumption. You simply have to
abandon a particular crop that you have too much of, and all you have to do is store the
surplus for the next year, and the Government will take it over. When you have good
crops in the area in which the crops that have been planted are sufficient for another year,
put in your public works in the particular year when you do not need to raise any more,
and by that means you get everybody employed. When the Government has enough of
any particular crop to take care of all of the people, that will be all that is necessary; and
in order to do all of this, our taxation is going to be to take the billion-dollar fortunes and
strip them down to frying size, not to exceed $50 million and if it is necessary to come to
$10 million, we will come to $10 million. We have worked the proposition out to
guarantee a limit upon property (and no man will own less than one third the average),
and guarantee a reduction of fortunes and a reduction of hours to spread wealth
throughout this country. We would care for the old people above 60 and take them away
from this thriving industry and give them a chance to enjoy the necessities and live in
ease, and thereby lift from the market the labor which would probably create a surplus of
commodities.
Those are the things we propose to do. "Every man a king." Every man to eat
when there is something to eat; all to wear something when there is something to wear.
That makes us all a sovereign.
You cannot solve these things through these various and sundry alphabetical
codes. You can have the NRA and PWA and CWA and the UUG and GIN and any other
kind of "dadgummed" lettered code. You can wait until doomsday and see twenty-five
more alphabets, but that is not going to solve this proposition. Why hide? Why quibble?
You know what the trouble is. The man that says he does not know what the trouble is is
just hiding his face to keep from seeing the. sunlight.
God told you what the trouble was. The philosophers told you what the trouble
was; and when you have a country where one man owns more than 100,000 people, or a
million people, and when you have a country where there are four men..: in America, that
have got more control over things than all the 130 million people, together, you know
what the trouble is.
We had these great incomes in this country; but the farmer, who plowed from
sunup to sundown, who labored here from sunup to sundown for six days a week, wound
up at the end of the time with practically nothing. . . .
Get together in your community tonight or tomorrow and organize one of our
share-our-wealth societies. If you do not understand it, write me and let me send you the
platform; let me give you the proof of it.

This is Huey P. Long talking, United States Senator, Washington, B.C. Write me
and let me send you the data on this proposition. Enroll with us. Let us make known to
the people what we are going to do. I will send you a button, if I have got enough of them
left. We have got a little button that some of our friends designed with our message
around the rim of the button, and in the center "Every man king." Many thousands of
them are meeting through the United States, and every day we are getting hundreds and
hundreds of letters. Share-our-wealth societies a: now being organized, and people have it
within their power to relieve themselves from this terrible situation. . . .

