
THE GOSPEL OF WEALTH DURING THE GUILDED AGE

In the Gilded Age of the late 19th century in America, there were The first was the â€œGospel of Wealthâ€•, published
by steel industrialist Andrew.

This man professed to be a disciple of Herbert Spencer; yet the quarter-dollar given that night will probably
work more injury than all the money which its thoughtless donor will ever be able to give in true charity will
do good. After several communities squandered their grants on extravagant buildings, Carnegie established a
system of architectural guidelines that mandated simplicity and functionality. And, the more government
spending gets squeezed, the more important nongovernmental spending will become. It is easy to see how the
change has come. A relapse to old conditions would be disastrous to bothâ€”not the least so to him who
servesâ€”and would sweep away civilization with it. We might as well urge the destruction of the highest
existing type of man because he failed to reach our ideal as favor the destruction of Individualism, Private
Property, the Law of Accumulation of Wealth, and the Law of Competition; for these are the highest results of
human experience, the soil in which society so far has produced the best fruit. Tilden had devoted the last
years of his own life to the proper administration of this immense sum; in which case neither legal contest nor
any other cause of delay could have interfered with his aims. He was determined to be remembered for his
good deeds rather than his wealth. The answer is that it is as impossible to name exact amounts or actions as it
is to define good manners, good taste, or the rules of propriety; but, nevertheless, these are verities, well
known although indefinable. The Saturday Globe, a Utica-based weekly, published a cartoon showing two
Carnegies, conjoined at the hip. There must be different standards for different conditions. Human society
loses homogeneity. Conwell, the founder of Temple University in Philadelphia, became one of the great public
speakers of his day and delivered his talk more than 6, times. In the past fifteen years, some thirty thousand
private foundations have been created, and the number of donor-advised funds has roughly doubled. Beyond
providing for the wife and daughters moderate sources of income, and very moderate allowances indeed, if
any, for the sons, men may well hesitate, for it is no longer questionable that great sums bequeathed oftener
work more for the injury than for the good of the recipients. The question then arises,â€”and, if the foregoing
be correct, it is the only question with which we have to deal,â€”What is the proper mode of administering
wealth after the laws upon which civilization is founded have thrown it into the hands of the few? A second
possibility is that giving promotes equality. Having accepted these, it follows that there must be great scope
for the exercise of special ability in the merchant and in the manufacturer who has to conduct affairs upon a
great scale. They have it in their power during their lives to busy themselves in organizing benefactions from
which the masses of their fellows will derive lasting advantage, and thus dignify their own lives. Even his
radicalism can be tied to his Scottish roots. But then, where the butter meets the roll, Walker, too, disappoints.
Men who leave vast sums in this way may fairly be thought men who would not have left it at all, had they
been able to take it with them. Also like Carnegie, she established her own free public library. This is not how
Carnegie chose to conduct his business. Objections to the foundations upon which society is based are not in
order, because the condition of the race is better with these than it has been with any others which have been
tried. The deduction for charitable contributions is available only to taxpayers who itemize their returns, and
these people tend to be relatively affluent. One illustration will serve for almost every phase of the cause. We
start, then, with a condition of affairs under which the best interests of the race are promoted, but which
inevitably gives wealth to the few. As a result, the gift would not be simply consumed, but would be
productive of even greater wealth throughout the house.


