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 Chapter 1 
 

The Greatest Country 
 
The United States of America is the greatest country in the 

world, and the greatest free nation in world history.  Our country 
is viewed with admiration and envy by people all around the 
world.  Americans live in a land of freedom, security, peace and 
prosperity that has drawn people from many other cultures. 

But the United States didn't just happen.  Americans, 
including many of our parents, grandparents, and others all the 
way back to the founders of our country, risked their lives and 
everything they had to establish and build the great country in 
which we live today.  They overcame hardships that seemed 
impossible to overcome.  They solved problems in ways that no 
one had ever tried, and many sacrificed their lives for what we 
have today.  

The U.S. is a land of peace and security, and strong forces 
protect our freedom.  The U.S. Army, Navy, Air Force, Marines, 
and Coast Guard constitute the most powerful fighting force in 
the world.  We are first among the world's superpowers, 
respected and feared as the world's strongest force for freedom.  
Our internal security is strong, and beware: many private U.S. 
citizens can and will defend themselves. 

The U.S. is a land of prosperity.  Poor citizens here enjoy 
living conditions better than many middle class people in other 
parts of the world.  The poorest among us have safe, nutritious 
food, clean drinking water, clothing, and shelter available to 
them.   

The poor live in heated buildings, most with air-
conditioning.  The majority of those among the lowest income 
groups have cars, cell phones, cable TV, and computers.  Many 
have money to spend on jewelry, entertainment, drugs and 
alcohol.   
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There are no permanent classes in our society.  The status of 
any person can change.  Poor Americans can become rich 
through their own genius, inspiration, hard work, good fortune, 
or popularity.  Rich Americans can quickly become poor through 
carelessness, mistakes, misdeeds, or misfortune. 

The United States is a land of opportunity.  Millions have 
come to our country financially destitute and transformed 
themselves into middle or upper class citizens through their own 
skills and resourcefulness.  Many wanted to get here so much 
they sold themselves into indentured servitude for a number of 
years to pay their way.  Some immigrants have become 
millionaire captains of industry, doctors, lawyers, athletes, and 
entertainers.  

There is no other country in which so many people have 
started with so little and risen to become so successful and 
wealthy.  Any American, regardless of origin, can improve his 
position in life through hard work and education.  

The United States has been called a great melting pot 
because people have come here to work and live together from 
every other part of the world.  Our unique culture has been built 
upon many other cultures.  Like a magnet, the United States has 
drawn many of the best and the brightest from other countries. 

The blending of cultures hasn't always been smooth.  Jewish, 
Italian, Polish, Irish, German, Chinese, Japanese, Hispanic, and 
other people have all suffered discrimination at different times.  
Many have made significant contributions to building our 
country, and all of these are represented among the leading 
citizens of our country today. 

Unfortunately, some Americans became part of this great 
melting pot against their will.   

American Indians, also called Native Americans, lived here 
before colonists arrived from England and Europe.  Some helped 
the settlers, and some formed alliances with French and English 
forces at different times to help them fight each other and fight 
the intruding settlers.  They were eventually defeated and pushed 
aside, and most were treated poorly. 
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The ancestors of most black Americans were brought here 
against their will from Africa, and sold into permanent slavery.  
Slavery ended in 1865, but black Americans faced problems for 
many more years at the hands of former slave owners and their 
supporters.   

Americans whose ancestors blended into our society against 
their will enjoy full civil rights and voting rights today.  Some 
have made themselves wealthy and powerful. 

Education is one of our nation's strengths.  Free education is 
available to all.  Americans also have free access to computers, 
newspapers, and books at public libraries.  Even those who 
choose not to take advantage of those opportunities can generally 
read, write, and perform simple math.  For the bright and hard-
working, there are abundant opportunities to become highly 
educated, regardless of financial means.  

Inventions of every kind flow from the United States.  
American economic freedom, called capitalism, rewards 
inventions and innovations that solve problems and improve the 
quality of life for ourselves and others.   

Inventing or developing a more accurate, less expensive, or 
more effective way to accomplish almost anything can produce 
great financial rewards, and the rest of the world benefits from 
our inventions.  American light bulbs, telephones, automobiles, 
televisions, airplanes, computers, and internet have changed the 
world.  

Americans are well entertained, too.  You can find millions 
of Americans who know the latest baseball, football, or 
basketball statistics, and many who know all the rules and the 
entire histories of those games.  Millions more can tell you the 
rules of popular TV game shows, or recite amazing details about 
past episodes of comedy shows, reality shows, dramas, and 
popular movies. 

Millions of Americans can also tell you a few facts about the 
history of our country and recite a few names, dates, and 
important events.  But relatively few Americans know as much 
about our history as they do about their favorite sports or reality 
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shows.  Sadly, many have been taught half-truths, distortions, 
and lies about our history in school, and the same 
misinformation is repeated regularly in movies, pop culture, and 
mass media.  Much of what Americans "know" about our own 
country is incorrect.  

Other countries have their idle rich, and we have some of 
those, too.  But we also have a large population of idle poor.  
Many have chosen to remain poor, refusing to take advantage of 
the many opportunities our country offers.  Like a few of the idle 
rich, some have lived for generations without any of their family 
members holding jobs. 

Despite the personal freedom, security, opportunity, peace 
and prosperity we share as Americans, the foundation that 
supports our country is under attack.  The foundation has been 
undermined and seriously damaged.  Our freedom has been 
steadily diminished, and is in danger of being extinguished. 

Our country and our way of life are rapidly approaching the 
point of collapse, but few realize how close we are to the final 
fall.  The sheer strength of our foundation and our people have 
sustained us so well that few have felt the foundation crumbling.  
Many of our leaders pretend there's no need to be concerned, 
while their actions make it worse.   

More Americans are waking up to the fact that something's 
seriously wrong, and that our country and way of life are in 
danger, but few understand the nature, the magnitude or the 
urgency of the threat we face.   

Some Americans have sprung into action to repair problems 
they see, but will be very hard pressed to preserve our freedom 
while so few Americans understand our history, the force that 
protects our freedom, or the forces breaking down that 
protection. 

My attempt to alert my fellow citizens is on the following 
pages.  We can still preserve our freedom, but he time is short, 
and the need for effective action is urgent. 
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Chapter 2 
 

Freedom in the American Colonies 
 
Ask any American citizen what has made the United States 

the great country it is today, and one of the first answers you get 
will be "freedom."   

Freedom doesn't seem like a strange idea today because 
we've been told all our lives that we're free, and that we live in a 
free country.  We've always been free and it's easy to assume that 
we always will be.  But when American colonists wanted 
freedom during the 1770s, it was a radical and dangerous idea.        

Freedom, more than intelligence, is the defining difference 
between human beings and all other animals on earth.  Wild 
animals are free, but their freedom isn't the same as ours.  One of 
the clearest distinctions  between humans and other animals is 
that we have the God-given freedom to choose whether or not to 
follow our natural instincts and desires.   

Animals can learn to perform complicated tasks.  Beavers 
cut down trees to build dams and dwellings, and even choose the 
right locations to build them.  Monkeys are capable of using 
tools to accomplish certain tasks.  But animals don't have the 
freedom to make the kinds of choices humans can make. 

As humans, we have the ability to make our own decisions.  
Some humans also have the ability to control and enslave other 
humans, and that ability is at the root of man's eternal struggle 
for freedom.  But although it requires effort and sacrifice, our 
founders proved that we also have the ability to govern ourselves 
in a way that allows us to be free.   

Throughout most of recorded history, men have lived under 
the control of kings, queens, emperors, czars, pharaohs, and 
other absolute rulers.  Many of those rulers have claimed a 
divine right to rule over their subjects, claiming authority from 
God.  Their "right" has often been treated as hereditary--passed 
down from one generation to the next.  
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Thomas Paine, the author of Common Sense and one of our 
founders, blasted such claims in describing how the Norman 
Conquest established the line of monarchs who had ruled over 
England since 1066.  He wrote that the first king in any line of 
succession was likely 

 "nothing better than the principal ruffian of some 
restless gang, whose savage manners of preeminence in subtlety 
obtained him the title of chief among plunderers..." 

Paine described William the Conqueror, the new king of 
England in 1066 as: 

 "A French bastard landing with an armed banditti, and 
establishing himself king of England against the consent of the 
natives..." 

Government is necessary to maintain order in society, but it 
has been a traditional enemy of freedom because it is the means 
by which royals and other elite rulers have exercised power over 
others and imposed their will.  Some royal families have 
remained in power for many generations, fighting among 
themselves and even killing each other to determine their order 
of succession.  A few have maintained power for centuries.   

Royal and other elite rulers, not the people, have been the 
beneficiaries of their governments.  Especially in troubled times, 
they have used national pride, religion, intimidation, fear of 
changing leaders, propaganda, and brutal force to maintain 
control.   

Power has changed hands through internal struggles and 
wars.  Rulers have built strong governments to maintain control, 
using extravagant trappings of power and ceremonial rituals to 
intimidate their subjects into accepting their legitimacy.   

Royals and religious despots, sometimes the same people 
and often in collusion with each other, have historically punished 
challengers to their authority in some of the most evil and 
dehumanizing ways imaginable, including in England. 

During colonial days, the tradition of rule by monarchs was 
well-accepted in England, Europe, and many other parts of the 
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world.  Living as subjects of a king was not unusual; it was just a 
fact of life.  But there was something unusual about the 
American colonists.   

Many thousands of them made individual decisions during 
the 1600s and 1700s to risk their lives and all their possessions, 
and sail across the Atlantic Ocean to establish new lives on this 
relatively uninhabited land mass.  

Their journey across the ocean was a long and risky one. 
When 102 pilgrims set out with a crew of sailors to come here 
aboard the Mayflower in 1620, their journey took 66 days.  
Disease claimed two lives during their voyage, and almost half 
who survived the voyage perished during the first winter as they 
worked to build a settlement.  Hardship and death were common 
risks encountered by those who made the choice to come here.  

Something motivated them to cross the Atlantic Ocean, 
while friends and relatives chose to stay behind.  The strength of 
their religious convictions, their thirst for freedom, hopes of 
becoming rich, willingness to take action, and personal fortitude 
were all factors.   

British kings and queens ruled over American colonies from 
the earliest days, encouraged colonists to come here on behalf or 
England to expand the British Empire, and granted them charters 
to establish their own governments under ultimate authority of 
the king.  

The main reason many came was for freedom, enhanced by 
three thousand miles of ocean between the colonies and the 
king's center of power in London.  That motivation contributed 
to their eventual belief that they could and should govern 
themselves.     

In the interest of expanding the power and wealth of the 
British Empire, some of the charters allowed colonists to do 
something that was outlawed in England and most of Europe--to 
openly practice their own religious beliefs.  Neither the king's 
presence nor his established religion was felt as directly in the 
colonies. 
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Our founders didn't all share the same religious beliefs.  But 
most were Christians and many held strong religious 
convictions--so strong that they and their families came here 
principally for the chance to freely practice their own religious 
beliefs.  By the late 1700s, the population of the English colonies 
in America was approximately three million.   

Many understood that along with free will, their Creator had 
given them responsibility for their own actions and for solving 
their own problems.  Many believed their personal responsibility 
to God superseded responsibility to the king. 

While the colonies grew and thrived, Americans solved most 
of their own problems.  They built settlements, established 
businesses, survived disease and natural hazards, hunted for 
food, raised livestock, and grew crops without any help from the 
king.  They established local governments, and elected most of 
their own officials.  The British Army provided defense, but the 
army's main purpose was to protect the interests of the king. 

As the British crown changed hands during the 1600s and 
1700s, policies changed.  Some monarchs allowed more 
freedom, while others took measures to tighten their grip. 

After the colonists had solved their own problems and 
largely governed themselves for over 100 years, the king 
attempted to tighten his control over them, stimulating their thirst 
for freedom.  When the king and parliament demanded more tax 
revenue and more control over colonists in the mid 1700s, they 
began to openly question the legitimacy of the king's rule.  To 
ensure compliance with his laws, the king attempted to further 
tighten his control.   

When our founders declared their independence from the 
king, they knew they were risking their own lives and more.  
Horrifying torture and gruesome executions had been traditional 
punishments for treason against the king, and the families of 
those executed had also suffered consequences.   

But by that time, not being free had become unacceptable to 
the colonists.  The personal fortitude and willingness to take 
action that had brought them here guided their next actions.  
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Chapter 3 
 

The American Revolution 
 
Why did the American colonists believe they had a right to 

be free?  A better question might be why people accepted living 
under the rule of monarchs for so long.   Power, intimidation, 
and threat of punishment were all factors, but there was more.  

Thomas Paine wrote in Common Sense that because man's 
freedom comes from God, men are responsible first to God--not 
to any man who falsely claims a divine right to rule.  Men have 
sometimes accepted the rule of kings, or even elevated kings to 
rule over them, attempting to transfer their personal 
responsibilities to the king.  But giving up freedom doesn't 
absolve people of their responsibilities.  We must still answer to 
our Creator. 

Through many words of defiance and a few acts of rebellion, 
including the Boston Tea Party of 1773, the colonists opposed 
the king's efforts to strengthen his control.  The king's reaction to 
their rebellion escalated the struggle into full military 
confrontations beginning in 1775.  By the time the colonists 
formally declared their independence, the American Revolution 
had already been underway for more than a year. 

The American Revolution, our war for freedom, began in 
Massachusetts with the battles of Lexington and Concord in 
April, 1775.  While a subsequent attempt to negotiate peace 
failed, more battles took place during the following year.   

Americans then produced a document, written mostly by 
Thomas Jefferson, setting forth their intentions and the reasons 
for their actions.  On July 4, 1776, the Continental Congress 
approved their Declaration of Independence.  Most 
representatives to the Congress signed the final copy of the 
document on August 2. 
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The radical thinkers and extremists who founded our country 
clearly declared their belief that individual men, not kings, 
possess natural rights granted by God. 

 
 "...We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men 

are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with 
certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty 
and the pursuit of Happiness.--" 

 
"...--That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted 

among Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the 
governed, — That whenever any Form of Government becomes 
destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or 
to abolish it, and to institute new Government..."    

 
Most of us have read these words before.  We don't think of 

them as particularly radical.  But when a group of common men 
published these words in a statement of their intent to break ties 
with the king against his will and signed their names, these 
words became radical fighting words.   

The men were subjects of a king who had the world's most 
powerful military force at his command, in an empire with a 
history of having used horrible torture and execution to punish 
treason against the king.  Their Declaration of Independence 
would certainly be construed as treasonous.  

When our founders declared their independence from the 
king, they took on the most powerful ruler in the world, and they 
stood up to the task.  They could have easily lost their freedom, 
and been punished and executed as traitors.  Our country's 
political leaders, military leaders, and soldiers who stood up for 
freedom risked their lives and everything they had to fight for it, 
and many lost their lives.      

They were fighting for their freedom, and they had to win.  
They lost many battles along the way that could have ended the 
war in defeat, but they didn't give up.  On numerous occasions 
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there appeared to be no way they could defeat the British army 
and navy.  But for seven years they persevered in war that many 
considered impossible to win.  

During the first six months after the Declaration, American 
forces were so badly defeated on several occasions that they 
were close to losing the war entirely.  The writer of one account 
described being able to follow a trail of blood left by George 
Washington's troops as the men marched through the snow to 
retreat and regroup.  

When Washington's troops were severely defeated in the 
Battle of Long Island in August 1776, when Nathan Hale was 
hanged by the British in September, when the American Navy 
was crippled and mostly destroyed in October, when the Army 
was defeated at White Plains, Manhattan and New Jersey, when 
the naval base at Newport was captured by the British in 
December, all within a few months after their Declaration of 
Independence, Americans persevered in their fight for freedom.         

Thomas Paine, who was with Washington's troops, wrote 
"...Tyranny, like Hell, is not easily conquered..."  Americans 
pressed on, fighting battle after battle for six more years. Against 
the odds, they won their freedom. 

Many of the bloody battles could have turned the final 
outcome against them, but the relatively untrained and 
unprepared Americans managed to persevere against the world's 
most powerful military force.  They eventually received help 
from France and support from Spain and others, while paid 
Hessian troops and most of the American Indian tribes who got 
involved aided the British.  

The conditions under which American troops lived and 
fought during seven years of war were horrible, especially during 
the winters, and sometimes much worse than horrible.  
Approximately 25,000 Americans died fighting the war for 
freedom, about two-thirds of them from sickness and disease.  
By comparison, the same percentage of today's U.S. population 
would be about 2,000,000 people.  
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In what was considered an unlikely victory against Great 
Britain, the last major battle ended with the American victory at 
Yorktown, Virginia in October, 1781.  A few minor battles 
followed through 1782.  The Treaty of Paris, officially ending 
the war, was signed in September, 1783.    

The American Revolution was unusual because Americans 
weren't led by a charismatic leader who wanted to become the 
next king.  Their leaders had no such aspirations.  The people 
rose up together to free themselves from an extremely powerful 
monarch, and defeated the most powerful military force in the 
world for a chance to live in freedom. 

Americans won their freedom, but how long could it last? 
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 Chapter 4 
 

Freedom After the Colonies: New Issues 
 

Our country's founders were in America because they and 
their ancestors had been willing to take risks and solve their own 
problems for a chance to live in relative freedom.  They never 
anticipated the greater freedom their war for independence 
would bring.   

As soon as the colonists established their independence from 
the king, they faced a new set of problems.  They needed to 
establish a government structure that would allow them to live 
together in freedom, prepare to defend their freedom, to keep it 
from being destroyed by conflicts between States.  Also, not 
everyone in America was free.  

Winning their freedom would have been useless if 
Americans couldn't remain free.  Preserving their freedom would 
be difficult.  How long could they make it last? 
Preparing to Defend Freedom Together 

Freedom is fragile and easily lost.  The colonies had united 
to defend their independence once, but the British army was still 
a very powerful fighting force, and the British navy ruled the 
seas.  Many British troops were still stationed along their 
northern border.  The king of England could attempt to re-
conquer his former colonies at any time, and other countries 
might be tempted to conquer them. 

The thirteen colonies had become States, or effectively 
thirteen independent countries.  They had expended tremendous 
resources and lost many lives fighting the long war.  Many of 
their soldiers had not even received the meager pay they had 
been promised, and other war debts remained unpaid.  The States 
were said to be united, but the Continental Congress didn't even 
have authority to raise the funds necessary to pay off war debts.   
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Keeping the States united and able to fight off a new threat 
to their freedom under those circumstances would have been 
difficult.  It had taken a united effort by all the States to establish 
their independence, and it was unlikely that any State or lesser 
group of States could withstand an attack by England or another 
world power.   

If a foreign country attempted to conquer one State, would 
the others unite to defend it?  Our founding fathers knew that a 
strong, united military effort would be necessary at some point to 
defend their newly-won freedom. 
Maintaining Peace Among Free States 

Economic and commercial differences among the States 
caused friction and could lead to wars between them.  State 
economies depended heavily upon agriculture, but some 
depended more than others on commercial trade and shipping.  
Under the taxing authority of Great Britain, commercial activity 
had flowed freely across the borders of the colonies. 

To support their own State governments and protect the 
interests of their citizens, the independent State governments 
might charge high taxes and impose regulations upon individuals 
from other States that would limit free trade across their borders.  
Skirmishes between citizens of different States could escalate 
into trade wars. 

Additionally, the lack of uniform currency and basic rules of 
commerce could become a more serious problem in conducting 
business.  Friction over travel and transportation across State 
lines, including the building of roads and navigation of interstate 
waterways, threatened to disrupt the fragile unity among States. 

Our founding fathers knew they needed to resolve these 
problems in order to preserve the freedom of all Americans, but 
they didn't want to create a central government that would usurp 
the powers of State governments or threaten the rights of 
individual citizens.  Such a powerful central government could 
become just as oppressive as the one from which they had just 
freed themselves. 
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Living Together in Freedom   
The goal of our founders was for Americans to live together 

in freedom.  They knew that absolute freedom with no structure 
of government could descend into anarchy that would rob them 
all of their freedom. 

Living together in freedom is to live with no restrictions 
except those necessary to  allow others to enjoy their freedom.   

For people to live together in freedom, each person's 
freedom must be limited by the right of others to be free, but no 
more than necessary for that purpose.    

In other words, people living together in freedom are left 
alone and not restricted in their pursuit of happiness as long as 
they honor the equal right of others to be left alone. 

Government structure is necessary for people to live together 
in freedom because if any man is so absolutely free that he can 
steal the possessions others or take their lives, then the others are 
not free. 

     "...--That to secure these rights, Governments are 
instituted among Men, deriving their just powers from the 
consent of the governed,..."    
Not Everyone Was Free 

The fourth problem the former colonists faced in preserving 
their freedom was that not everyone among them was free.  Just 
as monarchs and other absolute rulers have always existed, 
slavery has also existed throughout history.  In a country where a 
war for freedom had just been won, slavery had survived.  A 
powerful minority of Americans, including some of our 
founders, owned many slaves, but even they knew slavery 
couldn't last.  Most Americans didn't own slaves, and many 
believed slavery was wrong.    

Our founders knew they needed to establish a government 
structure that would preserve their freedom, but for several years 
after the war ended, they couldn't agree on how to do it.  Finally, 
during the summer of 1787, delegates from all of the thirteen 
States except Rhode Island met in a Constitutional Convention. 
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Chapter 5 
 

Slavery 
 
The thirteen States knew they needed to be able to defend 

themselves, establish an orderly way to solve disagreements 
among the States, and create a government structure that would 
allow people to live together in freedom.   

Their fourth problem Americans faced in establishing a 
government of free men was that not everyone in America was 
free.  It was a divisive issue that was destined to become much 
more divisive. 

Disagreement over slavery threatened proposed solutions to 
the first three problems, and struck to the heart of their struggle 
for freedom.  Many Americans recognized the moral problem 
with continuing to allow other men among them to be so 
thoroughly deprived of their freedom as slaves, and they wanted 
to end slavery immediately.  

But some Americans didn't consider slavery a problem.  It 
had existed throughout world history.  Greeks and Romans had 
regularly enslaved populations of conquered lands.  American 
Indian tribes took members of defeated tribes as slaves, and  
African tribes did the same.  In fact, many African slaves 
brought to America had been sold to slave traders by other 
Africans. 

During colonial days, slavery had become more prominent in 
America than in other parts of the world.  With so much land on 
which to grow crops, the benefits of keeping slaves were greater 
in America than elsewhere.  The king had no objection to slavery 
because it helped build his empire. 

There were parallels between the way owners treated their 
slaves and the way the king treated his subjects.  Slaves were 
sometimes severely disciplined, and always lived under the 
threat of discipline, but relatively few suffered the most extreme 
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beatings or died for their failure to obey.  Those few served as 
examples to insure obedience from the others. 

Subjects could be jailed, beaten or killed for defying the king 
or speaking out against him, but as with slaves, not many 
examples were required.  

In the view of some slave owners, the slaves weren't treated 
too badly.  Slave owners provided food, shelter, clothing, and 
whatever education and training the slaves needed to do their 
jobs on the plantations.          

A select few were even allowed to live in their homes as 
subservient members of their households.  Some slaves were so 
well-trusted by their owners that they were allowed to work as 
slave bosses and direct the work of other slaves. 

Slave owners provided whatever medical care they deemed 
necessary for their slaves, such as it was.  A sick or severely 
injured slave couldn't serve a master's needs.  Owners had paid 
to buy their slaves, and they had an incentive to keep their slaves 
healthy enough to serve them well throughout their useful lives, 
because they owned everything produced by the work of their 
slaves.   

The king had exercised control over his subjects, but not to 
the degree that slave owners controlled their slaves.  He had 
provided an army to defend them, and had allowed them plenty 
of freedom, as he saw it.  The king took some of the value of 
what his subjects produced through taxes, but he didn't own all 
of their labor and everything they produced.   

The king's subjects in the colonies were free to travel and 
perform work they chose, but the king didn't provide for all the 
needs of his subjects, such as food, shelter, clothing or medical 
care, as slave owners did for their slaves.  Slaves weren't free to 
travel or choose their work, but their owners provided for all the 
needs of their slaves as they saw fit.   

Of course, we can see the problem with the views that slave 
owners held just as we can see the problem with the power the 
king exercised over his subjects.  And just the fact that 
something has been done for a long time doesn't make it right.   
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Our founders had just rebelled against living under the rule 

of a king because living in freedom is far superior to having 
someone provide for your needs as they see fit.   

The colonists understood the difference well, and many 
understood that the same was true of slaves living under the rule 
of slave owners who provided for all the needs of their slaves as 
they saw fit. 
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Chapter 6 
 

The U.S. Constitution: Our Foundation 
 
Many Americans would agree that freedom has made the 

United States the greatest country in the world.  But freedom 
couldn't have done that alone.  Freedom isn't worth much if it 
can easily be taken away by a foreign country, your neighbor, or 
your own government.  Freedom needs something to protect it.  
The Blueprint for Protecting Freedom 

What has allowed Americans to make the United States the 
greatest country in the world is not just freedom alone, but the 
government structure our founding fathers designed and built to 
protect our freedom.  The U.S. Constitution is their blueprint for 
that structure.  

Our founders laid out the principles upon which they based 
our government in the United States Declaration of 
Independence in 1776.  They drew the blueprint for the structure 
of our government, based upon those principles, in the United 
States Constitution. 

The 13 States had operated under the Articles of 
Confederation and Perpetual Union during most of the American 
Revolution, but that agreement wasn't strong enough to 
permanently maintain freedom after the war was over. 

Our founders knew that if they continued for long as a weak 
confederation of States, their freedom could be taken away again 
by the king, by another world power, or destroyed by wars 
between the states.  Their long fight for freedom would have 
been wasted.   

But if they gave their new government too much power, it 
could become as oppressive as the king and parliament, or even 
worse.  They didn't want to give their own government enough 
power to take away their freedom.      
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They were on a mission to create something for which there 
was no working model.  After years of discussing how to amend 
the Articles of Confederation to accomplish their goal, they 
finally created a whole new model.   

During one summer of intense debate, prayer, and 
extraordinary problem-solving in the Constitutional Convention 
of 1787, they forged a design for a new form of government that 
would permanently protect the freedom of U.S. citizens.  
Ratification by at least nine states was required for the 
Constitution of the United States to take effect.  

Eleven of the thirteen states ratified the Constitution by the 
end of 1788, some of them demanding amendments to further 
guarantee that the federal government would not infringe upon 
their rights by exceeding its limited powers.   

The United States federal government began operating in 
early 1789, a little more than five years after the Treaty of Paris 
officially ended the American Revolution.  The twelfth and 
thirteenth states ratified the Constitution by 1790.   

Despite the popular name by which they were known, the 
first ten amendments were not written to grant or define the 
rights of the citizens, but to provide additional guarantees that 
the federal government would not infringe upon the rights of 
citizens or of the States.   

Collectively known as the Bill of Rights, they were ratified 
together and added to the Constitution in 1791.  Together, the 
Declaration of Independence and the Constitution, including its 
first ten amendments, are often referred to as our country's 
founding documents. 

The sheer genius of our founders' design is evident in detail 
after detail of their plan, but the most important of all is the 
premise upon which their plan was based: through the 
Constitution of the United States, the people and States granted 
specific, limited powers to government.  The Constitution was 
not written to grant rights to the people. 
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Chapter 7 
 

U.S. Constitution: The Startling Facts  
 

Not Written to Grant Rights to Citizens 
Before the U.S. Constitution, government documents dealing 

with the rights of the people in any manner were generally 
written to define and limit the specific rights that the king or 
other ruling government was willing to grant to subjects.  But the 
granting of rights went in the opposite direction in the United 
States. 

In their Declaration of Independence, our founders began 
with the "self-evident" truth that the rights of men are granted by 
their Creator, and that governments derive their just powers from 
the consent of the governed.   

Rights are given to men by God.  Just powers are granted to 
governments by men in order to secure their God-given rights.  
How could they have stated these basic principles any more 
clearly?  

The most important thing to understand about the U.S. 
Constitution is that it was not written to grant rights to individual 
citizens or define their rights.  Granting rights to people was not 
its purpose.  The people were already free.  It was written for the 
opposite purpose: to define and limit specific powers that the 
people and the States were willing to grant to their government 
to fulfill its legitimate purpose of protecting their freedom. 

Our founders understood that freedom without any structure 
produces a state of anarchy under which no one is free.   But 
they also knew that unlimited government is the natural enemy 
of freedom.  The bigger and more powerful the government, the 
smaller and weaker the freedom of the people.  

State and local governments were responsible for most 
functions of maintaining order in society, and they remain so 
today.  Legitimate laws prohibiting violent crimes, theft, and 
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most acts, down to parking violations, that can keep others from 
enjoying their freedom are State and local laws.  It is fitting that 
these laws vary from State to State     

Our founders needed to protect their freedom from foreign 
aggression, conflicts between States, and unlimited government.  
They particularly did not want to create an oppressive 
government of their own to replace the oppressive government 
of the king.   

They wrote the Constitution to create a government structure 
strong enough to protect the freedom of U.S. citizens and 
individual States, but not powerful enough to take that freedom 
away, granting strictly limited powers to our federal government. 

The rights of citizens were not even addressed in the U.S. 
Constitution, except to mention upholding a few well-understood 
rights of individuals under prosecution.  The rights of citizens 
didn't need to be addressed.  It was written to grant powers to 
government.   

Any power not specifically granted to the federal 
government by the people did not belong to the federal 
government and simply did not exist.  The U.S. Constitution did 
not create any assumed or undefined powers of the federal 
government.  No such powers existed upon ratification, and no 
such powers legitimately exist today.   

Our founders purposely limited and defined the powers they 
granted to the federal government to keep federal officials from 
trying to expand their own personal authority by claiming 
additional powers for government. 
The U.S. Government is Not a Democracy 

Our government is not a democracy, and the framers of our 
Constitution had no intention of creating a democracy.  
Democracy is a concept similar to mob rule, which satisfies the 
whims of the majority at the moment, but fails to protect the 
rights of the minority. 

The business of government can't be carried out effectively 
by a mob, because if there are ten people in the room, there may 
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be ten different opinions.  Electing people to represent us for a 
fixed period makes those elected take the opinions of others into 
consideration.  

Democracy does not protect or secure freedom.  In some 
cases, all it does is allow the people to pick the next tyrant who 
will rule over them.  Whatever most people want at the moment 
is what you get in a democracy, but the consequences of such 
choices can be long-term.  Democracy breeds injustice and  can 
easily devolve into chaos or anarchy.    

Democracy can ignore rules of justice and the rights of 
anyone who doesn't agree with the majority.  Our Constitution 
recognizes that a man's rights continue to exist when his opinions 
and beliefs are in the minority, and limits government to protect 
his rights. 

The United States is a constitutional republic.  Its limited 
powers are divided among and within its branches in ways 
designed to protect the rights of the minority against tyranny of 
the majority.  Its structure encourages contentious debate over 
proposed legislation and government actions because our 
founders understood the power of such debate to stop a small 
group of men from ruling for their own benefit, against the 
interests of the people. 

Through the limits built into its careful design, the U.S. 
Constitution purposely makes it difficult for the federal 
government to take most types of action.  Our founders didn't 
want the federal government to enact many laws, because 
legislation and actions of government generally limit the 
freedom of citizens.  

The U.S. Constitution is designed to protect our freedom 
from both men of bad intentions and men of good intentions who 
believe their supposed moral superiority should give them 
authority to rule over us like kings or czars.  It grants them only 
limited authority.  

That's why our form of government has been described as a 
government of laws, not of men.  The principle behind it is that 
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freedom and justice are protected by the rule of law, and not 
subject to the whims of powerful men.   
Constitution Sets Forth a Defined Process for Change 

The men who wrote our Constitution realized that the people 
would find it necessary to make changes to the structure they 
designed.  But because the Constitution's limits on the powers of 
the federal government are so essential to preserving freedom, 
they required a difficult process for making changes, including 
consent of three fourths of the States.   

The Constitution does not allow changes to be made at the 
whim of elected or appointed officials in the legislative, 
executive, or judicial branches of government--nor under the 
pressure of public opinion or any mob, no matter how large. 
The Constitution Does Not Require Interpretation  

The Constitution is written in English.  The limited powers 
granted to the federal government by the Constitution are clearly 
stated.  They're not written in a foreign language or secret code 
that can be understood only by Justices of the Supreme Court.   

They are not legitimately subject to interpretation according 
to the laws of any foreign country, the teachings of any religion, 
popular new meanings of the words that define them, or any 
opinion poll.  The President and Congress do not legitimately 
possess any powers not specifically granted to them by the 
Constitution.   

The Constitution grants the Supreme Court the power to 
apply the law correctly and judge whether lower courts have 
applied it correctly.  It doesn't grant the Court authority to 
"interpret" the Constitution according to personal beliefs of the 
Justices, according to what the Justices believe it should have 
meant, or according to current popular opinion. 

No stipulation allows unconstitutional actions by the 
President, Congress, or the Supreme Court to supersede the 
Constitution if allowed to stand for any passage of time.   

Further, the Constitution does not grant Supreme Court 
Justices any authority to change the meaning of the Constitution 
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through their rulings, and it does not grant the Court any power 
to substitute its own previous rulings for the original words of 
the Constitution.   

Regarding prior Supreme Court rulings as of higher 
authority than the Constitution itself at any time defies logic, 
since the Constitution is the only basis for the Court's authority.  
"Judicial precedent" is not a legitimate mechanism for changing 
the U.S. Constitution. 
The Constitution Did Not Declare Each Slave To Be Three 
Fifths of a Person 

This purposeful lie about the Constitution has been repeated 
many times.   

First, the three-fifths compromise was revoked by 
Constitutional Amendments over 140 years ago.  All references 
to slavery in the original U.S. Constitution were legitimately 
replaced by the 13th, 14th, and 15th Amendments in 1865, 1868, 
and 1870. 

Second, anyone who says the original words of the U.S. 
Constitution declared each slave to be only three-fifths of a 
person is either blindly ignorant or intentionally lying.   

The three-fifths compromise was about voting power and 
taxes, and was made to limit the power of slave owners.  Taxes 
that could be levied by the federal government against each State 
and the numbers of each State's presidential electors and 
Representatives in Congress were to be determined by 
population.  

States with many slaves wanted to count all of them in their 
populations.  Opponents of slavery argued that slave owners 
should not be allowed to inflate their voting power by counting 
people who were not free to vote.  They didn't want any slaves to 
be counted.  The compromise allowed a number equal to three-
fifths of the whole number of slaves to be used in these 
determinations. 
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The Constitution Set a Date for Banning the Sale of Slaves 
Many Americans wanted to abolish slavery when the 

Constitution was written, and even those in the slave states 
realized that it had to end.  Thomas Jefferson, who owned slaves, 
proposed in 1784 that slavery be abolished throughout the 
country after 1800, but his proposal was defeated.  George 
Washington freed his own slaves upon his death in 1799.     

Our founders determined that it wasn't possible to achieve 
ratification by the number of States necessary to prepare for a 
strong national defense, maintain domestic tranquility, and 
abolish slavery at the same time.  So the Constitution allowed 
States 20 years to end slavery on their own terms, barring 
Congress from banning the slave trade until 1808.   

It was widely believed that Congress would ban the slave 
trade at the first opportunity, and that slavery would end soon 
after.  The first part was correct, but the second was not. 

The U.S. Constitution recognized slavery and allowed it to 
continue in a way that many thought would be temporary.  This 
serious flaw eventually required a devastating war and three 
constitutional amendments to repair.   

A country of free men with laws based on the laws of God 
could not allow slavery--the opposite of freedom--to continue 
indefinitely.  Slaves, who were viewed as property, were men, 
too.    But slavery was allowed to exist far too long. 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 31 

Chapter 8 
 

Limited Powers Granted by the Constitution 
  
From the People and States to the Federal Government 

Through the U.S. Constitution, the people and States granted 
powers to the federal government they were creating.  Unlike a 
king granting rights to his subjects, this granting flowed from the 
people to their government, along with responsibilities. 

  
 "...to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, 

insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defence, 
promote the general Welfare, and secure the blessings of Liberty 
to ourselves and our Posterity..."  

 
A stronger Union was needed to secure freedom, peace, and 

justice for the general welfare of all citizens and their 
descendants.  "General welfare" meant for the benefit of all 
citizens, not just for one group or one area of the country.   

The purpose was to establish a Constitutional Republic 
strong enough to protect the freedom of the people and the rights 
of the States, but not powerful enough to limit their rights and 
freedom except as necessary to carry out clearly defined duties. 

Our founders recognized that the way to accomplish that 
purpose was to limit and define the federal government's 
legitimate duties and powers granted.  The powers granted were 
divided among and within three branches of government to 
prevent elected and appointed officials from exercising powers 
not granted.   

This system of checks and balances was especially important 
because the people were granting government the power to take 
actions that could cost themselves and other citizens their 
freedom or their lives. 
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They spelled out the powers and duties of each branch of the 
federal government, one by one.  Enumerating these powers 
would have been completely unnecessary if the intention of our 
founders had been to simply grant unlimited power to the federal 
government. 

The U.S. Constitution is written in the style of language used 
in 1787, but it's not difficult to understand.  Below are the 
powers granted, along with a few points of explanation.  

Article I. Section 1. created Congress with the stipulation 
that "All legislative Powers herein granted shall be vested in a 
Congress of the United States, which shall consist of a Senate 
and a House of Representatives."  

Vesting all legislative Powers in Congress assured the 
people and the States that they would not be subject to any law 
that had not been reviewed and approved by their 
Representatives and Senators.  No authority to transfer these 
powers was granted.    

Federal laws were intended to be few in number.  That's why 
Congress was required to meet only once each year and the 
sessions were scheduled to be short.  

Article I. Sections 2 - 7. established qualifications for 
serving in the House and Senate, the length of their terms in 
office, compensation, basic procedural rules, requirements for 
enacting legislation, and how Representatives and direct taxes 
were to be apportioned among States according to population, 
including the three-fifths compromise. 

Article I. Section 8. enumerates the powers granted to 
Congress:    

To lay and collect certain types of taxes and duties in order 
"to pay the Debts and provide for the common Defence and 
general Welfare of the United States."  Providing for the "general 
Welfare" meant paying only for execution of the duties set forth, 
for the welfare of all citizens--not just for one person, one group, 
or one area of the country. 

"To borrow Money on the credit of the United States;" 
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"To regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian Tribes;"  Power to regulate 
commerce among the States was granted to insure that 
commerce could take place across State borders without 
unreasonable restrictions.  It did not grant Congress power to 
control everything related to commerce within every State. 

"To establish an uniform Rule of Naturalization, and uniform 
Laws on the subject of Bankruptcies throughout the United 
States." 

"To coin Money, regulate the Value thereof..."  This was an 
important responsibility, and Congress was not authorized to 
grant this power to anyone else. 

To punish counterfeiting, establish post offices, and grant 
patents and copyrights; 

To set up a system of federal courts, inferior to the Supreme 
Court; 

To punish pirates and others who commit crimes at sea; 
"To declare War,..."  This is a power of Congress, not of the 

President, although Article II designates the President as 
Commander in Chief of U.S. armed forces. 

"To raise and support Armies..." and a Navy, and to make 
rules to regulate them--rules which have always been different 
from civilian rules, for many good reasons.   

"To provide for calling forth the Militia to execute the Laws 
of the Union, suppress Insurrections and repel Invasions;" and 
provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia and 
for governing them when they are in the service of the United 
States. 

To exercise exclusive power over the District of Columbia, 
which was intentionally designated as a different type of entity 
from a state, and exclusive authority over all places purchased 
with the consent of the states "for the Erection of Forts, 
Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards, and other needful 
Buildings..."  Owning more than half the land within some States 
and keeping it under federal control was not contemplated. 
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"To make all Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States..." 

Article I. Section 9. contained specific restrictions on 
government powers, including banning prohibition of the slave 
trade until 1808, limiting federal taxing and spending authority, 
prohibiting suspension of the right of Habeas Corpus, and 
prohibiting certain restrictions on interstate commerce. 

Article I. Section 10. spelled out restrictions on the power of 
States in matters over which the Constitution granted specific 
powers to Congress. 

Article II. Section 1. created the office of President, his term 
and qualifications, established how he was to be chosen, his 
compensation, and oath of office. 

Article II. Section 2. established the President as the 
Commander in Chief of U.S. military forces, subject to the 
powers of Congress mentioned earlier; and  

Granted him the power to grant pardons; 
Granted him the "Power, by and with the Advice and 

Consent of the Senate, to make Treaties, provided two thirds of 
the Senators present concur..."  It did not grant the President the 
power to make treaties with foreign powers by Executive 
Agreements. 

Granted the President the power, with the Advice and 
Consent of the Senate, to "appoint Ambassadors, other public 
Ministers and Consuls, Judges of the supreme Court, and all 
other Officers of the United States, whose Appointments are not 
herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be established by 
Law..."  

Granted him the "Power to fill up all Vacancies that may 
happen during the Recess of the Senate, by granting 
Commissions which shall expire at the End of their next 
Session."  It did not grant the President the power to appoint 
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officials to whom the Senate has refused to grant consent, or to 
fill vacancies against the will of the Senate.  

Article II. Section 3. granted the President the power to 
propose legislation to Congress and specified other duties and 
powers regarding Congress, the military, and appointed public 
officials. 

Article II. Section 4. established Impeachment procedure.   
Article III. Section 1. created the Supreme Court 
Article III. Section 2. granted the Supreme Court judicial 

power over "all cases in Law and Equity, arising under this 
Constitution," but it did not grant the Supreme Court the power 
to change the meaning of words within the Constitution in order 
to remove its limits or expand the power of the federal 
government. 

Defined the types of cases over which the Supreme Court 
has jurisdiction and required trial by jury in the State where a 
crime was committed. 

Article III. Section 3. defined Treason and limited the 
punishment for Treason. 

Article IV. Sections 1 and 2. established relationships 
between laws of states. 

Article IV. Section 3. granted Congress the power to admit 
new States to the Union and the "Power to dispose of and make 
all needful Rules and Regulations respecting Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States..."  

Article IV. Section 4. granted Congress the power and 
obligation to "guarantee to every State in this Union a 
Republican Form of Government..." and protect each from 
invasion. 

Article V. established specific procedures for amending the 
Constitution. 

Article VI. assumed the national public debt, especially 
Revolutionary War debt, and defined relationships between 
States and the federal government. 
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Article VII. Ratification procedures. 
 

Amendments to the Constitution 
Amendments I - X were known as the Bill of Rights: see 

Chapter 9. 
Amendment XI limited the jurisdiction of the Supreme 

Court. 
Amendment XII changed the procedure for electing the 

President. 
Amendment XIII freed the slaves; outlawed slavery: see 

Chapter 11  
Amendment XIV granted full citizenship to former slaves: 

see Chapter 11 
Amendment XV established voting rights of former slaves: 

see Chapter 11. 
Amendment XVI granted authority to tax individual 

incomes. 
Amendment XVII changed the procedure for electing 

Senators. 
Amendment XVIII prohibition; repealed by the 21st 

Amendment. 
Amendment XIX extended to women the right to vote. 
Amendment XX changed dates of presidential terms and 

rules of succession. 
Amendment XXI repealed the 18th Amendment. 
Amendment XXII limited number of terms of a President. 
Amendment XXIII granted presidential electors to District 

of Columbia. 
Amendment XXIV outlawed poll taxes. 
Amendment XXV new rules of presidential succession. 
Amendment XXVI fixed the voting age at 18 in all States. 
Amendment XXVII delayed congressional pay raises. 
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Chapter 9 
 

The Bill of Rights 
 

Not Written to Grant Rights   
The first ten amendments, known together as the Bill of 

Rights, were not written to grant rights to citizens.  They were 
written to provide guarantees that the federal government would 
not infringe upon the rights of the people and the States by 
abusing the powers they had granted it.  Some amendments 
referred to rights, but only to affirm rights of the people that 
were already well recognized.  

The powers of the federal government were purposely 
limited and defined, while the rights of the people and the States 
were limitless and undefined by the Constitution.  State 
governments are closer to the people, and more easily controlled 
by them than a much larger government of thirteen States, or 50 
today.   

Americans recognized that governments tend to expand their 
own powers, take powers away from smaller governments, and 
interfere with the lives of the people.  There are always people 
who want to use government to benefit themselves at the 
expense of others, and officials can be tempted to increase their 
popularity by delivering favors beyond the limits of their 
authority.   

The people of the United States wanted to enjoy their 
freedom and be largely left alone by their federal government.  
They recognized that powerful governments can destroy 
freedom, so they used the Constitution to keep federal powers 
within well-defined limits.  But because they still saw so much 
potential for abuse, they demanded assurances that the federal 
government would not infringe upon their freedom. 

Some argued that these Amendments were unnecessary and 
dangerous.  The strongest argument against adopting the Bill of 
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Rights was that future tyrants might twist the words of these 
Amendments to limit and define the rights of the people, 
pretending that these further guarantees of freedom were actually 
rights granted to the people by government. 

They argued that politicians and judges might twist the 
words of these Amendments to falsely justify limiting the rights 
of citizens and expanding the powers of government.   

Of course, that is exactly what has happened.  

 
The First Ten Amendments 

Amendment I guaranteed that the federal government 
would not establish an official state religion, such as the Church 
of England, so that the government could never force citizens to 
support a state religion or interfere with their free exercise of 
religion.  

 "Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof;..." 

How much more clearly could this have been stated?  It 
guaranteed that the federal government would not interfere with 
the free exercise of religion.  It did not guarantee freedom from 
religion, nor freedom from the being offended by another 
citizen's religion. 

 "...or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; 
or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition 
the Government for a redress of grievances." 

Amendment II protected the absolute right of every free 
man to defend himself, his freedom, and his property.  "The right 
of the people to keep and bear arms" was well understood as a 
basic difference between free men and men who are not free. 

 "A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security 
of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, 
shall not be infringed." 
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A militia is an organization of free men for collective self-
defense, based upon their individual rights.  The U.S. 
government is a larger organization of free men for collective 
self defense on a permanent basis.  This Amendment is not about 
hunting rights. 

The Second Amendment asserts maintaining a militia as just 
one of the reasons why the basic, well-understood "right of the 
people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed." 

Amendment III guaranteed that the federal government 
would not infringe upon the rights of the citizens by forcing 
them to provide food and lodging for federal troops within their 
own homes, except as prescribed by a specific law in time of 
war. 

Amendment IV guaranteed that "the right of the people to 
be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against 
unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated..."  It 
prohibited government from most searches or seizures without a 
warrant. 

Amendment V guaranteed that no person shall be tried for a 
serious crime without confirmation of probable cause by a grand 
jury, nor be forced to testify against himself, nor be tried again 
for the same crime after being found not guilty, nor be punished 
or have his property forcibly taken from him by government 
without due process of law. 

Amendment VI guaranteed that rights of the accused would 
not be suspended.  "In all criminal prosecutions, the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury in the State and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed..."  The accused shall "be informed of the nature and 
cause of the accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses 
against him; to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses 
in his favor, and to have the Assistance of Counsel for his 
defence."  

Amendment VII guaranteed that "...the right to trial by jury 
shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury, shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any Court of the United States..."  This prohibits 
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government from trying you again for the same crime after a jury 
of your peers has found you "not guilty," also known as double 
jeopardy.  

Amendment VIII further limited government powers.  
"Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines 
imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted."  

Amendment IX prohibited using the words of the 
Constitution, including these amendments, to justify limiting or 
defining the rights of the people.  "The enumeration in the 
Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or 
disparage others retained by the people."  

Amendment X reinforces the fact that the Constitution was 
not about granting rights to the people or limiting their rights.  
"The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to 
the States respectively, or to the people."   If the limits on 
government were not important, why would they have been 
mentioned again here? 

The Constitution did not authorize limiting the rights of the 
people by the tradition of English common law.  It mentioned 
common law rights only within guarantees that the government 
would not infringe upon rights already understood to belong to 
the people.   

If the purpose of the Constitution had been to allow the 
federal government to rule by English Common Law, it could 
have been written in one sentence.  Instead, the U.S. Constitution 
is superior to English Common law, and not subject to it. 

All powers of Congress, the President, and the Supreme 
Court were granted to them by the U.S. Constitution, not by any 
other authority. 
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Chapter 10 
 

Life, Liberty and the Pursuit of Happiness 
 
The most basic premise of the Declaration of Independence 

is that all men possess certain natural rights, and that among 
them are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.  Our 
founders knew those rights wouldn't be protected by anarchy, 
democracy, or mob rule.          

 
 "--That to secure these rights, governments are instituted 

among Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the 
governed, . . .” 

 
 Government of Laws, Not of Men 

The U.S. Constitution created a government that derived its 
just powers from the consent of the governed.  With the 
Constitution and its first ten Amendments in place, the United 
States stood alone among nations as a government of laws 
designed to protect freedom.   

Other countries were ruled by governments of men--kings, 
emperors, czars, dynasties.  Some revolted against the despots 
who ruled over them, but replaced them with new rulers who 
turned out to be just as bad, because their freedom depended on 
their rulers.  

Some promised to make life better for everyone, but their 
plans failed because no ruler can create lasting happiness and 
prosperity.  Rulers who promised change to achieve their goals 
and visions generally kept all the power of government to 
themselves until they died or were overthrown by the next 
revolution. 
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Constitution Based on the Laws of God 
The laws of nature--the laws of God--were the underlying basis 
of the U.S. Constitution. In the Declaration of Independence, our 
founders said that all men,  
 

 "are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable 
Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of 
Happiness.--"  

       
These rights of men have also been described as the rights of 

life, liberty, and property.  Each man owns himself, the use of his 
life and his abilities, and has the right to acquire and own 
property by using his life and his abilities however he chooses.   

Each man has a personal responsibility to develop and use 
his God-given gifts to provide for himself and his family.  He 
can choose to use his abilities in many different ways, including 
by selling his time and efforts or the products of his labor. 
Free Markets 

Man exercises the God-given free will that sets him apart 
from animals through his free exchange of goods and services 
with other men for their goods and services. 

By engaging in commerce, a man can exchange his crops, 
livestock, or manufactured products for products or commodities 
owned by other men.  The laborer participates in commerce by 
exchanging his time and efforts for food and manufactured 
products.  

Money is simply a tool that people use to facilitate their 
exchanges with others.  The natural economic law of supply and 
demand establishes the true value of the commodities, products, 
and labor exchanged.   

Among free men, these exchanges of products and services 
allow people to acquire food and products they can't produce 
themselves.  The free market rewards them for providing 
products and services that are of better quality or less expensive.     
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The constitutional authority of Congress to regulate 
commerce meant Congress could make commerce "regular," or 
able to take place freely among men across State lines, without 
the barriers and restrictions sometimes imposed between nations.  
Congress also has a duty to protect freedom by regulating the 
value of money to assure that men making free exchanges can 
depend on its value and use it with confidence. 

Free markets allow the natural economic law of supply and 
demand to establish the true value of the commodities, products, 
and labor exchanged.  When there is an oversupply of a product 
and little demand, the price drops.  If there is great demand for 
that product and less of it available, the price rises.   

High demand for a product can also prompt the invention of 
a better or cheaper way to fill that demand. If you manufacture a 
better product for the same price as others, or manufacture 
products of equal quality for a lower price, people will choose to 
buy your products.  The United States has grown to be a 
prosperous nation partly because our freedom has allowed 
exchanges to be made using sound money in a free market. 
Right of Self Defense 

Some men are inclined, as nineteenth century economist 
Frederic Bastiat put it, "to live and prosper at the expense of 
others," or to provide for their own wants and needs by 
wrongfully taking from the lives, freedom, and property of 
others.  Some steal directly from others, and some use 
government to steal for them.  The God-given rights of man 
come before the rights of any government, and are superior to 
them.   

Each man has the natural right to defend his life, his 
freedom, and his property--including by force--against those who 
would steal them from him.  It is just and reasonable for free 
men to create institutions to protect their freedom.   

The proper role of a government of free men, as Bastiat put 
it, is the "collective organization of the individual right to lawful 
defense."   
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It is necessary for a just government to use force and the 
threat of force to defend the lives, liberty and property of its 
citizens and to punish those who wrongfully take them.   

Government is the force by which free men are able to 
continuously exercise their right to lawful defense.  To use 
government for purposes other than to defend freedom is to use 
the force of government against freedom.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 45 

Chapter 11 
 

Civil War and the Freedom Amendments 
 

The U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights were not written to 
grant freedom or rights to citizens, but the 13th, 14th, and 15th 
Amendments were written for exactly that purpose.   

The 13th Amendment freed the slaves and abolished slavery 
throughout the United States.  The 14th Amendment granted full 
citizenship to the former slaves and their descendants and 
granted them the right to equal protection under the law.  The 
15th Amendment prohibited federal and State governments from 
denying their voting rights. 

Many Americans, including slave owners, had recognized all 
along that slavery violated the same rights that the Constitution 
was designed to protect--the God-given natural freedom and 
rights of men. 

Whether they had white or black skin, whether they had 
come here freely from England or Europe or been brought here 
against their will from Africa, all human beings had been given 
natural rights by their Creator. 

The slave trade was outlawed by Congress as soon as the 
Constitution's 20-year ban expired, but that didn't end slavery.  
Some slave owners freed their slaves, but most did not.  A 
couple of States banned slavery as the fight to free the slaves 
simmered and boiled over occasionally for the next 50 years.   

Westward expansion eventually became the focus of the 
fight to abolish slavery.  As territories sought admission to the 
Union as new states, slave owners wanted to move west with 
their slaves and maintain ownership.  Americans who opposed 
slavery were steadfastly against admitting new slave states into 
the Union.   

As more slaves escaped the plantations and made their way 
to free states, slave owners increasingly relied upon federal law 
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to help them reclaim their "property."  In some cases, freed 
slaves living in northern states were assumed to be escaped 
slaves and rounded up to be "returned" to southern plantations.   

The Supreme Court ruling in the 1857 Dred Scott case 
helped abolitionists rally more citizens to the cause of freedom.  
The Supreme Court ruled that a black man could never become a 
citizen of the United States even if he had been freed from 
slavery.  The Chief  Justice wrote in his opinion that if a black 
man were allowed to claim citizenship, he would have the right 
to own a gun to defend himself, making him a truly free man. 

The movement to abolish slavery finally grew so strong that 
a new political party was founded in 1854 by Americans 
opposed to slavery.  The Republican Party wasn't strong enough 
to elect a president by 1856, but gained sufficient strength a few 
years later. 

In 1860, Abraham Lincoln became the first Republican to be 
elected president.  Lincoln's election and the strength of support 
for freedom in Congress made it obvious that slavery wouldn't 
last much longer.  The slave States, all led by Democrats, began 
to secede from the Union even before Lincoln took office.  The 
lines were drawn.   

The most devastating and destructive war in the history of 
our nation was soon underway.  The Civil War was fought from 
1861 through 1865, and claimed the lives of more than 600,000 
Americans, or about 2 percent of the U.S. population at the time.  
Besides its cost in American lives, the war destroyed cities, 
towns, roads, railroads, and farm land.   

During the war, Democrats in the northern States tried to 
defeat their own country's war effort from within.  In the 1864 
election, their Chicago Platform advocated ending the war and 
reuniting the country under any circumstances, including 
compromising on the issue of slavery.  Just a few months before 
the final Union victory, their plan was to give up the fight and 
allow slavery to continue.   

Although citizens of the Confederate slave States fighting a 
war against the United States couldn't vote in the U.S. election in 
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November 1864, the Democrats won approximately 45 percent 
of the popular vote in the northern states in their effort to defeat 
Lincoln and their own country's war effort. 

Union victory was achieved on the battlefield in April 1865.  
Abraham Lincoln was assassinated a few days later, but the U.S. 
war victory led to the end of slavery and ratification of three new 
freedom Amendments to the U.S. Constitution. 

Amendment XIII, ratified in 1865, abolished slavery in the 
United States and "any place subject to their jurisdiction." 

Amendment XIV, ratified in 1868, made the former slaves 
and their descendants citizens of the United States and of the 
states in which they lived, and guaranteed equal protection under 
the law.   

Amendment XV was ratified in 1870 to guarantee that "The 
right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude--"  

Ratification of the 13th, 14th, and 15th Amendments 
overrode and effectively replaced all language regarding slavery 
within the Constitution. They repaired the flaw in our country's 
foundation, and the U.S. Constitution supported freedom for all.   
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Chapter 12 
 

Victory for Freedom Diminished 
 
As soon as the slaves became former slaves and citizens, 

black voters outnumbered white voters in many local areas.  
Former slaves ran for office as Republicans throughout the South 
and won elections.  

Former slaves served as local elected officials and as state 
senators and representatives, helping to create Republican 
majorities in several state legislatures.  During the years after the 
Civil War, a dozen black Republicans represented southern 
states in the U.S. House of Representatives, and two in the U.S. 
Senate.    

But soon after the post-war Reconstruction period ended in 
1877, the Democrat former slave owners regained their political 
power.  

Democrat leaders couldn't bring back slavery, but they 
quickly restored white racial supremacy and their political 
supremacy by using voting restrictions, segregation, blatant 
racial discrimination, violence, and terrorism to keep as many 
black men as possible from voting for Republicans and holding 
elected offices. 

By the late 1870s, just over a decade after the end of the 
Civil War, the Democrats who had run the southern slave society 
were back in control.  Ignoring the 14th Amendment, they 
passed laws of segregation and racial discrimination throughout 
the South.  Ignoring the 15th Amendment, they enacted laws to 
deny black Americans  their right to vote. 

They segregated schools, workplaces, hotels, lunch counters, 
buses, trains, and even public restrooms.  They passed laws 
using one contrived legal mechanism after another to keep black 
Americans from voting for Republicans.  One example was the 
"grandfather clause," barring a citizen from voting if his 
grandfather had not been a registered voter.  
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Although most of the discriminatory laws were effective 
only within the southern states, segregation and racial 
discrimination became accepted and even customary in many 
other parts of the country.     

Democrat leaders supplemented enforcement of their 
unconstitutional laws through white supremacist organizations 
including the White League, the Red Shirts, and the Ku Klux 
Klan, which eventually became the de facto terrorist arm of their 
party.   

Dressed in white sheets and hoods, Klan members terrorized 
black Americans and the white Republicans who encouraged 
them to vote.  Beatings, lynchings, and arson were among the 
numerous violent crimes committed.  Gun control laws kept 
black men unarmed and largely unable to defend themselves.  

To justify limiting the full citizenship rights granted to the 
former slaves and their descendants by the 14th Amendment and 
the full voting rights granted to them by the 15th Amendment, 
Democrat politicians who regained positions of power began to 
more narrowly define the rights of all citizens.   

Members of Congress and Supreme Court Justices started 
treating the Constitution as if it had been written to limit and 
define the rights of citizens, rather than to grant limited and 
defined powers to the federal government.  

The Supreme Court didn't just misconstrue or "misinterpret" 
the 14th Amendment.  In overturning the Civil Rights Act of 
1875, in United States v. Cruikshank,  in Plessy v. Ferguson, and 
in other cases, the Justices repeatedly twisted words of the 
Constitution in ways that defy reason to uphold actions denying 
black Americans their rights.  

Slavery was over, but the former slaves and their 
descendants would be blocked from fully enjoying their freedom 
until 100 years after the end of the Civil War.  In the midst of 
freedom and prosperity that was the envy of people throughout 
the world, black Americans were discriminated against, 
segregated, treated as second class citizens, and terrorized by 
Democrat former slave owners and their supporters. 
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Chapter 13 
 

Abandoning Constitutional Limits 
 
While the Supreme Court began treating the Constitution as 

if it had been written to limit and define the rights of citizens 
rather than to limit and define the powers of government, 
Presidents and members of Congress increasingly disregarded 
constitutional limits on federal power in other ways, ignoring the 
Constitution to expand their own power 

Republican President Theodore Roosevelt, who later 
declared himself a Progressive, once expressed the view that he 
could do anything he wanted to do as President as long as the 
Constitution didn't specifically forbid it. 

Administrative Law 
Our founders never intended that Congress pass large a 

volume of legislation.  Their duties and legitimate powers were 
limited.  But Congress began legislating "solutions" to more and 
more problems not legally under their authority during the late 
1800s. 

When members of Congress apparently found writing so 
many illegitimate rules tedious, they turned over many of their 
legislative duties to the executive branch.  Administrative Law, 
supported by the force of government as if it were legislation, 
has increasingly been written by non-elected officials of federal 
agencies under the executive branch.   

The Constitution gave Congress exclusive power to legislate 
to ensure that the people and States would never be subject to 
laws that had not been carefully reviewed and voted on by their 
Representatives and Senators.  Federal administrative law 
unconstitutionally usurps powers of the States and unnecessarily 
limits individual freedom.     

Congress has the power to create federal agencies, but has 
never had the authority to delegate its legislative duties to 
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bureaucrats.  Legislation would not be such an overwhelming job 
for Congress if members legislated only on matters over which 
they have actual constitutional authority. 
Federal Income Tax 

The 16th Amendment expanded the ways in which Congress 
can use the force of law to extract money from individual 
citizens.  Income taxes were not among the types of taxes the 
Constitution specifically authorized Congress to levy and collect.   

Income tax was promoted as a plan to tax only a small 
percentage of those with the highest incomes, but today it allows 
the United States government to intrude directly upon every 
American's liberty and property. 

Both Republicans and Democrats participated in this 
destruction of freedom for what they saw as the opportunity to 
"soak the rich" without suffering at the polls.  Although it 
violates principles of freedom, using the force of law to steal 
from more productive people proved popular.  The 16th 
Amendment to the Constitution was ratified and took effect in 
February 1913. 

Laws written under the authority of the 16th Amendment 
have granted Congress the authority to interfere with and meddle 
in the lives of American citizens in ways that are totally 
incompatible with the government of free men designed by our 
founders.   
Direct Election of Senators 

Two months later, ratification of the 17th Amendment 
stripped the States of an important means of safeguarding their 
sovereignty.  Election of U.S. Senators by State legislatures was 
a way to make sure the interests of the States were represented.  
Taking away this authority of State legislatures changed the 
election of senators into popularity contests. 
The Federal Reserve 

Still later in 1913, Congress created the Federal Reserve.  
After several financial panics, Congress decided to turn over 
much of its constitutional responsibility and authority over 
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banking to this group of private bankers and bureaucrats, despite 
having no constitutional power to give it away. 

The Federal Reserve supervises and regulates banking 
institutions, produces profit for the federal government, and 
ostensibly attempts to conduct monetary policy in such a way as 
to maintain maximum employment, keep prices stable, and keep 
interest rates steady.  Only some of this even falls within the 
legitimate powers of Congress. 
Wilson Segregates Armed Forces and Federal Government 

U.S. military forces had been mostly racially integrated from 
the Civil War until Democrat President Woodrow Wilson took 
office in 1913.  Wilson, the son of a minister  who had owned 
slaves during Wilson's childhood, supported the Confederacy, 
and served as a chaplain to the Confederate army, ignored the 
14th Amendment.  He segregated our armed forces and most of 
the federal government during his term in office (1913-1921). 
Prohibition 

Ratification of the 18th Amendment in 1919 granted the 
federal government the power to deprive individual citizens and 
States of their rights by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or 
transportation of  alcoholic beverages.   

The 18th Amendment was recognized as such a disaster for 
freedom that it was repealed by the 21st Amendment in 1933.  
Besides depriving citizens and States of their rights, the 18th 
Amendment built organized crime into a powerful force against 
freedom. 
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Chapter 14 
 

Socialism and Communism 
 

Early American Experiment 
One early group of American colonists decided that sharing 

everything for the good of the whole community would be the 
best way to survive the challenges facing them.  There would be 
plenty for everyone, they thought.   

Instead, the men didn't work very hard, and women didn't 
help their husbands in the fields.  Single men complained about 
having to work to support the wives and children of other men.  
Their experiment in socialism caused a food shortage that 
starved the colony almost out of existence during the first winter.   

The Pilgrims realized they had to try something different, so 
they decided to let each man keep what he produced.  Suddenly 
the food shortage was over.  Men worked harder in the fields, 
and their wives were out in the fields helping them voluntarily.  
The Pilgrims could still share, but the sharing was voluntary.  
There was plenty of food for everyone.  

The results of this unplanned experiment have been almost 
completely forgotten. 
The Industrial Revolution 

From the mid 1700s through the 1800s and beyond, 
inventions of manufacturing machinery greatly increased 
productivity and changed the way people lived and worked.   

Businessmen applied their intelligence and problem-solving 
skills to manufacturing.  They bought manufacturing machinery, 
built factories, and hired people to work for them.  Because their 
activities required risking substantial amounts of money (capital) 
that they had to supply from their own resources or borrow, they 
were called capitalists. 
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In Europe and England, serfs migrated from farms to cities 
because the money they could earn working in factories 
improved their living conditions.  Some came to America. 

Populations of low-income people grew and became more 
concentrated in European cities.  The people became just as 
dissatisfied with life in the cities and towns as they had been 
with their lives in the country.  They remained at the bottom of 
the economic scale, but they were concentrated into larger 
masses.  Many believed the capitalist factory owners were taking 
advantage of them, and in some cases they were. 
The Communist Manifesto 

Karl Marx and Frederick Engels published the Manifesto of 
the Communist Party, their solution to the problems of the 
working class, in 1848.  Marx was the primary author, while 
Engels was a contributor and the editor. 

The Communist Manifesto laid out an opposite set of 
principles and a much different plan to secure freedom, justice, 
peace, and prosperity from those our founders set forth in the 
Declaration of Independence and U.S. Constitution.   

The Communist Manifesto was Marx's plan to destroy what 
he saw as injustice through class warfare.  It boiled down to 
violent revolution, theft, and fantasy. 

Marx's plan was to correct the social and economic injustices 
he saw by overthrowing capitalism and abolishing all private 
ownership of property, destroying whatever freedom, justice, 
peace, and prosperity existed.  He wrote that the means of 
production, including factories, money, and land, rightfully 
belonged to the workers.   

After public ownership was achieved, he theorized, workers 
would continue working just as productively, and committees of 
workers would decide how to share everything.  Anyone who 
has ever worked to support himself and his family should 
recognize that this is not a workable plan, but an idle fantasy.  

Marx's plan to abolish private ownership and take control 
was to forcibly steal all property from the people who owned it 
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and turn it over to people who thought they deserved to own it 
because they worked hard, had hard lives, and owned little.  

 
 "...you reproach us with intending to do away with your 

property.  Precisely so; that is just what we intend." 
 
Marx pointed out some legitimate grievances of workers and 

emotionally attacked personal weaknesses and excesses of 
capitalists.  But his plan had no substance, except as an attempt 
to justify robbery on a large scale. 

His next steps, during the socialist transition to communism 
after the overthrow of capitalism, are listed below.  In real life, 
they would only allow chaos to determine which thief among the 
plunderers would rule over the others and their stolen property.  

Marx called that transitional stage socialism, and he 
criticized those who set socialism as their goal.  Socialism can be 
described as a theory of social organization in which the means 
of production, distribution, exchange, and other property is 
owned or controlled by the state for the benefit of the whole 
community. 

Communism and socialism directly oppose of any rational 
plan to secure freedom, justice, peace, and prosperity, but they 
can be used to gain complete control over people.   

Besides abolishing private property, Marx wanted to free the 
people from religion and family responsibilities.  He wrote that 
all children should be educated at state expense in state 
establishments from the time when they can first do without 
maternal care.  

He divided all society into two classes, the bourgeoisie and 
the proletariat.  According to Engels in the 1888 English edition, 
the bourgeoisie was "the class of modern capitalists, owners of 
the means of social production and employers of wage labour."  
The proletariat was "the class of modern wage labourers who, 
having no means of production of their own, are reduced to 
selling their labour power in order to live." 



 56 

The following are direct quotes from The Communist 
Manifesto. 

 
 "The charges against Communism made from a 

 religious, a philosophical and, generally, from an 
 ideological standpoint, are not deserving of serious 
 examination." 

 
 "...the first step in the revolution by the working class 

 is to raise the proletariat to the position of ruling class  
 to win the battle of democracy." 
  
 "The proletariat will use its political supremacy to  
 wrest, by degree, all capital from the bourgeoisie, to 

 centralise all instruments of production in the hands  
 of the State, i.e., of the proletariat organised as the 
 ruling class..." 

 
Marx's plan included: 

"1. Abolition of property in land and application 
of all rents of land to public purposes.  
2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.  
3. Abolition of all rights of inheritance.  
4. Confiscation of the property of all emigrants 
and rebels.  
5. Centralisation of credit in the hands of the 
state, by means of a national bank with State 
capital and an exclusive monopoly.  
6. Centralisation of the means of communication 
and transport in the hands of the State.  
7. Extension of factories and instruments of 
production owned by the State; the bringing into 
cultivation of waste-lands, and the improvement 
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of the soil generally in accordance with a 
common plan.  
8. Equal liability of all to work. Establishment of 
industrial armies..."  

 
It also included communist indoctrination, as explained in 

"The Draft of a Communist Confession of Faith," quoted below. 
 
 "Education of all children, from the moment they 

 can leave their mother’s care, in national 
 establishments at national cost..." 

 
Marx criticized socialism as only partially-implemented 

communism. 
 
 "To this section belong economists, philanthropists, 

 humanitarians, improvers of the condition of the 
 working class, organisers of charity, members of 
 societies for the prevention of cruelty to animals, 
 temperance fanatics, hole-and-corner reformers of 
 every imaginable kind..." 

 
Marx went on to explain that, 

 
 "The undeveloped state of the class struggle, as well as 

 their own surroundings, causes Socialists of this kind to 
 consider themselves far superior to all class 
 antagonisms." 

 
But he said true communist rule can be established only by 

revolution. 
The following are direct quotes from the "Draft of a 

Communist Confession of Faith," written by Engels and others 
to explain Marx's theories. 
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 "We will only interfere in the personal  

 relationship between men and women or with  
 the family in general to the extent that the 
 maintenance of the existing institution would disturb the 
 new social order." 

 
"But communism is that stage of historical 

development which makes all existing religions 
superfluous and supersedes them."  

 
They wrote that when necessary, communists must 

cooperate with Democratic Socialists to achieve their goals. 
 
 "In America, where a democratic constitution has 

 already been established, the communists must make 
 the common cause with the party which will turn this 
 constitution against the bourgeoisie and use it in the 
 interests of the proletariat –" 

 
In The Law, written in 1848, Frederic Bastiat wrote some 

accurate observations. 
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Chapter 15 
 

The Record of Socialism and Communism  
 
"From each according to his ability, and to each according to 

his need."  went the slogan popularized by Karl Marx.  His 
Communist Manifesto envisioned people taking care of each 
other and sharing everything.  With no private ownership, there 
would be no individual possessions to create jealousy and 
competition between people, he wrote. 

Within a fully implemented communist society, Marx wrote, 
all property would be community property and all decisions 
would be made by committees of workers for the benefit of 
everyone.  No government would be necessary.  Even national 
borders would no longer be needed.  

Many are attracted to socialism and Marx's theory of 
communism because sharing and taking care of each other sound 
like such noble ideas.  They are great ideas, and most of us feel a 
moral responsibility to help others.  But government can't relieve 
a person of a moral responsibility to help others.  No government 
has ever accomplished that. 

Allowing committees of the people to make all decisions 
about how to share everything can also seem attractive in theory.  
But in real life, someone takes control of the community 
property and decides how to distribute it, creating a de facto 
government.   

The leaders of communist and socialist governments 
regularly keep control of the community property to themselves 
and their close supporters.  No one who has lived under control 
of a communist government for very long would consider it 
attractive. 

Marx explained socialism as communism that hasn't been 
fully implemented.  It can be useful to communists as a step to 
communism, but not as a final goal. 
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Marx wrote that socialism is more attractive to some because 
it doesn't seem as dangerous.  Socialism can sneak up on the 
gullible.  The attractiveness of socialism's concept has made it an 
effective means of enslaving people.  Entrap, then enslave.   

Contrary to Marx's theory of sharing and everyone working 
together, socialism and communism require the strongest, most 
repressive governments to enforce their rule.  Communist and 
socialist governments crush individual freedom and incentive for 
the hard work and innovation necessary to produce wealth and 
prosperity.  Instead, communist and socialist governments 
produce poverty, death. and despair. 

Once socialists gain control, it becomes almost impossible to 
restore freedom.  Sooner or later, the leaders will use the full 
force of government to maintain control. 

During the past 100 years, free citizens of the United States 
have seen the people of Russia, China, Germany, North Korea, 
Cuba, and other countries suffer under socialist and communist 
regimes.  It's easy to understand why some of these people 
revolted against oppressive czars, emperors, dictators, and other 
absolute rulers.  

But although the people lived under horrible conditions in 
some of those countries, their socialist and communist 
revolutionary leaders turned out to be even more oppressive than 
the dictators they replaced.  Despite their false promises, they 
made conditions worse and killed millions of people to gain and 
maintain control. 
Communist Revolution in Russia  

The Bolshevik Revolution began in Russia in 1917.  After 
the Bolsheviks murdered the Czar, his wife and their children, 
they set about establishing a socialist workers' paradise based on 
communism.  Their small central committee began to plan the 
lives of all Russians.  Of course, no paradise of any sort was ever 
established.  

After a power struggle among the communists, Josef Stalin 
emerged as their leader and ruled as an iron fisted dictator until 
he died in 1953.  Stalin ruled not only Russia, but much of 
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Eastern Europe as leader of the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics (USSR).  Stalin's use of government force to keep the 
people under his control claimed at least 20 million lives, and 
probably more than twice that many. 

The Soviet Union finally collapsed under its own weight in 
the 1980s with a push from U.S. President Ronald Reagan.  
Russian citizens are now free, to vote in elections, but they are 
actually far from free.  Stalin has often been quoted as saying 
that it's fine for the people to vote, but the people who count the 
votes actually make the decisions.  Russia's current leader is a 
former lieutenant colonel of the Soviet Union's secret police 
(KGB). 

Many Americans today seem to think of communism as 
benign, possibly because we are not at war with a communist 
country today.  We tend to forget the hot and cold wars of the 
past, and don't seem to recognize the connection when our own 
politicians who call themselves by different party names promise 
to "tax the rich" (meaning use the force of law to steal from them 
because they are few in number), and "redistribute the wealth." 
German National Socialist Workers (NAZI) Party  

In 1934, Adolf Hitler, leader of the National Socialist 
Workers (NAZI) Party, became Prime Minister of Germany.  
Communists and socialists claim that Nazis were the opposite of 
communists, but they were different brands of the same thing.  If 
you have any doubt, read the promises Hitler made to the 
German people in 1933, and then compare them to Marx's 
Communist Manifesto, written in Germany 85 years earlier.   

Marx wrote that all property of foreigners and rebels (anyone 
who resisted) should be confiscated and that the class of people 
who owned businesses must be brought down.  Hitler initially 
needed support from upper class business owners, so he softened 
his stance against most of them by focusing his hatred and wrath 
on Jews.   

He claimed that Jews weren't really Germans, making them 
both foreigners and members of the oppressive upper class in his 
estimation.  Hitler leveraged both class envy and racial hatred to 
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help him steal from Jews, kill them, and use the wealth they had 
legitimately earned to help him gain more control.   

Hitler's brand of socialism was different from Stalin's 
communism, and they violently opposed each other because they 
both wanted more power.  But Hitler didn't create a paradise for 
anyone, either.  He was responsible for the murder of more than 
six million Jews and caused the deaths of 10 to 20 million people 
altogether.  Stalin murdered about twice as many people, but 
"only" about a million of them were Jews because Stalin didn't 
focus on Jews.  He murdered everyone inconvenient to him.  

The United States led the free world to finally halt the 
genocide perpetrated by Hitler and his brand of socialism in 
1945.  When Americans think of socialism today, many forget 
the connection to Hitler, only calling to mind the apparently 
milder socialism they see in Europe and other places today 
where it isn't currently generating as much violence. 
North Korea   

In 1948, the "Democratic People's Republic of Korea" was 
declared in North Korea, which had been occupied by the Soviet 
Union at the end of World War II.  Despite its deceptive official 
name, North Korea remains a poverty-stricken communist 
dictatorship in the tradition of Stalin.  Its people have lived as 
virtual slaves of three generations of brutal, violent, mentally 
deranged, autocratic dictators and their inner circle. 

South Korea, which had been occupied by U.S. troops, was 
allowed to become an independent, constitutional republic.  
South Korea is a thriving, free country today.   
China 

In 1949, after a Chinese Civil War that lasted more than 20 
years, Mao Tse-tung (now called Mao Zedong) declared the 
"People's Republic of China."  Mao had imported his brand of 
communism directly from Russia.  Like Stalin, Mao was a 
ruthless dictator who clung to power for life.  It has been 
estimated that Mao was responsible for the deaths of more than 
50 million Chinese people, perhaps many more, to gain control, 
silence opposition, and maintain control.   
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Under communism, China remained an impoverished nation 
until recently.  Notable exceptions have been Hong Kong, which 
was under British control for most of the last 100 years, and 
Taiwan, which has so far survived many threats from the 
communist mainland to remain free.  Both have thrived while 
free from communism.   

Now, after decades of third-world poverty during Mao's 
lifetime and 35 years since his death, China has finally gained 
significant economic strength, much of it from trade with the 
U.S., and from easing the economic stranglehold of communism 
to allow some capitalist-style reforms, or limited freedom, in 
certain areas of the country.   

While China's financial strength has grown, that strength 
belongs to its leaders.  There are few limits to the control that 
government exercises over the lives of the people, including 
even forcing women to have abortions against their will.  Most 
Chinese families are allowed to have only one child.  
Cuba 

In 1959, Fidel Castro overthrew the corrupt president of 
Cuba to become the country's communist dictator.  He has kept 
Cubans impoverished and effectively enslaved ever since, 
turning over most of his power to his brother after he suffered a 
stroke a few years ago.  Many Cubans have died just trying to 
escape his rule. 

Communist countries call themselves "people's republics," 
but they are nothing of the sort.  The people are mostly 
impoverished and essentially slaves of their rulers. 
Europe Today 

European countries today, starting with Greece, are facing 
financial chaos, riots and upheaval over the false promises of 
socialism that their countries can no longer even pretend to 
satisfy.  More violence and repression appear to be forthcoming.  
Several other European countries appear to be close behind. 
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Chapter 16 
 

 Corporations, Prosperity, Unions, Socialism 
 
The U.S. industrial revolution lagged a few years behind 

England and Europe, with the rise of manufacturing, 
transportation, mining, and other industries, especially in the 
northern and western States.  Immigrants contributed to the 
growth of American cities. 

Businessmen, engineers, inventors, and entrepreneurs raced 
each other to find better ways to solve problems.  Competition 
made possible by American economic freedom fueled the rise of 
corporations that helped build the United States into an 
economic powerhouse and land of opportunity.   

The sudden growth, competition, and abundance of labor 
also contributed to conflicts over labor issues that included 
unsafe working conditions, long hours, low pay, and child labor 
in some workplaces.  Workers organized into strong unions, 
especially in factories, mines, and railroads.  Strikes shut down 
production and interrupted company operations.   

Company owners hired large forces of security guards, and 
bloody confrontations between workers and corporate security 
guards occurred at times.  Violent criminal acts, including fatal 
shootings and bombings, were committed by members of both 
sides. 

Strikes were generally opposed by Democrats and 
Republicans.  Federal and state agents were sometimes used to 
break up strikes, especially just before and during World War I, 
when some strikes were deemed threats to national security. 

President Woodrow Wilson was a progressive who favored 
unions, but strongly opposed strikes during the war.  Afterward, 
the rift between unions and Democrats quickly healed.   

Some union leaders went beyond organizing workers to 
assert their legitimate bargaining rights.  Apparently swept up in 
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Marxism, they saw themselves as part of a worldwide 
communist revolution against private ownership, free enterprise, 
and freedom.    

Around the time of the 1917 Bolshevik Revolution in 
Russia, some U.S. union leaders were in contact with the 
Russian communists, and saw themselves as comrades.  They 
organized  and held leadership positions in political parties, 
including the Socialist Party of America, the Social Democratic 
Party, the Socialist Labor Party.   

One union leader, Eugene Debs, ran for President of the 
United States five times as the Socialist Party candidate.  Union 
leader Bill Heywood was convicted of espionage for his actions.  
While out on bail, he fled to Russia in 1921, where he served as 
labor advisor to Lenin's Bolshevik government, and then lived 
out the rest of his days in Russia. 
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Chapter 17 
 

 New Deal & Supreme Court Destroy the Limits 
 
The story we hear most often about the Great Depression of 

1929-1941 is that our federal government's "hands-off" 
economic policies and failure to regulate big business during an 
economic boom in the 1920s led to wild speculation that caused 
a stock market crash.   

This devastating failure of capitalism, we're told, caused a 
Great Depression that took President Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt's nation-saving New Deal programs 12 years to 
overcome.  This false story and the New Deal both continue to 
hurt Americans today.  
The Federal Reserve, Congress, and the                             
Stock Market Crash of 1929 

Up and down business cycles are natural in a free market, 
but the two actions that most directly precipitated the stock 
market crash were both government actions.  The Federal 
Reserve rapidly tightened the money supply, almost doubling 
interest rates during the 18 months immediately preceding the 
stock market crash.   

The sudden rise in interest rates helped exaggerate the 
cycles.  Amid the fluctuations, newspapers reported on the eve of 
the crash that Congress was poised to disrupt foreign trade with a 
steep increase in tariff rates.  Investors panicked, and the stock 
market began to crash.  It was not the market's first sudden drop. 
Damage Done by Hoover, Congress, and the Federal Reserve   

In response, Republican President Herbert Hoover and 
Congress increased taxes and spending significantly, and enacted 
a high tariff in 1930 that killed jobs and wiped out U.S. 
agricultural markets.  Government overreaction and 
mismanagement of the economy turned the crash into a 
depression, with help from a falling world economy.   
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The Federal Reserve raised interest rates again.  Congress 
nearly doubled income taxes, and substantially increased 
spending on relief efforts.  Hoover and labor unions pushed 
employers to keep wages artificially high, which caused even 
more layoffs.   

For every action that could have helped the economy 
recover, they took the opposite action, making a bad situation 
worse.  Besides damaging the U.S. economy, their actions 
contributed to the sinking world economy, making U.S. recovery 
even more difficult. 
Roosevelt's New Deal: Give Up Your Freedom   

Democrat Franklin D. Roosevelt won the 1932 presidential 
election, promising to balance the federal budget, cut spending 
25 percent, maintain the U.S. currency's gold standard, and stop 
government interference with private enterprise.  His campaign 
promises could have set the economy on a course to recovery.  
But as soon as he was sworn in as President, he did the opposite 
of what he had promised.    

Instead of restoring and protecting the economic freedom 
that had built U.S. prosperity, Roosevelt increased spending even 
more, devalued the dollar, ordered confiscation of gold from 
private citizens, interfered with business, and erected barriers to 
prosperity.  Instead of helping banks recover, he blamed the 
depression on the bankers, then caused thousands of banks to 
close and go out of business.  

Roosevelt's Agriculture Adjustment Administration (AAA) 
raised taxes and purposely destroyed fields of cotton, wheat, and 
corn.  They slaughtered millions of cattle, pigs, and sheep in 
their attempts to artificially prop up prices while many 
Americans didn't have enough to eat. 

His National Recovery Administration (NRA) destroyed a 
mild recovery that had begun in spite of his actions, by 
restricting business hours and imposing arbitrary price controls.  
Enforcers battered down factory doors after hours, harassed 
owners, interrogated workers, and confiscated business 
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accounting records in their attempts to find violators working 
longer hours or charging less than the NRA had ordered. 

Beyond its public works accomplishments, Roosevelt's Civil 
Works Administration (CWA) also hired actors to give free 
shows and put millions on the federal payroll doing make-work 
jobs like picking up pieces of paper, raking leaves, and scaring 
birds away. 

Roosevelt and Congress enacted minimum wage laws in that 
priced many at the bottom of the economic scale completely out 
of the labor market.  It was estimated that one minimum wage 
law put 500,000 black Americans out of work. 

The National Labor Relations Act placed the rights of union 
bosses above those of employers, giving them unfair bargaining 
advantages.  Unions went on a rampage against business owners 
that included strikes, violence, and seizing factories.  They 
pressed their advantage to more than double union membership. 

There was debate at the time about whether the United States 
was changing into a fascist, socialist, or communist country.  
The answer was "yes," but the choice of labels was less 
important than the effect.  Control over the lives of Americans 
went far beyond the authority granted to the federal government 
by the U.S. Constitution and far outside the federal government's 
legitimate purpose of protecting the freedom of citizens.   

While Communist rulers crushed the rights of the people of 
Russia, the President of the United States used an economic 
depression to undermine freedom in the United States. 

FDR's actions were blatantly unconstitutional violations of 
freedom.  But his promises and use of government force to 
effectively steal from successful Americans to support the rest 
were popular during widespread panic and economic hard times.  
Ironically, the panic and hard times had been precipitated by 
actions of government.   

Every time the economy began to show signs of recovery 
despite the New Deal, FDR took another action that made it 
worse.  With the strength of his support in Congress, the 
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Supreme Court seemed to be the only force that could stand in 
his way.  

The Supreme Court finally stopped the actions of the NRA, 
the AAA, and a few of FDR's other programs in 1935 and 1936, 
ruling them unconstitutional.  But they also made an absurd 
ruling in U.S. v. Butler, that the U.S. Constitution had granted 
Congress authority to spend public money for any purpose for 
the general welfare of the country.    

FDR won the 1936 election in a landslide, and voters gave 
him his strongest Democrat majorities in Congress.  Democrats 
controlled the Senate with a majority of more than 77 percent 
during the 75th Congress (1937-1938), and the House with more 
than 76 percent. 

After the Supreme Court struck down some of his 
unconstitutional programs, FDR proposed legislation that would 
break their ability to uphold the Constitution against his will by 
"packing" the Supreme Court with additional Justices who 
supported him. 

Despite protests over his plan, Supreme Court Justices 
apparently believed that he could crush their authority.  They 
were intimidated by his power. 

In a majority opinion full of twisted reasoning, rendered 
under the duress of this threat, the Supreme Court ruled 7-2 in 
the 1937 Helvering v. Davis case that FDR's Social Security 
program was constitutional.   

Four Justices who approved Social Security had records of 
previously ruling according to the Constitution, but didn't in this 
case.  The two who voted against it didn't even publish a 
dissenting opinion.  Were they too intimidated by FDR's power 
to even dissent?  The power of the Constitution to protect the 
freedom of U.S. citizens had been broken. 

Social Security was the most permanently damaging of 
FDR's unconstitutional programs because it opened the door for 
later abuses and expansions of federal power that threaten our 
freedom and security today, and hurt our children and 
grandchildren. 
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The Great Depression was not simply a failure of free 
market capitalism, but a greater failure of government.  
Roosevelt's New Deal didn't lead to the recovery of the 
economy.  World War II led to the recovery of the economy.  If 
not for World War II or the death of Roosevelt, the misery might 
have continued for much longer. 

The economy recovered, but the United States has never 
fully recovered from the damage Roosevelt and the Supreme 
Court did to the Constitution's ability to protect our freedom.  

For additional information about the Great Depression, I 
suggest reading "Great Myths of the Great Depression," by 
Lawrence W. Reed. 

Roosevelt's New Deal was a destructive deal for freedom, so 
why did Americans keep re-electing him?  The Great Depression 
and World War II were both instrumental.  

When voters first elected him, they hadn't seen any 
improvement during the three years after the stock market crash.  
It was easy to believe the story that free market capitalism was 
the only cause.  FDR's great speeches, his promises, and the 
increased government activity he generated kept people hoping 
for positive change through him. 

World War II threatened the security of Americans and the 
future of civilization.  FDR rallied Americans and was seen as a 
strong national leader during the most devastating war in world 
history.  He chose military leaders who led our country to 
victory.   
Unconstitutional Action by the Supreme Court 

Despite the actions of FDR and Congress, the most 
permanent blow to freedom during FDR's presidency was struck 
by the Supreme Court's 1936 decision in U.S. v. Butler, that the 
U.S. Constitution didn't really mean what it said, followed by 
their 1937 ruling in Helvering v. Davis, upholding Social 
Security. 

In the Butler case, the Supreme Court ruled that provisions 
of the 1933 Agricultural Adjustment Act were unconstitutional, 
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but then ruled that the enumerated powers granted to Congress 
by the Constitution didn't limit anything--that it had also granted 
Congress unlimited power to spend money on anything for the 
general welfare of the country. 

In fact, the U.S. Constitution listed all of the limited powers 
of Congress and made it clear that their spending authority 
extended only to spending within their limited powers and only 
on items that benefited all U.S. citizens: "the general Welfare."  

The limits were well understood from the ratification of the 
Constitution in 1788 until the Supreme Court suddenly decided 
in 1936 that the words "general Welfare" had granted Congress 
an additional power to tax and spend on almost anything.  The 
Butler decision gave Congress legal cover for unlimited 
spending.  If the Constitution had been written to agree with the 
Butler decision, it would have never been ratified. 

Unlimited taxes and spending promote tyranny of the 
majority, which the Constitution was written to protect against.  
Taxes compel people to pay for things they don't want to pay for, 
and the Constitution limited the types of things for which 
citizens can be forced to pay through federal taxes.  It didn't 
place limits on spending by individuals or States.   

The Supreme Court's responsibility is to apply the law 
correctly, not to amend the Constitution.  Yet their 1936 Butler 
decision effectively changed the Constitution by ruling that its 
words meant the opposite of what they said.  Since Butler, House 
and Senate candidates have promised to "bring home" federal 
dollars from Washington.   

The Butler ruling may have been produced by fear of FDR, 
by error, or by negligence.  But the words of the U.S. 
Constitution remain clear and need to be enforced. 
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Chapter 18 
 

Overcoming Socialism and Segregation 
 
The Taft-Hartley Act, which Congress passed in 1947 by 

overriding President Harry S Truman's veto, restored some of the 
rights of employers and individual workers that had been 
damaged by the National Labor Relations Act of 1935. 

Black Americans moved closer to full freedom when 
Truman signed an executive order in 1948 to finally begin 
undoing Woodrow Wilson's segregation of the U.S. military. 

Civil rights organizations including the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), founded in 
1909, The Urban League, founded in 1910, and the Congress of 
Racial Equality (CORE), founded in 1941, pushed for  laws to 
enforce the 14th and 15th Amendments and filed lawsuits under 
existing laws. 

The 1954 Supreme Court ruling in Brown v. the Board of 
Education overturned an 1896 Supreme Court precedent that 
supported State laws mandating segregated public schools in 
violation of the 14th Amendment. 

President Dwight David Eisenhower, the first Republican 
president in 20 years, didn't like the discrimination against black 
Americans he saw in train stations and other public 
accommodations. Believing that voting rights enforcement was 
the key to stopping it, he proposed the first civil rights legislation 
to become law since Reconstruction.   

Senate Democrats, under Majority Leader Lyndon Johnson, 
weakened the bill and held up its passage.  After a filibuster, it 
passed to become the Civil Rights Act of 1957.   

Eisenhower, who had led allied military forces to victory as 
the top General in World War II, sent federal troops to Little 
Rock, Arkansas, later that year to enforce the rights of nine black 
students to enroll in a previously all-white public school.    
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Reverend Martin Luther King, Jr. led the successful 1955 
Montgomery Bus Boycott against segregation.  He was arrested 
and his house was bombed, but buses were finally desegregated.  

In 1957, King founded the Southern Christian Leadership 
Conference (SCLC) with Reverend Ralph Abernathy, Reverend 
Charles K. Steele, Reverend Joseph Lowery and others, and they 
began to use a strategy of nonviolent civil disobedience to 
desegregate buses throughout the south.  

King, Abernathy, Reverend Fred Shuttlesworth, and other 
brave men led non-violent protests that made significant progress 
toward dismantling segregation.  Their peaceful actions were 
met with violence by public officials and the Klan.  A KKK mob 
attacked Fred Shuttlesworth with brass knuckles, beat him with 
chains, and stabbed his wife for attempting to register their 
children in an all-white school in Birmingham in 1957.   

But each time the civil rights leaders were attacked, beaten 
and jailed, their movement gained more strength and more public 
support.  By 1960, a growing number of white Americans were 
just as tired as Eisenhower of seeing the segregation and racial 
discrimination to which black Americans had been subjected 
since the Civil War. 

Eisenhower proposed a stronger civil rights bill.  Senate 
Democrats, still under Majority Leader Lyndon Johnson, 
weakened some provisions of that bill, too, and held up its 
passage.  On May 6, Eisenhower signed the Civil Rights Act of 
1960 into law. 

Civil rights protests and voter registration efforts continued.  
Sit-ins, marches, freedom rides, and other non-violent 
demonstrations brought efforts to gain full civil rights for black 
Americans to the attention of all Americans. 

President John Fitzgerald Kennedy had generally avoided 
civil rights issues, but eventually followed Eisenhower's lead by 
sending federal troops to enforce school desegregation, and he 
proposed civil rights legislation a few months before his death. 

Kennedy served less than three years of his term before he 
was assassinated in late 1963. 
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Chapter 19 
 

A Victory for Freedom 
 
As Senate Majority Leader, Lyndon Johnson was the leader 

of the senators who opposed the Civil Rights Acts of 1957 and 
1960.  He wasn't personally the leading opponent of civil rights 
laws, but supported the segregationists who were his power base.   

Johnson played both sides when debate ended by claiming 
credit for passage of civil rights legislation.  But the intimidator 
who was feared and admired for his ability to get whatever he 
wanted failed to get the Democratic presidential nomination in 
1960, partly due to concerns about his national image as leader 
of the Senate segregationists.   

When Senator John F. Kennedy was chosen,  Johnson 
surprised many by accepting the nomination for Vice President, 
a far less powerful position than Senate Majority Leader.  
Kennedy and Johnson narrowly won the 1960 election, and 
Johnson crafted a new image as a supporter of civil rights while 
serving just a heartbeat away from the presidency.   

Martin Luther King continued leading non-violent 
campaigns for civil rights, but violence against protesters 
continued, and it boiled over in 1963.    

A week after NAACP organizer Medgar Evers was 
murdered while standing in the front yard of his Mississippi 
home on June12, 1963, Kennedy sent a proposal to the House of 
Representatives that would eventually become the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964. 

Kennedy knew Senate Democrats would likely filibuster and 
weaken its provisions, as they had done to Eisenhower's civil 
rights bills, or bury it.  They almost certainly would have, if not 
for King's strong leadership and the murder of Kennedy. 
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The Turning Points 
On August 28, 1963, Reverend Martin Luther King, Jr. stood 

in front of more than 200,000 black and white Americans in the 
shadows of the Lincoln Memorial in Washington, D.C.  In one of 
the most famous speeches in American history, he asked all of us 
to help secure freedom and equal rights for black Americans. 

King told us he dreamed of a day when all Americans, black 
and white, would share the freedom and justice of our great 
country, a day when children would be judged not by the color 
of their skin, but by the content of their character.  Many 
Americans heard his words, and were inspired by his dream. 

Deadly violence against Americans who supported civil 
rights got uglier.  Ku Klux Klan members bombed a black 
church in Birmingham, Alabama on September 15, 1963, 
murdering four innocent young girls and injuring dozens of other 
members of the congregation.  More people were injured in the 
aftermath, and two more were killed.  

Addie Mae Collins, 14, Carole Robertson, 14, Cynthia 
Wesley, 14, and Denise McNair, 11, were all good girls from 
good families.  Denise was known for having led other children 
in raising money for muscular dystrophy research.  One of her 
younger friends from school, Condoleezza Rice, would grow up 
to serve as National Security Advisor and U.S. Secretary of State 
in the George W. Bush administration.  

Reverend King, our country's strongest true leader by the 
early 1960s, again called for justice and an end to violence.  He 
played the pivotal role in the passage of civil rights laws by 
making Americans recognize a need for justice and equal rights.   

President Kennedy was assassinated on November 22, 1963.   
After President John F. Kennedy was murdered, Johnson 

inherited the perfect position from which to lead the country to 
victory in a fight that was going to be won with or without him.  
He couldn't have become president at a more opportune moment.  

His leadership of Senators opposed to civil rights legislation 
had kept him from the presidential nomination just three years 
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earlier, but Johnson had shifted his allegiance to the side that was 
starting to win.   

By the time Johnson suddenly became president, segregation 
was losing its grip.  He took full advantage of the outpouring of 
grief and sympathy for his slain predecessor, telling Congress the 
best way to honor Kennedy was to pass his civil rights bill.   

Reverend King had persuaded Americans that stronger civil 
rights legislation was necessary, but Kennedy had proposed the 
law, so the Civil Rights Act of 1964 was Kennedy's bill. 
The Victory   

The House of Representatives passed the Civil Rights Act in 
February 1964.  A few senators tried to block its passage, but 
Johnson didn't help them weaken it, as they had done to the two 
previous civil rights bills proposed by Eisenhower.   

Passing the bill was to Johnson's advantage this time, and he 
pressed for quick passage.  The Senate passed it in June, less 
than ten months after Reverend King's speech.   

More than 80 percent of Republicans and 65 percent of 
Democrats in Congress voted for passage.  Despite this majority 
support by both parties, the bill couldn't have survived without 
the overwhelming support of Republicans.  By voting time, 
legislators who had been undecided realized it would pass by a 
large majority, and they voted for it, too.  

The final version of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 was passed 
on July 2, 1964, and signed quickly by Johnson.  King and the 
other brave men and women who put their safety and their lives 
on the line every day would have prevailed with or without LBJ, 
but he was instrumental in getting the legislation passed before 
the 1964 election, which he then won in a  landslide victory.    

Next, Johnson proposed a Voting Rights Act, strengthening 
provisions of Eisenhower's bills that he had helped weaken a few 
years earlier.  The Voting Rights Act of 1965 also received 
overwhelming support from Republicans and majority support 
from Democrats. 
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Chapter 20 
 

Victory for Freedom Suddenly Reversed 
 
Legislation to enforce the 14th and 15th Amendments had 

finally been passed, 100 years after the Civil War. 
Simple enforcement would have enabled black Americans to 

enjoy the freedom that had been denied them for so long, and 
achieve the prosperity that freedom had allowed other Americans 
to achieve.  All they needed was equal treatment under the law.   

Instead of enforcing the Civil Rights Act, though, Lyndon 
Johnson's next move was to flagrantly violate it.  Just as 
Democrats had ignored the 14th and 15th Amendments that they 
opposed after the Civil War, Johnson ignored the Civil Rights 
Act that he had just signed.  While their racist laws after the 
Civil War clearly harmed black Americans, Johnson's racist laws 
and policies seemed to help black Americans on their surface.  

Johnson and leaders of Congress wrote new rules 
establishing one racially discriminatory policy after another: 
Affirmative Action, set-asides for "minority" contractors, racial 
hiring quotas, and requirements for reporting "voluntary" 
compliance.  

After the long struggle for civil rights, many Americans 
were persuaded that corrective action beyond establishing 
equality under the law was needed, at least temporarily, to make 
up for the disadvantages black Americans faced.  Johnson 
apparently believed that taking vigorous action would ensure his 
re-election in 1968.  Instead of enforcing equal rights for black 
Americans, his actions expanded government control over all 
Americans.   

Johnson was even more intimidating to members of 
Congress as President than he had been as Senate Majority 
Leader.  Congress, including some of the Republican minority, 
went along with the flawed logic behind these measures at first, 
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forgetting the simple lesson their parents had taught them as 
children that "Two wrongs don't make a right."  

Like the laws that had been used to subject black Americans 
to segregation and racial discrimination, LBJ's attempts to erase 
blame for the wrongs of the past used the force of law to commit 
similar wrongful acts against other citizens seeking jobs and 
education.  The individuals harmed by his new policies, though, 
had not necessarily supported or benefited from the wrongful 
acts previously committed, and some had opposed them.  

The urge to right a wrong by committing a second wrong is 
understandable.  But the only way government can protect 
freedom is to treat each citizen as an individual person, and use 
the force of law to punish only those who commit wrongs 
against others.  

A government of free men cannot right a wrong previously 
committed against individuals of one group by committing a 
similar wrong against random other individuals.  Instead of 
making government serve its proper role of equally protecting 
freedom, LBJ's actions simply modified government's previous 
wrongful role in destroying freedom.    

Americans seemed to accept the flawed logic that "reverse 
discrimination" would somehow erase and make up for what had 
been done to black Americans for a century and help bring about 
equality.   

Americans went along with Johnson's policies, many 
assuming they would be temporary.  We made the same mistake 
as Americans who had gone along with allowing the injustice of 
slavery to continue when the Constitution was ratified in 1788, 
believing that slavery would continue only until shortly after 
Congress could ban the slave trade in 1808. 

Johnson's rules of racial discrimination had no projected end 
date associated with them, and there was nothing temporary 
about them.  In fact, most of his racist policies are still in force 
today with no end in sight.  They are almost as well entrenched 
as segregation and racial discrimination against black Americans 
had been prior to civil rights laws. 
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Instead of promoting equal opportunity, Johnson's policies 
focused on equal outcome--a false promise that's incompatible 
with freedom.  In place of freedom, Johnson gave black 
Americans quotas, which apparently looked good to many after 
100 years of repression.  

Using the law to enforce racial discrimination is wrong 
regardless of the identities of victims or intended beneficiaries.  
It hasn't solved the problems of black Americans because 
discrimination doesn't help anyone except those who use it to 
manipulate others.  

As the Republicans who had gone along with Johnson's 
actions began to wake up and face the truth, they opposed 
expanding his rules of racial discrimination.  The party of 
slavery and segregation responded by falsely accusing 
Republicans of racism and bigotry. 

Mass media painted Republicans as opponents of civil rights 
and Democrats as champions of the cause in the minds of many 
Americans.  The truth didn't matter to them, and it apparently 
hasn't mattered much since.    

What an incredible reversal!  The party created to oppose 
slavery, that put the 13th, 14th, and 15th Amendments in place, 
opposed segregation, racial discrimination and lynching, led the 
way to equal voting rights and school desegregation, and voted 
overwhelmingly for the Civil Rights and Voting Rights Acts, 
was painted as a party of racists and bigots. 

Many Americans were persuaded that the former party of 
slavery and segregation had suddenly and magically changed to 
have the best interests of black Americans at heart.  The truth 
was that Lyndon Johnson had contrived a way for his party to 
"own" the voting power of black Americans for the first time in 
100 years.  

Slave owners had owned three-fifths (60 percent) of the 
voting power of their slaves, who were not allowed to vote, 
because three-fifths of the slave population was counted in 
determining numbers of House seats and presidential electors for 
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each State.  But since LBJ's presidency, Democrats have owned 
90-95 percent of the votes of black Americans.    

Unfortunately for the freedom of all Americans, their votes 
have been used to support unlimited federal government and 
unlimited government control over everyone.  

Does this mean black Americans of the 1960s are to blame 
for our loss of freedom today because they supported LBJ's 
policies?  Absolutely not.  They had been the victims of abuse.  
It's human nature that an abused person wants to believe the 
abuser has changed.   

LBJ's rules of racial discrimination have separated 
Americans by race ever since he created them.  They've made 
race an issue in hiring, college admissions, and everything else 
touched by government.  King and other true champions of civil 
rights won their battle by demanding equal rights under the law, 
not a new version of inequality.   

Directly opposing MLK's dream of black and white 
Americans judging each other by the content of their character, 
Johnson guaranteed that judgment by race would continue for 
many more years.  

The time has long passed for all Americans to understand 
that government support of racial discrimination is wrong.  It's 
harmful to all of us, and it won't solve our problems.   
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Chapter 21 
 

War on Freedom 
 

Expanding Socialism in the United States 
With roughly two-thirds majorities in Congress during his 

entire presidency, LBJ ignored the constitutional limits that 
protected our freedom.  He called his programs the "War on 
Poverty" and "The Great Society."  Together, they constituted a 
powerful all-out War on Freedom, expanding government 
control far beyond FDR's levels. 

Johnson and Congress created the Medicare and Medicaid 
entitlements which led directly to the wild upward spiral in 
medical costs for all Americans that continues today.  They 
started by establishing the federal government as a middle man 
between millions of Americans and their doctors.   

Raising Social Security taxes and adding Medicare almost 
doubled the payroll taxes that  citizens and their employers had 
been compelled to pay for Social Security.  Medicare and 
Medicaid forced doctors to submit mounds of paperwork, wait 
longer to be paid, and accept significantly less for services 
provided to covered patients. 

Increasing the cost of providing medical care while forcing 
doctors to accept lower payments for serving Medicare and 
Medicaid patients left doctors without much choice but to charge 
higher rates to everyone else.  The cost of medical care to 
everyone not covered by government  began to skyrocket. 

These programs also increased overall medical spending by 
encouraging over-use and abuse of services by patients who 
didn't have to pay for them, further increasing the cost of medical 
care to everyone else.  Following government's lead, insurance 
companies used their financial strength to increase their bullying 
of health care providers, further adding to the upward spiral of 
health care costs.   
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Government involvement in medical care has exploded the 
costs for everyone to the point we've reached today where the 
cost of medical care is so absurdly high that many feel they can't 
afford any medical care without coverage.  Government 
involvement in health care is not just an influence, but the direct 
cause of the problems we face today.  

LBJ expanded welfare and food stamp programs and 
established the Department of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD), which expanded urban slums and Section 8 housing.  He 
built new "projects" in which many, especially black Americans, 
would be trapped for generations.   

His social programs led to the breakdown of families, a rise 
in illegitimate births, and a huge increase in single-parent 
households.  They discouraged beneficiaries from working in 
any legal enterprise, encouraging drug addiction and crime.  
They have endangered public safety, particularly for the poor 
and the elderly, increased the cost of law enforcement, and made 
it more difficult for welfare recipients to escape poverty. 

Instead of following the U.S. Constitution's limits to defend 
freedom, Johnson followed steps laid out in the Communist 
Manifesto for destroying freedom, while he sent troops to 
Vietnam to fight the spread of communism.   

LBJ didn't need to use violent revolution to steal from those 
who were successful.  He corrupted our government's mission of 
protecting freedom, and used the power of our own federal 
government to gain more control.  His promises were popular, 
just as similar promises by revolutionary leaders had been in 
Russia, Germany, China and Cuba.    

Johnson used federal tax dollars to take significant control 
over elementary and secondary schools from the States and to 
increase federal control over higher education.  He signed 
legislation reorganizing the federally-funded Public 
Broadcasting Service (PBS) and National Public Radio (NPR), 
which now broadcast propaganda promoting increased federal 
control. 
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To further increase federal control over individual citizens, 
Johnson and Congress gave us the Gun Control Act of 1968.  To 
make local governments more dependent, they expanded federal 
funding for public works projects, police departments, and art.    
Vietnam War, Draft, and Downfall  

World War II had helped FDR win election to his third and 
fourth terms in 1940 and 1944, but LBJ's conduct of the War in 
Vietnam had the opposite effect.  It ruined his plans for re-
election in 1968, which had previously seemed a foregone 
conclusion. 

United States military forces in Vietnam were clearly 
superior, and won almost every major battle.  But the limits LBJ 
placed on our military commanders prevented our troops from 
winning the war.  Protests against the military draft and the war 
mounted.   

The most powerful man in the world couldn't withdraw from 
the war and allow himself to be a seen as a loser, so he kept 
drafting American boys into the military and sending them to 
fight in a war that he had no plan to win.    

He also couldn't allow himself to be defeated in his bid to 
run for re-election at his party's national convention by anti-war 
candidate Eugene McCarthy, or by Robert Kennedy, brother of 
the only man who had ever defeated LBJ on a national stage.  

Instead of ending the War in Vietnam, Johnson avoided the 
risk of public political defeat by withdrawing from his race for 
re-election.  

 
 

 
 
 
 
 



 84 

Chapter 22 
 

The Rise of Mass Media Propaganda 
 
In countries ruled by dictators or other absolute rulers, 

freedom of the press isn't much of an issue.  It simply doesn't 
exist.  Freedom of speech and the press can't exist in such 
countries because they would threaten the ability of the rulers to 
maintain control.  Is the press free today in Iran, China, Russia, 
or North Korea? 

The press helped Americans gain independence, and our 
founders understood its power.  Freedom to criticize our leaders 
and express ideas they don't like are important keys to 
maintaining our freedom. 

The people of China, Russia, Cuba, and other countries 
rebelled against despots many years after Americans did, but 
they gained neither freedom nor justice.  As soon as they 
overthrew those rulers, their communist revolutionary leaders 
established governments more oppressive than the ones they 
replaced.  

To maintain control, the communist leaders and their 
successors have kept their victims unarmed, under strict police 
control, uninformed, and misinformed by propaganda.   

They don't allow criticism of their policies.  Information that 
might generate criticism is ignored, distorted, or blocked.  
Certain words can't be used.  "News" that purposely distorts and 
misrepresents the facts is fabricated or spun to generate support.  
Media propaganda is one of their main tools of control.  

During the 1960s and 1970s, Americans heard stories about 
the shameful way communist governments controlled the media 
in their countries to make sure the people could read and hear 
only what the government wanted them to know.  

Americans ridiculed the strange and shallow communist 
media propaganda from those countries.  At the same time, the 
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United States free press was voluntarily transforming itself into a 
propaganda machine to help politicians here destroy freedom and 
gain the same type of control.     

The ability of television and radio news broadcasts to 
influence public opinion increased during the 1960s.  Combined 
with newspapers and magazines, they evolved into a much more 
powerful mass media force that continues to dominate "news 
reporting" today.  

The strength of that influence attracted many new journalists 
who wanted to end the war in Vietnam and solve all our 
problems through government.  Many had good intentions, but 
little or no understanding of our country's history, the principles 
of freedom, or the U.S. Constitution. 

Since the 1960s, mass media propaganda has promoted 
social welfare programs and other attempts by the federal 
government to control our lives--often demanding increased 
federal control to correct perceived injustices and anything else 
that offends liberals.   

Mass media has supported tax increases, opposed attempts to 
limit taxes, and bewailed proposed spending cuts as attempts to 
starve children, senior citizens, and "the poor." 

The focus of newspaper articles has changed from news to 
propaganda.  Opinions of editors appear in large type, called 
headlines, above articles which may or may not have anything to 
do with them, occasionally making statements completely 
opposing them.  

The focus of many broadcast news stories is on 
entertainment, sports, and advice about how to live our lives.  
Game shows, comedies, reality shows, and sports programs that 
fill the gaps between the propaganda blasts keep our minds off 
the loss of our freedom.   

Crossover between propaganda and entertainment occurs 
naturally, since many television journalists are just actors 
proficient at reading from teleprompters while appearing to be 
concerned about the subject matter. 
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Chapter 23 
 

Supreme Court Destruction of the Constitution  
 
The entire United States government, led by Congress, the 

President, and the Supreme Court, exists only by authority of the 
U.S. Constitution.  It created all the positions they hold, and gave 
them all the legitimate authority they possess.   

The people and States granted limited powers to the federal 
government they created to secure and defend their own freedom 
and enable them to pass the benefits of freedom on to their 
descendants. 

The people of the United States have many rights, flowing 
from our natural God-given freedom as humans.  State 
governments also have many rights, derived from the consent of 
the governed within their states.  But the federal government of 
the United States legitimately has only specific rights, power, 
and authority--only those granted to it by the people and States 
through ratification of the U.S. Constitution and its amendments. 

Our founders carefully limited the powers they granted to the 
United States government. They didn't grant the federal 
government any power to limit their speech, freedom of the 
press, freedom of religion, or their most basic right--the right to 
defend themselves against anyone who would take away their 
freedom, their lives, or their property.   

Although the Constitution didn't grant the federal 
government any such powers, citizens demanded amendments as 
additional guarantees.  The first ten amendments were written  to 
guarantee that the U.S. government would not interfere with 
their rights by assuming powers they had not specifically granted 
to it. 

By limiting the power of the federal government, the 
Constitution has protected our individual freedom and made it 
possible for Americans to create the prosperity and way of life 
we enjoy today.  To ensure that the limits remain in place to 
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protect citizens from our own federal government, Article VI of 
the United States Constitution states,  

 
 "...The Senators and Representatives before        

 mentioned, and the Members of the several State 
 Legislatures, and all executive and judicial Officers, 
 both of the United States and of the several States,  
 shall be bound by Oath or Affirmation, to support      
 this Constitution..." 

 
Each Justice serving on the Supreme Court and each of our 

elected officials has sworn or affirmed that he or she will "bear 
full faith and allegiance" to the U.S. Constitution. 

But despite their oaths of office, members of Congress and 
presidents have increasingly ignored the U.S. Constitution's 
limits on federal power since the 1930s, and the Supreme Court 
has destroyed much of the Constitution's ability to protect 
freedom. 
Supreme Court Places Unconstitutional Limits on Individual 
Freedom 

The Supreme Court began unconstitutionally limiting the 
rights of all citizens during the late 1800s in order to justify 
limiting the rights of black Americans as citizens after 
ratification of the 14th Amendment.  In rulings against the 14th 
Amendment, the Court used one contrived justification after 
another to keep Jim Crow laws in force, keep black Americans 
unarmed, and keep them from voting for Republicans. 

The Supreme Court also began to ignore the fact that the first 
ten amendments were written to provide guarantees that the 
federal government wouldn't assume powers not granted to 
infringe upon the rights of  States and citizens.  

Instead, Justices have increasingly "interpreted" the first ten 
amendments as if they had been written to create, define, and 
limit our rights.  Supported by flawed Supreme Court rulings, the 
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legislative and executive branches have increasingly infringed 
upon State and individual rights.  
Supreme Court Rules Against the Constitution to Remove 
Limits on Federal Power 

Despite flawed rulings of the Court that wrongfully limited 
the rights of States and citizens, the limits on the powers granted 
to Congress were well understood for 148 years from 1788 until 
1936.  Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution begins, 

 
 "The Congress shall have the Power To lay and collect 

 Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the Debts  
 and provide for the common Defence and general 
 Welfare of the United States; but all Duties, Imposts  
 and Excises shall be uniform throughout the United 
 States;" 

 
Section 8 continues with the list of all the specific powers 

granted to Congress in order to provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States.  All of them were for 
the general welfare of all citizens, not for just one group of 
citizens or one State. 

In their 1936 U.S. v Butler decision,  the Court ruled 
correctly that provisions of the 1933 Agricultural Adjustment 
Act were unconstitutional, but went on to make the incredible 
new "discovery" that the words "general welfare" conferred a 
power separate and distinct from those enumerated, empowering 
Congress to spend money for any public purpose considered to 
be for the general welfare of the country.   

The Constitution did not grant any such power, and did not 
give the Supreme Court authority to grant such power.  If this 
contrived justification for unlimited federal spending, power, and 
taxation were true, there would have been no reason to 
enumerate the specific powers granted to Congress. 

The Supreme Court's ruling in the Butler case and their 
ruling under duress in the 1937 Helvering v. Davis case, 
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discussed in Chapter 17, have given politicians false justification 
for transforming the United Sates from a land of freedom to a 
land of unlimited government control.  

 
 "Congress has not unlimited powers to provide for the 

 general welfare, but only those specifically enumerated." 
 --Thomas Jefferson, Letter to Albert Gallatin, 1817 

 
Since the Butler decision, the Supreme Court has ignored the 

U.S. Constitution, the U.S. Declaration of Independence, and 
other writings of our founders who created those documents, to 
rule repeatedly that the federal government possesses powers 
that were never granted to it by the people and the States.  

Presidents and members of Congress have proven they will 
ignore the Constitution to whatever extent they find it 
inconvenient, and to whatever extent the Supreme Court fails to 
uphold it. 

Our elected officials keep promising they'll solve all our 
problems for us if we just give them a little more power, and a 
little more, and a little more, and then just a little bit more power.  
But their authority is limited by the Constitution, and Supreme 
Court justices are sworn to base their rulings upon it. 

Supreme Court Justices have repeatedly ruled against the 
Constitution that created their own authority, giving politicians 
false legal cover to destroy our freedom.  Together they have 
perverted the basic purpose of our government.  Instead of 
protecting our freedom, our federal government has gradually 
become the main force destroying freedom. 
Supreme Court Places Precedents and Other Laws        
Above the U.S. Constitution 

The Supreme Court's only purpose and the only legitimate 
authority it has is to make judgments necessary to apply the law 
correctly.  The Supreme Court has authority to rule only within 
the limits of the Constitution that created it.  It was not granted 
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any power to change the Constitution "with the times" or as the 
Justices see fit.   

The U.S. Supreme Court was also not granted authority to 
change the U.S. Constitution as English courts have changed 
their unwritten constitution under the tradition of English 
Common Law.  Our founders fought a long and devastating war 
to free themselves from England and its courts, and they 
established a written Constitution to protect our freedom.   

No provision in the Constitution allows rulings by the 
Supreme Court to hold a higher position of authority than the 
Constitution itself.  The U.S. Constitution is absolutely a higher 
authority than words of the Supreme Court Justices whose power 
it created.  

By ignoring the U.S. Constitution to rule according to its 
own previous decisions, called precedents, the Supreme Court 
wrongfully places its own authority above that of the 
Constitution, and rules against the law that created the Court.   

When the Supreme Court rules that the Constitution's clearly 
written grants of limited powers to Congress do not limit those 
powers, the Court rules against the law that created its own 
authority.  Without the Constitution, the Court's rulings would be 
based upon no authority whatsoever. 

The primary author of our Declaration of Independence saw 
this problem coming many years ago.  Thomas Jefferson wrote 
in an 1821 letter to Charles Hammond, 

 
 "The germ of dissolution of our federal government is   

 in the constitution of the federal judiciary; an 
 irresponsible body, (for impeachment is scarcely a 
 scare-crow) working like gravity by night and by day, 
 gaining a little today and a little tomorrow, and 
 advancing its noiseless step like a thief, over the field    
 of jurisdiction, until all shall be usurped from the States, 
 and the government of all be consolidated into one."  
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Of course, Jefferson was correct.  Threat of impeachment 
has not caused Supreme Court Justices to rule according to the 
Constitution, but it's pretty clear that President Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt's threats intimidated them into ruling against it.  

If Jefferson were alive to see what the Supreme Court has 
done to the Constitution, he would almost certainly demand that 
Justices who rule directly against the Constitution be impeached 
and removed from office.   

The Constitution states that Justices "shall hold their Offices 
during good Behaviour," but violating one's oath of office is not 
"good behaviour."  Justices who violate their oath can and should 
be impeached and removed from office.  

Ratification of the 13th, 14th, and 15th Amendments 
repaired the flaw of slavery within in the U.S. Constitution.  
Ironically, the Supreme Court has replaced slavery as the most 
outstanding flaw in our system of government since then.   
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Chapter 24 
 

The Massive Lie of Social Security 
 

United States Presidents, Senators, Representatives, and 
federal bureaucrats have lied to us over and over about Social 
Security since its beginning in 1936.  Their lies have been so 
convincing, so reassuring, and repeated with such frequency that 
much of what Americans think we know about Social Security is 
incorrect. 

First, our Social Security retirement fund doesn't have any 
money in it to pay benefits, because there is no fund.  It exists 
only on paper.  Social Security is a massive tax, originally  
justified by a promise of retirement benefit payments to the 
relatively few Americans who lived past age 65 in the 1930s.  
Congress spends all the money generated by this tax and much, 
much more.   

Second, despite a flawed Supreme Court ruling to the 
contrary, Congress had no constitutional authority to establish 
Social Security, and the Supreme Court has ruled twice that 
Congress is not legally obliged to make any payments to 
beneficiaries.     

Third, the Social Security System is not close to bankruptcy.  
It's effectively bankrupt already.  Every future payment depends 
on borrowed money and future tax collections. 
How Long Will the Social Security Fund Last? 

There is no fund, no "lockbox," and no money in reserve for 
Social Security retirement benefits.  The Social Security lockbox 
federal officials talk about is an accounting spreadsheet backed 
only by their IOUs.  The money isn't there. Congress has spent 
the money year after year on whatever they think will get them 
re-elected.  

The IOUs are promises to pay benefits from taxes the federal 
government will take by force of law from us, our children, and 
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grandchildren--until federal policies wipe out the ability of our 
children and grandchildren to pay.  With our government 
borrowing about 40 percent of everything it pays out today, that 
day has arrived.  But we're told repeatedly that it's 40, 30, 20, or 
18 years away. 
Not a Retirement Fund, But a Tax and an Unenforceable 
Promise to Pay  

Social Security is not a retirement pension fund and it never 
has been, even though it's called that to make it sound more 
legitimate.  It's basically a welfare program.   

One of its goals was to reduce the work force, opening jobs 
by giving older workers an incentive to retire.  It was funded by 
skimming 2 percent, gradually rising to 6 percent, off every 
American worker's pay.  Including Medicare, it now takes 15.3 
percent of the first $106,000 each American earns annually--
whether you make $1,000 or $100,000.  

Federal officials deceive us by calling Social Security taxes 
contributions to a retirement fund and hide the extent of this 
massive tax through deceptive accounting that shows only the 
half taken directly from us and hides the other half taken from 
our employers.  But every dollar from both sources is money that 
employers are paying for our work.  It's all money that we earn 
and that they are obliged to pay for our work. 

If Social Security had been set up as a retirement fund within 
the rules Congress requires of legitimate retirement funds, there 
would be a real fund and the benefits retirees receive from it 
would be much higher overall, regardless of stock market 
fluctuations.  But our accounts are just promises to pay--many 
millions of unenforceable promises to pay.  

Among the false promises of Social Security were that 
account numbers would not be used for identification, and that 
the maximum cost would never exceed $180 per year per 
taxpayer ($90 from the worker, and $90 from the employer).  
When the maximum cost is reached, the promise continued, "... 
you and your employer will each pay 3 cents on each dollar you 
earn, up to $3,000 a year....That is the most you will ever pay."       
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System Illegitimate, Under No Obligation to Pay Benefits 

The United States government has never had legitimate 
authority under the Constitution to create or operate Social 
Security or any other welfare program.  The U.S. Constitution 
granted only limited powers to the federal government, and the 
power to control Americans through a Social Security system 
was not among them.   

The absurd Supreme Court ruling in the 1936 Butler case 
effectively held that the U.S. Constitution gave Congress almost 
unlimited authority over U.S. citizens.  If it had, there wouldn't 
have been any reason to enumerate the powers granted to 
Congress. 

The words of the Constitution are written in plain English 
for anyone to read, and they do not grant Congress any such 
authority.  That was clearly understood from 1788 to 1936.  
They also don't grant Supreme Court authority to amend the 
Constitution through rulings.  

James Madison, primary author of the U.S. Constitution and 
fourth U.S. president said, "Charity is no part of the legislative 
duty of the government." 

Americans were told that the federal government would set 
up a separate account for each person who paid, and that the 
benefit checks would come to them as a right.  These promises 
have been repeated many times, but the Supreme Court has ruled 
that the federal government is under no obligation to pay 
benefits.    

The U.S. Supreme Court ruled in Helvering v. Davis in 1937 
and again in Flemming v. Nestor in 1960 that Americans have no 
legal right to receive Social Security retirement benefits.  The 
Court noted that Social Security taxes are paid into the Treasury 
like other Internal Revenue taxes with no earmarks whatsoever, 
and that any right of taxpayers to receive benefit payments 
would rob the federal government of "flexibility." 
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Despite Supreme Court rulings, the victims of this massive 
government fraud who have paid taxes into a non-existent 
retirement fund for the last 75 years absolutely do have a 
legitimate claim.  We can't let the federal government ignore that 
obligation  

This fraud cannot continue in its current state.  The problem 
has been building for a long time, but our current President and 
many current members of Congress have made it much worse 
and placed benefit payments to every current and future recipient 
in danger.   
Already Bankrupt 

The U.S. government is borrowing and spending $1.3 trillion 
more than it's taking in each year and has accumulated a $16 
trillion national debt.  That's to a personal debt of over $52 
thousand for each man, woman, and child in the United States. 

In 1950, there were 16 workers paying Social Security taxes 
for each retiree receiving payments.  Today, there are fewer than 
3, and that number is shrinking. 

Individual Republicans have warned for the last 30 years that 
the system is unsustainable without changes, but they've been 
shouted down by Democrat leaders who tell retirees there's no 
problem.  Mass media propaganda smears anyone who publicly 
admits the truth by accusing him of trying to steal retirement 
benefits from people who have paid the taxes all their lives. 

Some Republicans have recently compared Social Security 
to a Ponzi scheme, but it's actually worse than that.  Fraudulent 
Ponzi schemes hurt their victims, but are at least recognized as 
illegal.  The number of victims is limited, as the schemes 
eventually run dry and collapse when new victims cease to be 
fooled. 

Many Americans have ceased to be fooled by this Ponzi 
scheme, but our government plans to make our children and our 
grandchildren keep paying more and more forever.  If we keep 
ignoring this problem, the collapse of Social Security will harm 
all Americans, and may lead to the total collapse of our federal 
government. 
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Chapter 25 
 

The Transition From Freedom to Socialism 
 
In the Communist Manifesto, Karl Marx criticized socialists 

like the ones who have been leading the United States away from 
freedom since the 1930s.  He described them as the rich and 
powerful of society who wanted to maintain their relative wealth, 
power, and elite positions, but make people at the bottom of 
society quit hating them.   

Marx wrote that Democratic Socialists wanted the 
advantages of what communists saw as social justice without the 
struggles and danger.  They were members of the "bourgeoisie" 
class, who wanted to implement communism only partially to 
protect themselves from losing all they had to the "proletariat" 
class through full implementation. 

They embraced popular communist "reforms," using the 
force of government to appease the lower class just enough to 
protect their own wealth and power.  Marx criticized them for 
not fully embracing communism, but he saw them as sometimes 
useful in preparing a country for communism. 

Presidents Theodore Roosevelt, Woodrow Wilson, and 
Herbert Hoover violated the Constitution's limits, but our 
country's transition from a constitutional republic to a socialist 
democracy took off under President Franklin Delano Roosevelt. 
FDR Through LBJ Years 1933-1969 

FDR, Congress, and the Supreme Court permanently broke 
down constitutional limits on federal power during the Great 
Depression, and FDR governed as one of the Democratic 
Socialists Marx had described.  After FDR, the growth of federal 
control continued at a slower pace through the Truman, 
Eisenhower, and Kennedy years until the actions of Lyndon 
Johnson caused it to accelerate. 
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Although many had been kept from voting, black Americans 
had traditionally supported Republicans, who had ended slavery 
and worked for their voting rights.  Union leaders had 
traditionally supported Democrats because segregation protected 
union members from having to compete with black Americans 
for jobs. 

LBJ persuaded black Americans that Democrats had 
suddenly and magically changed to have their interests at heart, 
and persuaded union leaders that they hadn't changed.  He gained 
the new black votes that his party had suppressed for 100 years, 
while retaining union votes and campaign funds to create a 
coalition that has since dominated elections. 

LBJ resumed breaking down limits and expanding federal 
power where FDR had left off. 

But Johnson left turmoil in his wake when he abandoned his 
race for re-election in 1968.  

Race riots followed the murder of Martin Luther King, Jr. in 
April.  Robert F. Kennedy was murdered in June, after winning 
the Democratic Party primary election in California.   

Protests over the war and the military draft turned into 
violent clashes with police during the Democratic National 
Convention in August.  Some protest leaders turned their war 
opposition into a struggle to defeat the United States and our 
way of life.   

Our freedom has always depended on our military forces 
who risk their lives to protect ours.  Almost every soldier in 
Vietnam, whether he was drafted or volunteered, did  his best to 
serve our country as directed by the President.  But some 
protesters attacked our troops as cold-blooded murderers, and 
treated them as if they were our enemies. 

Violent terrorists including the Weathermen, led by our 
current president's friend Bill Ayers, bombed federal buildings.  
Black Panthers and other militant racists thrived on racial hatred.  
Community organizers followed the methods of radical 
organizer and writer Saul Alinsky.  The lasting coalition inspired 
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by Johnson favored his domestic federal control policies, but 
deplored the U.S. military and any use of military force. 
One Party System / Two Party System 

Since Johnson's five plus years as President, Democrats have 
effectively maintained control of Congress, even when they 
haven't held majorities in both Houses, by building a huge 
federal bureaucracy that perpetuates its own growth.  During the 
26 years from 1955 until 1981, Democrats continuously held 
majorities in both the Senate and the House of Representatives.  
Growth of federal control and spending were never in doubt. 

Republicans in Congress came to accept that there would 
never be any serious question about whether federal spending 
and power would grow or shrink, but only about how much 
government would grow.  A few Republicans helped it grow. 

Even when Republicans held majorities in both Houses in 
the mid-1990s and cut the growth of some large federal 
programs enough to briefly balance the budget, federal spending 
and federal control continued to grow.  Democrats have driven 
the growth, but so-called "moderate" Republicans have helped 
them expand the federal government. 

As our federal government has continuously grown, our 
freedom has consistently shrunk.  
Richard Nixon - Gerald Ford Years 1969 - 1977    

President Richard Milhous Nixon reduced waste from 
federal grants, but States were still required to follow federal 
dictates.  He desegregated schools in the South, finally pulled 
our troops out of Vietnam, and established trade with China. 

But he also imposed wage and price controls and a 55 mph 
speed limit, and ended convertibility of U.S. currency to gold.  
After his cover-up of the Watergate political scandal, which 
would have probably been laughed off under LBJ, he resigned.   

As President Gerald Ford finished Nixon's term, federal 
control over commerce, education, and health care continued to 
increase. 
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Jimmy Carter Years 1977-1981 
President James Earl Carter and Congress expanded the 

Departments of Energy and Education into cabinet-level 
bureaucracies and established EPA control over the States.  Their 
Civil Service Act made federal bureaucrats even less responsive 
to citizens.  They increased business regulations and costs, 
replaced lost jobs with government make-work jobs, increased 
federal spending, and left us with double-digit inflation and 
interest rates. 

Carter cancelled military pay raises, gave away the Panama 
Canal, and damaged national security with his incompetent 
handling of the Iranian hostage crisis.  
Ronald Reagan Years 1981 - 1989 

President Ronald Wilson Reagan restored national security.  
His election prompted the Muslim terrorist regime in Iran to 
release 52 American hostages who had been held for 444 days.  
His defense build-up and nuclear missile defense plan, ridiculed 
in mass media as a "Star Wars" fantasy, were instrumental in the 
collapse of the Soviet Union. 

Reagan persuaded Congress to cut taxes and back off 
overregulation of business, which increased federal tax revenues.  
He couldn't persuade them to cut spending, but he could have 
done more to eliminate waste.  Deficits and the national debt 
grew.  His support for forcing States to raise the drinking age to 
21 violated the limits of federal power.   
George H.W. Bush Years 1989-1993 

President George H.W. Bush pledged not to raise taxes and 
proposed spending cuts to balance the budget, but Congress 
demanded spending increases.  Despite his brilliant leadership in 
the Gulf War in Iraq, Bush lost re-election for caving in to 
Congress on their tax increase, as Democrat Ross Perot won 19 
percent of the vote running as a third party candidate.  Bush's 
treaty to end the war with Iraq went unenforced by his successor. 
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Bill Clinton Years 1993-2001 
President William Jefferson Clinton took office in1993, and 

foreign Muslim terrorists bombed the World Trade Center in 
New York a month later.  Clinton treated their act of foreign 
aggression as a domestic crime.   

When an American religious fanatic refused to surrender to 
police in a standoff at a ranch in Waco, Texas a few weeks later, 
his administration claimed federal jurisdiction and launched 
attacks that killed 80 members of the sect and four federal 
agents. 

Clinton and Congress raised taxes, increased business costs 
and regulations, made voter fraud easier, and tightened gun 
control.  His first two years inspired Americans to elect the first 
Republican House majority in 40 years and a Republican Senate 
majority.  He signed their balanced federal budget and a 
significant welfare reform bill, but the Supreme Court struck 
down their Line Item Veto bill.  

Clinton's weak response to the World Trade Center bombing, 
failure to enforce the treaty with Iraq, haphazard use of military 
force in Somalia, and ineffective actions in other parts of Africa 
persuaded terrorist leader Osama bin Laden and Iraqi dictator 
Saddam Hussein that our national defense was weak.   

President Clinton was impeached in 1998 for perjury and 
obstruction of justice, but the Senate did not remove him from 
office. 
George W. Bush Years 2001-2009 

President George W. Bush began rebuilding military 
strength, cut taxes, and proposed partial privatization to reduce 
Congressional misspending of Social Security taxes.  

Following eight years of negligent national defense, foreign 
Muslim terrorists attacked New York City on September 11, 
2001.  Bush set out to hunt them down and defeat the repressive 
Taliban rulers of Afghanistan who had hosted their training 
camps. 
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Iraqi dictator Saddam Hussein, who used rape, murder, 
mutilation, and chemical weapons against his own people, 
offered the terrorists new training facilities.  Intelligence services 
believed he had nuclear weapons or soon would.  When he 
blocked weapons inspections required by treaty, Bush sent U.S. 
troops to end his reign of terror and force compliance.  

Bush's actions shifted the battleground from U.S. soil to 
Afghanistan and Iraq, and have prevented another major attack 
on U.S. soil even since he left office.  But establishing stability 
and freedom in those countries cost many U.S. lives and dollars.  
Democrats promoted surrender.  After they regained control of 
Congress, Hillary Clinton and other Senators publicly shrieked 
insults at our military leaders and worked against U.S. forces. 

Bush and Congress ignored the limits of federal power in the 
Patriot Act, although some of its provisions were needed to 
overcome treatment of foreign terrorists as citizens by U.S. 
courts.  Bush expanded federal bureaucracy by creating the 
Transportation Safety Administration (TSA), expanded 
Medicare, and promoted high risk mortgage lending.     

Excessive federal taxation, spending, and control over 
commerce all contributed to the mortgage loan crisis and 
recession of 2008.  Bush and Congress reacted with $168 billion 
in "stimulus" spending, federal takeover of two government-
sponsored mortgage lending enterprises, and $700 billion to bail 
out private financial institutions at the expense of taxpayers.  

Some of these reactions were similar to the reactions of 
Hoover and Congress to the stock market crash almost eighty 
years earlier. 
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Chapter 26 
 

  Control by Mass Media 
 
How do we know what's going on in our city, our state, our 

country, or the world?  Mass media news flows to us through the 
televisions in our living rooms, the radios in our cars, our 
newspapers, phones and computers.  These news sources also 
provide entertainment. 

We invite mass media into our homes, spend billions on 
devices that bring it to us, and carry it with us everywhere we go.  
Its constant presence gives it so much power over us that 
advertisers spend many billions of dollars to use it as a 
battleground for influence over our personal buying decisions. 

Marketing and advertising professionals use repetition and 
frequency in mass media to make us believe their messages.  If 
we hear 50 times every day that a particular car dealer has the 
lowest prices and best service, we begin to believe it, whether it's 
true or not. Enough mass media repetition and frequency can 
make us believe almost anything. 

Because we give mass media so much power over us, it 
has been used to control us for many years.   

The actors who read us the news and the editors who write 
the headlines can make us believe almost anything the people 
behind the scenes want us to believe.  They can build scoundrels 
into heroes and tear down heroes until we think they're 
scoundrels.   

After they make us think whatever they want us to, they 
often brag about how they've fooled us with follow-up stories 
that begin with "Most Americans now believe that..."  

Some people complain that our press is biased, but that's not 
accurate.  Bias describes a preference or leaning toward one side 
of an issue.  Bias implies discussion, inclusion or representation 
of more than one point of view.  But only one point of view is 
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represented in our daily newspapers and on three of the four 
main broadcast networks today.    

That view is evident in the way reporters attack anyone who 
supports limits on federal government, and also in the choice of 
topics covered.  Mass media propagandists decide what news to 
report and what news to ignore or bury.  Even on the fourth 
major network, the choice of topics often follows the other three. 

Men like multi-billionaire George Soros, who has made his 
contempt for individual freedom clear, spend millions of their 
own dollars to impose their will upon Americans through news 
anchors, politicians, and others who apparently believe that 
government control, not freedom, is the solution to all our 
problems.    

Their propaganda organizations have names that sound 
civic-minded, impartial, and almost innocent.  Media Matters, 
the Center for American Progress, MoveOn.org, and other 
organizations monitor media they can't control, then attack 
people who deliver information that's inconvenient to their 
agenda.  

They can't yet exercise complete control over the news, but 
they're working on it.  Their supporters have tried to silence 
dissent through the so-called Fairness Doctrine, but the 
opposition to such blatant censorship has shifted their focus to 
using other administrative tools to censor those who disagree 
with them.    

Propaganda mills flood internet and print media with 
fabricated fact-checks, engineered opinion polls, distortions, 
half-truths, and outright lies by sending them directly to national 
and local news organizations that present them as unbiased truth.   

Their work is distributed to members of Congress, 
administration officials, candidates, and many other potential 
newsmakers.  When the President, administration officials, or 
members of Congress repeat their talking points, often word for 
word, mass media plays back their comments incessantly, while 
ignoring those who disagree. 
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Media propagandists use the playground technique of calling 
names, labeling anyone whose honesty offends them as a liar or 
"misinformer."  Anyone who promotes global warming hysteria 
is a "scientist," and anyone who doesn't is a "global warming 
denier."  They call themselves "journalists," and label George 
Soros a "progressive philanthropist."   

Republicans and others who advocate limited government 
and fiscal responsibility are characterized as divisive, extreme, 
partisan, out of step, mean-spirited obstructionists who want 
children and old people to die.  They called Republicans and tea 
party members "nuts" for demanding budget and spending cuts 
during a debt ceiling increase debate. 

Tea Party members advocating limited government, fiscal 
responsibility, and free markets are labeled "racists" and 
"terrorists" by media, while the President and members of 
Congress who destroy freedom are portrayed as honest and 
dedicated public officials. 

During the 2008 presidential campaign, mass media 
propagandists slapped Republican vice presidential candidate 
Governor Sarah Palin every day with confrontational questions 
designed to uncover the slightest mistakes in her answers, and 
then played them over and over.  They avoided asking Senator 
Obama questions he didn't want to answer, but when he told 
them he was campaigning in all 57 states, they quickly buried the 
story.  

The difference between the questions asked of Republican 
and Democrat candidates in interviews and press conferences is 
often described as hardball vs. softball, but it goes far beyond 
that.  Republicans are greeted in an adversarial and 
confrontational manner with insults and accusations, while 
Democrats are treated as media heroes by adoring fans.  During 
the 2008 campaign, candidate Obama was asked if he even had 
any weaknesses. 

During the 2012 primary campaign, mass media 
propagandists concentrated their character assassination 
techniques on one Republican candidate after another, attacking 
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candidates who scared them until each was defeated.  Now that 
former Governor Mitt Romney has won the nomination, articles 
and news reports will disparage his Mormon faith, distort his 
stands on issues, and fabricate false accusations against him. 

When a Republican candidate anywhere makes a stupid or 
offensive comment, the media treats it as a national crisis.  But 
when Vice President Joseph Biden says that Republicans want to 
put black Americans back in chains, no one even asks him if he 
knew that the slave owners and segregationists were Democrats 
or that Republicans freed the slaves. 

While President George W. Bush was in office, every gas 
price increase, rise in unemployment, interest rate increase, or 
other negative economic news was repeatedly reported as a crisis 
and blamed on him until its impact wore down.  With President 
Obama in office, negative economic news--especially about 
problems that he and Democrats in Congress have directly 
caused--is barely mentioned and seldom repeated. 

Media propagandists recognize that irresponsible 
overspending has caused our dangerous and deepening financial 
crisis.  So they tell us that the people trying to stop the spending 
are causing the looming disaster.  They depict tea party members 
and other conservatives who want to stop the spending spree as 
dangerous lunatics who want to destroy our nation, while they 
portray our overspending President as fiscally responsible. 

For 100 years after the Civil War, the main force Democrats 
used to intimidate black Americans and scare them away from 
voting for Republicans, especially in the South, was the Ku Klux 
Klan.  Today, media propaganda provides a more effective way 
to control all Americans without violent terrorism.  It has 
effectively replaced the KKK as the enforcement arm of the 
Democrat party.   

What was once our free press has been transformed into a 
propaganda machine for unlimited government control, much 
like those used to control people in China, North Korea, and 
Cuba.. 
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Chapter 27 
 

An Inconvenient and Destructive Hoax 
 
In Salem, Massachusetts during the 1600s, any troubling 

phenomenon that couldn't be easily explained was blamed on 
witchcraft.  The "moral leaders" of the community used rumors, 
lies, and shaky evidence to frighten people and make them feel 
threatened, then put women accused of being witches to death to 
prove whether or not they were guilty.   

Today, advocates of unlimited government power blame 
troubling natural phenomena on man-made global warming.  
They claim moral leadership as they use rumors, lies, and junk 
science to frighten people and make them  feel threatened, in 
order to justify their putting our industries, our economy, and our 
freedom to death to prove whether or not man-made global 
warming is guilty.  

Junk science is what you get when you notice or fabricate a 
problem, decide where you want to place the blame for it, and 
then pay charlatans with science degrees to "prove" the blame 
belongs there.  If we pay such "scientists" enough federal tax 
dollars, they can prove almost anything. 

Fabrications and distortions in their "evidence" have been 
exposed, but they just shrug it off and persist.  Mass media 
propagandists lie frequently and repeatedly that scientists have 
proven beyond a doubt that man-made pollution from the United 
States is the cause of global warming that imminently threatens 
our survival.  Many believe them. 

Are we warming or cooling?  It doesn't matter to the 
promoters of this modern hoax.  Their purpose is to scare people 
into giving them more control.  Junk science warned us 40 years 
ago of impending doom from global cooling, but now it's global 
warming.  The facts don't matter as long as they can be used to 
scare people.   
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Real science tells us that many dramatic natural changes 
have been taking place on our planet since millions of years 
before humans populated it.  Plates have shifted, mountain 
ranges have formed. Land masses have risen from the sea and 
others have sunk below it.    

Real science tells us that the earth has gone through many 
cycles of warming and cooling over billions of years.  Some 
cycles run 25-30 years, and others run much longer. 

Remember learning about the Ice Age in school?  Yes, it was 
real.   Much of our country was covered by a huge glacier 10,000 
years ago, and some of our largest rivers were created by its 
melting.  What caused the thick cover of ice that blanketed much 
of North America to melt and disappear?  Our cars and SUVs 
didn't cause that.  They didn't exist. 

Scientists say they've recently discovered that the collapse of 
an Antarctic ice sheet 14,000 years ago caused a sudden world-
wide rise in sea level of perhaps 46-60 feet.  That change now 
would be more devastating than most of the worst-case 
predictions of global warming propaganda.  The tsunami in 
Japan and a new island that rose from below the Red Sea last 
year remind us that natural change is still occurring.  
The Absurdity of the Hoax   

It would be absurd to argue that there has been no global 
warming, and equally absurd to argue that man-made pollution is 
harmless to our environment.   

But to claim that scientists have proven beyond any 
reasonable doubt that today's man-made pollution is the cause of 
global warming is more absurd.  To use that claim as 
justification for destroying our economy and prosperity is to 
perpetrate a harmful hoax. 
The Money and Power Behind the Hoax 

Former Vice-President Al Gore, the primary perpetrator of 
the global warming hoax, has raised millions of dollars and 
gained tremendous political power flying around the world in 
fuel-guzzling private jets and riding in parades of limousines to 



 108 

attend global warming conferences and preach against fuel-
guzzling private jets and large automobiles.  

He heats and cools his own huge mansion as he preaches 
against the pollution and waste caused by heating our homes, 
driving our cars, and flying in commercial jets.  So what's the 
real motivation behind this hoax, besides money and personal 
power?  It's to win the battle for unlimited government power 
over economic freedom, also called capitalism. 

Based on this hoax, our President and the U.S Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) are increasing manufacturing costs, 
strangling companies, and killing jobs.  The policies of our 
Democrat leaders ban oil drilling and pipeline construction, force 
the cleanest coal-fired power plants in the world to shut down, 
and keep us dependent on foreign oil. 

All of these actions take money, personal power, and 
freedom from individual citizens and make us more dependent 
upon our increasingly powerful government leaders. 

Marx wrote that the path to gaining complete control 
requires killing capitalism, and his faithful followers are using 
environmental issues as weapons to kill it.   
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Chapter 28 
 

Unlimited Government: 
Unlimited Destruction of Freedom 

  
Freedom doesn't make everything perfect, but it allows every 

individual the opportunity to make things better for himself and 
his family.  Our founders knew that limiting the size and power 
of government was the only way to protect their freedom from 
the people who would be elected and appointed to govern.   

Socialist and communist governments promise to make 
everything fair and equal for everyone and provide everything 
they need.  The harsh reality is that the people are treated as 
pawns for the benefit of their leaders and controlled by social 
engineers who impose their judgment over everyone else's.  

No government can make everything fair and equal for 
everyone or provide for all their needs.  Everyone has a different 
concept of "fair and equal," and too many want to live at the 
expense of others.  Government can only protect freedom or take 
it away.  

The individual freedom, prosperity, and way of life that U.S. 
citizens enjoy has proven what protecting freedom can do for the 
people.  Communist and socialist governments, on the other 
hand, have demonstrated the horrors they can inflict upon the 
people forced to accept living under them: repression, poverty, 
and virtual slavery.   

Stalin killed at least 20 million of his own people to make 
everything perfect and equal for Russians, Mao killed at least 50 
million Chinese people to make everything equal for them, and 
Hitler killed at least 10 million before Americans stopped him 
from making everything perfect and equal for all Germans 
except Jews.  Countless Cubans have died trying to escape since 
Castro made everything perfect and equal for them.   
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European countries currently experiencing economic 
meltdowns, shortages, strikes, and riots are demonstrating right 
now what nearly-unlimited socialist government is doing to 
them.  They're just a few steps ahead of us on their own fast 
track to self-destruction. 
Freedom vs. Control 

The duty of the United States government is to protect our 
freedom, but our leaders have perverted its mission.  As they 
promise to solve more and more of our problems, they progres-
sively destroy our freedom by breaking down the limits of 
federal power.   

They abuse their power in attempting to mold us into their 
vision of who they think we should be.  The following are just a 
few examples of their many abuses. 
Misuse of Our Military Forces 
The purpose of a military force is to break things and kill people 
when necessary to defend freedom, not for troops to serve as 
ambassadors, police, or subjects of social engineering 
experiments.  Our leaders use our troops for these purposes, then 
second-guess their split-second decisions when the soldiers' lives 
are in danger. 
Regulation and Manipulation 

Federal, state, and local contracts contain page after page of 
rules forcing contractors to implement federal social engineering 
plans and goals at the expense of all citizens.   

Our leaders over-regulate most businesses, fail to regulate 
favored companies, and use federal tax dollars to pick winners 
and losers.  

The Federal Reserve uses its power to deceive us by 
manipulating the economy.  If we allow government to gain a 
little more control over us, what we believe won't matter.   
Preventing States From Protecting Our Freedom  

Instead of helping, federal laws and courts interfere with the 
ability of States to protect law-abiding citizens from violent 



 111 

criminals.  They make it almost impossible to execute even the 
worst murderers, cost the states billions of dollars, and then 
allow murderers, rapists, and other violent criminals to 
eventually go free and victimize more people. 
Increasing the Cost of Education and Decreasing the Quality 

The U.S. government has no constitutional authority to fund 
or control education, yet Congress spends billions of tax dollars 
to control education at all levels, increasing the cost and 
decreasing the quality.  Schools teach students that more federal 
spending is the solution to almost every problem, and they spend 
lavishly on social engineering. 

Federal college spending has given us huge new buildings, 
high salaries, much higher tuition, and administrators who don't 
exercise fiscal responsibility because their pay rises with all the 
other spending.  Adjusted for inflation, undergraduate tuition at a 
public university for the 2011-12 school year was more than 
twice what it was 40 years ago.   

Federal spending has made many students unable to afford 
college without federal grants, subsidized student loans, or both.  
Then they face many years of paying off student loans. 
Destroying Neighborhoods Near You 

The federal government has no constitutional responsibility 
or authority over home loans or housing.  The federal mortgage 
loan crisis cost us a trillion tax dollars, and cost U.S. 
homeowners trillions in property value losses.   

The Section 8 Housing Program of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) uses tax dollars against 
citizens to destroy neighborhoods, and empowers federal 
bureaucrats to choose which neighborhoods to destroy. 
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Chapter 29 
 

Unlimited Tax 
 
Unlimited government and unlimited dependence upon 

government require unlimited spending.  Economics Professor 
and author Walter E. Williams, one of our nation's leading voices 
of reason, has pointed out that government doesn't do anything to 
earn money.  We earn it, and government takes the money it 
spends from us.  

The purpose of taxes is to force people pay for things they 
don't want to pay for.  Anyone who wants to pay can simply 
write a check without being taxed.  Limited forced taking of our 
property through taxes is necessary to pay for a government 
strong enough to protect our freedom, but our freedom is 
diminished by every forced taking beyond those limits.   

Through the U.S. Constitution, free citizens of the United 
States granted Congress the power to tax them to pay for the 
limited duties of the federal government.  All the types of taxes 
Congress could levy were specified, and all the duties of the 
federal government that the taxes paid for contributed to the 
general welfare of all U.S. citizens.  

The Constitution would never have been ratified if it had 
granted Congress unlimited spending power and allowed the 
federal government to make citizens pay for whatever Congress 
happened to think was a good idea for everyone at the time.  It 
didn't, but we now allow Congress to spend our personal money 
however they want to anyway.  

The amount of our property (money) legitimately taken from 
us to fund the federal government's constitutional duties and 
responsibilities is small, and the same is true for state 
governments under their constitutions.  How much can 
government take from us before their forcible taking of our 
property crosses the line from necessary tax into theft? 
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Theft occurs when one someone wrongfully takes the 
property of another person, so a line logically exists somewhere 
between taxation and theft.  Where should that line be drawn?  
Our founders drew it very clearly by limiting federal government 
powers.   

Slavery is a condition by which one person is compelled, 
against his will, to serve the wants and needs of another.  When 
government steals from the paychecks we earn for our work, 
whose needs are they compelling us to serve?  Where does 
stealing the value of our labor cross the line from theft into 
slavery?   

If government takes 10 percent of the fruits of our labor, 
does that make us 10 percent slaves of government and 90 
percent free?  If government takes 50 percent of everything we 
produce, are we half enslaved?  If it takes more than half, are we 
mostly enslaved? 

Federal, state, and local governments take about half of 
everything we produce through taxes, and even more through 
regulation.  The federal government takes most of it, but it's 
impossible to put an exact number on how much, because so 
much of it is hidden.  "Fact-checkers" will dispute this, but their 
job is to make facts appear to fit their agenda. 

They don't label the 15.3 percent of our wages taken for 
Social Security and Medicare as taxes.  They call those taxes 
contributions, and half of the 15.3 percent is taken from our 
employers.  But all of it is money that employers must pay for 
our labor.  We earn it.   

Our government is a sneaky thief.  It obscures the money it 
takes from our pay by taking it out before we receive our 
"share."  After the 25 to 35 percent or more we see listed on a 
pay stub as taken for federal, state, and local taxes before we 
receive anything, add the hidden 7.65 percent for Social Security 
and Medicare that's paid directly by employers.   

Also add the unemployment, worker's compensation, and 
other taxes paid directly by our employers for our work, along 
with the cost of accounting for all the tax and paying it to the 
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various government taxing agencies.  That's all money our 
employers must pay for our labor, and we earn every dollar of 
that, too.  Add it all up and we're at around 35 to 50 percent of 
what we earn, before we even see it.  But that's not nearly all 
there is to it. 

Most products we buy are taxed directly at least once or 
twice before they get to us, some many times.  Who pays that 
tax?  We do!  The tax is just passed along to us as part of the 
price.  High gasoline taxes are obvious, but most taxes are better 
hidden.   

What about the taxes trucking companies pay on gasoline, 
tires, tolls, etc., to get our food and other products to us?  We pay 
those taxes, too, in the cost of the food and products. When 
politicians tell us they're taxing businesses instead of taxing us, 
they're distorting the truth.  We pay every penny of all those 
taxes, and then we pay sales tax, too. 

We all pay property taxes.  If you rent, you may think you 
don't pay them, but you do.  They're just part of your rent.  The 
property taxes that grocers, gas stations, and other retailers pay 
are all in the cost of what we buy.  Don't forget the taxes on our 
cell phones, home phones, cable television service, and 
everything else we use. 

Almost everyone with a legitimate income in our country is 
a victim of government theft or a slave of government to some 
degree.  The question is, are we victims or slaves? 

Our country's founders revolted against oppressive taxes and 
control, and created a government to protect freedom.  Over a 
few decades, we've allowed unlimited spending and taxes to 
make our government more oppressive than the one they 
revolted against. 
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Chapter 30 
 

Unlimited Debt 
 
Federal, state, and local taxes already take about half of what 

we produce, and most of it goes to the federal government.  But 
that's not nearly enough to support the spending demands of our 
President and Congress.   

Democrats want to take even more from us, but only from 
"the rich" until after the 2012 election.  Republicans object, but 
some of them would compromise and settle for taking only a 
little less than Democrats want.   

Marx demanded 100 percent ownership by the people, 
meaning the government.  We're already half way there, so how 
much more can government take?  Should we let it take all we 
earn, or just a little less than that?  Do we prefer bad or worse? 

Republicans have caved in to the more powerful Democrats 
for now.  Congress is stealing the money from our children and 
grandchildren by borrowing it to leave our bills for them to pay.  
Not satisfied to enslave us, they enslave our children and 
grandchildren, too, who can't vote to stop this taxation without 
representation. 

The United States of America has always borrowed money 
and always owed a national debt, since even before the States 
were united.  But before the U.S. Constitution was ratified, there 
wasn't a method in place for paying that debt.   

The Continental Congress had no power to collect taxes to 
pay Revolutionary War debts.  Paying them was not only right, 
but important to national defense strength, which was the main 
reason why the states agreed to unite.   

If our founders hadn't honored their war debts, it could have 
been very difficult to obtain supplies and pay the soldiers needed 
to fight another war.  The U.S. Constitution made Congress 
responsible for paying our country's debts from the US Treasury. 
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The national debt was $75 million in 1791; that's about $1.8 
billion in 2010 dollars.  With a population of 3.9 million, the 
1791 debt amounted to approximately $19 for each man, woman 
and child in the country.  That's about $460 in 2010 dollars.   

The national debt was $286 billion in 1960, or about $2.1 
trillion in 2010 dollars.  With a population of 189 million, that 
was about $11,100 for each person in 2010 dollars. 

The national debt was $15.2 trillion in early 2012, and will 
rise to at least $16.5 trillion by the end of this fiscal year on 
September 30.  With our population of 313 million, that's about 
$52,700 debt for each man, woman, and child in our country, 
and growing rapidly. 
The Real Issue is Freedom  

Inability to honor our debt will still make it difficult or 
impossible to defend our country in the future, and that's still the 
most important duty of our federal government.  Most federal 
spending is on entitlement programs, including the huge cost of 
bureaucrats who regulate us, collect our money, and spend it. 

What happens when our country loses its ability to defend us 
from foreign aggression?  To insure domestic tranquility?  To 
maintain law and order?  To protect our basic human rights?  
We've already allowed our government to take most of our 
freedom from us, and we're losing more of it every day. 

The issue here is about much more than money.  It's about 
our freedom, and the freedom of our children, grandchildren, and 
future generations. 

How bad is our debt and spending?  In January 2012, these 
were the numbers: 

 
US National Debt  $15,252,968,982,526 ($15.200 trillion) 
US Income per year     2,326,516,074,990 (  $2.300 trillion) 
US Spending per year     3,631,065,689.707 (  $3.600 trillion) 
Additional Debt (deficit)       1,304,549,615,283 (  $1.300 trillion) 
Spending Cut Compromise        37,800,000,000 (  $0.038 trillion) 
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Now let's divide each of these numbers by 50,000,000 (50 

million) and round them off to get them near household levels, 
and imagine they're your own personal finance numbers: 

 
 Family Debt    $305,000  
 Family Net Income per year      46,500  
 Family Spending per year      72,600 
 Additional Debt per year (deficit)     26,100 
 Spending Cut Compromise           780 

 
The big debt ceiling fight in Congress in 2011 was over 

whether to reduce the federal deficit.  Democrats wanted to keep 
increasing spending, tax us more and borrow more.  Republicans 
wanted to increase spending less and borrow less.  The 
compromise was to reduce the deficit, or the amount that must be 
borrowed and added to the national debt this year, by less than 3 
percent.  We're borrowing 97 percent of what Democrats wanted.   

If your family had to go $26,000 further into debt this year to 
maintain your level of spending, how much good would it do to 
cut $780 from your budget?  Would you refuse to cut any at all 
and spend even more? 
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Chapter 31 
 

Final Fall of Freedom? 
 
President Barack Hussein Obama was elected in 2008, 

promising to "fundamentally transform" the way our country 
operates.  Congress, the Supreme Court, and previous Presidents 
had already broken down many of the limits on federal power 
that once guarded our freedom, but some limits remained in 
force. 

He promised redistribution of the wealth by making 
corporations and rich millionaires "pay their fair share."  That 
plan had already been in progress for decades.  Congressional 
Budget Office figures show that the highest earning 20 percent 
of taxpayers in 2008 and 2009 paid 94 percent of all income tax. 
It would have made sense to Marx, Stalin, and Mao, who 
believed that all property and power rightfully belong to 
government.    

Making the successful support everyone else is a popular 
class envy fantasy, but the highest earners don't earn enough to 
support everyone, and punishing success reduces their need and 
motivation to hire others.  It partially explains why people who 
live under socialist governments are less productive than 
Americans and why they live in poverty.   

The corporations from which he wanted to take the wealth 
also provide jobs--many good jobs.  While he promised to lower 
unemployment, he attacked the employers who create jobs and 
attacked the economic freedom that gives them reasons to hire 
workers.    

His plan to take from the rich and give to the government 
was already taking about half of everything Americans 
produced.  It had made millions dependent on a bankrupt social 
welfare system, and exploded our national debt.  But there was 
still more to destroy.   
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He promised medical care at low or no cost for all, and more 
spending on global warming, education, student loans, and 
government solutions to many other problems. 

House Speaker Nancy Pelosi and Senate Majority Leader 
Harry Reid rallied their large Democrat majorities in the 111th 
Congress to support his "reforms," as the President attacked the 
remaining limits on federal power to take progress a few steps 
further.   

He created a shadow cabinet of "czars," who couldn't win 
confirmation to cabinet posts.  Some are communists who praise 
Mao Tse-tung for what he did to China.  He once said his job 
would be easier if he were president of China, where leaders 
have more control.  

He has taken legal action against States to crush their 
authority, and has directed federal officials to stop enforcing 
federal laws that protect citizens in border States. 

His "stimulus" plan stimulated our national debt and the 
wealth of his supporters, while his actions in the Chrysler 
bankruptcy helped put many dealerships out of business.  

He seized control of General Motors, fired management, and 
subordinated the rights of bond holders to those of union bosses, 
effectively using company assets to pay off his political 
supporters.  Billions of our dollars have kept the new company 
afloat.  

Without his wrongful intervention, GM assets would have 
been bought out of bankruptcy and most jobs could have been 
saved, but union bosses would have lost some of their power, 
and Democrats could have lost millions in campaign funds.    

"Cash for Clunkers," wasted billions more in tax dollars, 
purposely destroyed hundreds of thousands of serviceable 
automobiles, and hurt consumers by artificially raising prices of 
used cars, also to benefit union bosses.  A few Republicans 
helped.  One bragged about it. 

The House passed legislation attacking the rights of workers 
in union voting.  When the Senate blocked it and refused to 
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confirm his appointees to the National Labor Relations Board 
(NLRB), he declared the Senate to be "in recess," and appointed 
them anyway. 

His energy policies raise costs and ensure continued 
dependence on foreign oil.   

Congress and the President enacted a repressive credit card 
law that invades the privacy of citizens and gives favored big 
banks and federal bureaucrats more control over us. 

They then enacted the most repressive banking bill since the 
Great Depression, authorizing thousands of new regulations, 
making federal takeover of private companies easier, adding 
costly red tape, and creating more bureaucracy to mismanage 
financial institutions and increase control over banks and 
consumers. 

President Obama has weakened national security, retreated 
from our country's position as the world leader for freedom, and 
appeased enemies of freedom.  In March 2012, he told Russian 
President Dmitry Medvedev to tell (returning President) 
Vladimir Putin, "This is my last election.  After my election, I 
have more flexibility" (to retreat and appease?).  

He appointed former Bill Clinton political operative Leon 
Panetta as CIA Director, then as Defense Secretary.  By any 
reasonable standard, Panetta is unqualified to hold even the 
lowest security clearance, much less to direct our intelligence 
and defense operations.  
Federal Control of Citizens Through Health Care 

The most destructive legislative assault on freedom and 
biggest expansion of federal power by Obama and the 111th 
Congress was their 2010 law to control citizens through health 
care.  It forces individuals to buy government-approved health 
insurance, destroys the privacy and rights of patients, and is 
already raising the cost of medical care.  

They squeaked this monstrous spending and control bill 
through Congress, bending their own rules as they raced to pass 
the law before an elected Republican Senator could replace an 
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appointed Democrat.  All Senate Democrats voted to push it 
through, while all Republicans voted against it.  Citizen protests 
persuaded 34 House Democrats to join all 178 Republicans in 
voting against it, but it still passed in the House 219-212. 

Control over our private medical decisions that we and our 
doctors make can be taken out of our hands and placed in the 
hands of federal bureaucrats and the insurance companies that 
stand to benefit.  They don't know us or our children, and may 
not know much about medicine, but the law gives them authority 
to substitute their judgment for ours. 

They'll make whatever decisions seem reasonable to them, 
and they won't be responsible to us.  They won't even have to 
answer their phones and pretend to be concerned.  The law 
makes our personal medical records their business, which will 
make them public. 

The Republican House majority of the 112th Congress, 
elected in 2010, quickly voted to repeal the bill, but the Senate is 
still controlled by the Democrats who passed it, even though 
they lost some seats, and the same president is still in office. 

The most repressive sections of the law won't go into effect 
until after the 2012 election, but it gives the President authority 
to implement them without approval from Congress.  The only 
way we can reverse this repression is to elect a new President 
and Congress. 

The Boston Tea Party in 1773 protested the king's attempts 
to force colonists to buy tea from his heavily-taxed tea company.  
In 2010, the U.S. Congress passed a law to force citizens to buy 
insurance from corporations willing to help them destroy our 
freedom.  
Fundamentally Transforming the Constitution: Breaking the 
Last Limits  

Even more permanently destructive to freedom than his 
health care control law was the President's appointment of two 
extreme anti-Constitution Justices to the Supreme Court.   
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Justice Sonia Sotomayor demonstrated her contempt for the 
Constitution as a judge by ruling that discrimination against a 
firefighter was perfectly acceptable because he was a white male.  
Justice Elena Kagan had never been a judge, but demonstrated 
her contempt for constitutional limits through her strident 
advocacy of federal health care control.   

These two Justices have been given power to destroy our 
freedom for as long as they live. Mass media characterized 
objections to them as purely partisan, but a few "bipartisan"  
Senate Republicans kept the others from blocking their 
confirmations. 

In his 1848 book, The Law, Frederic Bastiat described what 
our leaders today have done to the U.S. Constitution, the law that 
protected our freedom. 
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Chapter 32 
 

Supreme Destruction of Freedom Continues 
 

The National Federation of Independent Businesses (NFIB) 
and 26 States filed suit in federal court to challenge the Obama-
Pelosi-Reid federal health care control law, and several States 
added amendments to their State constitutions prohibiting its 
enforcement.  Despite the heavy spin of mass media propaganda, 
their constitutional challenge was not about health care, but 
about the limits of federal power. 

The issues were whether Congress has the power to force 
citizens to buy federally approved health insurance at inflated 
prices or pay a penalty, and whether Congress can force States to 
participate in a major Medicaid expansion by threatening to 
terminate all their Medicaid funding, effectively forcing their 
citizens to pay for the program twice. 
Four Justices Upheld Constitutional Limits on Power Over 
Citizens and States 

Four Justices proved that they had actually studied the 
Constitution and intended to abide by their oaths of office.  They 
held in their joint opinion that the Commerce Clause does not 
grant Congress any power to force individual citizens to 
participate in commerce by buying health insurance or to punish 
citizens for failure to buy health insurance. 

The same four Justices also correctly held that Congress has 
no authority to force States to participate in a Medicaid 
expansion by threatening to punish their citizens so severely. 

The four Justices who recognized constitutional limits on the 
powers of Congress were Justice Antonin Scalia, appointed by 
President Ronald Reagan, Justice Clarence Thomas, appointed 
by President George H.W. Bush, Justice Samuel Alito, appointed 
by President George W. Bush, and Justice Anthony Kennedy, 
appointed by President Ronald Reagan. 
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Justice Thomas filed an additional opinion to point out that 

powers granted to Congress under the Commerce Clause are 
actually much more limited.  
Two Justices Recognized No Limits, Two Saw Almost None  

Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg, appointed by President Bill 
Clinton, and Justice Sonia Sotomayor, appointed by President 
Barack Obama, held that Congress can force citizens to buy 
health insurance, force States to participate in the huge 
expansion of Medicaid, and force both to do almost anything 
Congress believes would be good for everyone.  

Justice Stephen Breyer, appointed by President Bill Clinton, 
and Justice Elena Kagan, appointed by President Barack Obama, 
agreed with Ginsburg and Sotomayor on forcing citizens to buy 
health insurance, but split with them on the Medicaid expansion 
issue.  
Chief Justice Upholds Some Limits but Grants Congress 
New Power to Punish Us 

Chief Justice John Roberts, appointed by President George 
W. Bush, was the deciding vote on each issue and wrote the 
majority opinion, the decision of the Supreme Court.   

Roberts agreed with Scalia, Thomas, Alito, and Kennedy 
that the Constitution does not grant Congress power to order 
individual citizens to buy health insurance.  

He agreed with them and Breyer and Kagan that Congress 
can't punish States so severely for not participating in their 
Medicaid expansion, but indicated that he might have approved 
if Congress had chosen to punish the States less severely.   

But in defiance logic, the Constitution, and previous 
Supreme Court decisions, Roberts agreed with Ginsberg, 
Sotomayor, Breyer, and Kagan that Congress can order citizens 
to do almost anything they think is a good idea for everyone if 
the Supreme Court agrees. 

Roberts ruled that punishment against individual citizens 
who don't buy health insurance could be upheld if the Court 
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could find any excuse to call the punishment a tax.  Despite the 
clear intent and language of the law that it was a penalty, he went 
on to find an excuse--that the penalty would be collected by the 
Internal Revenue Service (IRS).  

This decision demonstrates how our freedom continues to be 
destroyed, one Supreme Court ruling at a time.  Justices have 
progressively distorted the Constitution's meaning and broken 
down its ability to protect of our freedom.  

Justices begin each new case by effectively substituting the 
Court's previous decisions for the words of the Constitution.  
Most current Justices refuse to acknowledge limits that protect 
freedom, just as their predecessors did to justify supporting the 
Jim Crow laws.   

To reach his apparently political ruling, the Chief Justice 
effectively rewrote the law to rule it was "fairly possible" that 
Congress can punish us through the IRS for failure to follow any 
orders they give.  Was he that intimidated by Obama or mass 
media? 

Our presidents and legislators have progressively become as 
oppressive as the king and Parliament against which our 
founders fought to free themselves, and the Supreme Court has 
ruled that they don't have to follow the Constitution. 
The Bottom Line 

The Supreme Court has dealt yet another blow to the 
Constitution's ability to protect our freedom.  Four Justices 
upheld the Constitution, four demonstrated their intent to destroy 
its limits, and one demonstrated baffling disregard for both the 
Constitution and logic. 

The only way we can end this oppression is to replace our 
president and members of Congress who support him, and then 
consistently demand that government protect our freedom.  We 
must use our freedom or lose it. 
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Chapter 33 
 

We Can Still Restore Our Freedom 
 
The choice we face today is about our freedom.  Will we and 

future Americans govern ourselves under a Constitution that 
protects our freedom, or will we completely abandon it to live 
under a government that promises to control us however they 
think is best for everyone, like the rulers of China, Cuba, North 
Korea, Russia, or Iran?  

 
 "The issue today is the same as it has been throughout 

 all history, whether man shall be allowed to govern 
 himself or be ruled by a small elite." 
      -- Thomas Jefferson 

 
Millions of Americans are graduating from high school and 

college, finding new jobs, and making plans to get married and 
have children.  They can overcome the problems we face if we 
preserve our freedom and pass it on to them.  They need a 
government that protects their freedom, not one that promises 
candy and a free ride, then abuses them. 

We, the People, have a choice to make--black, white, red, 
yellow, and brown, old and young, male and female, of every 
religion or none.  Our freedom is at stake now. 
The Role of the Tea Party  

The tea party is not a political party, but a movement of 
citizens who stand for limited government, fiscal responsibility, 
and free markets.  The movement includes independent groups 
called by different names who advocate liberty.  The tea party 
movement has awakened many Americans to the progressive 
destruction of our freedom underway.  
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The Choice 
Americans who vote this year will make a choice for 

ourselves, our children, and our grandchildren between 
individual freedom and government control.  Those who don't 
vote will allow others to make the choice for them and their 
families. 

We can choose to preserve our freedom, our prosperity, and 
our way of life, and begin returning our federal government to its 
proper role of protecting our freedom.  If we make that choice, 
it'll take more than voting in one election.  It will require a 
sustained effort to repair the damage that's been done by almost 
unlimited government. 

If we choose to let our leaders take the rest of our rights and 
freedom from us, not much more effort will be required of us.  
They'll make future choices for us.  If we give them the control 
they want, we may never again be able to restore our freedom by 
voting. 

In his 1848 book, The Law, Frederic Bastiat stated our 
choice clearly in one sentence: 
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Republicans and Democrats 

Whether we like it or not, the only useful choice we have in 
2012 is between Democrats and Republicans.  Democrat leaders 
promise government solutions to all our problems in exchange 
for our freedom.  Not all Republicans are consistent defenders of 
freedom, but many are, and the only national leaders willing to 
stop its destruction are Republicans. 
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When the choice is between leaders who destroy freedom or 
those who mostly defend it but sometimes fail to do so, 
Americans who love freedom can be reluctant to make a choice.  
But not choosing this time would be a bad choice.  There is no 
viable third party, and any major support for a third party this 
year would ensure Democrat victory.   

Most of the U.S. Constitution's ability to protect our freedom 
has been destroyed.  If we re-elect President Obama with 
Democrat majorities in Congress, they'll probably finish the job.  
Even with a majority in only one House, laws enacted by the 
111th Congress will enable them to continue.      

He would almost certainly be able to appoint  at least one 
more Supreme Court Justice to finish breaking down the 
Constitution's ability to protect our freedom, possibly as many as 
three or four.  He may be able to silence free speech and begin 
disarming us.   

He would certainly further weaken national security, and 
probably subordinate our freedom to international treaties. 

Republicans promise to limit the size and power of our 
federal government, restore fiscal responsibility, get the 
economy back on track, and rein in the exploding national debt 
that's threatens us.  Printing fake money and borrowing can't 
sustain us much longer.  

For Congress, we must choose between Republicans or 
legislators currently working to extinguish our freedom.  Our 
choice for president is between a former governor with a record 
of financial success who advocates limiting federal power, or a 
president with a record of bankrupting us and expanding federal 
power over us. 

The difference between the parties is significant, but limiting 
government to its proper constitutional role and  restoring our 
freedom will take more than sweeping Democrats from power 
and giving it to Republicans. We must demand that those we 
elect focus on restoring our freedom, and move quickly to 
replace any of them who lose that focus.  

 



 129 

What We Need and Don't Need From Our Leaders     
We need Congress to eliminate waste, cut spending, repeal 

previous bad legislation, and stop trying to solve our problems 
by passing laws they have no authority to enact. 

We don't need Congress to cut a few dollars from the federal 
budget "over the next ten years."  We need them to sharply 
reduce deficit spending now, quickly eliminate it, and start 
paying down the national debt without new taxes or tax 
increases.  

We don't need compromises on more spending or more 
taxes.  Let any compromises focus on spending cuts and tax cuts.  

We don't need a new President and Congress to make the 
health care control law less offensive to some of their 
constituents.  We need them to repeal it. 

The same goes for the banking law, the credit card law, and 
other oppressive legislation passed by the 111th Congress. 

Members of Congress should personally read each page of 
every law on which they vote, pass very few new laws, and fund 
any new programs by eliminating others. 

The practice of unaccountable bureaucrats writing 
administrative law needs to stop now, and Congress should 
repeal most existing administrative law.  Over 4,000 
administrative law regulations are currently in the works.   

Many federal programs should be turned over to State 
governments or phased out.  Federal taxes and spending should 
be reduced accordingly. 

Congress must protect retirees on Social Security.  This 
unconstitutional Ponzi scheme must change, and retirees who 
paid must be protected from losing all their benefits.  

We need Congress and the President to do their most 
important jobs of maintaining our national security and 
defending the freedom of individual citizens and States. 

Supreme Court Justices who rule against the U.S. 
Constitution should be impeached and removed.  The 
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Constitution is the supreme law of the United States, not their 
opinions. 

If we change our direction now, we'll still face hard financial 
problems ahead from the damage already done.  But we can 
avoid losing the rest of our freedom, begin restoring the 
Constitution's ability to protect it, and begin restoring prosperity.   

If we keep our freedom alive, we'll face whatever adversity 
is in store for us as free U.S. citizens, and overcome it.  If we 
lose the rest of our freedom, we'll face worse adversity as virtual 
slaves of our government leaders. 

The 1989 Tiananmen Square uprising in China demonstrated 
how hard it is to regain freedom, but we still have the power to 
preserve ours.  If we fail to use that power, we may become as 
powerless against our government as the people of China, Cuba, 
and North Korea are against their rulers.  
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Chapter 34 
 

The Struggle to Keep Freedom Alive 
 
Many Americans say they're not interested in government 

and don't want to be bothered with politics.  Many feel insulated 
from the consequences of doing nothing.  If you're one of them, 
do you value your own freedom?  Do you mind if someone takes 
it from you?   

If you're too passive to be concerned about your own 
freedom, do you care about how losing it will affect your 
children and other loved ones?  Are you not even willing to pay 
attention to what's happening to us and vote, while voting can 
still preserve our freedom? 

We've felt so secure in our freedom for so long, even while 
it's been collapsing around us, that it's easy to believe it can't be 
taken from us quickly.  Our federal government and the strongest 
mass media propaganda machine in the world are running at full 
power to keep us believing until after the 2012 election that 
there's no threat to our freedom. 

Our leaders are destroying our freedom with the help of 
Americans who have self interest at stake and believe they will 
benefit, those incapable of understanding what's happening to us, 
and those who are so prejudiced that they refuse to understand. 

But the largest group or Americans helping our government 
leaders destroy our freedom are those who see themselves as 
"moderate" and live under the false assumption that no effort is 
required of us to preserve our freedom.  If enough citizens do 
nothing, all of us will find ourselves trapped in the consequences 
of doing nothing. 

The will of Americans to defend freedom has been tested 
many times in wars and in other ways.  Americans lost many 
battles and lives during the Revolution, and came close to total 
defeat many times, but they didn't give up their fight for 
freedom. 
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Through the American Revolution, the War of 1812, the 
Civil War, two World Wars, and many other tests, Americans 
have faced defeat and stood up to defend freedom when others 
might have given up.  

Black Americans faced oppression as slaves, then during 100 
years of segregation.  They were forced to live as second class 
citizens, but they didn't give up their fight for freedom. 

Our parents, our grandparents, Americans all the way back 
to our country's founders, and  many fellow citizens today have 
put their lives on the line for freedom.  Many have sacrificed 
their lives for our freedom.  Are we willing to give it up?  We 
can still preserve our freedom and begin restoring it by voting. 

We don't have to stand up to violence and extreme hardships.  
All we have to do is wake up our fellow citizens and overcome a 
flood of hoaxes, distortions, and lies. 

Media propaganda warns us every day about the dangers of 
freedom, and how catastrophic the loss of this or that promised 
government benefit would be to our lives.  We're warned against 
"extremists" who demand freedom.  But we're never warned 
about how catastrophic the total loss of our freedom would be. 

Free exercise of religion, freedom of speech, the right to self 
defense, and our other basic rights are not rights created by 
government.  They are God-given rights that our federal 
government was built to defend.  We can't let it destroy them. 

People who stand up for freedom are said to be attacking or 
accusing our President, but when he  promotes his freedom-
destroying policies, he's arguing his case for "reform." 

Mass media tells us that the tea party movement and other 
people trying to stop the loss of freedom and restore it are the 
real cause of hard times to come.  The lies will intensify. 

Desperate media attacks on Republican candidates will 
continue with increasing intensity, through hour after hour of 
propaganda from fabrications and distortions to outright lies.  
Republicans are not faultless or flawless defenders of freedom, 
but they scare those who want to extinguish our freedom.   
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We won't hear more about our president's plans to weaken 
national security and abandon our allies.  That will come, as he 
said, when he has "more flexibility," after the election. 

Mass media propaganda will continue trying to turn groups 
of Americans against each other, dividing us by race, income, 
sex, and every other way possible. 

The president will continue to blame the problems he's 
caused and made worse on big business, big oil, big this, big 
that, and everything except the real cause: big government and 
abandonment of the Constitution that protected our freedom. 

The president and mass media will continue to make the 
ridiculous assertion that his health care law will cut the deficit, 
and that repealing the law will increase the deficit and our debt. 

Allowing it to stand would hasten our approach to the day 
when Congress won't be able to tax us enough or even borrow 
enough to maintain current federal obligations.  We're almost 
there now, and the end result could be the final fall of freedom.   

Mass media will continue promoting the fantasy that the 
president's policies are creating an economic recovery. The full 
force of government will continue working to make us believe it.   

The truth may not become obvious to many until we feel the 
full impact of his policies and federal bureaucrats take control of 
our health care, the rest of our money, and our dwindling "share" 
of our own paychecks, after the election.  

We can still save our freedom by voting.  It will take more 
than voting once or twice to return our federal government to its 
proper role of protecting our freedom, but we can do it.  We can 
restore freedom and pass it on to our children and grandchildren 
if we start now.  Next year may be too late. 


