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What Are the Answers?

men die of starvation for 6,000 years?
Why is it that we in America have never had a
famine?
w H Y DID

Why did men walk
and carry goods (and
other men) on their
straining backs for 6,000
years- then suddenly,
on only a small part of
the earth's surface, the
forces of nature are harnessed to do the bidding
of the humblest citizen?
Why did families live
for 6,000 years in caves
and floorless hovels,
without windows or
chimneys- then within
a few generations, we
in America take floors ,
rugs, chairs, tables, windows, and -citi"mneys for
granted and regard electric lights, refrigerators.
running water, porcelain
ba ths,and toilets as common necessities?

It's incredible, if we would but pause to reflect!
Swiftly, in less than a hundred years, Americans have
conquered the darkness
of night- from pine
knots and candles to
kerosene lamps, to ga-s
jets; then to electric
You may or may :riot find the time to read this
bulbs, neon lights, flouredition of MAINSPRING by Henry Grady Weaver.
escent tubes.

CHIEF EDITORIAL WRITER:

For this reason we have done a briefing of the
book in the form of selected and highly interesting
excerpts, presented herewith.
We know from experience-250,000 volumes of
have been printed- that a thoughtful reading of this book will make an active
student of liberty out of any reader interested in
the future of his country. And there is no antidote
for growing socialism except as more persons come
to understand the philosophy of liberty.
MAINSPRING

If you do a review of

or give it
editorial treatment, we would be pleased to have
a tear sheet.
Leonard E. Read,
President

Why did men, women, and children eke out their
meager existence for 6,000 years, toiling desperately
from dawn to dark- barefoot, half-naked, unwashed,
unshaved, uncombed, with lousy hair, mangy skins,
and rotting teeth-then suddenly, in one place on earth
there is an abundance of such things as rayon underwear, nylon hose, shower baths, safety razors, 1ce
cream sodas, lipsticks, and permanent waves?
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We have created
wholly new and astounding defenses against
weather- from fireplaces
to stoves, furnaces, automatic burners, insulation, air conditioning.
We are conquering
pain and disease, prolonging life, and resisting death itself- with
anesthetics, surgery ,
sanitation, hygiene, dietetics.

We have made stupendous attacks on
space- from ox-carts,
rafts, and canoes to
railroads, steamboats, streetcars, subways, automobiles,
trucks, busses, airplanes- and attacks on time through
telegraph, telephone, and radio.
We have moved from backbreaking drudgery into
the modern age of power, substituting steam. electricity, and gasoline for the brawn of man; and today
the nuclear physicist is taking over and finding ways

but it's getting pretty close. We are not endowed with
any superior energy-mental or physical- but it is a
fact that we, in the United States of America, have
made more effective use of our human energies than
have any other people on the face of the globeanywhere or at any time.

for subduing to human uses the infinitesimally tiny
atom-tapping a new source of power so vast that it
bids fair to dwarf anything that has gone before.

.

It is true that many of these developments originated in other countries. But new ideas are of little
value in raising standards of living unless and until
something is done about them. The plain fact is that
we in America have outdistanced the world in extending the benefits of inventions and discoveries to the
vast majority of people in all walks of life.

Socialism and/or Communism

How Did It Happen?
Three generations-grandfather to grandson-have
created these wonders which surpass the utmost imaginings of all previous time. How did it come about? How
can it be explained? Just what has been responsible for
this unprecedented burst of _progress, which has so_
quickly transformed a hostile wilderness into the most
prosperous and advanced country that the world has
ever known?

The nearest approach to the bee swarm is found in
socialism or communism- whichever term you care to
use. There is not much choice between the two ; they
- both-aim ·at world collectivism. The only difference is -a
variation of viewpoint as to what tactics and procedures
should be used to bring it about.

Perhaps the best way to find the answer is first to
rule out some of the factors that were not responsible.
To say that it is because of our natural resources is
hardly enough. The same rich resources were here when
the mound builders held forth. Americans have had no
monopoly on iron, coal, copper, aluminum, zinc, lead,
or other materials. Such things have always been
available to human beings. China, India, Russia, Africa
- all have great natural resources. Crude oil oozed from
the earth in Baku 4,000 years ago ; and when Julius
Caesar marched west into Gaul, Europe was a rich and
v irgin wilderness inhabited by a few roving savages,
much as America was when the Pilgrim Fathers landed
a t Plymouth.*

Up to 1917, the words !ociali:sm and communi:sm were
used as synonymous and interchangeable terms. But
incident to the Russian Revolution, they began to be
{i8ed to distinguish
the Second International
and the Third International.
Perhaps we had better go back a little and briefly
review the events that led to the present-day confusion.
In the middle of the 19th century, a German named
Karl Heinrich Marx, with the support of the wealthy
Friedrich Engels, presented the ancient will-of-theswarm superstition in modern dress, embellished
with pseudo-scientific theories. His voluminous writings
include The Communi:st Manife:sto (1848) and Da:s
Kapital (1867).
This was during the period when the so-called
Industrial Revolution was just beginning to make headway in lifting the burden of heavy labor from the back
of mankind. But Marx misinterpreted the trend. He
mistook the new tools of freedom as being tools of
further oppression. He contended that capitalism, under
the Machine Age, would devour an increasing share of
the wealth and that the workingman would be reduced to
pitiable destitution unless all the peoples of the world
could be organized on a uniform, socialistic basis.

Is it because we work harder? Again the answer is
•• No" because in most countries the people work much
ha rder, on the averag_e, than we do .
Can it be that we are a people of inherent superiority?
That sounds fine in after-dinner oratory and goes over
big ·at election time, but the argument is difficult to
·s upport. Our own ancestors, including_ the Anglo- __
Saxons, have starved right along with everyone else.
Can it be that we have more energy than other
peoples of the world? That' s not the answer either,

Frederic Bastiat
It is interesting to note that in the early IH40's, a
brilllanfyoung French economist, Frederic Bastiat, had
reached the opposite conclusion. He said:
" In proportion as capital is accumulated, the ah:solute
:share of the total production going to the capitalist
increases, and the proportional :share going to the
capitalist decrea:se:s; both the absolute and proportional share of the total production going to the
laborer increa:se:s. The reverse of this happens when
capital is decreased. "

*ReallY;, whe_n you come right down
it . nothing is a "natural
resource until after men have made 1t useful to human beings.
Coal was not a natural resource to julius Caesar. nor crude oil to
Alexander the Great. nor aluminum to Ben Franklin . nor the atom
to anyone until 1945. Men may discover uses for any substance,
Nobody can know today what may be a natural resource tomorrow.
is not natural reeourcea, but the \.laea men make of them that
really count.
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Germany and France

Here are some hypothetical figures to illustrate
Bastiat's theory. The figures are used merely to indicate
the direction of a relationship that occurs when capital
accumulation increases:
When total national product is
..

..

..

product is

product is
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The Continental rulers
forces were more efficient,
where everything was so
production and commerce
here is Buckle's comment,
France:
·

To
employu6
40
63

86

with their powerful police
especially in the Germanies
thoroughly regulated that
almost ceased to exist. And
with particular reference to

"In every quarter, and at every moment, the hand
of government was felt. Duties on importation, and
duties on exportation; bounties to raise up a losing
trade, and taxes to pull down a remunerative one;
this branch of industry forbidden, and that branch
of industry encouraged; one article of commerce must
riot be
because it was grown in the colqnies,
another article might be grown and bought, but not
sold again, while a .third article might be bought and
sold, but
leave the country. Then, too, we find
laws to regulate wages; la_ws
regulate prices; laws
to . regulate profits ; laws to regul_a te the interest · of
money; custom-house
of the most vex_atious kind; aided by a complicated sc4eme, ,which
was well called
scale.:-a scheme of such
perverse ingenuity, that the duties constantly..
on the same article, and no man could calculate
beforehand what he would have' to pay ... . Th·e tolls
were so onerous, as•to ·d ouble-and often quadruple the
cost of production .. ·.. A la-rge part of all this was by
way of protection: that is- to say,- the -moiley >was
avowedly raised, and the inconvenience suffered, not
for the
of the government, but for the oenefit of
the people; in other words, the industrious classes
were robbed, in order' that industry might thrive.

Plutarch's account of ancient Sparta (600 B.C.) is an
apt description of communism as it is practiced today:
"Their discipline continued still after they were
grown men. No one was allowed to live after his own
fancy; but the city was a sort of
in
which every man had his share of provisions and
business set out ... . (Lycurgus] bred up his citizens
in such a way that they neither would nor could live
by themselves; they were to make themselves one
with the public good, and, clustering like bees around
their commander, be by their zeal and public spirit
carried all but out of themselves."
The phrase "all but" is the obstinate difference
between a man and a bee.
For a hundred years or more, the Spartans lived their
Spartan lives in changeless routine. When King Agis
IV tried to raise their standard of living, they killed
him. Finally, their less communistic neighbors defeated
them in war and ended
commune.
But the idea of the bee swarm still persists.

Regimentation

.

. . ·._ the first
thatJ in
every part of Europe, there arose numerous . and
powerful gangs of
lived by disobeying the laws whi;h-- their ignorant rulers had
- imposed. These men, desperate
fear of punishment . .• spread, wherever they came, drunkenness,
theft, and dissoluteness; and familiarized their associates with those coarse and -'swinish debaucheries,
which were the natural habitS of so vagrant and
lawless a life."

In modern times, this pagan superstitution-is known
by the persuasive name planned economy, which is
nothing more than a weasel word for socialism or
communism or fascism. Call it anything you please, but
it is still the pagan concept, based on a
ing of human energy. It is an attempt to make a static
world in a dynamic and changing universe. It is an
attempt to make the gasoline engine run on steam or
the steam engine run on gasoline. In brief, it is an
attempt to do the impossible.

Indeed, nothing but smuggling kept the French from
starving to death under the care· of their state, benevolently planned for their welfare.

It is difficult for Americans to understand the
stagnating effects of regimentation and how it leads to
greater and greater oppressions. It is generally outside
the range of our experience because we have lived in a
new kind of world where human energy and initiative
have usually worked under the natural control of the
individual-which is the only way that they can ever
work effectively.

'The 'Ien CommarJdments
Finally; as a last resort; Moses reduced the teachings
of Abraham to a written code of. moral law. Known as
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the "Ten Commandments", it stands today as the first
and greatest document of individual freedom in the
recorded history of man. Each of the Ten Commandments is addressed to the individual as a self-controlling
person responsible for his own thoughts, words, and
acts. And each of them recognizes liberty and freedom
as inherent in the nature of man.

This is not so unusual as it may seem. Law or no law,
always and everywhere, the basic protection of life and
property is the general recognition of human rightslife, liberty, and ownership.
On the American frontier before there were any laws,
settlers didn't bother to lock their cabins; and the
average citizen of today is not often within sight of a
policeman. But in a complex civilization, human nature
being what it is, the need sometimes arises for an impersonal third party, and then the policeman is a handy
person to have around. His existence is a symbol ot law
and order-a reminder that the "bad man" will not be
tolerated.

The first commandment tells the individual to reject
pagan gods and recognize his own worth as a human
being, subject to no power but that of the Creator and
judge.
The second tells the individual to form no image of
abstract rightness, but to direct his reverence toward
the divine in truth.

History Repeats

· The third tells the individual not to speak frivolously
of the Creator and judge. Knowledge of fundamental
truth-cause and effect-is of first importance and
should be taken very seriously.

- But there was a weakness at the core. Not only had
the energetic Moriscos been exterminated, but also for
three generations the most self-reliant of Spain's young
men had been leaving their native land to seek fame and
fortune in the New World. Others had gone to the
European wars.

The fourth tells the individual to devote some time
(one day out of seven) to reflection on the eternal
verities.

The people at home had been won over to the alluring
theory of authoritarian control. They were losing their
self-reliance with their independence. As in the case of
Greece and Rome, it was the beginning of the end. In
three generations-from grandfather to grandson-the
concept of individual freedom was all but forgotten.*

The fifth recognizes the family as the primary human
relationship and establishes the parent's authority over
the child as the only authority which a child should
accept for his own profit.
The sixth stresses the sanctity of human life-the
individual's right to live, which is a right that must not
be violated by any other person.

In the meantime, while Spain was busy strengthening
its central government and extending its planned
economy, England was drifting in the opposite direction.

The seventh establishes the principles of contractthe inviolability of promises given by persons to each
other and the double sanctity of the marriage contract,
which is the basis of the family.

Under the reign of Queen Elizabeth, the British
government became so badly disorganized and so weak
that the people were thrown on their own resources. It
was "root hog or die," and private citizens rose to the
occasion-with telling effects.

The eighth recognizes the individual's. right to own
property.

Unwittingly, without conscious intent and with no
centralized planning, the foundation was being laid for
a new empire based on trade and commerce. In the eyes
of the European powers, England had degenerated into
near-anarchy. But when the "invincible" Spanish
Armada sailed forth to capture the island, Francis
Drake and his hastily assembled fleet of motley privateers defeated them soundly.

The ninth recognizes free speech-the individual's
control over his own utterances and his responsibility
for their truth.
The tenth emphasizes again the right of ownership.
Not even in thought should a person violate the property rights of another.
The Decalogue of Moses is one of the most amazing
statements of truth ever written, but it was too revolutionary to find acceptance in the pagan world of his
time; the ancient Israelites wanted a king rather than a
code of personal conduct.

*In social and economic phenomena affecting either the growth
or the disintegration of a state. there is usually a long-drawn-out
time interval between cause and effect. This has its parallel in
the ''shirt sleeves to shirt sleeves" adage. But when the facts are
available. the starting point can be traced back to the time when
things were done that tended to improve or impair the effective
use of human ener&:r-
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It was a turning point in world history, and Spain
never quite recovered.

ties of European feudalism-plus a touch of Plato. In
fact, it was so elaborate that the persons required to
carry out the theories would be almost as numerous as
those left to do the productive work.

Aftermath
The days of the Conquistadors were over. The Spanish
colonies were beginning to stagnate under bureaucratic
controls administered from faraway Madrid. The stream
of riches which had been pouring in from the New
World was slowing down. Domestic industry had almost
ceased to exist. Government overhead was completely
out-of-bounds.
Things went from bad to worse, and after two more
generations the people of Spain were not getting enough
food to keep alive. Unpaid soldiers left the frontiers
unguarded and ravaged the countryside. Vast areas of
fertile land were abandoned; the rural population
flocked to the cities in search of food, just as a fisherman
might seek dry land in a frantic effort to change his luck.
When people get into the habit of depending on some
centralized authority to provide the things which they
alone can produce, mob psychology always takes hold,
and they flock to the cities.
The government could no longer get even a dribble of
taxes from provinces which had formerly filled the royal
treasury to overflowing. Tax collectors tore down private homes and sold the materials to raise money. In
some towns, they demolished more than half the
dwellings.

The attempts to put the plan into effect
in
chaos and dissension amounting to open rebellion. Progress was at a standstill until the early 1700's, when the
"lord proprietors" passed out of the picture and the
Carolinas were set up as two separate colonies. From
then on, they were left pretty much in charge of their
own affairs, and they grew and prospered.
But theoretical planners never seem to benefit from
the lessons of history nor from the failures of their
contemporaries. Barely had the Carolinas been restored
to a reasonably practical basis of operation, when an
even more fantastic plan was launched for the colonization of the last of the 13 colonies.
With his carefully selected band of settlers,Oglethorpe
came to the New World and founded the city of
Savannah in the year 1733. From a military standpoint,
• the project was a success. With a handful of well-trained
troops, Oglethorpe not only licked the invading
Spaniards, but also took advantage of the opportunity
to extend the borders of Georgia considerably southward.
You can read about it in the history books, and it's a
most thrilling story. But as I said before, the historians
are inclined to stress the war aspects and overlook the
lessons that might be learned as bearing on the problems of peace and progress.

The King, in sheer desperation, slashed official salaries
- even those of the highest nobles and members of the
royal household. Then he slashed them again, but even
at the greatly reduced rates, he couldn't meet his
payroll.

Reasons for Failure

The day of reckoning was at hand. For too long, the
people had been lulled into false complacency. For too
long, they had been taught to expect some centralized
authority to run their lives and provide for their needs.
Human energy had ceased to function. Spain, as a
great power, had ceased to exist.

In spite of his self-sacrifice and high motives, Oglethorpe's venture was a miserable failure from an
economic and sociological standpoint. He failed to
recognize that military regimentation always works at
cross-purposes to creative progress-that human initiative doesn't operate according to the pattern of a
beehive.

The Carolina region was successfully colonized in the
1650's by people who moved down from Virginia and
Pennsylvania. Specializing in turpentine and tar, they
got along splendidly until, some 20 years later, a carefully planned colonization effort was launched from
England.

During 20 years of futile effort, the population never
exceeded 6,000; and when it dwindled back down to
around 500, Oglethorpe gave up in despair and returned
to England.
A few years later, all the bans and prohibitions were
lifted. The pendulum swung the other way. Things were
thrown wide open. "Refugees" who had fled to the
Carolinas came back and brought their friends with
them, and there was an influx of new blood from
Virginia-including the cavalier Talbots. The last of the

A group of highly respected lords, aided and abetted
by experts in statecraft, were given a special charter
which would make the Carolinas a separate colony. This
colony would be set up as a "grand model" of the ideal
political structure and would include all the complexi-
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13 colonies grew by leaps and bounds; and by the end of
the century, its population had passed the 160,000 mark.

pounded on his door and shouted out in the night:" The
Redcoats are coming!"

Oglethorpe's effort to set up a Utopia was one of the
more extreme attempts at regimentation; but it is
typical. in many respects, of the type of thing that laid
the groundwork for the revolution that was to come.

But what could he do? He was only one man against
the armed might of Britain. If he had been a king, a
czar, or a potentate, he could have solved vast problems
and done great things-he could have brought the
powers of Europe together in harmony and made an
everlasting peace and prosperity around the world.

The Boston Tea Party is usually thought of as the
beginning of the American Revolution; but for more than
a century, the colonists had been rebelling against the
tyranny of Cld World monarchs. From the early 1660's
to the surrender of Cornwallis at Yorktown, they had
continuously revolted against just one thing-authority
presuming to control the initiative and creative energy
of human beings. Five hundred men had come out of the
frontier cabins in Virginia to oust the royal Governor,
who protected the graft-paying sale of guns and whiskey
to the Indians. In the Carolinas, in Pennsylvania, in
Connecticut, in Massachusetts, in the New Hampshire
grants, and on the high seas, their rebellion had been
continuous and increasing.

But he was not a king, not a royal governor, not a rich
man, not an important man. He was just one little man,
unknown to anyone outside of his own neighborhood.
So what could he do? Why should he take the initiative?
Such things usually cleared up-they always had. So
why not let nature take its course? This was no time to
be foolhardy. He must keep calm, use his head, and
consider the practical aspects. And there was his family
to think of. What would become of them?
Most men felt that way. They knew they could do
nothing, and they had better sense than to try. That
night in Lexington, many of them stayed in bed. But
the unknown individual chose between submission that
looked like safety and rebellion that seemed utterly
hopeless. Many respected citizens were against him; the
teachers and the writers of books were against him.
Men in high places-many widely-known men-stood
staunchly with the King.

At last, the British government was compelled to use
the only power that any state has at its disposal-the
power of brute force used with general consent. But
when the King's troops were moved into Boston to take
things over, the Americans did not consent. They stood
their ground as free individuals, and they fought the
British Regulars.

But the unknown individual had the courage of his
convictions. He got up, put on his clothes, took his gun,
and went out to meet the British troops. Not acting
under orders, not being led nor wanting to be the leader,
he stood on his own feet-a responsible, self-controlling
person-and fired the shot heard 'round the world. The
sound of that shot said that man is a free agent; that
government is the servant rather than the master.

Without a Leader
The great fact in history is this: The American
Rer1olution had no leader. This fact is the hope of the
world because human freedom is a personal matter.
Only the individual can protect human rights in the
infinite complexity of men's relationships with each
other. Nothing on earth is more valuable than the
person who knows that all men are free and who accepts
the responsibilities that go with freedom.

The Declaration

The pioneer Americans knew that they were free.
They had learned it the hard way- from stern experience. So when the British government tried to regiment
them and obstruct their efforts, they simply ignored it.
When the King laid down silly restrictions and controls
on trade, the colonists went right on trading. When the
weaving of cloth was prohibited in order to protect
weavers in England, the women of America kept right
on working at their looms.

More than a year after Bunker Hill and six tnonths
after Paine's Common Sense had raised all the unheard
voices into one loud roar for independence, an extraordinary meeting was held in Philadelphia.
Each man attending the meeting possessed a landed
estate, a substantial business, a professional positionor all three. He need only do nothing. By keeping quiet,
he might save his property, his superior class status, and
his life. And he could easily justify his position on the
premise that, while he might not wholly agree with the
government's policies, a good subject's duty is to obey
the laws and remain loyal to his king.

The Unknown Indi'Vidual
The war for American independence was begun by an
individual. He was asleep in his bed when someone
[ 6)

Some of them refused to sign, and each man who did
sign knew what he risked when he wrote his signature
under the words: " We mutually pledge to each other
our Lives . . . . " He was prepared to lose his life when
he signed a declaration of that ten-year-old war, its
causes and its motives:

Common men were to run their own affairs. All
persons were to have equal power so that each would
be free to struggle for his own self-interest, in order to
arrive at a satisfactory balance in his relationships with
other men.

"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."

The problem was not new. It was as old as history,
but no one had ever found the answer. The Greeks had
been unable to solve it. The Romans had beeri unable
to solve it. Various experiments had been tried, and all
had failed.

Each of the representatives at Philadelphia knew that
men are free, and yet there was a wide difference of
viewpoint as to what form of political structure would
keep men free.

Democracy was not the answer. The word democracy
means rule by the masses, and mass rule means mob
rule. As James Madison pointed out in The Federalist:

The Declaration had abolished government, but this
was war. The revolutionary leaders must have authority
to mobilize, arm, command, and feed the troops; and
taxes would have to be collected to pay the bills. But
any authority which they might exercise over any other
man must be given to them by that man, so it was
necessary to call for a general grant of authority from
the people in the colonies.

"A pure democracy ... can admit of no cure for the
mischiefs of faction. A common passion or interest
will . .. be felt by a majority ... and there is nothing
to check the inducements to sacrifice the weaker
·party . . ... . Hence it is that such democracies have
ever been . . . found incompatible · with .pers.onal
security or the rights of property; and have in general
been as short in their lives as they have been violent
in their death."

Time and space would not permit all of them to meet in
one place; they must meet in many places, and each
group must send someone to represent all the individuals
in that group.*

Obviously, there can be no individual freedom unless
the rights of the minority are protected; and in an
unrestrained democracy, it's too. easy for the organized
pressure groups to infringe on the rights of others.

From all the colonies, messengers on horseback went
galloping through the woods to the secret meeting
places to find out what was happening, to get instructions as to what should be done by the folks back home,
and, above all, to make sure that no one tried to set up a
central government which would infringe on their
rights. Frequently, the King's troops were at the
meeting place ahead of the m essengers; but amidst
alarms, defeats, and retreats, most of the delegates
managed to get together.

America was to be set up as a republic-which means
that the laws would be made and administered by
representatives chosen, directly or indirectly, by the
people to protect the interests of all the people.

With the state constitutions as their guide, they
attempted to write an over-all constitution which would
combine the states into a co-operative federation,
designed to work on the principles of individual freedom,
liberty, and law.

" A Republic signifies an organization dealing with
affairs which concern the public, thus implying that
there are also privabe affairs, a sphere of social and
personal life, with which government is not and
should not be concerned; it sets a limit to the political
power."

-The idea was not new. For generations past. the colonists in
their scattered and unprotected settlements had been getting
together in times of danger. sending their representatives to get help
-to bargain for it, if necessary--and to make formal agreements
with other colonies. So they were used to the idea of delegating to
one man their natural right of free speech and free contract. These
early beginnings ultimately led to the invention of a new and
unique device callea the "convention of delegates."

There was to be government by law- with clearly
defined rules of the game-rather than government by
whim. Thus, the Constitution was to serve as an
impersonal restraint upon the fallible human beings who
must be allowed to use their fragments of authority
over the multitudes of free individuals.

A Republic

The word republic means rule for the people, and as
Isabel Paterson points out:
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recipients, not the donors, of permission. They were to
be the servants, not the masters, of the people.

The dangers of dictatorship must be avoided for all
time to come. No one person nor small group of persons
must ever be permitted to get too much power; and the
minority-even down to the last individual citizenmust be protected against oppression by the majority or
by any organized pressure group.

That is what makes the American concept of constitutional government different from that of the British
government or that of any other government that had
ever gone before. This difference is the essence, the very
foundation, o( the revolution. Ours is the only basic
innovation in political structure since the beginning of
recorded history.

Such were the objectives of the American revolutionary leaders, and for months they struggled to draw the
blueprints for this new and completely different political
structure.
The whole idea is to protect the freedom of the
individual citizen, not only from outsiders, but from
insiders-and especially from men in public office. All
up and down the line. it's got to be government by law,
not government by violence. Things must be run
according to the rules of the game, not by the whims
and fancies of those whom we elect to office. There is no
one person nor small group of persons smart enough to
run this country-even if we, the citizens, were smart
enough to pick the best of the lot.
"The federal government, along with state governments, county governments, and city governments,
must be set up as the servant rather than as the master
-and it must be kept that way."
Here in America, men in public office were to be the

That's an important point to remember-especially
during these hectic times when the Old World "isms,"
after a bit of face lifting and relabeling, are being
presented in glowing terms as something entirely new
and ultramodern. The safety, the freedom, the security,
the very life of every American and the future of his
children depend upon our understanding the meaning
of the real revolution.
In America, the planning was to be done on a
decentralized, or grassroots, basis. It was a new experiment. Free men were to have an opportunity to live
their lives, plan their own affairs, and work with one
another-not under the lash of coercive authority, but
under the discipline of enlightened self-interest and
moral responsibility.

rs 1

