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For this issue of our Bulletin, we would like to try an experiment to discover what
progress this small publication of ours has made toward arousing a crusade spirit among our
readers to carry the torch for liberty.
The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc., Irvington-on-Hudson, New York, has
published a book entitled "The MAINSPRING of Human Progress", written by Henry Grady
Weaver, who spent a lifetime devoted to the topic of human liberty, and died in 1949.
We were so much impressed with this little book, "The MAINSPRING of Human Progress"
that we have given substantial thought as to how we can assist in getting it into the hands of
many, many people.
Therefore, for this Bulletin, we are selecting a few paragraphs from this book in the
hope that our readers will ask us to mail them a copy, and if, they agree with our
judgment that this book is a great contribution to this problem of free enterprise, they will be
inspired to order, direct from The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc. a :substantial
quantity for their friends, associates, employees, customers, etc.
We hope you will sign and return the enclosed request for a copy of the book, to be
sent with our compliments.

I
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 chimneys
granted
and regard electric lights, refrigerators, running water,
porcelain baths, and toilets as common necessities?
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,
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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, tee
cream sodas, lipsticks, and permanent waves?

What Are the Answers?
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 gas jets; then to electric
. bulbs, neon lights, flourescent tubes.
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
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.

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?
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
virgin wilderness inhabited by a few roving savages,
much as America was when the Pilgrim Fathers landed
at Plymouth.*
*Really. when you come right down to it. nothing is a "natural
re,s ource !' until after mep have made it 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.
It is not natural resources. but the uses men make of them that
really count.

Is it because we work harder? Again the answer is
"No" because in most countries the people work much
harder, on the average, 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
support. Our own ancestors, including the AngloSaxons, 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,
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 globe-:anywhere or at any time.

Socialism and/or Communism
The nearest approach to the bee swarm is found in
socialism or communism-whic}lever 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.
Up to 1917, the words socialism and communism were
used as synonymous and interchangeable terms. But
incident to the Russian Revolution, they began to be
used to distinguish between 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 superstt t10n in modern dress, embellished
with pseudo-scientific theories. His voluminous writings
include The Communist Manifuto (1848) and Das
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.
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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.

combine the states into a co-operative federation,
designed to work on the principle's of individual freedom,
liberty, and law.
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.

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 tha t ten-year-old war, its
causes and its motives :

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

"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."

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 FederaliiJt:

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.

" 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 personal
security or the rights of property; and have in general
been as short in their lives as they have been violent
in their death."

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.

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.

Timeandspacewould 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.*

A Republic

From all the colonies, messengers on horseback went
galloping through the woods to the
meeting
places to find out what was happening, to get instructions as to what should be done b y 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 messengers; 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.
The word republic means rule for the people, and as
Isabel Paterson points out:
"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.

With the state constitutions as their guide, they
attempted to write an over-all constitution which would
*The idea was not ne,w. 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 callect 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
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Here in America, men in public office were to be the
recipients, not the donors, of permission. They were to
be the s.e rvants, not the masters, of the people.

must be allowed to use their fragments of authority
over the multitudes of free individuals.
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.

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.

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 lint:• 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.

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.

"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."
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