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Another factor that tended to limit the power of
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just bad enough-as they did two years ago-he will go with equal speed to the United States 
government and ask for a loan; and the Recons truction Finance Corporation is the outcome 
of it. Each group has sought protection from  the government for its own special interest, 
without realizing that the function of governme nt must be to favor no small group at the 
expense of its duty to protect the rights of pe rsonal freedom and of private property of all 
its citizens.  
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A glance at the situation today only too clear ly indicates that equality of opportunity as we 
have know it no longer exists. Our industrial plant is built; the problem just now is whether 
under existing conditions it is not overbuilt. Our last frontier has long since been reached, 
and there is practically no more free land. More than half of our people do not live on the 
farms or on lands and cannot derive a living by cultivating their own property. There is no 
safety valve in the form of a Western prairi
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power is susceptible of easy abuse. In other times we dealt with the problem of an unduly 
ambitious central government by modifying it gradually into a constitutional democratic 
government. So today we are modifyin g and controlling our economic units.  

As I see it, the task of government in its relation to business is to assist the development of 
an economic declaration of ri ghts, an economic constitutional order. This is the common 
task of statesman and business man. It is th e minimum requirement of a more permanently 
safe order of things.  

Every man has a right to life; and this means th at he has also a right to make a comfortable 
living. He may by sloth or crime decline to exerci se that right; but it may not be denied him. 
We have no actual famine or death; our indu strial and agricultural mechanism can produce 
enough and to spare. Our government formal and informal., political and economic, owes to 
every one an avenue to possess himself of a port ion of that plenty su fficient for his needs, 
through his own work.  

Every man has a right to his own property; which means a right to be assured, to the fullest 
extent attainable, in the safety of his sa vings. By no other means can men carry the 
burdens of those pa rts of life which, in the nature of things afford no chance of labor; 
childhood, sickness, old age. In all thought of property, this right is paramount; all other 
property rights must yield to it. If, in accord with this pr inciple, we must restrict the 
operations of the speculator, the manipulator, even the financier, I be lieve we must accept 
the restriction as needful, not to hamper individualism but to protect it.  

These two requirements must be satisfied, in the main, by the individuals who claim and 
hold control of the great industrial and financial combinations which dominate so large a 
pert of our industrial life. They have undertaken to be, no t business men, but princes-
princes of property. I am not prepared to sa y that the system which produces them is 
wrong. I am very clear that they must fearle ssly and competently assu me the responsibility 
which goes with the power. So many enlig htened business men know this that the 
statement would be little more that a platitude, were it not for an added implication.  

This implication is, briefly, that the responsible heads of finance and industry instead of 
acting each for himself, must work together  to achieve the common end. They must, where 
necessary, sacrifice this or that private advantag e; and in reciprocal self-denial must seek a 
general advantage. It is here that formal go vernment-political government, if you choose, 
comes in. Whenever in the pursui t of this objective the lone wolf, the unethical competitor, 
the reckless promoter, the Ishmael or Insull whos e hand is against every man’s, declines to 
join in achieving and end recognized as being for the public welfare, and threatens to drag 
the industry back to a state of anarchy, the government may properly be asked to apply 
restraint. Likewise, should the group ever use its collective power contrary to public welfare, 
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meat is not another man’s poison. We know th at the old “rights of personal competency”-
the right to read, to think, to speak to choose and live a mode of life, must be respected at 
all hazards. We know that liberty to do anyt hing which deprives othe rs of those elemental 
rights is outside the protection of any compact; and that government in this rega2todk3a647ia



 
Franklin D. Roosevelt 

“Four Freedoms” 
Address to Congress 

January 6, 1941 
 
In the future days, which we seek to make secure, we look forward to a world founded upon four 
essential human freedoms. 

The first is freedom of speech and expression -- everywhere in the world. 

The second is freedom of every person to worship God in his own way -- everywhere in the 
world. 

The third is freedom from want -- which, translated into world terms, means economic 
understandings which will secure to every nation a healthy peacetime life for its inhabitants -- 
everywhere in the world. 

The fourth is freedom from fear -- which, translated into world terms, means a world-wide 
reduction of armaments to such a point and in such a thorough fashion that no nation will be in a 
position to commit an act of physical aggression against any neighbor-- anywhere in the world. 

That is no vision of a distant millennium. It is a definite basis for a kind of world attainable in 
our own time and generation. That kind of world is the very antithesis of the so-called new order 
of tyranny which the dictators seek to create with the crash of a bomb. 

To that new order we oppose the greater conception -- the moral order. A good society is able to 
face schemes of world domination and foreign revolutions alike without fear. 

Since the beginning of our American history, we have been engaged in change -- in a perpetual 
peaceful revolution -- a revolution which goes on steadily, quietly adjusting itself to changing 
conditions -- without the concentration camp or the quick-lime in the ditch. The world order 
which we seek is the cooperation of free countries, working together in a friendly, civilized 
society.  

This nation has placed its destiny in the hands and heads and hearts of its millions of free men 
and women; and its faith in freedom under the guidance of God. Freedom means the supremacy 
of human rights everywhere. Our support goes to those who struggle to gain those rights or keep 
them. Our strength is our unity of purpose. 

To that high concept there can be no end save victory. 

[From Congressional Record, 1941, Vol. 87, Pt. I. ] 
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Lyndon Baines Johnson 
The Great Society 

Delivered 22 May 1964, Ann Arbor, MI 

 
President Hatcher, Governor Romney, Senators McNamara and Hart, Congressmen Meader 
and Staebler, and other members of the fi ne Michigan delegation, members of the 
graduating class, my fellow Americans:  

It is a great pleasure to be here today. Th is university has been coeducational since 1870, 
but I do not believe it was on the basis of yo ur accomplishments that a Detroit high school 
girl said (and I quote), "In choosing a college, you first have to deci de whether you want a 
coeducational school or an educational school." Well, we can find both here at Michigan, 
although perhaps at di fferent hours. I came out here today very anxious to meet the 
Michigan student whose father told a friend of mine that his son's education had been a real 
value. It stopped his mother  from bragging about him.  

I have come today from the turmoil of your capital to the tranquility of your campus to 
speak about the future of your country. The pu rpose of protecting the life of our Nation and 
preserving the liberty of our ci tizens is to pursue the happi ness of our people. Our success 
in that pursuit is the test of our success as a Nation.  

For a century we labored to sett le and to subdue a continent. For half a century we called 
upon unbounded invention and untir ing industry to create an or der of plenty for all of our 
people. The challenge of the next half century is whether we have the wisdom to use that 
wealth to enrich and elevate ou r national life, and to advanc e the quality of  our American 
civilization.  

Your imagination and your initiative and your indignation will determine whether we build a 
society where progress is the servant of our needs, or a society where old values and new 
visions are buried under unbrid led growth. For in your time we have the opportunity to 
move not only toward the rich society and th e powerful society, bu t upward to the Great 
Society.  

The Great Society rests on abundance and liberty  for all. It demands an end to poverty and 
racial injustice, to which we are totally commi tted in our time. But that is just the beginning.  

The Great Society is a place where every child ca n find knowledge to enrich his mind and to 
enlarge his talents. It is a place where leisure is a welcome chance to build and reflect, not 
a feared cause of boredom and restlessness. It is a place where the city of man serves not 
only the needs of the body an d the demands of commerce but th e desire for beauty and the 
hunger for community. It is a place where man can renew contact with nature. It is a place 
which honors creation for its own sake and for what is adds to the understanding of the 
race. It is a place where men are more concer ned with the quality of  their goals than the 
quantity of their goods.  

But most of all, the Great Society is not a sa fe harbor, a resting place, a final objective, a 
finished work. It is a challenge constantly renewed, beckoning us toward a destiny where 
the meaning of our lives matches th e marvelous products of our labor.  

So I want to talk to you today about three pl aces where we begin to build the Great Society 
-- in our cities, in our count ryside, and in our classrooms.  
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Many of you will live  to see the day, perhaps 50 years from now, when there will be 400 
million Americans -- four-fifths of them in urban areas. In the remainder of this century 
urban population will double, city land will double, and we will have to build homes and 
highways and facilities equal to all those built since this country was first settled. So in the 
next 40 years we must re-build the entire urban United States.  

Aristotle said: "Men come together in cities in  order to live, but they remain together in 
order to live the good life." It is harder and ha rder to live the good lif e in American cities 
today. The catalog of ills is long: there is the decay of the centers and the despoiling of the 
suburbs. There is not enough ho using for our people or transportation for our traffic. Open 
land is vanishing and old landmarks are violated. Worst of all expansion is eroding these 
precious and time honored values of community with neighbors and communion with 
nature. The loss of these values breeds loneliness an d boredom and indifference.  

And our society will never be great until our cities are great. Today the frontier of 
imagination and innovation is inside those cities and not beyond their borders. New 
experiments are already going on. It will be the task of your generation to make the 
American city a place where future generations will come, not only to live, but to live the 
good life. And I understand that if I stayed here tonight I would see that Michigan students 
are really doing their best to live the good life.  

This is the place where the Peace Corps was started.  

It is inspiring to see how all of you, while you are in this country, are trying so hard to live 
at the level of the people.  

A second place where we begin to build the Gr eat Society is in our countryside. We have 
always prided ourselves on being not only America the strong and America the free, but 
America the beautiful. Today that  beauty is in danger. The water we drink, the food we eat, 
the very air that we breathe, are threatened with pollution. Our park s are overcrowded, our 
seashores overburdened. Green fields  and dense forests are disappearing.  

A few years ago we were greatly concerned ab out the "Ugly American."  Today we must act 
to prevent an ugly America.  

For once the battle is lost, once our natura l splendor is destroyed, it can never be 
recaptured. And once man can no longer walk with  beauty or wonder at nature his spirit will 
wither and his sustenance be wasted.  

A third place to build the Great Society is in the classrooms of America. There your 
children's lives will be shaped. Our society will not be great until every young mind is set 
free to scan the farthest reaches of thought and imagination. We are still far from that goal. 
Today, 8 million adult Americans, more than the entire population of Michigan, have not 
finished 5 years of school. Near ly 20 million have not finished 8 years of school. Nearly 54 
million -- more than one quarter of all Amer ica -- have not even finished high school.  

Each year more than 100,000 high  school graduates,  with proved ability, do not enter 
college because they cannot afford it. And if we cannot educate today's youth, what will we 
do in 1970 when elementary school enrollment  will be 5 million greater than 1960? And 
high school enrollment will rise by 5 million . And college enrollment will increase by more 
than 3 million.  
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There are those timid souls that say this battle cannot be won;  that we are condemned to a 
soulless wealth. I do not agree. We have the power to shape the civilization that we want. 
But we need your will and your labor and your hearts, if we are to build that kind of society.  

Those who came to this land sought to build more than just a new country. They sought a 
new world. So I have come he re today to your campus to say that you can make their 
vision our reality. So let us from this moment begin our work so that in the future men will 
look back and say: It was then, after a long an d weary way, that man tu rned the exploits of 
his genius to the full enrichment of his life.  

Thank you. Good-bye.  

��
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Ronald Reagan 
A Time for Choosing 

 
Delivered 27 October 1964, Los Angeles, CA 

 
 

Thank you and good evening. The sponsor has been identified, but unlike most television 
programs, the performer hasn't been provided with a script. As a matter of fact, I have been 
permitted to choose my own words and discuss my own ideas regarding the choice that we 
face in the next few weeks. 
 
I have spent most of my life as a Democrat. I recently have seen fit to follow another course. 
I believe that the issues confronting us cross party lines. Now, one side in this campaign has 
been telling us that the issues of this election are the maintenance of peace and prosperity. 
The line has been used, "We've never had it so good." 
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ant heap of totalitarianism. And regardless of their sincerity, their humanitarian motives, 
those who would trade our freedom for security have embarked on this downward course. 
 
In this vote harvesting time, they use terms like the "Great Society," or as we were told a few 
days ago by the President, we must accept a greater government activity in the affairs of the 
people. But they've been a little more explicit in the past and among themselves; and all of 
the things I now will quote have appeared in print. These are not Republican accusations. For 
example, they have voices that say, "The cold war will end through our acceptance of a not 
undemocratic socialism." Another voice says, "The profit motive has become outmoded. It 
must be replaced by the incentives of the welfare state." Or, "Our traditional system of 
individual freedom is incapable of solving the complex problems of the 20th century." Senator 
Fulbright has said at Stanford University that the Constitution is outmoded. He referred to the 
President as "our moral teacher and our leader," and he says he is "hobbled in his task by the 
restrictions of power imposed on him by this antiquated document." He must "be freed," so 
that he "can do for us" what he knows "is best." And Senator Clark of Pennsylvania, another 
articulate spokesman, defines liberalism as "meeting the material needs of the masses 
through the full power of centralized government." 
 
Well, I, for one, resent it when a representative of the people refers to you and me, the free 
men and women of this country, as "the masses." This is a term we haven't applied to 
ourselves in America. But beyond that, "the full power of centralized government" this 
was the very thing the Founding Fathers sought to minimize. 
 
They knew that governments don't control things. A government can't control the economy 
without controlling people. And they know when a government sets out to do that, it must use 
force and coercion to achieve its purpose. They also knew, those Founding Fathers, that 
outside of its legitimate functions, government does nothing as well or as economically as the 
private sector of the economy. 
 
Now, we have no better example of this than government's involvement in the farm economy 
over the last 30 years. Since 1955, the cost of this program has nearly doubled. One fourth 
of farming in America is responsible for 85% of the farm surplus. Three fourths 
of farming is out on the free market and has known a 21% increase in the per capita consumption of 
all its 
produce. You see, that one fourth of farming that's regulated and controlled by the federal 
government. In the last three years we've spent 43 dollars in the feed grain program for every dollar 
bushel of corn we don't grow. 
 
Senator Humphrey last week charged that Barry Goldwater, as President, would seek to 
eliminate farmers. He should do his homework a little better, because he'll find out that we've 
had a decline of 5 million in the farm population under these government programs. He'll also 
find that the Democratic administration has sought to get from Congress [an] extension of the 
farm program to include that three fourths that is now free. He'll find that they've also asked 
for the right to imprison farmers who wouldn't keep books as prescribed by the federal 
government. The Secretary of Agriculture asked for the right to seize farms through 
condemnation and resell them to other individuals. And contained in that same program was a 
provision that would have allowed the federal government to remove 2 million farmers from 
the soil. 
 
At the same time, there's been an increase in the Department of Agriculture employees. 
There's now one for every 30 farms in the United States, and still they can't tell us how 66 
shiploads of grain headed for Austria disappeared without a trace and Billie Sol Estes never 
left shore. 
 
Every responsible farmer and farm organization has repeatedly asked the government to free 
the farm economy, but how are farmers to know what's best for them? The wheat farmers 
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me here in Los Angeles. He told me of a young woman who'd come before him for a divorce. 
She had six children, was pregnant with her seventh. Under his questioning, she revealed her 
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"peace at any price" or "better Red than dead," or as one commentator put it, he'd rather "live 
on his knees than die on his feet." And therein lies the road to war, because those voices don't 
speak for the rest of us. 
 
You and I know and do not believe that life is so dear and peace so sweet as to be purchased 
at the price of chains and slavery. If nothing in life is worth dying for, when did this begin just 
in the face of this enemy? Or should Moses have told the children of Israel to live in 
slavery under the pharaohs? 
 
Should Christ have refused the cross? Should the patriots at Concord Bridge have thrown 
down their guns and refused to fire the shot heard 'round the world? The martyrs of history 
were not fools, and our honored dead who gave their lives to stop the advance of the Nazis 
didn't die in vain. Where, then, is the road to peace? Well it's a simple answer after all. 
 
You and I have the courage to say to our enemies, "There is a price we will not pay." "There is 
a point beyond which they must not advance." And this is the meaning in the phrase of Barry 
Goldwater's "peace through strength." Winston Churchill said, "The destiny of man is not 
measured by material computations. When great forces are on the move in the world, we 
learn we're spirits not animals." And he said, "There's something going on in time and 
space, and beyond time and space, which, whether we like it or not, spells duty." 
 
You and I have a rendezvous with destiny. 
 
We'll preserve for our children this, the last best hope of man on earth, or we'll sentence them 
to take the last step into a thousand years of darkness. 
 
We will keep in mind and remember that Barry Goldwater has faith in us. He has faith that 
you and I have the ability and the dignity and the right to make our own decisions and 
determine our own destiny. 
 

Thank you very much.��
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Restore States Rights and Public Morality 
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Congress Has Lost its Power 

Now I have spoken to Congressmen about their duties and responsibilities and one of them, 
Congresswoman Millicent Fenwick said, "We just frankly can't trust each other enough to do 
that." Well, she is no longer in the House of Representatives, but she knew her colleagues better 
than I do. I believe there has been an abdication of power. The framers gave most of the power to 
the Congress united. But Congress has lost this power -- a change triggered, perhaps, by the 
Great Depression when the imperial presidency emerged. In 1932, Franklin Roosevelt, one of the 
great communicators, learned how to lobby Congress and sometimes go over the heads of 
congressmen. For his first hundred days in office, the Congress essentially gave Roosevelt 
almost anything he asked for because of the crisis. And today, there is an incredible 
centralization of power in Washington in the executive branch of government as opposed to the 
legislative branch where constitutional framers meant for the power to reside. 

During the Watergate era, the power of the executive was diminished. But there has been a 
resurgence in executive power. I read a recent editorial in The Wall Street Journal that said 
Ronald Reagan should spend a $100 million on the Contras whether Congress likes it or not 
because the President is in charge of foreign affairs. But the Constitution gives that power to 
Congress. And it seems that somewhere down the line, Congress has got to reestablish itself as, 
in a sense, the leading branch of the government.  

Congress also holds power with respect to the judicial branch of government. Congress had the 
power to establish all the interior courts in the United States. The judges of the Supreme Court 
system were given a designated number of cases that they could deal with, and the Congress had 
the power to impeach the justices. The justices were not to serve for life, they were to serve for 
good behavior. Congress has the privilege under the Constitution to establish the appellate 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court which means they can determine essentially the category of 
certain cases that will come up to the court on review. Congress has the power by a simple 
majority vote to contract the number of Supreme Court justices or expand it because they have 
done so on several occasions in the history of the United States. Congress today could expand 
the Supreme Court to 12 members. That's all they would have to do, a simple majority. So 
Congress was envisioned as a repository of vast power by the authors of the Constitution. 

Power Shifts to Supreme Court 

Now, we have seen in our day, the power shift first from Congress to the Presidency, and then 
under Chief Justice Earl Warren, it moved over to the Supreme Court. And in today's world, the 
Supreme Court has taken a power, in my view, which the Constitution never gave it. Here are a 
few of the statements of some of the framers of our government and those who were involved in 
the presidency in the early days of our nation. I think it is very significant in terms of what these 
people intended our government to look like. 

Thomas Jefferson, 1820, Sept. 28. Letter to William Jarvis. He said, "You seem to consider the 
judges as the ultimate arbiters of all Constitutional questions, a very dangerous doctrine indeed, 
and one which would place us under the despotism of an oligarchy. The Constitution has erected 
no such single tribune, knowing that whatever hands confided with the corruptions of time and 
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to the federal government is reserved for the states." The intent? The people, i.e. the states, have 
delegated power. They gave up some powers, but they did not give up all powers because they 
are sovereign states.  

Now, what's happened? Following the Civil War, there were amendments added to the 
Constitution dealing with the subject of slavery and the terrible deprivation of rights of certain 
citizens of the United States. Those amendments ensure that if you're a citizen of the United 
States, you have to be treated as such. Your rights for equal protection under the law cannot be 
denied.  

What Rights Remain for the States? 

Now, did the Fourteenth Amendment incorporate the First Amendment and the rest of the Bill of 
Rights into the Constitution? (The Fourteenth Amendment reads in part: "No state shall make or 
enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; 
nor shall any state deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor 
deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.") Did it do it or didn't 
it? Well, the people who were in the Congress who passed that amendment didn't seem to think 
so five of six years later.  

An explicit attempt to impose those national requirements on all states was denied when 
Congress refused to consider an amendment proposed in 1875. So the same essential Congress 
that passed the Fourteenth Amendment said "The Fourteenth Amendment does not embrace the 
First Amendment and apply it to the states." It was very simple, and they voted it down. That 
was the law of the land. That was the law in acco
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