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In ages past, there are a few powerful movements where the cause of 
freedom reigns and the triumph of liberty becomes more than rhetoric, 

dogma, and political posturing. Those efforts echo through generations 
of time and stir the hearts and souls of good men and women across the 
globe today. 

The Price of Liberty
While many of us yearn to be a part of such romantic notions, its 

important to realize that those critical movements did not start by accident 
and were not propelled by haphazard passions. Victory has only been 
possible at such times when  men and women of principle and conviction 
deliberately stand forth, with certainty, to move the cause of freedom 
forward based upon faith, loyalty and a rationally calculated strategy. 
Triumph is actually earned, not by the lip service giving do-gooders but 
by patriots—the world’s producers who, in spite of opposition, setbacks, 
and individual instances of failure, see past constant adversity and persist 

The FreeCapitalist 
Project tm
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in the cause by placing all they have on the altar for a better life. 
The course of success is actually invisible to those caught up in the 

appearance of being on the side of freedom, so much so that they take little 
notice of the blood, sweat, and tears given by freedom’s actual heroes. Such 
heroes have been the same through the ages: founders of new societies, 
reviving ancient principles, becoming heroes of generations. They teach 
their posterity timeless and objective truths such as: eternal vigilance is 
the price of liberty. Over time, the challenge of keeping these truths at the 
forefront of popular perspective grows ever more difficult.

This is the heritage of every American today. Though it may sound to 
some romantic or idealistic, the world has entered a new millennium and 
a quick survey of our condition informs all the honest in heart that the 
time for revolution is ripe; the call for such men and women of vision and 
courage is sure. 

A WARNING: To the unconcerned and distracted, the obvious is 
illusive. Despite our current prosperity, there is ever constant warning 
that the magnificent and wonderful accomplishments of past generations 
are grinding rapidly to a halt in many areas of contemporary life. The 
common view of most Americans is increasingly a paradigm of quiet 
desperation and scarcity. Individuals who—when compared to their 
ancestors—could reasonably be expected to feel content, happy, and 
industrious are too commonly found living unhappy lives. Endemic to 
our culture and despite our apparent luxury and wealth, it is increasingly 
obvious that there is something deeply disturbing going on, and its all 
around us. 

While there are fortunate and providential exceptions to the modern 
crises of consumerism, scarcity, and yearning for financial security, there 
is little doubt that whatever it is brewing below the surface - its much 
larger than we as a people have been willing to face. 

Despite our blessings, our material progress, and the untold 
opportunities commonly available to us, there is evidence everywhere 
that the cause of liberty is being neglected, ignored, and in some cases 
sabotaged by those who are accustomed only to its rhetoric.

From one part of the globe to the other, political pundits, social 
advocates, and religious leaders are in a constant critical cacophony 
deploring violence, contention, war, lasciviousness, pornography, 
tragedy, fraud, and economic uncertainty. The often unspoken but easily 
acknowledged reality is that outside America almost the entire world is 
faring even worse. To the student of American history, this condition is 
not a surprise. The Founders of the American experiment were united 
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in both their hopes for a “New Order of the Ages”1 (an era of prosperity 
and peace) and in their warnings that the work they had started was 
not finished. They repeatedly cautioned that the ultimate success of the 
American experiment would fall to a future generation for rescue and 
completion.2 

Ayn Rand, in harmony with the Founders, proclaimed:

The world crisis of today is a moral crisis—and nothing less 
than a moral revolution can resolve it; a moral revolution 
to sanction and complete the political achievement of 
the American Revolution. Evasions, equivocations and 
guilty apologies will not work any longer. . . . [We] must 
fight for capitalism, not as a “practical” issue, not as an 
economic issue, but, with the most righteous pride, as a 
moral issue. . . . [We] must assume the task of building a 
new culture on a new moral foundation, which, for once, 
will not be the culture of Attila and the Witch Doctor, but 
the culture of the Producer.3 

Aware of our general social condition, the majority of us seem to be 
waiting for an announcement on prime time television, or some shocking 
front-page article in the national newspapers that some newly elected 
leader has announced that the final revolution for freedom has begun. 

Every four years, when the national elections come around and the 
rhetoric of change is sold cheap, the hopes and dreams of Americans are 
increasingly difficult to stir as the callous and apathy among us deepens. 
This challenge, and the type of thinking behind it will not die on its own. 
There are many today who have a deep desire to reject such apathy and 
feel the swelling desire to act now. Yet, there are not many among us who 
actually know practically what to do. 

The call for men and women of vision and courage, is sure. It will, 
however, require much more than criticism, newspaper announcements, 
or an election to actually move the cause of liberty and freedom in the 
minds and hearts of men, women, and children. It will take providence, 
principles, leadership, and vision—ingredients that culminate in a literal 
movement, a moral revolution based upon sound, timeless principles. 

It is fortunate indeed when the divine hand of Providence interferes 
1Latin phrase (Novus Ordo Seclorum) on The Great Seal of the United States.
2Albert Ellery Bergh, The Writings of Thomas Jefferson, 20 vols. (Washington: The 

Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association, 1907), 15:391.
3 Ayn Rand, For The New Intellectual (New York: Signet, 1963), 54.
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in the affairs of men and points out the way, when history is prepared to 
turn the page opening a new chapter of hope, optimism, prosperity, and 
triumph.

In context of our modern struggle for freedom and liberty, the hope for 
mankind’s future depends upon today’s generation. As was true for the 
great social transformations and moral revolutions in history, the future 
of the world is best understood today from the perspective of those past 
giants among men who dedicated their lives and their legacy to marking 
out the path for us. In prophetic tone, the ancient historian Livy warns in 
the preface to his history of Rome:

I invite the reader’s attention to the much more serious 
consideration of the kind of lives our ancestors lived, . . . 
I would then have him trace the process of our moral 
decline, to watch, first, the sinking of the foundations 
of morality as the old teaching was allowed to lapse, 
then the rapidly increasing disintegration, then the final 
collapse of the whole edifice, and the dark dawning of 
our modern day when we can neither endure our vices nor 
face the remedies needed to cure them [emphasis added].4 

So it is for us. The “old teaching” of our founding generation holds 
answers and relevant cues for organizing our individual lives, finding 
individual prosperity, and laying the foundation for a new moral 
culture. 

The Foundation
During the creation of the greatest of all republics, the Founding 

Fathers of the United States relied upon what they described as “Ancient 
Principles”5 to ensure the success of their cause and the correctness of 
their course. This principle-based foundation at the core of the American 
Revolution resulted in three categorical social transformations (political 
freedom, religious freedom, and economic freedom) that have since 
changed the face of the planet forever. 

If we are to succeed in our responsibility of leading the cause of freedom 
today and completing what was started by the Founders—who ushered in 

4 Titus Livy, The Early History of Rome: Books I-IV (New York: Penguin Group, 2002), 
30.

5 Julian P. Boyd, The Papers of Thomas Jefferson (Princeton N.J.: Princeton University 
Press, 1982), 492.
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an era of global progress immeasurable in magnitude and brought about 
their predicted Novus Ordo Seclorum, an era of widespread hope, peace, 
and prosperity - then we must learn for ourselves what they knew. 

Understanding the Founders formula for success and the principles 
at the core of their efforts presents a rather astonishing, powerful, and 
refreshing recipe for our own modern objective. Turning to the Founders 
and understanding the three major transformations resulting from 
the foundation they laid will enable us to solve our most perplexing 
individual, social, civic, and political challenges.    

Political Freedom
The first significant transformation in America began with a shift in 

political thinking. The Founders held sacred the idea that the rights and 
privileges of life belong to no group, no collective, and no lone tyrant. 
Instead, they laid a political foundation upon the notion that God—who 
is no respecter of persons—has endowed each individual man and woman 
with individual sovereign rights. 6   

Religious Freedom
The second transformation in America occurred in the religious world. 

Founded on the idea that men are free by right, the Founders ensured that 
preserving liberty of conscience and its corresponding personal liberties 
was the essential role of all government.7 This therefore demanded that 
the national state must be entirely separate from any specific church and 
that no organization should have the power to compel or coerce the mind 
of man through force, specifically the church. 

Economic Freedom
The third transformation in America, the least understood and most 

overlooked to our detriment today, was a shift in economic thinking. To 
the Founders, the temporal affairs of man were indivisibly linked to his 
spiritual affairs.8 Power over a man’s sustenance, they taught, amounts to 
power over his life generally. 

The great secret in the larger battle for liberty is that this one ingredient, 
economic freedom, is essential to the protection and preservation of all 
other freedoms. 

Most accurately called capitalism or free enterprise today, this pivotal 

6 U.S. Declaration of Independence, 1776
7 Thomas Paine, The Rights of Man (London: Watts & Company, 1906), 38
8 Harold C. Syrett, et al., The Papers of Alexander Hamilton, Vol. 1-26 (New 

York/London: Columbia University Press, 1979), 86-89, 121-136.
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transformation revealed that freedom (or personal agency) is the source 
of all hope, all peace, and all prosperity for all men under all conditions 
and for all time.

Two Conflicting Views: The Consumers vs The 
Producers

As evidenced by the material prosperity still reachable by so many today, 
our generation has inherited the last forward reaching momentum of the 
Founders’ experiment. We stand now on the brink of a tragic reversal of 
history. 

The forces of liberty and destruction have, through more than a hundred 
years of the world’s bloodiest conflicts, finally and definitely arrived in the 
life path of virtually all men in all nations. We stand at the apex of history 
where both good and evil have culminated with staggering swiftness. 

Starting just over one hundred and fifty years ago, those who would not 
see men live free and prosperous and who therefore advocated a return 
to a feudal system where power was distributed to only a select few began 
to successfully sow the seeds of a great world conflict. Our world today 
is largely governed and controlled—to an ever-increasing extent—by 
the ideas of those individuals. This is not because evil men outnumber 
the good, or because those who are adverse to freedom are somehow 
more innately powerful than patriots, instead its because we as a people 
have consented to their tribalism and socialist philosophies be default. 
We have simply been, as if we were, asleep.  While we as a society with 
few exceptions have delegated the management of and responsibility for 
our lives to others - the foundation of liberty has been under incessant 
attack.

In societies across the globe today, there are those who see the truth and 
feel inspired to stand forth and take the side of right if only they knew  
practically what could be done. As Yates prophetically deplored, “the best 
[among us] lack all conviction, while the worst / Are full of passionate 
intensity.”9 

The poverty, sickness, and bloodshed pouring over the face of the 
planet during the last century, despite the tools of prosperity and peace 
being more available than ever before, is only explainable when the battle 
lines in this war of ideas and the distinctions between two diametrically 
opposed world views are clearly understood.

9 William Butler Yeats, The Collected Poems of W.B. Yeats (New York: Scribner Paperback 
Poetry, 1996), 187.
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The passionate intensity of those who stand on the wrong side of this 
eternal battle for liberty, prosperity and peace do not see men as the real 
assets of life, as producers. They see men as dangerous, intellectually 
inferior consumers. At issue in determining the ultimate result of our 
present conflict is a simple but all-important choice between scarcity and 
abundance, between those who advocate for life as powerless victims 
and those whose conviction comes from choosing the life of a rational, 
thinking - producer.   

American History & The US Constitution
The secret to our coming success is to identify the pivotal core principles 

held by the Founders. At the culmination of their efforts, they committed 
American society to limited government carried out by consistent 
principle, as outlined in a written Constitution—the first and oldest of its 
kind in existence today. The great British statesman William Gladstone 
penned: 

As the British Constitution is the most subtile [sic] 
organism which has proceeded from . . . progressive 
history, so the American Constitution is . . . the most 
wonderful work ever struck off at a give time by the brain 
and purpose of man.10

This document along with its precedent declaration of principles, 
the Declaration of Independence, outlines the ultimate safeguards and 
blueprint for the continued survival and advancement of free society. 

Today, however, the United States of America is suffering under consistent 
efforts (both intentional and situational) to alter, subvert, or disregard the 
Constitutional framework set up by the Founders. The principles outlined 
in the Declaration of Independence and enshrined in the Constitution 
have been enduring  serious and fundamental challenges for over a 
century, and these represent an ever-growing concern to all citizens of free 
countries everywhere. Freedom itself is being eroded much faster, more 
deliberately, and even more effectively than most of us could imagine. 
 
This Primer

The purpose of this publication is to serve as a beginning resource, and 
as a call to action. It has been written for those who will stand up and 

10 William E. Gladstone, “Kin Beyond Sea,” The North American Review, September–
October 1878, 185.
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join in the battle to preserve and extend liberty. The selections chosen for 
publication are not exhaustive, but include sample writings from prime 
movers of the past, producers who have contributed to the foundation 
upon which we must now build. Each selection contains emphasis on 
fundamental principles that have been most successfully attacked by our 
enemies over the last century and a half. 

In this Primer, you will find articles from authors who never intended 
to combine their work in a publication such as this. In fact, most of them 
had no direct intellectual connection with one another; however, as Adam 
Smith observed, in the natural system of liberty there is a metaphorical 
“invisible hand” that brings things together for the good of all when 
honest individuals pursue their own rational self-interest.11 

We have added these authors so that we may join them in pointing out 
the necessary ingredients for a successful campaign against consumerism, 
collectivism, and all related formulas for ruler’s law, tyranny, tribalism, 
and oppression. 

Given the nature of this publication, the reader should not be surprised 
that—when comparing the works of The FreeCapitalist Project™ with 
these authors (and comparing the authors’ publications with each 
other)—there may be now and then a few inconsistencies. Most of these 
conflicts consist more of language and form distinctions rather than real 
intellectual differences. 

Nevertheless, the common message and emphasis of this Primer speaks 
clearly and loudly to the student of history and the modern-day reader 
who is anxious to transcend the mediocre life and join an effort to advance 
individual prosperity and the healing of the American dream. 

A sincere and diligent student should easily discover the bright line of 
truth  woven as a consistent thread between the essays contained herein 
and witness that the authors have each contributed to the common battle 
for freedom—not just in his or her own day but also with us in the days 
ahead. If a Protestant minister, a Mormon prophet, an economist, a moral 
philosopher and a great modern American president can all address the 
common intellectual ingredients four our success, we too should be able, 
despite our smaller differences, to unite under the greater cause of liberty.  
 
The Path Forward 

The formula for the solutions to today’s dilemma and the political 
restoration that must subsequently occur can best be summarized in 

11 Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations (New York: Bantam Dell, 2003), 572.
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the language of the Founders as “Prosperity Economics.”12 A person (or 
a society) locked in serious financial bondage ultimately loses all other 
freedoms. A slave, while he may muse over the contemplated blessings 
of liberty, is still a slave. This is the course we as Americans are following 
today.

It will take a free people to ensure the survival and ultimate healing of 
our republic; and to become free, a large, statistically significant segment 
of the population must learn how to act upon those ancient principles 
of prosperity rediscovered by the Founders. This group must become 
producers in mind and in deed so that when they become financially 
free they can act forcibly and responsibly, advocating principle-based 
solutions in their own lives, in their families, and in their communities. 

This is the only formula for long-term success. Political initiatives, 
grass roots reforms, and legislative agendas by themselves have proven 
to add only fuel to the fire of corruption. The solution is, as it was in the 
beginning, a principle-based defense of freedom. 

Over the past century, many independent companies, organizations, 
and associations have been formed to address the persistent drift of 
America from its Constitutional moorings. With rare exception, they 
tend to be limited to criticism and fault finding. 

It is worth pointing out that while it may be part of the necessary 
solution, warning your neighbor that the sky is falling is never sufficient 
instruction by itself. Without a corresponding plan of action, the 
problems are simply compounded by the frantic and fearful voices of our 
day. Hopeless and worried people do not make good or effective soldiers 
in the battle for liberty. 

Those who have dedicated their lives to researching, studying, and 
exposing the great problems of our time (political, social, and personal), 
pointing out the problems and having a critical and observant eye offer 
much to our cause. However, becoming obsessively focused on looking 
for evil at the expense of fortifying, strengthening, and advocating the 
path forward in practice, day to day measures, only furthers the successes 
of our enemy. 

Those who fight for freedom must watch and guard vigilantly against 
ignorance, apathy, and excessive negativity. To quote Churchill: 

Do not let us speak of darker days; let us speak rather 
of sterner days. These are not dark days; these are great 

12 W. Cleon Skousen. The Making of America. (USA: National Center for Constitutional 
Studies, 1985), 203-221.
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days—the greatest days our country has ever lived; and 
we must all thank God that we have been allowed, each 
of us according to our stations, to play a part in making 
these days memorable in the history of our race.13 

No matter how negative the present situation seems, it is positive 
thinking, positive living, and our attendant hope that creates an 
environment of faith and diligence conducive to ultimate victory. We 
must not shrink or surrender to the mental poison of scarcity, despair, 
and consumption. 

Consider the environment when the mental disease of scarcity and fear 
boiled over into a world war for the second time in the same generation 
more than a half century ago. Those caught up in the negativity and 
who saw the impending defeat of Britain were aroused by a positive and 
faithful voice which declared:

[W]e shall not flag or fail. . . . [W]e shall fight in France, 
we shall fight on the seas and oceans, we shall fight with 
growing confidence and growing strength in the air, we 
shall defend our island, whatever the cost may be, we 
shall fight on the beaches, we shall fight on the landing 
grounds, we shall fight in the fields and in the streets, we 
shall fight in the hills; we shall never surrender.14

 
It is this hallmark of heroes that inspires and arouses free men and 

women to  fight for liberty. The very challenging days ahead require 
more than wishful thinking and an awareness of evil. We must organize 
ourselves and commit ourselves to a determined and deliberate course. A 
course that uplifts, inspires, and directly confronts the deception and all 
the pervasive poison of collectivism, consumerism, and compromise. 

The FreeCapitalist Project™
As the Founders envisioned, the task at hand is not limited to a 

national geographic framework. As Jefferson clearly outlined, the 
Creator endowed all men with the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness—regardless of nationality or other distinguishing feature. 
Thus, consistent with that vision, the cause is—by its very nature—global. 

13 Sir Winston Churchill, “Never Give In, Never, Never, Never” (speech, Harrow School, 
London, October 29, 1941).

14 Sir Winston Churchill, “We Shall Fight on the Beaches” (speech, House of Commons, 
June 4, 1940).
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Those engaged in this effort are the FreeCapitalists. Our cause is the 
advancement of freedom, prosperity, and peace. The name of our effort 
is the FreeCapitalist Project™ (hereinafter referred to as the “Project”), a 
civic service organization committed to the formula outlined herein. 

The primary structure of the Project is a formal, volunteer membership-
based society of individuals who have publicly committed to living by a 
set of core values and common principles while advancing the cause. 

Members are capitalists because the concept of capitalism represents 
the essential moral principles of freedom and liberty while eschewing 
force and deception, which is why capitalism is advocated by the Project 
as the secure foundation to free society. 

Members use the title FreeCapitalist(s) to set apart those who are 
committed to the success of our civic service organization.

Members are fiercely committed and loyal to the universal cause of 
freedom through the unique and divinely inspired instrumentality of 
the United States Constitution. Separate from political and social groups 
that use the Constitution primarily as reference material for political 
discussion, the Project uses the principles discovered by the Founders 
and enshrined in their early documents  as an actual blueprint for regular 
private and public action. 

The FreeCapitalist membership is organized by local community  
councils and neighborhood forums that meet regularly (usually weekly) 
to learn, network, and plan positive principle-based changes in their lives 
and in their surrounding community. The Project maintains its official 
address in Washington D.C. 

Membership is free, but the majority of members elect to participate 
in local Prosperity Quest™ study groups (“Study Groups”). Participation 
in these groups requires an initial tuition payment and regular monthly 
dues. 

Though the terminology is new, the society envisioned by the 
FreeCapitalist Project is the same society envisioned by the Founders. 
The first general order of civic service performed by the Project is to help 
its individual members become self-reliant, economically independent, 
and ultimately free by adopting the core principles rediscovered by 
America’s Founders as the governing standards of public and private life 
in the United States and across the globe. 

Call To Action
It can be done. The Founders predicted that this would be the mission 

of our day. The most important questions are not “Can we win?” or “Will 
we win?” or even “Can the FreeCapitalist Project™ succeed?” Instead, the 
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question that cannot be avoided by free men and women (who despite 
living at perhaps the most momentous time in the history of the world feel 
the gnawing of inner turmoil and discontent regarding what is happening 
all around) is: “Am I willing to stand forth and fight for liberty?”  

In ages past, there are a few powerful movements where the cause of 
freedom reigns and the triumph of liberty becomes more than rhetoric, 
dogma, and political posturing. For those who answer, “Yes!” the test is 
action—nothing less. 

The Primer Quest™
If you are interested in embarking on a path that will enable you to 

engage with the FreeCapitalist Project™ and start down your own personal 
quest for freedom and prosperity, you are invited to accept and complete 
the PRIMER QUEST™. Participants who successfully complete all of the 
requirements below will earn $100 cash.

Requirements:  
Submit your $37 payment through the PrimerQuest website.1. 
Join the FreeCapitalist.com Online Community. 2. 
Read the entire Primer.3. 
Commit to live by the principles of the Project.4. 
Regularly read FreeCapitalist Daily at daily.freecapitalist.com.5. 
Regularly listen to FreeCapitalist Radio via web/podcast/6. 
broadcasts.
Attend a local forum meeting (where organized).7. 
Make a public declaration of your commitment to the Project by:8. 

Invite 5 others who successfully embark upon the PrimerQuest.9. 
Complete your Stewardship Report on the PrimerQuest website.10. 

Succeed at having a letter, written by you, to the editor of  •	
your  local newspaper, published, that positively mentions 
the Project; or,  

Succeed at posting a personal blog entry on a credible •	
website which contains a positive mention of the Project; 
or, 

Succeed at obtaining a letter of support for the Project from •	
a local elected official, businessman or community leader.
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My whole life it seems, I’ve been thinking about making the world a 
better place. It seems to me that some people are simply born into 

the world thinking about the general condition of life on the planet. I am 
definitely, even if unexplainably, one of those people.

For example, I remember organizing my friends in the earliest grades of 
elementary school. I remember watching attentively the election returns 
in 1980, when I was only seven years old. I remember thinking then that 
the President of the United States could certainly make the world a better 
place. Many of us never think past some of these, our simple and childish 
notions of power and change. Its not that we’re wrong with these ideas – 
it’s just that being serious about them requires so much more.

Most adults, I think, still have very childish ideas about what it takes 
to change the world and even why the world might need changing. Even 
more specifically, most of us, from our earliest childhood have been 
socially conditioned to see the head of any tribe (using this term loosely 
to refer to any organized group) as being the most influential person in 

Saving Freedom:
A FreeCapitalist 
Call to Action

by 

Rick Koerber
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the tribe itself. In families for example, which are small tribes, being a 
parent means to most of us, through our still childish concepts, having 
all the power. In school, being the teacher or principle means having the 
power. On a sports team being the coach means having the power. So, 
from our earliest days it’s easy to fall prone to the false notion that if we 
want to have the power to change the world it means we must first become 
the head of the tribe. While there certainly is power and purpose in being 
the head of a tribe, the irony and simple refutation of this commonly 
misplaced notion is obvious to anyone who has actually been the head 
of tribe.

Tribalism (or collectivism) is the political philosophy of the naïve, the 
intellectually lazy, and the deceivers. To the collectivists, the fact that the 
tribe exists in the first place is a simple given. Collectivists seem to think 
that organizations like the family, the community, the nation, etc., just 
exist and thus they spend most of their time either striving to become 
the head/leader of the tribe or complaining that a new leader is needed 
to make life better for everyone. To a liberally educated adult – a person 
who loves liberty and freedom – the notion of making anyone’s life better 
is absurd given that we each hold that sovereign power for ourselves. 
The purpose of leadership in any tribe is not served by this naïve and 
dangerous idea that authority (and the power that comes with it) is the 
necessary ingredient for changing the world.

Unfortunately, this misplaced idea lays at the center of the most common 
political philosophy in our culture today. Consciously or subconsciously 
it engulfs the major political parties, all geographical regions and all age 
groups. It’s largely the result of what I’ve previously described as “the 
brain-off conspiracy”(see my previously published essay entitled the 
Brain-Off Conspiracy), a culture of civil deception perpetrated by those 
whose agenda is to take advantage of a collectivized world.

Certainly, leaders of tribes have power. That is not the distinction 
I’m pointing out. Great leaders have great power to do much good. But 
great leaders do not seek to be appointed or given a position of power 
over the tribe for the sake of the authority and power inherent in the 
position. Creators of tribes and those that recognize how a tribe is 
formed, protected and defended have a power deeper than the sum of 
power granted by the authority of any tribal head. These are society’s 
prime movers and first-handers. They are brought to power by the fruit of 
their own productive effort not by politicking, campaigning or the social 
acceptance antecedent to some ritualistic or ceremonial coronation. The 
difference is between the prime movers and the so called leaders who are 
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really nothing more than second-handers, hoping to be anointed tribal 
chief as a gift to which they are entitled by virtue of their ego alone. Life 
will get better in the tribe, according to the second-hander, because they 
are in charge, regardless of the legitimacy or his or her ideas and agenda.

It’s important to develop the ability to make this critical distinction 
between first and second-handers. A person who knows, for example, 
how to constitute, sustain and defend the structure of a family is more 
powerful then the typical parent who simply has a family and seeks to 
rule over it. A person who knows how to build a community is more 
powerful than a person who simply holds the position of leader in a 
community. A person who knows how to build a sports team, a political 
group, a civic service organization, etc., is more powerful than the one (or 
few) who simply end up in charge of those organizations. The difference 
I’m describing is subtle but powerful. It is essential to recognize this 
distinction between prime movers and second-handers in order to 
discern between those who want to really do good in the world and those 
intellectual second-handers – the brain off do-gooders.

Our society has the tribal sickness of the second-handers like never 
before. We actually, as a people, believe that the way to solve most of our 
problems is to simply anoint a new leader of the tribe. Even more typical, 
we usually just assume that if the new leader of our tribe came from our 
neck of the woods or our social camp (see my essay entitled Earth Camp) 
then we would all be better off regardless of the actual, individual merits 
of such a leader.

Choosing new leaders can indeed lead to change, but it’s not the kind of 
change most of us imagine. Anyone who has been the leader of a tribe – 
in family, in business, in community etc., recognizes that a power deeper 
than simple authority alone comes from the network of people who lend 
their support to the integrity of the tribe, its leader and his ideas. Without 
that support even the most intelligent, charismatic and visionary leader 
fails, and then falls quickly.

An example of what I’m trying to casually point out (this essay is 
certainly not academic, that is a project for another day) is the group in 
our society who self-identify as Constitutionalists. I am a person who 
believes that the Constitution of the United States is a divinely inspired 
formula for not only protecting freedom but for building prosperity. In the 
current presidential election campaign Texas Congressman (R) Ron Paul 
has effectively illustrated the point I’m trying to make. Congressman Paul 
has a huge following of Constitutionalists among the younger politically 
astute and the more independent minded portion of the electorate. His 
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support crosses traditional party lines, he campaigns on high ideals, and 
he has a decade’s long track record in the Congress that evidences the 
consistency of his philosophy and his performance.

Congressman Paul has raised abnormally large amounts of money 
through seemly spontaneous movements of supporters organized across 
the country using only the Internet. While it has been quite obvious to 
almost everyone that Ron Paul has never had a real chance to become 
the leader of America’s tribe in 2008 – it is not obvious to very many 
why this is the case. It is not because his ideas are unsupportable as some 
have suggested. It’s not because he cannot get grassroots support, he has 
demonstrated this to the amazement of many and it’s not because he lacks 
vision or intellectual acumen. Whether you are a Ron Paul supporter or 
not, the truth of the matter is that the reason congressman Paul, and many 
other’s like him who have gone before in decades past, will not become the 
leader of the American tribe is because those who support him, though 
their conscious ideals are much different, are actually subconsciously 
tribalists in their methods as evident by their dominate focus of changing 
the head of the tribe before first building an organization that is prepared 
to govern under new leadership. This contradiction seals Congressman 
Paul’s fate, even though he himself is generally speaking prime mover and 
first-hander. The second-handers, anointed by those who seek advantage 
over the common man, maintain their advantage with Congressman 
Paul as their adversary because of this simple contradiction in the minds 
of his supporters. I mean this as no insult, instead I mean to point out 
the stumbling block in the path of obtaining real, fundamental power for 
effecting social change that is too often encountered by many of the most 
ardent lovers of freedom in our day.

Let me go into just a brief explanation of the ideas behind my example. In 
Presidential politics there are generally two sub-tribes (Republicans and 
Democrats) that battle every four years for control of the larger American 
tribe. Congressman Paul and his constituents refuse to compromise with 
the dominant members currently in authority over the Republican tribe 
because of what they see as their principled stand on many issues. So, 
right or wrong, with the unconscious mistake of tribalism guiding their 
efforts, they will lose his campaign for the Presidency – claiming that 
their ideas are right and that the Republican tribe is wrong and has lost 
its moorings (an argument I heartily agree with by the way).

However, the unconscious implications of this kind of thinking is the 
very problem for those who see what I’m describing as the problem we face 
in America, and it certainly does not just plague Congressman Paul or his 
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colleagues. This very problem is what has stood in the way of almost all 
those who have previously stood for freedom and liberty, trying to finish 
what America’s founders started more than two centuries ago. These have 
been good men and women who have dedicated their lives to the cause 
of making the world a better place whether it be through politics, civic 
affairs, volunteer community service, education, etc. Modern history is 
full of idealistic martyrs, but it reveals a few, invaluable examples of prime 
movers who find a way to move beyond this almost invisible enemy of 
our cause.

Lest anyone be offended at my attempt here of candid self criticism, 
remember the consequence of our general failure to date is leaving the 
control of our society to the deceivers and the brain-off conspiracy of 
those who are willing to give in to them.

Governor Mitt Romney learned this same lesson this year, or at least 
should have. Illinois Senator Barak Obama is also about to learn this 
lesson. If Senator Obama wins the contest to become America’s next 
President he will have an enormous challenge starting the first day of his 
Presidency. His challenge is subtle, and most men in positions like his in 
the past have not realized it until long after the challenge swallows any 
chance for their dreams of success.

Governing the tribe involves an army of tribe makers and defenders. 
These are “mini-leaders” who Senator Obama (or any future President) 
will have to turn to in order to actually govern the many different facets 
of the federal government. This is true in politics and in any sizable tribe/
organization. Senator Obama’s challenge will be that he will need many 
more people to form his government than are actually his insiders. This 
means he will have to turn to others who are outside the very small 
Obama leadership tribe. I suspect he’ll turn first to the larger tribe of 
the Democratic Party. To do this, he will want competence and some 
experience. However, looking for experience and competence means that 
he will have to rely on many whose ideas and loyalties are preformed, 
independent of his and in some cases at odds with him - therefore 
challenging the very ideals that he has campaigned upon (for the record, 
though he’s pleasant to listen to and though I judge him to be authentic, 
I am no fan of Mr. Obama’s view of the proper role of government or his 
proposed policy initiatives – just in case you’re wondering).

The successful leaders, who are also among society’s most important 
prime movers, are those who do not find themselves in the situation I’ve 
just described, and are able instead to turn to numerous colleagues of 
their own making from their own experience formed usually years in 
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advance of any such challenge.
This is the problem of focusing on change by only changing the tribal 

head. While he has the authority in most cases, it is NOT the tribal head 
who has the power to make the world a better place at his wish and 
whim as we imagine in childhood. Instead, leaders with authority are 
subject in a multitude of ways to those who he relies upon to define and 
defend the tribe. A President depends upon his cabinet and the congress 
and even to some extent the judiciary to cooperate in his leadership. A 
congressman depends upon his peers, the Washington bureaucracy and 
the small special interests that coincide with his agenda. So it is at the 
State level, in communities, in business and in families. Therefore, an 
organization seeking to further a real movement of change recognizes that 
a revolution begins first by creating the organizational context for a new 
leader, and this usually occurs long before the larger tribes surrounding 
the revolution ever know what is, in fact, taking place.

To provide a simple example, going back to Congressman Ron Paul 
– let’s assume for a minute that he were by some odd chance elected 
President of the United States in November of 2008. President Ron Paul 
would want to eliminate the Federal Reserve system and return America 
to a sound banking system. But as President how would he do this? He 
does not have legislative authority or any lawmaking power whatsoever. 
Any action he took as President, even if he judged it to be legal and just, 
would have to past the muster of judicial scrutiny. He would therefore 
have to turn to Congress and to the judiciary. But who in Congress or 
the judiciary would support him just because he was the President? How 
would he gain their support? Without this kind of support – he could only 
talk, and as we are all to well aware talk is not the same as real change. I’m 
not criticizing Congressman Paul, I’m criticizing what we have come to 
expect as the blind game of tribal politics and the ritual of leader picking 
that has lulled so many of us into passive participation and occasional 
critical lip service in our republic rather than real civic involvement.

Why do I take the time to make this point about where power really 
rests in any revolution? Because, I really want to organize a revolution 
that is successful at bearing the constitution of the United States off 
triumphantly from its current brink of ruin and destruction. No one 
reading this should make any mistake in believing it will be possible to 
do this by simply “electing one of our own” to be the head of any tribe – 
we must first create and/or organize the social, economic, and political 
context required for a new leader of our country to be successful in some 
future day. Lest this seem discouraging to some, I firmly believe we can 
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do it and that the success we create along the way will serve as a more 
lasting bulwark against the progress of our enemies than the work which 
will take place at the ultimate climax of our cause.

I’m not a politician, so I actually mean what I say. I want to organize 
change on such a fundamental level that it has only been seen twice 
before since America’s founding revolution. After the amazing success of 
the Founders, only the civil war era and the socialization of America after 
the Great Depression serve as historical benchmarks of real, fundamental 
and consequential change that has taken place in America. Unfortunately, 
these past two revolutions have been in the wrong direction for liberty.

America is becoming socialized, Europeanized and hollowed out 
by those who understand what I’m talking about and are using the 
naiveté of those who advocate change based upon the tribalist head-
picking mentality. For the last eighty years, with very few exceptions – 
change at the top has resulted in only more disguised and homogenized 
consolidation in the real power structures that govern our society. To 
put it more simply, Senator John McCain, Senator Barrack Obama and 
Senator Hillary Clinton have only so much to offer the American people. 
Specifically, they are Senator whose power to change the world rests 
with the same group of mini-tribe leaders who have been in control for 
decades. They bring with them nothing more than worn out promises, 
sometimes packaged in new rhetoric – but none of the merits of a prime 
mover who has created an organization prepared to defend liberty 
and restore the principled foundation of our republic. For all their talk 
about social reforms, policy changes, and a new future, they are stuck 
in the same rut of political reality that is carved out, defended and even 
advocated by people whose names the public does not generally know, 
but who have self-interest in maintaining the status quo. Spending endless 
energy identifying and uncovering the support structure I’m describing 
is an almost fruitless activity today. There is not time to waste in trivial 
discovery when the time for effective leadership, principled organization 
and real social movement is at hand.

To those with eyes to see and ears to hear, in our current political 
environment, America’s congressional leadership is more important 
and powerful than change at the executive level (though change there 
is important.) State leadership in the Governor’s offices and legislative 
offices around the country is more important than change in Washington 
(though change there is important). Community leadership in towns and 
counties across this country are in fact the MOST important political 
priority of those who want to organize and then actually succeed at 
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implementing the real, fundamental change I’ve been describing, here 
in America. This is difficult to swallow for the politically naïve and over-
ambitious citizen who reads the paper daily, for the man or woman who 
has personal ambitions to hold elective office (or who already holds such 
office), or for those who simply desire to be among those who support the 
right candidate next time. As I’ve said many times before, some things are 
true whether we believe them or not.

Our way of life, our future, and the cause of liberty is on the brink of 
ruin in America, and if in America then also across the globe. The brain-
off conspiracy can be defeated, but only if a large, statistically significant 
group of people wake up and organize themselves in communities across 
this country – and do this quickly.

In my estimation (and the details of my reasons here are for another 
time to elaborate) we have perhaps a dozen years before America, as 
we now know it, and the world that we seek to improve may literally 
cease to exist. With the advance of certain power structures in global 
society, today we stand seriously in jeopardy of plunging headlong into 
a long dark spell, perhaps a generation or more of a new dark age where 
society’s welfare and the safeguard of individual liberty is given over to 
the intellectual elite who have sought for generations to capitalize on the 
intellectual laziness and naiveté of the common man.

I’m not suggesting that our children are in trouble – though they are. 
I’m not suggesting that we are leaving problems to future generations, 
though we are. I’m not suggesting that history will write very unkind 
and condemning critiques of our generation, as those who lost the 
most powerful experiment in freedom that was ever experienced on 
planet Earth – though they will write that if we fail. I’m suggesting more 
purposefully that in our lifetime, today and through the next few decades, 
there is a battle being fought. It is not something that is coming; it is 
something being carried out now.

What I am declaring, what I am warning, what I am proclaiming 
with the fervor and conviction of one simple American citizen who has 
been carefully observing the affairs of the world is this – it will be adult 
Americans today and those who enter adulthood in the next decade who 
will be fighting the climax of this struggle and determining the fate of 
freedom. I’m also suggesting that we can win – but it should be obvious to 
almost everyone that we are a long way from winning today. The trends 
are against us, the social conditions are against us, and the political world 
in America, and even more so across the globe, is a mess.

I think there are many, many good men and women in elective office 
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at all levels across the country today – but they cannot succeed playing 
the ritual of tribal monopoly. They can be helpful, even invaluable – but 
the solution does not rest with them alone. Benevolent tyrants are still 
tyrants. Friendly dictators are still dictators. Republicans, Democrats, 
and all others are not immune to the essential, fundamental truths that 
govern social affairs despite the tribe or camp of their birth and despite 
the donkey or elephant lapel pins we figuratively sport as we stroll into 
the election booth every few years. On a side note: voting in a contest 
between tyrants is not fulfilling civic responsibility. Voting is only the 
beginning of citizenship. Voting is to the cause of liberty what eating is to 
the good life of any man. It’s essential but hardly remarkable and certainly 
not sufficient for anyone.

So, what can we do? I’ve been working on this question now for more 
than twenty five years. While I’m certainly aware that many great minds 
and movements have been working at this issue for centuries, I believe I 
have developed an effective answer to the question that can actually be 
carried out by the people I know, those I work with and those who will 
associate together with us.

I’ve been all over the gamut as I’ve searched for solutions. I’ve learned 
how to debate in academic contexts – studying public policy and public 
affairs at some of the best colleges and universities in the country and 
literally traveling the globe testing my ideas with some of the greatest 
minds of our time. I’ve studied economics in both the classroom and 
as an entrepreneur in the business world, having gone from broke and 
bankrupt to over a billion dollars in business with a national business 
organization across many industries. I’ve gotten to know and become 
acquainted with some of the most powerful men and women in politics, 
in social and community affairs and in business all across this country. I’ve 
succeeded in short measures and failed over and over, as I’ve looked for 
answers to the most basic question, “What can we do?” This doesn’t make 
me more or less, it simply has offered me preparation. I certainly do not 
have all the political, social or economic answers, but now, approaching 
age 35, what I do have is something I want to share with those who also 
desire to make the world a better place. Specifically, I am interested in 
sharing this vision with those who think that saving the Constitution of 
the United States from the brink of utter destruction is the mission of our 
day - today.

My plan is simple but not easy. It’s based upon a few basic axioms. First 
and foremost it is based upon the idea that the universe is not a place of 
chance and that the blessings, good fortune, and prosperity available in this 
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life are not based upon chance or happenstance. Instead, I’ve learned for 
myself that God governs in the affairs of men, more commonly discerned 
through the delineation of certain timeless and ancient principles known 
to our Founders and the leaders of all successful ancient people. I’ve 
learned that Jefferson and his colleagues were right – that collectivism 
must shrink in the face of eternal truth, namely the truth that each 
individual is endowed by his Creator with certain unalienable rights and 
that sacred among these rights are individual life, individual liberty and 
the individual pursuit of happiness. No tribe has rights in and of itself 
and therefore no tribal leader and no collective group has any unique 
moral authority that is not first the individual right of any man. Finally 
I’ve learned that economics is not about money and material luxury but 
that economics, at its core, is as Mises describes it - the science of human 
action in social relations. Therefore, central to my philosophy and my 
plan is the idea that economic liberty is the foundation and safeguard 
for all other forms of personal liberty such as religious freedom, political 
freedom and each man’s individual liberty of conscience. This intellectual 
package is unique in the history of those who have advocated for our 
cause, and it provides the bedrock upon which a veritable revolution can 
be formed, launched and pursued with unlimited potential for success.

I’ve been organizing the FreeCapitalist Project™ to bring about the 
organization that I’ve been alluding to for the last several years. I’ve also 
recently completed the foundation of a program I call Prosperity Quest™ 
which enables any individual to measure his or her progress on the path 
to personal liberty, prosperity and peace. It is a learning technology that 
creates a framework for the organization as a whole and for effectively 
measuring success on an individual basis and in families. It is a tool 
that has been sorely missing in the battle for freedom in modern times. 
Having accomplished much with the help of many good friends and 
associates who are also dedicated to this cause, I’m now embarking on a 
new chapter in my life and in the cause of liberty.

In the days ahead there will be a number of developments being 
announced related to the growth, progress and organization of the 
FreeCapitalist Project™. As a warning to the habitual schismatics, second-
handers, moochers and looters, there is no room here any longer for 
freelancers or lone wolves. This is a deliberately formed organization and 
an objectively defined effort. The FreeCapitalist Project™ has a unique 
mission and plan of operation, and we are inviting all like minded 
individuals to join with us in making our sacred pledge to live principled 
lives, to defend liberty, and to advance the cause of liberty through 
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principle based civic service at all levels of our society. We will focus first 
and foremost on serving our members and turning to them for support. 
However, consistent with our principles we will not stand in the way of 
any individual or group who also advocates true principles of liberty and 
will seek to assist other friends and organizations where we can.

Consistent with these new developments within the FreeCapitalist 
Project™ we have officially launched the “Faire Action Forums” agenda 
and the FreeCapitalist “Community Councils” agenda in communities 
across America.

Faire Action Forums. Faire Action Forums are local study groups, 
organized by private citizens who love freedom and free enterprise and 
who have become members of the FreeCapitalist Project™, choosing to be 
freely united in a structured cause of organized effort. The name of our 
forums has reference to the “Laissez-faire” doctrine that maintains the 
supremacy of individual liberty and private initiative.

Since rugged individualism is at the heart of the remedy for the mental 
virus I’ve labeled as tribalism and collectivism, the primary purpose 
of these study groups is to fortify the individual through study and 
productive association with like minded individuals who are committed 
to the basic but ancient principles of universal peace and prosperity.

Weekly Meeting. Forums meet at least weekly to study the FreeCapitalist 
Primer and the American Founders University courses on the Introduction 
to Self-Reliance and the Fundamentals of Wealth (where the 13 Principles 
of Prosperity™ are first taught in a structured manner to members).

Public Preview & Private Study Sessions. While each local study group 
has a weekly “preview” meeting open to the public for an opportunity to 
learn more about the FreeCapitalist Project™ and its different programs 
such as the Faire Action Forums™ agenda, the actual study session each 
week is private and restricted to members of the FreeCapitalist Project™ 
who are participating in the Prosperity Quest™ program as Apprentice 
Capitalists™ (sometimes referred to as simply “Apprentice” members). 
Forums must maintain an active membership of at least 10 Apprentice 
members.

Forum Leadership. Forums are organized by individual members of 
the FreeCapitalist Project™ who qualify for the privilege by participating 
in Prosperity Quest™ Mentoring, a Prosperity Quest™ program offered 
through a partnership with American Founders University. These 
participants are sometimes referred to simply as PQM Students. The 
Prosperity Quest™ Mentoring program is directed by me personally and 
is designed to empower each individual participant to most effectively 
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realize the three core values of self-reliance, economic independence, 
and personal liberty - including a perspective shifting introduction to 
self-identity and the concepts of definite major purpose (DMP) and 
definite chief aim (DCA).

Community Organization & Civic Service. Forums are officially 
recognized and governed based upon guidelines set forth and administered 
by local FreeCapitalist Community Councils.

Community Councils. The proper role of Government is to secure 
the individual rights of its citizens. As Jefferson penned, “…to secure 
these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the governed.” Yet, in our day the prevalence 
of the brain-off conspiracy and its consequential philosophy of tribalism 
has corrupted American’s view of government and our mission. Over the 
largest portion of the last century it has fostered the widespread belief 
that the role of government is to remake and remold society based upon 
the desires and wishes of its leaders. This type of tribal politics has had 
dreadful consequences on personal liberty, and despite our apparent 
material prosperity, the ingredients for freedom, prosperity and universal 
peace have been substantially eroded to the point of extreme danger. 
Today is a time for extreme vigilance and productive organization.

Given the environment I’ve described, the political contests of our day 
are largely but erroneously defined by the promises that potential tribal 
leaders make as ritualistic but hollow social bribes. Since government is 
essentially the public’s delegated authorization for the use of physical force, 
the proper role of government is rightly limited. By going so far beyond 
this conceptual limitation today our society is “slouching towards” the 
wickedness and dismal circumstance of ancient Gomorrah. As Jefferson 
continued in the Declaration of Independence, “… whenever any Form 
of Government becomes destructive of these ends [the securing of 
individual rights], it is the Right of the People to alter or to abolish it, and 
to institute new Government, laying its foundation on such principles 
and organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely 
to effect their Safety and Happiness.”

Consistent with this idea, it is at the core of the mission of the 
FreeCapitalist Project™ to functionally demonstrate, as an unquestionable 
example, the type of positive civic organization and productive social 
change that can be accomplished by free people in voluntary associations, 
without implementing the use of force. Or to put it more simply – as 
part of our agenda we are organizing local (county based) Community 
Councils that coordinate the ideas and implementation of agendas, 
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programs and projects advanced by our members and participants 
from the general public wishing to contribute to positive change and 
development in our communities through volunteer civic service. We 
will add our efforts to those of others who have previously organized 
and demonstrated to Americans that it does not take a new law or the 
unjust use of government to accomplish the good ideas that prevail in 
our communities. We will show instead, that through the power of free 
men organized in a volunteer manner we can better accomplish the 
positive result envisioned by so many who now turn only to the force of 
government because they see no other alternative.

FreeCapitalist Community Councils are not partisan and are first 
organized by appointment from the National FreeCapitalist Council at 
the State and County levels. Subsequently each Community Council 
is sustained through the free vote of FreeCapitalist members who 
participate in local Faire Action Forums™ according to jurisdiction, 
consistent with the Founder’s ideas of republicanism. These FreeCapitalist 
Community Councils will, therefore, provide a counter balance to 
local municipal governments and actually work with them to counter 
the growth of tribalism and socialism now engulfing our communities 
through bureaucrats, over regulation, and the activities of over-zealous 
politicians.

In our early stages, as an organized body we have already begun to 
demonstrate the power of our principled approach to real social change by 
affecting the results of local elections, successfully electing FreeCapitalists 
to office and teaching thousands of individuals to more effectively live 
consistent with the core value of self-reliance. We have also become 
substantial players in government reform having already succeeded in 
rooting out high levels of government corruption and demonstrating 
substantial political clout in state and federal election campaigns.

Our movement has already obtained a prominent voice over the 
public airwaves, over the Internet and through print media. We are just 
beginning, but we already have rational, fundamental reasons behind our 
hope and our faith in the principles we advocate and the cause we are 
ushering forth.

Conclusion. This is just a basic description of what I’m working to 
accomplish with a large network of dedicated and loyal colleagues. I’m 
publishing this expression of my personal motivation and agenda as a 
call to arms, so to speak. I’m looking for individuals who are interested in 
participating in this organization.

I’m looking for leaders who want to step forward and organize forums, 
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participate in community councils, teach study groups, and help us 
organize and move forward. I’m looking for those who are interested 
in engaging their talents for the advancement of our cause. Everyone 
involved will be required to pledge to live, to the best of his or her ability, 
by these principles.

It’s important to note that there will be opposition. Certainly there 
already has been, and as we are sure to make mistakes here or there, it will 
be normal for those who do not see our real intent (sometimes for those 
who do) and who disagree, to point out our flaws and seek to thwart 
our progress. People will misunderstand, and the naïve and deceived will 
feel threatened by an organization based upon the ideals I’ve described. 
However, there is considerably more value in reaching out to those 
who are looking for what we have to offer. Despite the difficulties we 
face there are great days ahead for the FreeCapitalist movement. These 
are difficult days ahead for America, but there are also brighter days. 
It takes a statistically significant group of individuals united in a cause 
such as this to accomplish the bold design I’ve laid out here and that I’ll 
continue to describe and unfold as we move forward. I’m satisfied we are 
more prepared than ever to accomplish the most effective movement in 
American history to “complete the work of the American Revolution” 
and America’s founding generation.

It doesn’t matter your age, your background, where you live or what 
your prior association may have been with me and this cause. If you’re 
sincerely interested in being a part of what we do then this is your call to 
action.

Many of you have said to me in person, over email, and through letters 
in the past that you wanted to step up to the plate and help wherever it 
was needed. Well, I’m looking for those who are willing to do more than 
say it – I’m looking for those who are willing to do it and to do whatever 
it takes to advance these principles and this cause. I’m looking for those 
who have something deep inside of them that forms a driving motivation 
to make the world a better place – in a more powerful way than most 
people have seriously contemplated.

Most of you, who will accept my invitation, are people who have felt 
this way for the majority of your lives. Some of you are those who are 
just beginning to wake up to the challenge of our day. Some of you are 
politically inclined, while others are simply tired of the quiet desperation 
so plainly manifest in the lives of so many we love and associate with.

I personally extend my invitation to everyone who has taken the time to 
read what I’ve presented here. I invite you to leave behind the self-doubt, 
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negativity and cynicism of the world, and the tendency to criticize and 
find fault. I invite you to come and join us in our quest to accomplish 
something talked about for generations, something possible for us to 
actually accomplish in our day. Accomplishing even the smallest portion 
of what I’ve described here in this short outline will add our sustaining 
voice to the cause of freedom, prosperity and peace. Ours is the generation 
to do it, the question is simply, “will we step up to the task?” Let us each 
become stronger members of our communities by being anxiously 
engaged in true civic service. 

I look forward to hearing from many of you. Please write if you feel so 
inclined.
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If you’ve never read Atlas Shrugged by Ayn Rand you’ll never fully 
understand this essay. So, before you go any further let me just 

recommend that if you’ve not yet done so, obtain a copy of that book 
and start reading. It has the potential to change your perspective on life. 
This was the case with me and it was also the case with my friend Les 
McGuire.   

I remember hearing about the book back in college, but for some reason 
I never decided to read it. Blank out (that’s for you objectivists). After 
going completely broke in 2001 I remember seeing my wife reading the 
book. She encouraged me constantly to read it. I even remember reading 
somewhere that President Ronald Reagan had reportedly said something 
like, “Next to the Holy Bible, I prefer to read Atlast Shrugged by Ayn 
Rand.”   Nevertheless, I did not read the book.

I remember hearing others joking around from time to time with 
the question “Who is John Galt?” but aside from knowing it was some 
allusion to Rand’s book, I just wasn’t that interested. As a matter of fact it 
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wasn’t until another friend of mine told me that he could not understand 
how I could claim to believe in freedom, free markets and in America 
and still resist reading Ayn Rand, that I finally relented and read the 
book. About my experience I can only say what is bound to be a serious 
understatement. I wish I wouldn’t have waited to so long to meet Dagny, 
Reardon, Francisco, Midas Mulligan, Ellis Wyatt and John Galt. 

I have since fallen in love with the book and its author. I don’t mean 
to say that I enjoy everything in the book, nor do I mean to suggest 
that when it comes to Ayn Rand I turn my brain off and give a blanket 
endorsement, of course I don’t mean that. But, I will say, that if you have 
any interest whatsoever in living a life that you love, it is time for you to 
get to know the characters of Ms. Rand’s book. Or should I say books? 
We’ll leave that for a different discussion.  

It was reading Atlas Shrugged for the first time that I realized what it 
meant to be a man of the mind. Reading the book also remedied a number 
of intellectual contradictions that I’d been stewing over privately for 
years. Most notably, I was finally able to identify a rational explanation to 
my mental aversion related to the common notions of faith and religion. 
These concepts are, to me today, something entirely more useful than 
they were before I read the book.

I could go on and on about the many different ways reading Ayn Rand 
quite probably saved my life. Reading Atlas Shrugged saved me from 
something much more profoundly disturbing than the demise of my 
physical body, mental death. 

The paramount hero in the book is John Galt, though the reader doesn’t 
really get a sense for this until at least half way through the book. In Galt’s 
famous radio address he says, 

Man’s mind is his basic tool of survival. Life is given 
to him, survival is not. His body is given to him, its 
sustenance is not. His mind is given to him, its content is 
not. To remain alive, he must act, and before he can act 
he must know the nature and purpose of his action...To 
remain alive, he must think. 1

I had already reached a point in my life where after long struggle I had 
learned for myself the substance of what John Galt is here pointing out. 
However, it was Ms. Rand, through her characters, that gave me added 
courage to stay the course, and the idea that I was not alone. 

1 Ayn Rand, Atlas Shrugged, centennial ed. (New York: Signet, 1996), xi.
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Many of her followers are still surprised that having become fully 
indoctrinated by Ms. Rand’s writings and speeches, I have managed to 
keep my “faith” and still hold my religious convictions. This too is a topic 
for another time and place, but let it here suffice me to say that thanks 
to Ms. Rand I now have a more firm grasp on many rational, conceptual 
formations critical to life beyond the typical mysticism so prevalent in 
the minds of so many today.  

I’m sure this is discomforting to my fellow religionists and objectivists 
alike. But, like Ms. Rand’s classical protagonists, the discomfort of my 
associates does not tempt me to equivocate on matters of truth. Over 
time, and after much study Ms. Rand and her fictional characters became 
prominent heroes of mine, and back to the topic at hand, also to my 
friend Les McGuire. 

A full description of the friendship between Les and I is, yet again, 
something for another time. But, it is important to explain that we were 
friends of the most rational kind. We were not friends because of mutual 
emotional affinity, childhood association, family or church connections, 
etc. Les and I became friends because of our common ideas and interests 
and this defined our relationship. 

Unfortunately, Les and another friend of mine, Ray Hooper were 
tragically killed in an airplane crash in Provo, UT in June of 2006. With 
Les gone, I have found myself often returning to the characters of Ms. 
Rand’s novels for the familiar feeling that so closely resembles how it 
seemed when I was spending time with my friend. 

Les and I did a morning talk radio program every day of the week for 
over a year. We talked about subjects across the board, from silly to very 
serious. We shared our ideas together in a public form that was engaging 
and satisfying for us both. I’m not so sure we would have changed our 
pattern even if someone would have told us that the conversations weren’t 
going out over the airwaves, because the time we spent was rewarding all 
by itself. 

One day, as Les and I sat discussing something - off the air - when he 
turned to me and out of the blue asked, “Rick, if you had the opportunity 
to exchange your mind for one day with anyone who has ever lived, who 
would it be?” 

The question was unexpected. The first thought that came to my mind 
was “I’d rather keep mine, thank you.” Les laughed and teased me from 
that day on for being so arrogant. I told him that if I was arrogant, then I 
was rationally so. My explanation to him was simply that in my estimation 
I had spent my life developing my own mind and it would be useless to 
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exchange my brain with someone else only to return a day later with my 
own mind, remembering nothing from the experience. I told him, “I’d 
rather have a good visit with anyone in history who had a brilliant mind 
and therefore be enabled to improve myself.” 

“This,” I explained, “is why I read.”  
This is the point. Les and I agreed, that for both of us, reading had 

become a  way to probe the minds of great men and women, to get to 
know them and their ideas, and to measure the value of their contribution 
to the intellectual marketplace of ideas. 

“Improvement,” I later suggested in our conversation, “is my constant 
goal, not just an experience here or there.”

I suppose each of us could answer the question Les asked me that early 
morning, and give different answers based on our unique life perspectives. 
But, to me, it boils down to one fundamental point. 

Do you love your life? 
Are you living the life you would freely choose if nothing stood in your 

way?  If you can honestly answer yes to these questions it speaks volumes 
about where you are headed in life and what you have to offer those you 
love as well. Improvement and progression are easy to talk about, but to 
live a life dedicated to such a goal takes more than simple wishing.

Just a few months before the plane crash Les started hosting his own 
radio program called “the Producer Revolution.”  Every weekday morning 
at precisely 9:05am anyone in the world could tune in and hear Les make 
his bold yet quizzical pronouncement, “I am the man who loves his live.” 
He started his show almost every day with this declaration. Of course, to 
the readers of Atlas Shrugged, he was obviously copying the statement 
of John Galt, early in his radio address - answering the then common 
question, “Who is John Galt?.”     

Why did he do that?   He even had custom plates for his Mercedes once 
again taking on the persona of John Galt. I don’t think very many people 
ever took the time to think it through. 

 Les was a great example of someone who strived for perfection 
and progression in his life. I never saw him yield to the momentous 
momentum of the tide of mediocrity. He loved his life and he loved those 
around him - starting with his wife, his children, his close family and 
friends. Anyone who spent any time around Les could easily see this, 
and could see that ideas like the one’s I’ve been talking about caused his 
entire demeanor to seem noticeably different than almost anyone who 
happened to be around him. 

John Galt, in his radio address, goes on to answer, “I am the man who 
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does not sacrifice his love or his values.”  This, to me, is not simple fiction. 
It’s an invitation to live a different sort of life. Not everyone is ready for 
the invitation, but in time - almost all of us begin looking for it.

I am convinced that every man born into the world without serious 
mental defect has an innate sense that his life is important, that he is 
important, and that it is within his grasp to accomplish great things. It is 
not in the nature of man to be depressed or to harbor deep despair about 
the future. Apathy is not our natural state of mind. Small children are the 
best example of how naturally hopeful and heroic the opportunity of life 
is to mankind.  

As Ayn Rand clearly explains in her introduction to The Fountainhead: 

It is not in the nature of man—nor of any living entity—
to start out by giving up, by spitting in one’s own face and 
damning existence; that requires a process of corruption 
whose rapidity differs from man to man. Some give up 
at the first touch of pressure; some sell out; some run 
down by imperceptible degrees and lose their fire, never 
knowing when or how they lost it. Then all of these 
vanish in the vast swamp of their elders who tell them 
persistently that maturity consists of abandoning one’s 
mind; security, of abandoning one’s values; practicality, 
of losing self-esteem. Yet a few hold on and move on, 
knowing that that fire is not to be betrayed, learning how 
to give it shape, purpose and reality. But whatever their 
future, at the dawn of their lives, men seek a noble vision 
of man’s nature and of life’s potential. 

. . . It does not matter that only a few in each generation 
will grasp and achieve the full reality of man’s proper 
stature—and that the rest will betray it. It is those few 
that move the world and give life its meaning…2 

The key to living the heroic life is rediscovering that fire within. I have 
learned for myself that in order to understand the affairs of societies and 
nations, one must first come to understand the basic nature of men and 
their affairs. In order to understand how to reform or improve a nation 
or a community, it is first necessary to clearly understand how to change 
individually. This is the tragic error of so many who set out to save the 

2 Ayn Rand, The Fountainhead, centennial ed. (New York: Signet, 1996), xi.
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world with no real clue of how to save themselves.  
There exists no shortage, in the world, of those whose own happiness 

seems eternally illusive to themselves and yet who at the same time 
naively and irrationally embark on a mission to save the world from their 
own despair. This is a dangerous condition for all those affected. 

No leader can be trusted who cannot first lead himself. No teacher 
should be trusted if he has not found in his own life the principled path 
to happiness. No politician, no businessman, no coach, no adviser, and 
no parent can effectively perform the sacred responsibility of guiding and 
directing others if they do not themselves know the ultimate destination 
of their prescribed path. This is a critical difference between the producers 
and the consumers in the world.  

Beware of those whose own misery drives them to a constant and 
desperate search for escape from reality by ordering around others for 
their “own good.” Beware of those who have no vision of the future but 
thrive off of being a leader. Look instead for those who have a vision of 
the future and who have some principle-based reason for leading.

The greatest of all teachers has said, “By their fruits ye shall know 
them.”2 I know this advice to be sound and powerfully effective. 

There are innumerable voices in the world speaking to those looking 
for the reality of life, the path of freedom and prosperity and peace. It is 
important to discern between the voices of consumers, who simply seek 
to control and manipulate, from the voices of producers, who actually 
have a substantive desire and ability to lead. Look for the producers, they 
are the men and women who love their life.  

Most of us spend a significant portion of our lives yearning 
subconsciously for someone to help us find answers to discover this same 
state of mind. Unfortunately, too often were are unable to articulate the 
source of our gnawing discontent. 

The metaphor created between the two main characters of the 
Wachowski brothers’ film The Matrix illustrates a similar situation.

Morpheus:  . . . They got to you first, but they’ve 
underestimated how important you are. If they knew 
what I know, you’d probably be dead.

Neo:  What are you talking about? What . . . what is 
happening to me?

Morpheus. . . I imagine that right now you’re feeling a bit 
like Alice, tumbling down the rabbit hole? Hm?
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Neo:  You could say that.

Morpheus:  I can see it in your eyes. You have the look of 
a man who accepts what he sees because he is expecting 
to wake up. Ironically, this is not far from the truth. Do 
you believe in fate, Neo?

Neo:  No.

Morpheus:  Why not?

Neo:  Because I don’t like the idea that I’m not in control 
of my life.

Morpheus:  I know exactly what you mean. Let me tell 
you why you’re here. You’re here because you know 
something. What you know you can’t explain. But you 
feel it. You’ve felt it your entire life. That there’s something 
wrong with the world. You don’t know what it is but it’s 
there, like a splinter in your mind driving you mad. It is 
this feeling that has brought you to me. Do you know 
what I’m talking about?3 

How many of us have felt that exact feeling; a feeling of knowing 
something is wrong in the world but not able to explain it and not 
knowing what to do about it?  It is no coincidence that most who come 
across this publication can identify with exactly what I’m saying.  

A few years ago when I first met Les, after seeing that we had certain  
aligned interests, we talked about organizing our friends for the purpose 
of starting a revolution—a moral revolution that could sweep across the 
nation.  We talked about the revolution’s ultimate objectives, what drove 
us in wanting to initiate such a revolution, the positives and negatives of 
doing so, and the most appropriate way we could do it. Les later explained 
while posting a response to a question online: 

This is why I have the passion I do, because of the 
materialism and consumerism so prevalent in the world. 
I believe it will take a revolution to get us to that point 

3 The Matrix, directed by Andy and Larry Wachowski (Burbank, CA: Warner Brothers 
Pictures, 1999).
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where people live the lives they were sent here to live. 
When I first started to realize this, I asked myself, “What 
are we doing to save the Constitution of the United 
States?” Most everyone I knew then was basically broke, 
living paycheck to paycheck, selling their time for money. 
They were slaves; their time and energy were not their 
own.

I met Rick; we talked about it, and we decided what we 
could do to prepare and help people get free. We agreed 
that if we could help them regain their labor and time 
back (financial independence) and then teach them the 
core principles of how to be a producer, we could effect 
massive change in the world. 

Everything you see here, and everything we do, is aimed 
toward that end. If you understand this about us, much 
of what you see us do and say will make more sense to 
you.4 

Organizing a revolution is no small or temporary undertaking. If you 
are interested in the goals, mission, and purpose outlined here, then 
you are invited to join the revolution by making a public declaration, a 
personal commitment to live a principle-centered life. The following is 
what we call the FreeCapitalist Creed:   

We who are not about to die, we who love our lives and who 
freely choose to acknowledge that ‘God governs in the affairs 
of men’; 

Stand forth and individually pledge -

I choose to create more value in the world than I consume.•	
I choose to reject idleness, force, deception & graft.•	
I choose to think, to act and to govern myself.•	
I choose faith in principle not speculation or chance.•	
I choose liberty & life; happiness & peace.•	

In a world addicted to scarcity, I dissent.
I am a Capitalist.
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This public declaration is the only cost of becoming a member of the 
FreeCapitalist Project, and its only the beginning. Individual members 
are invited to continue on a path of personal prosperity and civic 
service. Members are introduced to opportunities to learn, teach, attend 
local community councils, forums and study groups (study groups 
require a modest tuition and monthly dues).  

I am constantly grateful to have had amazing influences in my life like 
Ayn Rand and the characters of Atlas Shrugged. Even more importantly, I 
am grateful for peers, colleagues, family and friends who strive every day 
to exemplify the virtues and commitments of society’s producers.   

If you did not know anything about my friend Les McGuire before 
June of 2006, I invite you to finish reading this Primer, and when you are 
finished I invite you to pick up a copy of Atlas Shrugged. Don’t put it down 
until you’ve read for a while. It will take some time, but the investment 
is well worth it. 

The opening line of Atlas Shrugged reads, “Who is John Galt?”  When 
you’re finished with the assignment I’ve just given you, you’ll have a better 
understanding of why I titled this essay the way I did. Perhaps then, when 
you are little more familiar the ideas this Project, will you occasionally 
take the opportunity to substitute the phrase and at just the right time ask 
a friend, “Who is Les McGuire?”  

“Are you living the life you would freely choose, if nothing stood in 
your way?”  When you are ready to be a man or woman who loves your 
life - no excuse will do. 

4 Les McGuire, Free Capitalist Online Discussion Board, Tuesday, March 21, 2006,  
(http://www.galtsgulchforum.com/viewtopic.php?t=320).
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What’s the difference between failure and prosperity? Is it even 
possible to chart a course to live the abundant and prosperous life? 

How can you be sure you are headed in the right direction? Is it just an 
age-old gimmick to trick the naïve and unsuspecting entrepreneur into 
believing the American Dream is still a possibility? Can an honest person 
actually make it big in the business world?

To anyone with any substantial ambition whatsoever, these questions—
and many related to them—are very important. To me, it has been very 
surprising how I have come to learn the answers to these questions over 
the last few years. 

Let me just give you a glimpse of an incredible journey. It was a journey 
made possible only by my own choice to accept the possibilities of walking 
through the looking glass.

Six years ago, I was making well over six figures and, given the current 
business trends of the day, headed down the fast track to what most 
around me considered wealth and prosperity. Five years ago, I was filing 
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for federal bankruptcy protection and defaulting on almost $1 million  
of debt. Four years ago, having given up all entrepreneurial ambitions 
and having convinced myself that capitalism is evil and that there was no 
place in the modern world for an honest entrepreneur, I was working as 
a telemarketer and giving plasma twice a week (along with my wife) just 
to have enough money to pay the bills. Three years ago, I surprisingly 
discovered a path to earn sufficient income, independent of a typical job, 
to ensure that I would almost certainly never need another paycheck 
again. Two years ago, I successfully generated over $1 million in revenue 
and paid back all those whose debts I had previously legally discharged 
through bankruptcy (plus paid an additional 6 percent interest for good 
measure). One year ago, I just completed my best business year ever with 
over $110 million in revenue! 

As you can tell, it has been no slow moving experience these past few 
years. Much has changed for my family and me. I have helped thousands 
of people improve their lives. I have toured the country, speaking in a 
dozen major cities, helping people change their basic understanding of 
prosperity and the path to it. In the process, I have helped create at least a 
couple dozen millionaires. I have helped an unknown number of people 
successfully get out of the rat race through a curriculum I developed 
(which, by the way, takes less than a year to complete). 

I have been blessed beyond measure, and life continues to be full of 
opportunity. I now understand why Robert Kiyosaki described his life-
changing experience, in regards to experiencing prosperity, using the 
following language: 

I had stepped through the looking glass and now could 
clearly see a new way of life. I began to cry, not with 
sadness, but with profound wonder at the perfection, 
bounty, and abundance that surrounded not just Kim 
and me . . . but all of us. Slowly, I realized that too much 
of the time my fear of not being enough or not having 
enough prevented me from allowing the abundance that 
life here on earth offers. I finally stepped through the 
looking glass, and fully understood my rich dad.1 

I too have learned that prosperity is not about some external event or 
some lucky opportunity. Prosperity is about a choice and the subsequent 

1 Robert T. Kiyosaki, Rich Dad’s Retire Young, Retire Rich (New York: Warner Books, 
2002), 333.



45

Rick Koerber

change that starts from within. It is literally like “walking through the 
looking glass” and seeing a world that so many people never see because 
of their own fears. I add my voice to those who have gone before me and 
say, “I too have walked through the looking glass and see a new way of 
life.” 

So what happened that enabled me to walk through the looking glass? 
Did I get lucky? Was I in the right place at the right time? Did I find a 
partner with a lot of money? No. None of these had anything to do with 
my success. The fact that I used to think in a way to even conceive such 
possible explanations for success is almost frightening to me. 

Today, I am the host of my own national radio talk show, broadcast 
daily over the AM frequencies of Salt Lake City and across the world via 
the Web at www.freecapitalist.com. I introduce myself to listeners as “The 
FreeCapitalist.” I say to my listeners every day, “Wake up; turn your brain 
on!” That is literally my formula for success.

When you hit the ground as hard as I did (going bankrupt and losing 
almost everything imaginable—houses, cars, money, business, friends, 
etc.), the best way to describe the result is that what does not kill you 
makes you stronger. Since that time, each day I wake up, turn my brain 
on, and get to work using the God-given assets I have been given. 

I’m not sure if the timeline I outlined for my journey is exact, but it is 
substantively accurate. It is certainly true that each year has brought new 
growth, new challenges, new accomplishments, and new opportunities. 
Truthfully, I feel like I’m just getting started. I’m certain there exists a ton 
more to learn and discover, and I know there are many more exciting 
people to meet and associate with as I do that. 

Nevertheless, when I look at my life today, in every regard I have a 
better grasp on prosperity than I have ever had. In a temporal sense, I 
am light years beyond the day nearly six years ago when I was up late at 
night in my basement searching through the Internet for angel investors, 
doing everything I could think of to find any possible solution to get the 
money I needed to get out of the deep financial hole I was in and to avoid 
bankruptcy. 

Since that day, I have successfully created, purchased, partnered with, 
or acquired over thirty new businesses, which include a motion picture 
company, a gold and silver operation, multiple real estate companies, a 
restaurant franchise, a private university, a media company and many 
others; however, more importantly, I’ve also gone through a myriad of 
personal changes along a road of struggle, growth, pain, frustration, and 
a few serious setbacks. I’m certain such changes have been and will be no 
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accident for any of us in the future. 
Okay, but so what? You may be wondering why I have taken the time to 

outline this short list of key events in my life over the last six years. Well, 
my reasons definitely have nothing to do with the money, the temporal 
success, or the luxury life now holds. I could lose all that at any moment, 
and as unfortunate, frustrating, and painful as that would be, I would still 
have something that could never be taken away: my knowledge. 

What I have learned through my journey is priceless to me. I have 
literally gained a treasure that is so powerful, so amazing, and so exciting 
that it is now my deepest desire to share it with those who might be 
looking for the same answers to the same questions that I once regularly 
asked—questions like those I started out with at the beginning of this 
essay. Why would I be so anxious to share? Well, the answer to that 
question is the reason I am writing this essay today.

I am convinced that no matter who you are and no matter how rich or 
poor you may feel at this moment in time, the message of this short essay 
can quite literally change your life. 

If you are headed in the wrong direction, it will give you what you 
need to turn your life around. If you are headed in the right direction but 
want to do so with more conviction, more power, more speed, and more 
competence, it will give you that too! 

Are you willing to believe such a drastic change is possible? Even if 
you don’t believe it yet—even if you can only wish that what I’m saying 
is possible (since you’ve taken the time to read this far), all I ask of you at 
this point is to give me a chance to share with you a formula for prosperity 
I did not invent but have discovered. It is an ancient formula and one that 
you can verify for yourself. You do not need to trust me or any other guru 
to get ahead; all you need to do is wake up for a few minutes and turn 
your brain on. If you do this, I promise that what I’m going to share with 
you will have an amazing influence on your life, starting right now. 

How are Your Ideas Working for You?
One of my favorite sayings is something that just popped into my mind 

one day and has stuck with me ever since. I have no idea if anyone else 
has said it. It goes like this, “Some things are true whether you believe 
them or not.” That statement is where the journey begins. You must allow 
your mind to ponder the possibility that what I’m about to share with you 
is true. It is up to you to ultimately judge for yourself. Your judgment will 
not change the truthfulness of what I say one way or the other; however, 
it will change the way you respond to my message and what happens in 
your life. 
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Ideas have consequences. This is a simple yet profound truth. The way 
you think, the ideas you hold in your mind, are much more powerful 
than you’ve probably been taught to imagine. They determine whether 
or not you live in the Consumer Condition™ or the Producer Paradigm™, 
but I’m getting ahead of myself. 

In the late 1990s, I considered myself on top of the world. As the 
president of a small Internet company (one I built along with a few 
partners), I thought I was at the helm of a strong, vibrant, and growing 
enterprise. This company was my ship, and from all appearances it was 
about to come in. 

This thrilling time was during the heat of the dot-com boom. I was 
optimistic that if things kept going the way they appeared to be going, 
I was going to be super rich. Everyone around me was telling me about 
their excitement and optimism. 

Interestingly enough, it wasn’t the fact that I was going to be rich that 
excited me; rather, it was the feeling of having a lot of money that gave me 
confidence in the future. In my mind, at the time, the idea of making a lot 
of money meant that I would be secure. Security is something I had been 
looking for in my business life for quite some time. “Finally,” I thought to 
myself, “I am at the right place at the right time.” 

Little did I know then that my future was indeed certain. Certainty and 
its attendant destination, however, was something I was completely blind 
to. As anyone familiar with the “Ancient Principles”2 of prosperity can 
see from what I’ve shared thus far regarding my thought pattern six years 
ago, there is sufficient evidence to know for certain that regardless of the 
way it happened there was no way possible for me to avoid my worst fear: 
failure! 

Read back through what I’ve explained already about my thoughts at 
the time and you can find at least three “absolute” and “objective” reasons 
why I was most certainly headed towards failure. Indeed—as surprising 
as it was to me at the time—by the end of the year 2000, I was broke, and 
it was ugly! 

Oh, I could tell you a long story about how it came about. We could 
talk about the dot-com bubble and how it burst. We could talk of politics 
and how I should have been shrewder in how I used the business to 
support my own political initiatives. We could even talk about how I 
had inadvertently run astray of the complex and nuanced details of state 
securities laws. All of these topics would be suitable and fertile ground 

2 Juian P. Boyd, The Papers of Thomas Jefferson (Princeton N.J.: Princeton University Press, 
1982), 492.
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for the excuses of a well-intentioned businessman, who through no real 
fault of his own happened to be in just the wrong place at the wrong time; 
however, such excuses are not the truth. 

We are all where we are in life because of the way we think! This one 
very sharp truth is like a double-edged sword. Once we accept it, embrace 
it, and wield it, we can powerfully create a life we love; until then, it is this 
truth that cuts deeply and often appears so frightening that we turn away 
our glances and pretend somehow, someway the laws of the universe 
might change just for us and make it possible to succeed some other 
way. 

The Repository of Ancient Truth
One of the things I did as I began to wake up each day was to read. I 

can’t fully explain it, but I started to read like it was an obsession. The 
first book I remember reading during that time was Napoleon Hill’s 
Master Key to Riches. I was trying to come to terms with the idea he calls 
definite major purpose. This book was my first exposure to Carnegie’s 
fundamental axioms, one of which is that “A man’s reading program 
should be as carefully planned as his daily diet, for that too is food, 
without which he cannot grow mentally.”3

So, I read. I read diligently. While reading Hill’s discussion on Founding 
Fathers and the mastermind principle, I was reminded of my association 
with a mentor in my past who had taught me about American history 
from the curriculum of Dr. W. Cleon Skousen. I started to reread great 
books dealing with American history, such as The Making of America and 
The 5,000 Year Leap. 

Then a friend referred me to Robert Kiyosaki’s Rich Dad, Poor Dad; it 
was like water to a thirsting man. I read Norman Vincent Peale, Stephen 
Covey, and even Donald Trump. I read Bastiat, Friedman, and Ayn Rand. 
I could go on and on. I have now read hundreds of books since that time. 
Notably, an interesting pattern has developed in my reading. 

Years ago, I noticed three basic categories in my reading curriculum. 
First, I began reading books that could be categorized as personal 
improvement books—books essentially teaching the concept of self-
reliance. Second, I started reading books on economics and finance that 
related to economic independence. Finally, I began reading books dealing 
with history, politics, and the culture of Western Civilization (this last 
category dealt primarily with questions of politics and liberty). 

It was through this experience that I learned for myself that there are 

3 Napoleon Hill, The Master-Key to Riches (New York: Ballantine Books, 1965), 97.
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great treasures stored in the books and libraries of the world. Do you 
have a personal library? 

The ironic reality is that the ancient truths, which can be discovered 
by studying the permanent and perennial issues with which men of all 
times have grappled, can be had for only a few dollars at a time simply by 
selectively purchasing a few of the best books ever written. 

The One Question
Deep within the souls of all men stirs one eternal question. How each 

of us individually answers this question determines everything. It is in 
fact the question of life. It is not complex, sophisticated, or difficult to 
understand; yet, it is not often discovered by the conscious mind. Even 
the so-called intellectuals are prone to overlook the question as they seek 
to know the mysteries of life. In its most abbreviated form, the question 
of life is simply “Will I choose to be free?”

For millennia before the foundations of the world and continuing 
still today, the battle for the “Eternal Cause of Liberty” has been waging 
between those who answer this one question in the affirmative and those 
who do not. The power of a man’s mind allows him to penetrate the 
obscurity of ignorance and question the state of the world in which he 
finds himself. Darkness, doubt, fear, and despair—though the common 
experience for billions who have lived and are now living on the earth—
are not the necessary or natural conditions of man. These are instead 
the result of choice, and the result of man’s choice either tends toward 
devastating slumber or awakening greatness—toward captivity and death 
or liberty and life.  

The Two Paradigms 
Either subconsciously or consciously, we are each viewing the world 

through one of two lenses. Since the Great Depression, most people 
on the planet have been trained, taught, and educated to see the world 
as a place of scarcity—a place where there is never enough time, never 
enough money, never enough respect, never enough opportunity, 
etc. This paradigm of scarcity clouds our thinking and becomes our 
default program for finding fault, being cynical, and living lives of quiet 
desperation. 

There is another paradigm that is within the choice of all. It is a way of 
seeing the world and life for its beauty and opportunities, for seeing that 
what the “mind can conceive it can achieve,” and for seeing greatness in 
the noble acts of men and the hero inside your own soul. 
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Each of us chooses the perspective with which we approach the struggle 
for liberty and freedom. Those who choose to do so from a paradigm 
of scarcity become like “starving dogs fighting over meatless bones”4 
while those who choose the paradigm of abundance throw off the victim 
language and the helpless thoughts of the prisoner and begin seeing 
the end from the beginning. Those who see in abundance know that 
life is more than the false constructs and fake allurements of dialectical 
materialism. Those who choose to see in abundance throw off the habit 
of living constantly with a “fear of loss” and instead make a deliberate and 
concentrated effort to develop a faith in true principles. 

The 13 Principles of Prosperity™ 
In all my reading, one of the most enlightening ideas I came across was 

that principles govern. Alexander Hamilton put it best in Federalist #31 
when in 1778 he wrote:

In disquisitions of every kind there are certain primary 
truths or first principles upon which all subsequent 
reasonings must depend. These contain an internal 
evidence, which antecedent to all reflection or 
combination commands the assent of the mind . . . and 
[are] so obvious in themselves, and so agreeable to the 
natural and unsophisticated dictates of common sense, 
that they challenge the assent of a sound and unbiased 
mind, with a degree of force and conviction almost 
equally irresistible.5

When I learned this fundamental truth, I began searching the 
historical records for what Thomas Jefferson often referred to as the 
ancient principles. These are the principles which the Founding Fathers 
recognized as the key ingredients for a great society. They had studied 
the histories of all great civilizations and had realized that individuals 
and nations prospered according to the degree to which they adhered to 
certain ancient truths. 

When I learned this, I set out to make a short catalog or list of these 
basic principles of prosperity. I identified 13 principles that if studied, 
understood, and applied can change life.

4 Robert T. Kiyosaki, Retire Young, Retire Rich (New York: Warner Book Group, 2002), 
333.

5 Alexander Hamilton,  John Jay, and James Madison, The Federalist Papers (New York: 
Bantam Dell, 1982), 176.
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There are many truths relating to the quest for an ideal life. In fact, 
each truth has an unlimited number of applications. Nevertheless, I have 
learned for myself that if a person truly desires to live the abundant life 
(to live with freedom and prosperity), all he needs to do is learn and 
apply these 13 Principles of Prosperity™. 

I teach a full semester class on each of these principles at American 
Founders University because there is much to learn. As a basic 
introduction, I’ll provide a brief list of each principle. 

Principle 1: God is the author of prosperity.
Principle 2: Faith begins with self-interest.
Principle 3: Agency implies stewardship.
Principle 4: Perspective determines action.
Principle 5: People are assets.
Principle 6: Human life value is the source/creator of all property value.
Principle 7: Dollars follow value.
Principle 8: Exchange creates wealth.
Principle 9: Profit is the tool of validation.
Principle 10: Productivity is the standard.
Principle 11: Force destroys freedom and prosperity.
Principle 12: Collective action has no unique moral authority.
Principle 13: Personal liberty requires private property.

Prosperity is not about a new business idea, some trick or technique, 
or going to school to learn some new process or approach. These are all 
effective or ineffective based upon the application of timeless principles. 

The Life Worth Loving
In Ayn Rand’s novel Atlas Shrugged, the protagonist in a moment of 

great climax boldly declares: “I am the man who loves his life.” One of my 
dearest friends made this same declaration to the world every day. At the 
core of the declaration is a truth beyond the obvious. 

The history of mankind is the history of the struggle between the 
Producer (the man who chooses liberty, lives in abundance, has faith 
in principle, creates more value in the world than he consumes, and 
values each individual life—including his own) and the Consumer (the 
man who does not choose liberty, lives in scarcity, wrestles constantly 
with a pernicious fear of loosing, consumes more value in the world 
than he produces, and deep inside loathes himself and values only the 
collective). 

The societies that have produced the happiest men, the highest standards 
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of living, and the greatest advances have been those wherein the power 
of the collective (government, state, tribe, or gang) was limited and the 
individual was given freedom of independent action. 

As Ayn Rand explains: 

While men are still pondering upon the causes of the 
rise and fall of civilizations, every page of history cries 
to us that there is but one source of progress: Individual 
Man in independent action. Collectivism is the ancient 
principle of savagery. A savage’s whole existence is ruled 
by the leaders of his tribe. Civilization is the process of 
setting man free from men.6

That is ultimately the lesson I learned. I have always held deep within 
me a desire for freedom, for liberty, and for the opportunity to triumph. 
Living in a world where I had been trained, taught, and educated to think 
like a victim and act like a slave produced a reality that become a literal 
prison to me; when I began to wake up, to turn my brain on, and to act 
with faith in true principles, I discovered the world on the other side of 
the looking glass—a world that is invisible to those who constantly live in 
fear and regularly resist the truths I’ve described. 

Today, as I have learned the virtues of seeing prosperity from a new 
perspective, I have new answers to old questions.

•	What’s	the	difference	between	failure	and	prosperity?	It	is	one	choice.

•	How	can	you	be	sure	you	are	headed	in	the	right	direction?	Live	by	
principle. 

•	Is	it	even	possible	to	chart	a	course	to	live	an	abundant	and	prosperous	
life? Yes. 

•	 Is	 it	 just	 an	 age-old	 gimmick	 to	 trick	 the	 naïve	 and	 unsuspecting	
entrepreneur into believing that the American Dream is still a possibility? 
No. 

•	Can	an	honest	person	actually	make	it	big	in	the	business	world?	Yes.

I believe because I have learned for myself that within the power of each 

6 Ayn Rand, “The Only Path to Tomorrow,” Readers Digest, January 1944, 88–90.
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man and woman is the ability to live a life worth loving, to live a life of 
principle full of abundance and prosperity. 

I believe because I have learned for myself that there is no justification 
for living a life of quiet desperation. 

I believe because I have learned for myself that we each write the story 
of our own lives through action and deed, and I believe that our role in 
that story as either a hero or a victim is ours for the choosing—to write 
each day. 

I believe each person thus informed and empowered has the choice of 
walking through the looking glass. 

Those who make this choice will stand united in a common cause with 
a mighty force of individual free men and women who boldly proclaim: 
“In the name of liberty, we will step forward, we will live lives we love, 
and we will prosper!” 
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Today the biggest threat to freedom, liberty, and the American way of 
life is the unintended collective collaboration of the ignorant (most 

particularly the fiery, overly zealous, and unreflective ignorant). 
In the debate over the war on terror, including topics such as President 

Bush’s justification for the war in Iraq and widening federal powers with 
passage of the Patriot Act, much needs to be said and even more needs 
to be done. These issues are not quick fix projects, and they do not exist 
in a vacuum. The ever-stressing financial situation of the federal and 
state governments, the coming retirement financial fiasco, and the many 
other hot-button political issues—such as immigration, tax reform, and 
the government’s involvement in the social transformation of marriage 
and family—are evidence of America’s need for quality leaders with 
principled solutions. 

However, given all the political friction and fireworks that have come 
and are yet to come, I am more concerned about another, deeper problem 
facing America. Indeed, all of the issues I’ve mentioned and many more 

The “Brain-off” 
Conspiracy

by 

Rick Koerber
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are symptoms of this deeper crisis. The problem is the ever-growing 
membership of the collective ignorant. 

This is a group, which I will simply refer to as the “Brain Off Conspiracy” 
(or BOC for short), that gives me the greatest cause for concern as we 
move undoubtedly and rapidly into an exciting but also frightening 
future. Thomas Jefferson wrote, “If a nation expects to be ignorant and 
free . . .  it expects what never was and never will be.”1 

Herein lies the point. We can conduct more elections to change the 
personalities involved in politics, think tanks, and corporate America, 
but America is suffering most not from poor leadership but from a poorly 
educated and passively involved citizenry. 

Now, certainly there are powerful established combinations both 
domestically and internationally working to destroy America. These 
groups and others like them have been laboring at it for decades, perhaps 
longer. There are also threats from terrorists and rogue nations. I am 
certain there are traitors in our midst, including some in high places. But 
these diabolicals cannot accomplish America’s destruction by themselves. 
They know it. Therefore, they regularly enlist the help (sometimes 
knowingly and often unknowingly) of the BOC. 

As far as I can tell, this conspiracy is composed of an interesting 
demographic. It spreads across political parties, economic classes, and the 
full social spectrum. I’m no sociologist or demographer, and I’m certainly 
not a cultural anthropologist, but I know something about the BOC. I 
grew up in the same world with which most of you are familiar. You see, 
we are trained, taught, and educated—almost from birth it seems—to be 
good, stable members of this brain off crowd. Thus, as I began to wake up, 
it was with some astonishment that I began to realize that I had spent so 
many years as a member of this frightening organization. 

Now, nearly as I can tell this group is made up of the following: 
About sixty percent of Americans don’t seem to care about public policy 

or the fate of our nation but do like to spout off now and then on the topic 
of the day and may even vote once in a while. We can call this group the 
“Carefree Sheep” of the conspiracy. 

Another twenty percent who do seem to care don’t want to take the 
responsibility to actually get informed. As a result, this twenty percent are 
blown about by almost every passionate voice they hear. This group can 
be called the “Concerned Sheep” of the conspiracy. 

Ten percent of the BOC do care about the issues America is up against 
and actually do their best to become informed (at least on a few pet 

1 The Jeffersonian Cyclopedia (New York/London: Funk & Wagnalls, 1900), 605.
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issues). However, because this ten percent lack a clear understanding 
of the governing principles of great societies, they actually end up 
inadvertently inflicting devastating damage on their own cause as they go 
about trying to do good. This group is best termed the “Patriotic Sheep” 
of the conspiracy. 

Finally, the last ten percent of this unintended conspiracy are those who 
are just plain deceived. These are they who think they are on the right 
side of the issue(s) but are on the wrong side of the battle for freedom. 
They are quite frankly the “Blind Sheep” of the conspiracy. 

These sheep are difficult to approach and even more difficult to convert. 
The “Carefree Sheep” are easily distracted and very difficult to organize. 
The “Concerned Sheep,” on the other hand, are easy to organize, but they 
wait around for someone to tell them just what to do. The problem with 
this is that they’ll take orders from just about anyone, principled or not. 
The “Patriotic Sheep” are often the most difficult to work with because 
they won’t take a minute to consider that which they do not know. 
Without knowing, understanding, and using the “natural principles” of 
prosperity as described by Jefferson and Franklin, these folks are so busy 
defending the Constitution that they are often the last to consider the 
damage they are inflicting. Finally, the “Blind Sheep” are too concerned 
with being right to stop and consider what they don’t know about what 
they think they know. 

This is the challenge I see before us as we work to advance true principles 
and defend the cause of freedom and liberty. Fortunately for America, 
there exists another group that has a stake in this battle. This group carries 
the torch of freedom and liberty. They are the “FreeCapitalists.” They 
shoulder the burden and weight of the world. They each wake up every day 
with a commitment to turn their brain on and fearlessly but strategically 
battle the enemy. Simultaneously, they work constantly to convert the 
BOC. The battle is waging; the lines are drawn. Is your brain on?
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Many of us admire heroes from a distance, yet we often fail to make 
the choice to live the hero’s life. There is no modesty in failing to 

take on the personal mantle of being a hero in your world. The challenge 
for most of us is that we simply fail to grasp the simple concept that 
choosing to be a hero is the way to change the world. The individual who 
grasps this concept can live the life of a hero, starting today!

I’m convinced that each human being, even the very simplest, wants to 
live a life that matters. I would argue that herein lies the truth regarding all 
human beings’ cravings for the feeling of importance. Individual heroes 
are our mind’s projection of our own personal desire for living a life we 
love. It is for this reason we should cultivate in our own minds a respect 
for our own heroes, even heroes of many different kinds. 

Most of us fail to realize that we can cultivate the life of a hero in our 
own daily choices. Through our own observation and study of those in 
the world who have gone before us in time or accomplishment, we are 
able to get in touch with a personal and valuable portion of our own 

The Hero’s Life

by 

Rick Koerber
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consciousness. Or to say it more simply, by choosing heroes for ourselves—
men and women we deliberately choose to admire and whose lives and 
accomplishments we purposefully reflect upon—we find ourselves able 
to recognize the power of a hero inside ourselves. 

The realization in the mind of a man or woman that he or she can 
actually be a hero to themselves, to their loved ones, and to those around 
them is a realization that gives the mind and heart a source of courage, a 
reservoir of faith and hope, and an example of how to face the challenges 
of life. 

“Ye Are Gods”
The Lord says he created man to act for himself rather than to be acted 

upon. To me, this means the difference between living life as a hero and 
living life as a victim. More poignantly, it is the difference between living 
life as a god and living life as a devil. When the Savior was accused of 
blasphemy for proclaiming himself the Son of God, he responded:

Is it not written in your law, I said, Ye are gods? If he 
called them gods, unto whom the word of God came, 
and the scripture cannot be broken; Say ye of him, whom 
the Father hath sanctified, and sent into the world, Thou 
blasphemest; because I said, I am the Son of God? If I do 
not the works of my Father, believe me not.1

 
All men are the children of God, yet the devil would like all men to be 

miserable, to forget their royal heritage, and to live life as a thing acted 
upon rather than as one that with courage and deliberateness makes the 
world a better place. Do we do the works of God? Do we choose liberty 
and life or captivity and death? 

Five Minutes That Changed My Life Forever
There is a difference between one who acts and one who is acted upon. 

This difference begins with perception. A few years ago, I was in a business 
meeting with three of my top executives. We were having an unplanned 
meeting to deal with some of the pressing business issues of the day. It 
dawned on me that none of us had spent any time deliberately preparing 
for our discussion. 

I noticed that we were being acted upon by the pressure of expectations 
outside ourselves, a pattern to which we had become habitually addicted. 

1 John 10: 34–37, KJV.
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This is how a person assents to perpetual victimhood. 
Then, as I pondered our situation, an idea came to my mind and I said 

to each of my associates there in that meeting, “I’d like to take exactly five 
minutes to focus in complete silence on this one very specific issue.” 

I asked each executive to write down any ideas that came to mind while 
we pondered that one simple matter—very deliberately, together and 
in silence. The challenge I issued to them was to think of a solution, or 
more than one if possible, to this very specific problem our company was 
facing. I asked them, “If this challenge was left entirely up to you, what 
would you do?” 

I asked them to consider all possibilities, no matter how bold. Once I 
confirmed that each understood, I looked at the clock and said, “Okay, 
five minutes; please don’t make a sound.” 

The seconds began ticking by. I’m not sure much happened in the first 
minute or two, other than three grown men looking occasionally at each 
other—acknowledging the oddity of the moment. After about two or 
three minutes, one of the men began to jot down an idea. A few seconds 
later another started to write. By the time there was only thirty seconds 
left, we were all writing quickly. At the end of five minutes, we all had 
a bright look on each of our faces. The feeling in the room was much 
different than the pressure felt just five minutes earlier. I asked each man 
to share his ideas. One at a time, they began to do so. 

By the time each of us had finished sharing our ideas, the power of 
deliberateness was evident. The amazing reality was that in just five 
minutes of deliberateness we did more thinking, more planning, and 
more effective acting in our stewardships than we had done in months 
of discussion on that one issue. That simple five-minute experiment has 
changed my life forever. 

Walking Down the Middle of a Busy Street
On another occasion I learned more about the power of deliberateness 

and of choosing the hero’s life by walking down the double yellow line in 
the center of a busy downtown street. 

I had been given the difficult church assignment to work with two 
single women within our congregation. They were both single mothers 
who didn’t regularly attend meetings, lived in very poor conditions, and 
didn’t like the idea of receiving assistance from anyone in the church. 

For months, I struggled with my assignment. It was difficult to even 
obtain their phone numbers. I prayed about my assignment and made 
token efforts semi-regularly to reach out to them. Whenever I reached 
out, my efforts were easily and quickly dismissed. It had been nearly six 
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months into the assignment when I realized very clearly that I was failing 
to make any difference in the lives of these two women whatsoever. 

I felt bad about the situation. I did not know what to do. I attempted to 
justify myself by remembering each of the times I had tried to reach out 
but had been rebuffed; however, nothing seemed to quench the gnawing 
within me. I didn’t realize then that there was an external force inviting 
me to get out of my own victim story and write a new chapter—the hero’s 
life. 

One day as I sat in my office, a very strange thing happened. 
Unannounced and out of the blue, both women came into my office at 
the same time asking to see me. My secretary came in to interrupt my 
schedule and asked, assuming I would say no, if I would see these two 
young women. 

I was a bit surprised to see them, to say the least. As each of them sat 
across from my desk, the idea struck me how odd it was to have both 
women, who I had been so concerned over but had felt so helpless to 
affect, now sitting directly in front of me together. 

They proceeded to explain that due to some unforeseen circumstances 
they were both facing a situation where they would soon be homeless. As 
a matter of fact, one of them was required to be out of her house that very 
day. They had successfully secured a new apartment together, but it was 
in a complete mess. The new apartment needed cleaning and required 
some minor repairs. In addition, they had no help for the move. They 
had no pickups, no friends to assist, and no plans for making the move 
happen. They were now here in my office asking for my help. 

I agreed to help but explained that since it was the middle of the work 
day and I had many responsibilities to resolve, it would be several hours 
before I could arrive. I envisioned myself showing up, helping load boxes 
etc., but really nothing more. They both quietly expressed understanding 
that I was busy. They expressed appreciation that I would take the time to 
come by and help. They smiled briefly and then politely left my office. 

After they were gone, I sat pondering the situation. Certainly, I thought 
to myself, I want to help them, but I have a huge workload today. No one 
would expect me to drop everything. 

I thought it silly for these two women to expect to move so quickly with 
so little planning. They explained it wasn’t their fault; it was unanticipated, 
but I had heard such excuses many times before. I’m sure the thought “an 
emergency in your life doesn’t require an emergency in mine” might have 
gone through my mind. 

As I sat justifying to myself that there was nothing else I could do, a 
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feeling deep inside again started to gnaw at my core. The feeling was so 
direct and poignant that I could not deny it. I knew for certain that all my 
rationalizations meant nothing. I knew I had been praying for months for 
a way to reach out to each of these women, and for months the only thing 
preventing me from making the world a better place for them and myself 
was my own lame pattern of excuses. 

I acknowledged to myself that I was not acting like a hero, and I knew 
it. I also knew that I was of no matter in this situation to these women or 
to the Lord; I had not chosen to be a significant source for good in the 
situation. The more powerfully I went over this acknowledgment in my 
mind, the more powerfully I felt inspired to do something about it. 

I suppose it had been fifteen minutes since I had escorted the young 
women from my office. I sat by myself in silence, tortured by the idea that 
I had failed, that there was no excuse for the poor choice I had made. 

I began asking myself what I could do. I started to ask very specific 
questions about the possibilities rather than focusing on rationalizations 
for the impossible. I pondered and then got on my knees and prayed. I 
knew I must do something. The idea then came to my mind that I must 
act very deliberately. I felt certain my failure to deliberately chart a course 
forward was the same as deliberately charting a course to nowhere; 
therefore, I started asking myself what I could deliberately do to rectify 
this situation. I committed to myself to do something right then, without 
delay. 

I had no way to reach either woman. This was a time before cell phones 
were common. They had errands to run and were planning to meet me 
back at the home where the move was to take place at 5:30 p.m. that 
evening. At that point in time, it was only noon. I knew there was no way 
that I could wait five hours to do something. Or better stated, I knew I 
could make a difference and that I would not wait to do it. 

As I sat pondering, a very strange idea came to my mind. It was as if a 
voice said to me, “Okay, if you want to act deliberately, go walk down the 
middle of the street.” I’m not kidding. That is the idea that came into my 
mind very directly. At first, I chuckled. I wondered if the source hadn’t 
been my own frustration and as an expression of that frustration I was 
now telling myself to go play in the middle of the highway. However, I 
knew the source of the idea and knew that I could not deny it. I knew 
that I was prepared to act and was going to act, so I got up from my office 
chair immediately and headed out the door. 

On my way out of the office, my secretary, surprised to see me heading 
out of the office so directly, asked me where I was going. Not thinking 
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how strange it would sound, I simply replied, “I’m going to go walk down 
the middle of the street.” This I’m sure sounded alarming. 

My secretary got up and started following me out the building. As I 
made my way quickly down the stairs and outside to the sidewalk, he 
again asked what I was doing. I looked out at the double yellow center 
line in the center of road. I remember thinking to myself that this was 
a bit crazy and wondering what I hoped to accomplish. I turned to my 
secretary and explained that I was going to help the two women that I 
had mistakenly dismissed earlier. I told him the only way I could change 
what I did was to take deliberate action. I’m not sure how convincing I 
sounded, but I took off for the center of the road. 

When I reached the double yellow line, I decided to start walking west. 
My secretary walked with me (staying on the sidewalk paralleling my 
course). I stopped responding to his questions and just kept walking 
down the center of the road paying close attention and keeping my feet, 
one step after the other, on the double yellow line. I soon approached 
a busy intersection controlled by a traffic light. I paused, wondering to 
myself how much danger I was really willing to put myself in, in order to 
keep walking the line. 

As I stood there a bit concerned, wondering how this action was going to 
make a difference, a car came turning the corner and almost ran me over. 
Of course, I couldn’t complain since I was the one standing in the middle 
of the road. The car swerved to avoid hitting me. Noticing who I was, 
the driver pulled over to the side of the road. To my great astonishment, 
inside the car were the two women I was looking for. 

The woman in the passenger side rolled down her window and with a 
somewhat astonished look on her face asked what I was doing walking 
down the middle of the road. I responded by telling them that I had been 
inspired to do so, that it was the only way I was going to be able to reach 
them, that I had made a mistake earlier, and I wanted to take charge of 
getting them moved starting that very minute. The entire story is too long 
to tell, but suffice it to say, the mood between the three of us changed 
dramatically. We all recognized in that moment that something was 
much different than only a short time before. 

I went to work. I called over 25 men in the middle of the day without 
any warning. I simply requested in a rather forceful way that they all meet 
me with boxes, trucks, hand-trucks, dollies, etc. I only reached a few of 
the men at home; for the rest, I left messages. On each of their answering 
machines, I left a very deliberate and determined message. I had no idea 
how many would show up. For some reason, I had no doubt that I could 
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orchestrate and accomplish this task, but to tell the truth, I had no idea 
what I was about to witness. 

I arrived at the house to help with the move (ironically, my soon-to-be 
wife was with me that day, but that is another story). At first, we were 
the only ones there; not even the two women who needed the help were 
present to witness the miracle that was about to take place. After a few 
short minutes, men and women began to arrive from all directions. 

Almost everyone that I had called came to help, in addition to many 
others who had received word of the project. In what must have been less 
than thirty minutes, we had so much help I couldn’t count everyone. We 
had trucks, boxes, and lots of hands. Literally, in just a few hours, we had 
the entire home packed and moved and cleaned and made the needed 
repairs to the new apartment. 

I had spent almost the entire time simply directing traffic, so to speak. 
I had never before witnessed such an effective and heartfelt response 
to any similar situation. The people who showed up to help had a 
unique spirit about them, and the work was accomplished almost as a 
by-product. When the two women finally arrived to help get the move 
started, they were astonished, to say the least, to discover all the work had 
already been completed. They were moved, and everything was already 
accomplished. 

I remember a brief moment while standing in the middle of the living 
room in the center of traffic watching all the work being done under my 
basic direction throughout the house. At that moment, the feelings I had 
were the feelings of a hero. Not a hero in the sense of being recognized 
by others as such, but a hero in my own mind. I knew that I had finally 
stepped up to the plate and had accomplished something worthwhile. 

Heroes: The Power of Being Deliberate
There is a power that comes with deliberateness. In both of my stories, 

which were actual occurrences in my life, small but significant moments, 
I learned something amazingly powerful. I learned something of the 
difference between acting and being acted upon. I felt the difference 
between being a victim of circumstance and a hero who had chosen to 
act deliberately. In those minutes, a brief glance through the mundane in 
life, I knew that I had chosen to be an agent, a hero, and even a god. 

Life is about finding importance and making a difference. The answer 
to our search is unique for each of us, as unique as the individual 
situations and challenges we face each day. I have learned through my 
own experience something of the sacred and amazing possibilities that 
lay at the core of why each of us is here on the earth. Through many small 
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moments like the two experiences I’ve shared, I have come to know that 
what I accomplish as a result of being very deliberate in my efforts has 
enabled me to tap into the power of a hero, which is literally the power 
to change the world. 

I am convinced that within the immediate grasp of anyone reading this 
essay is the possible choice of living the hero’s life, the choice of being 
gods—even the children of God. But it is a choice, and we must each 
individually decide if we are seriously willing to live lives we love. The 
individual who grasps this concept can live the hero’s life starting today! 
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[I]n that day…all that watch for iniquity are cut off: That make a man 
an offender for a word, and lay a snare for him that reproveth in the 

gate, and turn aside the just for a thing of nought. Isaiah 29:18–21, KJV

Language and the use of words are important. Words are tools of 
thought. Where our words are limited, often our thoughts are limited. 
A new understanding of old words often triggers new ideas and new 
perspectives. In the Consumer Condition™ (the mental paradigm of 
scarcity and fear), people are trained to believe that words determine 
right and wrong, and the consumer seldom uses words for anything other 
than defense of one’s position or accusation against those who promote 
change. In the Producer Paradigm™ (the mental paradigm of abundance 
and faith), words are man’s tools for acting in faith, for thinking, for being 
the cause in one’s own life—in short, for being rational.

Definitions of words are not scientific or mathematically precise; 
instead, they are artful and creative. Man is in the constant process of 

Words & Language 
of the Revolution

by 

Rick Koerber
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using the symbols of sound to communicate meaning and to describe the 
world and his experience in it. To a consumer, definitions are knowable 
by rote and once known do not change. To a producer, definitions are 
not static, rigid certainties but conceptual tools of the mind that can 
be reshaped and remolded into increasingly more effective tools. The 
rational man is the man who insists upon defining terms before insisting 
there is a disagreement. 

As Ayn Rand declares, “Definitions are the guardians of rationality, the 
first line of defense against the chaos of mental disintegration.”1 

Take for example the situation of a small child. In a given context a 
child can use the wrong words to clearly communicate what he wants. 
Adults in such situations can, through their own rational process, look 
beyond the typical understanding of the words and discern what the 
child actually means. Through the process of so-called socialization, 
however, this same child is educated by the world to realize that there 
are right and wrong ways to express ideas and that it is not up to man to 
decide what words mean and how to best use them. Therefore, when an 
adult speaking to his peers chooses to use a word in a way that implies 
he has a new or innovative perspective on reality—not using the word’s 
socialized meaning—it is very common that his hearers will defend their 
own unwillingness to think by simply attacking his use of the term rather 
than his intended, rational meaning. 

This same deficiency of rationality occurs when a member of some 
particular group uses a word or a phrase he or she does not fully 
understand but is commonly accepted by the group. The effect is that 
such an expression becomes a bromide, a sedative that encourages men 
not to think. 

An example of this concept is the way our society uses the word debt. 
Many people claim to believe in the idea, “avoid debt like the plague” 
but without clearly coming to terms with what is meant, avoiding “debt” 
becomes a bromide rather than a reality. 

Another example is the idea that America is a “democracy.”  Using the 
typical definition of the term, of course America is not a democracy. 
A democracy is “majority rule” but America has a republican, or 
representative form of government that has built in protections for 
minorities. To the Founders, the idea of democracy was generally 
repulsive, but in or day the term has become a cultural bromide for many 
that means the ability of people to vote, to run for office, etc.  This kind of 
thinking can have serious consequences.  

1  Ayn Rand, The Romantic Manifesto (New York: Signet, 1971), 77.
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Language creates man’s conceptual world. When a man chooses to 
be precise and deliberate in his own definition of terms, he is acting 
as a deliberate creator in his life—as a producer in his surrounding 
world. Failing to be purposeful and deliberate in language—delegating 
conceptual reality to the group or tribe—equates to the mental process of 
an unthinking slave who lives in constant fear of being told by those with 
more brute force than his own, “You are wrong.” The tyrant believes (and 
so too does his unconsciously assenting victim) this statement is actually 
describing some objective reality about the recipient’s state of being.  

The words men use and the definitions they create when communicating 
with each other are reflections of their intellectual ability and their 
individual philosophy of life. In order to demonstrate the power of 
language and the effect definitions exert over the mind of man, consider 
the following true story.

In 1986, Dr. K. Eric Drexler wrote a book on the coming era of 
nanotechnology entitled Engines of Creation. Back in 1986 almost no one 
in contemporary society had even heard the term nanotechnology. As 
Dr. Drexler lectured on the subject and subsequently published his book, 
his concept was often described by laymen as science fiction. Dr. Drexler 
was frustrated with this articulation because to him there was no fiction 
at all in his subject; he was writing about the future of technology. In 
subsequent publications, Dr. Drexler described the progress being made 
with regards to nanotechnology in the scientific communities across the 
globe. He reported progress was not happening as quickly in America as 
it was in Japan. According to Dr. Drexler, the reason Japan was making 
quantum leaps forward in the development of countless new technologies 
when compared with the rest of the world was because Japanese language 
had no expression for the concept science fiction—a term that in the 
minds of most westerners means something that is exaggerated, fake, 
lofty, and even unreal. 

In Japan, observed Dr. Drexler, the best translation of a similar 
concept was simply “future technology.” The limitations in the minds of 
Americans with regard to future technology were limitations of language 
that suggested to the mind something unreal. In Japanese culture, the 
only suggestion to the mind was that some technology was yet to be 
developed. In his own words, Dr. Drexler explains how words can block 
thinking:  

Americans, so often in the forefront of science and 
technology, have a curious difficulty in thinking about the 
future. Language seems to have something to do with it.
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If something sounds futurelike, we tend to call it 
“futuristic.” If that doesn’t stop the conversation, we say 
that it “sounds like science fiction.” These descriptions 
remind listeners of laughable 1950s fantasies like rockets 
to the Moon, video telephones, ray guns, robots, and the 
like. Of course, all these became real in the 1960s, because 
the science wasn’t fiction. Today, we can see not only how 
to build additional science-fictional devices, but—more 
important, for better or worse—how to make them cheap 
and abundant. We need to think about the future, and 
name-calling won’t help. 

Curiously, the Japanese language seems to lack a 
disparaging word for “futurelike.” Ideas for future 
technologies may be termed mirai no (“of the future,” a 
hope or a goal), shõrai-teki (an expected development, 
which might be twenty years away), or kûsõ no 
(“imaginary” only, because contrary to physical law 
or economics). To think about the future, we need to 
distinguish mirai no and shõrai-teki, like nanotechnology, 
from mere kûsõ no, like antigravity boots.2 

A number of years ago, Les McGuire and I engaged in a deliberate 
discussion about freedom, economics, and individual rights. During our 
discussion, we found ourselves repeatedly and constantly having to slow 
down our discussion in order to make sure we understood the intended 
meaning of our common terms. It was our observation then that a 
tremendous amount of contention, ignorance, and frustration in the 
world is caused by the simple unthinking process so common in society; 
namely, men refusing to seek clarity on the definitions of terms prior to 
reaching important conclusions about philosophy, action, or policy. 

We decided at that time to make a list of definitions we each agreed to. 
As we wrote each word down, we carefully scrutinized what each of us 
meant by the use of each particular term. In what many would probably 
consider a boring afternoon of exasperating detail, we spent over four 
hours defining key terms we had the habit of using in our public and 
private conversations. Our time together that day was one of the critical 
foundations for what I now call the language of The FreeCapitalist 
Project™ or, more simply, the language of revolution. 

2 K. Erick Drexler, Unbounding the Future (New York: William Morrow and Company, 
1991), 37-38.
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The rational mental process of articulation—the connecting of concepts 
through the expression of language—is the process of recreating the 
world philosophically. The FreeCapitalist Project™ is largely a revolution 
based upon intentional articulations. To become a FreeCapitalist in this 
context, one must take responsibility for the words he speaks and with 
which he thinks. It’s important to note that choosing our words carefully 
is the beginning step to a very new and deliberate life. This journey could 
easily be underestimated but in the right context can open up a path to 
make a man successful beyond all words.
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The world is a funny place. I’ve noticed that we, in the United States at 
least, are becoming a more polarized people. It doesn’t matter if it’s 

business, politics, or religion. Everyone seems to have their own camp. 
I’m sure, at least in modern times, people have always been separated 

by ideas to one degree or another, but as an American society today, we 
are much less prone to dialogue and understanding than we are to sound 
bites and quick judgments. For example, in the business world, there 
are only a few trusted individuals we recommend doing business with; 
the rest we gossip about and sometimes even hate. In politics, there are 
Donkeys and Elephants; in religion, there is either the Religious Right or 
everyone else; there is very little room for those who don’t choose or feel 
they belong to one side or the other. 

There are some great and wonderful things that accompany each camp. 
I’m not immune to these camps, nor do I consider the camps the enemy 
or the problem. They are simply the methodology for a deeper problem to 
manifest itself. I even belong to some of the more visible camps. I’ll share 

Earth Camp

by 

Rick Koerber
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those camps in a moment, but here’s my point: once we’ve succeeded in 
identifying/labeling what camps those around us belong to we tend to 
choose 1) who we like, 2) who we listen to, and 3) who we associate with. 
I’m not saying we invented this camp-defining approach, but I am saying 
most of us seem to be getting so mentally lazy that we are making this 
behavior a brain-off habit to our own detriment. 

I’m not a pessimist or fatalist suggesting that the sky is falling. I have 
enjoyed the art of learning, of exploring, of waiting to judge or label, 
and—most importantly—of searching for the truth in all areas of my life. 
And once I find truth, I follow after it. 

Based on the information I’ve shared thus far, there are probably 
several of you who are already starting to mentally place me into certain 
camps—though I’ve tried to remain rather elusive so far regarding my 
own ideologies. Even so, some readers are thinking that I didn’t grow 
up with the kind of solid (insert your flavor of thought or religious 
denomination here) home like they did. Others are thinking that I sound 
like an objectivist and that certainly real philosophers can’t cling to such 
old fashion notions such as this truth that they are always looking for. 

Well, this is who I am: I am a capitalist, Republican, Mormon, and a 
Denver Broncos fan. I could go on and continue defining myself through 
different camps I belong to. So, why stop after only listing a few? 

Because if you’re a socialist, a Democrat, or an Oakland Raiders fan, 
you’ve probably stopped listening to me. I mean, we are not going to 
change our camps, so shouldn’t we just give up discussing the truth and 
just go our separate ways? 

Somehow, because I’m a member of one of the aforementioned camps, 
you could already have made up your mind in advance that we do, will, 
or might offend each other since we are so different. If I try to talk to you, 
you could easily assume that I am trying to convert you and vice versa. 

However, if we have a conversation and I manage not to get offended, 
it’s because I am secretly, in my own head, arguing with everything you 
are saying. That happens when we don’t really listen to each other and 
instead just smile and nod because we are mentally on the watch for those 
key words or phrases that tell us “Aha! This person is a member of this or 
that camp, and I won’t have anything to do with someone like that.” 

I think living that way is ridiculous. 
So I’m a capitalist. What does that mean, anyway? Does it mean the 

same thing to you as it does to me? Did you know that I used to hate the 
term capitalist and used it as a derisive label for others? What if you call 
yourself a capitalist? Does this mean we are naturally and automatically 
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going to believe the same things? Others might judge capitalists as one 
homogenous group and judge us (at least initially) in the same way. 
Right? 

There is one thing that I lack tolerance for in a very real, deep, and 
frighteningly poignant way. I cannot tolerate the kind of blind, 
intellectually lazy, socially frightening, knee-jerk hostility and judgment 
in the world around us. I see it in all camps. Every camp I belong to, and 
even those I choose not to be part of, seems to be plagued with this form 
of mental idleness. 

What about calling myself a Republican? Does this mean in your 
mind that I support George W. Bush? Does it mean that I listen to Rush 
Limbaugh? Does it mean that I think helping the poor is a waste of time? 
Does it mean that I’m a conservative? 

Let’s take a look at another one. I’m a Mormon. Does this mean that I am 
or am not a Christian? Does it mean that I am from Utah? Does it mean 
that I couldn’t possibly understand you if you are not a Mormon? In your 
mind, do I lose my life experiences prior to my religious conversion—
equaling over half of my life thus far—because of my membership in 
this camp? Do my days and weeks in Bible study class with my Lutheran 
friends as a child now somehow become erased? Does my relationship 
with my good Muslim friend from Indonesia now disappear because our 
religious camps are fundamentally different? 

Let’s look at a few other camps I generally seem to fit in. I’m male, white, 
American, and an entrepreneur. Based on previous camps I’ve told you 
I belong to, this may not surprise you. How about these: I’m a poet and 
a writer. Because of experiences in my early life some would label me a 
domestic abuse survivor. I am an only child. I am a fan of classical music. 
I hate sea food. I love movies but can’t stand Hollywood culture. I could 
drink straight whiskey at 13 but haven’t touched a drop of alcohol in over 
a decade. I grew up listening to the Sugar Hill Gang and Run DMC, and 
now the closest thing to rap music that you’ll find in my music library is 
Toby Keith’s “I Wanna Talk About Me.” 

I grew up poor but am now rich. In my early life, I was a Democrat. 
However, if I ran for office today, because of my own political ideas, I 
could see myself running effectively as either a Democrat or a Republican. 
I am a perfectionist and a rebel (which means that I rebel at the sight 
of almost any authority, especially one commanding perfection). I love 
being a Denver Broncos fan but hate wearing orange and blue. I love 
being a capitalist, but I hate cutthroat, dog-eat-dog attitudes. I am today, 
in my heart of hearts, a better Christian than I have ever been in my 
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entire life, but a large section of my Christian Camp colleagues want to 
exclude me from the ranks of Christianity. 

Placing people by our own judgment into these different camps can be 
very easy and convenient, even though we often place amiss and carry 
with our judgments unfounded assumptions. 

So, why the long introduction? Why am I telling you all this? 
Life! Life is the point. We should not define ourselves by the camps 

others judge us to be in; rather, we should define ourselves by how we 
live our lives. Camps are generally useful as an identity for those in them, 
not vice versa. We choose our own lives, our own meaning, and how we 
represent our identity. We can choose wisely or we can choose poorly. 

Yet there are many of us that wake up every morning waiting for others 
to define life for us, waiting patiently to be placed in one camp or another. 
Sometimes we choose by not choosing, which by default allows others to 
define who we are and what we are about. Sometimes we define ourselves 
in opposition to the camps we dislike. 

This, for the most part, is nonsense. It is as if we’ve forgotten that we 
are all people on the same planet sharing the same moment of humanity. 
We are all susceptible to enlightenment, growth, and development. We 
are all (at least most of us, anyway) capable of turning our brain on for a 
few minutes more each day as we contemplate the world around us and 
the people in it. 

We all have at least one camp in common every hour of every day of 
every year. We are all living on this planet. We are all seeking to find 
our way and to prosper in this world. That’s it. This is our one objective, 
universal, and common credential. 

We therefore share a common story. This means more than most of 
us have considered. I have found it a great experience to realize that we 
are all uniquely a part of this common Earth Camp. So, in this spirit, I 
invite you to join me in an effort to understand, exchange, and create 
value. There is a lot happening on planet Earth that just might make a 
difference in your life and in your community. There is power in this 
consideration. 

So, as I say each morning to all of my associates, “Wake up, turn your 
brain on!” No other camp membership credentials are required.
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I am willing to share with you my story, however, I warn you in advance 
that it’s difficult to believe. For you’re whole life, you’ve most likely 

been trained, taught and educated to approach stories like mine with 
skepticism. I understand that. I invite you to be skeptical. But, I also 
invite you to consider, that what you might learn from my story, even 
approaching it from the vantage point of  being skeptical, could change 
your life forever. This has been the case with me.

Despite my skepticism, despite my critical evaluations, it did not take 
me long to reach a point where I could no longer deny the universal 
pattern of prosperity. There are certain things that have been taught to 
the most successful men and women for generations, that if followed, 
lead predictably to growth, advancement, and prosperity. But, most 
people never seem to find the path. 

Surprisingly, I stumbled upon the path in a very unusual and counter 
intuitive way. Nevertheless, having discovered it, I now take the 
opportunity to share what I’ve learned whenever I can. 

Prosperity Prime™ 
A Life Changing Model

by 

Rick Koerber
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I call the path Prosperity Prime™. Those who chose to follow it, embark 
upon a life mission I now call Prosperity Quest™. 

The purpose of this essay is to describe, generally, what I’ve discovered 
and to invite you to accept the quest. If you’re interested, this message 
will put you to work. If you’re willing to work, you’re life will never be 
the same.

Falling Down: Sometimes the Only Way to Learn
Some things are true whether you believe them or not. Just think 

about that for a second. Regarding money, I’ve never been surprised at 
how many people hold stick views on some particular view without any 
rational explanation whatsoever. There are many people, for example, 
who say to me after my seminars on a regular basis, “Well, I don’t believe” 
this or that. In the back of my mind, I’m thinking to myself at the exact 
same time, “Well, it doesn’t really matter if you believe it or not; it matters 
whether it’s true or not.” 

I have learned this lesson very directly, and very painfully. For me it 
was going bankrupt that finally got me to start questioning some of my 
assumptions. 

I remember the first time I told everyone at one of my seminars that 
I had filed for federal bankruptcy protection in 2001. I literally heard a 
woman gasp in the audience. She later came up to me after the seminar 
and said, “I can’t believe you admitted that in public.” To her, it was as if I 
had revealed my secret scarlet letter. 

Interestingly, after talking with her for a while, I discovered that she 
too was “wearing a scarlet letter” in her own mind and had been worried 
about hiding it for as long as she could remember. 

Explaining why I was so open and candid about my past experience 
I said to her, “Look, we can either be victims to the things that happen 
in our lives and feel like our past experiences are “the reasons” why we 
don’t have what we want or why we haven’t gotten where we want to go; 
or, we can see that the experiences we have in life prepare us and give us 
opportunities to grow and learn.”

It’s no secret that when I had an Internet company at the end of the 
1990s, I fell flat on my face. It was painful. When I went bankrupt with 
the dot com crash, my whole social circle seemed affected. I remember 
that my grandfather did not speak to me about it for some time. He wasn’t 
exactly rude about it. He wasn’t saying, “I disown you.” But I knew I had 
disappointed him because I had been raised to always pay what I owe. 

After bankruptcy, it was my goal to get beyond it and move forward. If 
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anyone can talk insightfully about the importance of financial principles, 
it’s someone who has tripped and fallen flat on their face because they 
didn’t know what those principles were in the first place.

It is simple to see from my current vantage point, but back then it was 
not easy to tell that I hadn’t failed in my business because I had a bad 
business idea. I hadn’t failed because we had had a bad marketing plan. I 
hadn’t failed because I had had hired bad employees or any of the other 
reasons I used to give. The reason I failed was because I didn’t understand 
certain principles, I was beat psychologically, and by falling flat on my 
face, it was as if the universe had invited me to turn my brain on. 

That’s how I see it now. My failed Internet company got my attention. 
Besides being broke financially, I was also broke socially. People don’t 
generally want to hang out with you when you go broke. It’s like a disease. 
It’s like somehow they think they might catch it too. 

I still remember the front-page newspaper article that reported that my 
company and I were being investigated by the state for some technical 
violations of securities laws.  Just imagine for a second how it would feel 
if, in a small town, the front page of the newspaper has your picture on it, 
and right above your picture is  a headline similar to the one announcing 
Martha Stewart’s involvement with insider trading. It just wasn’t fun. 

I remember my mother calling me in tears asking, “What’s going to 
happen? Are you going to go to jail?” 

I wasn’t being accused of intentionally breaking the law or doing 
anything intentionally wrong. But, what I didn’t know then, and what 
most small business owners are completely in the dark about is that 
any time you raise capital, in almost any manner, the state and federal 
governments have a huge invitation to scrutinize and investigate. 

Well, when all was said and done, I received a slap on the wrist (though 
I have to admit it felt like a really hard slap!). They did not fine me and did 
not require that I pay any restitution (though I ultimately paid everyone 
back anyway). They basically told me to stop it and even told me I didn’t 
have to pay the two grand in fees as long as I would be good. 

For those who have read Atlas Shrugged, do you remember Hank 
Rearden going to court? They fined him and said: We’re just doing that 
to set the example; we don’t want your money; don’t pay it. Often, when 
I think back on this time, going through this experience, I say to myself, 
“I am Hank Rearden.”

I want you to imagine, how would you explain to your mother or 
someone you love that you hadn’t done anything wrong morally but had 
failed or had fallen on your face, and it was now public news? You can’t 
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hide it. I remember privately brainstorming how to grab every newspaper 
in town in order to hide the article about my company. Although it was a 
small town, I couldn’t come up with any good idea of how to do it. 

I remember how I felt. After my Internet company failed, I told my wife 
I would get a job. For an entrepreneur, a job is like when I tell my border 
collie we can’t play Frisbee and he looks at you with the deepest kind of 
disappointment. My wife had reached a certain point where she simply 
said, “Go get a job,” and I went. 

I started selling copiers, making very little money, but I had a job. 
My first goal was to pay back every investor and then every creditor 
involved with my company, plus interest. I had discharged in bankruptcy 
somewhere around $800,000 in debt. How long would it take you to pay 
off $800,000 plus 6 percent interest doing what you’re doing now? 

Well, I figured I’d be about eighty years old by the time I paid everyone 
back. Luckily for me, the wake-up call that turned my brain on also 
exposed me to a world that I previously did not know existed. This 
enabled me to do something that would be impossible under what I had 
previously considered normal circumstances.

In a nut shell, what I learned was that life isn’t about putting on a show, 
even though we’ve been trained our whole lives to try and please other 
people no matter how irrational their demands are. I have learned that 
life is not about looking good, even though we’ve been taught to believe 
the opposite in so many ways. I’ve also learned that life is not about fame 
or fortune. To put it simply, I’ve learned that one lives either by principle 
or by accident. How we choose to live is what makes all the difference in 
the world. Unfortunately, most of us have just defaulted on the choice, 
and end up living by accident -um, well - on accident. 

How many live are defined by an endless hoping for “a good break.”  
How frequently do we just hope that we “get lucky” next time. We hope 
to avoid the bad things, but we seldom deliberately plan the good based 
on the principles of prosperity. 

It literally changed my life when I mentally assented to an idea that 
Andrew Carnegie had taught Napoleon Hill about the key to all success. 

Prosperity is planned as carefully as any other human endeavor. If you 
want to prosper, you need to lay out a plan. If that plan is consistent with 
true principle, you can know for certain that you will prosper. There will 
be no more despair, no more hoping that you’ll get lucky, no more hoping 
that your retirement plan will stay in effect until you get to the point 
where you can use it, and no more hoping that the stock market doesn’t 
go down and eat up your 401(k).
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When you really want to deliberately take control of your life, things 
change, and they change quickly. 

Dr. Skousen & Re-Discovering the Founders  
When I first got the job selling copiers, I figured that Michelle was a bit 

nervous. She knew I had a “disease”—the disease of entrepreneurialism. 
Along with my commitment to get a job was what I considered to be an 
unspoken rule that I wouldn’t go off on any more wild, harebrained ideas; 
at least until we had gotten out of the soup. 

So instead of reading business books in my leisure time,  I started 
studying American history. That’s a pretty unlikely place to come up with 
new business ideas, or at least so I thought. 

It had been several years since I had last read the wonderful text on 
the history of America’s founding, from the founder’s perspective, by Dr. 
W. Cleon Skousen called The Making of America. I was surprised as I 
immersed myself in the Founder’s story how powerful and insightful their 
experience seemed to me. After reading The Making of America I read Dr. 
Skousen’s national best seller, The Naked Communist.  I know it seemed 
odd at the time (about mid 2002)  to be reading about the Founders and 
then about Communism in the 1960’s but I started to recognize some 
surprising patterns. I couldn’t explain it at the time, so I just kept reading. 
I read a popular biography on John Adams, and then one on George 
Washington. If there was a good book on American history, the founders, 
or on the basic ideas behind the American experiment, I was interested. I 
had become mentally addicted. But I still couldn’t quite explain why. 

Over time however, a very clear picture started to emerge. A picture  of 
a pattern, for individual prosperity, for freedom and the ideas that are its 
biggest enemies. No one was teaching me, but I was learning. Surprisingly, 
though I was reading old books and books about the past, it seemed as if 
the entire pattern was a lesson for today. Little did I know at the time, but 
the same spirit that was motivating me then, is the same spirit referenced  
by the great thinkers of the Renaissance, the Enlightenment, and the 
Age of Reason. All of these periods of time were identified by those who 
seemed curiously and purposefully driven to search out “ancient truths” 
from previous generations - in order to bring revolutionary changes to 
the modern day.   

For example, one of the most profound discoveries of mine - nothing 
that required a high IQ to realize, but something that had never been 
taught to be previously was that in 1776, the period of great political 
climax in America, there was a revolution born - but not just a political 
revolution. I learned, what seems obvious to me now, that there were 
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three essential parts to the American Revolution: religious, political, and 
economic. 

Almost all Americans  are familiar with the religious component. 
Religious freedom was the mantra of many people who came to the New 
World.  Political freedom and our unique republican form of government 
was obviously the inheritance of the Americans, however, there was 
something else that happened in 1776 that almost all of us have been 
asleep to, and it hasn’t always been this way. Through my study I learned 
that it has been only over the last seventy or eighty years of our history 
was there a deliberate attempt to obscure an essential and fundamental 
component of the American Revolution.   

In 1776, Adam Smith published what I call a declaration of economic 
independence, a treatise called, An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes 
of the Wealth of Nations. In our modern day we’ve even shortened the 
common reference to this work to simply, “Wealth of Nations” obscuring 
the great power and genius at the core of Smith’s study - namely the 
nature and cause of wealth. 

Smith, not what scholars would today normally call an economist 
(he was actually a moral philosopher)  put into writing a formula for 
prosperity that literally enabled the spread of freedom and prosperity 
across the globe. He was a hero to many of the Founding Fathers, a 
contemporary with Benjamin Franklin. 

Smith’s work was revolutionary in its own right, but his ideas weren’t 
limited to academic texts. Many of the founders and their families in 
America were entrepreneurs, rugged individualists, even capitalists 
(though that term wasn’t yet invented).   

Take for example John Adams, if it wasn’t for him, the Declaration of 
Independence wouldn’t have been approved. Go read his impassioned 
plea to the men then assembled, debating their course - who were nervous 
about laying their all on the altar, so to speak, their honor and all of their 
substance, for freedom and liberty. It was John Adams who understood 
to defend those principles and made what many at the time thought was 
the key speech, the most impassioned plea for freedom ever made. He 
became the second president of the United States.

Thomas Jefferson was the architect to many of the legal structures of the 
early colonial period, most importantly the Declaration of Independence. 
He was also a teacher and mentor to James Madison, the father of the 
Constitution.

George Washington, perhaps the  ultimate Founding Father was one of 
the most active capitalists of his time. They didn’t call people capitalists 
back then, but he was accused during the Revolutionary War of being 
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distracted by his interest in real estate. There were people who thought he 
should be relieved of his commission because he was so concerned about 
land development in the Ohio river basin. Similarly, there were people 
who didn’t want John Adams to be President because he and his father 
had been so committed to acquiring real estate.

As I studied the lives of these great men, I saw something that we refer 
to casually as the genius of America, the American dream, or the spirit 
of freedom. Although it literally spread across the globe, sadly most of us 
could not articulate more than one or two of the principles that propelled 
the revolution forward. 

After getting “in tune” with this pattern I had discovered I started to 
search out others in our day who had insight and understanding on the 
subject. One such personal mentor of mine was Dr. Skousen. Through 
a fortunate set of circumstances I was able to enjoy a number of special 
experiences with Dr. Skousen, to further my ability to carry on the work 
now being done by the FreeCapitalist Project. One such example was in 
mid 2005 when Dr. Skousen had invited a group to his home in order  to 
study the Constitution. Imagine that. 

During one of our evening meetings he challenged everyone present 
to memorize the Declaration of Independence. I remember feeling as if 
I had been taken back to the fourth grade. I could recall almost nothing 
from memory about the Declaration beyond a vague phrase or two. 

I also remember wondering, at the time, how many people would 
actually do what Dr. Skousen invited us to do. My friend Les McGuire 
and I actually offered $100 to anyone present who would do what it 
took to be able to stand up and recite from memory the Declaration of 
Independence in front of the whole group. 

A few short weeks later, back at Dr. Skousen’s, I remember when a couple 
of my friends, Jason and Melanie Vaughn, stood up in that exact same 
room from the weeks previous, and each of them took a turn quoting the 
Declaration of Independence, from memory. It was more powerful than 
you can probably imagine. 

Do you know what the Declaration of Independence really is? It’s a 
declaration of founding principles that lead America to independence, and 
if you and I adhere to those same principles, it leads us to independence 
individually. 

I remember the feeling that came over me when Jason and Melanie 
recited the Declaration of Independence. I also remember asking myself 
how many adult Americans who say they love the Founders, who say 
they love the Constitution, who say they appreciate freedom, have even 
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thought of studying the Declaration of Independence. I then felt convicted. 
Lip service will not due, in our work that lies ahead. 

I went home that night, and my wife and I started memorizing the 
Declaration ourselves. It was a moving experience for me. 

When, in the course of human events it becomes 
necessary for one people to dissolve the political bonds 
which have connected them with another and to assume 
among the powers of the earth, the separate and equal 
station to which the Laws of Nature and of Nature’s God 
entitle them. 1

If I stopped right there, I could teach you for a full semester. What are 
the “Laws of Nature and of Nature’s God?”  Was Jefferson a mystic?   Was 
he speaking metaphorically, or are their really such things as “laws” that 
govern under all circumstances, in all times, for all men?  

Jefferson explained that what the Founders used for their “experiment” 
were not some truths they invented or discovered for the first time, but 
instead that they had rediscovered them. 

While studying the Founders, those laws (what we often call principles) 
started to well up in me, and this is how I became a capitalist. 

The challenge for most people, including me those several years ago, 
is not having any understanding of what it means to be a capitalist. 
America’s frame of mind is tainted by the last eighty years of brain-off 
activity in our culture.

I love the thought-provoking question my friend Les McGuire made 
concerning the Declaration of Independence: Who were the Founding 
Fathers declaring their independence to? 

It took how long before the King of England ever received a copy of the 
Declaration? 

Well, to the best of my ability to discover, it took around four months 
for the Declaration to reach the King, but within only a few short weeks 
America was on fire with a spirit of independence. The Founders were 
declaring it to themselves, their friends, and their families long before the 
King of England ever knew about it.

A month after signing the Declaration of Independence, Jefferson wrote 
in a private letter, “Are we not better for what we have hitherto abolished 
of the feudal system? Has not every restitution of the ancient Saxon laws 
had happy effects?”2 

1 U.S. Declaration of Independence, 1776.
2 Letter to Edmund Pendleton, August 13, 1776.
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I remember reading that for the first time and wondering to myself, 
“What were the ancient Saxon laws?” Those laws were so important to 
Jefferson that he stayed up until two or three o’clock in the morning for 
months studying the Saxon language in order to learn their laws in their 
original language. That’s how important it was to Jefferson to learn those 
principles, those ancient principles, those ancient laws.

Jefferson wrote, “Is it not better now that we return at once into that 
happy system of our ancestors?”3 The Founders taught that every great 
society that ever reached any degree of prosperity had done so by 
following the same ancient principles, also known as natural laws. 

The Great Seal of the United States  
I believe that everyone want’s to prosper. Now, what it means to each 

of us does and should vary, but we all are looking for it.  Interestingly 
enough, the formula for prosperity can’t be re-invented. It’s not different 
for different people in different circumstances - its part of the system of 
natural laws advanced and advocated by the Founders. 

Principles, however, aren’t very popular in our culture today because 
living by them requires more than many are naturally willing to pay.  We’ve 
been trained to think much differently than the Founders generation. 
Thankfully, individually, we can each make that choice for ourselves. 

Jefferson wrote to his friend, “Is it not better now that we return at once 
to that happy system of our ancestors, the wisest and most perfect ever 
yet devised by the wit of man, as it stood before the eighth century?”4 

Well, what system, in Jefferson’s mind, were we returning to?
I would like to issue you a challenge. You can do it at home, maybe in 

your own family lessons or just with your kids for entertainment. Tell 
your children that you want to teach them how to be rich. Pull out a 
dollar bill from your wallet. 

It took the Founders twelve years to come up with the symbol called 
the Great Seal of the United States. Think about that. Do you think 
the Founders were a lazy generation?  As you’ve studied them, is it 
your impression that they wasted a lot of time on insignificant things? 
Thomas Jefferson took less than thirty days to draft the Declaration of 
Independence. It took the Founders three committees to come up with 
the Great Seal of the United States. On the seal you’ll find represented 
what the Founders intended to represent, in symbolic form, the principles 
upon which our nation was founded. 

3 Ibid.
4 Ibid.
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Twelve years. Americans have it on the back of every dollar bill. 
Everyone wants more money, but few have been committed enough to 
figure out why that symbol exists. Beyond urban legend and internet 
nonsense, there is much we can learn. Certainly, the Great Seal of the 
United States does not exist by  accident. 

There are two sides of the seal. The side containing a bald eagle and 
shield is meant to symbolize the principles of political power; the other 
side represents the principles of economic power. 

Across the top of the Great Seal is a phrase attributed to Virgil and his 
story, The Aeneid. If you don’t read or if you’ve gone to school but your 
teachers didn’t have time to teach you the classics, you’ve got to turn your 
brain on, go find Virgil, read The Aeneid, and learn about Aeneas. 

Aeneas is the legendary founder of Rome. Rome, to the Founders, 
represented a great experiment in prosperity and wealth. That society 
certainly, as you know, surpassed the world’s then-known expectations 
of what one could do with the principles of prosperity, and when they 
violated those principles, they failed. If you read The Federalist Papers, it 
constantly refers to Rome.

Annuit Coeptis is a statement used by the son of Aeneas as he attributed 
his success to God. In a particular moment of triumph he utters a phrase 
very close to “annuit coeptis.” Now, I don’t know if that’s the exact phrase 
because I don’t know Latin, but I do understand it. Annuit Coeptis 
essentially means from the Founder’s perspective: “God prospered us” or 
“God favored us in our bold undertaking.” 

If you were to ask the Founders what they had learned about “how to 
prosper,” almost without exception they would  reply that the first, and 
most important principle is to recognize that there are certain laws, laws 
of nature or God’s laws, that don’t exist by accident. The way I say it is that 
God is the author of prosperity. 

It doesn’t matter what church you attend or if you even go to church; 
some things are true whether you believe them or not. The Founders 
learned that there were certain natural laws of the universe that God had 
put into place to govern all things, including the affairs of man. Annuit 
Coeptis. Do you want to prosper? You have to learn the meaning of Annuit 
Coeptis.

Across the bottom of the seal are the words novus ordo seclorum. This 
is another reference from Virgil (Eclogue IV) refering to a long hoped for 
era of peace and prosperity. The phrase does not mean “new world order,” 
although some people have tried to interpret it to mean as such. It means 
“new order of the ages.” or “new order of the generations.”  
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Charles Thompson, who selected the phrase, declared that it is intended 
to reference the Founders conviction that their success would signify the 
beginning of the new American era. 

Benjamin Franklin said we have successfully laid the foundation, based 
upon such principles, that if this people will cling to them, it will usher 
in an order of prosperity unknown to previous generations. However, 
there were conditions to Franklin’s view. Americans, he said, had to live 
by those principles and hold them inviolate.  It is for this reason there is at 
the base of the pyramid in Roman numerals the date 1776, which is when 
the Founders made their declaration of principles. 

The pyramid is a symbol of power to the Egyptians, the power to give 
life and give it abundantly. The Founders didn’t finish the pyramid on the 
Great Seal because they believed a future generation would have to finish 
the work they had begun. 

Prosperity Prime™  
I love using the Great Seal of the United States as a teaching device. 

I love the idea of a model or form that can train the mind to recognize 
key principles. In my own study, after a lot of reading, pondering, and 
teaching I decided that I would outline the essential message and pattern 
that I had learned from the Founders concerning the ancient principles 
and the pathway to prosperity. 

I charted the 42 fundamental ideas that lay at the core of America’s 
founding. Interestingly enough, as I began teaching the ideas to others 
I noticed that they seemed to fall naturally into a prime number pattern 
that I have come to call Prosperity Prime™ (appropriate, I think, for 
“prime movers.”)  This is what I use to share with the world my summary 
of what I consider the genius of America’s founding generation and the 
formula for what it will take to uphold our republic, advance freedom 
and prosperity and restore the Constitution of the United States. 

 At American Founders University we teach classes on each of the 42 key 
ideas. I will not go that far in-depth here. I do, however, want to preview 
the Prosperity Prime model so that you can have a basis or foundation 
from which to embark upon your own personal Prosperity Quest™.

The Prosperity Prime model is simply:

1 - Choice
2 - Paradigms
3 - Core Values
5 - Pillars of Wealth

7 - Steps to Success
11 - Attributes of a Producer
13 - Principles of Prosperity
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One Choice  
The first thing I learned from studying the Founders is a choice we all 

have to make: it’s the choice of whether or not we will be accountable 
for our own lives. This choice is what makes all the difference. You can 
say it a lot of different ways. You can say it’s the choice to be accountable 
for your life; it’s the choice to be responsible for where you are, or it’s the 
choice to be an agent rather than a victim. It is important to understand 
that the words agent and victim are complete opposites. 

A victim’s mantra is, “It’s not my fault.” When something bad or painful 
happens, we’ve been trained to say, “It’s not my fault.” 

Everyone is writing a story, even if it’s just in his or her own mind. In 
this story we have been trained to write ourselves in the role of victim. 
We do this by saying, “Well, if it wasn’t for this, I would be successful; if 
it wasn’t for Bob, if it wasn’t for my husband, if it wasn’t for my brother, if 
it wasn’t for my mother, if it wasn’t for my boss, if it wasn’t for my church 
leader, if it wasn’t for this or that or this or that, I would be where I want 
to be; it’s not my fault.”

Now, I’m not trying to say that bad things don’t happen to good people. 
Bad things certainly do happen to good people, but who is at fault is 
seldom an important question. In my opinion, the most important 
question the Founders would ask is, “So what are you going to do?”  
The Declaration of Independence has that language. It spells out the 
grievances against the King. I don’t think it would be a famous document, 
nor do I think we would be sitting here today, if all they did was spell out 
their grievances: Well, it’s not our fault the King of England is taxing us 
without representation; he’s sending mercenaries over here and fighting 
against our state governments; he doesn’t care about us; we don’t have 
representation in parliament. Does that sound like an inspiring document 
to you? Yet, that’s the type of story many of us write in the journals of our 
life, every day.

Many people spend their lives trying to convince friends, family, 
neighbors, and everyone around them that it’s not their fault that they 
don’t spend any time planning what they’re going to do. As a matter of 
fact, we’re so good as a society at rationalizing where we are in life, it’s 
earthshaking to some people to stop, turn the page, and start writing a 
different story.

Let me explain it to you this way. Think of a hero in your life, someone 
that you love or look up to and admire. It can be someone in history; it 
can be someone alive today; it can be someone in your family; it can be a 
sports hero, a business hero, a religious leader. Just pick someone. 
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Now, I want you to see if this story sounds similar to the story that they 
wrote with their life: I was born into a happy family where my parents 
never fought. My friends liked me. I never got into any disagreements 
growing up, and I had everything I wanted. I went to school, and I received 
great grades. Everyone praised me as very intelligent. After school, I got 
my first job, and I got paid more than I wanted. I got married to the first 
person I fell in love with, and life’s been great ever since. We’ve raised 
wonderful children, and they’re now following in our footsteps. 

Does this match he story of the person you had in your mind as a 
hero?  

A hero is not a hero because bad things don’t happen to them. A hero 
is a hero because when bad things happen, they turn the page and write 
the “...and therefore.” 

Victor Frankl in Man’s Search for Meaning says that when he was put in 
the concentration camps by Nazi Germany, he tried to teach the people 
with him that the problem wasn’t outside themselves and they needed to 
learn how to think about life differently. 

Imagine, if you can, what it must have been like to be in that situation. 
Yet Victor Frankl said he learned a secret. He learned that the way to 
survive was to define, for himself, what it meant to not be a victim. He 
goes on to say the Germans couldn’t change his viewpoint. No matter who 
the Germans killed (they killed all of Frankl’s family) or no matter what 
they did to him, they could not change his choice.5 That’s the beginning 
of prosperity and happiness. That’s the beginning. 

One choice: victim or agent/hero. My advice is get rid of the victim 
language, unless it’s working real well for you and unless you really like it. 
It doesn’t help. It doesn’t matter whether your victim story is true or not; 
it just isn’t useful if you want to live a prosperous life.

Two Paradigms
Once we make the choice, that we are willing to be responsible for 

ourselves we then have a second choice to make between two paradigms: 
a paradigm of abundance where we recognize that this world has enough 
and to spare or a paradigm of scarcity where there is never enough 
of anything. Victims live in scarcity. I call the scarcity paradigm the 
consumer’s world, the Consumer Condition™, or Despair Island. It’s the 
world where there is never enough. Now, I’m sure you don’t live in the 
scarcity paradigm; rather, someone you know lives there, right? 

People in the Consumer Condition say strange things like, “We don’t 

5 Viktor E. Frankl, Man’s Search For Meaning (Boston: Beacon Press, 2006).
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have enough money to do that.”  Or, “There’s not enough time to get that 
done.”  “No one has given me an opportunity.”  

Do you see the common thread in these statements? It’s never enough. 
People see the world either through abundance or scarcity; whichever 
way you choose to see it is how you live. 

For example, a number of years ago, the day after Thanksgiving people 
lined up at Wal-Mart at six o’clock in the morning for a chance to buy a 
DVD player for $10. Consumers have nothing else to do. People think 
buying DVD players for $10 is a really good thing, so they go and pound 
on Wal-Mart’s doors, right? By the way, people standing outside stores for 
hours on the morning after Thanksgiving is an occurrence that happens 
by accident, right? No, marketers go to school to learn how consumers 
think. 

Well, people were outside every Wal-Mart in the world the day after 
Thanksgiving pounding on its doors and saying, “We want in.” Wal-Mart, 
the largest distributor of goods and services in the world, can’t get enough 
DVD players for its consumers, right?  So, anyway, I remember watching 
the news and there was this story about a lady who fell down amid all the 
people scrambling to get their $10 DVD player. 

After falling down, this lady had actually been trampled and was in the 
hospital. Here’s what I couldn’t understand: people trampled over her for 
a ten-dollar DVD player. I remember thinking to myself, “Do I know a 
single person that would trample another human being for ten bucks?”  I 
couldn’t think of a single person.

What is it that causes people to trample another human being for a 
ten-dollar DVD player? It’s the scarcity mentality of having to “get ours” 
because no one is going to get it for us. 

Now, the funniest thing about the story was that they showed a picture 
of this lady lying in her hospital bed. She was in very serious condition. 
There were balloons and flowers everywhere; her friends and family were 
gathered around her because they wanted to get their ten seconds of 
fame. But, here’s the thing. She was actually smiling. She was laying there 
in the hospital bed with a complimentary DVD player in her lap. The 
media made an extra effort to point out that  Wal-Mart had been a good 
corporate citizen by making the situation right for the woman. 

It was funny to see the woman laying in her hospital bed and holding her 
DVD player, evidently Wal-Mart “had just enough” to save one for her. 
The important thing to the consumer, and all the consumers watching 
was evidently that she did indeed get her DVD player. That’s “reality TV” 
for those who live on Despair Island. If you choose to live in a world 
where  there is never enough, weird things happen. 
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There is another paradigm called the paradigm of abundance where, 
regardless of what you do, you recognize in your life that there is an 
abundance of everything. This second paradigm isn’t “How do I get 
mine?” Rather, it’s “What do I do with this abundance to accomplish this 
goal?” It leads to a radically different way of living life. 

Robert Kiyosaki is a well known speaker and author. If you haven’t 
read his books, Rich Dad Poor Dad, and Retire Young, Retire Rich, you’re 
missing out. In his books, Robert compares the advice given to him by 
his “Rich Dad” (a friends father and family friend) and his “Poor Dad” 
(his actual father.)  At one point in his story Robert relates the first time 
he contemplated the other side of the paradigm equation. He explains 
that at a particularly poignant teaching moment his Rich Dad asks him,  
‘What would you do if there was no risk and it required no money to 
become rich?’”6 

Now, just think about that question for a minute. What would you do 
if it required no risk and no money to become rich? It’s funny because 
if you read the book, you know Robert - stuck in scarcity at the time 
- protested the question for three pages of dialogue ultimately asking, 
“Well, why even answer the question? That world doesn’t exist.”

Finally, after some prodding and coaching from his influential mentor, 
Robert relates how he finally began contemplating the “possibility” that 
there was a different way to see the world. He ultimately responds: 

“Okay, okay, okay, . . . . If such a world existed, a world 
without financial risk and a world that did not require me 
to use any money to become rich, then I would be richer 
beyond my wildest dreams. I would not be afraid. I would 
not make the excuse that I don’t have any money or that I 
might fail. I would live in a world of infinite abundance . 
. . a world where I could have anything I wanted. I would 
live in a completely different world . . . definitely not a 
world I was brought up in.”7

It is definitely not the world we’ve been trained, taught, and educated 
to live in.

Robert’s “Rich Dad” finally asks Robert, “‘So if such a world existed, 

6 Robert T. Kiyosaki, Retire Young, Retire Rich (New York: Warner Book Group, 2002), 
326.

7 Ibid., 328.
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[where it took no money and no risk to become prosperous] would it be 
worth the journey?”’8 

When I first read Retire Young, Retire Rich, I, like Robert, replied sharply, 
“‘Of course, . . . . Who wouldn’t make the journey?’”9 

Who wouldn’t do it? Who wouldn’t seek prosperity if it took no money 
and no risk? Well, I’ll tell you who: those who don’t know it’s possible, 
those stuck in the scarcity paradigm. To those people I say, “Some things 
are true whether you believe them or not.” That world of abundance exists 
whether you believe it or not. If you don’t believe it, it changes your life. I 
prefer the changes that come from believing it.  

When Robert realized that such a world existed and learned how to 
become prosperous, he declared, “I had stepped through the looking glass 
. . . .”10 His statement refers to Lewis Carroll’s story of Alice in Wonderland. 
People show that story to their kids on Disney DVD because they think 
it’s a children’s story. The only way to get it into your house is to call 
it a children’s story; after watching it, you still don’t understand its full 
meaning. 

There are amazing messages and principles in that story. I’ve heard some 
of the greatest thinkers of our time refer to that story as a great teacher of 
principles. There are renowned church, political, and economic leaders 
who refer to that story, yet we still think it’s a kids’ movie. I suggest 
reading Carroll’s Alice’s Adventures in Wonderland because principles are 
easier to study in books than in movies. 

What was it like when Alice went through the looking glass? Normal? 
The Queen of Hearts normally rules the world, right? What about the 
Cheshire-Cat? The world of Wonderland was completely opposite to 
the world in which Alice grew up. When confused and lost, Alice asks 
the Cheshire-Cat which way she should go. The Cheshire-Cat replies by 
asking her where she wants to go. When Alice replies that she doesn’t 
know where she wants to go, the Cheshire-Cat tells her that it doesn’t 
really matter then because if she doesn’t know where she is going, it 
doesn’t matter which path she travels?11 In our financial lives, we are like 
Alice. 

There are many who claim, “I want to prosper.” My response is, “Oh, 
really? What does prosperity look like?” 

In essence, the reply is usually, “I don’t know, I just want it.” 

8 Ibid., 328.
9 Ibid., 328.
10 Ibid., 332-333.
11 Lewis Carrol, Alice’s Adventures in Wonderland (New York: Signet Classic, 2002), 64.
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When Robert Kiyosaki had a paradigm shift and started to understand 
the paradigm of abundance, he declared, “I had stepped through the 
looking glass and now could clearly see a new way of life.”12 It is important 
to notice that Robert didn’t remark, “I could clearly see a new business 
strategy.” He didn’t profess, “I could clearly see a new trick or technique 
or a new business idea.” He said, “[I] could clearly see a new way of 
life.” Choosing to live by principles changes your life. Choosing to see 
“abundance” rather than “scarcity” changes your life. If you’re not willing 
to change your life and step through the looking glass, I suggest that you 
quit pretending to want prosperity. 

I was mad at Robert Kiyosaki when I first heard about him. I read his 
first book Rich Dad, Poor Dad and asked, “Why does everyone have to 
talk about making money? Everyone’s addicted to getting rich.” I didn’t 
want to read any more books by this guy because I didn’t understand his 
message. Later, my wife read Retire Young, Retire Rich, which is the fifth 
book in the Kiyosaki’s Rich Dad, Poor Dad series. After reading the book, 
my wife told me, “You’ll love it. You should read it.” 

Well, I read it, and I couldn’t believe it. Robert declared in his finally 
book of the series something quite amazing about his own paradigm and 
the discoveries that he had made about prosperity. He writes:

Many people are financial prisoners of their fears. That is 
why they cling to threads of security, become greedy, and 
fight for scraps of money like starving dogs fighting over 
a meatless bone, rather than seek financial freedom. […] 
Slowly, I realized that too much of the time my fear of not 
being enough or not having enough prevented me from 
allowing the abundance that life here on earth offers. . . . 
I also realized why my rich dad always said, “It’s your fear 
that makes you your own prisoner. It is your fear that 
locks you in your own cell, a prison that does not let the 
abundance of God in.”13 

Scarcity is the way a prisoner thinks. Abundance is the paradigm of 
liberty.   

12 T. Kiyosaki, Retire Young, Retire Rich (New York: Warner Book Group, 2002), 333.
13 Ibid.
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Values, Pillars, Steps, & Attributes
So far I’ve given you some basic “context” for understanding the first 

two ideas of the Prosperity Prime™ model. As you can see from each 
of these examples (one choice and two paradigms) there is a lot to be 
explored by the basic ideas, let alone practical applications that can be 
made. This is why entire courses are taught on the subjects.

The Three Core Values of the model are 1) Self-Reliance, 2) Economic 
Independence and 3) Personal Liberty (Freedom). Each of these concepts 
are important to spend time with. I won’t go into detail here. 

The Five Pillars of Wealth are fascinating, and I’ve never discovered them 
taught anywhere other than in the personal writings of the Founders. The 
basic idea is that “human life value” is the source of all property value. 
In the property value world, there is a hierarch of value - starting with 
the least abstract, most stable form of material wealth, normally defined 
as simply real property or real estate. This is the first pillar. The second 
pillars is precious resources or things that come from the earth. The third 
is normal commodities such as cotton, wheat, lumber, etc., or things that 
are produced by nature. The fourth is markets and businesses. The fifth, 
most abstract and most powerful form of property value is  intellectual 
property. Each of these should be studied, examined and pursued in its 
proper order to build a solid financial portfolio. 

The Seven Steps to Success represent a basic conceptual formula for 
pursuing progress based upon principle, not chance. I won’t go into the 
details here.

The Eleven Attributes of a Producer are critical distinctions between 
the ideas that motivate consumers (those who are stuck in scarcity) and 
producers (those who choose to live in abundance). These distinctions 
help each of us police our own thoughts and our own language as a way 
to constantly monitor our own paradigm, the health of our thinking and 
the path we are on from day to day. 

The Thirteen Principles of Prosperity represent the final group of category 
of ideas refined from the Founders writings. Imagine that each category 
represents a layer of a building or structure. With this analogy, the 13 
Principles are the actual foundation or the ground level support for the 
rest of the “super structure.”  

The Thirteen Principles, being the foundation, is where individuals start 
their own personal Prosperity Quest. Following the Thirteen Principles, 
the  individual student then works up the prime number pattern in 
reverse.  Being therefore, so vital, as the foundation to the entire model, 
let me here take the opportunity to provide a simple overview of each of 
the thirteen principles.     
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Thirteen Principles of Prosperity  
Principles govern, period. One might not see how, but they do govern. 

A number of years ago I was involved in a motorcycle accident. I learned 
a principle from that frightening experience: gravity works. One can’t 
disagree with gravity. Imagine how silly it would have been if, when flying 
through the air, looking down at the pavement, I might have quickly 
shouted, “Gravity, stop working!” 

But we do exactly that in our own personal lives all the time. We say, 
“Well, I’m not really sure what to do; I just hope the stock market does 
well.” That statement is like saying, “Gravity, stop working.” 

I want to ask you a question, “Why are you investing the way you’re 
investing?” The answer often is either, “Because I don’t have enough 
money to do anything else” or “I don’t know, that’s just what everyone 
says to do.” 

If your answer was similar to either one of the above, you’re demanding 
that gravity stop working. Both responses imply you are gambling, and 
in the end, you will lose. That’s why less than five percent of the United 
States today is economically independent. The other 95 percent have 
to depend upon income from sources outside of themselves, usually 
the government, and the number is growing. For this reason, welfare / 
entitlement spending in our country is growing exponentially.

In fact, America gave up on the idea of economic independence about 
seventy years ago. We replaced it with a very common phrase called 
retirement. We have adopted an idea that Karl Marx promoted in 1847. 
This idea assumes people are powerless; therefore, they need government 
on their side. Americans implemented this idea when they agreed to give 
the government a little bit of their money for a long period of time in 
exchange for, upon reaching age sixty-five, having a feeling security and 
enough money to “retire” whatever that means. 

This idea is a lie. It has never worked. Not one generation of Americans 
has had a significant portion of its population be able to do that and live 
with “enough.”  The problem is that the idea of “retirement” is a violation 
of principle. Idleness is never justified. Work is always rewarded. Now, 
there comes a time, of course, when certain physical labor becomes 
prohibitive, but there is never a time when the human soul can be satisfied 
by the lack of production. It is no coincidence that when the “social” 
welfare advocates succeeded in passing the first retirement programs, the 
mandatory retirement age was 65 - the anticipate average age of death. 

The exact opposite of this destructive idea in our society is the idea of 
living a thrifty, industrious, productive life. In order to do this,  one must 
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therefore live a “principle” centered life. But what are the principles?  The 
following are the thirteen key principles of prosperity.

Principle 1: God Is the Author of Prosperity
Prosperity is not a game of chance. To quote Albert Einstein, “God 

doesn’t play dice with the universe.” Becoming prosperous is not a matter 
of luck; it’s a matter of following laws. There are people who believe there 
are certain laws upon which all blessings are predicated. I am one of those 
people. If you want to obtain a blessing, you have to first learn and follow 
its laws. Thomas Jefferson espoused the same belief in the Declaration 
of Independence when he announced the way to be independent was to 
claim rights based upon the laws of nature and of nature’s God. This is 
another way to referencing the idea that “principles govern.” 

Principle 2: Faith Begins with Self-Interest
One’s willingness to believe that it is possible to prosper (we’ll call that 

faith—the very thing that motivates you to do what you do every day) 
begins with self-interest. There are many who teach self-interest is the 
barrier to morality. This idea is not only flawed, it creates “self-loathers.” 
It is the basis of socialist, collectivist thought. Self-interest doe not mean 
irrational whims, it means your individual, rational motivations.  Self-
Interest is what makes you do what you do. It’s what gives you incentive.

There are many who do not like this principle. I have had some people 
say to me, “But Rick, I believe that if you want to find your life you’ve 
got to lose it.” I reply to that statement with this question, “What’s the 
purpose of losing your life?” To find it, right? It’s your life; it’s in your 
self-interest to find it. People also often comment, “Well Rick, I believe in 
doing good for others.” My response is, “Why?” Well, because God said 
so, right? Why do you care what God says? It’s in your self-interest. It is. 
Someone said to me one time, “Rick, if God wanted us all to be rich, Jesus 
would have been rich.” I agreed. The person then declared, “But Jesus was 
poor.” I replied, “Really? “All that the Father hath” doesn’t sound poor to 
me.

What about Abraham in the Old Testament? He was a really broke man, 
right? If he wouldn’t have been such a good guy, I’m sure he would have 
been rich. Now, I’m being sarcastic, but you can see a religious argument 
doesn’t work when you look at biblical heroes. My friend Les McGuire 
said to me once, “Rick, I get tired of debating this principle. It’s self-
evident. God is not broke, and He wants us to be like him.” Why should 
you want to be like God? It’s good; it’s in your self-interest.

Self-interest is not the same as irrational selfishness. It is debilitating to 
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want something so much that you go after it with disregard to principles. 
If you are selfish, you’ll violate true principles—which in the long run will 
not be in your self-interest. If you want to help someone prosper, then you 
need to help them act in their own self-interest. There are only two ways 
to motivate an individual: find what is in that person’s self-interest or use 
deception or force upon the person. If you don’t appeal to someone’s self-
interest, you will then either lie or use force to get what you want. Lying 
and using force, by the way, is never in anyone’s self-interest because such 
action violates principles. 

Finally it’s important to note that faith (here meaning “faith in truth, 
or faith in an ordered universe, or faith in principle” rather than the 
mystical concept of simply “hoping really hard”) is a concept worthy of 
serious study. This principle, in beginning that study, does not say faith 
IS self-interest. It also does not say faith ends with self-interest. Instead it 
clarifies that all faith, has as its beginning point, self-interest. 

Principle 3: Agency Implies Stewardship
A prosperous person views their life and everything in it as a stewardship, 

not an entitlement. Adam Smith said a butcher doesn’t do a good job just 
because he theoretically wants to do a good job; the reason the butcher 
wants to do a good job is so customers will pay him, and he can then use 
that pay to feed his family. It’s in his own self-interest.15 I will add that it 
is also his stewardship. If the butcher is not a good steward over what he 
has (time, talent, things), he will become wasteful or idle.

Stewardship is the difference between being a victim and being a 
producer. Victims don’t want to account, but producers must account. 
In fact, producers want to account. They see great value in accounting 
for what they’ve done with what they’ve been given. Producers also don’t 
waste. Wasteful behavior drives them crazy. A victim and a producer live 
in two different worlds. In a world of scarcity, a victim hoards and stores— 
just like Ebenezer Scrooge in Dickens’s A Christmas Carol. Victims don’t 
produce value with their goods. On the other hand, a producer lives in a 
world of abundance and thinks, “Here’s what I have; how can I do good 
with it?” A great essay is included here in this Primer by Brigham Young 
entitled The Use and Abuse of Blessings. It is a great exploration of this 
principle as its dominant theme.

A producer knows he or she will ultimately have to account for his or 
her stewardship. There is a big difference between the two worlds. 

14 Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations, (New York: Baantam Dell, 2003), 23-24.
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Principle 4: Perspective Determines Action
In other words, knowledge is power. This principle is self-evident when 

comparing the paradigm of scarcity to the paradigm of abundance. 
Once someone learns the principles of prosperity, he or she becomes 
empowered to live differently. That someone can see a new way of life. To 
quote Dr. Glenn Kimber, “People behave according to how they believe.” 
For example, what in the world would motivate someone to strap sticks 
of dynamite to themselves and blow themselves and other people up? 
Answer: That person must believe it’s in their self-interest. If you want to 
correct behavior, don’t outlaw dynamite; that will not change anything. 
To make a change in someone’s behavior, you have to change their 
perspective; it’s the only way. It’s the hard way, but it’s the only true way. 

Principle 5: People Are Assets
There are many who think material things are assets, which follows the 

ideology of Karl Marx. I suggest researching and studying him. Don’t 
worry; you will not catch anything. Read the pamphlet “The Principles 
of Communism” written in 1847 by his partner Frederick Engels; read 
the famous Communist Manifesto they wrote a couple of years thereafter. 
Engels and Marx believed the material things of this world had value. 
Their philosophy reasons that a person steals because he doesn’t have 
enough valuable things; therefore, to stop stealing, we should give a thief 
everything he needs. He will then magically become a good person. 
Socialists, collectivists, tribalists, they think things have value. Their 
philosophy would suggest that if you want a child to stop throwing a 
temper tantrum, give the child what he or she wants. Now, I’m not 
advocating you should do that; I’m saying that is what Karl Marx would 
tell you to do to solve the problem. 

A capitalist understands that people have value, that all value ultimately 
comes from people, and that if you change the person, you can change 
society. You can try to change the physical world all around you to no 
avail. You can build the nicest house in the world and give it to a person 
who doesn’t know how to live by true principles, but that person will only 
destroy the house and themselves in the process. On the other hand, if 
you teach a person true principles, he can take a piece of junk house and 
make it nicer than anyone ever dreamed of. 

In a lot of old Hollywood movies, all a man and woman wanted was 
a plot of ground; they just wanted to be able to work the land. The idea 
was, “Let me be free; I’ll take care of the rest.” Well, we’ve come a long way 
from that philosophy. People are no longer seen as assets by our culture. 
This is a violation of principle. 



99

Rick Koerber

Principle 6: Human Life Value Is the Source and 
Creator of All Property Value

Human life value consists of those things within each individual that 
cannot be taken away by force. It is an individual’s knowledge, training, 
character, work ethic, personality, drive, vision, hope, and faith. These are 
the things people use as they interact in the material world around them 
to create value for others.

To illustrate this principle further, image you were given a simple piece 
of wood. It’s just a log to everyone; no one wants it. However, if you know 
how to use a chisel and a hammer and use that knowledge and skill to 
sculpt a beautiful image into the wood, that simple piece of wood then 
becomes a sculpture. You could sell the beautiful sculpture for $1 million, 
$1,000, or even a $100. You created value, and it’s not because the wood 
had value; rather, it’s because you had value and exercised your talent on 
a physical thing to create value for someone else. All property value is 
created by human life value. 

Principle 7: Dollars Follow Value 
Now, I need to clarify that this principle does not mean that money 

follows value. Please do not send me an e-mail saying, “Rick, I loved your 
book, especially where you taught that money follows value. I don’t teach 
that. Dollars follow value. Another way of saying this is that currency 
follows value. 

All of us find ourselves at some point in life wishing we had more 
money to accomplish some task. Well, in such a case, who has the money 
you would like have? Someone else right? Every dollar someone receives 
ultimately comes from somewhere. If you’re not going to lie or cheat to 
get it or use force to steal it, then you have to create some type of value 
you can trade for someone else’s money. You have to create something 
that they would voluntarily choose to have rather than the money in their 
pocket or in their bank account. 

Do you want to know why Bill Gates is the richest man in the United 
States? It’s because he has created more value and exchanged with more 
people than the rest of us. Now, I know it’s still frustrating, but he has 
created a little bit of value for a lot of people. Dollars follow value. If you 
create value for someone and make their life easier, they are willing to 
give up something they have to obtain what you have or to take advantage 
of what you’ve created.

There are many people who are broke and saying, “How do I get more 
money?” Those people could change their life if they would stop asking 
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that dumb question and start asking a smart one, such as “What could I 
do to create more value?” If one learns how to create more value, dollars 
will follow. People are willing to give you dollars if you do things that are 
valuable.

Today I got a haircut. Someone created value for me. It would be pretty 
funny, me trying to cut my own hair. I was really glad that I could go and 
get my hair cut. I gave the hairdresser some money for cutting my hair. I 
also gave her a tip, and she got choked up. I’m serious; think about it. It 
cost around $12 to cut my hair; I only have a few hairs; it’s probably more 
expensive for you. She charged me twelve dollars. I gave her a twenty-
dollar bill and started to walk away. She said, “Excuse me.” I said, “No, no, 
it’s okay;” and then she choked up. I couldn’t believe it. A person choked 
up over eight dollars, but it meant something to her. It meant something 
to her family. She created value for me; it meant something to me. My 
hair cut was worth more than $20 to me. I didn’t give her money for any 
other reason than she created value for me. Dollars follow value.

Money doesn’t exist. It’s a concept. Currency (dollars) is the physical 
manifestation of that concept. Think about that for a moment. Money, 
because it is a concept, doesn’t exist by itself in the physical world; 
therefore, wanting money is insanity. It’s like wanting math. It doesn’t 
make any sense. How do you know when you have math? If I asked you, 
“How much math do you have?” what are you going to do, search your 
pockets for little plus signs and little minus signs?  That’s crazy. But just 
remember, that’s what it means when you say, “I want more money.” 

 Money is a concept that we use to understand value or to measure 
value conceptually. Currency is something much different. Currency is a 
type of money. A U.S. dollar bill is a type of currency. Dollars are physical 
things, and they follow value. Wanting more money gets a person 
nowhere. Wanting to create value to get more dollars is a great way to 
think about your productive life. It’s fine. There is nothing wrong with it. 
But you will stay broke if all you want is more money.

If you think value is in the dollar bill, you’re crazy. It’s just a piece of 
paper. It represents the concept of value—money, it is essentially a receipt 
testifying to others that you’ve created a certain amount of value for 
someone else. 

When the hairdresser cut my hair, she created value for me, but that 
value isn’t tangible. Other than giving her dollars, how else could I have 
shown her physically how much it meant to me that she cut my hair? I 
could have cried and shouted, “Thank you so much!” but such an action is 
hard to quantify. For example, a haircut is not as valuable to me as having 
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my car polished; now that is just my preference. Everyone has their own 
preferences; therefore, in our society we’ve come up with the concept 
of money and created things to represent it: sometimes it’s dollar bills, 
sometimes it’s gold, sometimes it’s silver. We call those things money, but 
they’re really just forms of currency.

Thinking value exists in a dollar bill is another one of the big confusions 
people have. Therefore, whenever I tear up a $100 bill as an object lesson 
a lot of people gasp and exclaim, “Oh, my gosh!” If I tore it in smaller 
pieces, would you be more offended? Some believe it’s irreverent and 
think, “I can’t listen to him anymore”; others think I violated a principle. 
The reason people act that way is that they actually think I destroyed 
something of value, but a $100 bill has no value other than what can be 
done with it by an individual person. If I would have ate it, would you be 
less offended? What if I went and bought a bunch of Twinkies and ate 
those? Same thing. Whenever I do that, people learn a lesson they never 
forget. I’m sure there are audience members when I do it thinking it 
would have been a better idea to give them the $100 bill instead of ripping 
it up. If people keep thinking that way, they’re going to stay broke.

Here’s my point. Dollars represent value that has already been created 
(or promised to be created). By tearing dollars up, I can’t un-create value. 
I received the $100 bill in my object lesson by creating value for someone 
else. When I tear it up, it doesn’t un-create that exchange. If the hairdresser 
were to tear up the twenty dollar bill I gave her, it doesn’t affect the value 
I received. She can’t uncut my hair. People are confused. They think the 
dollar bill in and of itself is the value. However, it is only a measure of a 
conceptual idea; (or a simple receipt) therefore, when I tear up a $100 bill, 
people think I destroy something valuable. Ridiculous. 

Do you know what I do with the $100 bills I tear up? People think I 
just destroy them. I actually walk to my secretary and say, “Tape it back 
up; go to the bank and get a clean, fresh one.” I can do that because its 
value is still there. Do I know what that dollar bill is and how to use it? 
That’s the question. If I don’t know what it is, I can never hope to know 
how to use it. But if I know what it is and learn how to use it, I go tape 
it back up, give it to the bank, and get another one back. Then, the next 
time I do a seminar, it will cost me nothing to teach another room full 
of people the same lesson. Dollars follow value. Money does not follow 
value; money is a conceptual measure of value. Dollars represent money 
in the physical world. By the way, that’s why it is weird to love money. 
You’re loving something that doesn’t exist. That is deception of the worst 
kind. Loving the fruits of other people’s labor, now that’s another thing; 
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that’s loving service and encompasses a whole different world. To be 
prosperous, people need to know the difference between the real and the 
imagined. 

Principle 8: Exchange Creates Wealth
Let me use an example to teach this principle. The best example is a n 

edited portion of a transcript from a recent seminar:  

“Who wants to sell me something for $100? I want to buy something 
for $100. What do you want to sell me? Come on up here. Now, what 
are you selling me? A bag of chocolate-covered pretzels. They look 
half eaten. Oh, they’re just half ones. You see, there is no deception or 
coercion between us. Fawn, what do you do? Aren’t you in the health 
business? You teach people about herbs, natural healing, and how to 
be healthy. That’s why she’s selling these pretzels to me. Ok, you’re 
really willing to sell these pretzels to me for $100? Thank you. There 
was no deception or coercion in that transaction; it was a free market 
transaction. Do you think I got ripped off? If you answered, “Yes,” 
then you’re going to stay broke because that train of thought is Karl 
Marx’s ideology. You are probably thinking that a bag of half pretzels 
isn’t worth $100. Well, you’re wrong. You’re absolutely wrong.” 

The pretzels I bought that day from Fawn are not worth anything. Value 
is not in things; value is in people. Whenever I illustrate the principle of 
exchange creates wealth, audience members think I get ripped off. By 
giving Fawn $100 for a bag of pretzels I could have bought somewhere 
else for $2, people think she exploited me. That type of thinking is the 
same reason why many think there ought to be a law limiting the price 
of gasoline. 

If Americans keep thinking that creating laws is the answer to all their 
problems, our elected politicians will have no problem helping America 
go broke fast. Limiting the price of gasoline will damage America 
financially because such action would violate a fundamental principle. It’s 
the difference between Karl Marx and Adam Smith. Adam Smith said let 
men free to choose how much they value what they want. Let them free 
to exchange. This will create the most wealth. Why? It follows principle: 
free exchange creates wealth.

In my transaction with Fawn, who profited? Well, she paid $3.49 for 
the bag of pretzels; therefore, she made $96.51 profit, right? Wrong. In 
all actuality, $96.51 has nothing to with how much Fawn profited. She 
profited because she valued $100 more than the bag of pretzels. Did I 
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profit? Yes, because I received something I valued more (the pretzels) by 
giving up something I valued less ($100). 

Now, this was a situational case. At another time and place, I might 
not have perceived and placed more value on those exact same pretzels 
than $100, but at that moment in time, I preferred to have the pretzels. 
Who decided the reason why I valued and wanted the pretzels more than 
$100? Me. 

You don’t know exactly why or how much I valued those pretzels at that 
time, but you do know that I valued them at more than $100. The pretzels 
were not worth $100 to me; they were worth more than $100. That’s 
the only thing you know for certain; hence, when someone mentions I 
got ripped off, that someone is really saying he or she doesn’t value the 
pretzels more than $100. That someone is trying to take his or her value  
preference and put it on me; that is called tyranny. It is tyranny when 
someone thinks they know better than another what is in the other 
person’s self-interest. 

Don’t you think if Fawn could make that type of transaction all day 
every day, she would go into the business of making pretzels? Likewise, if 
you could find something that you believed in, spent only $3 of your time 
making it, sell it to the whole world, and feel good about it, wouldn’t you 
do that all the time every day? You do. That’s why you live the life that you 
live, right? Once you get free, that’s how you think. 

Similarly, when someone exchanges $3 for a gallon of gasoline, how 
much is the gallon of gas worth to that individual? It would have to 
be more than $3 or else that individual wouldn’t enter the transaction. 
Consumers like to say, “But it’s not my fault that I have to use gasoline. I 
have to go to work.” Well, my response is, “No, you don’t.” You prefer the 
consequences of paying $3 rather than the consequences of not showing 
up for work or running late. You value the gasoline more than the $3. If 
you didn’t, you wouldn’t pay it. But people don’t want to be accountable 
for their choice; therefore, they say there ought to be a law limiting gas 
prices—which is essentially asking the government to tyrannically take 
responsibility for your preference.   

I was happy to buy the pretzels in the previous example for $100, 
although the majority of you couldn’t understand why. You think I was 
exploited because you did not understand the value I received from 
the transaction. The value was not in the pretzels; the value was in the 
exchange. It cost me $100 to teach you a lesson - and that was worth more 
than $100 to me. Free exchange creates value.  
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Principle 9: Profit Is a Tool of Validation
This is a hard principle to describe, but you’ve seen it. Profit is the 

evidence. When I gave Fawn $100 for her pretzels, we both received 
something we valued more in exchange for something we valued less, 
which is evidence that something good happened. But we live in a world 
where we’re trained, taught, and educated that profit is not very good. As 
a matter of fact, if someone makes too much of it, it’s considered bad. 

Not long ago I read a mission statement of a company. It pronounced, 
“We believe in earning a reasonable profit.” Well, I do too, but what is 
considered reasonable? How much is too much? Is $300,000 too much? If 
the answer is yes, then I ask, “Why?” If someone replies it is because they 
don’t value money very much, I then ask, “Oh, so you want me to have 
to value everything in the world the way you do?” There are societies on 
this planet that are governed according to the values and preferences of 
a certain select few. The people in those societies are not very happy. In 
many aspects, America is becoming that type of society.

There are some people who repeat victim language every day. Victims 
say such things as, “My employer doesn’t value me enough. If he paid me 
what I was really worth, life would get better.” That type of thinking is 
self-deception. It’s self-evidently true. It’s socialism. 

For example, if you get paid fifteen dollars an hour, it means that you are 
trading an hour of your life for fifteen dollars. It is as if you rent yourself 
and your wage is the charge for that rental. If someone is willing to trade 
an hour of his or her life for fifteen dollars, how much is that hour worth 
to that person? Less than fifteen dollars because they would prefer to 
have fifteen dollars rather than control over that hour of his or her life. 
How much is that hour of their life worth to their boss? More than fifteen 
dollars. He or she would prefer to have that hour of their time more than 
the fifteen dollars he or she is paying them. Who values that time of their 
life the most? Their boss.

The problem doesn’t reside in your boss not valuing your time enough; 
the problem is you don’t value your time enough. Nevertheless, you keep 
pointing the finger at your boss wondering why life doesn’t get better. 

I remember thinking those same victim thoughts. I would say to myself, 
“I’m better than this.” Well, that statement was true for me, and I’m sure it 
is for you as well. You are better than that. The question now is what are 
you going to do about it? 

You might say, “Well, the problem is, Rick, I don’t know what to do to 
make more than fifteen dollars an hour.” I suggest you turn your brain on 
and ask yourself the question, “What am I going to do about not knowing 



105

Rick Koerber

how to make more than fifteen dollars an hour?” I also recommend 
learning; learn how to use your time to do something that’s worth more 
than fifteen dollars to someone else.

A boy named Zack used to come to my house and mow my lawn. My 
wife and I gave him money. Why? He used his time to do something to 
create value for us, and we paid him a certain amount of money that 
was worth more to him than the time he engaged mowing our lawn. 
Reciprocally, having our grass mowed was worth more to my wife and 
me than keeping the money we gave to Zack. There were a lot of kids 
who saw Zack earning money and thought he was very lucky. Zack would 
have done well to respond to his friends by saying: “Hey, I’m willing to go 
create some value for someone else.” 

It is in Zack’s self-interest to create that value. Imagine how life would 
be if we all spent our life wondering how we could create more value for 
other people. 

Now, I’m going to make a religious connection. Don’t believe what 
I’m about to say only because it sounds cool. The following statement 
is from the scriptures: if you keep my commandments, ye shall prosper 
in the land.16 Commandments are principles. They’re laws. If you’re not 
prospering, there are only two explanatory reasons or possibilities: either 
God is a liar or you’re not keeping the commandments. 

Now, not prospering doesn’t mean you’re doing wicked things. 
However, it might mean you don’t know what all of the commandments 
are. It might mean you’ve lived your whole life not having, on purpose, 
identified true principles. You haven’t set your mind to it. That’s how it 
was for me. I felt like I was a good person and living a good life, but I 
felt as if something was missing. I now realize it was because I had never 
taken my brain and applied it to learn the governing principles I am now 
sharing with you. 

Principle 10: Productivity Is the Standard
When someone is living by true principles, he or she is not worried 

about accumulating things; he or she is worried about being productive 
or, in other words, creating value. Every morning when producers wake 
up, they ask themselves, “What am I going to do today to create value? 
How am I going to be a producer? What am I going to produce? What 
can I produce?” The opposite of a producer is a consumer, a person full 
of idleness. This is why it’s a great deception to talk about getting rich and 
dreaming of sitting on a beach relaxing in the sun. 

In February of 2003, I reached a point where I didn’t need another 
paycheck. I was living in a $135,000 house in Spanish Fork, Utah, staying 
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at home all day. My wife didn’t have to work. We were free. For my 
birthday, she gave me a computer game. It was as if that game was my 
reward for getting us out of the soup. 

I was excited. I stayed in my pajamas all day playing the game. I’m not 
exaggerating. As a matter of fact, I tried to call all my friends who were 
free; I wanted them all to buy the same computer game, so we could 
play together over the Internet. Now, in hindsight, I realize wearing my 
pajamas all day while playing a computer game is not the reason why I’m 
on this earth. However, at the time, such a thought never occurred to me. 
I thought once someone was free that person could spend all day playing 
video games or anything else he or she wanted to do. 

Interestingly, when I was broke, I almost wanted to kill myself because 
of all my debt. I felt as if I was wearing BK in big scarlet letters on my 
chest. I just kept thinking, “Do over. We don’t have kids. My wife could 
do better.”  I remember days I couldn’t get out of my bed. 

Well, ironically, I found myself in the same situation on the other side 
of the spectrum. First, it’s just not very inspiring to see your husband 
wasting his life playing video games, right?  But my wife couldn’t say 
anything to me because I had done my job, right? I was bringing home 
the bacon without working. Isn’t that the definition of success? 

Well, I started to get depressed and not able to get out of bed. Finally, 
after about two months, my wife gave it to me. I mean, she just let me 
have it. 

Now, maybe you’ve never been to a point like that in your life, but I know 
some of you have. It’s a time when you starting asking yourself, “What am 
I doing? What am I doing?” I was free, but I didn’t know what I was doing 
with my life. Our next-door neighbors probably thought we needed a job. 
In fact, I remember them offering my wife a job as a secretary. I’m sure 
they felt bad for us and wondered, “What are the Koerbers doing? Rick’s 
at home all day in his pajamas.” 

There is a statue of a Trojan warrior in Washington, D.C., containing a 
statement coined by the Founding Founders. Carved at the bottom of this 
monument located just outside the National Archives, is the declaration, 
“Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty.” Do you know what vigilance 
means? Well, I realized playing computer games for two months wasn’t 
being very vigilant. 

Productivity, the act of creating value, is the standard for success. 
Idleness in any form is a violation of this principle.
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Principle 11: Force Destroys Freedom and 
Prosperity

Force relates to each of our lives every day. We all have to decide 
personally when we do and do not use our own physical force against 
another person or in the social context of the world surrounding us. We 
all have to decide for ourselves when it’s right for our local governments 
or our local social structures to use force and when it’s not. And if you 
understand the principle that force destroys freedom, you know that there 
are only very limited times when it’s ever morally or ethically acceptable 
to use force. 

There are two kinds of force - mental and physical. Mental force is 
deception, it is the only way to destroy the agency of man. Physical force 
is self-evident. Both destroys the root of freedom and prosperity, choice. 
Retaliation for the purpose of protection from the use of force is the only 
appropriate time for its application. This function in society is generally 
delegated to government except in rare circumstances. 

Principle 12: Collective Action Has No Unique 
Moral Authority  

If something is irrational and a violation of principle when one person 
does it, just because they get a friend to join with them doesn’t change the 
truth. It simply allows a deception to be perpetrated by hiding under the 
cloak of government. Collective action has no unique moral authority. If 
a gang does it, it’s just as wrong as if an individual does it.

Does any society exist by right? No. All societies exist by choice, which 
by the way is a right. 

We have the right to choose who we associate with but our choice isn’t 
made right, meaning the act of choosing is right but if we all choose to 
be together and call ourselves a society, the survival of our society has no 
inherent right. 

Principle 13: Personal Liberty Requires Private 
Property

Life depends upon the right to use basic items such as food, clothing, 
and shelter. At an even more basic level it depends upon our ability to use 
our physical body. Unless an individual can freely use his own body (the 
first/fundamental private property) to acquire these other essential forms 
of property, his or her very existence is impossible. 

H. Verlan Andersen, a Harvard and Stanford graduate of law and 
accounting, explains: 

If one is forced to rely upon others for their subsistence, then that 
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individual is a slave and subject to the control of the one granting 
permission to use those basic items. 

To be free, it is evident a man must have control over those things upon 
which life is dependent. Alexander Hamilton in Federalist Paper #79 
states, “A power over a man’s subsistence amounts to power of his will.”17

Freedom is the power or opportunity to achieve one’s own desire and 
goals. No goal of consequence can be achieved unless one is free to use 
property as a means to reach those goals. With property, one builds a 
home, supports a family, acquires farms and grows food, acquires office 
or factory machinery, enters an occupation of choice, constructs churches 
to exercise the freedom of religion, purchases a lecture hall, radio, or print 
press to exercise freedom of speech, gains an education, and pays those 
who teach. A free land must protect the right to own property.

In summary: Property is the fruit of labor and naturally belongs to the 
person whose efforts created it. Only when one can employ the skill and 
knowledge of others and coordinate their efforts toward a common goal 
can he accomplish miracles in production and distribution, which is 
capitalism: making goods abundant and cheap.

Choosing to Live a Prosperous Life
This basic pattern, Prosperity Prime™ is new, but the principles are 

ancient, the truths are everlasting. The exciting reality is that as we learn 
to apply these truths in our own personal Prosperity Quest™ we can 
experience a life changing rebirth of our deepest hopes.  

Some things are true whether we believe them or not. I don’t expect you 
to believe what I’ve written without scrutiny. I hope you’ll experiment, 
research, and ponder. What I’ve written here is only the tip of the iceberg. 
The very beginning of the beginning. But, over the last several years my 
life has changed tremendously. I am tremendously grateful for the lessons 
of our Founders, and the revolution they started. 

I am anxious to work with other like minded individuals to finish what 
they started. This is my story, and a portion of what I’ve learned. I have 
shared it with you because I have learned for myself, that within the 
power of each of us is the ability to choose a prosperous life. I invite you 
to consider the quest.
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The Relation between Economic Freedom and 
Political Freedom
It is widely believed that politics and economics are separate and largely 
unconnected; that individual freedom is a political problem and material 
welfare an economic problem; and that any kind of political arrangements 
can be combined with any kind of economic arrangements. The chief 
contemporary manifestation of this idea is the advocacy of “democratic 
socialism” by many who condemn out of hand the restrictions on 
individual freedom imposed by “totalitarian socialism” in Russia and 
who are persuaded that it is possible for a country to adopt the essential 
features of Russian economic arrangements and yet to ensure individual 
freedom through political arrangements. The thesis of this chapter is that 
such a view is a delusion, that there is an intimate connection between 
economics and politics, that only certain combinations of political and 
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economic arrangements are possible, and that in particular, a society 
which is socialist cannot also be democratic, in the sense of guaranteeing 
individual freedom. 

Economic arrangements play a dual role in the promotion of a free 
society. On the one hand, freedom in economic arrangements is itself a 
component of freedom broadly understood, so economic freedom is an 
end in itself. In the second place, economic freedom is also indispensable 
means toward the achievement of political freedom. 

The first of these roles of economic freedom needs special emphasis 
because intellectuals in particular have a strong bias against regarding 
this aspect of freedom as important. They tend to express contempt 
for what they regard as material aspects of life, and to regard their own 
pursuit of allegedly high values as on a different plane of significance 
and as deserving of special attention. For most citizens of the country, 
however, if not for the intellectual, the direct importance of economic 
freedom is at least comparable in significance to the indirect important 
of economic freedom as means to political freedom.

The citizen of Great Britain, who after World War II was not permitted 
to spend his vacation in the United States because of exchange control, 
was being deprived of an essential freedom no less than the citizen of the 
Untied States, who was denied the opportunity to spend his vacation in 
Russia because of his political views. The one was ostensibly an economic 
limitation on freedom and the other political limitation, yet there is no 
essential difference between the two. 

The citizen of the Untied States who is compelled by law to devote 
something like 10 percent of his income to the purchase of a particular 
kind of retirement contract, administered by the government, is being 
deprived of a corresponding part of his personal freedom. How strongly 
this deprecation may be felt and its closeness to the deprecation of 
religious freedom, which all would regard as “civil” or “political” rather 
than “economic,” were dramatized by an episode involving a group of 
farmers of the Amish sect. On ground of principle, this group regarded 
compulsory federal old age programs as an infringement of their personal 
individual freedom and refused to pay taxes or accept benefits. As a 
result, some of their livestock were sold by auction in order to satisfy 
claims for social security levies. True, the number of citizens who regard 
compulsory old age insurance as a deprecation of freedom may be few, 
but the believer in freedom has never counted noses. 

A citizen of the United States who under the laws of various states is 
not free to follow the occupation of his own choosing unless he can get a 
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license for it, is likewise being deprived of an essential part of his freedom. 
So is the man who would like to exchange some of his goods with, say, 
a Swiss for a watch but is prevented from doing so by a quota. So also 
is the Californian who was thrown into jail for selling Alka Seltzer at a 
price below that set by the manufacturer under so-called “fair trade” laws. 
So also is the farmer who cannot grow the amount of wheat he wants. 
And so on. Clearly, economic freedom, in and of itself, is an extremely 
important part of total freedom. 

Viewed as a means to the end of political freedom, economic 
arrangements are important because of their effect on the concentration 
or dispersion of power. The kind of economic organization that provides 
economic freedom directly, namely, competitive capitalism, also promotes 
political freedom because it separates economic power from political 
power and in this way enables the one to offset the other. 

Historical evidence speaks with a single voice on the relation between 
political freedom and a free market. I know of no example in time or 
place of a society that has been marked by a large measure of political 
freedom, and that has not also used something comparable to a free 
market to organize the bulk of economic activity. 

Because we live in a largely free society, we tend to forget how limited is 
the span of time and the part of the globe for which there has ever been 
anything like political freedom: the typical state of mankind if tyranny, 
servitude, and misery. The nineteenth century and early twentieth century 
in the Western world stand out as striking exceptions to the general trend 
of historical development. Political freedom in this instance clearly came 
along with the free market and the development of capitalist institutions. 
So also did political freedom in the golden age of Greece and in the early 
days of the Roman era.

History suggests only that capitalism is a necessary condition for 
political freedom. Clearly it is not a sufficient condition. Fascist Italy 
and Fascist Spain, Germany at various times in the last seventy years, 
Japan before World Wars I and II, tzarist Russia in the decades before 
World War I—are all societies that cannot conceivably be described as 
politically free. Yet, in each private enterprise was the dominant form of 
economic organization. It is therefore clearly possible to have economic 
arrangements that are fundamentally capitalist and political arrangements 
that are not free. 

Even in those societies, the citizenry had a good deal more freedom 
than citizens of a modern totalitarian state like Russia or Nazi Germany in 
which economic totalitarianism is combined with political totalitarianism. 
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Even in Russia under the Tzars, it was possible for some citizens, under 
some circumstances to change their jobs without getting permission 
from political authority because capitalism and the existence of private 
property provided some check to the centralized power of the state.

The relation between political and economic freedom is complex and 
by no means unilateral. In the early nineteenth century, Bentham and 
the Philosophical Radicals were inclined to regard political freedom as a 
means to economic freedom. They believed that the masses were being 
hampered by the restrictions that were being imposed upon them, and 
that if political reform gave the bulk of the people to vote, they would do 
what was good for them, which was to vote for laissez faire. In retrospect, 
one cannot say they were wrong. There was a large measure of political 
reform that was accompanied by economic reform in the direction of a 
great deal of laissez faire. An enormous increase in the well-being of the 
masses followed this change in economic arrangements. 

The triumph of Benthamite liberalism in nineteenth-century England 
was followed by a reaction toward increasing intervention by government 
in economic affairs. This tendency to collectivism was greatly accelerated, 
both in England and elsewhere by the two World Wars. Welfare rather than 
freedom became the dominant note in democratic countries. Recognizing 
the implicit threat to individualism, the intellectual descendants of the 
Philosophical Radicals—Dicey, Mises, Hayek, and Simons, to mention 
only a few—feared that a continued movement toward centralized control 
of economic activity would prove The Road to Serfdom, as Hayek entitles 
his penetrating analysis of the process. Their emphasis was on economic 
freedom as a means toward political freedom. 

Events since the end of World War II display still a different relation 
between economic and political freedom. Collectivist economic planning 
has indeed interfered with individual freedom. At least in some countries, 
however, the result has not been the suppression of freedom, but the 
reversal of economic policy. England again provides the most striking 
example. The turning point was perhaps the “control of engagements” 
order which, despite great misgivings, the Labour party found it necessary 
to impose in order to carry out its economic policy. Full enforced and 
carried through, the law would have involved centralized allocation of 
individuals to occupations. This conflicted so sharply with personal liberty 
that it was enforced in a negligible number of cases, and then repealed 
after the law had been in effect only a short period. Its repeal ushered 
in a decided shift in economic policy, marked by reduced reliance on 
centralized “plans” and “programs,” by the dismantling of many controls, 
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and by increased emphasis on the private market. A similar shift in policy 
occurred in most other democratic countries. 

The proximate explanation of these shifts in policy is the limited 
success of central planning or its outright failure to achieve stated 
objectives. However, this failure is itself to be attributed, at least in some 
measure, to the political implications of central planning and to an 
unwillingness to follow out its logic when doing so requires trampling 
rough-shod on treasured private rights. It may well be that the shift is 
only a temporary interruption in the collectivist trend of this century. 
Even so, it illustrates the close relation between political freedom and 
economic arrangements. 

Historical evidence by itself can never be convincing. Perhaps it was 
sheer coincidence that the expansion of freedom occurred at the same 
time as the development of capitalist and marked institutions. Why should 
there be a connection? What are the logical links between economic and 
political freedom? In discussing these questions we shall consider first the 
market as a direct component of freedom, and then the indirect relation 
between market arrangements and political freedom. A by-product will 
be an outline of the ideal economic arrangements for a free society. 

As liberals, we take freedom of the individual, or perhaps the family, 
as our ultimate goal in judging social arrangements. Freedom as a value 
in this sense has to do with the interrelations among people; it has no 
meaning whatsoever to a Robinson Crusoe on an isolate island (without 
his Man Friday). Robinson Crusoe on his island is subject to “constraint,” 
he has limited “power,” and he has only a limited number of alternatives, 
but there is no problem of freedom in the sense that is relevant to our 
discussion. Similarly, in a society freedom has nothing to say about what 
an individual does with his freedom; it is not an all-embracing ethic. 
Indeed, a major aim of the liberal is to leave the ethical problem for the 
individual to wrestle with. The “really” important ethical problems are 
those that face an individual in a free society—what he should do with his 
freedom. There are this two sets of values that a liberal will emphasize— 
the values that are relevant to the relations among the people, which is 
the context in which he assigns first priority to freedom; and the values 
that are relevant to the individual in the exercise of this freedom, which 
is the realm of individual ethics and philosophy. 

The liberal conceives of men as imperfect beings. He regards the 
problem of social organization to be as much a negative problem of 
preventing “bad” people from doing harm as of enabling “good” people 
to do good; and, of course, “bad” and “good” people may be the same 
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people, depending on who is judging them. 
The basic problem of social organization is how to co-ordinate the 

economic activities of large numbers of people. Even in relatively 
backward societies, extensive division of labor and specialization of 
function is required to make effective use of available resources. In 
advanced societies, the scale on which coordination is needed, to 
take full advantage of the opportunities offered by modern science 
and technology, is enormously greater. Literally millions of people are 
involved in providing one another with their daily bread, let alone, with 
their yearly automobiles. The challenge to the believer in liberty is to 
reconcile this widespread interdependence with individual freedom. 

Fundamentally, there are only two ways of co-ordinating the economic 
activities of millions. One is central direction involving the use of 
coercion—the technique of the army and of the modern totalitarian state. 
The other is voluntary co-operation of individuals—the technique of the 
market place. 

The possibility of co-ordination through voluntary co-operation rests 
on the elementary—yet frequently denied—proposition that both parties 
to an economic transition benefit from it, provided the transaction is bi-
laterally voluntary and informed. 

Exchange can therefore bring about co-ordination without coercion. 
A working model of a society organized through voluntary exchange is 
a free private enterprise exchange economy—what we have been calling 
competitive capitalism. 

In its simplest form, such a society consists of a number of independent 
households—a collection of Robinson Crusoes, as it were. Each 
household uses the resources it controls to produce goods and services 
that it exchanges for goods and services produced by other households, on 
terms mutually acceptable to the two parties to the bargain. It is thereby 
enabled to satisfy its wants indirectly by producing goods and services 
for others, rather than directly by producing goods for its own immediate 
use. The incentive for adopting this indirect route is, of course, the 
increased product made possible by division of labor and specialization 
of function. Since the household always has the alternative of producing 
directly for itself, it need not enter into any exchange unless it benefits 
from it. Hence, no exchange will take place unless both parties do benefit 
from it. Co-operation is thereby achieved without coercion. 

Specialization of function and division of labor would not go far if 
the ultimate productive unit were the household. In a modern society, 
we have gone much farther. We have introduced enterprises which 
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are intermediaries between individuals in their capacities as suppliers 
of service and as purchasers of goods. And similarly, specialization of 
function and division of labor could not go very far if we had to continue 
to rely on the barter of product for product. In consequence, money has 
been introduced as a means of facilitating exchange, and of enabling the 
acts of purchase and of sale to be separated into two parts. 

Despite the important role of enterprises and of money in our actual 
economy, and despite the numerous and complex problems they raise, the 
central characteristic of the market technique of achieving co-ordination 
is fully displayed in the simple exchange economy that contains neither 
enterprises nor money. As in that simple model, so in the complex 
enterprise and money exchange economy, co-operation is strictly 
individual and voluntary provided; (a) that enterprises are private, so that 
the ultimate contracting parties are individuals and (b) that individuals 
are effectively free to enter or not to enter into any particular exchange, 
so that every transaction is strictly voluntary. 

It is far easier to state these provisos in general terms than to spell them 
out in detail, or to specify precisely the institutional arrangements most 
conducive to their maintenance. Indeed much of the technical economic 
literature is concerned with precisely these questions. The basic requisite 
is the maintenance of law and order to prevent physical coercion of one 
individual by another and to enforce contracts voluntarily entered into, 
thus giving substance to “private.” Aside from this, perhaps the most 
difficult problems arise from monopoly—which inhibits effective freedom 
by denying individuals alternatives to the particular exchange—and from 
“neighborhood effect”—effects on third parties for which it is not feasible 
to charge or recompense them. These problems will be discussed in more 
detail in the following chapter. 

So long as effective freedom of exchange is maintained, the central feature 
of the market organization of economic activity is that it prevents one 
person from interfering with another in respect of most of his activates. 
The consumer is protected from coercion by the seller because of the 
presence of other sellers with whom he can deal. The seller is protected 
from coercion by the consumer because of other consumers to whom 
he can sell. The employee is protected from coercion by the employer 
because of other employers for whom he can work, and so on. And the 
market does this impersonally and without centralized authority. 

Indeed, a major source of objection to a free economy is precisely that 
it does this task so well. It gives people what they want instead of what a 
particular group thinks they ought to want. Underlying most arguments 
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against the free market is a lack of belief in freedom itself. 
The existence of a free market does not of course eliminate the need for 

government. On the contrary, government is essential for both as a forum 
for determining “rules of the game” and as an umpire to interpret and 
enforce the rules decided on. What the market does is to reduce greatly 
the range of issues that must be decided through political means, and 
thereby to minimize the extent to which government need participate 
directly in the game. The characteristic feature of action through political 
channels is that it tends to require or enforce substantial conformity. The 
great advantage of the market, on the other hand, is that it permits wide 
diversity. It is, in political terms, a system of proportional representation. 
Each man can vote, as it were, for the color of tie he wants and get it; he 
does not have to see what color the majority wants and then, if he is in 
the minority, submit. 

It is this feature of the market that we refer to when we say that the market 
provides economic freedom. But this characteristic also has implications 
that go far beyond the narrowly economic. Political freedom means the 
absence of coercion of a man by his fellow men. The fundamental threat 
to freedom is power to coerce, be it in the hands of a monarch, a dictator, 
an oligarchy, or a momentary majority. The preservation of freedom 
requires the elimination of such concentration of power to the fullest 
possible extent and the dispersal and distribution of whatever power 
cannot be eliminated—a system of checks and balances. By removing the 
organization or economic activity from the control of political authority, 
the market eliminates this source of coercive power. It enables economic 
strength to be a check to political power rather than reinforcement. 

Economic power can be widely dispersed. There is no law of 
conservation which forces the growth of new centers of economic 
strength to be at the expense of existing centers. Political power, on the 
other hand, is difficult to decentralize. There can be more numerous 
small independent governments. But it is far more difficult to maintain 
numerous equipotent small centers of political power in a single large 
government than it is to have numerous centers of economic strength 
in a single large economy. There can be many millionaires in one large 
economy. But can there be more than one really outstanding leader, one 
person on whom the energies and enthusiasms of his countrymen are 
centered? If a central government gains power, it is likely to be at the 
expense of local governments. There seems to be something like a fixed 
total of political power to be distributed. Consequently, if the economic 
power is joined to political power, concentration seems almost inevitable. 
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On the other hand, if economic power is kept in separate hands from 
political power, it can serve as a check and a counter to political power. 

The force of this abstract argument can perhaps best be demonstrated 
by example. Let us consider first, a hypothetical example that may help 
to bring out the principles involved, and then some actual examples from 
recent experience that illustrates the way in which the market works to 
preserve political freedom. 

One feature of a free society is surely the freedom of individuals to 
advocate and propagandize openly for a radical change in the structure 
of the society—so long as the advocacy is restricted to persuasion and 
does not include force or other forms of coercion. It is a mark of the 
political freedom of a capitalist society that men can openly advocate and 
work for socialism. Equally, political freedom in a socialist society would 
require that men be free to advocate the introduction of capitalism. How 
could the freedom to advocate capitalism be preserved and protected in 
a socialist society? 

In order for men to advocate anything, they must in the first place be 
able to earn a living. This already raises a problem in a socialist society, 
since all jobs are under the direct control of political authorities. It would 
take an act of self-denial whose difficulty is underlined by experience in 
the United States after World War II with the problem of “security” among 
federal employees, for a socialist government to permit its employees to 
advocate policies directly contrary to official doctrine. 

But let suppose this act of self-denial to be achieved. For advocacy of 
capitalism to mean anything, the proponents must be able to finance 
their cause—to hold public meetings, publish pamphlets, buy radio time, 
newspapers and magazines, and so on. How could they raise the funds? 
There might and probably would be, men in the socialist society with 
large incomes, perhaps even large capital sums in the form of government 
bonds and the like, but these would of necessity be high public officials. 
It is possible to conceive of a minor socialist official retaining his job 
although openly advocating capitalism. It strains credulity to imagine the 
socialist top brass financing such “subversive” activities. 

The only recourse for funds would be to raise small amounts from a 
large number of minor officials. But this is no real answer. To tap these 
sources, many people would already have to be persuaded, and our whole 
problem is how to initiate and finance a campaign and to do so. Radical 
movements in the capitalist societies have never been financed this way. 
They have typically been supported by a few wealthy individuals who 
have become persuaded—by Frederick Vanderbilt Field, or an Anita 
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McCormick Blaine, or a Corliss Lamont, to mention a few names recently 
prominent, or by a Friedrich Engles, to go farther back. This is a role of 
inequality of wealth in preserving political freedom that is seldom noted- 
the role of the patron. 

In a capitalist society, it is only necessary to convince a few wealthy 
people to get funds to launch any idea, however strange, and there are 
many such persons, many independent foci of support. And, indeed, it 
is not even necessary to persuade people or financial institutions with 
available funds of the soundness of the ideas to propagated. It is only 
necessary to persuade them that the propagation can be financially 
successful; that the newspaper or magazine or book or other venture will 
be profitable. The competitive publisher, for example, cannot afford to 
publish only writing which he personally agrees; his touchstone must be 
the likelihood that the market will be large enough to yield a satisfactory 
return on his investment. 

In this way, the market breaks the vicious circle and makes it possible 
ultimately to finance such ventures by small amounts from many people 
without first persuading them. There are no such possibilities in the 
socialist society; there is only the all-powerful state. 

Let us stretch our imaginations and suppose that a socialist government 
is aware of this problem and is composed of people anxious to preserve 
freedom. Could it provide the funds? Perhaps, but it is difficult to see 
how. It could establish a bureau for subsidizing subversive propaganda. 
But how could it choose whom to support? If it gave to all who asked, 
it would shortly find itself out of funds, for socialism cannot repeal the 
elementary economic law that sufficiently high price will call forth a large 
supply. Make the advocacy of radical causes sufficiently remunerative, 
and the supply of advocates will be unlimited. 

Moreover, freedom to advocate unpopular causes does not require that 
such advocacy be without cost. On the contrary, no society could be stable 
if advocacy of radical change were costless, much less subsidized. It is 
entirely appropriate that men make sacrifices to advocate causes in which 
they deeply believe. Indeed, it is important to preserve freedom only for 
people who are willing to practice self-denial, for otherwise freedom 
degenerates into license and irresponsibility. What is essential is that the 
cost of advocating unpopular causes be tolerable and not prohibitive. 

But we are not yet through. In a free market society, it is enough to 
have the funds. The suppliers of paper are as willing to sell it to the Daily 
Worker as to the Wall Street Journal. In a socialist society, it would not 
be enough to have the funds. The hypothetical supporter of capitalism 
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would have to persuade a government factory making paper to sell to 
him, the government printing press to print his pamphlets, a government 
post office to distribute them among the people, a government agency to 
rent him a hall in which to talk, and so on. 

Perhaps there is some way to which one could overcome these 
difficulties and preserve freedom in a socialist society. One cannot say 
it is utterly impossible. What is clear, however, is that there are very real 
difficulties in establishing institutions that will effectively preserve the 
possibility of dissent. So far as I know, none of the people who have been 
in favor of socialism and also in favor of freedom have really faced up to 
this issue, or made even a respectable start at developing the institutional 
arrangements that would permit freedom under socialism. By contrast, it 
is clear how a free market capitalist society fosters freedom. 

A striking practical example of these abstract principles is the 
experience of Winston Churchill. From 1933 to the outbreak of World 
War II, Churchill was not permitted to talk over the British radio, which 
was, of course, a government monopoly administered by the British 
Broadcasting Corporation. Here was a leading citizen of his country, 
a Member of Parliament, a former cabinet minister, a man who was 
desperately trying by every device possible to persuade his countrymen 
to take steps to ward off the menace of Hitler’s Germany. He was not 
permitted to talk over the radio to the British people because the BBC 
was a government monopoly and his position was too “controversial.” 

Another striking example, reported in the January 26, 1959 issue of 
Time, has to do with the “Blacklist Fadeout.” Says the Time story, The 
Oscar-awarding ritual is Hollywood’s biggest pitch of dignity, but two 
years ago dignity suffered. When one Robert Rich was announced as top 
writer for The Brave One, he never stepped forward. Robert Rich was 
a pseudonym, masking one of about 150 writers . . . blacklisted by the 
industry since 1947 as suspected Communists or fellow travelers. The 
case was particularly embarrassing because the Motion Picture Academy 
had barred any Communist or Fifth Amendment pleader from Oscar 
competition. Last week both the Communist rule and the mystery of 
Rich’s identity were suddenly rescripted. 

Rich turned out to be Dalton (Johnny Got His Gun) Trumbo, one of 
the original “Hollywood Ten” writers who refused to testify at the 1947 
hearings on Communism in the movie industry. Said producer Frank 
King, who had stoutly insisted that Robert Rich was “a young guy in 
Spain with a beard”: “We have an obligation to our stockholders to buy 
the best script we can. Trumbo brought us The Brave One and we bought 
it . . . .”
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In effect it was the formal end of the Hollywood black list. For barred 
writers, the informal end came long ago. At least 15 percent of current 
Hollywood films are reportedly written by blacklist members. Said 
Producer King, “There are more ghosts in Hollywood than in the Forest 
Lawn. Every company in town has used the work of blacklisted people. 
We’re just the first to confirm what everybody knows.”

One may believe, as I do, that communism would destroy all of our 
freedoms, one may be opposed to it as firmly and as strongly as possible, 
and yet, at the same time, also believe that in a free society it is intolerable 
for a man to be prevented from making voluntary arrangements with 
others that are mutually attractive because he believes in or is trying to 
promote communism. His freedom includes his freedom to promote 
communism. Freedom also, of course, includes the freedom of others not 
to deal with him under those circumstances. The Hollywood blacklist 
was an unfree act that destroys freedom because it was a collusive 
arrangement that used coercive means to prevent voluntary exchanges. 
It didn’t work precisely because the market made it costly for people to 
preserve the blacklist. The commercial emphasis, the fact that people 
who are running enterprises have an incentive to make as much money 
as they can, protected the freedom of individuals who were blacklisted by 
providing them with an alternative form of employment, and by giving 
people an incentive to employ them. 

If Hollywood and the movie industry had been government enterprises 
or if in England it had been a question of employment by the British 
Broadcasting Corporation it is difficult to believe that the “Hollywood 
Ten” or their equivalent would have found employment. Equally, it is 
difficult to believe that under those circumstances, strong proponents of 
individualism and private enterprise—or indeed strong proponents of 
any view other than the status quo—would be able to get employment. 

Another example of the role of the market in preserving political 
freedom, was revealed in our experience with McCarthyism. Entirely 
aside from the substantive issues involved, and the merits of the charges 
made, what protection did individuals, and in particular government 
employees, have against irresponsible accusations and probings into 
matters that it went against their conscience to reveal? Their appeal to 
the Fifth Amendment would have been a hollow mockery without an 
alternative to government employment. 

Their fundamental protection was the existence of a private market 
economy in which they could earn a living. Here again, the protection 
was no absolute. Many potential private employers were, rightly or 
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wrongly, averse to hiring those pilloried. It may well be that there was far 
less justification for the costs imposed on many of the people involved 
than for the costs generally imposed on people who advocate unpopular 
causes. But the important point is that the costs were limited and not 
prohibitive, as they would have been if government employment had 
been the only possibility. 

It is of interest to note that a disproportionately large fraction of the 
people involved apparently went into the most competitive sectors of the 
economy—small business, trade, farming—where the market approaches 
most closely the ideal free market. No one who buys bread knows 
whether the wheat from which it was made was grown by a Communist 
or a Republican, by a constitutionalist or a Fascist, or for that matter, by 
a Negro or a white. This illustrates how an impersonal market separates 
economic activities from political views and protects men from being 
discriminated against in their economic activities for reasons that are 
irrelevant to their productivity—whether these reasons are associated 
with their views or their color. 

As this example suggests, the groups in our society that have the most 
at stake in the preservation and strengthening of competitive capitalism 
are those minority groups which can most easily become the object of the 
distrust and enmity of the majority—the Negroes, the Jews, the foreign-
born, to mention only the most obvious. Yet, paradoxically enough, the 
enemies of the free market—the Socialists and Communists—have been 
recruited in disproportionate measure from these groups. Instead of 
recognizing that the existence of the market has protected them from 
the attitudes of their fellow countrymen, they mistakenly attribute the 
residual discrimination to the market. 

Milton Friedman was the 1976 Nobel Prize Laureate in economics  
(1912-2006).
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U s e          A b u s e 
B l e s s i n g s

by 

Brigham Young

I feel disposed to say a few words on the present occasion. 
It is said, that “at the sight of the eyes the heart is made to 

rejoice.” This is truly the case with me this afternoon, when I 
look upon the congregation, to see this spacious hall filled with  
the Saints of the Most High, for the purpose of partaking of the Sacrament 
of the Lord’s Supper. It is a sight which I have not had the privilege of 
seeing before, only on Conference days. 

This morning I looked around to see how the house was crowded, 
which was packed to that extent that scores could not be seated. I looked 
if peradventure I could designate any person that did not belong to the 
Church, that did not profess to be a Saint; but I could not see a single 
person of that description, that I knew of. I thought, why not be as 
diligent to attend the afternoon meetings, to partake of the Sacrament 
of the Lord’s Supper, as to attend the morning meetings? Hitherto it has 
not been the case, but my heart rejoices to see the house so well filled 
this afternoon. I feel in my heart to bless you; it is full of blessings and 

ofand
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not cursings. It is something that does not occupy my feelings to curse 
any individual, but I will modify this by saying those who ought not to 
be cursed. Who ought to be? Those who know their master’s will, and do 
it not; they are worthy of many stripes; it is not those who do not know, 
and do not do, but those who know it, and do not do it—they are the ones 
to be chastised.

While the brethren have been speaking upon the blessings the Lord 
bestows upon this people, my mind has reflected upon many of the 
circumstances of life, and upon certain principles. I will ask you a 
question—Do you think persons can be blessed too much? I will answer 
it myself. Yes, they can, they can be blessed to their injury. For instance, 
suppose a person should be blessed with the knowledge of the holy Gospel, 
whose heart is set in him to do evil. We esteem this as a blessing, and 
would not the Lord consider it a blessing to bestow His favors and mercies 
upon any individual, by giving him a knowledge of life and salvation? But 
suppose He bestowed it upon persons whose hearts were set in them to 
do evil, who would by their wickedness turn these blessings into curses, 
they would be blessed too much. It is possible to bless people to death, you 
can bless them to everlasting misery by heaping too many blessings upon 
them. Perhaps this is what was meant by the saying—It is like heaping 
coals of fire upon their heads; it will injure them, consume them, burn 
them, destroy them. Suffice it to say, that people can be blessed too much. 
Can you bless a wise man too much? A man who knows what to do with 
his blessings when they are bestowed upon him? No, you cannot. Can 
you bless a wise people too much? No, it is impossible, when they know 
how to improve upon all blessings that are bestowed upon them. But the 
Lord does and will bless the inhabitants of the earth with such great and 
inestimable blessings, in the proclamation of the Gospel, that they will be 
damned who reject them, for light brings condemnation to men who love 
darkness rather than light.

Have this people been blessed too much? I will not positively say, but I 
think they have, inasmuch as their blessings in some instances have been 
to their injury. Why? Because they have not known what to do with their 
blessings.

While the brethren were speaking of the liberal hand of Providence in 
bestowing abundantly the products of the earth, it occurred to me, that 
this people, to my certain knowledge, had felt that they had too much, 
and they esteemed it as good for nothing. It is true what brother Jedediah 
Grant said with regard to wheat, and other grains, for I have seen it 
myself. I have seen hundreds, and thousands, and scores of thousands of 
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bushels of grain lying to waste and rot, when it has not brought a great 
price. Many of this people have thought, and expressed themselves in 
language like this—“I can go to California, and get so much gold, or I can 
trade and make so much gold, I cannot therefore spend time to take care 
of wheat, nor to raise it; let it lie there and rot while I go and accumulate 
riches.” They were then wealthy, for their granaries and barns were full of 
the blessings of the Lord, but now they are empty, because they did not 
know what to do with their blessings.

I can tell this people how to dispose of all their blessings, if they will 
only allow me time enough; and if I cannot tell them how, I can show 
them. For instance, you who have fields of wheat, beyond the limits of 
grasshoppers, will have considerable crops when it is harvested, and 
perhaps so much that you will not know what to do with it. I know what 
you ought to do with it; you ought to say to your poor brethren—“Come 
and help take care of my grain, and share with me, and feed yourselves 
and your families.” If you have so much that you cannot take care of it, 
and have no where to put it, and your neighbor is not without bread, tell 
Bishop Hunter that you have got so many hundred bushels to lay over in 
the store, and you will have the benefit of it on your tithing. That is what 
I recommend you to do with your blessings, when you have more than 
you can take care of yourselves. I say, hand it over and let your neighbors 
take care of it for you.

This makes me think of what I saw the first year I came into this valley, 
the same year I moved my family, which was the next season after the 
pioneers arrived here. It was late in the season when I arrived, but from 
the ground where this house now stands, there had been cut two crops of 
wheat. They had harvested the first crop very early, and the water being 
flooded over, it again started from the roots, and produced a fair crop, 
say from ten to twelve bushels to the acre. That was harvested, and it was 
coming up again. I said to the brethren, “Let these my brethren who have 
come with me gather up this wheat,” but they would not suffer them to 
do it. Some of the brethren had gathered their crops of grain, and left a 
great deal wasting on the fields. I said, “Let the poor brethren, who have 
come in from abroad, glean in your fields.” You can bear me witness that a 
great many widows and poor men came here, and brought but very little 
with them, and there never was a man, to my knowledge, ever expressed 
a desire to let them glean in his field. “All right,” I said, “we can live on 
greens,” while at the same time there was more wasted that season than 
to make up the deficiency, that all might have been comfortable. Late 
in the fall I saw one man working among his corn; he had a large crop, 
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more than a single man could take care of. I saw he was going to let it 
go to waste; I said to him, “Brother, let the brethren and sisters help you 
to husk your corn, to gather it and put it safely away, for so much it will 
benefit them and help you.” “O,” he replied,” I have nothing to spare, I can 
take care of it myself.” I saw it wasting, and said to him, “Brother, get your 
corn husked immediately, and let the brethren do it, and pay them with a 
portion of it.” He replied, “I cannot spare a bit of it.” I have no question of 
it at all in my mind, but three-fourths of his corn went into the mud, and 
was trampled down by the cattle; and women and children went without 
bread in consequence of it. That man had no judgment, he knew not what 
to do with the blessings the Lord had bestowed upon him.

Were I to ask the question, how much wheat or anything else a man 
must have to justify him in letting it go to waste, it would be hard to 
answer; figures are inadequate to give the amount. Never let anything 
go to waste. Be prudent, save everything, and what you get more than 
you can take care of yourselves, ask your neighbors to help you. There 
are scores and hundreds of men in this house, if the question were asked 
them if they considered their grain a burden and a drudge to them, when 
they had plenty last year and the year before, that would answer in the 
affirmative, and were ready to part with it for next to nothing. How do 
they feel now, when their granaries are empty? If they had a few thousand 
bushels to spare now, would they not consider it a blessing? They would. 
Why? Because it would bring the gold and silver. But pause for a moment, 
and suppose you had millions of bushels to sell, and could sell it for 
twenty dollars per bushel, or for a million dollars per bushel, no matter 
what amount, so that you sell all your wheat, and transport it out of the 
country, and you are left with nothing more than a pile of gold, what 
good would it do you? You could not eat it, drink it, wear it, or carry it 
off where you could have something to eat. The time will come that gold 
will hold no comparison in value to a bushel of wheat. Gold is not to be 
compared with it in value. Why would it be precious to you now? Simply 
because you could get gold for it? Gold is good for nothing, only as men 
value it. It is no better than a piece of iron, a piece of limestone, or a piece 
of sandstone, and it is not half so good as the soil from which we raise our 
wheat, and other necessaries of life. The children of men love it, they lust 
after it, are greedy for it, and are ready to destroy themselves, and those 
around them, over whom they have an influence to gain it.

When this people are blessed so much that they consider their blessings 
a burden and a drudge to them, you may always calculate on a cricket war, 
a grasshopper war, a drought, too much rain, or something else to make 
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the scales preponderate the other way. This people have been blessed too 
much, so that they have not known what to do with their blessings.

What do we hear from the inhabitants of the different settlements? 
The cry is—“I do not wish to live out yonder, for there is no chance to 
speculate and trade with the emigrants.” Have you plenty to eat? Have 
you plenty of wheat, fowls, butter, cheese, and claves? Are you not raising 
stock in abundance for flesh meat of different kinds? What use is gold 
when you get enough to eat, drink, and wear without it? What is the 
matter? “Why, we are away off, and cannot get rich all at once.” You are 
lusting after that which you do not know what to do with, for few men 
know what to do with riches when they possess them. The inhabitants of 
this valley have proved it. They have proved it by their reckless waste of 
the products of the earth, by their undervaluing the blessings conferred 
upon them by the emigration, which has administered clothing and other 
necessaries to them. We can see men who can clothe themselves and their 
families easily, go into the canyons in their broad-cloth pantaloons to get 
wood, or you may see them take a horse, and ride bare-backed until they 
tear them to pieces, that they are not fit to come to meeting in. They do 
not know how to take care of good clothing. Again, if we were digging 
in a water-ditch to-morrow, that required all hands, in consequence of 
the rising of the water, I have no doubt but you would see what I saw 
the other day—one of our young dandies, who was perhaps not worth 
the shirt on his back, came to work in a water-ditch, dressed in his fine 
broad-cloth pantaloons, and a fine bosomed shirt, and I have no doubt he 
would have worn gloves too if he had been worth a pair. You would see 
men of this description, who are without understanding, whole hearted, 
good fellows and ready to do anything for the advancement of the public 
good, commence to dig in the mud and wet, in their fine clothes, and 
go into the water, up to their knees, with their fine calf-skin boots. This 
is a wanton waste of the blessings of God, that cannot be justifiable in 
His eyes, and in the eyes of prudent, thinking men, under ordinary 
circumstances. If prudence and economy are necessary at one time more 
than at another, it is when a family or a nation are thrown upon their own 
resources, as we are. But you may trace the whole lives of some men, and 
it will be impossible for you to point out a single portion of time when 
they knew how to appreciate and how to use even the common comforts 
of life, when they had them, to say nothing of an abundance of wealth.

Again, there have been more contention and trouble between neighbors, 
in these valleys, with regard to surplus property, which was not needed 
by this people, than any other thing. For instance, a widow woman comes 
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in here from the United States, and turns out on the range beyond Jordan 
three yoke of oxen and a few cows, for she considers she is too poor to 
have them herded. Again, a man comes in with ten yoke of oxen; he also 
turns them out to wander where they please. If he is asked why he does 
not put them in a herd, he will tell you, “I do not want to pay the herding 
fee.” Another comes on with three or four span of horses, and twenty or 
thirty yoke of cattle. Has he any for sale? No, but he turns them all out 
upon the range and they are gone. By and by he sends a boy on horseback 
to hunt them, who is unsuccessful in finding them after a week’s toil. The 
owner turns out himself, and all hands, to hunt up his stock, but they also 
fail in finding them, they are all lost except a very few. He was not able to 
have them herded, he thought, though he possessed so much property, 
and knew nothing more than to turn them out to run at large. Thus he 
consumes his time, running after his lost property. He frets his feelings, 
for his mind is continually upon it; he is in such a hurry in the morning 
to go out to hunt his stock, that he has no time to pray; when he returns 
home late at night, worn out with toil and anxiety of mind, he is unfit 
to pray; his cattle are lost, his mind is unhinged and darkened through 
the neglect of his duty, and apostasy stares him in the face, for he is not 
satisfied with himself, and murmurs against his brethren, and against his 
God. By and by some of his cattle turn up with a strange brand upon 
them; they have been taken up and sold to this person or that one. This 
brings contention and dissatisfaction between neighbor and neighbor. 
Such a person has too much property, more than he knows what to do 
with. It would be much better for a man who is a mechanic, and intends 
to follow his business, to give one out of two cattle which he may possess, 
to some person, for taking care of the other. It would be better for those 
who possess a great quantity of stock, to sell half of them to fence in a 
piece of land, to secure the other half, than to drive them all out to run 
at large, and lose three-fourths of them. If there are half-a-dozen men 
round me, and I can put a cow in their way or anything else that will do 
them good, for fencing up a lot for me, the property I thus pay is not out 
of the world, but is turned over to those men who had not a mouthful of 
meat, butter, or milk; it is doing them good, and I am reaping the profit 
and benefit of their labors in exchange. If I did not do this, I must either 
see them suffer, or make a free distribution of a part of what I have among 
them. 

It is impossible for me to tell you how much a man must possess to 
entitle him to the liberty of wasting anything, or of letting it be stolen and 
run away with by the Indians. The surplus property of this community, 
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as poor as we are, has done more real mischief than everything else 
besides.

I will propose a plan to stop the stealing of cattle in coming time, and 
it is this—let those who have cattle on hand join in a company, and fence 
in about fifty thousand acres of land, make a dividend of their cattle, and 
appropriate what they can spare, to fence in a large field, and this will give 
employment to immigrants who are coming in. When you have done 
this, then get up another company, and so keep on fencing until all the 
vacant land is substantially enclosed.

Some persons will perhaps say—“I do not know how good and how 
high a fence it will be necessary to build to keep thieves out. I do not 
know either, except you build one that will keep out the devil. Build a 
fence which the boys and the cattle cannot pull down, and I will ensure 
you will keep your stock. Let every man lay his plans so as to secure 
enough for his present necessities, and hand over the rest to the laboring 
man; keep making improvements, building, and making farms, and that 
will not only advance his own wealth, but the wealth of the community.

A man has no right with property, which, according to the laws of 
the land, legally belongs to him, if he does not want to use it; he ought 
to possess no more than he can put to usury, and cause to do good to 
himself and his fellow-man. When will a man accumulate money enough 
to justify him in salting it down, or, in other words, laying it away in 
the chest, to lock it up, there to lie, doing no manner of good either to 
himself or his neighbor. It is impossible for a man ever to do it. No man 
should keep money or property by him that he cannot put to usury for 
the advancement of that property in value or amount, and for the good 
of the community in which he lives; if he does, it becomes dead weight 
upon him, it will rust, canker, and gnaw his soul, and finally work his 
destruction, for his heart is set upon it. Every man who has got cattle, 
money, or wealth of any description, bone and sinew, should put it out to 
usury. If a man has the arm, body, head, the component parts of a system 
to constitute him a laboring man, and has nothing in the world to depend 
upon but his hands, let him put them to usury. Never hide up anything 
in a napkin, but put it forth to bring an increase. If you have got property 
of any kind, that you do not know what to do with, lay it out in making 
a farm, or building a saw mill or a woolen factory, and go to with your 
mights to put all your property to usury.

If you have more oxen and other cattle than you need, put them in the 
hands of other men, and receive their labor in return, and put that labor 
where it will increase your property in value.

Brigham Young
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I hope you will now lay your plans to set men to work who will be in 
here by and by, for there will be a host of them, and they will all want 
employment, who trust to their labor for a subsistence; they will all want 
something to eat, and calculate to work for it. In the first place, keep 
the ground in good order to produce you plentiful crops of grain and 
vegetables, and then take care of them.

Let me say to the sisters, those who have children, never consider that 
you have bread enough around you to suffer your children to waste a 
crust or a crumb of it. If a man is worth millions of bushels of wheat and 
corn, he is not wealthy enough to suffer his servant girl to sweep a single 
kernel of it into the fire; let it be eaten by something, and pass again into 
the earth, and thus fulfill the purpose for which it grew. Some mothers 
would fill a basket full of bread to make a plaything for their children, 
but I have not had flour enough in the time of my greatest abundance, to 
let my children waste one morsel of bread with my consent. No, I would 
rather feed the greatest enemy I have on the earth with it, than have it 
go into the fire. Remember it, do not waste anything, but take care of 
everything, save your grain, and make your calculations, so that when 
the brethren come in from the United States, from England, and other 
places, you can give them some potatoes, onions, beets, carrots, parsnips, 
water-melons, or anything else which you have, to comfort them, and 
cheer up their hearts, and if you have wheat, dispose of it to them, and 
receive their labor in return. Raise enough and to spare of all the staple 
necessaries of life, and lay your plans to hire your brethren who will come 
in this fall to fence your farms, improve your gardens, and make your city 
lots beautiful. Lay your plans to secure enough to feed yourselves, and 
one or two of the brethren that are coming to dwell with us.

When we first came into the Valley, the question was asked me, if 
men would ever be allowed to come into this Church, and remain in 
it, and hoard up their property. I say, NO. That is a short answer, and it 
is a pointed one. The man who lays up his gold and silver, who caches 
it away in a bank, or in his iron safe, or buries it up in the earth, and 
comes here, and professes to be a Saint, would tie up the hands of every 
individual in this kingdom, and make them his servants if he could. It is 
an unrighteous, unhallowed, unholy, covetous principle; it is of the devil 
and is from beneath. Let every person who has capital, put it to usury. 
Is he required to bring his purse to me, to any of the Twelve, or to any 
person whatever, and lay it at their feet? No, not by me. But I will tell you 
what to do with your means. If a man comes in the midst of this people 
with money, let him use it in making improvements, in building, in 
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beautifying his inheritance in Zion, and in increasing his capital by thus 
putting out his money to usury. Let him go and make a great farm, and 
stock it well, and fortify all around with a good and efficient fence. What 
for? Why for the purpose of spending his money. Then let him cut it up 
into fields, and adorn it with trees, and build a fine house upon it. What 
for? Why for the purpose of spending his money. What will he do when 
his money is gone? The money thus spent, with a wise and prudent land, 
is in a situation to accumulate and increase a hundred-fold. When he has 
done making his farm, and his means still increase by his diligent use of 
it, he can then commence and build a woolen factory for instance, he can 
send and buy the sheep and have them brought here, have them herded 
here, and shear them here, and take care of them, then set the boys and 
girls to cleaning, carding, spinning, and weaving the wool into cloth, and 
thus employ hundreds and thousands of the brethren and sisters who 
have come from the manufacturing districts of the old country, and have 
not been accustomed to dig in the earth for their livelihood, who have not 
learned anything else but to work in the factory. This would feed them 
and clothe them, and put within their reach the comforts of life; it would 
also create at home a steady market for the produce of the agriculturist, 
and the labor of the mechanic. When he has spent his hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars, which he began business with, and fed five hundred 
persons, from five to ten years, besides realizing a handsome profit 
from the labor of the hands employed, by the increased population, and 
consequent increased demand for manufactured goods, at the end of ten 
years, his factory would be worth five hundred thousand dollars. Suppose 
he had wrapped up his hundred and fifty thousand in a napkin, for fear 
of losing it, it would have sent him down to perdition, for the principle 
is from beneath. But when he puts forth his money to usury, not to me 
or any other person, but where it will redouble itself, by making farms, 
building factories for the manufacture of every kind of material necessary 
for home consumption, establishing blacksmith’s shops and other 
mechanical establishments, making extensive improvements to beautify 
the whole face of the earth, until it shall become like the garden of Eden, 
it becomes a saving blessing to him and those around him. And when 
the kings, princes, and rulers of the earth shall come to Zion, bringing 
their gold, and silver, and precious stones with them, they will admire 
and desire your possessions, your fine farms, beautiful vineyards, and 
splendid mansions. They will say—“We have got plenty of money, but we 
are destitute of such possessions as these.” Their money loses its value in 
their eyes when compared with the comfortable possessions of the Saints, 
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and they will want to purchase your property. The industrious capitalist 
inquires of one of them—“Do you want to purchase this property? I 
have obtained it by my economy and judgment, and by the labour of 
my brethren, and in exchange for their labour I have been feeding and 
clothing them, until they also have comfortable situations, and means to 
live. I have this farm, which I am willing to sell to enable me to advance 
my other improvements.” “Well,” says the rich man, “how much must 
I give you for it?” “Five hundred thousand dollars,” and perhaps it has 
not cost him more than one hundred thousand. He takes the money and 
builds up three or four such farms, and employs hundreds of his brethren 
who are poor.

Money is not real capital, it bears the title only. True capital is labor, and 
is confined to the laboring classes. They only possess it. It is the bone, 
sinew, nerve, and muscle of man that subdue the earth, making it yield 
its strength, and administer to his varied wants. This power tears down 
mountains and fills up valleys, builds cities and temples, and paves the 
streets. In short, what is there that yields shelter and comfort to civilized 
man, that is not produced by the strength of his arm making the elements 
bend to his will.

I will now ask the question again—How much must a man posses to 
authorize him to waste anything? Three or four years ago money was of 
little value in this country; you might go round exhibiting a back load of 
gold, and hold out a large piece to a man, I was going to say, almost as 
big as this bible, and ask him to work for you, but he would laugh at your 
offer, and tell you he was looking for someone to work for him. He would 
then hail another man who had been in Nauvoo, and passed through the 
pinches there, and had scarcely a shirt to his back, but he would reply—“I 
was looking for some man to work for me.” Gold could not purchase 
labor, it was no temptation whatever, but those times are passed. It is 
not now as it was then. I consequently alter my counsel to the brethren. 
I used to counsel you to hand over your surplus property, or that which 
you could not take care of, to me, and I would apply it to a good purpose, 
but now I counsel you to put it into the hands of men who have nothing 
at all, and let them pay you for it in labor.

I have never been troubled with thieves stealing my property. If I am 
not smart enough to take care of what the Lord lends me, I am smart 
enough to hold my tongue about it, until I come across the thief myself, 
and then I am ready to tie a string round his neck.

I have not the least hesitation in saying that the loose conduct, and 
calculations, and manner of doing business, which have characterized 
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men who have had property in their hands, have laid the foundation to 
bring our boys into the spirit of stealing. You have caused them to do 
it, you have laid before them every inducement possible, to learn their 
hands and train their minds to take that which is not their own. Those 
young men who have been taken up the past season and condemned 
to ignominious punishment, may trace the cause of their shame to that 
foundation. Distribute your property. The man that thinks he requires ten 
yoke of cattle, and can only use one yoke, is laboring under a mistake, he 
ought to let nine yoke go to the laboring community. If every man would 
do this with the property which he is not using, all would be employed 
and have sufficient. This would be the most effectual means of bringing 
the vile practice of stealing cattle and other property to a termination, 
which, as I have already said, has been encouraged by covetous, selfish 
men, who have refused to use their property for their own good, or the 
community’s. 

Let us hold before our minds the miser. If the people of this community 
feel as though they wanted the whole world to themselves, hate any other 
person to possess anything, and would hoard up their property, and 
place it in a situation where it would not benefit either themselves or the 
community, they are just as guilty as the man who steals my property. 
You may inquire—“What should be done with such a character?” Why, 
CUT HIM OFF FROM THE CHURCH. I would disfellowship a man 
who had received liberally from the Lord, and refused to put it out to 
usury. We know this is right.

I recollect well the days brother Grant was telling of, when it was so 
hard to raise fifty dollars for brother Joseph. I also remember we had a 
man for trial before the High Council, a man who had plenty of money, 
and refused to loan it, or use it for the advancement of the cause of truth. 
He would not put his money out to usury. I was going into the Council 
when he was making his plea, and he wept and sobbed. His name was 
Isaac McWithy, a man of about fifty-three years of age. I knew him when 
he lived on his farm in York state. He told them, in his plea, what he had 
done for the cause, that he had always been a Christian, and had done so 
much for the Churches, and for the Priests, and been so liberal since he 
had been in this Church, which was between three and four years. Some 
of the brethren said—“Brother McWithy, how much do you suppose you 
have ever given for the support of the Gospel?” The tears rolled down his 
cheeks, and he said, “Brethren, I believe I have given away in my life time 
two hundred and fifty dollars.” I spake out and said, “If I could not preach 
as many months each year in this kingdom as you have been years in this 
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Church, and give no more than two hundred and fifty dollars, I should 
be ashamed of myself.”

On one occasion, brother Joseph Young and myself had traveled more 
than two hours among snow, and in a piercing cold, to preach in his 
neighborhood one evening. Having had no dinner or supper, we went 
home with him, and he never asked us to eat a mouthful of supper, 
though he did muster courage enough to go into the cellar with a little 
basket, he came up with the tears almost running down his cheeks, and 
said with some difficulty—“Brethren, have some apples.” He held out the 
basket to us, and when we were about to help ourselves, his niggardly 
soul made him draw it back again, for fear we should take any. I saw he 
did not intend us to have any apples, so I put my hand on the basket, and 
drew it out of his hand, saying—“Come here.” I took it on my knees, and 
invited brother Joseph to eat some apples. He did make out to give us 
some breakfast in the morning, and even then he got up from the table 
before we had time to half finish our breakfast, to see if we would not give 
over eating. Said I—“Never mind, I shall eat what I want before I stop.”

I am happy to say, through your Trustee in trust, that the Latter-day 
Saints, in the capacity of a Church and kingdom, do not owe near as 
much money as they have on hand. A year ago last April Conference, we 
owed over sixty thousand dollars, but we do not now owe a single red 
cent.

May God bless us, that we may always have enough, and know what to 
do with what we have, and how to use it for the good of all, for I would 
not give much for property unless I did know what to do with it.

An Address Delivered by President B. Young, in the Tabernacle, Great 
Salt Lake City, June 5, 1853

Brigham Young was a colonizer, Utah territorial governor and 
second president of The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints,  
(1801-1877). 
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CHAPTER 1: Imaging—What It Is and How It Works
There is a powerful and mysterious force in human nature that is capable 

of bringing about dramatic improvement in our lives. It is a  kind of 
mental engineering that works best when supported by a strong religious 
faith. It’s not difficult to practice; anyone can do it. Recently it has caught 
the attention of doctors, psychologists, and thinkers everywhere, and a 
new word has been coined to describe it. That word is imaging, derived 
from imagination.

Imaging, the forming of mental pictures or images, is based on the 
principle that there is a deep tendency in human nature to ultimately 
become precisely like that which we imagine or image ourselves as being. 
An image formed and held tenaciously in the conscious mind will pass 
presently, by a process of mental osmosis, into the unconscious mind. 
And when it is accepted firmly in the unconscious, the individual will 
strongly tend to have it, for then it has you. So powerful is the imaging 
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effect on thought and performance that a long-held visualization of an 
objective or goal can become determinative.

Imaging is positive thinking carried one step further. In imaging, one 
does not merely think about a hoped-for goal; one “sees” or visualizes 
it with tremendous intensity, reinforced by a prayer. Imaging is a kind 
of laser beam of the imagination, a shaft of mental energy in which the 
desired goal or outcome is pictured so vividly by the conscious mind 
that the unconscious mind accepts it and is activated by it. This releases 
powerful internal forces that can bring about astonishing changes in the 
life of the person who is doing the imaging.

To illustrate, right here at the beginning, let me tell you four true stories. 
As you read them, I think you’ll see very clearly the imaging principle at 
work. Here is the first one:

It’s wintertime in Cincinnati a generation ago. A cold wind chills the 
crowds hurrying along the busy street. A young boy—maybe eleven, 
maybe twelve—has stopped outside the building that houses the city’s 
newspaper, the powerful and respected Cincinnati Enquirer. The 
youngster is not too warmly dressed; his clothes are obviously hand-me-
downs. Shivering a bit, he is staring through the big, plate-glass window, 
watching the feverish journalistic activity inside.

One figure in particular has caught his eye:  a burly man in shirtsleeves 
seated at a central desk. A green eyeshade shields his eyes from the glare 
of a light bulb dangling above his head. An unlighted cigar is clamped 
between his teeth. His desk bristles with scraps of typescript impaled on 
spikes. Papers overflow from wire baskets. The black headlines of various 
editions spill onto the floor around him. Activity. Confusion. Chaos. But 
power emanates from that desk, and the boy in the street can sense it. He 
knows that this man is in command.

The man spins around in his swivel chair, twists a sheet of yellowish 
paper into an ancient typewriter, hammers out a few staccato lines. He 
rips it out, stares at it, takes a black copy pencil from behind his ear, makes 
a few lightning-swift corrections. He raises his head, barks an order. A 
copyboy darts forward, snatches the paper, disappears. The shivering 
witness in the street watches, transfixed.

A huge policeman saunters past, twirling his nightstick. Impulsively, 
the boy turns to him. “Officer, who is that man in there—the one with the 
eyeshade and the cigar?”

“Him?” The blue giant looks down indulgently. “He’s the editor, sonny. 
The editor of the Cincinnati Enquirer, that’s who he is.”

The policeman moves on. Finally the boy goes down the street, looking 
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just as he did before. But he is not the same as before. He is changed. He’s 
no longer aware of the cold wind or the hurrying crowds around him. 
Inside his head a scene is forming—not just a vague or casual daydream, 
but a vision of the future that has all the reality, all the intensity of 
the present. Intuitively, the boy knows that sooner or later what he is 
visualizing will come to pass. He is sure of it. The scene in his head is a 
replica of the scene he has just witnessed behind the plate-glass window, 
with one all-important change. The occupant of the editor’s chair, thirty 
years hence, is himself. Himself, Roger Ferger, a poor youngster with no 
connections, no advantages, nothing except an image so powerful that 
it will bend all the laws of probability until they conform to an even 
stronger, though hidden law.

He goes home with that image fixed in his head. When he says his 
prayers that night, he relives his dream and asks for help in achieving 
it. Night after night he does this, unaware that by imaging himself so 
intensely in that editorial chair, and by reinforcing that image with prayer, 
he is touching the kingdom of God within himself and releasing forces 
more powerful than he knows.

How do I know this story? I know because Roger Ferger related it to 
me years after that memorable day in his childhood. He told me when 
he was not merely the editor but also the publisher and the owner of the 
Cincinnati Enquirer.

The Image of Her Future
Now for the second story. Again we go back through the years. We are 

in one of the poorer sections of an Ohio town. A young girl is bending 
over a metal washtub. She is one of eight children, the daughter of a 
miner. She is washing her father’s overalls.

As she washes her father’s overalls, staring now and then out the grimy 
window at the bleak, familiar symbols of poverty that surround her, an 
image comes to her. She has had daydreams about her future before, 
but this is more than a daydream. Diamond clear in her mind is the 
picture of a college campus, tranquil green lawns, ivy-covered buildings. 
Graduation ceremonies are in progress, and she sees herself in a cap and 
gown receiving a parchment scroll. She feels the soaring happiness, the 
sense of achievement, the pride.

But what kind of impossible dream is this? No member of her family 
has ever gone to college. Mary Crowe has prayed for the chance to go, 
it is true, but there is no money for such things. The Great Depression 
has the country by the throat. There is barely enough food on the Crowe 
family table. Her strange vision must be just a young girl’s wistful fantasy, 
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nothing more. And yet, the image of herself receiving the parchment 
scroll was so vivid, so real.

Consider, now, what happens next. Mary Crowe receives a summons; 
her parish priest would like to see her. Puzzled, she goes to the rectory, 
where the good father opens a desk drawer and takes out an envelope. 
“Mary,” he says, “ quite a while ago one of our parishioners gave me some 
money to be used to educate some deserving young person. I’ve been 
watching you, and I’ve decided you are the one. These funds will make 
it possible for you to have a four-year scholarship at Saint Mary-of-the-
Springs. I know you’ll make a wonderful record there.”

Again, passionate dream into concrete reality. Burning image into 
tangible substance. Just coincidence? No, because Mary Crowe told me 
that—incredibly—when she went to Saint Mary-of-the-Springs and saw 
the campus for the first time, she recognized it. It was the campus she 
had seen in the vision that came to her while she was sloshing her father’s 
overalls in the battered tin tub in the Crowe family kitchen.

I can’t explain that; Mary Crowe couldn’t either. But she did go to college 
there. She studied hard and got top grades. As graduation approached, 
she began to think about a career. She knew of a case in her own run-
down neighborhood where a life-insurance policy had stood between a 
poor family and total disaster. So she decided she would like to become 
an insurance salesperson.

In those days there were almost no women selling insurance. It just 
wasn’t done. It was a man’s world. But Mary Crowe “saw” herself as a 
successful producer. She visualized buyers whose lives would be protected 
and helped by the insurance they bought. She fixed all this in her mind 
with tremendous clarity and vividness. Then she went to look for a job as 
an agent for one of the largest insurance agencies in the city.

The man in charge of hiring turned her down. Flat. Women on his 
staff? “Go away,” he said to Mary Crowe, “you’re wasting your time. And 
mine.”

Mary Crowe went away, but the next day she came back. Again she was 
refused. Again she came back. Again she was turned down. Day after day 
this went on. Night after night, on her knees, Mary Crowe prayed for 
patience and persistence and the strength to follow her dream. She closed 
her mind to doubt. She would not let it in. 

Finally the man in charge of hiring was impressed with her dogged 
determination. “All right,” he said. “We’ll take you on. But no salary. No 
drawing account. Commissions only. So go on out and starve.”

Mary Crowe went out and started selling, door to door. People listened, 
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because she made them feel that she was primarily interested in helping 
them—as indeed she was. And she didn’t starve. Far from it. She became 
the number-one salesperson for that company. She became a member of 
the Million Dollar Round Table—the exclusive group of insurance agents 
who sell more than a million dollars’ worth of insurance in a single year. 
She became a legend in the insurance business. She became, in other 
words, just what she had imaged herself to be—a stunning success.

Well, you may say, those are interesting stories, but they happened years 
ago. What about the modern world? What about the present day? Let me 
tell you about Harry DeCamp.

Imaging Helps Heal Harry DeCamp
Harry was also in the insurance business. Quite successful at it, too. But 

the day came when that success meant little because he was told that he 
had cancer of the bladder. Inoperable cancer. When he asked how much 
time he had to live, the doctors couldn’t tell him. They gave him some 
painkillers and sent him home to die.

Harry had never been a very religious man. As he put it, “I had only 
a nodding acquaintance with God.” He thought about praying, but he 
didn’t know how. “I knew God was there,” he said later, “but He was 
some mystical Being, far away. It didn’t seem right to start begging after 
ignoring Him for so many years.”

Then two things happened in rapid succession. Someone sent Harry a 
get-well card and wrote on it, “With God all things are possible” (Matthew 
19:26). Somehow that phrase stuck in Harry’s mind. It kept coming back 
to him. Then he picked up an inspirational magazine and read two stories 
in it. One was about a seriously injured soldier who recovered from near-
fatal wounds by creating mental pictures of himself as a healthy, whole 
individual. The other story was by a cancer victim who claimed that total 
believing and total faith were the keys to answered prayer, that Christ 
meant exactly what He said when He told His followers, “What things 
soever ye desire, when ye pray, believe that ye receive them, and ye shall 
have them” (Mark 11:24, my italics).

Harry DeCamp was not a churchgoer, though he was a nominal believer. 
After much thought, he decided to believe with total conviction that God 
could do anything, and that constant prayer backed by real faith could 
put him in touch with the enormous healing power of the Almighty. In 
addition to that, he decided to visualize the healing process taking place 
in the most dramatic form that his imagination could supply.

He began to image armies of healing white blood cells in his body 
cascading down from his shoulders, sweeping through his veins, 
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attacking the malignant cells and destroying them. A hundred times a 
day, two hundred, three hundred, he went though this imaging process. 
He worked at it constantly, day and night. “The images,” he said later, 
“were just as clear as if they were coming in on our TV screen. I could 
see an army of white blood cells cascading down from my shoulders 
into my stomach, swirling around in my bladder, battling their way into 
my liver, my heart. Regiment after regiment they came, endlessly, the 
white corpuscles moving relentlessly on the cancer cells, moving in and 
devouring them! On and on the victorious white army swept, down into 
my legs and feet and toes, then to the top of my body, mopping up stray 
cancer cells as they went, until at last the battle was over. Day after day I 
replayed that battle scene in my mind. It made me feel terrific.”

Harry DeCamp also kept on with his chemotherapy, although he was 
convinced he didn’t need it. Six months later, when he went back for a 
checkup, the malignant mass was gone. 

Which was responsible for Harry DeCamp’s dramatic recovery—the 
chemotherapy or his intense imaging effort? Some modern physicians 
would say both. A noted cancer specialist, Dr. Carl Simonton, in 
conjunction with Dr. Stephanie Matthews-Simonton, has written a 
book called Getting Well Again, in which he expresses his conviction, 
based on experience with hundreds of cases, that we all participate, 
whether consciously or unconsciously, in determining our own health. 
Dr. Simonton is convinced that imaging is a powerful and effective tool 
available to victims of cancer or any other illness.

I Discover Imaging
Now I would like to tell you about a personal experience that happened 

to me many years ago. It was through this experience that I first came 
upon the powerful concept of imaging. And it happened in an unexpected 
manner.

Ruth and I had started a magazine called Guideposts, a spiritual, 
motivational publication. Beginning with only seven hundred dollars 
in working capital, the subscription list had risen to approximately forty 
thousand, but the financial situation had become difficult, in fact almost 
hopeless.

At this juncture, a meeting of the directors of the magazine was called 
as we were in imminent danger of being forced to discontinue the project. 
Present at this meeting was a wonderful lady named Tessie Durlack, from 
whom we received a dynamic and creative idea, one that changed the 
entire course of events. And, I might add, that same idea can change your 
life, too, as it did ours.
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Tessie listened to our glum and dismal appraisal of the situation. We 
had hoped that she might follow an earlier substantial contribution 
with another monetary gift. But she quickly said she was going to give 
something much better than money, namely, a vital idea which in turn 
would lead to prosperity. “The situation,” she said, “is that you lack 
everything—subscribers, equipment, capital. And why do you lack? 
Simply because you have been thinking in terms of lack. You have been 
imaging lack so, therefore, you have accordingly created a condition of 
lack. What you must do now, at once, is to firmly tell these lack thoughts 
or images to get out of your minds. You must start imaging prosperity 
instead.”

Some of the directors objected that to mount a frontal attack on an 
unhealthy or negative thought pattern would not exorcise such thoughts 
but on the contrary would only serve to drive them more deeply into 
consciousness. Other directors added their opinion that we do not 
control our thoughts, but they control us. Seemingly disgusted by these 
expressions, Tessie snapped, “Don’t you remember what the great Plato 
said?” I hadn’t the slightest idea what the great Plato had said, but not 
wishing to reveal my ignorance I asked brightly, “To which of the many 
familiar statements of Plato do you refer?”

“To one you never heard of,” she declared, and forthwith gave a quotation 
which she attributed to Plato. As I recall, it went something like this:  
“ ‘Take charge of your thoughts. You can do what you will with them.’ So 
flush out these lack thoughts and do it now,” she said. So then and there, 
we flushed them out, actually “seeing” them troop out of our minds.

She then explained that those lack ideas or visualizations were hanging 
around in the expectation that they would return soon to the perch in 
our minds where they had been hospitably entertained for so long. She 
declared that the only way they could be kept out permanently was by 
substituting a more powerful prosperity thought to displace them, an 
abundance or prosperity mental picture. She then asked how many 
subscribers were needed to guarantee a continuance of publishing and 
we agreed that one hundred thousand would do it. “All right,” she said, 
“I want you to look out there mentally and see or visualize one hundred 
thousand persons as subscribers to Guideposts, people who have paid for 
their subscriptions.”

Our visualizing was imperfect, to say the least, but she “saw” them, 
and so powerful was her imaging that we began to visualize them, too. 
Then, to our surprise, Tessie declared, “Now that we see them, we have 
them. Let us pray and thank the Lord that He has given us one hundred 
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thousand subscribers. In the course of her prayer she quoted that great 
Scripture, “What things soever ye desire, when ye pray, believe that ye 
receive them, and ye shall have them” (Mark 11:24).

She had no sooner said “Amen” than Ruth and I, now tremendously 
excited, looked to where a stack of unpaid bills had been put in front of 
our directors, fully expecting they would have disappeared. Apparently 
we thought the Lord might send down some sweet chariot to whisk them 
all away. But the Lord, when He wants to change a situation, has a better 
method. He changes people, and changed people change situations.

And that is precisely what happened in this instance. Our hitherto 
discouraged directors came alive and began to come up with new ideas 
at a lively rate. Of course, 90 percent of them were not workable, but 10 
percent were valid, and in no time at all the bills began to melt away and 
subscriptions poured in. Today Guideposts has not 100,000 subscribers 
but 3,600,000 and is read monthly by 12 million persons, making it the 
fourteenth largest magazine in the United States.

This incident and the demonstration of the projected image as a basic 
law of mind was one of the highlights of our learning experience. Ruth 
and I at once became aware of the incredible possibilities in the imaging 
process. We realized the truth that if a person persistently images failure, 
life will try its best to develop that picture as fact. But if one images 
success, it will similarly strongly tent to develop that image as fact. From 
that time until the present, we have studied the principle of imaging and 
worked with it, testing it in many demonstrations of actual experience 
under varied circumstances. We have come to the conclusion that this 
technique is effective in just about all the important areas of living. It 
is one of the great principles of creative living and is the theme of this 
book. It must be kept in mind, however, that imaging is not a magic 
formula that simply, by some kind of mental trick, brings desired results. 
In an amazing way, it does open doors to problem solving and to goal 
achievement. But once those doors are open there must be discipline, 
determination, patience, and persistence if the problem is to be solved or 
the dream is to become reality. In this way you will find, as we have, that 
what you can image you can be.

Norman Vincent Peale was a Protestant minister, notable inspirational 
writer, Presidential Medal of Freedom recipient, and pioneer of “positive 
thinking” (1898-1993).
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Every man is rich or poor according to the degree in which he can 
afford to enjoy the necessaries, conveniencies, and amusements of 

human life. But after the division of labour has once thoroughly taken 
place, it is but a very small part of these with which a man’s own labour 
can supply him. The far greater part of them he must derive from the 
labour of other people, and he must be rich or poor according to the 
quantity of that labour which he can command, or which he can afford 
to purchase. The value of any commodity, therefore, to the person who 
possesses it, and who means not to use or consume it himself, but to 
exchange it for other commodities, is equal to the quantity of labour 
which it enables him to purchase or command. Labour, therefore, is the 
real measure of the exchangeable value of all commodities.1

Labour was the first price, the original purchase-money that was paid 
for all things. It was not by gold or by silver, but by labour, that all the 
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1 Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations (New York: Bantam Dell, 2003), 43.
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Wealth of Nations

wealth of the world was originally purchased; and its value, to those who 
possess it, and who want to exchange it for some new productions, is 
precisely equal to the quantity of labour which it can enable them to 
purchase or command.2

Labour alone, therefore, never varying in its own value, is alone the 
ultimate and real standard by which the value of all commodities can 
at all times and places be estimated and compared. It is their real price; 
money is their nominal price only.3

Money gets worth less and less.
Princes and sovereign states have frequently fancied that they had a 

temporary interest to diminish the quantity of pure metal contained in 
their coins; but they seldom have fancied that they had any to augment 
it. The quantity of metal contained in the coins, I believe of all nations, 
has, accordingly, been almost continually diminishing, and hardly ever 
augmenting. Such variations therefore tend almost always to diminish 
the value of a money rent.4

Argument For Absolute Backing Of Money 
Transactions

The discovery of the mines of America diminished the value of gold 
and silver in Europe. This diminution, it is commonly supposed, though 
I apprehend without any certain proof, is still going on gradually, and 
is likely to continue to do so for a long time. Upon this supposition, 
therefore, such variations are more likely to diminish, than to augment 
the value of a money rent, even though it should be stipulated to be paid, 
not in such a quantity of coined money of such a denomination (in so 
many pounds sterling, for example), but in so many ounces either of pure 
silver, or of silver of a certain standard.5

Labour, therefore, it appears evidently, is the only universal, as well as 
the only accurate measure of value, or the only standard by which we 
can compare the values of different commodities at all times and at all 
places.6

2 Ibid., 44.
3 Ibid., 47.
4 Ibid., 48-49.
5 Ibid., 49.
6 Ibid., 52.
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Three Principle Sources Of Revenue  
(Wages/rents/profits)

As the price or exchangeable value of every particular commodity, taken 
separately, resolves itself into some one or other, or all of those three parts; 
so that of all the commodities which compose the whole annual produce 
of the labour of every country, taken complexly, must resolve itself into 
the same three parts, and be parcelled out among different inhabitants of 
the country, either as the wages of their labour, the profits of their stock, 
or the rent of their land. The whole of what is annually either collected or 
produced by the labour of every society, or what comes to the same thing, 
the whole price of it, is in this manner originally distributed among some 
of its different members. Wages, profit, and rent, are the three original 
sources of all revenue as well as of all exchangeable value. All other 
revenue is ultimately derived from some one or other of these.7 

Whoever derives his revenue from a fund which is his own, must draw 
it either from his labour, from his stock, or from his land. The revenue 
derived from labour is called wages. That derived from stock, by the 
person who manages or employs it, is called profit. That derived from it 
by the person who does not employ it himself, but lends it to another, is 
called the interest or the use of money. It is the compensation which the 
borrower pays to the lender, for the profit which he has an opportunity 
of making by the use of the money. Part of that profit naturally belongs 
to the borrower, who runs the risk and takes the trouble of employing it; 
and part to the lender, who affords him the opportunity of making this 
profit. The interest of money is always a derivative revenue, which, if it 
is not paid from the profit which is made by the use of the money, must 
be paid from some other source of revenue, unless perhaps the borrower 
is a spendthrift, who contracts a second debt in order to pay the interest 
of the first. The revenue which proceeds altogether from land, is called 
rent, and belongs to the landlord. The revenue of the farmer is derived 
partly from his labour, and partly from his stock. To him, land is only 
the instrument which enables him to earn the wages of this labour, and 
to make the profits of this stock. All taxes, and all the revenue which is 
founded upon them, all salaries, pensions, and annuities of every kind, 
are ultimately derived from some one or other of those three original 
sources of revenue, and are paid either immediately or mediately from 
the wages of labour, the profits of stock, or the rent of land.8

It sometimes happens, indeed, that a single independent workman 

7 Ibid., 74.
8 Ibid., 74-75.
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has stock sufficient both to purchase the materials of his work, and to 
maintain himself till it be compleated. He is both master and workman, 
and enjoys the whole produce of his own labour, or the whole value 
which it adds to the materials upon which it is bestowed. It includes what 
are usually two distinct revenues, belonging to two distinct persons, the 
profits of stock, and the wages of labour.9 

Power In Relationships Between Workman And 
Masters

It is not, however, difficult to foresee which of the two parties must, 
upon all ordinary occasions, have the advantage in the dispute, and force 
the other into a compliance with their terms. The masters, being fewer in 
number, can combine much more easily; and the law, besides, authorises, 
or at least does not prohibit their combinations, while it prohibits those 
of the workmen. We have no acts of parliament against combining to 
lower the price of work; but many against combining to raise it. In all 
such disputes the masters can hold out much longer. A landlord, a farmer, 
a master manufacturer, or merchant, though they did not employ a single 
workman, could generally live a year or two upon the stocks which they 
have already acquired. Many workmen could not subsist a week, few 
could subsist a month, and scarce any a year without employment. In the 
long-run the workman may be as necessary to his master as his master is 
to him, but the necessity is not so immediate.10 

Thus far at least seems certain, that, in order to bring up a family, the 
labour of the husband and wife together must, even in the lowest species 
of common labour, be able to earn something more than what is precisely 
necessary for their own maintenance;11

Labour is there so well rewarded that a numerous family of children, 
instead of being a burthen is a source of opulence and prosperity to 
the parents. The labour of each child, before it can leave their house, is 
computed to be worth a hundred pounds clear gain to them.12

It appears, accordingly, from the experience of all ages and nations, I 
believe, that the work done by freemen comes cheaper in the end than 
that performed by slaves.13

It will be found, I believe, in every sort of trade, that the man who works 
so moderately, as to be able to work constantly, not only preserves his 

9 Ibid., 93.
10 Ibid., 94.
11 Ibid., 97.
12 Ibid., 100.
13 Ibid., 113.
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health the longest, but, in the course of the year, executes the greatest 
quantity of work.14

Every increase in the real wealth of the society, every increase in the 
quantity of useful labour employed within it, tends indirectly to raise 
the real rent of land. A certain proportion of this labour naturally goes 
to the land. A greater number of men and cattle are employed in its 
cultivation, the produce increases with the increase of the stock which is 
thus employed in raising it, and the rent increases with the produce.15

The whole annual produce of the land and labour of every country, or 
what comes to the same thing, the whole price of that annual produce, 
naturally divides itself, it has already been observed, into three parts; the 
rent of land, the wages of labour, and the profits of stock; and constitutes 
a revenue to three different orders of people; to those who live by rent, 
to those who live by wages, and to those who live by profit. These are 
the three great, original and constituent orders of every civilized society, 
from whose revenue that of every other order is ultimately derived.16

The interest of the first of those three great orders, it appears from what 
has been just now said, is strictly and inseparably connected with the 
general interest of the society. Whatever either promotes or obstructs 
the one, necessarily promotes or obstructs the other. When the public 
deliberates concerning any regulation of commerce or police, the 
proprietors of land never can mislead it, with a view to promote the 
interest of their own particular order; at least, if they have any tolerable 
knowledge of that interest. They are, indeed, too often defective in this 
tolerable knowledge. They are the only one of the three orders whose 
revenue costs them neither labour nor care, but comes to them, as it were, 
of its own accord, and independent of any plan or project of their own. 
That indolence, which is the natural effect of the ease and security of 
their situation, renders them too often, not only ignorant, but incapable 
of that application of mind which is necessary in order to foresee and 
understand the consequences of any public regulation.17

Money, therefore, the great wheel of circulation, the great instrument 
of commerce, like all other instruments of trade, though it makes a part 
and a very valuable part of the capital, makes no part of the revenue of 
the society to which it belongs; and though the metal pieces of which it 
is composed, in the course of their annual circulation, distribute to every 

14 Ibid., 115.
15 Ibid., 336.
16 Ibid., 336.
17 Ibid., 337.
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man the revenue which properly belongs to him, they make themselves 
no part of that revenue.18

The Power Of Creating Notes - On Gold/silver/etc.
It is chiefly by discounting bills of exchange, that is, by advancing money 

upon them before they are due, that the greater part of banks and bankers 
issue their promissory notes. They deduct always, upon whatever sum 
they advance, the legal interest till the bill shall become due. The payment 
of the bill, when it becomes due, replaces to the bank the value of what 
had been advanced, together with a clear profit of the interest. The banker 
who advances to the merchant whose bill he discounts, not gold and 
silver, but his own promissory notes, has the advantage of being able to 
discount to a greater amount, by the whole value of his promissory notes, 
which he finds by experience are commonly in circulation. He is thereby 
enabled to make his clear gain of interest on so much a larger sum.19

The Power Of Creating Notes - On Collateral 
Such As Real Estate.

The commerce of Scotland, which at present is not very great, was 
still more inconsiderable when the two first banking companies were 
established, and those companies would have had but little trade had 
they confined their business to the discounting of bills of exchange. They 
invented, therefore, another method of issuing their promissory notes; 
by granting what they called cash accounts, that is by giving credit to the 
extent of a certain sum (two or three thousand pounds, for example) to 
any individual who could procure two persons of undoubted credit and 
good landed estate to become surety for him, that whatever money should 
be advanced to him, within the sum for which the credit had been given, 
should be repaid upon demand, together with the legal interest. Credits 
of this kind are, I believe, commonly granted by banks and bankers in all 
different parts of the world. But the easy terms upon which the Scotch 
banking companies accept of repayment are, so far as I know, peculiar to 
them, and have, perhaps, been the principal cause, both of the great trade 
of those companies and of the benefit which the country has received 
from it.20

18 Ibid., 367.
19 Ibid., 380.
20 Ibid., 380.
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The Power Of Credit/leverage
By means of those cash accounts every merchant can, without 

imprudence, carry on a greater trade than he otherwise could do. If 
there are two merchants, one in London and the other in Edinburgh, 
who employ equal stocks in the same branch of trade, the Edinburgh 
merchant can, without imprudence, carry on a greater trade and give 
employment to a greater number of people than the London merchant. 
The London merchant must always keep by him a considerable sum of 
money, either in his own coffers, or in those of his banker, who gives him 
no interest for it, in order to answer the demands continually coming 
upon him for payment of the goods which he purchases upon credit. Let 
the ordinary amount of this sum be supposed five hundred pounds. The 
value of the goods in his warehouse must always be less by five hundred 
pounds than it would have been had he not been obliged to keep such a 
sum unemployed. Let us suppose that he generally disposes of his whole 
stock upon hand, or of goods to the value of his whole stock upon hand, 
once in the year. By being obliged to keep so great a sum unemployed, he 
must sell in a year five hundred pounds worth less goods than he might 
otherwise have done. His annual profits must be less by all that he could 
have made by the sale of five hundred pounds worth more goods; and 
the number of people employed in preparing his goods for the market 
must be less by all those that five hundred pounds more stock could 
have employed. The merchant in Edinburgh, on the other hand, keeps 
no money unemployed for answering such occasional demands. When 
they actually come upon him, he satisfies them from his cash account 
with the bank, and gradually replaces the sum borrowed with the money 
or paper which comes in from the occasional sales of his goods. With 
the same stock, therefore, he can, without imprudence, have at all times 
in his warehouse a larger quantity of goods than the London merchant; 
and can thereby both make a greater profit himself, and give constant 
employment to a greater number of industrious people who prepare 
those goods for the market. Hence the great benefit which the country 
has derived from this trade.21

No complaint, however, is more common than that of a scarcity of 
money. Money, like wine, must always be scarce with those who have 
neither wherewithal to buy it nor credit to borrow it. Those who have 
either will seldom be in want either of the money or of the wine which 
they have occasion for. This complaint, however, of the scarcity of money 
is not always confined to improvident spendthrifts. It is sometimes general 

21 Ibid., 381-382.
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through a whole mercantile town and the country in its neighbourhood. 
Over-trading is the common cause of it. Sober men, whose projects 
have been disproportioned to their capitals, are as likely to have neither 
wherewithal to buy money nor credit to borrow it, as prodigals whose 
expence has been disproportioned to their revenue. Before their projects 
can be brought to bear, their stock is gone, and their credit with it. They 
run about every-where to borrow money, and everybody tells them that 
they have none to lend. Even such general complaints of the scarcity of 
money do not always prove that the usual number of gold and silver pieces 
are not circulating in the country, but that many people want those pieces 
who have nothing to give for them. When the profits of trade happen 
to be greater than ordinary, over-trading becomes a general error both 
among great and small dealers. They do not always send more money 
abroad than usual, but they buy upon credit, both at home and abroad, 
an unusual quantity of goods, which they send to some distant market 
in hopes that the returns will come in before the demand for payment. 
The demand comes before the returns, and they have nothing at hand 
with which they can either purchase money, or give solid security for 
borrowing. It is not any scarcity of gold and silver, but the difficulty 
which such people find in borrowing, and which their creditors find in 
getting payment, that occasions the general complaint of the scarcity of 
money.22 

Money in common language, as I have already observed, frequently 
signifies wealth, and this ambiguity of expression has rendered this 
popular notion so familiar to us that even they who are convinced of its 
absurdity are very apt to forget their own principles, and in the course of 
their reasonings to take it for granted as a certain and undeniable truth. 
Some of the best English writers upon commerce set out with observing 
that the wealth of a country consists, not in its gold and silver only, but 
in its lands, houses, and consumable goods of all different kinds. In the 
course of their reasonings, however, the lands, houses, and consumable 
goods seem to slip out of their memory, and the strain of their argument 
frequently supposes that all wealth consists in gold and silver, and that 
to multiply those metals is the great object of national industry and 
commerce.23

Adam Smith was a famous Scottish philosopher and economist,  and 
pioneer of modern free market economics (1723?-1790).

22 Ibid., 549-550.
23 Ibid., 565.
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Senator Hatfield, Mr. Chief Justice, Mr. President, Vice President Bush, 
Vice President Mondale, Senator Baker, Speaker O’Neill, Reverend 

Moomaw, and my fellow citizens.
To a few of us here today this is a solemn and most momentous occasion, 

and yet in the history of our nation it is a commonplace occurrence. The 
orderly transfer of authority as called for in the Constitution routinely 
takes place, as it has for almost two centuries, and few of us stop to think 
how unique we really are. In the eyes of many in the world, this every-
four-year ceremony we accept as normal is nothing less than a miracle.

Mr. President, I want our fellow citizens to know how much you did 
to carry on this tradition. By your gracious cooperation in the transition 
process, you have shown a watching world that we are a united people 
pledged to maintaining a political system which guarantees individual 
liberty to a greater degree than any other, and I thank you and your people 
for all your help in maintaining the continuity which is the bulwark of 
our republic. The business of our nation goes forward. These United 

R o n a l d  R e a g a n
First Inaugural Address

“Putting American Back to Work”
Tuesday, January 20, 1981
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States are confronted with an economic affliction of great proportions. 
We suffer from the longest and one of the worst sustained inflations in 
our national history. It distorts our economic decisions, penalizes thrift, 
and crushes the struggling young and the fixed-income elderly alike. It 
threatens to shatter the lives of millions of our people.

Idle industries have cast workers into unemployment, human misery, 
and personal indignity. Those who do work are denied a fair return for 
their labor by a tax system which penalizes successful achievement and 
keeps us from maintaining full productivity.

But great as our tax burden is, it has not kept pace with public spending. 
For decades we have piled deficit upon deficit, mortgaging our future 
and our children’s future for the temporary convenience of the present. 
To continue this long trend is to guarantee tremendous social, cultural, 
political, and economic upheavals.

You and I, as individuals, can, by borrowing, live beyond our means, 
but for only a limited period of time. Why, then, should we think that 
collectively, as a nation, we’re not bound by that same limitation? We 
must act today in order to preserve tomorrow. And let there be no 
misunderstanding: We are going to begin to act, beginning today.

The economic ills we suffer have come upon us over several decades. 
They will not go away in days, weeks, or months, but they will go away. 
They will go away because we as Americans have the capacity now, as 
we’ve had in the past, to do whatever needs to be done to preserve this 
last and greatest bastion of freedom.

In this present crisis, government is not the solution to our problem; 
government is the problem. From time to time we’ve been tempted to 
believe that society has become too complex to be managed by self-rule, 
that government by an elite group is superior to government for, by, and 
of the people. Well, if no one among us is capable of governing himself, 
then who among us has the capacity to govern someone else? All of us 
together, in and out of government, must bear the burden. The solutions 
we seek must be equitable, with no one group singled out to pay a higher 
price.

We hear much of special interest groups. Well, our concern must be 
for a special interest group that has been too long neglected. It knows 
no sectional boundaries or ethnic and racial divisions, and it crosses 
political party lines. It is made up of men and women who raise our food, 
patrol our streets, man our mines and factories, teach our children, keep 
our homes, and heal us when we’re sick—professionals, industrialists, 
shopkeepers, clerks, cabbies, and truck drivers. They are, in short, “we 
the people,” this breed called Americans.

First Inaugural Address
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Well, this administration’s objective will be a healthy, vigorous, growing 
economy that provides equal opportunities for all Americans, with no 
barriers born of bigotry or discrimination. Putting America back to 
work means putting all Americans back to work. Ending inflation means 
freeing all Americans from the terror of runaway living costs. All must 
share in the productive work of this “new beginning,” and all must share 
in the bounty of a revived economy. With the idealism and fair play 
which are the core of our system and our strength, we can have a strong 
and prosperous America, at peace with itself and the world.

So, as we begin, let us take inventory. We are a nation that has a 
government—not the other way around. And this makes us special 
among the nations of the Earth. Our government has no power except 
that granted it by the people. It is time to check and reverse the growth 
of government, which shows signs of having grown beyond the consent 
of the governed.

It is my intention to curb the size and influence of the federal 
establishment and to demand recognition of the distinction between the 
powers granted to the federal government and those reserved to the states 
or to the people. All of us need to be reminded that the federal government 
did not create the states; the states created the federal government.

Now, so there will be no misunderstanding, it’s not my intention to do 
away with government. It is rather to make it work—work with us, not 
over us; to stand by our side, not ride on our back. Government can and 
must provide opportunity, not smother it; foster productivity, not stifle 
it.

If we look to the answer as to why for so many years we achieved so 
much, prospered as no other people on earth, it was because here in this 
land we unleashed the energy and individual genius of man to a greater 
extent than has ever been done before. Freedom and the dignity of the 
individual have been more available and assured here than in any other 
place on earth. The price for this freedom at times has been high, but we 
have never been unwilling to pay the price.

It is no coincidence that our present troubles parallel and are 
proportionate to the intervention and intrusion in our lives that result 
from unnecessary and excessive growth of government. It is time for us 
to realize that we’re too great a nation to limit ourselves to small dreams. 
We’re not, as some would have us believe, doomed to an inevitable 
decline. I do not believe in a fate that will fall on us no matter what we do. 
I do believe in a fate that will fall on us if we do nothing. So, with all the 
creative energy at our command, let us begin an era of national renewal. 
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Let us renew our determination, our courage, and our strength. And let 
us renew our faith and our hope.

We have every right to dream heroic dreams. Those who say that we’re 
in a time when there are no heroes, they just don’t know where to look. 
You can see heroes every day going in and out of factory gates. Others, a 
handful in number, produce enough food to feed all of us and then the 
world beyond. You meet heroes across a counter, and they’re on both 
sides of that counter. There are entrepreneurs with faith in themselves and 
faith in an idea who create new jobs, new wealth and opportunity. They’re 
individuals and families whose taxes support the government and whose 
voluntary gifts support church, charity, culture, art, and education. Their 
patriotism is quiet, but deep. Their values sustain our national life.

Now, I have used the words “they” and “their” in speaking of these 
heroes. I could say “you” and “your,” because I’m addressing the heroes of 
whom I speak—you, the citizens of this blessed land. Your dreams, your 
hopes, your goals are going to be the dreams, the hopes, and the goals of 
this administration, so help me God.

We shall reflect the compassion that is so much a part of your makeup. 
How can we love our country and not love our countrymen; and loving 
them, reach out a hand when they fall, heal them when they’re sick, and 
provide opportunity to make them self-sufficient so they will be equal in 
fact and not just in theory?

Can we solve the problems confronting us? Well, the answer is an 
unequivocal and emphatic “yes.” To paraphrase Winston Churchill, I did 
not take the oath I’ve just taken with the intention of presiding over the 
dissolution of the world’s strongest economy.

In the days ahead I will propose removing the roadblocks that have 
slowed our economy and reduced productivity. Steps will be taken 
aimed at restoring the balance between the various levels of government. 
Progress may be slow, measured in inches and feet, not miles, but we will 
progress. It is time to reawaken this industrial giant, to get government 
back within its means, and to lighten our punitive tax burden. And 
these will be our first priorities, and on these principles there will be no 
compromise.

On the eve of our struggle for independence a man who might have 
been one of the greatest among the Founding Fathers, Dr. Joseph Warren, 
president of the Massachusetts Congress, said to his fellow Americans, 
“Our country is in danger, but not to be despaired of . . . On you depend 
the fortunes of America. You are to decide the important questions upon 
which rests the happiness and the liberty of millions yet unborn. Act 

First Inaugural Address
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worthy of yourselves.” Well, I believe we, the Americans of today, are 
ready to act worthy of ourselves, ready to do what must be done to ensure 
happiness and liberty for ourselves, our children, and our children’s 
children. And as we renew ourselves here in our own land, we will be 
seen as having greater strength throughout the world. We will again be 
the exemplar of freedom and a beacon of hope for those who do not now 
have freedom.

To those neighbors and allies who share our freedom, we will strengthen 
our historic ties and assure them of our support and firm commitment. 
We will match loyalty with loyalty. We will strive for mutually beneficial 
relations. We will not use our friendship to impose on their sovereignty, 
for our own sovereignty is not for sale. As for the enemies of freedom, 
those who are potential adversaries, they will be reminded that peace is 
the highest aspiration of the American people. We will negotiate for it, 
sacrifice for it; we will not surrender for it, now or ever.

Our forbearance should never be misunderstood. Our reluctance for 
conflict should not be misjudged as a failure of will. When action is 
required to preserve our national security, we will act. We will maintain 
sufficient strength to prevail if need be, knowing that if we do so we have 
the best chance of never having to use that strength. Above all, we must 
realize that no arsenal or no weapon in the arsenals of the world is so 
formidable as the will and moral courage of free men and women. It is a 
weapon our adversaries in today’s world do not have. It is a weapon that 
we as Americans do have. Let that be understood by those who practice 
terrorism and prey upon their neighbors. I’m told that tens of thousands 
of prayer meetings are being held on this day, and for that I’m deeply 
grateful. We are a nation under God, and I believe God intended for us to 
be free. It would be fitting and good, I think, if on each Inaugural Day in 
future years it should be declared a day of prayer.

This is the first time in our history that this ceremony has been held, 
as you’ve been told, on the West Front of the Capitol. Standing here, one 
faces a magnificent vista, opening up on the city’s special beauty and 
history. At the end of this open mall are those shrines to the giants on 
whose shoulders we stand.

Directly in front of me, the monument to a monumental man, George 
Washington, father of our country. A man of humility who came to 
greatness reluctantly. He led Americans out of revolutionary victory 
into infant nationhood. Off to one side, the stately memorial to Thomas 
Jefferson. The Declaration of Independence flames with his eloquence. 
And then, beyond the Reflecting Pool, the dignified columns of the 

Ronald Reagan
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Lincoln Memorial. Whoever would understand in his heart the meaning 
of America will find it in the life of Abraham Lincoln.

Beyond those monuments to heroism is the Potomac River, and on 
the far shore the sloping hills of Arlington National Cemetery, with its 
row upon row of simple white markers bearing crosses of Stars of David. 
They add up to only a tiny fraction of the price that has been paid for 
our freedom. Each one of those markers is a monument to the kind of 
hero I spoke of earlier. Their lives ended in places called Belleau Wood, 
the Argonne, Omaha Beach, Salerno, and halfway around the world on 
Guadalcanal, Tarawa, Pork Chop Hill, the Chosin Reservoir, and in a 
hundred rice paddies and jungles of a place called Vietnam.

Under one such marker lies a young man, Martin Treptow, who left his 
job in a small town barbershop in 1917 to go to France with the famed 
Rainbow Division. There, on the western front, he was killed trying to 
carry a message between battalions under heavy artillery fire.

We’re told that on his body was found a diary. On the flyleaf under the 
heading “My Pledge,” he had written these words: “America must win this 
war. Therefore I will work, I will save, I will sacrifice, I will endure, I will 
fight cheerfully and do my utmost, as if the issue of the whole struggle 
depended on me alone.”

The crisis we are facing today does not require of us the kind of sacrifice 
that Martin Treptow and so many thousands of others were called upon 
to make. It does require, however, our best effort and our willingness 
to believe in ourselves and to believe in our capacity to perform great 
deeds, to believe that together with God’s help we can and will resolve the 
problems which now confront us.

And after all, why shouldn’t we believe that? We are Americans.
God bless you, and thank you. 

Ronald W. Reagan was the fortieth president of the United States 
of America and modern icon of conservative American politics  
(1911-2004).
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D e c l a r at i o n  o f 
I n d e p e n d e n c e

Adopted in Congress

4 July 1776

The Unanimous Declaration of the Thirteen United States of America

When, in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one 
people to dissolve the political bands which have connected them 

with another, and to assume among the powers of the earth, the separate 
and equal station to which the laws of nature and of nature’s God entitle 
them, a decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they 
should declare the causes which impel them to the separation.

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 to these ends, it is the right 
of the people to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new government, 
laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its powers 
in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety 
and happiness. Prudence, indeed, will dictate that governments long 
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established should not be changed for light and transient causes; and 
accordingly all experience hath shown that mankind are more disposed 
to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to right themselves by abolishing 
the forms to which they are accustomed. But when a long train of abuses 
and usurpations, pursuing invariably the same object evinces a design to 
reduce them under absolute despotism, it is their right, it is their duty, to 
throw off such government, and to provide new guards for their future 
security. — Such has been the patient sufferance of these colonies; and 
such is now the necessity which constrains them to alter their former 
systems of government. The history of the present King of Great Britain is 
a history of repeated injuries and usurpations, all having in direct object 
the establishment of an absolute tyranny over these states. To prove this, 
let facts be submitted to a candid world.

He has refused his assent to laws, the most wholesome and necessary 
for the public good.

He has forbidden his governors to pass laws of immediate and pressing 
importance, unless suspended in their operation till his assent should be 
obtained; and when so suspended, he has utterly neglected to attend to 
them. 

He has refused to pass other laws for the accommodation of large 
districts of people, unless those people would relinquish the right 
of representation in the legislature, a right inestimable to them and 
formidable to tyrants only. 

He has called together legislative bodies at places unusual, 
uncomfortable, and distant from the depository of their public records, for 
the sole purpose of fatiguing them into compliance with his measures.

He has dissolved representative houses repeatedly, for opposing with 
manly firmness his invasions on the rights of the people.

He has refused for a long time, after such dissolutions, to cause others 
to be elected; whereby the legislative powers, incapable of annihilation, 
have returned to the people at large for their exercise; the state remaining 
in the meantime exposed to all the dangers of invasion from without, and 
convulsions within.

He has endeavored to prevent the population of these states; for that 
purpose obstructing the laws for naturalization of foreigners; refusing to 
pass others to encourage their migration hither, and raising the conditions 
of new appropriations of lands.

He has obstructed the administration of justice, by refusing his assent 
to laws for establishing judiciary powers.

He has made judges dependent on his will alone, for the tenure of their 
offices, and the amount and payment of their salaries.
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He has erected a multitude of new offices, and sent hither swarms of 
officers to harass our people, and eat out their substance.

He has kept among us, in times of peace, standing armies without the 
consent of our legislature.

He has affected to render the military independent of and superior to 
civil power.

He has combined with others to subject us to a jurisdiction foreign to 
our constitution, and unacknowledged by our laws; giving his assent to 
their acts of pretended legislation:

For quartering large bodies of armed troops among us:
For protecting them, by mock trial, from punishment for any murders 

which they should commit on the inhabitants of these states:
For cutting off our trade with all parts of the world:
For imposing taxes on us without our consent:
For depriving us in many cases, of the benefits of trial by jury:
For transporting us beyond seas to be tried for pretended offenses:
For abolishing the free system of English laws in a neighboring 

province, establishing therein an arbitrary government, and enlarging its 
boundaries so as to render it at once an example and fit instrument for 
introducing the same absolute rule in these colonies:

For taking away our charters, abolishing our most valuable laws, and 
altering fundamentally the forms of our governments:

For suspending our own legislatures, and declaring themselves invested 
with power to legislate for us in all cases whatsoever.

He has abdicated government here, by declaring us out of his protection 
and waging war against us.

He has plundered our seas, ravaged our coasts, burned our towns, and 
destroyed the lives of our people.

He is at this time transporting large armies of foreign mercenaries 
to complete the works of death, desolation and tyranny, already begun 
with circumstances of cruelty and perfidy scarcely paralleled in the most 
barbarous ages, and totally unworthy of the head of a civilized nation.

He has constrained our fellow citizens taken captive on the high seas 
to bear arms against their country, to become the executioners of their 
friends and brethren, or to fall themselves by their hands.

He has excited domestic insurrections amongst us, and has endeavored 
to bring on the inhabitants of our frontiers, the merciless Indian savages, 
whose known rule of warfare, is undistinguished destruction of all ages, 
sexes and conditions.

In every stage of these oppressions we have petitioned for redress in the 



160

Declaration of Independence

most humble terms: our repeated petitions have been answered only by 
repeated injury. A prince, whose character is thus marked by every act 
which may define a tyrant, is unfit to be the ruler of a free people.

Nor have we been wanting in attention to our British brethren. We 
have warned them from time to time of attempts by their legislature to 
extend an unwarrantable jurisdiction over us. We have reminded them 
of the circumstances of our emigration and settlement here. We have 
appealed to their native justice and magnanimity, and we have conjured 
them by the ties of our common kindred to disavow these usurpations, 
which, would inevitably interrupt our connections and correspondence. 
We must, therefore, acquiesce in the necessity, which denounces our 
separation, and hold them, as we hold the rest of mankind, enemies in 
war, in peace friends.

We, therefore, the representatives of the United States of America, in 
General Congress, assembled, appealing to the Supreme Judge of the 
world for the rectitude of our intentions, do, in the name, and by the 
authority of the good people of these colonies, solemnly publish and 
declare, that these united colonies are, and of right ought to be free and 
independent states; that they are absolved from all allegiance to the 
British Crown, and that all political connection between them and the 
state of Great Britain, is and ought to be totally dissolved; and that as 
free and independent states, they have full power to levey war, conclude 
peace, contract alliances, establish commerce, and to do all other acts and 
things which independent states may of right do. And for the support of  
this declaration, with a firm reliance on the protection of Divine 
Providence, we mutually pledge to each other our lives, our fortunes and 
our sacred honor.
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We the People of the United States, in Order 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, do ordain and establish 
this Constitution for the United States of America.

Article. I.

Section. 1.

All legislative Powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress 
of the United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Representatives.

Section. 2.

The House of Representatives shall be composed of Members chosen 
every second Year by the People of the several States, and the Electors in 
each State shall have the Qualifications requisite for Electors of the most 

T h e 
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numerous Branch of the State Legislature.
No Person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the 

Age of twenty five Years, and been seven Years a Citizen of the United 
States, and who shall not, when elected, be an Inhabitant of that State in 
which he shall be chosen.

Representatives and direct Taxes shall be apportioned among the 
several States which may be included within this Union, according to 
their respective Numbers, which shall be determined by adding to the 
whole Number of free Persons, including those bound to Service for a 
Term of Years, and excluding Indians not taxed, three fifths of all other 
Persons. The actual Enumeration shall be made within three Years after 
the first Meeting of the Congress of the United States, and within every 
subsequent Term of ten Years, in such Manner as they shall by Law 
direct. The Number of Representatives shall not exceed one for every 
thirty Thousand, but each State shall have at Least one Representative; 
and until such enumeration shall be made, the State of New Hampshire 
shall be entitled to chuse three, Massachusetts eight, Rhode-Island and 
Providence Plantations one, Connecticut five, New-York six, New Jersey 
four, Pennsylvania eight, Delaware one, Maryland six, Virginia ten, North 
Carolina five, South Carolina five, and Georgia three.

When vacancies happen in the Representation from any State, the 
Executive Authority thereof shall issue Writs of Election to fill such 
Vacancies.

The House of Representatives shall chuse their Speaker and other 
Officers; and shall have the sole Power of Impeachment.

Section. 3.

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, chosen by the Legislature thereof for six Years; and each 
Senator shall have one Vote.

Immediately after they shall be assembled in Consequence of the first 
Election, they shall be divided as equally as may be into three Classes. The 
Seats of the Senators of the first Class shall be vacated at the Expiration 
of the second Year, of the second Class at the Expiration of the fourth 
Year, and of the third Class at the Expiration of the sixth Year, so that 
one third may be chosen every second Year; and if Vacancies happen by 
Resignation, or otherwise, during the Recess of the Legislature of any 
State, the Executive thereof may make temporary Appointments until the 
next Meeting of the Legislature, which shall then fill such Vacancies.

No Person shall be a Senator who shall not have attained to the Age of 
thirty Years, and been nine Years a Citizen of the United States, and who 
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shall not, when elected, be an Inhabitant of that State for which he shall 
be chosen.

The Vice President of the United States shall be President of the Senate, 
but shall have no Vote, unless they be equally divided.

The Senate shall chuse their other Officers, and also a President pro 
tempore, in the Absence of the Vice President, or when he shall exercise 
the Office of President of the United States.

The Senate shall have the sole Power to try all Impeachments. When 
sitting for that Purpose, they shall be on Oath or Affirmation. When the 
President of the United States is tried, the Chief Justice shall preside: And 
no Person shall be convicted without the Concurrence of two thirds of 
the Members present.

Judgment in Cases of Impeachment shall not extend further than to 
removal from Office, and disqualification to hold and enjoy any Office 
of honor, Trust or Profit under the United States: but the Party convicted 
shall nevertheless be liable and subject to Indictment, Trial, Judgment 
and Punishment, according to Law.

Section. 4.

The Times, Places and Manner of holding Elections for Senators and 
Representatives, shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature 
thereof; but the Congress may at any time by Law make or alter such 
Regulations, except as to the Places of chusing Senators.

The Congress shall assemble at least once in every Year, and such 
Meeting shall be on the first Monday in December, unless they shall by 
Law appoint a different Day.

Section. 5.

Each House shall be the Judge of the Elections, Returns  and Qualifications 
of its own Members, and a Majority of each shall constitute a Quorum 
to do Business; but a smaller Number may adjourn from day to day, and 
may be authorized to compel the Attendance of absent Members, in such 
Manner, and under such Penalties as each House may provide.

Each House may determine the Rules of its Proceedings, punish its 
Members for disorderly Behaviour, and, with the Concurrence of two 
thirds, expel a Member.

Each House shall keep a Journal of its Proceedings, and from time to 
time publish the same, excepting such Parts as may in their Judgment 
require Secrecy; and the Yeas and Nays of the Members of either House 
on any question shall, at the Desire of one fifth of those Present, be 
entered on the Journal.
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Neither House, during the Session of Congress, shall, without the 
Consent of the other, adjourn for more than three days, nor to any other 
Place than that in which the two Houses shall be sitting.

Section. 6.

The Senators and Representatives shall receive a Compensation for 
their Services, to be ascertained by Law, and paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States. They shall in all Cases, except Treason, Felony and 
Breach of the Peace, be privileged from Arrest during their Attendance 
at the Session of their respective Houses, and in going to and returning 
from the same; and for any Speech or Debate in either House, they shall 
not be questioned in any other Place.

No Senator or Representative shall, during the Time for which he was 
elected, be appointed to any civil Office under the Authority of the United 
States, which shall have been created, or the Emoluments whereof shall 
have been encreased during such time; and no Person holding any Office 
under the United States, shall be a Member of either House during his 
Continuance in Office.

Section. 7.

All Bills for raising Revenue shall originate in the House of 
Representatives; but the Senate may propose or concur with Amendments 
as on other Bills.

Every Bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives and 
the Senate, shall, before it become a Law, be presented to the President of 
the United States: If he approve he shall sign it, but if not he shall return 
it, with his Objections to that House in which it shall have originated, 
who shall enter the Objections at large on their Journal, and proceed to 
reconsider it. If after such Reconsideration two thirds of that House shall 
agree to pass the Bill, it shall be sent, together with the Objections, to the 
other House, by which it shall likewise be reconsidered, and if approved 
by two thirds of that House, it shall become a Law. But in all such Cases 
the Votes of both Houses shall be determined by yeas and Nays, and the 
Names of the Persons voting for and against the Bill shall be entered on 
the Journal of each House respectively. If any Bill shall not be returned by 
the President within ten Days (Sundays excepted) after it shall have been 
presented to him, the Same shall be a Law, in like Manner as if he had 
signed it, unless the Congress by their Adjournment prevent its Return, 
in which Case it shall not be a Law.

Every Order, Resolution, or Vote to which the Concurrence of the 
Senate and House of Representatives may be necessary (except on a 
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question of Adjournment) shall be presented to the President of the 
United States; and before the Same shall take Effect, shall be approved 
by him, or being disapproved by him, shall be repassed by two thirds 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, according to the Rules and 
Limitations prescribed in the Case of a Bill.

Section. 8.

The Congress shall have 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;

To borrow Money on the credit of the United States;
To regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and among the several 

States, and with the Indian Tribes;
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, and of foreign Coin, and fix 

the Standard of Weights and Measures;
To provide for the Punishment of counterfeiting the Securities and 

current Coin of the United States;
To establish Post Offices and post Roads;
To promote the Progress of Science and useful Arts, by securing for 

limited Times to Authors and Inventors the exclusive Right to their 
respective Writings and Discoveries;

To constitute Tribunals inferior to the supreme Court;
To define and punish Piracies and Felonies committed on the high Seas, 

and Offences against the Law of Nations;
To declare War, grant Letters of Marque and Reprisal, and make Rules 

concerning Captures on Land and Water;
To raise and support Armies, but no Appropriation of Money to that 

Use shall be for a longer Term than two Years;
To provide and maintain a Navy;
To make Rules for the Government and Regulation of the land and 

naval Forces;
To provide for calling forth the Militia to execute the Laws of the Union, 

suppress Insurrections and repel Invasions;
To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining, the Militia, and 

for governing such Part of them as may be employed in the Service of 
the United States, reserving to the States respectively, the Appointment 
of the Officers, and the Authority of training the Militia according to the 
discipline prescribed by Congress;
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To exercise exclusive Legislation in all Cases whatsoever, over 
such District (not exceeding ten Miles square) as may, by Cession of 
particular States, and the Acceptance of Congress, become the Seat of the 
Government of the United States, and to exercise like Authority over all 
Places purchased by the Consent of the Legislature of the State in which 
the Same shall be, for the Erection of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, dock-
Yards, and other needful Buildings;—And

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, or in any 
Department or Officer thereof.

Section. 9.

The Migration or Importation of such Persons as any of the States 
now existing shall think proper to admit, shall not be prohibited by the 
Congress prior to the Year one thousand eight hundred and eight, but 
a Tax or duty may be imposed on such Importation, not exceeding ten 
dollars for each Person.

The Privilege of the Writ of Habeas Corpus shall not be suspended, 
unless when in Cases of Rebellion or Invasion the public Safety may 
require it.

No Bill of Attainder or ex post facto Law shall be passed.
No Capitation, or other direct, Tax shall be laid, unless in Proportion to 

the Census or enumeration herein before directed to be taken.
No Tax or Duty shall be laid on Articles exported from any State.
No Preference shall be given by any Regulation of Commerce or 

Revenue to the Ports of one State over those of another; nor shall Vessels 
bound to, or from, one State, be obliged to enter, clear, or pay Duties in 
another.

No Money shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in Consequence of 
Appropriations made by Law; and a regular Statement and Account of 
the Receipts and Expenditures of all public Money shall be published 
from time to time.

No Title of Nobility shall be granted by the United States: And no 
Person holding any Office of Profit or Trust under them, shall, without 
the Consent of the Congress, accept of any present, Emolument, Office, 
or Title, of any kind whatever, from any King, Prince, or foreign State.

Section. 10.

No State shall enter into any Treaty, Alliance, or Confederation; grant 
Letters of Marque and Reprisal; coin Money; emit Bills of Credit; make 
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any Thing but gold and silver Coin a Tender in Payment of Debts; pass 
any Bill of Attainder, ex post facto Law, or Law impairing the Obligation 
of Contracts, or grant any Title of Nobility.

No State shall, without the Consent of the Congress, lay any Imposts or 
Duties on Imports or Exports, except what may be absolutely necessary 
for executing it’s inspection Laws: and the net Produce of all Duties and 
Imposts, laid by any State on Imports or Exports, shall be for the Use of 
the Treasury of the United States; and all such Laws shall be subject to the 
Revision and Controul of the Congress.

No State shall, without the Consent of Congress, lay any Duty of 
Tonnage, keep Troops, or Ships of War in time of Peace, enter into any 
Agreement or Compact with another State, or with a foreign Power, or 
engage in War, unless actually invaded, or in such imminent Danger as 
will not admit of delay.

Article. II.

Section. 1.

The executive Power shall be vested in a President of the United States 
of America. He shall hold his Office during the Term of four Years, and, 
together with the Vice President, chosen for the same Term, be elected, 
as follows:

Each State shall appoint, in such Manner as the Legislature thereof may 
direct, a Number of Electors, equal to the whole Number of Senators and 
Representatives to which the State may be entitled in the Congress: but 
no Senator or Representative, or Person holding an Office of Trust or 
Profit under the United States, shall be appointed an Elector.

The Electors shall meet in their respective States, and vote by Ballot for 
two Persons, of whom one at least shall not be an Inhabitant of the same 
State with themselves. And they shall make a List of all the Persons voted 
for, and of the Number of Votes for each; which List they shall sign and 
certify, and transmit sealed to the Seat of the Government of the United 
States, directed to the President of the Senate. The President of the Senate 
shall, in the Presence of the Senate and House of Representatives, open all 
the Certificates, and the Votes shall then be counted. The Person having 
the greatest Number of Votes shall be the President, if such Number be a 
Majority of the whole Number of Electors appointed; and if there be more 
than one who have such Majority, and have an equal Number of Votes, 
then the House of Representatives shall immediately chuse by Ballot one 
of them for President; and if no Person have a Majority, then from the 
five highest on the List the said House shall in like Manner chuse the 
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President. But in chusing the President, the Votes shall be taken by States, 
the Representation from each State having one Vote; A quorum for this 
purpose shall consist of a Member or Members from two thirds of the 
States, and a Majority of all the States shall be necessary to a Choice. 
In every Case, after the Choice of the President, the Person having the 
greatest Number of Votes of the Electors shall be the Vice President. But 
if there should remain two or more who have equal Votes, the Senate 
shall chuse from them by Ballot the Vice President.

The Congress may determine the Time of chusing the Electors, and the 
Day on which they shall give their Votes; which Day shall be the same 
throughout the United States.

No Person except a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the United 
States, at the time of the Adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to 
the Office of President; neither shall any Person be eligible to that Office 
who shall not have attained to the Age of thirty five Years, and been 
fourteen Years a Resident within the United States.

In Case of the Removal of the President from Office, or of his Death, 
Resignation, or Inability to discharge the Powers and Duties of the said 
Office, the Same shall devolve on the Vice President, and the Congress 
may by Law provide for the Case of Removal, Death, Resignation or 
Inability, both of the President and Vice President, declaring what Officer 
shall then act as President, and such Officer shall act accordingly, until 
the Disability be removed, or a President shall be elected.

The President shall, at stated Times, receive for his Services, a 
Compensation, which shall neither be increased nor diminished during 
the Period for which he shall have been elected, and he shall not receive 
within that Period any other Emolument from the United States, or any 
of them.

Before he enter on the Execution of his Office, he shall take the 
following Oath or Affirmation:—”I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I 
will faithfully execute the Office of President of the United States, and will 
to the best of my Ability, preserve, protect and defend the Constitution 
of the United States.”

Section. 2.

The President shall be Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of 
the United States, and of the Militia of the several States, when called into 
the actual Service of the United States; he may require the Opinion, in 
writing, of the principal Officer in each of the executive Departments, 
upon any Subject relating to the Duties of their respective Offices, and he 
shall have Power to grant Reprieves and Pardons for Offences against the 
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United States, except in Cases of Impeachment.
He shall have Power, by and with the Advice and Consent of the Senate, 

to make Treaties, provided two thirds of the Senators present concur; and 
he shall nominate, and by and with the Advice and Consent of the Senate, 
shall 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: but the Congress may by Law vest the Appointment 
of such inferior Officers, as they think proper, in the President alone, in 
the Courts of Law, or in the Heads of Departments.

The President shall have 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.

Section. 3.

He shall from time to time give to the Congress Information of the State 
of the Union, and recommend to their Consideration such Measures 
as he shall judge necessary and expedient; he may, on extraordinary 
Occasions, convene both Houses, or either of them, and in Case of 
Disagreement between them, with Respect to the Time of Adjournment, 
he may adjourn them to such Time as he shall think proper; he shall 
receive Ambassadors and other public Ministers; he shall take Care that 
the Laws be faithfully executed, and shall Commission all the Officers of 
the United States.

Section. 4.

The President, Vice President and all civil Officers of the United States, 
shall be removed from Office on Impeachment for, and Conviction of, 
Treason, Bribery, or other high Crimes and Misdemeanors.

Article III.

Section. 1.

The judicial Power of the United States shall be vested in one supreme 
Court, and in such inferior Courts as the Congress may from time to 
time ordain and establish. The Judges, both of the supreme and inferior 
Courts, shall hold their Offices during good Behaviour, and shall, at 
stated Times, receive for their Services a Compensation, which shall not 
be diminished during their Continuance in Office.
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Section. 2.

The judicial Power shall extend to all Cases, in Law and Equity, arising 
under this Constitution, the Laws of the United States, and Treaties made, 
or which shall be made, under their Authority;—to all Cases affecting 
Ambassadors, other public Ministers and Consuls;—to all Cases of 
admiralty and maritime Jurisdiction;—to Controversies to which the 
United States shall be a Party;—to Controversies between two or more 
States;— between a State and Citizens of another State;—between Citizens 
of different States;—between Citizens of the same State claiming Lands 
under Grants of different States, and between a State, or the Citizens 
thereof, and foreign States, Citizens or Subjects.

In all Cases affecting Ambassadors, other public Ministers and 
Consuls, and those in which a State shall be Party, the supreme Court 
shall have original Jurisdiction. In all the other Cases before mentioned, 
the supreme Court shall have appellate Jurisdiction, both as to Law and 
Fact, with such Exceptions, and under such Regulations as the Congress 
shall make.

The Trial of all Crimes, except in Cases of Impeachment, shall be by 
Jury; and such Trial shall be held in the State where the said Crimes shall 
have been committed; but when not committed within any State, the 
Trial shall be at such Place or Places as the Congress may by Law have 
directed.

Section. 3.

Treason against the United States, shall consist only in levying War 
against them, or in adhering to their Enemies, giving them Aid and 
Comfort. No Person shall be convicted of Treason unless on the 
Testimony of two Witnesses to the same overt Act, or on Confession in 
open Court.

The Congress shall have Power to declare the Punishment of Treason, 
but no Attainder of Treason shall work Corruption of Blood, or Forfeiture 
except during the Life of the Person attainted.

Article. IV.

Section. 1.

Full Faith and Credit shall be given in each State to the public Acts, 
Records, and judicial Proceedings of every other State. And the Congress 
may by general Laws prescribe the Manner in which such Acts, Records 
and Proceedings shall be proved, and the Effect thereof.
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Section. 2.

The Citizens of each State shall be entitled to all Privileges and 
Immunities of Citizens in the several States.

A Person charged in any State with Treason, Felony, or other Crime, who 
shall flee from Justice, and be found in another State, shall on Demand of 
the executive Authority of the State from which he fled, be delivered up, 
to be removed to the State having Jurisdiction of the Crime.

No Person held to Service or Labour in one State, under the Laws 
thereof, escaping into another, shall, in Consequence of any Law or 
Regulation therein, be discharged from such Service or Labour, but shall 
be delivered up on Claim of the Party to whom such Service or Labour 
may be due.

Section. 3.

New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; but no 
new State shall be formed or erected within the Jurisdiction of any other 
State; nor any State be formed by the Junction of two or more States, 
or Parts of States, without the Consent of the Legislatures of the States 
concerned as well as of the Congress.

The Congress shall have Power to dispose of and make all needful Rules 
and Regulations respecting the Territory or other Property belonging to 
the United States; and nothing in this Constitution shall be so construed 
as to Prejudice any Claims of the United States, or of any particular 
State.

Section. 4.

The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a 
Republican Form of Government, and shall protect each of them against 
Invasion; and on Application of the Legislature, or of the Executive (when 
the Legislature cannot be convened), against domestic Violence.

Article. V
The Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses shall deem it 

necessary, shall propose Amendments to this Constitution, or, on the 
Application of the Legislatures of two thirds of the several States, shall 
call a Convention for proposing Amendments, which, in either Case, 
shall be valid to all Intents and Purposes, as Part of this Constitution, 
when ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of the several States, or 
by Conventions in three fourths thereof, as the one or the other Mode 
of Ratification may be proposed by the Congress; Provided that no 
Amendment which may be made prior to the Year One thousand eight 
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hundred and eight shall in any Manner affect the first and fourth Clauses 
in the Ninth Section of the first Article; and that no State, without its 
Consent, shall be deprived of its equal Suffrage in the Senate.

Article VI
All Debts contracted and Engagements entered into, before the 

Adoption of this Constitution, shall be as valid against the United States 
under this Constitution, as under the Confederation.

This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be 
made in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be made, 
under the Authority of the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the 
Land; and the Judges in every State shall be bound thereby, any Thing in 
the Constitution or Laws of any State to the Contrary notwithstanding.

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; but no religious Test shall 
ever be required as a Qualification to any Office or public Trust under the 
United States.

Article VII

The Ratification of the Conventions of nine States, shall be sufficient 
for the Establishment of this Constitution between the States so ratifying 
the Same.

Done in Convention by the Unanimous Consent of the States present 
the Seventeenth Day of September in the Year of our Lord one thousand 
seven hundred and Eighty seven and of the Independence of the United 
States of America the Twelfth In witness whereof We have hereunto 
subscribed our Names,
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G. Washington
Presidt and deputy from Virginia

Delaware
Geo: Read
Gunning Bedford jun
John Dickinson
Richard Bassett
Jaco: Broom

Maryland
James McHenry
Dan of St Thos. Jenifer
Danl. Carroll

Virginia
John Blair
James Madison Jr.

North Carolina
Wm. Blount
Richd. Dobbs Spaight
Hu Williamson

South Carolina
J. Rutledge
Charles Cotesworth Pinckney
Charles Pinckney
Pierce Butler

Georgia
William Few
Abr Baldwin

New Hampshire
John Langdon
Nicholas Gilman

Massachusetts
Nathaniel Gorham

Rufus King

Connecticut
Wm. Saml. Johnson
Roger Sherman

New York
Alexander Hamilton

New Jersey
Wil: Livingston
David Brearley
Wm. Paterson
Jona: Dayton

Pennsylvania
B Franklin
Thomas Mifflin
Robt. Morris
Geo. Clymer
Thos. FitzSimons
Jared Ingersoll
James Wilson
Gouv Morris
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The Amendments To The Constitution Of The 
United States As Ratified By The States 

The Preamble to The Bill of Rights

Congress of the United States begun and held at the City of New-York, 
on Wednesday the fourth of March, one thousand seven hundred and 
eighty nine.

THE Conventions of a number of the States, having at the time of 
their adopting the Constitution, expressed a desire, in order to prevent 
misconstruction or abuse of its powers, that further declaratory and 
restrictive clauses should be added: And as extending the ground of 
public confidence in the Government, will best ensure the beneficent 
ends of its institution.

RESOLVED by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America, in Congress assembled, two thirds of both Houses 
concurring, that the following Articles be proposed to the Legislatures 
of the several States, as amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, all, or any of which Articles, when ratified by three fourths of the 
said Legislatures, to be valid to all intents and purposes, as part of the said 
Constitution; viz.

ARTICLES in addition to, and Amendment of the Constitution of 
the United States of America, proposed by Congress, and ratified by 
the Legislatures of the several States, pursuant to the fifth Article of the 
original Constitution.

The Bill of Rights

Amendment I

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

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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Amendment III

No Soldier shall, in time of peace be quartered in any house, without 
the consent of the Owner, nor in time of war, but in a manner to be 
prescribed by law.

Amendment IV

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and 
effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, 
and no Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by Oath 
or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched, and 
the persons or things to be seized.

Amendment V

No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous 
crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a Grand Jury, except in 
cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the Militia, when in actual 
service in time of War or public danger; nor shall any person be subject 
for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall 
be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be 
deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall 
private property be taken for public use, without just compensation.

Amendment VI

In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to a 
speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of the State and district 
wherein the crime shall have been committed, which district shall have 
been previously ascertained by law, and to 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

In Suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed 
twenty dollars, the right of 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, than according to the rules of the common law.

Amendment VIII

Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor 
cruel and unusual punishments inflicted.
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Amendment IX

The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be 
construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people.

Amendment X

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.

Amendment XI

Passed by Congress March 4, 1794. Ratified February 7, 1795.
Note: Article III, section 2, of the Constitution was modified by 

amendment 11.
The Judicial power of the United States shall not be construed to extend 

to any suit in law or equity, commenced or prosecuted against one of the 
United States by Citizens of another State, or by Citizens or Subjects of 
any Foreign State.

Amendment XII

Passed by Congress December 9, 1803. Ratified June 15, 1804.
Note: A portion of Article II, section 1 of the Constitution was 

superseded by the 12th amendment.
The Electors shall meet in their respective states and vote by ballot 

for President and Vice-President, one of whom, at least, shall not be an 
inhabitant of the same state with themselves; they shall name in their 
ballots the person voted for as President, and in distinct ballots the person 
voted for as Vice-President, and they shall make distinct lists of all persons 
voted for as President, and of all persons voted for as Vice-President, and 
of the number of votes for each, which lists they shall sign and certify, 
and transmit sealed to the seat of the government of the United States, 
directed to the President of the Senate; — the President of the Senate 
shall, in the presence of the Senate and House of Representatives, open all 
the certificates and the votes shall then be counted; — The person having 
the greatest number of votes for President, shall be the President, if such 
number be a majority of the whole number of Electors appointed; and if 
no person have such majority, then from the persons having the highest 
numbers not exceeding three on the list of those voted for as President, 
the House of Representatives shall choose immediately, by ballot, the 
President. But in choosing the President, the votes shall be taken by states, 
the representation from each state having one vote; a quorum for this 
purpose shall consist of a member or members from two-thirds of the 
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states, and a majority of all the states shall be necessary to a choice. [And 
if the House of Representatives shall not choose a President whenever the 
right of choice shall devolve upon them, before the fourth day of March 
next following, then the Vice-President shall act as President, as in case 
of the death or other constitutional disability of the President. —]* The 
person having the greatest number of votes as Vice-President, shall be 
the Vice-President, if such number be a majority of the whole number of 
Electors appointed, and if no person have a majority, then from the two 
highest numbers on the list, the Senate shall choose the Vice-President; a 
quorum for the purpose shall consist of two-thirds of the whole number 
of Senators, and a majority of the whole number shall be necessary to a 
choice. But no person constitutionally ineligible to the office of President 
shall be eligible to that of Vice-President of the United States.

*Superseded by section 3 of the 20th amendment.

Amendment XIII

Passed by Congress January 31, 1865. Ratified December 6, 1865.
Note: A portion of Article IV, section 2, of the Constitution was 

superseded by the 13th amendment.

Section 1.

Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist within 
the United States, or any place subject to their jurisdiction.

Section 2.

Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.

Amendment XIV

Passed by Congress June 13, 1866. Ratified July 9, 1868.

Note: Article I, section 2, of the Constitution was modified by section 2 
of the 14th amendment.

Section 1.

All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to 
the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State 
wherein they reside. 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.



178

Constitution of the United States of America

Section 2.

Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States according 
to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of persons in 
each State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote at 
any election for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of 
the United States, Representatives in Congress, the Executive and Judicial 
officers of a State, or the members of the Legislature thereof, is denied 
to any of the male inhabitants of such State, being twenty-one years of 
age,* and citizens of the United States, or in any way abridged, except 
for participation in rebellion, or other crime, the basis of representation 
therein shall be reduced in the proportion which the number of such 
male citizens shall bear to the whole number of male citizens twenty-one 
years of age in such State.

Section 3.

No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, or elector 
of President and Vice-President, or hold any office, civil or military, 
under the United States, or under any State, who, having previously taken 
an oath, as a member of Congress, or as an officer of the United States, or 
as a member of any State legislature, or as an executive or judicial officer 
of any State, to support the Constitution of the United States, shall have 
engaged in insurrection or rebellion against the same, or given aid or 
comfort to the enemies thereof. But Congress may by a vote of two-thirds 
of each House, remove such disability.

Section 4.

The validity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by 
law, including debts incurred for payment of pensions and bounties for 
services in suppressing insurrection or rebellion, shall not be questioned. 
But neither the United States nor any State shall assume or pay any debt or 
obligation incurred in aid of insurrection or rebellion against the United 
States, or any claim for the loss or emancipation of any slave; but all such 
debts, obligations and claims shall be held illegal and void.

Section 5.

The Congress shall have the power to enforce, by appropriate legislation, 
the provisions of this article.

*Changed by section 1 of the 26th amendment.

Amendment XV
Passed by Congress February 26, 1869. Ratified February 3, 1870.
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Section 1.

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—

Section 2.

The Congress shall have the power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.

Amendment XVI
Passed by Congress July 2, 1909. Ratified February 3, 1913.

Note: Article I, section 9, of the Constitution was modified by 
amendment 16.

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes on incomes, 
from whatever source derived, without apportionment among the several 
States, and without regard to any census or enumeration.

Amendment XVII
Passed by Congress May 13, 1912. Ratified April 8, 1913.

Note: Article I, section 3, of the Constitution was modified by the 17th 
amendment.

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, elected by the people thereof, for six years; and each 
Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
State legislatures.

When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the Senate, 
the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of election to fill 
such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of any State may empower 
the executive thereof to make temporary appointments until the people 
fill the vacancies by election as the legislature may direct.

This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 
Constitution.

Amendment XVIII
Passed by Congress December 18, 1917. Ratified January 16, 1919. 

Repealed by amendment 21.
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Section 1.

After one year from the ratification of this article the manufacture, sale, or 
transportation of intoxicating liquors within, the importation thereof into, 
or the exportation thereof from the United States and all territory subject 
to the jurisdiction thereof for beverage purposes is hereby prohibited.

Section 2.

The Congress and the several States shall have concurrent power to 
enforce this article by appropriate legislation.

Section 3.

This article shall be inoperative unless it shall have been ratified as an 
amendment to the Constitution by the legislatures of the several States, 
as provided in the Constitution, within seven years from the date of the 
submission hereof to the States by the Congress.

Amendment XIX
Passed by Congress June 4, 1919. Ratified August 18, 1920.

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 sex.

Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.

Amendment XX
Passed by Congress March 2, 1932. Ratified January 23, 1933.

Note: Article I, section 4, of the Constitution was modified by section 
2 of this amendment. In addition, a portion of the 12th amendment was 
superseded by section 3.

Section 1.

The terms of the President and the Vice President shall end at noon on 
the 20th day of January, and the terms of Senators and Representatives at 
noon on the 3d day of January, of the years in which such terms would 
have ended if this article had not been ratified; and the terms of their 
successors shall then begin.

Section 2.

The Congress shall assemble at least once in every year, and such 
meeting shall begin at noon on the 3d day of January, unless they shall by 
law appoint a different day.
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Section 3.

If, at the time fixed for the beginning of the term of the President, the 
President elect shall have died, the Vice President elect shall become 
President. If a President shall not have been chosen before the time 
fixed for the beginning of his term, or if the President elect shall have 
failed to qualify, then the Vice President elect shall act as President until 
a President shall have qualified; and the Congress may by law provide 
for the case wherein neither a President elect nor a Vice President shall 
have qualified, declaring who shall then act as President, or the manner 
in which one who is to act shall be selected, and such person shall act 
accordingly until a President or Vice President shall have qualified.

Section 4.

The Congress may by law provide for the case of the death of any of the 
persons from whom the House of Representatives may choose a President 
whenever the right of choice shall have devolved upon them, and for the 
case of the death of any of the persons from whom the Senate may choose 
a Vice President whenever the right of choice shall have devolved upon 
them.

Section 5.

Sections 1 and 2 shall take effect on the 15th day of October following 
the ratification of this article.

Section 6.

This article shall be inoperative unless it shall have been ratified as an 
amendment to the Constitution by the legislatures of three-fourths of the 
several States within seven years from the date of its submission.

Amendment XXI
Passed by Congress February 20, 1933. Ratified December 5, 1933.

Section 1.

The eighteenth article of amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States is hereby repealed.

Section 2.

The transportation or importation into any State, Territory, or Possession 
of the United States for delivery or use therein of intoxicating liquors, in 
violation of the laws thereof, is hereby prohibited.
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Section 3.

This article shall be inoperative unless it shall have been ratified as an 
amendment to the Constitution by conventions in the several States, as 
provided in the Constitution, within seven years from the date of the 
submission hereof to the States by the Congress.

Amendment XXII
Passed by Congress March 21, 1947. Ratified February 27, 1951.

Section 1.

No person shall be elected to the office of the President more than 
twice, and no person who has held the office of President, or acted as 
President, for more than two years of a term to which some other person 
was elected President shall be elected to the office of President more than 
once. But this Article shall not apply to any person holding the office 
of President when this Article was proposed by Congress, and shall not 
prevent any person who may be holding the office of President, or acting 
as President, during the term within which this Article becomes operative 
from holding the office of President or acting as President during the 
remainder of such term.

Section 2.

This article shall be inoperative unless it shall have been ratified as an 
amendment to the Constitution by the legislatures of three-fourths of the 
several States within seven years from the date of its submission to the 
States by the Congress.

Amendment XXIII
Passed by Congress June 16, 1960. Ratified March 29, 1961.

Section 1.

The District constituting the seat of Government of the United States 
shall appoint in such manner as Congress may direct:

A number of electors of President and Vice President equal to the 
whole number of Senators and Representatives in Congress to which the 
District would be entitled if it were a State, but in no event more than 
the least populous State; they shall be in addition to those appointed by 
the States, but they shall be considered, for the purposes of the election 
of President and Vice President, to be electors appointed by a State; and 
they shall meet in the District and perform such duties as provided by the 
twelfth article of amendment.
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Section 2.

The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.

Amendment XXIV
Passed by Congress August 27, 1962. Ratified January 23, 1964.

Section 1.

The right of citizens of the United States to vote in any primary or other 
election for President or Vice President, for electors for President or Vice 
President, or for Senator or Representative in Congress, shall not be 
denied or abridged by the United States or any State by reason of failure 
to pay poll tax or other tax.

Section 2.

The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.

Amendment XXV
Passed by Congress July 6, 1965. Ratified February 10, 1967.

Note: Article II, section 1, of the Constitution was affected by the 25th 
amendment.

Section 1.

In case of the removal of the President from office or of his death or 
resignation, the Vice President shall become President.

Section 2.

Whenever there is a vacancy in the office of the Vice President, the 
President shall nominate a Vice President who shall take office upon 
confirmation by a majority vote of both Houses of Congress.

Section 3.

Whenever the President transmits to the President pro tempore of 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives his written 
declaration that he is unable to discharge the powers and duties of his 
office, and until he transmits to them a written declaration to the contrary, 
such powers and duties shall be discharged by the Vice President as 
Acting President.
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Section 4.

Whenever the Vice President and a majority of either the principal 
officers of the executive departments or of such other body as Congress 
may by law provide, transmit to the President pro tempore of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives their written declaration 
that the President is unable to discharge the powers and duties of his 
office, the Vice President shall immediately assume the powers and duties 
of the office as Acting President.

Thereafter, when the President transmits to the President pro tempore 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives his written 
declaration that no inability exists, he shall resume the powers and 
duties of his office unless the Vice President and a majority of either 
the principal officers of the executive department or of such other 
body as Congress may by law provide, transmit within four days to the 
President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives their written declaration that the President is unable to 
discharge the powers and duties of his office. Thereupon Congress shall 
decide the issue, assembling within forty-eight hours for that purpose 
if not in session. If the Congress, within twenty-one days after receipt 
of the latter written declaration, or, if Congress is not in session, within 
twenty-one days after Congress is required to assemble, determines by 
two-thirds vote of both Houses that the President is unable to discharge 
the powers and duties of his office, the Vice President shall continue to 
discharge the same as Acting President; otherwise, the President shall 
resume the powers and duties of his office.

Amendment XXVI
Passed by Congress March 23, 1971. Ratified July 1, 1971.

Note: Amendment 14, section 2, of the Constitution was modified by 
section 1 of the 26th amendment.

Section 1.

The right of citizens of the United States, who are eighteen years of age 
or older, to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or 
by any State on account of age.

Section 2.

The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.
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Amendment XXVII
Originally proposed Sept. 25, 1789. Ratified May 7, 1992.

No law, varying the compensation for the services of the Senators and 
Representatives, shall take effect, until an election of representatives shall 
have intervened.
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