
America  lost a fine and 
dedicated patriot with the 
recent passing of Dr. W. 
Cleon Skousen. I am 
grateful to the work and 
patriotism of this wonder-
ful man; he was my 
wakeup call regarding the 
duty every citizen owes 
his country; and hence, 
the inspiration behind the 
founding of The New 

Hampshire Center for Constitutional Studies. 
God Bless you Dr. Skousen for your dedica-
tion and loyalty to the American Constitution 
and for all of your work teaching and propa-
gating the core principles upon which our 
Founding Fathers rested it. Thank you for 
touching my life in a way no one else except 
one of your caliber could. 

In lieu of my regular column, I offer the fol-
lowing tribute written by a longtime friend 
and former student of Dr. Skousen so that you 
might get to know him, be inspired to read and 
study him. For without his effort we may not 
have the American Constitution today.  

_Dianne Gilbert 

Before Hurricane Katrina flooded the tear 
ducts of our politicians and the vaults of our 
treasury, President Bush had us talking about 
America’s “ownership society.” This is one of 
the best things he has done. He did it promi-
nently in his reelection campaign. He did it 
bravely in relation to Social Security, which 
risks the outrage of the media and the votes of 
older people who always vote. If he did it in 
some ways foolishly, never mind. It showed 
promise because it had us talking about some-
thing central for a change. This question of 
ownership is at the heart of America. It always 
has been. 

“No taxation without representation” echoed 
in the hearts and spirits of our fathers because 
it called up the ideas they held most dear. If 
you may not tax me except as my representa-
tive, then for the same reason you may not 
govern me except by my consent. If you can-
not take my property except by law and with 
difficulty, then my title to my property is real. 
It is truly mine. I own it. And if James Madi-
son is to be believed, my ownership of my 
property stands on just the same footing as my 
entitlement to speak my mind or to say my 
prayers or to vote my conscience. 

It is therefore no accident that the Virginia 
Declaration of Rights, when it lists our inher-
ent rights, mentions the “means of acquiring 
and possessing property” alongside life, lib-
erty, and the pursuit of happiness and safety. 
This document was adopted on June 12, 1776, 
less than a month before the Declaration of 
Independence, and Thomas Jefferson turned to 
it in the writing of the Declaration. Several 
people voted for ratification of both docu-
ments. 
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It is therefore no acci-
dent that the Bill of Rights 
in regard to the federal 
government, and the 14th 
Amendment in regard to 
the states, protects against 
the deprivation of our 
“life, liberty, or property” 
without due process of 
law. 

It is therefore no acci-
dent that the idea of one 
man owning another man was condemned by 
our Founders, some of them slaveholders them-
selves who were, and who knew they were, con-
demning themselves. Our right to our property, 
by their principles, stems from the same source 
as our right to all things that naturally belong to 
us, including our bodies, our conscience, and 
our relationship with our Maker. One man, said 
Abraham Lincoln famously, has no right to eat 
the bread wrung from the sweat of other men’s 
faces.  

If this question of the ownership society is 
controversial today, it is another among many 
signs that we are in a time of fundamental dis-
pute. If it has been engulfed for a moment by 
the Gulf of Mexico, it will come back nonethe-
less for two reasons: first, because it is engraved 
upon us by our first coming together; and sec-
ond, because it is in jeopardy today.  

The Direct Assault on Property Rights 
This jeopardy is plain in several facts of direct 

relation to the right to property, and in several 
indirectly related, through their implications for 
constitutional government.  

Start with the direct. The right to property 
stands now, after a generation of court rulings 
and political practices, upon a different footing. 
This is true at every level of government, from 
all three branches of the federal government 
down to the smallest tribunal in the smallest 
hamlet. Which property owner, wishing to build 
a house or expand a factory, does not fear exac-
tions, delays and denials that may ensue any-
where and are bound to ensue wherever land is 
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The Character of W. Cleon Skousen 
_By Earl Taylor Jr. 

Last month we recounted the wonderful facts 
in the life of Dr. W. Cleon Skousen. Through-
out this last month, as I have contemplated the 
contributions that he made during his life, I 
could not help but think about the number of 
occasions in which I was privileged to be per-
sonally tutored by Dr. Skousen. The following 
are from observations I made during the many 
times I was fortunate enough to be with him. 
These are characteristics which have helped 
me smooth out some rough edges in my own 
life. 

Always Welcomed... Though Not Always 
Convenient for him.  

For several years during the mid 1980s, we 
had the privilege of hosting Dr. Skousen and 
his wife in Arizona for a few weeks during the 
winter. It was the time he was writing The 
Making of America. We would try to keep oth-
ers from knowing he was in town, an idea that 
was blown the first time he went to church. He 
would write during the day or night, but     
preferred the night when he would be undis-

(Continued on Page 4-Dr. Skousen ) 
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Biographical Sketch: Fisher Ames ~ The American Demosthenes  

of the Scriptures.  He believed that, “No one ever be-
came, or can become truly eloquent without being a 
reader of the Bible, and an admirer of the purity and 
sublimity of its language.”  His teaching years served 
as school for him as well as his students. 
By 1778 Mr. Ames had begun his study of law with 

Boston attorney William Tudor.  He was admitted to 
the bar in 1781.  For seven years his practice grew but 
he was destined for more than a lucrative legal career.  
When the state entered the turmoil of Shays’ Rebel-
lion in 1786 he entered the political arena in defense 
of a strong central government posting essays written 
under the Latin pseudonyms of ‘Lucius Junius Brutus’ 
or ‘Camillus.’  At the Massachusetts State Ratifica-
tion Convention he represented the town of Dedham.  
His two speeches in support of the representative re-
public established by the Constitution were well re-
ceived and the Federalists were impressed.   
“Much has been said about the people divesting 

t h e ms el ve s  o f 
power, when they 
delegate it to rep-
resentatives; and 
that all representa-
tion is to their dis-
advantage, because 
it is but an image, 
a copy; fainter and 
more imperfect 
than the original, 
the people, in 
whom the light of 

power is primary and unborrowed, which is only re-
flected by their delegates. I cannot agree to either of 
these opinions. The representation of the people is 
something more than the people. I know, sir, but one 
purpose which the people can effect without delega-
tion, and that is to destroy a government. That they 
cannot erect a government, is evinced by our being 
thus assembled on their behalf. . . .I think it will not 
be denied that the people are gainers by the election 
of representatives. They may destroy, but they cannot 
exercise, the powers of government in person, but by 
their servants they govern: they do not renounce their 
power; they do not sacrifice their rights; they become 
the true sovereigns of the country when they delegate 
that power, which they cannot use themselves to their 
trustees.” 
He was elected to a seat in the State House of Repre-

sentatives in May of 1788.  There he would devise the 
plan adopted for the election of Federal Representa-
tives.  In December, running as a last minute candi-
date in the district of Suffolk, he was elected to that 
office.  He won by 7 votes over two other candidates, 
including the notorious Sam Adams. 
For the next 8 years he served faithfully as Boston’s 

Representative to Congress.  He never requested a 
leave of absence and left his historical mark through 
energetic oratory with a steadfast conviction that 
central government must have a strong founda-
tion.  His precise understanding of the role and 
nature of representative government is clearly seen 
through his repulsion of democracy. “A democ-
racy is a volcano which conceals the fiery materials 
of its own destruction. These will produce an 
eruption and carry desolation in their way.”  ”The 
known propensity of a democracy is to licentious-
ness which the ambitious call, and the ignorant 

 The last battle of the 
Revolutionary War may 
have been fought in 
Springfield, Massachu-
setts in 1787.  This ‘last 
battle’ is extremely sig-
nificant.  The events 
leading to it illustrate 
clearly the inability of 
the Articles of Confed-
eration to provide effec-
tive leadership for the 

new nation.  It was also this failure to perform 
that inspired a quiet, eloquent lawyer from 
Dedham, Massachusetts to take center stage as 
a notable, quotable founding father of Amer-
ica. 
Home from the war many soldiers in Massa-

chusetts, particularly farmers, naturally found 
their property in disarray.  It would take some 
time to make the land productive again.  Al-
though many of these men held promissory 
notes from a loosely constructed Federal gov-
ernment they had no real money.  Many of 
them had already sold their notes for less than 
valued just to get home and reorganize.  They 
had left with debts; they returned in greater 
debt. Land taxes increased, lien holders be-
came more and more aggressive and, unable 
to meet his financial obligation, man after man 
ended up in debtor’s prison.  The Massachu-
setts legislature refused to stop foreclosures or 
keep debt-ridden farmers out of prison.  The 
farmers near Worcester took matters into their 
own hands. 
Captain Daniel Shays was a respected and 

decorated war hero.  Dismayed by the current 
situation, frustrated by the Senate’s inactivity 
and coaxed by his neighbors he agreed to lead 
a protest.  In the ensuing days rebels closed 
courthouses so that judgments against debts 
could not be made.  In September of 1786 the 
insurgents forced the Supreme Court in Spring-
field to adjourn.  The State was still reluctant to get 
involved, first refusing and then unable to call to-
gether an army.  The national government, operating 
under the Articles of Confederation, authorized the 
raising of troops to combat the rebels but was power-
less to raise the financing.  Finally, the wealthy busi-
nessmen of Boston with Governor James Bowdoin’s 
support hired an army of 4400 men to defeat Shays 
and his followers.  On January 25, 1787 the protes-
tors moved to take over the Armory at Springfield.  
But before the Army from Boston arrived the local 
militia staved off the attack and Shays’ Rebellion was 
effectively ended.  The legacy of Fisher Ames was just 
beginning. 
Fisher Ames was born on April 9, 1758.  His father, 

Daniel, was a physician, innkeeper and almanac 
maker.  Young Fisher learned much of public affairs 
by listening to the heated but friendly discussions of 
the inn’s patrons.  His father’s death, when Fisher 
was 6, increased his mother’s desire for her son’s for-
mal education.  That year he began a study of Latin 
and through her urging he was accepted into Harvard 
College at the age of twelve.   
After graduating he began to teach in his hometown.  

During those years he read everything he could find.  
He memorized with great delight many excerpts from 
English poets.  He admired Virgil.  He was a student 

believe to be liberty.”  "A government by the passions 
of the multitude, or, no less correctly, according to the 
vices, and ambitions of their leaders is a democracy." 
An example of his regard for the centrality and 

strength of the Federal government is his support for 
notions like a Bank of the United States.  This based on 
Congress’ Constitutional ability “to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper. . .” This same 
clause led him to agree with a proposal for government 
subsidy to support a Mr. Amelung’s glass factory.  
He vociferously defended a site on the Susquehanna 

River for the seat of Federal Government.  This would, 
of course, have been more beneficial for New England.  
Or at least, less beneficial for New York or Philadel-
phia.   He called the debate "this despicable Grog shop 
contest, whether the taverns of N. York or Philaa. shall 
get the custom of Congress." "I would not find fault 
with Fort Pitt [Pittsburgh], if we could . . . proceed in 
peace and quietness."   
His brilliant oratorical skills did not always win his 

case.  The earliest example of this is also the most sig-
nificant.  His support for a superior central government 
made him a Federalist.  As such he was leery of any 
amendments to the Constitution which limited the 
power of that government. He believed that through 
these additions "the government was laid prostrate, 
and every artery ceased to beat."  He urged that the 
First Congress not go quickly into a discussion of pro-
posed alterations to the recently ratified Constitution.  
He objected both to the timing of the amendments and 
to the substantial changes they projected.  It was an 
objection disregarded. He failed to win support.   
But Fisher Ames was a patriotic realist. Although he 
once said, “All political parties die at last by swallow-
ing their own lies,” he was not willing to let that hap-
pen. The cohesion of this new nation was more impor-
tant than his ideals.  So he joined amiably in the debate 
on the Bill of Rights.  So active was his role in the dis-
cussion that he is regarded as the author of the first 
amendment.  The House of Representatives accepted 
this first clause motivated by Mr. Ames.  "Congress 
shall make no law establishing religion, or to prevent 
the free exercise thereof, or to infringe the rights of 
conscience."  A conference committee of House and Sen-
ate agreed on the version as we now have it. "Congress 
shall make no law respecting an establishment of relig-
ion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof."   
Fisher Ames love for true patriotism is aptly expressed 

in this way. “Is it possible for a real American to look 
at the prosperity of this country without some desire 
for its continuance—without some respect for the 
measures which, many will say, produce, and all will 
confess, have preserved it?”  He returned to Massachu-
setts in 1797 where he continued his law practice and 
served on the Governor’s Council.  He died on July 4, 
1808 as one biographer says, without a blemish on his 
character.  

_By Lee Button —Vice-Chairman of NHCCS 

“Congress shall 
make no law 
establishing  

religion, or to  
prevent the free  
exercise thereof, 

or to infringe  
the rights of  
conscience.” 

_Fisher Ames 
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Our duty is to frame a government friendly to 
liberty and rights of mankind, which will tend 
to cherish and cultivate love of liberty among 
our citizens.  If this government becomes op-

pressive it will be by de-
grees: It will aim at its 
end by disseminating sen-
timents of government 
opposite to republican-
ism; and proceed from 
step to step in depriving 
the people of a share in 
the government. 

_Melancton Smith 
New York Ratifying Convention 1788 

We must make our election between econ-
omy and liberty, or profusion and servitude.  
If we run into such debts as that we must be 
taxed in our meat and in our drink, in our ne-
cessities, for our callings and our creeds, as 
the people of England are, our people, like 
them, must come to labor sixteen hours in the 
twenty-four, give the earnings of fifteen of 
these to the government for their debts and 
daily expenses; and the sixteenth being insuf-
ficient to afford us bread, we must live, as 
they now do, on oatmeal and potatoes; have 
no time to think, no means of calling the mis-
managers to account; but be glad to obtain 
subsistence by hiring ourselves to rivet their 
chains on the necks of our fellow-sufferers...
This example reads to us the salutary lesson, 
that private fortunes are destroyed by public as 
well as by private extravagance.  And this is 
the tendency of all human governments.  A 
departure from principle in one instance be-
comes a precedent for a second; that second 
for a third; and so, till the bulk of the society 
is reduced to be mere automatons of misery, 
and to have no sensibilities left but for sinning 
and suffering. 

_Thomas Jefferson to Samuel Kercheval, 1816 
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Picture a snowball that 
has just rolled down a 
long hill. At the top it 
was small and would fit 
into your hand. By the 
time it reaches the bot-
tom it is bloated and too 
massive to be handled 
easily. Closer inspection 
would show that it had 
picked up more than 
snow on its journey. It 
would be filled with 

stones, leaves, twigs and other useless sun-
dries it gathered from the hillside. It is no 
longer a larger version of its beginning but a 
mass of debris without purpose or use. The 
snowball had grown because of the addition of 
rubbish which could not justify its existence 
alone.  

Bureaucratic entities are like that snowball. 
They become engorged with hangers-on who 
appear not to be able to find useful work out-
side of the government. The federal Depart-
ment of Education is a perfect example of that 
runaway snowball. It is distending and use-
less, becoming in its travels much like an evil 
monster from a horror movie. No matter how 
many times it is killed, it keeps returning to 
frighten you.  
When the National Education Association 

used its bully pulpit to help elect Jimmie 
Carter, they received their plumb award -- a 
cabinet level Department of Education. This 
was in violation of the 10th Amendment. If 
Carter wasn’t aware of this, he should not 
have been president. If he was, he should not 
have been president. If the NEA did not know 
about this, they must have had poor teachers 
indeed -- probably members if its union.  
Presidents Reagan, Bush, Clinton, and Bush 

should have immediately dismantled any cabi-
net post that violated the Constitution -- par-
ticularly the Department of Education. In-
stead, like Topsy, it just growed and growed, 
until it is now an unsightly mess of graft, cor-
ruption, and stupidity.  
Under George II, through his program of No 

Child Left Behind (NCLB), the DoE has been 
given a role in shaping the schools in this na-
tion that even the NEA had never envisioned. 
The cost under Bush II, has reached obscene 
levels with no end to the gouging of taxpayers 
in sight. What is seldom mentioned is that the 
amount allocated to the NCLB debacle is 
merely the tip of the iceberg.  
In order for states to receive money, they 

must apply. This means that the federal DoE 
must set up some kind of criteria. These 
guidelines are worked out by faceless bureau-
crats in the government whose salaries are in 

of the students rather than the expanded pock-
etbooks of educational bureaucrats. Look 
around and see how many young lives have 
been ruined by what is passing for education 
in the classrooms of the US. How many 
graduates have the capabilities to do more 
than ask, “Shall I supersize your order?” 
Make no mistake about it. These bloated 

schools will continue to demand more and 
more money with fewer and fewer positive 
results. And when the taxpayers can no longer 
afford the expanded taxes commanded by the 
schools, there’s always eminent domain which 
will turn their property into a WalMart or 
gambling casino. 
Remember the old adage: Those who can -- 

do. Those who can’t do -- teach. Add to that: 
Those who can’t do or teach -- work for the 
Department of Education and receive inflated 
paychecks. 
Call your representative and senators. Ask 

them if they know that the Department of 
Education is unconstitutional and what they 
are going to do about it. We all know the an-
swer. But we do have to be somewhat kind to 
them -- after all they attended government 
schools. Romelle Winters is Public Relations Chairman for NHCCS. 

reverse proportion to their value to the edu-
cation of our children. The state must then 
hire its own bureaucrats to write grant appli-
cations, using a myriad of printed informa-
tion developed by the people in DC. The ap-
plication is then sent in and must be re-
viewed by other overpaid pencil pushers. 
They must determine whether the state is 
willing to implement the various, useless 
programs that the educators and sociologists 
have determined are necessary to teach the 
chiiilllldddrrreeennnn. The voucher is then 
sent to the state which must begin to deter-
mine what the gobbled-goop people in 
Washington were talking about -- and what 
their grant writers had agreed should be the 
standard. In order to do this, the state must 
hire people who are familiar with the lan-
guage of educatorese -- a mixture of non-
sense, psychobabble, and idiocy.  
Once accepted, these people must then re-

write the guidelines so it is somewhat more 
intelligible to teachers who may or may not 
be able to actually read the directives -- de-
pending on their knowledge of phonics. 
There are also endless reports to be sent to 
DC to prove that the state is in compliance 
with the goals of NCLB. (I suspect there is 
no need to be too careful about these be-
cause they are not understandable by any 
species in this world or Rozwell.) People are 
hired in Washington to read these reports 
and chuckle or cluck about their effective-
ness.  
A short time later, after the state imple-

ments the nonsense programs required by 
the feds, they discover the money has dried 
up. The full cost now relies on the taxpayers 
of the state whose property taxes go higher 
and higher with fewer and fewer results. But, 
never fear, the DoE has more interesting 
programs it wants the states to implement 
and the expensive process begins again. \ 
At the state level, their own Department of 

Education attempts to justify its existence by 
issuing standard tests. It is proclaimed that 
the students are doing better and better under 
the “progressive” education they receive. 
Unfortunately, that education has nothing to 
do with knowledge, learning, or reality. It 
has everything to do about how effective the 
ineffective programs mandated are doing to 
dumb down our children.  
If anyone doubts the growing twaddle in 

our schools, go to the want ads and look at 
the employment section. Find the jobs avail-
able in the schools and ask yourself how 
many are needed, how many are productive 
and how many even make sense. You might 
also wonder how any of these positions actu-
ally contribute to the expanded knowledge 
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(Continued from Page 1 - Dr. Larry P. Arnn) 
dear? 

Right here in southern Michigan, some local 
officials oppose in principle the “conversion 
of public land to private,” as when a property 
owner might take control of the unused alley 
behind his house. These officials have forgot-
ten, if they knew it, that Michigan was part of 
the Northwest Territory. Almost the whole of 
that territory was converted en masse to pri-
vate use, else we in Michigan would have no-
where to build our homes. The Northwest Or-
dinance, and the Land Ordinance of 1785 that 
preceded it, are among the finest pieces of leg-
islation ever passed. They mark a turning 
away from the use of land and property as a 
means of control. They part from the practice 
of the Czar of this and the King of that, that 
only the Czar and the King may say who owns 
what and who does what with it. We are the 
first people fully to recognize that the public 
interest is best served when private people 
hold the means of their own existence in their 
own hands.  

In the notorious Kelo v. New London deci-
sion this last summer, the Supreme Court has 
decided that the property of one can be taken 
and given to another so that the other may 
make more money and pay more taxes with it. 
The old man in his childhood home, and the 
widow in the dwelling where she raised her 
children, are no longer secure in their abodes. 
The Fifth Amendment states: “Nor shall pri-
vate property be taken for public use without 
just compensation.” There is no provision in 
the document for the taking of private land for 
other private uses.  

In Lucas v. South Carolina in 1992, several 
members of the Supreme Court opined that 
Mr. Lucas could be deprived of the use of his 
property without compensation, so long as any 
small use was left to him. One Justice was of 
the opinion that Mr. Lucas should be happy so 
long as he was allowed to picnic and camp 
upon his parcel. The land in question was on 
the sea shore, and Mr. Lucas had bought it at 
great expense. There were houses to the left 
and right of him. He did manage finally to 
prevail, though after years of litigation and 
massive expense.  

Mr. Lucas came out better than poor Susette 
Kelo. She had purchased a little pink house on 
the river that had been her dream. The family 
of one of her neighbors had lived in the region 
since 1895. Another lives next door to his par-
ents, who have owned the residence since the 
19th century (I know these facts from the 
splendid Institute for Justice, who represented 
Ms. Kelo).  

These takings of land upon the least pretext, 
and the heavy regulation of land use at every 
level of government, form the direct assault 
upon the principle of ownership. The indirect 
assault is equally dangerous and much more 
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(Continued from Page 1—Dr. Skousen) 
turbed. I had the 
pleasant task of going 
to his apartment peri-
odically and carrying 
each chapter to the 
post office to be sent 
back to headquarters. 
I always hesitated go-
ing because I never 
knew when he was 
napping. Once in a 
while when he came 
to the door, I could 

tell I had awakened him, but he would wel-
come me in as though he was just expecting 
me, sit me down, offer me food and drink, ask 
about my welfare, tell me of some exciting 
thought he had written about, and share per-
haps some personal insights which I have 
come to treasure. I cannot recall one time 
when he made me feel the time of my visit 
was inconvenient for him, even though I knew 
I had disturbed his routine. Those interviews 
have become precious memories for me. 

A Grateful Person.  
Dr. Skousen made many friends during his 

lifetime and some were closely involved with 
him in the work of teaching the Founding Fa-
thers’ formula for freedom, particularly after 
he founded the Freemen Institute. On several 
occasions, he would remark to me how grate-
ful he was for those few people who really 
stuck with him through thick and thin. He said 
to me that he had seen a lot of people come 
into the freedom effort. Many were very tal-
ented. They would stay for a while and con-
tribute greatly to the cause, then for whatever 
reason, would fade into the background and 
pursue other courses. He said that, for what-
ever reason, there are very few that had really 
stuck with him in this effort. For those he was 
particularly grateful. 
I have seen Dr. Skousen in times of great dis-

appointment, when those whom he thought 
were his true friends turned out to be lesser 
friends. Perhaps they were still supportive of 
the cause, but they were not as involved as 
perhaps they could be. Over the years, some 
people have made great promises to him, 
promises of financial support, promises of in-
volvement, but as it is with human beings, 
sometimes performance does not always fol-
low promises. But I never found him to be 
really very critical, just observant. One time 
he expressed to me the feeling he had that he 
was so grateful that the Lord had so blessed 
him so as to be able to be involved in this 
work on a fulltime basis.  
“The Law Should Apply to Everyone Equally.  
One of the interesting anecdotes which Dr. 

Skousen discussed with me one time was the 
way in which he solved the problem of fixing 
tickets for politicians when he was Chief of 
Police of Salt Lake City. In his book, Notes 
for the New Chief, he writes as follows: 
“Nothing destroys confidence in traffic en-
forcement faster than ticket-fixing. There was 
a time when politicians counted ticket-fixing 
as part of the spoils of winning an election. To 
be a "somebody" at city hall a politician had to 
be able to take care of tickets for personal or 
political friends. This corruption of the judi-
cial process was not only demoralizing to po-
lice personnel but it also turned out to be bad 

politics. 
“Inevitably those "insiders" who got their 

tickets fixed bragged about it to show how 
much influence they had. As the word got 
around, the public set up such a howl of pro-
test against these crooked practices that most 
states succeeded in driving such practices 
out of existence or greatly minimizing them. 
“One of the first things a new chief should 

establish with his mayor and city council is 
that every ticket must be cleared through 
court. If tickets are written in triplicate and 
officers are made to account for every ticket 
issued (appropriately explaining any which 
are canceled) it is possible to prevent the re-
vival of the ticket-fixing bugaboo. 
“Recently, one chief induced his mayor and 

city council to deliberately park their cars 
where they would get tickets. Each official 
then paid his ticket in due course and 
proudly displayed the receipt in his office 
with a sign saying: ‘The only way to fix it is 
to pay it.’ 
“The local press played up the incident with 

pictures and stories. The politicians found 
themselves praised for such unpolitical be-
havior and it gave the chief the authority to 
say to his department: ‘Officials of our city 
expect no preferential treatment. Our mayor 
and city council support the department in its 
policy of impartial enforcement.’ 
“No Chief will miss the significance of this 

kind of announcement in raising the morale 
of a police department!” 

An Honest Scholar.  
One of the things I greatly admired about 

Dr. Skousen is the fact that if his research 
produced a conclusion, he would not depart 
from it. Some people have been very critical 
of Dr. Skousen for drawing certain conclu-
sions from his study of history. I have come 
to learn that those persons usually have cer-
tain agendas by which they are driven and 
want history to prove them right so badly, 
that they reject the literal meaning of histori-
cal fact and research. You will notice that 
Dr. Skousen's works are always very well 
footnoted. That's because some people, who 
have desired other conclusions, have ac-
cused him of poor research or drawing his 
own conclusions. As I personally have fol-
lowed the footnotes which he has given, I 
have not only found them to be accurate, 
scholarly work, but I have realized, after 
reading those sources, that I would come to 
the same conclusion he did. 

An honest researcher is always open to 
new ideas which will be developed by fur-
ther and newer research. I have heard Dr. 
Skousen say on numerous occasions, that he 
has done it as good as he could; that perhaps 
others can do it better; and, if others discover 
new research or new facts he would wel-
come it, but he has done it the best he could 
from the research that was available to him. 
To me, that's an honest scholar. 
Once in a while, as I move about the nation 

teaching the message of the Founding Fa-
thers, I am confronted by someone who says, 
“Well, I don't agree with a Cleon Skousen”. 
My response is usually: “What specifically 
don't you agree with him on?” The person 
usually can't come up with specifics, but 
says he just heard such comments from    
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(Continued from Page 4 - Dr. Larry P. Arnn) 
general. Ultimately, it is an assault upon con-
stitutional government itself. To understand 
this, we must think for just a minute about the 
foundation of the right to property and our 
other natural rights.  

Why Limited Government? 
The key to understanding natural rights lies 

in the word “nature.” It means the essential 
attribute of anything, whatever makes a thing 
what it is. It also means, for living things, the 
process of begetting and growth by which 
they come to be and thrive. \ 
The Founders were keen students of this sub-

ject. They located the nature of man above the 
beasts and below God. Being imperfect—
partaking of the divine but not divine—man is 
capable of both good and evil. Free from the 
government of iron instinct, he must govern 
himself. Government is therefore necessary, 
and also natural, to the human being. But in 
forming governments, we must remember that 
those who hold the power of government are 
human, too. They, too, are capable of evil. 
And so for the same reason that government is 
necessary, it is necessary that it be limited. In 
Federalist 51 Madison writes:  
But what is government itself but the greatest of all reflec-
tions on human nature? If men were angels, no government 
would be necessary. If angels were to govern men, neither 

external nor internal controls on government would be 
necessary.  

Madison is writing here about the organiz-
ing principle of the Constitution: separation of 
powers. That principle means simply that all 
the powers of government are not to be united 
in a single set of hands.  

Separation of powers is one of the two chief 
safeguards built into the Constitution against 
unlimited or despotic government. The other 
is enumeration. This principle means simply 
that certain things are delegated to the federal 
government to do. There are many of these 
things, and they are important. They make, 
and they are meant to make, a powerful gov-
ernment, a government powerful enough to 
defend our rights against enemies foreign and 
domestic. But although it is to be a powerful 
government, it is to be also a finite govern-
ment. It may do the things enumerated, but not 
others.  

Madison had written earlier, in Federalist 
10, that the “first object” of government is to 
protect the “diversity in the faculties of men,” 
in which property rights originate. Govern-
ment must, Madison is saying, begin with the 
job of protecting property. This is the first step 
toward protecting what he will later define as 
the “permanent and aggregate interest” of the 
society. Only a government whose powers are 
divided, and only a government that is limited 
in scope, can be trusted effectively to protect 
civil and religious freedom, of which the right 
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How’s Your  Constitutional IQ ? 

1. Two of South Carolina’s delegates to the  
Constitutional Convention had the same first 
and last names.  What was their name? 

2. Name the month and year the Constitutional 
Convention first officially met in session? 

3. What was the first act of Thomas Jefferson as a 
legislator in Virginia? 

4. Name one of the two ancient peoples Thomas 
Jefferson proposed to memorialize on the official 
seal of the United States? 

5. Can the Congress appropriate money to be  
expended over a period of ten years on advanced 
laser weapons? 

6. During 1787, did all of the southern states vote 
to outlaw slavery in the future states? 

7. Which Article of the Constitution is the longest? 
8. Suppose a judge commits treason or some other 

serious crime.  Which government body can 
bring impeachment charges against him? 

1)Charles Pinckney, the men were cousins. 2) May 14, 1787 
3) He introduced a measure providing for the gradual elimina-
tion of slavery. 4) The Israelites and the Anglo Saxons. 5) No. 
The Constitution restricts military appropriations to a maximum 
of two years. 6) Yes. They did this by passing the Northwest 
Ordinance in 1787. 7) Article 1 which deals with the legislative  
department. 8) The House of Representatives 

Answers 
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to property is a key element. Only such a gov-
ernment will leave room for people to tend to 
their own subsistence by the accumulation of 
the fruits of their own labor. Winston Churchill, 
especially when he was protesting against the 
carelessness of generals with human life and 
property, liked to say that in a free society, 
money must be allowed “to fructify in the pock-
ets of the people.”  

Make no mistake, then, that the condition of 
the ownership society, as it was conceived by 
those who built the first one ever to exist, was a 
government limited in scope, economical in 
function, devoting its powerful yet finite author-
ity to the protection of individual rights, cor-
rectly conceived.  

The “Rights” Revolution 
“Correctly conceived” is precisely the problem 

today. The ownership society is, as President 
Bush says, in jeopardy. It is in jeopardy because 
government has now grown beyond every con-
stitutional bounds. Over the past generation, our 
government has been transformed to undertake 
any project, however remote, miniscule, or lo-
cal. There is no interest, however isolated, paro-
chial, or private, in which it will not meddle. 
This is unmistakably a change of constitutional 
proportion, a change in the very way we live. 
As it continues, it will necessarily alter not only 
our relation to the government, but also our 
habits of mind and the disposition of our char-
acter.  
Like most powerful and sustained movements 

in American history, this one begins with a 
variation on our central idea. This variation has 
a strong appeal, and there is good in it. That ac-
counts for its strength. It is, however, contradic-
tory of our central idea and destructive of the 
benefits that originally flowed from it.  
The variation is explained beautifully in the 

short message Franklin Roosevelt sent to Con-
gress in 1944 regarding an “Economic Bill of 
Rights.” The theme of this message is plainly 
revolutionary, even if on the surface it pretends 
only to complete the work done by the Ameri-
can Founders. The rights articulated by the 
Founders, Roosevelt says, are “inadequate,” be-
cause “necessitous men are not free men.” 
These “economic truths” have become 
“accepted as self-evident.” They require a “new 
bill of rights.” He proceeds to list the compo-
nents in this new bill of rights. The list is com-
pelling in a way that is evident all about us. To-
day we are constantly making new bills of 
rights: the Victim’s Bill of Rights; the Patient’s 
Bill of Rights; the Academic Bill of Rights; 
soon enough, the Aardvark’s Bill of Rights 
Roosevelt’s list is compelling because it is a 

list of good, even vital things. The list includes 
the right to a job, to food and clothing, to medi-
cal care and to an education. These things are 
indeed valuable and some of them necessary to 
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Page 6 Original Intent 

Continued from Page 4—Dr. Skousen 
others. 
Dr. Skousen was always 
a person who never 
wanted to hurt or dispar-
age another person. He 
would go out of his way 
to make another person 
feel good, even a person 
who didn't agree with 
him. I always thought it 
interesting, and perhaps 
to him it was a little dif-

ficult, that while it was not in his nature to 
spread gossip about others and to try to cast 
others in a negative light, still, as an honest 
researcher, he had to sometimes conclude that 
there had been some very unscrupulous char-
acters, even ones in places of great influence, 
who had worked tirelessly to destroy our God-
given freedom.  

Always Teaching.  
One of the remarkable things I learned and 

observed from Dr. Skousen was that, of the 
many times I was with him, I always came 
away having learned something. Whether it 
was an encounter for just a few minutes or if it 
was a time I was with him for several hours, I 
do not recall a time when I didn't come away 
having learned something. I don't know 
whether it was intentional on his part or 
whether it was just the way he was, but he was 
always teaching. I remember feeling on many 
occasions that, even though he wanted to hear 
my opinion on things, I always wanted to hear 
from him, because it seemed that what I had to 
say was always so trite. And I knew that if I 
listened intently to what he was saying, I 
would always learn something much more in-
teresting. 

We could all benefit by implementing this 
characteristic in our own life, but I have a long 
way to go to make my teaching as interesting 
and appealing as what I found Dr. Skousen's 
to be. 

Moderation and Softness in His Teaching.  
Even though the subjects he taught were 

based on solid principles and to him were 
“cut-and-dried”, so to speak, his approach to 
teaching them was so soft and moderate that 
he endeared his students to him as they 
learned. In the subject of politics, it is easy to 
take fixed, immovable positions, especially 
when one believes his opinion is based on 
solid, timely principles. Many times I ob-
served Dr. Skousen's masterful art of influ-
ence in bringing people around to his conclu-
sions without appearing overbearing. He may 
have been taught this by one of his admired 
mentors, Benjamin Franklin, who said: 
“I made it a rule to forbear all direct contradiction to the 

sentiments of others, and all positive assertion of my own. 
I even forbid myself, agreeably to the old laws of our Junto, 
the use of every word or expression in the language that 
imported a fixed opinion, such as certainly, undoubtedly, 
etc., and I adopted, instead of them, I conceive, I appre-
hend, or I imagine a thing to be so or so, or it so appears to 
me at present. When another asserted something that I 
thought an error, I denied myself the pleasure of contra-
dicting him abruptly and of showing immediately some ab-
surdity in his proposition; and in answering, I began by ob-
serving that in certain cases or circumstances his opinion 
would be right, but in the present case there appeared or 
seemed to me some difference, etc. I soon found the     

advantage of this change in my manner; the conversations 
I engaged in went on more pleasantly. The modest way in 
which I proposed my opinions procured them a readier 
reception and less contradiction; I had less mortification 
when I was found to be in the wrong, and I more easily pre-
vailed with others to give up their mistakes and join with 
me when I happened to be in the right.” 

An Unselfish Man  
Dr. Skousen expressed to me that the Lord 

had so blessed him on several occasions with 
such success in his writing that he was able to 
accumulate a little savings. With these funds 
he was able to found the Freemen Institute. To 
my knowledge, he never took any money in 
the way of salary or wages. Some of his ex-
penses would be paid by the organization, 
which relied wholly on contributions from 
many people, but he never took any for him-
self. As a matter of fact, he was quite embar-
rassed that perhaps just the appearance of 
some personal expenditure might look to oth-
ers that he was somehow benefiting personally 
from the contributions of others. 
Some will remember in the early 1980s, 

when a good friend offered to sell him his 
used Lincoln Town Car at a price lower than a 
used Ford or Chevy would have cost him. Dr. 
Skousen needed another car, but was embar-
rassed to even think about what others would 
think if he went around driving this fancy Lin-
coln Town Car. He decided to buy it from his 
generous friend, but would always park it 
around the back and out of sight so that others 
would not think he was using their contribu-
tions to enrich himself. 
Quite contrary to that situation, I know of 

several occasions when he personally paid for 
expenses or other obligations incurred by peo-
ple at the Freemen Institute just to help them 
out or prevent embarrassment—all in the spirit 
of furthering the cause. 

God Favors Actions...Not Merely Words.  
Perhaps no writing about Dr. Skousen could 

better portray the character of this man better 
than what he wrote himself. In his book, The 
Third Thousand Years, Dr. Skousen entitles 
his first chapter, “Who are God's Chosen Peo-
ple?” Here, in part, is what he wrote: 

“Across the sweeping vista of human history there are 
whole chapters of blood-soaked pages which tell the tor-
turous tales of brutal and passionate men who tried to set 
up a master race. With satanic zeal they set out to conquer 
the whole earth. Down through the ages, these sword-
wielding conquerors emerged singly and in clusters from 
the major nations -- the Babylonians, the Assyrians, the 
Medes, the Persians, the Egyptians, the Greeks, the Ro-
mans, the Mongols and the Moslems. 

Today, the fallen, broken monuments of their fleeting 
glory lie crumbling in the dust. 

But the tragic lessons they left for history seem wasted 
on many modern minds. The things which ancient greed 
and ferocious brutality failed to do, certain power-hungry 
men of modern times think they yet can do. They still seek 
to build by force and fear a master race which will become 
an "instrument of destiny." The Napoleons, Kaisers, Hitlers, 
Mussolinis, Tojos, and Stalins of modern centuries are 
merely the more recent counterparts of the Caesars, 
Pharaohs, emperors, kings and khans of the historic past.” 

God's Ways Are Not Man's Ways 
In contrast to all of this, God has proposed a completely 

different kind of leadership. God's plan does not call for a 
master race, but a society of "master servants," inspired 

(Continued on Page 8 - Dr. Skousen) 
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life. And yet they differ from the list of rights 
in the original Bill of Rights, as Roosevelt ad-
mits. While admitting the difference, he con-
ceals the nature of the difference. The rights 
protected in the original Bill of Rights do not 
demand anything of another except their rec-
ognition. One may pray all he pleases, and 
others are left free to pray or not, and with all 
their property intact. Short of slander, libel, or 
treason, one may say what he pleases and do 
no harm to another. We may come together, or 
as the Bill of Rights says, we may “assemble,” 
and so long as we do not obstruct the traffic, 
others may go freely about their business. 
One can see how the right to property, prop-

erly conceived, has this same attribute. If my 
property is the fruit of my labor, and not of 
yours, then we have no conflict. You may 
have your property, and I may have mine. 
What is good for me is good for you. My hav-
ing my good deprives you of none of yours, 
and your having your good leaves me secure 
in mine.  
The interesting thing about this understand-

ing of rights is the harmony it breeds in soci-
ety. My getting the things of which I am enti-
tled takes nothing from you. I may own what 
is mine, you may own what is yours, and we 
may be at peace with each other. This har-
mony—or to use the political term, this jus-
tice—is the reason why our Constitution has 
lasted so long and our nation has prospered so 
well. We can all share hope, and in that hope 
we can all build our property to sustain our-
selves and our families, and to provide charity 
for our neighbor when he is in need. 

The Current Crisis 
We can see today the effects of the “new 

self-evident truths” (as if there could be such a 
thing) and the “new bill of rights.” The system 
of philanthropy, unique to our country, that 
had prevented people who suffered misfortune 
from starving, is now replaced by a general 
system of taxpayer aid that has encouraged the 
destruction of family life, the essential way to 
raise children. This is nowhere more evident 
than in the fact that the illegitimacy rate in the 
1950s, before the federal War on Poverty was 
launched, was four percent, whereas today it is 
35 percent (68 percent among black Ameri-
cans). 
Or consider the “right to an education.” Edu-

cation was vital to the people who built our 
country. In the aforementioned Northwest Or-
dinance, they wrote: “Religion, morality, and 
knowledge being necessary to good govern-
ment and the happiness of mankind, schools 
and the means of education shall ever be en-
couraged.” They proceeded then to provide 
the most massive subsidy to education that has 
ever been given in this country. The one ex-
ception to the conversion of public land to pri-
vate was the holding back of 1/36th of the 
western land for the provision of education 
locally, and of course under the direction of 
state governments which had the constitu-
tional power.  
Today, by contrast, we have the centralized 

Department of Education at the federal level. 
In providing the “right to an education,” it 
regulates our nation’s colleges in the closest 
detail (Hillsdale College being an important 
and rare exception). Since September 11, 
2001, defense spending in the U.S. has risen 

Earl Taylor Jr. 

VolumeV6I1_E.pub 
page 6

Saturday, March 25, 2006 19:59 
Composite



“But, after all, whatever veneration might 
be entertained for the body of men who 
formed our constitution, the sense of that 
body could never be regarded as the oracular 
guide in the expounding the constitution.  As 
the instrument came from them, it was noth-
ing more than the draught of a plan, nothing 
but a dead letter, until life and validity were 
breathed into it, by the voice of the people, 
speaking through several state conventions.  
If we were to look therefore, for the meaning 
of the instrument, beyond the face of the in-
strument, we must look for it not in the gen-
eral convention, which proposed, but in the 
state conventions, which accepted and rati-
fied the constitution.” 

_J. Madison, Speech in Congress, Apr. 1796 

“The legitimate meaning of the Instrument 
must be derived from the text itself; or if a 
key is to be sought elsewhere, it must be not 
in the opinions or intentions of the Body 
which planned and proposed the Constitu-
tion, but in the sense attached to it by the 
people in their respective State Conventions 
where it received all the authority which it 
possesses.” 

_J. Madison To T. Ritchie, 15 Sept. 1821 

“But whatever might have been the opin-
ions entertained in forming the Constitution, 
it was the duty of all to support it in its true 
meaning as understood by the Nation at the 
time of its ratification.” 

_J. Madison to J. Jackson, 28 Dec. 1821 

“If the instrument [the U.S. Constitution] be 
interpreted by criticisms which lose sight of 
the intention of the parties to it, in the fasci-
nating pursuit of objects of public advantage 
or convenience, the purest motives can be no 
security against the innovations materially 
changing the features the Government.” 

_J. Madison to Andrew Stevenson, 25 Mar. 1826 

Editors Note: James Madison attended every 
meeting of the Philadelphia Convention; he took 
copious notes at each session. These were later 

published as Madison’s Notes on the Convention.  
You will find these at the NHCCS website. 

www.nhccs.org 
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almost 60 percent; spending on higher educa-
tion has risen more than 200 percent.  
What do we get for this money? Not learn-

ing. It is notorious that college graduates to-
day know little to nothing of the history of our 
country or its constitutional meaning. If you 
doubt this, ask a senior a few questions about 
the Declaration of Independence or the Con-
stitution.  
Nor does the money buy political support for 

the party that has voted these massively in-
creased subsidies. It is notorious that the bene-
ficiaries of federal aid to higher education, 
namely those who work in colleges, support 
the other party by embarrassing margins. 
Nor do we get patriotism. In fact, a consor-

tium of colleges is suing the federal govern-
ment right now because they object only to the 
requirement that military recruiters be admit-
ted to their campuses as a condition of receiv-
ing federal aid. Already these colleges are 
abiding thousands of pages of regulation. 
They object to this specific one. Perhaps they 
have forgotten that Article I, Section 8 of the 
Constitution—which enumerates the powers 
of Congress—mentions defense eight times. 
Education is not mentioned at all. 
A good word is due here about many in gov-

ernment today. President Bush introduced the 
idea of private accounts in Social Security, 
and it has lately foundered. But the cause has 
been taken up by a group of young members 
of Congress. They are proposing variations on 
the powerful idea, expounded by the Ameri-
can Institute for Full Employment, that the 
portion of Social Security taken directly from 
a worker’s pay should be placed in a private 
account. The other half could be used to pay 
benefits to those now on retirement or soon to 
retire. This idea would be a massive step back 
toward the ownership society in its full mean-
ing. 
Likewise, one wonders why those who make 

law today would not simply emulate the Foun-
ders in providing education. If you want to 
subsidize education, why not find a constitu-
tional way? Why not a tax deduction or even a 
credit? Anything would be better than the cur-
rent top-down bureaucratic control of matters 
that are essentially local or private or both.  
It was well known to those who built the 

United States that education, food, and medi-
cine are important. This importance has been 
known to nearly any fool, for as long as there 
has been civil society. The question is only 
how these things should be provided. Our 
Founders practiced the art of constitutional 
government, under which government is lim-
ited and people have the right to provide for 
themselves. Under this system one gets more 
food, and more medicine, and more education 
than under bureaucratic rule. Also, he gets his 
liberty under the law.  
It was no small achievement to build the first 

ownership society known to man. Those who 
built it thought it fragile. It could be sustained 
only under the right principles, embodied in 
and practiced through the right constitutional 
structure. If we lose that, we will find our-
selves in a condition of poverty too deep to 
measure in money terms.  

_ Larry P. Arnn  

Every child in America should be acquainted 
with his own country.  He should read books 
that furnish him with ideas that will be useful 
to him in life and practice.  As soon as he 
opens his lips, he should rehearse the history 
of his own country; he should lisp the praise of 
liberty and of those illustrious heroes and 
statesmen who have wrought a revolution in 
her favor. 
A selection of essays respecting the settle-

ment and geography of America, the history of 
the late Revolution and of the most remarkable 
characters and events that distinguished it, and 
a compendium of the principles of the federal 
and provincial governments should be the 
principal schoolbook in the United States.  
These are interesting objects to every man; 
they call home the minds of youth and fix 
them upon the interests of their own country, 
and they assist in forming attachments to it, as 
well as in enlarging the understanding…. 
Two regulations are essential to the continu-

ance of republican governments: (1) Such a 
distribution of lands and such principles of de-
scent and alienation as shall give every citizen 
a power of acquiring what his industry merits.  
(2) Such a system of education as gives every 
citizen an opportunity of acquiring knowledge 
and fitting himself for places of trust.  These 
are fundamental articles, the sine qua non of 
the existence of the American republics… 
...children should be taught the usual 

branches of learning, submission to superiors 
and to laws, the moral or social duties, the his-
tory and transactions of their government...The 
virtues of men are of more consequence to so-
ciety than their abilities, and for this reason the 
heart should be cultivated with more assiduity 
than the head.  Are parents and guardians ig-
norant that children always imitate those with 
whom they live or associate?...It is therefore a 
point of infinite importance to society that 
youth should not associate with persons whose 
manners they ought not to imitate...For these 
reasons children should keep the best of com-
pany that they might have before them the best 
manners, the best upbringing, and the best 
conversation.  Their minds should be kept un-
tainted till their reasoning faculties have ac-

quired strength and the good princi-
ples which may be planted in their 
minds have taken deep root.  They 
will then be able to make a firm and 
probably a successful resistance 
against the attacks of secret corruption 
and brazen libertinism. 

_Noah Webster (1790) 

Study History or Be Doomed to Repeat It. 

Advice On Constitutional  
Interpretation from the Instrument’s Architect: 

JAMES MADISON 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Securely Located  
Across from the Epping 
State Police Barracks 

Office: 
603-679-8000 
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603-679-8633 
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STORAGE 
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ROUTE 125  

EPPING, NH 03042 

Advice on the Education of Youth from 
America’s First Schoolmaster 

Noah Webster  

Editors Note:  Compare Noah Webster’s 
advice on the education of American 
youth with that offered in the public 
schools, and some private schools, today.  
To be sure, Noah Webster predates the 
hijacking of America’s education sys-
tem, as well as other of her republican 
institutions, by the  Progressives.  Recall 
their big-government philosophies took 
America by storm early in the 20th cen-
tury.  They’re gone; but their remnant 
remains, among them  an education sys-
tem controlled by a public labor union.  
Noah Webster would not approve.  
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Page 8 Original Intent 

left behind, They drove up  taxes on those al-
ready here. 

Then he watched as New Hampshire’s 
“Live Free or Die Motto” lost its thrust, its 
original meaning. He was saddened by all of 
these changes and preferred to think about 
happier days when only Indian tribes inhab-
ited the land beneath him or when New 
Hampshire became a State. He never felt sad 
then, only now as he watch New Hampshire 
being transformed into the northern extension 
of the Socialist Republic of Massachusetts.  

In retrospect, I think what happened to the 
Old Man was perhaps a blessing. The good 
Lord upon looking down and seeing the Old 
Man’s deep sorrow, His being a merciful God,  
felt the Old Man had endured enough.  So it 
was, in the early hours of that fateful morning, 
the He reached down from the Heavens into 
Franconia Notch and cupping the Old Man’s 
tear stained face in His loving hands said: 
“You will suffer no more.” At that, He took 
the Old Man from his home high on the 
mountaintop, and laid him to rest on the 
mountainside below no longer having to 
watch the cultural debasement of his beloved 
“Live Free or Die State.”  Pastor Philbrick is a Sr. Advisor 
with NHCCS. 

A few years ago when I heard the news of 
the Old Man falling from his lofty perch, I 
wondered what natural causes had made this 
happen.  I listened like most people in New 
Hampshire to the radio and TV and newspaper 
reports and the different reasons that were 
given.  Some made sense, some were a bit on 
the crazy side if you were to ask me, although 
most people wouldn’t. 

I listened to people saying we should try and 
rebuild him, make memorials to him, there 
were all kinds of ideas.  I thought, “sure he 
symbolized New Hampshire and it was sad 
that he was gone; but, he was a natural phe-
nomenon so let’s get on with life.”  Besides, 
anything done to rebuild or memorialize him 
was sure to come out of the taxpayers’ pockets 
and the State is already taking enough.  Why 
give them reason to take even more? So I was 
happy when then Governor Craig Benson ap-
proved an inexpensive way to remember the 
Old Man, and with that I stopped dwelling 
upon it and moved on. 

Since all of that happened, I have moved my 
family to North Carolina. That done, I have 
since reflected upon my former home State 
and the way it has changed over the past few 
decades. I started thinking about the Old Man 
again and why it was that he so symbolized 
New Hampshire; that is, the New Hampshire I 
knew upon first moving there from the Social-
ist Republic of Massachusetts.  I came to con-
clude the connection was in the way he sym-
bolized a once rock solid conservative New 
Hampshire at one with its volunteer Legisla-
ture and known for its strict adherence to a 
philosophy of low or no taxes, its respect for 
private property rights, local control and fund-
ing of  public schools along with other conser-
vative and time-tested Yankee ideals.  

But in more recent years, the Old Man was 
made to watch New Hampshire’s conservative 
culture slowly erode away. He saw her citizen 
Legislature take on the character of the profes-
sionally paid Legislatures of other States; its 
members voting to keep themselves in office, 
doing what they “think” is right for the State 
rather than to follow the State constitution 
which they took an oath to uphold. He must 
have thought: “How could they lose sight of 
why they are there? Don’t they know 
their job is to represent the interests 
of the WHOLE people not just a pow-
erful few? What about their obliga-
tion to ensure the citizens’ constitu-
tionally protected rights and  to main-
tain New Hampshire’s long standing 
culture of low or no taxes?”  He must 
have felt great remorse at the steady 
stream of liberals emigrating to New 
Hampshire, most in an effort to es-
cape the cultural mess in the Socialist 
Republics of Massachusetts, Con-
necticut, Rhode Island, New York, 
New Jersey, and Vermont etc., from 
which they hailed. They embraced  a 
different culture, one which embod-
ied liberal tax and spend ways, the 
notion of State control rather than lo-
cal control over education. They 
came seeking the social services they 

(Continued from Page 6—Dr. Skousen) 

men who lead with love, not lashes, and who excel in service, 
not suppression. 

From earliest times the Lord has endeavored to promote 
this kind of leadership and this type of society. In the days of 
Enoch, God's revealed plan for happy living became the most 
dominant force on earth, but at other times it often dwindled 
to a mere shadow and was not allowed to have any signifi-
cant influence among mankind whatsoever. Nevertheless, 
whether accepted or rejected, God's society has always con-
stituted the one and only way to achieve a lasting pattern of 
universal peace and universal prosperity. 

Those who are willing to consecrate their total energies and 
resources to the building up of such a society are called 
God's "chosen people." He calls them "chosen," not because 
he would exclude the rest of mankind from the same bless-
ings, but simply because these are they who chose to accept 
God's call to service. With the Lord, a call to leadership 
means a call to service, and therefore his chosen people are 
really his ‘master servants.’ " 

To me, W. Cleon Skousen was one of God's 
master servants, who became so because of his 
actions and his character. His memory gives us 
great hope to also be anxiously engaged in such 
noble causes, to carry on the work of spreading 
the message of freedom which he so magnifi-
cently packaged, and to bring about much right-
eous influence among our fellow men. 

_Earl Taylor, Jr. 

Why the Old Man of the Mountain Fell! 
-By Pastor Dave Philbrick 

 Hamilton 

Feeding America for Three Generations 
By Conducting Business The Right Way. 

"Whatever enables us to go to war,  
secures our peace. " 

_Thomas Jefferson 

Tom Kaczynski Sr. Pres 
Tom Kaczynski Jr. V.P. 
Sarah Elizabeth —”Treasure” 
112 Whitehall Road 
Rochester, NH 03868-5713 
Telephone: 603-332-7310 

"A constitution should be structured to permanently 
protect the people from the human frailties of  

their  rulers."  
Dr. Skousen reminds us "Every constitutional action 
has usually been justified because it was for a "good 
cause." Every illegal transfer of power from one de-
partment to another has been excused as "necessary." 
The whole explosion of bureaucratic power in Wash-
ington has been the result of "trusting" benign politi-
cal leaders, most of whom really did have good inten-
tions." Thomas Jefferson once wrote "that confidence 
is everywhere the parent of despotism; free govern-
ment is founded in jealousy, and not in confidence; it 
is jealousy, and not confidence, which prescribes lim-
ited constitutions to bind down those whom we are 
obliged to trust with power . . . by [the] chains of the 
Constitution."  

A Constitutional Gem:  
_By Donald Conkey 

COMING...MAY 13th 
NHCCS presents... 

A Full Day Seminar On the... 
THE ROOTS OF AMERICAN FREEDOM: 

A Walk Through the United States Constitution 
Knights of Columbus Hall 

S. Porter St. ~ Manchester, NH  
9AM TO 5 PM 

$25.00 REGISTRATION FEE 
INCLUDES WORKBOOK 

For More Information or to Register call 603-679-1320  
Or...Register Online at: www.nhccs.org 

• Ages 10 Years to Adult 
• Perfect for Home Educators 
• High Schools Students 
Registrations Close May 5th 

“A diffusion of knowledge is the only  
guardian of true liberty.” 

_James Madison to George Thompson, 1825 
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