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WHY C. E. G. SUPPORTED LEE

For a number of years J. Bracken Lee, former Governor of Utah,
has been a “hair shirt” for all the traitors in the Great Conspiracy
to destroy the sovereignty of the United States and the Freedoms
of the American people.

Fle was the first Governor to refuse to proclaim a “United Na-
tions” Dav in his State — and to banish the UN so-called flag from
all his State Buildings.

[n the eves of the Internationalists — and Eisenhower — that
was rank heresy. Because by that deed Governor Lee publicly pro-
claimed that the UN is a DEATH TRAP for the U.S. . . . it was a
signal and a challenge for all the other State Governors to proclaim
in like manner that the UN is a mortal enemy of the U.S. The panic
that swept through the Internationalist gang was quite understand-
able — because if only half of the State Governors would follow
Governor Lee's example it would mean the end for the UN. Right
then and there Lee was marked for political destruction.

But Lee went even further with his “heresy”: He was the first
man in high office to refuse to pay the Federal Income Tax — on
the ground that the Internationalists who are now in control of our
Government are employing the confiscatory powers of the 16th
Amendment to squander our money in a so-called Foreign Aid pro-
gram that is bolstering a “One-World” conspiracy to destrov the
Sovereignty of our Nation.

[n the eves of Eisenhower — and the Internationalists — that was
a CARDINAL SIN! Because if only a few Governors and just a few
thousand courageous Americans would do likewise the entire ma-
chinery of the Income Tax monstrosity would grind to a halt and
the Great Conspiracy would be smashed!

Thus. Governor Lee became the Great Conspiracy’s greatest
Menace. If he continued in his high office if the people of Utah
approved his “heresy” by re-electing him, it would automatically
establish him as a Symbol of Freedom for all of the American peo-
ple of this day and age even as Patrick Henrv was the svmbol of
the American people of his day and age . . . even more important,
re-clection of Lee would be an inspiration and a spine-stiffener for
other politicians. Hence the panic of the Internationalists — Lee
had to be stopped!

There was only one way to stop him: he would have to be de-
stroyed at the voting booths — he would have to be so disastrously
defeated that it would look like an angry repudiation by his own
people of his charges against the UN and the 16th Amendment.
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Furthermore, it was imperative he be “knocked out’ at the pri-
maries and prevented from running as an Independent. In other
words, he had to be made “a horrible example” as a warning to all
politicians to walk the Internationalists’ political chalk line.

_ The Internationalists left nothing undone to accomplish their ob-
jective. They poured tons and tons of monev into Utah. Simultan-
cously. the powers-that-be in the so-called Republican Party in-
structed their Utah hatchet-man, Senator Watkins to “do a job” on
Lee . . it is to be remembered that this same Watkins was Fisen-
hower's hatchet-man in the reprehensible McCarthy Censure con-
spiracy.

Mr. Lee knew that he could have saved himself from defeat and
liguidation by simply retracting his stands against the UN and the
Federal Income Tax law. But he refused to sell his birthright for
a mess ot political pottage. He knew that with all political cards
stacked against him he would be defeated, but he determined to go
down fighting. But he quickly discovered that even that was not
to be so easy. A political campaign requires money — the “thumbs
down” edict of the Internationalist-controlled Republican Puarty
political machine had driven away all his former financial sup-
porters.

In short, Lee discovered that if he was to run imdependently. he
would have to get his financing from sources not controlled by the
politicians. And that was when the “Cinema Educational Guild”
came to his support. We made a national issue of it — we wrote to
all our members in all parts of the country and urged them to send
“one dollar or more”™ to the Lee Re-election Campaign Fund And,
in Mr. Lee’s own words, the response was nothing less than sensa-
tional — contributions, ranging from one dollar to a thousand, pour-
ed in from all 48 States,

Here i1s why we did that:

As an organization, we (CEG ) are not “political” in the accepted
meaning of that word. Our sole objective is the salvation ot oun
countrv. Our primary “jobs” are:- 1) Drive the REDS out ot "Hollyv-
wood” Radio and TELEVISION — and thus destrov the bram-
washing apparatus of the GREAT CONSPIRACY in those NMedia
_...2.) Get the U.S. out of the UN and the UN out ot the U.S
In addition. we are wholeheartedlv in support of the repeal ot the
confiscatory powers of the present Income Tax Law — and. by that
token. we wholeheartedly support all organizations and individuals,
regardless of Party labels, who are working for that objective.

That was why we went all-out to support J. Bracken Lee In our
sight he was not just a politician fighting for his political lite — he
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was an AMERICAN fighting for the salvation of our country.

Well. we know what happened. Lee was “knocked-out” in the
Primaries — he was “quarantined” from all political sources of fin-
ancing. But he did run independently. He was defeated — as was
expected — but he went down fighting a fight out of which he
emerged an indestructible Leader of a nation-wide movement to
¢mash the confiscatory Income Tax law — to smash the UN Death
Trap — to smash the entire Great Conspiracy.

On March 25, 1957, at the Wilshire-Ebell Theatre, in Los An-
¢eles. NMr. Lee told a gathering of CEG members just how that job
can and MUST be done. One of the most important features in that
address is Mr. Lee's “answer” to the oft-repeated contention that the
“confiscation” in our tax laws cannot be repealed, or even moditied,
hecause it is the only way the Government can get the funds with
which to operate and to safeguard the security of the nation .
that contention is the alibi for Eisenhower's continually spiralling
Budgets ' !

And, amazingly, many Tke-lovers, even while groaning under
their tax-loads, accept that phony contention and refuse to “see”
that 1t 1s ranlroading our nation into bankruptey and utter disaster.

In appraising Mr. Lee's address the reader should bear in mind
that his statements are based not on theory, but on his own exper-
iences as a head of a State. who, hike the man in the White House,
had to depend on taxes to operate liis Government.

Following the usual introductory comments, Mr. Lee went right
to the heart of his subject. In his very opening statement he point-
cd directly to the man who is responsible for all the chaos in our
national affairs. and to our hero-worshipping folly that enables that
man to pile chaos upon chaos: '

THE ADDRESS

My one great fear is the trend—and perhaps it isn’t a new trend—
that the people who believe as we do, believe in our form of govern-
ment, as well as those who believe in some other form, have the
tendency to put an individual upon a pedestal where he does not
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belong. I know that my feet are made of clay. 1 know that I'm a
human being just like cveryone in this room. I'm subject to all the
weaknesses of every other individual. I am not a hero worshipper
myself. 1 cannot belicve that simply because we've elected some-
body as President of the United States that he has all the answers
for all of our human weaknesses, because after all, he's a man just
like I am. A human being just like the rest of us. And I think it
might be wise to say this to you: Don’t put your faith too much in
man, you'd better put it in God and in Law itself.

You had an example of Government by Man in this little film that
you watched tomight . . .

(NOTE:— The “little film” mentioned 1s “IT CAN HAPPEN
HERE”, a 30 minute film we (CEG) produced in 1950. It
depicts the tvranny and despotism of Communist Dictator-
ship in Bulgaria. This film made a profound impression on
\Mr. Lee — he saw it as a perfect example of what happens
to a people when they are governed by MAN, not by LAW.
More important, he saw in it the drift of America to the
same kind of “government”. Ed.)

That is the kind of government I have great fear of — and 1 don't
care who the man may be. Our government was founded in the be-
lief that we would have Government by law — which means the lau
was written down and all of us would be treated equally under that
law . . . Equal justice, as near as it was humanly possible to admin-
ister. But now we have this trend of disregarding our Constitution,
disrecarding the laws, doing what our leaders think are right, and
many of us are inclined to believe that simply because we have
elected a man to public office he automatically has all the answers
and that we should follow his plan blindly. That is sometlung I can
not do. I've served in Government and I know that I'm the same
Lind of an individual that I was basically when [ lived in the lttle
town of Price. Furthermore. there is nothing changed about me. |
Inow what was right and what was wrong in my little community
My friends knew me, as your friends know you. When I was clected
the Governor of my State, it didn’t make me a better man. Perhaps
I've learned a few things, but, fundamentally and basically, I'm the
same man. Men that we elect to Congress, men that we send back to
the Senate, you people who know them, knew them in their commu-
nities — you knew all their weaknesses, and yet many of us arc in-
clined to believe that simply because we've elected that man to of-
fice he has all the answers. In other words, they elected me, twice,
as Governor of my State and I'm sure that at least a few people
thoucht — “well, there is a man that has all the answers and he
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can cure all of our ills” — but I hace no doubt that many of them
also said: “he shouldn't be talking about the Federal business be-
cause he is running the State — he doesn’t know anything about the
Federal Government.”

But now let's turn that cround — if they should elect me and send
me to Congress, the people will say: “he has all the answers now he
knows how to settle all the world’s problems.” The point s, we are
inclined to sit here and let Congress decide all of these things, when
the truth of the matter is that there's undoubtedly more people in
this audience who are better qualified to fill that job than the
men you send to Washington. So. 1 say: put your faith in God and
let's cot back to Government by Law instead of by man.

As a concrete example, if you have read today's paper you will
Lhave noticed that an agreement was entered into whereby we are
coing to furnish some of these so-called warheads to foretgn nations.
\We find that the paper states it is against the law — that under the
law we cannot turn any of these warlicads over to any forcizn na-
tion, and yet the mien who Lhead our govermment turn right around
and mform us that they are getting around the law by sayimme that
they are going to put then in storage in those countries — then they
will be turned over to the nations when they need them. \Well, now,
if it's against the law, that's the very thing 'm talking about. Here
are our leaders who are stating and showunig us how they are zetting
around what they know 1s against the law!

Now, I've talked many times on the fundamentals of our Con-
stitution, and 1 tiunk that 1 should do it cvery opportunity that I
Lave, such as this cvening. because to me Government is rather a
simple thing and not the complicated thing that our leaders like to
make us belicve it is. Actually, there are only tweo fundamental forms
of Government Y ow saw i this filne tonight where they talked about
the Fascists and Commuousts as af they were two entirely different
forms of Government, but actually, they are one and the same thing.
l'liere are only two fundamentally different forms of Government
and they are these: either the people are going to run their covern-
wment, or their covernment runs the people.

Qur Constitution was drawn with the sole thought in mind that
the people are going to run this Government — our Constitution 1is
cdrawn on that basis. Qur Constitution was also drawn upon the
theory that you must not put your faith i man. The Constitution
is not an instrument that linats the powers of the people, or tells the
people what they can do and what they can not do. The Constitu-
tion was mmtended to be the law to covern and regulate and control
the men who hold public office. That's all that this Constitution is.
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CITES ANOTHER EXAMPLE

I will now give you another example of what I mean. To clarify
that example I'll have to tell you that I have picked up a little case
of Flu. I don’t know whether 1 picked it up before 1 crossed the
border into California, or after. I came in yesterday, just feeling fine.
I usually feel good all the time. In fact, I had several people call me
on the phone today and the first thing they said was: “how are vou
feeling?” My reply was: “I'm feeling fine.” Actually, I didn't feel
good and I don’t feel very good now — all due to this little flu bug—
and that reminds me of something that happened when I came
through your Border down here: there were some armed guards
who stopped my car and had me open the trunk to see if I had any
seeds or diseased plants that I was bringing into California. Those
guards were there to guard you California people from rotting
seeds and diseased plants. Now, supposing | had picked up that
little flu bug before I arrived at the California border. Those guards
weren't able to see that bug, or, if they had seen it, they had no way
to keep it out. Those guards could “protect” you from a bad orange,
or a bad banana, or a ridiculous little seed, or a diseased plant, but
they couldn’t protect you from a flu bug or some other contagious,
but invisible disase that came through in my car.

But what makes the whole thing even more ridiculous — and
totally unnecessary — is that 1 can come into California by plane,
or by train, and bring in fruit or shrubbery of any kind, and nobody
would stop to search me. The only way you can’t bring in contami-
nated fruits or vegetables is by automobile every other way 1s
wide open! And as I drove through I thought to myself: there is a
pretty good example of an unnecessary Bureau. And I wondered
how much it costs the taxpayers in California to keep all those un-
necessary people on the State payroll — it certainly costs something.
In my opinion, that is one Bureau you Californians surely could
eliminate to your advantage — aside from the saving of the salar-
iecs — because all it does is annoy people without it doing much, if
any, good. It is like a lot of the Washington Bureaus — as you will
see as 1 get further into this talk.

What I am getting at is that unc’ler our present furm' of Govern-
ment your own government doesn’t trust its people. Your govern-
ment regulates and controls everything we do as citizens. We are
reaulated and controlled on the highways — and that's all right.
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We're regulated and controlled in the operation of banking business.
We're regulated and controlled in the handling of food and drugs
and other things. In fact, every line of business today is regulated
and controlled, and it is always done with the one thought in {nind—
that we are going to protect the people from being exploited by
others! In other words, they don’t say that all bankers are dishonest,
but they do say that enough of them can't be trusted so we must
regulate all of them so that they won’t beat the ’people. We must
reaulate those who handle foods so that they won't sell us contami-
nated food. All right — we’re doing all of this to protect the people.
Now the only thing that protects the people from abuses by govern-
ment is this Constitution. That is the one document that says what a
man in public office can do and can not do. Therefore why should a
politician or a man in public office be placed in any other category
than the rest of us? After all, if we can’t be trusted in the conduct
of our businesses, then how in the world can you trust the man in
public office, or a politician? They are the same kind of people that
we are. They come from every walk in life, and I am sure that there
arce as many of them that can’t be trusted as there are of us who can’t
be trusted. That is why I want that Constitution lived up to! That's
why I want this government kept in the hands of the people!

I had a debate here not long ago with an attorney on the subject
of the constitutionality of the Federal Government taxing the Amer-
wcan people for the support of foreign governments. 1 held that it
was an absolute violation of the Constitution. No doubt there are
also many people, who have probably never ziven the Constitution
much thought and belicve in the theory that whatever the leader
says is right is a good thing, who would question my intellicence.
But, read your Constitution — and if you believe that men in pub-
lic office should be limited in their powers, as those who drew the
Constitution belicved, then you have to go along with the theory
that if you are going to preserve freedom, you must retain this Con-
stitution. There is nothing in the Constitution that even remotely
authorizes the Federal Government to tax its people for the support
of any foreign nation. In fact, it specifically sets forth what the
Federal Government can do, and cannot do, and it says that the
Federal Government can only do those things that are specifically
set forth therein. All other powers are retained unto the states and/
or the people. It means that every single power that isn't specifical-
ly permitted men in public office is retained unto the people. and
the only way they can take that power away from us is for we. The
People, ourselves, to change the Constitution.

This attorney said to e, “Why, that isn't the intent of the Con-
stitution at all? You can’t make me believe that it was ever intended
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that men in public office would be held down bv the limits of the
Constitution.” And 1 retorted: “\Whyv not. \Where are the freedoms of
the people unless you do.” In reply, he said: “The freedom comes
about n the fact that you have the right to vote a muan in or out
of office at election time.” In other words, if he has abused that
power at election time you can vote him out. Well, now, let's just
stop and analyze this and see if his argument is sound.

In the first place, how much difference did you have between the
two political parties last time so that you could vote one rascal out
and another one in? You had no choice! Then he argued with me
that if you read the Constitution it says something under the General
Welfare Clause that our Government should be run in the interest
of the people. So he, as a man in public office, has been entrusted -
by the voters to run this Government as he thinks is best. Now let's
analyze that: Let's suppose that, as the Governor of my State, [
operated upon the theory that whatever I thought was best for my
people I could do. Let's suppose that a man is honest to begin with,
that he has no ulterior motives, and many people, belicoe me. are
honest in their theories on this. As an illustration, certainly a man
who is deeply religious and believes in a certain political faith would
be absolutely honest in belicving that everybody would be better
off if they believed as he did. That's a natural thing. Well' let's sup-
pose that, as the Governor of my State, I should decide that we'd
only permit one religion in Utal, and, in honesty, won't permit any
other religion, because I know what is best for iy people. Well,
then you wouldn’t have freedom of religion, would you? Then, let's
suppose that the newspaper should come out with an editorial con-
demning me and stating here that [ was doing sometlung that wasn't
richt — then, by the same reasoning of deciding what [ tlhink s
best for my people, couldn’t I shut that newspaper up and say you're
interfering with my right to do what I think is night? That's what
Peron did with the paper, La Prensa.

That's the reason why we must stay with this Constitution! That's
the reason why we must repeat over and over again that we want
to retain this government in the hands of the pecople — and that we
want those in public office limited under the Constitution, as we are
limited in our powers in everyday life. The way we have been regu-
lated on the highway — as we must be as long as we are living with
someonce else.

Another thing this Constitution is founded on is, most assuredly,
a belief in God, but the thing 1 find in it that is most appealing to

me is the fact that, actually, it ts based on one of the finest principles
Inown to mankind from the very beginning of history — tavcht by
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all religious groups, as far as I know, and that is that old Golden
Rule of treating the other fellow as you would like to be treated.
That is something that we must have if we're going to live with
other people. 1 know that we're humans, and 1 know that we all
have weaknesses, and 1 know that we all at some time or another
violate these little rules. We get mad and do things and say things
that we shouldn’t; we hurt the other fellow when we know it if was
roversed. we wouldn’t want to do it. But at least, we must try to live
up to it. We must keep preaching it. Notw, if I'm out somewhere
alone. miles away on the desert, I can do anything [ want to do. I
can shoot my gun in any dwrection, I can get in my automobile and
co any place I want to, ds fast as I want to, or as fast as the road
will permit, as long as I'mn alone. But the minute you get other peo-
ple involved, then it seems to mc that you've got to get back tc
preaching and trying to live up to this rule of treating the other fel-
low as you'd like to be treated yourself. It's just that simple.

I have had college professors tell me that this constitutional gov-
crnment of ours is obsolete. It is obsolete, they contend, because
we're living in a new modern age. We now can fly to Europe in
matters of hours, when it used to take months. We can talk ali
around the world with our telephones and radios. We have this com-
munication — a new, mocdern age. Therefore, we have got to change
this Government. Well, my contention is this: that there is no gov-
ernment on the face of this earth, or in all modern history, that is as
up-to-date and modern, and considers the huwman individual more
than our Constitutional form of Government. So what are we going
to change it to? Are you going to argue simply because we can fly
to Europe in a matter of hours instead of months that we must
change the Golden Rule? And, after all, that's all the Constitution
is — treat the other fellow as you'd like to be treated yourself. In-
stead of that is our Government treating the other governments as
we would want to be treated if we were in their position?® I doubt
it very much. I (.‘crtaml_u wouldn’t want any nation to treat muy na-
tion the way we have been treating them. The reason why 1 say that
is because we are interfering in the gocernment and in the lives of
peoples all over the world on the theory that we have discot cred the
secret way of living, and we want to impose our way of life upon
crerybody else. I know that it's a good thine for Henry Ford to have
an automobile in the hands of every African in Africa, but I won-
der if those fellows want a Ford automobile. and I don’t think it's
any of our business to try to force it upon them

We think our way of life is the best and as groups here in this
country, cach group who belicves one way, one another way, may
honestly have the feeling that we know the best way to live and we
may want to impose it upon someone clse. But that is not practicing
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the Golden Rule! That is not living up to our Constitution! Because
our Constitution guarantees that each of us, as an individual, or a
minority group, are cntitled to the same rights and privileges as
cvery other group. That's w Lat our Constitution does, and it does
not say that the majortty shall rule — it doesn’t say any such thing!
It says that the rights of the munorities shall be protected, and, after
all. isn't that the best theory? Because do you know of any such say-
ing as a majority, only upon an occasion? We're all minorities: we
are, in fact, just individuals who have our certain beliefs, and we
have no right to imposce or force that upon someone clse — just ds
they have no right to unpose theirs upon us. Converson, yes! Like
I'm trying to sell you people tonight on a thought, but to rule that
you must think as I do, as my party now insists that I do, when I
know and feel in my heart that many of these things are wrong —
oh. no! How could 1 consistently and honestly campaign for about
12 years in my state against the New Deal and then turn around
and say it's all right if my party does it? 1 just couldn’t do it — not
in the face of the fact that every talk that I made when I was cam-
paigning n my state as d Republican, in a state that had been
Democratic for 24 years by a majority of two to one, I kept promis-
ing the people that if my party cver stooped to doing things that the
Democratic party was doing, I'd be one of the first ones to condemn
them, — and I was!

Now, before I get into the subject that I'm going to enjoy talking
to you about, I tlhunk I should tell you a story about a man who was
trying to sell a deep frecze, or one of these freezers to a Lousewife.
He said to her — “You know, this pays for itself — vou'll save so
much on your meat bill and your food bill that this will pay for itself
in not time at all.” She scratched her head and said, “You know,
we're paying for a washer and a drver from the money we are sav-
ing on our laundry bills, and we're paying for a car from the money
we're saving on our bus fare, and were paying for our home from
the money we are saving on rent, and.” she said, “You know, I just
don’t think we can atford to save any more!”

I told you that to illustrate to you the growth of government. You
must remember that there are some pretty good arguments for al-
most anything. This man had a good argument for selling his freezer.
Every one of these Bureaus that we set up, or permit to be set up, in
Government are all “sold” on exactly the samne basis, and they'll shou
you how it is going to save you moncy. ['ve seen it happen in my
own state, I know how you can start d Burcau from a non-paid job.
You start it out by just sctting up the job with no money, and before
you know it you have a real Bureau on your hands. It is d natural

—ilil—




thing. These things are human weaknesses with all of us. I'm certain
that many of the people in this audience, if you were put in the
same position in one of these Burcaus, and were honest about it, and
wanted to do a good job, you could see many things that you could
do if you just had a little more money and a few more people to
work for you. It is just like in your own line — if you just had more
money you could expand. You could have a better automobile. You
could do a lot of things. Well, government is the same way. I've
watched these groups come in, with all these fine ideas. | will cite
one in particular, which I vetoed, but whicl I sec the new Gover-
nor has signed. It was an “idea” w hich, this group assured me, would
save the State many millions of dollars — the “idea” was to set up a
“Divorce Counselling Service” to stop the divorces. They pointed out
that we had many dworces in the State of Utali and that, as a result,
many of the divorced wives and their clhildren were thrown onto
the State’s relief rolls. They brought out a lot of figures to show how
many millions we would save — in ime — if we just stopped all
those divorces by setting up their “idea” of a “Divorce Counselling
Service.”

I promptly pointed out to them that by the time the couple who
wanted to separate had reached the stage where the Government
found out about it, it would be too late.

You see, I always try to put myself in the other fellow's shoes, and
[ thought to myself — now if I were having trouble with my wife I'd
listen to my friends, I'd listen to members of my church, but when
they'd send a government agent, that would sure make it a cinch
for me to divorce her

Then 1 pointed out to these people that that would be just the
beginning of another Burcau, and would just pile more taxes upon
the people. 1 said: “here is what will happen — vou will discover
after you set this thing up that vou have people working — you
will find out you haven't stopped any divorces at all, so vou will
come to the conclusion that vou should have more monev to hire
more men to check these people before they get married, because
that is where the trouble starts.”

Then I thought to myself that if they'd had that law in effect at
the time I met Mrs. Lee, they'd certamnly decide T wasn't fit for her,
so | wouldn’t have this wonderful woman 've got

So you get this “do-gooder”™ attitude, and a lot of it may be hon-
est; but, you know, I've come to the conclusion that I'm a long way
from perfect. If 1 spend all my waking moments trymg to improve
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myself I've got a lifetime job, without trying to improve you or any-
one else. That is a job that all of us must do.

Now, we've got this growth of Federal Government where we
have a budget that comes out 73-1,2 billion — and when they dig
a little deeper, they find that it's more than 80 billion, — then, if
they dig a little deeper, they can find that it is more than that, be-
cause we've got so we leave a lot of things out. But — that is a lot
of money. So the government says that we have to continually have
more and more to keep these things going that they contend the
people want. I wonder, and have often wondered, whether the peo-
ple — when you speak of the people — do want these things? I had
a man campaign for office with me four years ago and he was run-
ning for the State Senate. He endorsed everything I stood for — got
up and told the people so, really made a fine talk on it. Then after
he was elected and we got into office, 1 noticed that he started to
vote just opposite to the way he had talked. So I called him into
the office one day and said: “don’t vou remember telling the peo-
ple what you stood for when vou ran for office?” He assured me he
did remember, “"But,” I said, “Now you're supporting these things
that you said you were against — why did you change?” He prompt-
ly retorted: I haven't changed, the people have changed.”

You see. when that fellow went out and talked to the voters — the
people who work for a living and pay these taxes — they listened
to him and they supported lhim. But those hard working people go
back to work and the organized minorities who want something are
the ones who lobby So you have the pressures in Washington from
the professional Lobbyists, people who live off the payroll, and one
reason why I wouldn’t spend any time talking to anybody in Wash-
ington is because you're just asking the impossible when you ask a
man to reduce Ins own income. So I'm out talking to the people who
are footing the bill. And this is the only individual that I've got any

hopes of convincing that we must do something about our govern-
ment. Because when you ask those people — who are living like
kings, traveling all over the world, who are getting big salaries, and
none of them working too hard, some of them not working at all —
you, well you're just asking too much. Now my answer to Govern-
ment is not the usual answer — that you can change this by simply
clecting some particular individual. I know there was a statement
made here tonight that was very complimentary to me, to the effect
that “if vou just had a president like me” — but did you ever stop
to think just how far I'd get as President with that Congress? Why,
I wouldn’t get any place. So you see, the answer, and I've always
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contended it, is that we've drifted away from our Constitution —
and the real answer is that we’ve got to get back to it . .. because
our forefathers knew that with that Constitution you can stand bad
government and bad leaders once In a while — they can’t do you
much harm. But when you disregard it and you let the leader do
anything that he thinks is best, and you give .hzm .the powers that
we've given to Washington today, think what is going to happ’en to
us if we get a bad leader. We are just fortunate that we haven't got
a real bad leader, under the powers that we have given them. We
have poor leaders, in fact, we've got no leaders, in my opinion, in
Washington — they are followers. So, how do you go about trying
to do the thing that I know most of you people are praying for? This
man, Myron Fagan, is fighting his heart out for it, so are his many
followers, so are many other organizations. Believe me, I endorse
every single one of them that’s fighting for this American cause —
every single one of them! And don’t get discouraged. If you belong
to some particular group, as long as they are fighting for this cause,
support them. When you feel they are not doing as well as they
should, then help some other man or group — because you are go-
ing to make headway under this. I'm not a bit afraid about the
American people if they can hear the story. They'll come up with
the right answers. We need everyone of these little groups that are
fighting for this cause to keep fighting — because the time is going
to come when we can get behind one thing and do something
about it.

Now, my answer regarding government 1s — do the best you can
in every one of these elections to get the best men you can, because,
after all, until you can do something about returning the Constitu-
tion you've got to do the next best thing. So the next best is your
Congressional elections, and I'll tell you what I'm going to do: I'm
going to talk to both the Democrats and Republicans and if they
don’t give me a pledge to repeal the 16th Amendment, they'll' never
get my vote. Because I want a pledge out of them!

You know, the only way to cure the evil of government, the spend-
ing of government, is to take the money away. If you doubled the
income of your State tomorrow, you can be assured they'd spend
every nickel of it — and if you doubled the money of Washington,
they'd spend cucery nickel of it, if you doubled the money in your
city, they'd spend it, because a politician can find a thousand ways
to spend a dollar. If he can’t find enough men to put on the payroll,
he'll find another way to spend it. That's why you have these over-
loaded payrolls all over the country — 30,000 employees in the State
Department alone . . . which is a department, in my opinion, we'd
be better off without, the way it is run!
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But when I say that we must repeal the 16th Amendment, peo-
ple inune diately begin to worry about where the govermment is Zo-
ing to get its moncy. \Well let me tell you that that's what I want to
take away from them. As far as I'm concerned, I'm not worried
about giving them more money, I'm woerried about taking away from
them the moncey that they are mis-spending! But, you see, cverything
isn't as simple as it sounds. you have to have, oh, some answers at
least. for these thm" I've found that out. In fact, a newspaper re-
porter will say: “\Well. how's the Government going to run?’ My an-
swer is: “they ve vot plenty of moneyv™ He'll say: “But if vou take the
income tax awav. thev won't have.” “Well”, [ say, “the Govern-
ment estunates an mmcome this vear, st)meth!m_, like 75 billions of
dollars — vour imcome tax last vear on personal incomes was less
than 33 billions. so if vou take the 33 from the 75, you've still got 42
billions of dollars — and that is more money than the average an-
nual budget under Nr. Truman. whom 1 thouLllt was terriblv waste-
ful. If vou can't run this covernment on 40 billions of dollars. there
is something wrong with it. but I'll admit that you can’t scatter vour

moneyv all over the world and live within 40 billions of dollars — and
you can't defend the whole world and live within it . . . You can't
pay the farmers for not farming and live wnthm T — ol vou can't

pav veterans who don't deserve anything for it.’

We've vot to be realistic about this. I'm a veteran of World War
I and I don’t feel i entitled to any more privileges than anybody
clse. The man who is entirely and truly injured. the widow who was
left — I don’t think we can do enough for the people who were ac-
tually injured. But what in the world do we owe an ablebodied man
who came home better off than when he went to war? It is just silly
to think we can 2o on and continue to buy the whole world and buy
these votes, and throw our money away. as we have been doing,
t lthuut destroying thus wonderful country of ours. Belicve me. it's
worth fighting for — ' fighting for no other reason than the fact
that I have 4 children who've got to help pay this tremendous debt.

Then they say to me: "how are you going to pay this debt it yvou
abolish the income tax? The Government needs all that moneyv to
run the Defense Department and all the other things™. Well, are
they paying the bonds now? They don’t intend to, ummrcnth/ —
except by inflating our currency and robbing the ;)coplc' out of the
moncy that they've saced and put into bonds and life insurance and
into banks. Another form of stealing the American Taxpayers money
is by the gocermment i one breath telling us that a bond is a fine
investment, and in the next, it s c/watm” us out of its value ceery
day it operates — by “warnming us’ that the Russian government is
a threat to a third world war and may bomb us at any minute —
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and yet we provide them a haven in New York in the U.N. where
they can bring a lot of spies to come over here and find out every-
thing about us. I don’t understand this double talk — 1 just do not
understand it!

Yes, we must, in my opinion, fight to do away with the 16t_/l
Amendment. I now represent an organization with headquarters in
Washington, known as “For America’, with some very fine Amert-
cans as its Board of Directors, men that I'm proud to be associated
with. They stand for a number of the same things that you people
here are fighting for. And yet, we have come to this conclusion:
that actually most of these things that we are fighting for will pretty
well solve themselves if we succeed in taking all that money away
from the Federal Government. They -couldn’t do a lot of these
things, things that are wrong — they wouldn’t have the money to
do them with. You know, an interesting thing about government that
I've found out is that when you honestly want to do something, you
don’t have any trouble at all. There was a time about three years
ago when it looked like my Utah state budget would be out of
balance — we figured perhaps about 15%. So I immediately notified
every department in the State government to reduce its expenditures
by 15%. All of them did. No one was hurt, and we ended -with a sur-
plus.

I was talking not long ago with a man from Denver, one of the
head men in the Denver office in charge of the Department of In-
terior. I happened to be serving on one of the Hoover Cominission
Task Forces and he said to me: “What a silly thing this Hoover in-
vestigation is.” Naturally, I pricked up my ears — and [ rather re-
sented it. He said: “let me tell you something. They spend a lot of
money to have men go over the country and investigate the differ-
ent departments; in fact, I've had 4 men in my office for 2 months.
Thev are supposed to assemble the facts and show Congress what
can be cut out of my department without hurting it. My contention
is that it is impossible for any 4 men in any 2 months to go through
the vast department I have and tell me where the weaknesses are.
If Congress used any judgment at all, they'd just simply cut my ap-
propriation by about 25% and I'd get rid of the waste, because I'm
the fellow who knows where it is.”

You know, you first have got to belicve in doing the right thing be-
fore you can get it done, and when you hire honest, sincere men to go
out to investigate and find out where things can be cut and you
don’t do anything about it, then, to me, there is something wrong
about the motive in the first place. How simple it would be, in my
opinion, if the President of the United States wanted to call in his
Chiefs of Staff of the Air Force, the Army, the Navy, and just say—
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“Gentlemen. vou should know where the waste in your department
is and the things that can be cut without hurting the defense jobs
that we want to do. If vou don’t know, you're not big enough for
the job. I'll get somebody else. But I'm going to assume that you do
know, so I'm going to cut vour budget by about 25% and I expect
vou to do a better job than vou've been doing, or I will get some-
body else to do it.”

To me it is just that simple. But you have to want to do a thing—
you can't just talk about it. So we've come to the conclusion that
if we can just take the money away from the Federal Govermment—
but, first, let me tell you something about this income tax: its an
immoral thing to begin with, because it places in the hands of zou-
ernment officials the power that no government official should have
in a free country, and that's the power to go into your private life to
check what you made and where you spent it. That power alone
destroys the freedom of the American people.

So it’s our opinion that if we talk to people like you, and you'll
talk to your neighbors — and don’t let anybody stump you on these
questions: when they start telling you, “Oh, we can’t get along with-
out this™ — you just ask that fellow what kind of a job he is Lold-
ing . . . ask ham how much he is getting out of this thing — you
just might shut him up. Because that's the fellow who is going to
defend it. But. you know, there’s a funny thing about these people
who try to talk you out of the desire to preserve the Constitution —
they always want to know what you are going to do if that happens,
but they won’t let you tell them what's going to happen when and
if they put their programn over, such as, for one thing, the Federal
Aid to Education. Sce? When you ask them where the money is
conung from and what 1s going to happen to our school system —
ol, no! you've got to swallow it blindly. So just stand up and fight;
and when you talk to someone who is hard to convince ask him to

find out how much income tax he is paying — most people really
don’t know — then ask that fellow how he would like to hace a

raise in pay of about that much? Remember, he'd have that much
more to spend for himself and for his own. There is one thing for
sure — I think that you pcople can do a better job of spending your
money than anybody in Washington. I know I don’t take my hat
off to them. So — but here I've talked too long, so I'll close with
this suggestion: Don't let anybody fool you that you are not fighting
for the right thing. And there is a satisfactory answer to every one
of these questions, because, we want to be honest about it, we don’t
want to mislead anybody, nor do we want to fool anybody as they
have been fooling us for years. We want the whole story to go be-
fore you people and we want you to analyze it yourself — whether
your freedom is worth getting some of your own money back, to be-
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gin with. And, believe me, your freedom goes with your money.
When the government takes it, they take a certain amount of your
freedom with it. So keep up your spirits — we're on the right side.
And — do get in with some group — take an interest in this! If we
can’t do something this next election about voting the people into
office who are going to restore our Constitutional rights and restore
our money to our pocketbooks where it rightfully belongs, then we
will get somebody else to run

You've been mighty fine to sit here to listen to me and I appre-
ciate it very, very much, and I've enjoyed every minute in spite of
the California flu bug — but I think I've missed just one thought
that I want to leave with you — and that is that when we will take
all our money away from the Federal Government, there'll be a lot
of Federal employees out of jobs; but, you know, it is a darn sight
casier to put them on relief —and a lot cheaper. And — let them
stay there awhile. They've lived in luxury off the American people
long enough, in my opinion. Thank you.

HISTORICAL FACTS AND FIGURES

Mr. Lee's penetrating appraisal of our tax-enslavement hardly re-
quires elaboration. However, there are many among us who, as Mr.
Lee has described, are inclined to shrug off the entire matter on the
theory that it is a necessary evil. The following HISTORICAL facts
and figures should serve to shock such individuals out of their com-
placency.

April 15 is the last day for filing Federal income tax returns —
and paving balances due under that law In many States it 1s the
date for doing the same with State returns and payments.

Every taxpaver knows all that But that date (Aprnl 15) has an-
other significance which few of us realize and still fewer stop to
think about: April 15 is the day, give or take a few adjacent davs,
when the average American stops working for government and can
look forward to using the rest of the year to make a little money for
himself and his family.

The average American — the small merchant, the doctor, lawyer,
the more highly paid industrial worker — pays between 25 and 35
percent of his yearly income in various taxes. The greatest part of
this extortion — and we use that word in its true sense — goes to
the Federal government in straight income taxes.
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Now, from January 1 to April 15 we have 105 days. Excluding
Sundays, that means exactly one-third of the vear . . . one-third of
every vear of his life that the average American can no longer call
his own. Every American celebrates the Fourth of July as the
symbol of the freedom of our nation . . . every man in Labor cele-
brates the first NMondayv in September as the symbol of the Freedom
of Labor . . . in time to come, every American may celebrate April
15 — because from that dav until December 31 he is free from the
obligation to pay the wages of bureaucrats and tribute (the men in
Washington call it "Forecign Aid”) to foreign governments.

In the first three and half months of the vear evervthing, Dbut
cverything. vou earn goes to pay policemen for maintaining law
and order, to farmers for not planting too much, to legislatures for
spending too much . . . it goes to pay also for schools and teachers.
for pensions. for subsidized airlines, for parks and playgrounds, for
dams to irnigate more land so that farmers mayv grow more surpluses.
[t goes to pay a tax on vour dog; and if you produce a baby, to
pay taxes on almost everything that baby needs — taxes which
counterbalance the exemptions the Federal Government so gracious-
Iv allows for vour offspring.

In the early vears of this century, schoolbooks told children that
the now defunct Turkish Empire had one of the most oppressive
taxations in the world — 1t was one of the chief causes for its de-
cline. Why, said one horrified schoolbook author, the Sultan even
taxed the glass that went into the windows of the houses in Con-
stantinople. It mayv amuse present grownups, if they remember that
particular observation, to know that all window glass in the United
States is taxed at least twice and that well-windowed houses are
assessed higher for real estate taxation.

Today, Americans pay more taxes in real value than anv other
people in the world. We payv more than the French did, in the ratio
of taxes to income, when they (the French ), chiefly for tax reasons,
destroyed the monarchy and chopped off Louis’ and Marie Antoi-
nette’s heads. We pav more than the medieval peasant, history’s
prime example of the oppressed. The church wrung a tithe (10%)
from him, and his lord, in the more civilized areas of Europe, took
another 10% in goods and services. If today’s “free” average Ameri-
can surrendered no more than that tithe and the lord’s 10%. he
would be at least $1.000 to $2,000 better off every year.

Some of our taxes we are perfectly willing to pay. For one ex-
ample, take school taxes: In most communities we vote for them
(hrectl\ and cheerfully, without interposition by any Legislature
supposed to represent the taxpayers. But in the case of Federal
taxes, particularly the Income taxes, the individual has no direct
say, and his representatives usually ignore him. Now let us see how
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the men (and women) we have elected to represent us have be-
trayed us:

Federal taxes, mostly income taxes, in the last seven years, from
July 1, 1949, to June 30, 1956, exceegbed by about 27 Billion dollars
ALL the Federal taxes collected in this nation for the prior 158
years of its existence. In other words, through the War of 1812, the
Mexican War, the Civil War, the Spanish-American War, World
Wars I and 11, and all the years between from 1792, when the Con-
gress met to levy its first tax, the U.S. Government did not take from
the citizens quite so much as it has gouged from them in the last
seven full fiscal years.

In short: in the_first 158 vears the Federal government collected
a total of 406 Billi¥n dollars in taxes . . . in the seven years ending
last June 30, 433 Billion dollars — let alone the 86 Billion it will take
in 1957/

This terrific extortion is due in large part to the determination of
our BIG BRAINS in Washington to make the U.S. the warden of
the world. The Billions we have sent abroad in gifts and tribute are
history’s most amazing national profligacy.

But there is another factor besides “foreign aid” in this awful tax
debauch. It is the doctrine of a new breed of so-called economists
who infiltrated into the administration in New Deal days and have
never been expurgated. Their doctrine insists that as Americans
grow more prosperous the government must continue to confiscate
an equally growing part of their income in taxes. The measure of
taxation, therefore, is not what a prudent government really needs
but what Americans earn. And as they earn more the government
will intent new ways to spend its fixed percentage of their income.
at home and abroad!

Politicians and bureaucrats think thev have discovered that the
average American angers very slowly and ineffectually about
taxes — and that once the taxes are paid the anger dies. Acting on
that belief, those politicians and bureaucrats gleefully take advan-
tage of him. They are even brutal about it, as none other than
Speaker Sam Rayburn was recently, when he intimated that any
American who expects tax relief is just an utter fool.
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