3. President Ronald Reagan Warns of the
Dangers of the Welfare State, 1964

It’s time we asked ourselves if we still know the freedoms intended for us by the
Founding Fathers. James Madison said, “We base all our experiments on the capacity
of mankind for self-government.” This idea that government was beholden to the
people, that it had no other source of power except the sovereign people, is still the
newest, most unique idea in all the long history of man’s relation to man. For almost
two centuries we have proved man’s capacity for self-government, but today we are
told we must choose between a left and right or, as others suggest, a third alternative,
a kind of safe middle ground. I suggest to you there is no left or right, only an up
or down. Up to the maximu/m&ﬁmdimgual freedom consistent with law and order, or
down to the ant heap of l;dtﬁlitarianis’mﬁ and regardless of their humanitarian purpose
those who would sacrificefreedonr for security have, whether they know it or not,
chosen this downward path. Plutarch warned, “The real destroyer of the liberties of
the people is he who spreads among them bounties, donations, and benefits.”

Today there is an increasing number who can’t see a fat man standing beside a
thin one without automatically coming to the conclusion the fat man got that way by
taking advantage of the thin one. So they would seek the answer to all the problems
Qf human need through government. Howard K. Smith of television fame has written,
“The profit motive is outmoded. It may be replaced by the incentives of the welfare
state.” He says, “The distribution of goods must be effected by a planned economy.”
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Federal welfare spending is today ten times greater than it was in the dark
depths of the Depression. Federal, state, and local welfare combined spend 45 billion
dollars a year. Now the government has announced that 20 percent, some 9.3 million
families, are poverty-stricken on the basis that they have less than a $3.000 a
year income,
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Recently a judge told me of an incidental in his court, A fairly young woman
with six children, pregnant with her seventh, came to him for a divorce. Under his
questioning it became apparent her husband did not share this desire. Then the whole
story came out. Her hushand was a laborer earning $250 a month. By divorcing
him she could get an $80 raise. She was eligible for $350 4 month from the Aid to
Dependent Children Program. She had been talked into the divorce by two friends
who had already done this very thing. But any time we question the schemes of the
do-gooders, we are denounced as being opposed to their humanitarian goal. It
seems impossible to legitimately debate their solutions with the assumption that all
of us share the desire to help those less fortunate. They tell us we are always
against, never for anything. Well, it isn’t so much that liberals are lgnorant. It’s just
that they know so much that isn't so.
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