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Government's view of the economy could be summed up in a few short phrases:  If it moves, tax it. If it 

keeps moving, regulate it. And if it stops moving, subsidize it' - Ronald Reagan 

 

Executive Summary 

Our states and its citizens are dominated by the federal government. The Congress in 

cooperation with increasingly progressive administrations has used their power to 

completely dominate the state governments. During the past twenty years, I believe the 

Congress has been plundering the US Treasury in search of votes for their continued re-

election. Through bribery and extortion, the Congress and the federal government have 

manipulated the American people into servitude by using the federal tax code to forward 

their own interests with vote-buying programs, control personal behavior, and inventing 

programs to “give back” money to the states. 

 

These demonstrations by Congress have led me to believe that the American people must 

take back their country and reintroduce the power of the Republic. The Tenth Amendment 

restates the Constitution's principle of federalism by providing that powers not granted to 

the national government nor prohibited to the states are reserved to the states or the 

people. To that end, I think the American people should repeal the 16th Amendment.  

 

Background 

 

The impact of the federal government on the average American citizen has grown since the 

approval of the 16th amendment in 1913. This amendment created the Internal Revenue 

Service to collect money directly from individuals and corporations to fund the operation of 

the Federal government. 

 

I believe the states and its citizens are dominated by the federal government. The Congress 

in cooperation with increasingly socialistic administrations has used their power to 

completely overrule the authority of the state governments. At this point, I believe the state 

governments are nothing more than agencies of the federal government through their 

reliance on revenue sharing funds. The state legislatures and their governors have no 

individual recognition. When someone mentions a state, more than likely one thinks of a 

state university mascot, before they think of the governor’s name. 

 

The Preamble to our Constitution states: 

 

“We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, establish 

Justice, ensure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defense, promote the 

general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity, 

do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of America”. 
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The end result was not “perfect” though. Our Founders wanted more restrictions placed on 

the federal government. Over time, subsequent leaders and its citizens determined that 

modification of the Constitution were justified and additional safeguards needed to be 

established starting, of course, with our Bill of Rights. 

 

The History of Federalism Web site states that, “Federalism in the United States is the 

evolving relationship between U.S. state governments and the federal government of the 

United States. Since the founding of the country, and particularly with the end of the 

American Civil War, power shifted away from the states and towards the national 

government”. http://www.cas.sc.edu/poli/courses/scgov/History_of_Federalism.htm 

 

It was the intent of our Founders to establish a federal constitutional republic where: 

 

” the will of the majority of the population is tempered by protections for individual 

rights so that no individual or group has absolute power. The fact that a constitution 

exists that limits the government's power makes the state constitutional. That the 

head(s) of state and other officials are chosen by election, rather than inheriting 

their positions, and that their decisions are subject to judicial review makes a state 

republican; should the judicial review be maximized”. 

 

Furthermore, James Madison, Thomas Jefferson and others … “stipulated that the 

people of the individual states were the final check on federal power to ensure 

compliance with the Constitution, holding that the people of any given state had the 

final power to "interpose" for the purpose of maintaining the Constitution against 

federal abuses thereof”. 
 
(http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Constitutional_republic) 

 

It is my contention that, since the 1960’s, the US Congress has been pilfering the US 

Treasury for their own political gain. Here are some examples from a Web site on 

Federalism: http://www.cas.sc.edu/poli/courses/scgov/History_of_Federalism.htm 

 

The 1960’s was "Creative Progressivism" marked by an explosion of grants that reached 

beyond the states to establish intergovernmental links at all levels, often bypassing 

states entirely. Programs were aimed at both racial and economic injustice.  Most of the 

new programs were funded through categorical and project grants, aimed at specific 

problems or groups and often bypassing states.  

 Civil Rights Acts attached cross-cutting provisions on all grants. 

 The 1965 Highway Beautification Act was an example of a cross-over sanction, in 

which aid for one activity was tied to performance of a different one. 

 

The 1970’s saw the size of the federal budget as a limiting factor in policy making. 

Congress was increasingly willing to use mandates and coercive grants to achieve policy 

objectives during the 1970s and 1980s. 

 

The Garcia decision in 1985 eliminated virtually all barriers to federal regulation of state 

functions, the Supreme Court ruled that limits on the federal government's power to 

interfere with state functions rests with the political process. 

 

In the 1990’s with the Lopez decision, the Supreme Court (having reached a nadir in 

federalism with the Garcia decision which effectively overturned the tenth amendment in 

http://www.cas.sc.edu/poli/courses/scgov/History_of_Federalism.htm
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Constitutional_republic
http://www.cas.sc.edu/poli/courses/scgov/History_of_Federalism.htm
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favor of states' lobbying Congress) has shown signs of defining and separating areas of 

state and national authority. It decided that the national government has reached into 

what should be state police powers in the matter of guns near schools. 

 

During the past twenty years, I believe the Congress has been plundering the US Treasury 

in search of votes for their continued re-election. Through bribery and extortion, the 

Congress and the federal government have manipulated the American people into servitude. 

By using the federal tax code, the Congress collects money from individuals and 

corporations and uses that money to forward their own interests with vote-buying programs 

and to control personal behavior. They invent projects to bring back to their state, but there 

is a catch. There is always something in return – their vote. Other programs “give back” 

money, but the people of the state have to change their behavior, e.g., EPA air quality 

standards. Federal emissions standards must be followed otherwise the state does not get 

any road money. There are also “rewards” from the current party in power to those political 

groups or companies that have “favor” with the Congress. 

 

Of course, we have also seen the rise of unfunded federal mandates.  

This web site ( http://www.ncsl.org/programs/press/2007/pr070805.htm)  on 

August 5, 2007 stated …  

 

“Over the past four fiscal years, the federal government has passed along more  

than $100 billion worth of unfunded mandates and costs shifts to the states.  At  

their "Boston Tea Party," state legislators highlighted several mandates and  

cost shifts that are particularly troublesome including: 

    * The Real ID Act.  Cost to states: $11 billion over five years. 

    * No Child Left Behind.  Cost to states: $12 billion per year”. 

 

The Tax Foundation (www.TaxFoundation.org) has a Special Report from March, 2006 

entitled, “Federal Tax Burdens and Expenditures by State: Which States Gain Most from 

Federal Fiscal Operations?” This paper shows the amount of money redistributed back to the 

states from the federal government. But their use is directed by the federal government. 

Why not just keep the money and only send what the federal government needs to run the 

operation? I am sure the state legislature and the governors would be able to put the 

money to better use than the Congress. States are so powerless now they cannot support or 

defend its citizens in the congress. In fact, the only true differences between the states are 

their college football teams. It seems that everything else is managed by the federal 

government. 

 

And now the general voting public has bought into these promises. The average voter is 

casting their ballot “with an expectation” of receiving money directly from the federal 

government. They have an expectation to receive grants, special loans and outright gifts 

called “tax refunds” even to those that did not pay into the US Treasury. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.ncsl.org/programs/press/2007/pr070805.htm
http://www.taxfoundation.org/
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Recommendation 

 

These demonstrations by Congress have led me to believe that the American people must 

take back their country and reintroduce the power of the Republic. The Tenth Amendment 

restates the Constitution's principle of federalism by providing that powers not granted to 

the national government nor prohibited to the states are reserved to the states or the 

people. Indeed even our pledge of allegiance has the phrase “…. And to the republic for 

which it stands…” To that end, I think the American people should repeal the 16th 

Amendment. 

 

 

Article V of the US Constitutions has a provision for organizing a constitutional convention to 

enact or repeal amendments. Article V states: 

 

“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, shall  

propose Amendments to this Constitution, or, on the Application of the  

Legislatures of two thirds of the several States, shall call a Convention for  

proposing Amendments, which, in either Case, shall be valid to all Intents and  

Purposes, as part of this Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of  

three fourths of the several States, or by Conventions in three fourths thereof,  

as the one or the other Mode of Ratification may be proposed by the Congress;  

Provided that no Amendment which may be made prior to the Year One thousand  

eight hundred and eight shall in any Manner affect the first and fourth Clauses  

in the Ninth Section of the first Article; and that no State, without its  

Consent, shall be deprived of its equal Suffrage in the Senate”. 
http://www.usconstitution.net/constamnotes.html 

 
It is a sure thing the Congress will not exercise their option, since repealing the 16th 

amendment would be a dramatic shift of power from the federal government to the states. 

The states, however, can and should. Once approved by the constitutional convention, the 

states can use their option to take back the overriding power of the federal government and 

determine how to fund the operation of the federal government while the repeal is being 

ratified. Otherwise, I fear we will see more bills approved by Congress that few 

congressman read as was the case the “stimulus bill.” I believe the state governors and the 

state legislatures should act now before the states and their citizens are totally subservient 

to the federal government. 

 

I also feel that this effect on federalism has a direct relationship with gun control. The 

increasing influence and control by the federal government brings to mind the phrase 

“Absolute power corrupts absolutely,” which was a quotation from Lord Acton, in a letter to 

Bishop Mandell Creighton, 1887: "Power tends to corrupt, and absolute power corrupts 

absolutely. Great men are almost always bad men." 

 

Noah Webster in “An Examination of the Leading Principles of the Federal Constitution, 

1787” wrote: 

 

“before a standing army can rule, the people must be disarmed; as they are in 

almost every kingdom in Europe....The supreme power in America cannot enforce 

unjust laws by the sword; because the whole body of the people are armed, and 

constitute a force superior to any band of regular troops that can be, on any 

pretence, raised in the United States” http://www.zeios.com/OurRepublic/Author/57 

http://www.usconstitution.net/constamnotes.html
http://www.zeios.com/OurRepublic/Author/57
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In my opinion, we are on the course for the federal government to be in complete control of 

the lives of the individual citizen: where we get our health care, what car to drive, what we 

can do with our property, whether we can defend ourselves and even direct our behavior. 

 

Conclusion 

 

In a January 20, 1982 report entitled “The Right to Keep and Bear Arms” from the 

Subcommittee on the Constitution of the United State Senate, Ninety-Seventh Congress, 

Second Session, February 1982 Senator Orrin G. Hatch, Chairman wrote: 

 

“To my mind, the uniqueness of our free institutions, the fact that an American 

citizen can boast freedoms unknown in any other land, is all the more reason to 

resist any erosion of our individual rights. When our ancestors forged a land 

"conceived in liberty", they did so with musket and rifle. When they reacted to 

attempts to dissolve their free institutions, and established their identity as a free 

nation, they did so as a nation of armed freemen. When they sought to record 

forever a guarantee of their rights, they devoted one full amendment out of ten to 

nothing but the protection of their right to keep and bear arms against governmental 

interference. Under my chairmanship the Subcommittee on the Constitution will 

concern itself with a proper recognition of, and respect for, this right most valued by 

free men. http://www.constitution.org/mil/rkba1982.htm 
 

Indeed, even Jesus told his disciples to defend themselves after he was gone in Luke 22:35-

36 (New International Version): 

 

“Then Jesus asked them, "When I sent you without purse, bag or sandals, did you 

lack anything?" "Nothing," they answered.   He said to them, "But now if you have a 

purse, take it, and also a bag; and if you don't have a sword, sell your cloak and buy 

one." 

 

I suggest the states band together to fight this repressive progressivism and take back 

control of the Congress and the federal government through the repeal of the 16th 

Amendment. Only by taking this power away from Congress can the American citizen begin 

to have some control of their lives. 

 

 

http://www.constitution.org/mil/rkba1982.htm

