
A  Right     versus    A Personal Responsibility  
 
Bernie Sanders and Hillary Clinton both made an interesting assertion during the Democratic 
presidential candidate debate on October 13, 2015 - - Healthcare is a right, and it should be made 
available to all citizens by the federal government.   
 
If you are reading this Conversation Piece, you probably have access to our Foundation’s very first 
Conversation Piece entitled   Why Mitt Romney’s Comments About the 47% Were Not Correct.   While 
Mr. Romney made some erroneous assertions during his fund raising event in May 2012, he also 
made some very appropriate comments, too, one of which was….   there are [citizens] who are with him 
[Obama], who are dependent upon government, who believe… the government has a responsibility to care for 
them, who believe that they are entitled to health care, to food, to housing, to you-name-it. That’s an 
entitlement. The government should give it to them.    
 
Unfortunately, Bernie Sanders and Hillary Clinton (and others within the liberal / progressive 
movement) continue to pursue this agenda.  The issue of defining what constitutes a “right” (to 
which everyone is entitled) is one of the most fundamental distinctions between the two political 
parties, and is one of the defining issues that needs to be resolved during the upcoming 2016 
presidential election.     
 
But why stop with just healthcare?   
If food is a right, is hamburger a right?  (Is a steak a right? Is a lobster dinner a right?) 
If housing is a right, is a 700 square foot apartment a right?  (Is a 2,000 square foot condo a right?  Is a 
15,000 square foot house on 5 acres of land a right?) 
 
Unfortunately, much of the political debate within our country over the past several years has been 
centered on the issue of what is “fair”.  As we note in our Conversation Piece entitled “Fair versus 
Unfortunate”, the problem with the government trying to achieve “fairness” is that it entails a debate 
about a “values judgment”.  One person’s definition of what is fair is oftentimes not the same as the 
next person’s.   
 
Our Editorial Board believes that our country is having the wrong conversation.  Instead of debating 
“fairness”, we should be having a conversation about the distinction between a right versus a 
personal responsibility.  (And because we are The Foundation to Promote Personal Responsibility, 
you can probably guess what our answer to this question would be). 
 
Unfortunately, the liberal / progressive movement knows no boundaries.  The progressives achieved 
their first major success in 1935, by granting a right (an “entitlement”) to a stream of money from the 
government during retirement.   And unfortunately, Social Security is fundamentally flawed in that it 
pays the wrong amount of money to the wrong people.  The real question is, Why did FDR and the 
federal government feel compelled to remove the responsibility for providing for your own 
retirement from the list of things for which you have your own personal responsibility?    
 
We agree that our country is prosperous enough, so that no citizen should ever face death because of 
the lack of the bare necessities (food, housing, medical care, etc).  However, each of these things 
represents a personal responsibility.  It is unfortunate that some people will inevitably struggle to 
stay out of poverty.  In those situations, civil society (families, supported by friends, neighbors, 



religious groups and Not For Profit charitable organizations) (not the federal government) should 
ensure that “social security” is available to any citizen who needs assistance. 
 
Progressives fail to recognize (or fail to acknowledge) that nothing in life is “free”.  And 
unfortunately, the citizens who will end up paying for the liberal / progressive agenda are our 
children and grandchildren.   This is especially true for any government program that is not paid for 
currently, but instead is financed by borrowing from future generations.   
 
There is a fundamental distinction between a right and a personal responsibility.  This is the 
conversation that Mitt Romney was trying to initiate back in 2012, and it is the conversation that we 
need to continue to have during 2016, because unfortunately (yes, we’re repeating ourselves here) the 
liberal / progressive movement knows no boundaries.   
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