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The Federal Government, like any not-for-profit, is established for the purpose of collecting revenues that inure to the benefit of its donors.  Taxpayers are therefore donors that receive the mutual benefit of governmental oversight when needed – as well as a larger macro economic effect from those that give more than their perceived fair-share. 

In addition, being that at the time of this writing, the U.S. Federal Government is now a major shareholder in more than one of several major corporations in more than one of several major industries; the double-taxation effect on itself now functions as a non-profit pass-through return to its Citizen-Participants.
The below illustrative example and foundational relational references – initially arguing from the polar-opposite underpinning and coming around full-circle - will hopefully assist this current administration in procuring an alternative definition to the concept of corporate double-taxation being that the Government itself now functions as a somewhat unwilling participant.


While on the shores of Walden Pond in the mid 1840s Henry David Thoreau espoused

“That government is best which governs least,”

 it was ultimately his friends and neighbors who came to rescue him from his own self-alienation and refusal to pay the poll-tax– where

“…[Thoreau] came out of prison — for some one interfered, and paid that tax —”.

In an ordered society at a larger-scale, such-same friends and neighbors take the form of larger enterprises that may indeed pay more than their seeming fair-share, but in the end, inure benefits back to themselves and others worth more than their initial perceived giving.
Or, as Franklin Roosevelt said: “I believe with Abraham Lincoln, that

‘The legitimate object of Government is to do for a community of people whatever they need to have done but cannot do at all or cannot do so well for themselves in their separate and individual capacities.’”

We see a tri-part relationship in this where unassociated individual citizens indirectly work-out the means to assist one another by way of taxation.
This “taxes-paid” may perhaps be seen as a type of  initial fee, and though initially small, results in a larger economic benefit to the group in the end of having yet another helping hand to harvest the crop – with an economic benefit more than enough to re-compensate the initial third-party tax-payer for his seemingly altruistic gesture.  
Perhaps the third-party taxpayer on behalf of Thoreau was the landowner?  If-so this is an even more definitive actualization of Adam Smith’s otherwise perceived “invisible-hand”
“… in this, as in many other cases, led by an invisible hand to promote an end which was no part of his intention. Nor is it always the worse for the society that it was no part of it. By pursuing his own interest he frequently promotes that of the society more effectually than when he really intends to promote it.”

And so also it is with taxation, whereby governments collecting revenues and pay-out to those less fortunate, inadvertently benefit the whole.
.Applied even more directly, had Thoreau’s friend or neighbor (or most likely his Aunt Maria Thoreau) not paid the tax on his behalf, they would have been short one person in the post prison-release huckleberry patch gathering.

And so perhaps when those with the ability to pay, pay on behalf of those that don’t, an indirect benefit inures to the payor, or others such similarly-situated.
This speaks of the so-called double-taxation of corporations where 1) earnings and profits of the corporation are initially taxed, and then again 2) as dividends paid-out to the shareholder, such payments pay for those who are unable to pay, so be it, in consideration that for whom it pays may indirectly assist that or some other corporation.
At the time of Adam Smith and Jean Jacques Rousseau, concurrent with the birth of our own Nation, the concept of Economy was viewed in the context of “Political Economy,” 
 where the word “economy” itself is derived from the word “house” and “law,” originally referring to a single household for the common-good of that particular family – and then extended to the government and the State.

So-too, in current times, the State has become the Comptroller-of-the-Commons with trickle-down effect to its individual citizen-participants, as the most recent winners of the Nobel in Economic Science have procured:
http://economix.blogs.nytimes.com/2009/10/12/elinor-ostrom-and-oliver-e-williamson-win-nobel-in-economic-science/ 

“Ms. Ostrom’s work focuses on the commons, such as how pools of users manage natural resources as common property. The traditional view is that common ownership results in excessive exploitation of resources — the so-called tragedy of the commons that occurs when fishermen overfish a common pond, for example. The proposed solution is usually to make users bear the external costs of their utilization by privatizing the resource or imposing government regulations such as taxes or quotas.”

“Mr. Williamson’s work focuses on the boundaries of the firm, and the reasons for economic activity inside of firms: Why is there so much vertical integration in the marketplace? Why don’t we all just work for ourselves and sign contracts with each other instead of working together inside of a big company?

His work argues that “hierarchical organizations sometimes dominate markets because they provide a cheaper way to resolve conflicts,” the committee writes. When two employees quarrel about how best to use resources, a chain of command within the firm — usually leading back to a single chief executive — makes the decision about who is right. In contrast, in the markets, both parties would have to keep negotiating until they reach an agreement of some sort, which takes time and money. 

As such, please utilize the above analysis, arguments, references, and Nobel prize-winning economic-discoveries in assisting in the management and potential re-definition of the concept of corporate double-taxation – especially in the Executive Branch as Chief Executive.
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� Possible reference to “The best government is that which governs least,” motto of the United States Magazine and Democratic Review,1837-1859, or “the less government we have, the better” - from Ralph Waldo Emerson's "Politics", 1844, sometimes mistakenly attributed to Jefferson. 
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� Henry David Thoreau, Civil Disobedience (1849) � HYPERLINK "http://thoreau.eserver.org/civil3.html" ��http://thoreau.eserver.org/civil3.html� 





� , David M. Kennedy Freedom From Fear – The American People in Depression and War 1929-1945 pp. 246-247 (Oxford University Press paperback edition, 1999)





� Adam Smith, An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations (1776), Book IV, Chapter II, 2.9


� HYPERLINK "http://www.econlib.org/library/Smith/smWN13.html#B.IV,%20Ch.2,%20Of%20Restraints%20upon%20the%20Importation%20from%20Foreign%20Countries" ��http://www.econlib.org/library/Smith/smWN13.html#B.IV,%20Ch.2,%20Of%20Restraints%20upon%20the%20Importation%20from%20Foreign%20Countries� 





� Adam Smith, considered the father of modern economics, studied moral philosophy





� Jean Jacques Rousseau, A Discourse on Political Economy (1755) – opening paragraph
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