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A C K N O W L E D G E M E N T S 
I w o u l d l i k e t o t h a n k many who h a v e b e e n s e n d i n g i n f o f r o m v a r i o u s 
c o u n t r i e s f r o m t h e o l d S o v i e t R e p u b l i c s t o A s i a , a n d o f c o u r s e w i t h 
s p e c i a l m e n t i o n f o r L a t v i a a n d A u s t r a l i a . 

I w o u l d l i k e t o t h a n k m a n y ' o ' f my o l d f r i e n d s who u s e t o g a t h e r k e y 
i n t e l l i g e n c e f o r P r i n c e t o n E c o n o m i c s a r o u n d t h e w o r l d . I t h a s t r u l y 
b e e n e n c o u r a g i n g t o know t h a t t h o s e v i t a l e f f o r t s a r e s t i l l i n p l a c e . 

K e e p i n g t r a c k o f t h e r e a l e v e n t s a r o u n d t h e w o r l d i s a g r o u p e f f o r t 
t h a t b e n e f i t s a l l o f u s a n d o u r p o s t e r i t y . T h e U . S . g o v e r n m e n t w i l l 
n e v e r r e s p o n d t o a n y t h i n g o f s u b s t a n c e , a n d c o n s t a n t l y a r g u e s o n l y 
p r o c e d u r e t o r e f u s e t o r e l e a s e me. I do n o t h o n e s t l y know i f t h a t 
d a y w i l l e v e r c o m e . I am c l e a r l y a p o l i t i c a l p r i s o n e r who i s j u s t 
b e i n g a r b i t r a r i l y h e l d w i t h no l a w f u l a u t h o r i t y no d i f f e r e n t t h a n 
t h e a l l e g e d t e r r o r i s t i n C u b a who a r e d e n i e d t r i a l s , y e t j u s t a l s o 
d e t a i n e d w i t h o u t p u b l i c e x p l a n a t i o n . 

I r e a l i z e t h a t f o r m e r s t a f f a r o u n d t h e w o r l d a n d p a r t n e r s b e l i e v e 
t h a t I h a v e b e e n a r b i t r a r i l y h e l d a n d no f o r m e r e m p l o y e e s w e r e e v e r 
a l l o w e d t o t e s t i f y on my b e h a l f a s :was d o n e t o J a m e s S m i t h on O c t o b e r 
3 r d , 2 0 0 0 , o r t h a t t h e R e c e i v e r A l a n C o h e n a n d T a n c r e d S h i a v o n i h a d 
p l a c e d b o r d e r w a t c h e s on f o r m e r p a r t n e r s t o - a r r e s t t h e m i f t h e y t r i e d 
t o come t o t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s t o d e f e n d t h e i r p r o p e r t y r i g h t s . T h i s i s 
t h e s a d s t a t e o f c o r r u p t i o n o f t h e U . S . c o u r t s . 

I r e a l i z e t h a t f o r m e r s t a f f a r o u n d t h e w o r l d a n d p a r t n e r s b e l i e v e 
t h a t I h a v e b e e n a r b i t r a r i l y h e l d f o r r e f u s i n g t o w o r k f o r t h e C I A . 
I b e l i e v e t h a t i t a l s o h a s s o m e t h i n g t o do w i t h my r e l u c t a n c e t o be 
some s o r t o f a P r e s i d e n t i a l a d v i s o r t o G e o r g e U . B u s h s i n c e i t h a s 
b e e n h i s p e r s o n a l c o u s i n who h a s i l l e g a l l y s e i z e d a l l my a p p e a l s a n d 
J o h n F l . W a l k e r h a s r e j e c t e d e v e r y e f f o r t t o o b t a i n a f a i r t r i a l . I 
b e l i e v e f u r t h e r t h a t p e r h a p s b e c a u s e h i s s o n a l s o was an I n v e s t m e n t 
B a n k e r , t h a t t h e p o w e r s t h a t be w a n t e d P r i n c e t o n E c o n o m i c s j u s t 
e l i m i n a t e d a t a l l c o s t s . P e r h a p s we w i l l n e v e r know o r p e r h a p s i t h a s 
b e e n a c o m b i n e d e f f o r t t o s t o p t h e f o r e c a s t s t h e y c o u l d n o t c o n t r o l . 
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By: M a r t i n A. Armstrong 
June 12th, 2009 

Lord Charles P r a t t Camden 
(1714 - 1794) 

Former Chairman o f P r i n c e t o n Economics I n t e r n a t i o n a l , L t d . 
and Foundation For The Study of Cycles 

ever do we seem t o c o n s u l t h i s t o r y j u s t t o see i f someone d i d 
the same t h i n g before. I n every s c i e n c e , we l e a r n from our key 
e f f o r t t o accumulate knowledge, and b u i l d upon our past e f f o r t s 
and mistakes. Every f i e l d b u i l d s upon the past except one - the 
E t e r n a l Sea o f P o l i t i c s . What we are w i t n e s s i n g w i t h the e f f o r t s 
t o demand f o r e i g n nations turnover a l l Americans who have accounts 
overseas so they can be c r i m i n a l l y i n v e s t i g a t e d , i s nothing new. 
This i s p r e c i s e l y the same a c t i o n c a r r i e d out by King George I I I 
t h a t i g n i t e d the American Re v o l u t i o n . The most dangerous people t o 
the welfare of the people are always p o l i t i c i a n s , f o r they a c t i n 
t h e i r personal s e l f - i n t e r e s t , t h a t i s always c o n t r a r y t o the r i g h t s , 
p r i v i l e g e s , and immunities t h a t were t o be human r i g h t s . Because our 
p o l i t i c i a n s never c o n s u l t h i s t o r y , they doom us t o repeat i t . 

H i s t o r y Repeats because of human 
nature never changes. You probably are 
under the misconception t h a t the seed of 
the American Revolution had t o do w i t h 
taxes. However, t h i s was preceeded by 
the abuse of general warrants o r w r i t s 
of a s s i s t a n c e i s s u e d by the k i n g . They 
are the very reason why we have the 
Fourth Amendment t h a t no one s h a l l enter 
your home without a search warrant t h a t 
i s s p e c i f i c naming the person sought and 
o r what i s being sought, based upon the 
probable cause t o b e l i e v e t h a t there i s 
j u s t cause f o r the entry. 

One o f the e a r l i e s t bulwarks of 
l i b e r t y was Lord Charles P r a t t Camden 
(1714-1794). He was the Ch i e f J u s t i c e 
of the Court o f Common Pleas (1761-1766) 
who made a r u l i n g a gainst the k i n g t h a t 
James Madison h i m s e l f l a t e r commented, 
"There and then the American Revolution 
was born." The case was En t i c k v Ca r r i n g t c n 
(1764-1765). The king's w r i t s of general 
a s s i s t a n c e were f o r m a l l y declared t o be 
un l a w f u l . This i s not merely the core of 
the Fourth Amendment, but i t was t h i s case 
t h a t e s t a b l i s h e d the r i g h t t o p r i v a c y i n 
your home, yet few Americans know anything 
about t h i s Spark t h a t i g n i t e d the American 
R e v o l u t i o n & Obama i s repeating r i g h t now! 



Thanks t o the Republicans who have 
forgotten what l i b e r t y i s and t w i s t e d the 
purpose of government i n t o a r e l i g i o u s 
s t a t e based upon Calvanism, they have so 
profoundly a l t e r e d the Rule o f Law making 
i t v i r t u a l l y e x t i n c t . I f judges dare r u l e 
i n f a v o r o r a c i t i z e n , they are " l i b e r a l " 
t u r n i n g the C o n s t i t u t i o n on i t s head. At 
the beginning, the concern was t h a t no one 
should be subjected t o anything without 
absolute proof. S i r W i l l i a m Blackstone 
whose Commentaries o f the Law o f England 
(1776) was the B i b l e upon which a l l o f 
our l e g a l foundation was b u i l t , c l e a r l y 
h e l d t h a t i t was b e t t e r t h a t 10 g u i l t y go 
f r e e than 1 innocent man s u f f e r . Todays 
the United States i s the l e a s t t o l e r a n t , 
imprisons more than o n e - t h i r d o f a l l p r i s 
oners world wide, imprisons more than 
Russia and China combined, and has the 
longest sentences i n h i s t o r y . Over 1,000 
people imprisoned f o r murder o r rape have 
been exonerated by DNA. They do t h e i r 
best t o deny you every r i g h t even counsel. 
Republican i d e a l i s t h a t i t i s f a r b e t t e r 
t h a t anyone we suspect should be placed i n 
p r i s o n than 1 g u i l t y escape, and l e t God 
( i f he e x i s t s a t a l l ) s o r t i t out. 

The Fourth Amendment has been the most 
m a r g i n a l i z e d s i n c e i t l i m i t s the power of 
government i n ways they do not l i k e . The 
Press i s manipulated t o help expand govern
ment power by v i o l a t i n g the law i n cases 
t h a t people j u s t want j u s t i c e . One such 
case was t h a t of Mr. W i l l i a m s , a b l a c k man 
who k i l l e d a white g i r l and b u r i e d her. His 
lawyer t o l d him t o s e l f - s u r r e n d e r and t o l d 
the p o l i c e not t o question him. They got 
him to show them where the body was and he 
was found g u i l t y . The Supreme Court over
r u l e d because i n d i c t e d defendants cannot 
be i n t e r r o g a t e d without counsel, Brewer v  
W i l l i a m s , 430 US 387 (1977). The p o l i c e 
knew the law, but broke i t anyway j u s t t o 
win. 

Williams was put on t r i a l a second time 
us i n g the same coerced evidence. Perhaps 
the prosecutor b e l i e v e d he c o u l d not prove 
h i s case without r e v e a l i n g W i l l i a m s showed 
them where the body was buried. Again an 
appeal was taken up t o the Supreme Court but 
the press was c a l l e d out over the outrage 
of l e t t i n g a b l a c k man go f o r k i l l i n g a 
white c h i l d . T his time, however, the make 
up o f the court was changed. 

To accommodate the demands t h a t t m s man 
not escape punishment i r r e s p e c t i v e o f the 
i l l e g a l a c t i o n s o f the p o l i c e , the Supreme 
Court agreed t o hear the same case twice. The 
f i r s t d e c i s i o n was w r i t t e n by J u s t i c e Stewart 
j o i n e d by Brennan, P o w e l l , M a r s h a l l and Stevens, 
w i t h a d i s s e n t by C h i e f J u s t i c e Burger, White, 
Blackmum, and Rehnguist. The second d e c i s i o n 
shows how the c o n s t i t u t i o n means nothing, when 
the defendant c o u l d have been placed i n a mental 
ward f o r the r e s t o f h i s l i f e s t i l l behind a 
fence, j u s t minus the c r i m i n a l c o n v i c t i o n . Now 
t o squeeze t h a t c o n v i c t i o n , the Supreme Court 
invented the " i n e v i t a b l e d i s c o v e r y r u l e " t h a t 
means t h a t i f the p o l i c e would have u l t i m a t e l y 
found the evidence, then e v e r y t h i n g i s ok. 
This second d e c i s i o n was published as 
Mix v W i l l i a m s , 467 US 431 (1984), and 
t h i s a b s u r d i t y was w r i t t e n by Chief J u s t i c e 
Burger, j o i n e d by Rehnquist, White, Blackmun, 
Powell and a new appointment, O'Connor, who 
a l t e r e d the Fourth Amendment t o get one man. 
E f f e c t i v e l y , the government can and does argue 
t h a t search warrants are not always necessary 
f o r they would i n e v i t a b l y get you anyway. This 
expanded i n t o the f a c t t h a t i f the p o l i c e were 
to stop a c a r , i t has even the r i g h t t o search 
passengers. 

The government can c l e a r l y v i o l a t e the 
r i g h t s of the worst offender, knowing t h a t a l l 
they have t o do i s show h i s crime, and the 
press w i l l s t i r the people up t o g i v e away a l l 
t h e i r personal r i g h t s j u s t t o ensure t h i s one 
person pays. There i s no Rule o f law when we 
can a l t e r the law on an i n d i v i d u a l b a s i s a f t e r 
the f a c t t o get anyone. This i s not what we 
c a l l "law" and the C o n s t i t u t i o n f o r b i d s t h i s 
as w e l l as the Ex-Post Facto Clause, t h a t the 
J u d i c i a r y holds does not apply t o them. 

I n the case o f W i l l i a m s , t h i s was a 
man who c o u l d be put away e i t h e r as a 
c r i m i n a l o r as a mental p a t i e n t . For 
whatever reason, s o c i e t y seems t o t h i n k 
he must be c o n v i c t e d as a c r i m i n a l , but 
o f t e n t o do t h a t , we s e l l our own s o u l s . 
I met a s e r i o u s l y r e t a r d e d boy who c o u l d 
ha r d l y speak a sentence without a major 
speech problem. He was locked up because 
someone thought i t was c o o l to have a 
r e t a r d c a l l the White House and c l a i m 
he was a t e r r o r i s t . 

Drug d e a l e r s use retarded k i d s t o 
make d e l i v e r i e s . They r e t a i n a s i n g l e 
thought and c a r r y i t out, yet prosecutors 
care nothing about human r i g h t s , o n l y 
the number o f c o n v i c t i o n s regardless of 
the q u a l i t y . 



The purpose of the Fourth Amendment 
has diminished t o the respect c o u r t s have 
perhaps f o r an ant c r a w l i n g on t h e i r bench. 
I t i s i r o n i c that t h i s i s the very essence 
of what the American R e v o l u t i o n was t r u l y 
i g n i t e d y e t we have surrendered our very 
core r i g h t s , p r i v i l e g e s , and immunities 
without a s i n g l e shot f i r e d . 

The W r i t s o f General A s s i s t a n c e t h a t 
had sparked the American R e v o l u t i o n , are now 
the very same course of a c t i o n t h a t Obama 
i s t a k i n g regarding the o f f s h o r e d e p o s i t s 
of Americans. We have no evidence a g a i n s t 
a p a r t i c u l a r person. N e i t h e r d i d the k i n g . 
What the United S t a t e s i s demanding i s t o 
invade other nations and on a wholesale 
b a s i s , turnover a l l Americans. This i s no 
d i f f e r e n t than the k i n g e n t e r i n g your home 
and searching w i t h a Wr i t o f General A s s i s 
tance t o look f o r anything he c o u l d p o s s i b l y 
charge you w i t h , w i t h a b s o l u t e l y no such 
probable cause. 

Everything t h a t once made America so 
great t h a t i n s p i r e d so many t o leave Europe 
f o r the new land of freedom, has been l o s t 
t o the hatred and greed o f p o l i t i c i a n s . We 
are n e i t h e r safe i n our l i b e r t y from the 
Republicans nor from the Democrats f o r both 
o n l y care about extending t h e i r own p o l i c y 
and f u r t h e r i n g t h e i r own power u n t i l the 
l a s t f l i c k e r o f L i b e r t y d i e s . Next we w i l l 
be unable t o walk down the s t r e e t without 
i n d e n t i f i c a t i o n as i n East Germany; 

"Papers - P l e a s e ! " 

You may t h i n k t h i s i s an exaggeration, 
however, you should read H i i b e l v S i x t h  
J u d i c i a l D i s t r i c t Court of Nevada, 542 US 
177 (2004) where i t was upheld t h a t based 
on a Nevada s t a t u t e , you must i d e n t i f y 
y o u r s e l f t o any p o l i c e o f f i c e r whatsoever 
when asked. The Supreme Court upheld the 
very government demand "Papers, p l e a s e " 
and Mr. H i i b e l was not a c r i m i n a l , but h i s 
r e f u s a l t o produce i d e n t i f i c a t i o n was h e l d 
to be a crime f o r which they can put you 
i n j a i l . So much f o r the land o f the f r e e ; 
So i f you t h i n k you can stand on p r i n c i p l e , 
you w i l l be standing i n a c e l l . 

I t was a l s o h e l d i n Atwater v C i t y o f  
Lago V i s t a , 532 US 318 (2001), t h a t the 
Fourth Amendment which was t o prevent a l s o 
the i l l e g a l s e i z u r e o f a person, does not 

apply where a p o l i c e o f f i c e r a r r e s t e d a 
housewife who had l i t t l e c h i l d r e n i n the 
car because she d i d not have a s e a t b e l t 
on. The e n t i r e q u e stion was how can a 
person be a r r e s t e d and taken t o j a i l f o r 
a misdemeanor t h a t d i d not i n c l u d e any 
imprisonment pen a l t y ? The Supreme Court 
w r i t t e n by J u s t i c e Souter, the so c a l l e d 
" l i b e r a l " Republican, h e l d t h a t the p o l i c e 
can haul you o f f t o j a i l f o r anything, 
even a crime t h a t does not a u t h o r i z e any 
imprisonment. The p o l i c e even were t a k i n g 
her 3-year o l d son and 5-year o l d daughter 
i n t o custody. A neighbor had t o take the 
c h i l d r e n t o save them too from j a i l . T h is 
i s what we have been reduced t o . 

There i s no respect f o r what America 
stood f o r a t a l l . L o r d Camden was t r u l y a 
defender o f l i b e r t y . I t i s a shame there 
are no judges l i k e t h i s on the bench i n 
any Federal Court and c e r t a i n l y not i n the 
Supreme Court. 

Lord Camden a l s o granted a w r i t o f 
habeas corpus t h a t s u r e l y no Republican 
would agree w i t h today, s i n c e t h i s w r i t has 
l e s s than 1% success r a t e . The w r i t was 
granted i n the matter o f John Wikes who 
wrote a p e r i o d i c a l e n t i t l e d "North B r i t o n " 
i n which.he r e f e r r e d to a speech of King 
George I I I and accused him of being a l i a r . 
He was a r r e s t e d f o r " s e d i t i o n " u s i n g one 
of these general w r i t s o f a s s i s t a n c e . The 
habeas corpus was granted i n Wilkes v Wood 
(1763). 

These w r i t s were b a s i c a l l y not much 
d i f f e r e n t from the P a t r i o t A c t th a t j u s t 
allowed the king's men t o do as they please. 
This was the r e a l i s s u e of contention t h a t 
James Madison a t t r i b u t e d the b i r t h of the 
American Re v o l u t i o n . 

I t has been the Republican P a t r i o t A c t 
tha t has destroyed the Fourth Amendment 
a l t o g e t h e r . This allows the s e i z u r e o f j u s t 
about anything, has turned the banks i n t o 
KGB type s e c r e t informers a g a i n s t the very 
people they pretend are valued c l i e n t s , and 
whatever r i g h t s t o p r i v a c y you thought you 
may have had, k i s s t h a t i l l u s i o n good-bye. 

Don't t h i n k f o r one minute t h a t j u s t 
because Bush pushed t h i s l e g i s l a t i o n through 
Congress wipi n g out the Fourth Amendment and 
then stacked the c o u r t s so no judge w i l l ever 
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r u l e a g a i n s t i t , t h a t the Democrats w i l l 
r e p e a l i t . The Patriot Act a l l o w s the 
unprecedented r i s e of a p o l i c e s t a t e t h a t 
can be employed a g a i n s t the " r i c h " f o r 
j u s t look a t how many cases there are 
under t h i s a u t h o r i t y t h a t had nothing 
a t a l l t o do w i t h t e r r o r i s m . 

Look a t E l l i o t t S p r i t z e r , former 
governor of New York, where i t was the 
Patriot A c t t h a t r e q u i r e s banks t o now 
s e c r e t l y r e p o r t you t o the feds on any 
t r a n s a c t i o n t h a t looks strange t o them. 
Here the t r a n s a c t i o n was paying f o r *•' 
p r o s t i t u t e s . T h i s c e r t a i n l y had nothing 
t o do w i t h t e r r o r i s m . 

Banks have been converted i n t o the 
s e c r e t p o l i c e and you do not r e a l i z e t h a t 
here too, t h i s would have v i o l a t e d the 
Fourth Amendment. I went behind the o l d 
B e r l i n Wall before i t f e l l . I see no 
d i f f e r e n c e i n substance other than we 
pretend you s t i l l have r i g h t s u n t i l you 
t r y t o a s s e r t them. 

My deep concern i s h i s t o r y has now 
come f u l l c i r c l e . J u s t having any account 
overseas even f o r l e g i t i m a t e business 
operations because you have s a l e s o r 
purchases t a k i n g place there, w i l l be the 
grounds f o r a new wholesale i n s p e c t i o n 
w i t h the presumption t h a t you are most 
c e r t a i n l y g u i l t y . I t i s l i k e the c o u r t s 
h o l d . Even i f you go t o t r i a l and the 
j u r y a c q u i t s you, judges argue t h a t does 
not mean you are innocent - j u s t t h a t the 
government d i d not have enough evidence 
t o prove you g u i l t y a t a standard o f 
proof beyond a reasonable doubt. 

The Supreme Court n u l l i f i e d the 
e n t i r e purpose of a j u r y t r i a l i n i t s 
a s t o n i s h i n g h o l d i n g l i s t e d as Per Curiam 
because no one had the courage t o pen 
t h e i r name t o the o p i n i o n , t h a t was i n 
f a c t signed by Chief J u s t i c e Rehnquist, 
O'Connor, S c a l i a , Souter, Thomas, Gins-
burg, and Breyer over the d i s s e n t o f 
J u s t i c e Stevens and Kennedy. 

In Watts v Uni t e d S t a t e s , 519 US 
148 (1997) i t was h e l d t h a t i n a f e d e r a l 
c r i m i n a l case i n which the accused has 
been convicted on o n l y one charge and 
acquitted by the j u r y on a l l o t h e r s , 
the jury's verdict of acquittal does not 
prevent the court from s t i l l sentencing  
you on the acquitted condurt- The whole 

purpose of the j u r y was t o ensure t h a t the 
people found c i t i z e n s g u i l t y . The purpose 
o f the grand j u r y was tha t o n l y the people 
c o u l d i n d i c t . The co u r t s have removed the 
people and they a r e e s s e n t i a l l y there o n l y 
f o r show. 

The courts have h e l d t h a t even i f the 
evidence s e i z e d was i l l e g a l and cou l d not 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y be used i n t r i a l , t h a t has 
no e f f e c t f o r sentencing. Several c i r c u i t s 
have h e l d the Fourth Amendment when i t even 
does have some e f f e c t f o r t r i a l , has no such 
e f f e c t f o r sentencing, US v Torres, 926 F2d 
321, 324-5 (3rd C i r 1991); US v Montoya- 
Q r t i z , 7 F3d 1171, 1181 (5th C i r 1993); US v  
Jenkins, 4 F3d 1338, 1345 (6th C i r 1993). 
S i m i l a r d e c i s i o n s have been s u s t a i n e d i n the 
7th, 8th, 9th, 10th, 11th C i r c u i t s as w e l l 
as i n Washington, DC, 

Lord Camden j o i n e d the House of Lords 
i n 1765. He there defended the c o l o n i s t s 
regarding the Stamp Act ( t a x a t i o n ) . Due t o 
h i s defense o f the law and the r i g h t s o f 
the American c o l o n i s t s , the k i n g dismissed 
him as a j u r i s t . T his i s a l s o one o f the 
reasons judges have l i f e tenure, yet they 
abuse t h i s by s t a c k i n g the courts w i t h the 
very opposite of what i t was intended t o 
prevent. 

The s i g n i f i c a n c e o f what Obama i s now 
doing regarding the claims t h a t they t h i n k 
they are e n t i t l e d t o $200 b i l l i o n i n taxes 
over the next decade from what l i e s o ffshore, 
has shown t h a t the wheel of fortune has i n 
f a c t completed i t s c i r c l e o f r e v o l u t i o n . We 
are f o r m a l l y a t the very same p o s i t i o n where 
we once were i n 1776. 

How t h i s w i l l be re s o l v e d , I do not 
know. But we must respect t h a t the 224 Year 
Cycle o f P o l i t i c a l Change reached i t s peak 
i n 1999. George W. Bush (the puppet o f the 
Dark Lord Dick Cheney) came t o power w i t h 
t h a t c y c l e and i t has been d o w n h i l l ever 
s i n c e . 

The two dates on tha t c y c l e were 1775 
(the s t a r t o f the r e v o l u t i o n ) and 1788 (the 
b i r t h o f the U n i t e d S t a t e s ) . This produced 
a 13 year window on the 224 Year Cycle of 
P o l i t i c a l Change 1999-2012. I f we are t o 
see the c o l l a p s e of the United States as 
we once knew i t , t h a t may a r r i v e by 2012. 
This means perhaps a new T h i r d P a r t y might 
r i s e perhaps w i t h the name the American 
Party. 
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What was so o f f e n s i v e t o have then 
and there sparked the American Revolu
t i o n , was the n o t i o n t h a t the k i n g may 
simply enter your house or any p l a c e and 
begin searching f o r anything he found 
t o be t o h i s d i s l i k e . I t c o u l d have been 
something you wrote about the k i n g t h a t 
was charged as " s e d i t i o n " o r not paying 
taxes. 

This i s the very same power t h a t 
the United States i s demanding against 
i t s own people, i t i s demanding t h a t a l l 
nations a l l o w the turnover o f records 
of any American so the new government 
can s i f t through i t t o see i f there are 
taxes i t can c l a i m you owe. 

There i s no d i f f e r e n c e between 
what America i s doing today and t h a t 
which the k i n g d i d t o the c o l o n i s t s . 
I t i s one t h i n g t o have evidence of 
a crime and then charge someone w i t h 
t h a t crime. I t i s another t o j u s t ccme 
i n t o your home, business, or demand 
from a l l n a t i o n s , t o turnover everything 
on Americans whatsoever. 

This n o t i o n i s j u s t i f i e d i n t h e i r 
mind by the f a c t t h a t they say you owe 
taxes t h a t belong t o them, not you, and 
thus whatever means necessary j u s t i f i e s 
t h e i r a c t i o n . This i s the l a s t straw of 
freedom and i t i s going up i n smoke t o 
the p o i n t America w i l l never again be 
the same. Don't t h i n k t h a t t h i s i s a 
pure Democratic a c t . I t would not have 

been p o s s i b l e had i t not been f o r the abuse 
of the Republicans who have been no f r i e n d 
t o l i b e r t y e i t h e r . 

The Bush A d m i n i s t r a t i o n f u r t h e r e d the 
goals of tyranny under the neo-conservative 
idea t h a t America has t o dominate the world 
and answer t o no one. Republicans c r i t i c i z e 
Obama f o r c l a i m i n g he i s a c i t i z e n of the 
world, arguing they are not, they are o n l y 
American. This arrogance has turned American 
i d e a l s i n t o the most hated i n the world, I 
have had f r i e n d s w r i t e t e l l i n g how they are 
now despised t r a v e l i n g around the world. I f 
we expect t o d i c t a t e t o the world, we have 
t o do so by example, not decree. 

The Republicans abandoned t h e i r e n t i r e 
economic-conservative base f o r the r e l i g i o u s 
r i g h t and the neo-conservative i d e a of g l o b a l 
dominance and arrogance. Had they remained i n 
the economic-conservative camp of Reagan and 
balanced the budget, reduced taxes, and set 
the n a t i o n on a t r u e reform path, they would 
have i n f l u e n c e d the Democrats as w e l l , but 
now t h e i r economic-conservative ideas are 
d i s c r e d i t e d because o f t h e i r own s t u p i d i t y 
and the expansion of powers under Cheney, are 
being turned a g a i n s t the a r c h i t e c t s . Cheney 
should have thought what would happen i f the 
powers he demanded were used against him. But, 
people drunk w i t h power r a r e l y see the end 
of t h a t power. 

Cbama has t o stop t h i s i n s a n i t y . Do not 
go down t h i s road. Be the leader of reason, 
not the harbinger of tyranny1 
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H i s t o r y Repeats because people never 
change. No matter what our advances might 
be i n terms of s c i e n c e , we employ nothing 
of the s o r t i n our most c r i t i c a l f i e l d of 
a l l - p o l i t i c s . The model we employed a t 
P r i n c e t o n c o u l d p i n p o i n t c o l l a p s e s i n the 
p o l i t i c a l framwork of nations based upon 
economic input. To c r e a t e a model t h a t put 
the c u r r e n t problem as the input and t e s t 
what t o do against a h i s t o r i c a l database, 
would most l i k e l y save m i l l i o n s of l i v e s 
and r e s t o r e o r l i b e r t y and freedom. But 
t h a t i s not i n the s e l f - i n t e r e s t of our 
p o l i t i c i a n s because they want t o pretend 
they are demigods who can s o l v e any such 
problem, yet l a c k personal experience. 

Our p o l i t i c i a n s are people who want 
t o t e l l the r e s t of us how t o l i v e , but 
are incapable of l i s t e n i n g to advice o r 
t a k i n g c r i t i c i s m . They l i s t e n t o o n l y 
what supports t h e i r personal i n t e r e s t and 
thus we end up w i t h a half-baked model of 
Aristotelian l o g i c t h a t leads t o the same 
conclusions and outcome without the back-
t e s t i n g against h i s t o r y as advocated by 
Thucydides. 

This i s why h i s t o r y repeats. Those 
i n power o n l y t h i n k about t h a t power and 
how t o maintain i t , not about the people 
and the f u t u r e of the s t a t e . Without the 
modeling t o back t e s t t h e o r i e s t h a t seem 
l o g i c a l every time, we are simply doomed. 
H i s t o r y repeats because the same problem 
leads t o the same l o g i c the creates the 
same r e s u l t . We l e a r n nothing a t a l l . 

A system of s e l f - r e f e r a l i s one t h a t 
takes i t s own b a s i c nature and r e c o n s t r u c t s 
the next generation. We do t h a t w i t h DNA 
t h a t i s a code th a t i s then blended with 
the mate and the next i t e r a t i o n becomes a 
r e c o n s t r u c t i o n based upon th a t DNA model 
and thus i t i s a system t h a t perpetuates by 
s e l f - r e f e r a l . 

I f we understand h i s t o r y , we can see 
t h a t i t repeats because of human nature 
never changes. Every p o l i t i c i a n w i l l a c t i n 
h i s s e l f - i n t e r e s t . The l a c k o f c o n t r o l by 
the people leads t o the degradation of the 
e t h i c s and we w i l l scon f a l l i n t o the same 
c o r r u p t i o n every time. J u s t look a t the new 
scandal i n B r i t a i n , and the spending by the 
MPs t h a t i n the United S t a t e s , would be 
l i f e imprisonment i f t h a t were a corporate 
o f f i c e r . We do not punish the p o l i t i c i a n s 
unless t a k i n g them down s a t i s f i e s a c e r t a i n 
p o l i t i c a l g o a l . This i s s e l f - e v i d e n t by the 
prosecution of Stevens the Republican Senator 
i n A l a s k a , o r the h i t c a r r i e d out c o v e r t l y 
by the " c l u b " a g a i n s t E l l i o t t S p r i t z e r who 
dared t o c r e a t e t r o u b l e f o r the Investment 
Bankers and AIG. Everyone knew about h i s 
p r o s t i t u t e s on the s t r e e t . They fought back 
by merely u s i n g the P a t r i o t Act t o do the 
j o b . That was a p o l i t i c a l a s s a s s i n a t i o n t h a t 
i s widely known behind the c u r t a i n . 

What we are dangerously f a c i n g now i s 
the l a c k of a Rule o f Law and t h a t property 

can be taken a t any time i f i t b e n e f i t s the 
s t a t e . You have no r i g h t s 1 In a bankruptcy, 
bond holders come f i r s t . Not i n GM. 

6 



CAN -toe 
Wilted States 

There i s nothing more important -than 
the Rule of Law. Whenever i t becomes as 
corrupted as i t has become i n the United 
S t a t e s , t h i s i s a s i g n t h a t the end-is-near. 
Obviously, I myself stand f o r the r e a l i t y 
t h a t being a corporate o f f i c e r means you 
f o r e f e i t a l l personal r i g h t s because the 
Progressive Republicans hated corporations 
and i n 1906 had the Supreme Court e l i m i n a t e d 
corporate r i g h t s i n Hale v Henkel, 201 US 43 
o v e r r u l i n g a major famous case o f t r u l y a l l 
t i n e , Dartmouth College v Woodward, 17 US 51 £ 
(1819) t h a t h e l d government cannot c l a i m new 
r i g h t s over a c h a r t e r , they must be s t a t e d i n 
the law a t the time o f c r e a t i o n . I am l i v i n g 
proof t h a t working f o r a c o r p o r a t i o n now 
denies you any c o n s t i t u t i o n a l r i g h t s . 

The Bankruptcy case o f General Motors 
r e v e a l s t h a t whatever the government wants, 
the government simply gets. There i s no 
r i g h t t o property any more f o r i f i t now 
serves a new s t a t e i n t e r e s t , your r i g h t s 
mean nothing. A f t e r a l l , a l l money i s made 
by the government so they own i t a l l . 

The United States only pretends t o be 
the l e a d e r o f the f r e e world, but i n r e a l i t y 
i t i s f a r from being a n a t i o n one can i n v e s t 
and know t h a t your investment w i l l be safe. 
The bond holders of GM w i l l see t h e i r ass 
handed t o them on a hub - cap. Assets w i l l 
be taken from them a r b i t r a r i l y and handed 
t o the unions, and as you see, where you 
might have had the absolute r i g h t t o your 
property before, t h a t means nothing. The 
only c o n s t i t u t i o n a l court created was the 
Supreme Court. The e n t i r e way government 
was designed by Thomas J e f f e r s o n and the 
framers, has been a l t e r e d t o the p o i n t we 
no longer even have a c o n s t i t u t i o n a l form 
o f government. 

Ch i e f J u s t i c e M a r s h a l l h e l d i n 1821 
that there was no such t h i n g as d i s c r e t i o n 

and t h a t the Supreme Court had t o l i s t e n 
because i t was the o n l y court created by 
the C o n s t i t u t i o n . E v e r ything e l s e i n the 
f e d e r a l world are s t a t u t o r y courts t h a t can 
be c l o s e d a t the w i l l o f the Congress. John 
M a r s h a l l thus made i t c l e a r : 

"We have no more r i g h t t o d e c l i n e the 
ex e r c i s e of j u r i s d i c t i o n which i s given, 
than t o usurp t h a t which i s not given. 
The one of the other would be treason 
t o the C o n s t i t u t i o n . " 

Cohen v V i r g i n i a , 19 US 264, 404 (1821) 

Despite t h i s r e a l i t y , the Supreme Court 
has become a p o l i t i c a l c o u r t and by i t s own 
Rule 10, i t has decided i t i s above the law 
and does not have t o hear anything i t does 
no wish t o decide. So i f you t h i n k the GM 
bond holders can v i n d i c a t e any property r i g h i 
a t a l l , t h i n k again. The United States has 
become no b e t t e r than Venezuela who s e i z e d 
p r i v a t e a s s e t s f o r the s e l f - i n t e r e s t of the 
s t a t e . I see no d i f f e r e n c e between t a k i n g 
property t h a t should belong t o bond holders 
and hand i t t o the union o r t o the s t a t e . 

I f the government b e l i e v e s t h a t the 
union i s not t r e a t e d f a i r l y , i t can g i v e i t 
the s t a t e money. But i t has no r i g h t t o take 
the assets o f bond holders and gi v e i t t o 
the union on the premise t h i s somehow now 
j u s t i f i e s a s o c i a l g o a l . 

Quite f r a n k l y , I saw the same problem 
back i n the 1980s. When the SSLs went down, 
the government r e s o l d them. A f r i e n d bought 
one against my b e t t e r judgment t o wa i t . The 
government l a t e r changed the r u l e s r e t r o 
a c t i v e l y and increased the terms of c a p i t a l 
and s i n c e he cou l d not meet the new terms, 
they took the SSL and he l o s t whatever he 
p a i d . 

I t i s unfortunate, but q u i t e honestly, 
I cannot see buying d i s t r e s s e d anything t h a t 
i n v o l v e s the government. They simply cannot 
be t r u s t e d and you have zero r i g h t s i n a 
court o f law. 

At a 1997 conference i n P r i n c e t o n , 
Lady Margaret Thatcher came t o speak. She 
was asked; "What country would you i n v e s t 
i n R u s sia o r China?" She r e p l i e d : " I would 
not i n v e s t a dime i n e i t h e r because they do 
not respect the r u l e o f law." To my shock, 
we must now be cautious about d e a l i n g w i t h 
the United States f o r the same reason. 



D egradation of American l i b e r t y and the Rule o f Law 
has t o be a t t r i b u t e d g r e a t l y t o none other than 
former V i c e P r e s i d e n t Dick Cheney. His p o l i c y o f 
sheer i n t o l e r a n c e i s beyond b e l i e f . I was thrown 
i n t o p r i s o n on c i v i l contempt and placed d e l i b e r 

a t e l y along s i d e t e r r o r i s t s , seme of whom were a r b i t r a r i l y 
imprisoned w i t h nothing a t a l l . One was an Egyptian 
student who they claimed had a r a d i o and guided the 
planes i n t o the World Trade Center. They t o l d the c o u r t 
he confessed. A few weeks l a t e r , the American A i r l i n e 
p i l o t showed up l o o k i n g f o r h i s r a d i o he l e f t i n h i s 
h o t e l room. The student was i n another room i n the very 
same h o t e l . The Judge ordered the J u s t i c e Department t o 
e x p l a i n how they obtained a c o n f e s s i o n from a innocent 
man. The J u s t i c e Department t o l d the judge he had no 
power t o order them t o i n v e s t i g a t e themselves. They 
were j u s t a r r e s t i n g muslims l i k e they d i d i n World War I I 
concerning the Japanese. They had no b a s i s , they j u s t a r b i t r a r i l y imprisoned countless 
people based upon racism. What i f a white man i n P a k i s t a n k i l l e d someone. Would the 
world be outraged i f they a r r e s t e d every white man and then c l a i m they a l l confessed? 
Se v e r a l men were h e l d i n Brooklyn. They were t o r t u r e d and sued. The Government j u s t 
s e t t l e d t o prevent a p u b l i c t r i a l so Americans would not know what i t s government d i d . 

Dick Cheney ex-VP 

I a l s o met p l e n t y o f white muslims 
a r r e s t e d f o r a l l s o r t s of t h i n g s . When they 
were found t o be c l e a r o f t e r r o r i s m , they 
were charged w i t h something e l s e t o cover 
up the e n t i r e round-up. One man was charged 
with money laundering because he used one 
c r e d i t c a r d t o pay another t o meet gambling 
debts. He was sentenced f o r 3 years f o r t h a t . 

I met the f i r s t s o - c a l l e d t e r r o r i s t t o 
be sentenced t o 17 years because he l i v e d 
next t o the man who f l e w the f i r s t plane 
i n t o the World Trade Center. To a r r e s t him, 
they claimed someone saw him walking down 
the s t r e e t w i t h a key o f h e r o i n . There were 
no drugs and the c o u r t appointed lawyer 
s o l d him down the r i v e r t e l l i n g him t o plea 
because Americans hated Arabs. He was i n 
t e a r s i n my c e l l . He l e f t A fghanistan f o r 
he had three daughters and wanted t o pro
t e c t them from the T a l i b a n . I f he were a 
t e r r o r i s t , there i s no way they would g i v e 
him any p l e a l e s s than l i f e . 

I f a i l t o see the purpose i n l y i n g 
j u s t t o get c o n v i c t i o n s and pretend the 
government i s never wrong. No major press 
would ever r e p o r t these t h i n g s f o r they 
too l i v e i n f e a r . I have met j o u r n a l i s t s 
who do know, but i t i s the e d i t o r who 
c a l l s the shots, not any p r i n c i p l e of 
l i b e r t y and j u s t i c e f o r a l l . The press i n 
England i s f a r more independent than what 
we have i n the United S t a t e s . 

H i s t o r y repeats because human nature 
j u s t never changes. There w i l l always be 
c o r r u p t p o l i t i c i a n s who b e l i e v e i t i s t h e i r 
r i g h t t o take away l i b e r t y f o r the people 
must be c o n t r o l l e d . 

THE QUESTION IS 
NOT WHETHER CHANGE WILL COME 

BUT HOW AND WHEN  

In the l a s t i s s u e I gave the r e a l f u l l 
s t o r y o f Gaius J u l i u s Caesar showing t h a t i t 
was the massive c o r r u p t i o n t h a t f o r c e d the 
c i v i l war. The sheer pervasive c o r r u p t i o n 
i n the p o l i t i c s o f Rome i s f a r frcm unique. 
No matter what form of government we look a t , 
we always f i n d the degradation i n t o a t r u e 
O l i g a r c h y . Democracy i s no exception. 

Octavian, Caesar's h e i r , fought a sec
ond c i v i l war and upon d e f e a t i n g Brutus, he 
sent h i s head t o Rome t o be thrown a t the 
f o o t o f Caesar's s t a t u t e . U n l i k e Caesar, when 
p r i s o n e r s t r i e d t o e x p l a i n t h e i r presence i n 
the ranks o f the r e b e l s , he ordered "You 
must d i e " Sue. Divus Augustus, 15, 1. He had 
300 noble p r i s o n e r s s a c r i f i c e d on the Ides 
of March t o now Divus Caesar, i b i d . He had 
Mark Antony's w i l l read t o the people and then 
d e c l a r e d war on Cleopatra. Octavian destroyed 
a l l remnants o f the Roman Oligarchy. Rome was 
f l u s h e d c l e a n o f a l l such c o r r u p t i o n t h a t 
dominated f o r many decades p r e v i o u s l y . 



I have been asked do I r e a l l y t h i n k 
t h a t there i s any chance f o r the termina
t i o n of the Income Tax? The answer i s yes! 
H i s t o r y demonstrates on s e v e r a l occasions 
taxes were a b o l i s h e d because o f great and 
s i g n i f i c a n t economic as w e l l as p o l i t i c a l 
s t r e s s . 

I showed how Caesar d i v e r t e d from the 
c'emands of the Populares who expected him 
to a b o l i s h a l l debts. The c o l l a p s e o f the 
Roman Empire i n t o a second c i v i l war d i d 
create tremendous s t r e s s economically. We 
f i n d t h a t Octavian a f t e r d e f e a t i n g Mark 
Antony, was s t i l l very cautious. He had one 
man executed f o r r e c o r d i n g h i s speech, Sue. 
27. He had another executed j u s t because he 
clu t c h e d seme t a b l e t s under h i s c l o a k t h a t 
he ferred might have been a sword i b i d . He 
even twice thought o f r e s t o r i n g the Republic 
Sue., 28, but feared what would happen by 
l e t t i n g i t f a l l back i n t o many hands as a t 
once was under the O l i g a r c h y . Monarchy seems 
to have been the o n l y p r a c t i c a l s o l u t i o n 
r e t a i n i n g the Senate over which he h e l d a 
veto type of power. He c l e a r l y considered 
the welfare of the n a t i o n and d i d not i n 
any way f a l l i n t o the personal motives o f 
greed t h a t the O l i g a r c h y had accused would 
happen. Imperal Rome was thus born out o f 
n e c e s s i t y because of s e n a t o r i a l c o r r u p t i o n . 

The Roman H i s t o r i a n Cassius Dio was 
born about 163AD and wrote about 80 books i n 
a l l . He t e l l s us what Octavian d i d t o t r u l y 
endear himself to the people, he de c l a r e d 
as Dio r e p o r t s : 

"At t h i s time too Octavian c a n c e l l e d 
a l l debts owed t o the p u b l i c t r e a s u r y 
before the b a t t l e of Actium, excepting 
those which were secured by b u i l d i n g s 
and he burned the notes of those who 
i n years past had owed money t o the 
s t a t e . " 

Cassius Dio, Roman History 
Book 53, 2, 8 

Octavian was voted the t i t l e o f being 
the Father of His Country - Augustus. He 
had even decreed i n an e d i c t h i s i n t e n t i o n s 
s t a t i n g : 

"May I be p r i v i l e g e d t o b u i l d f i r m 
and l a s t i n g foundations f o r the 
commonwealth. May I a l s o achieve 
the reward t o which I a s p i r e : t h a t 
of being known as the author o f 
the best p o s s i b l e c o n s t i t u t i o n , and 
of c a r r y i n g w i t h me, when I d i e , 
the hope t h a t these foundations w i l l 
abide secure." 

Sue., 28, 4 

Augustus, for whom the month of August 
i s named a f t e r , was fond o f boasting " I found 
Rome b u i l t o f b r i c k s ; I leave i t c l o t h e d i n 
marble" Sue, 28, 7. He r e b u i l t Rome from the 
ground up i n marble, law and custom. He even 
imposed f a m i l y laws. A l l of t h i s he s t a t e d wa 
"to make my f e l l o w c i t i z e n s i n s i s t t h a t both 
I (while I l i v e ) and the leaders o f f o l l o w i n g 
ages s h a l l not f a l l below the standard s e t by 
those great men o f o l d . " Sue, 31. He s a t i n 
appeal o f judgments h i m s e l f and stayed u n t i l 
n i g h t f a l l t o ensure the people r e c e i v e d 
j u s t i c e . We are t o l d he was "both conscien
t i o u s and l e n i e n t . " Sue, 33, 2. He a l s o had 
created many new p u b l i c jobs t o g i v e those 
a chance a t l e a r n i n g government. He even 
c r e a t e d the o f f i c e o f s o r t of the mayor o f 
Rome known as the Prefect of the City, Sue 
37, 2. He i s s a i d t o have always c a r r i e d 
a sword under h i s t u n i c and wore a l s o a 
metal c o r s e l e t beneath h i s t u n i c , Sue, 35. 
He increased the property requirement t o be 
a senator from 800,000 t o 1.2 m i l l i o n ses-
cerces. 
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C y c l e . o£ 

As I expl a i n e d i n "It's Just Time" 
that the two dates c r i t i c a l t o the U n i t e d 
States as a p o l i t i c a l e n t i t y are the s t a r t 
of the American R e v o l u t i o n ( A p r i l 19th, 
1775), and the day the C o n s t i t u t i o n was i n 
f a c t r a t i f i e d - (June 21st, 1788). I f we 
look a t these two dates, we have a very 
i n t e r e s t i n g 13 year i n t e r v a l . 

The grouping f a c t o r of 6 waves I a l s o 
b e l i e v e i s i n s t i g a t e d by the f a c t t h a t 6 i s 
the Perfect Number w i t h the next being 28. 
Therefore, t h i s 13-year d i f f e r e n t i a l i s 
d i v i d e d by 6 waves. Each minor r e a c t i o n 
r a l l y you see above i s 0.19726 o f one year 
and (his araunts • a l s o t o a c r i t i c a l t i m i n g 
number of 72 days. You w i l l o b v i o u s l y key 
i n on the f a c t t h a t 2001.691 i s September 
10th, 2001 - one day shy o f the infamous 
911 World Trade Center a t t a c k . Of course, 
as I p r e v i o u s l y pointed out, p l o t t i n g from 
the peak of the 8.6 year wave 1998.554298 
adding Pi, we again end up w i t h 2001.69589 
tha t turns out t o be p r e c i s e l y September 
11th, 2001. I f we add Pi t o the top of the 
c u r r e n t S.5 year wave 2007.15, we a r r i v e 
a t A p r i l 16th, 2010 - 2010.291. 

The f u r t h e s t p r o j e c t i o n i s t a k i n g the 
224 Year Cycle of P o l i t i c a l Change and 
usxng the s t a r t date as Washington's 
inauguration date o f A p r i l 30th, 1789. 
This produces the f u r t h e s t e x t e n s i o n going 
t o 2013.3287. 

The most profound change i n s o f a r as a 
complete c o l l a p s e , comes 72 years a f t e r 
the major high. That places the end times 

so t o speak beginning i n 2071 w i t h the worst 
p o s s i b l e extension coming i n 2085. 

So f a r , we have had 42 presidents i n 
the wave, but there have been 24 changes 
i n trends - s w i t c h i n g p a r t i e s . The minor 
changes f o l l o w a general c y c l e o f 12 years. 
D i v i d i n g t h a t i n t o the 224 year c y c l e , gives 
us the major frequency o f 18.6 years f o r a 
change. This groups i n t o h a l f waves o f 3 
u n i t s and thus the major t a r g e t s were: 

1789 - Washington sworn i n 
1845 - Polk E l e c t e d as Democrat 

d e f e a t i n g Whigs 
1901 - Teddy Roosevelt Republican 

P r o g r e s s i v e ( S o c i a l i s t ) 
defeat Democrats 

1957 - Eisenhower (mid-term) 
1st Republican post-FDR 

2013 - ? 

I f we take 2 x 18.666 we end up back a t 
the key frequency 37.33, which i s the number 
of weeks w i t h i n an 8.6 month c y c l e . There 
are 6 groups of 37.33 years w i t h i n a 224 
year c y c l e 

I n other words, 2013 appears t o be a 
ser i o u s t a r g e t where there c o u l d a r i s e a 
new p a r t y a l t o g e t h e r . Obama i s a t r i s k o f 
being a one-term P r e s i d e n t and the Repub
l i c a n s don't seem t o be able t o stop the 
r e l i g i o u s nonsense. 

There d e f i n i t e l y appears t o be a r e a l 
l i v e p o t e n t i a l f o r the b i r t h o f a new and 
e x c i t i n g economic conservative party. 



F O R T U N A 

We are headed i n t o such a major eye~of-the-storm, 
there i s a s e r i o u s r i s k t h a t Ofaama may be a one-term 
Pr e s i d e n t . This i s not a b u l l i s h f o r e c a s t f o r the 
Republicans, f o r they do not appear t o be a r i s i n g 
s t a r on the h o r i z o n . The American people are on the 
p r e c i p i c e o f d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n p o l i t i c a l l y . We may see the 
the share market d e c l i n e i n t o the , f u l l - 31 month d e c l i n e 
and we may see the c o l l a p s e i n the debt s t r u c t u r e due 
t o the insane proposals o f having the feds guaranteeing 
a l l the s t a t e debt. 

There appears t o be a misconception here on the p a r t 
o f the Democrats t h a t the change i n the backlash t h a t took 
place throwing out the Republicans, i s not a mandate t o 
a l t e r the e n t i r e economic s t r u c t u r e . There was o n l y a 4% 
d i f f e r e n t i a l i n the p o l l s , and t h a t i s not a sweeping mandate. The a t t a c k i n g of the 
o f f s h o r e s o - c a l l e d t a x havens i s l i k e l y t o destroy f a r more jobs than anyone even 
can imagine. 

We appear on a p r e c i p i c e , s t a r i n g i n t o the abyss of complete economic meltdown. 
The days o f government borrowing are r a p i d l y coming t o an end. The Wheel of Fortune 
has completed i t s r e v o l u t i o n . Fortuna was a Roman goddess who was worshiped i n I t a l y 
from the e a r l i e s t o f times. She was t y p i c a l l y presented as bearing a cornucopia t h a t 
was the symbol o f abundance and i n her r i g h t hand, she i s s t e e r i n g a rudder of a 
s h i p t h a t symbolized t h a t she c o n t r o l l e d d e s t i n i e s . This symbol from which we s t i l l 
d e r i v e the word " f o r t u n e " i s t r u l y of a n c i e n t o r i g i n . 

She was sometimes p i c t u r e d standing a l s o on a b a l l , s y m bolizing how f a t e can be 
turned ever so r a p i d l y . These symbols are where we c u r r e n t l y stand. T r u l y the Wheel 
of Fortune has completed i t s r e v o l u t i o n . I t i s now time t o pay a t t e n t i o n c l o s e l y 
and do not assume t h a t e v e r y t h i n g w i l l always turnout as i n the past. There are o f t e n 
new t w i s t s and turns t h a t l a y i n s t o r e f o r our f u t u r e . 

We may see s t i l l e x c e p t i o n a l l y h i g h v o l a t i l i t y ahead. Nearly 40% of share volume 
i s now t a k i n g place i n the ETFs r a t h e r than the shares themselves. The sheer crazy 
ideas emerging from the p o l i t i c i a n s are simply unimaginable. I t would be so n i c e f o r 
once j u s t t o have somebody who has p r a c t i c a l experience (not from Goldman Sachs), t o 
put Humpty Dumpty back together again. 

The Dow i s s t i l l i n a p o s i t i o n t h a t remains very weak. As l o n g as i t cannot get 
back above 10,000, we may see a whipsaw where we s t i l l make new lows with the most 
extreme move being t o 4,000, and then turn-around and run f o r a l l time new highs. This 
i s more i n l i n e w i t h the general patterns o f the Great Depression i n s o f a r as the 1932 
low i n J u l y was f o l l o w e d by an amazing r a l l y i n t o 1937 w h i l e the economy was s t i l l 
going down. The r i s e was not on news th a t the economy was t u r n i n g . I t was on the very 
p r a c t i c a l aspect t h a t Roosevelt c o n f i s c a t e d g o l d and was d e v a l u i n g the d o l l a r by 62%. 
The stocks became a hedge a g a i n s t i n f l a t i o n because e v e r y t h i n g has a i n t e r n a t i o n a l value 
t h a t w i l l be judged by a l l nations i n terms o f t h e i r home currency. 

Our p o l i t i c i a n s may t h i n k they are l o o k i n g a t t r i l l i o n d o l l a r d e f i c i t s as f a r as 
the eye can see, yet they are s u b l i m e l y s t u p i d because they j u s t assume someone w i l l 
buy t h e i r debt. They have not f i g u r e d out what happens when the music stops p l a y i n g 
and t h e i r i s no c h a i r t o s i t on. T h e i r s e l f - i n t e r e s t i s d e s t r o y i n g our f u t u r e . 


