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About Editorial Digest
The news your not supposed to know!

Editorial Digest is dedicated to keeping you informed about the real issues facing Americans today.

We are an independent news company dedicated to uncompromising journalism, seeking truth and
justice and revitalizing the role of the free press as a guardian of liberty. We remain faithful to the
traditional and central role of a free press in a free society — as a light exposing wrongdoing,
corruption and abuse of power. We are in no way funded, controlled, or influenced by BIG MEDIA or
corporate America. We will not set smoke screens by reporting on celebrity gossip, "realty shows", or
the Jerry Springers of television...dumbing down of the American population is something we do not

support.

The purpose of this site is to revitalize citizen participation in todays issues that threaten our
constitutional rights. By developing a truly fair and balanced account of the incremental destruction of
our civil liberties, Constitution, Bill of Rights, currency, middle class, national sovereignty and

reputation abroad we can understand the real issues we face today, and strive to reclaim America.
Through comparative analysis of recent history and current events it becomes clear that, under the
guise of the “War on Terror” and similar government hoaxes, the old order is gradually being abolished
to make way for the new, i.e. the integration of world financial markets, consolidation of nations into
regional power blocks and the formation of international legislative, judiciary, executive and financial
institutions with the ultimate aim of establishing a one-world government or New World Order.

It is our contention that these policy changes are being furtively enacted over time to avoid the
resistance of our distracted populace. We hope to draw attention to the globalist agenda and empower
our citizenry by providing them with the facts they need to defeat the New World Order.

We are not conspiracy nuts or anarchist, but true Americans, freedom lovers, and patriots that oppose

the destruction of the United States of America.

Please support or site, our cause, and our
i future to continue to provide a truly fair and
: balanced account of the issues we face today.

: We Need Your Support.

¢ Our outreach, our website and those who work
i diligently to keep it up and running can not

¢ survive on good intentions alone. Your

i contribution by subscribing is needed and

¢ deeply appreciated.

! Do not simply believe anything we publish, or
{ you view on our web site - always check for

¢ yourself. Treat the stories and quotes in these
i pages as pointers to find out more. We

i encourage and strongly advocate thinking.

Learn to think for yourself and check all
information, presented information is
designed to engage our readers in thought.

i Disclaimer - The posting of articles and other content in this
¢ publication does not in any way, shape or form, implied or

i otherwise, necessarily express or suggest endorsement or

i support of any of such posted material or parts therein.

i Journalism is (or used to be) the profession of gathering and
¢ presenting a broad spectrum of news about the events of our
i times and presenting it to readers for their own

i consideration. We believe in the intelligence, judgment and

¢ wisdom of our readers to discern for themselves among the

i data which appears on this site that which is valid and

i worthy...or otherwise.

The materials comprising Editorial Digest Publication is

i provided by Editorialdigest.com as a service to its readers on
i an "as-is, as-available" basis for informational purposes

¢ only. Editorial Digest assumes no responsibility for any

i errors or omissions in these materials.

i For more information or to subscribe to our service please

¢ visit us at editorialdigest.com

If you would like to join our team and help provide truth and
: information to our readers please visit our site and use our

i contact form.
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No, anti-Zionism is not anti-semitism
By Brian Klug

From the beginning, political Zionism was a
controversial movement even among Jews. So strong
was the opposition of German orthodox and reform
rabbis to the Zionist idea in the name of Judaism that
Theodor Herzl changed the venue of the First Zionist
Congress in 1897 from Munich to Basle in
Switzerland.

Twenty years later, when the British foreign
secretary, Arthur Balfour (sponsor of the 1905 Aliens
Act to restrict Jewish immigration to the UK),
wanted the government to commit itself to a Jewish
homeland in Palestine, his declaration was delayed

— not by anti-semites but by leading figures in the British Jewish community.

They included a Jewish member of the cabinet who called Balfour’s pro-Zionism “anti-semitic in
result”.

The creation of the state of Israel in 1948 has not put an end to the debate, though the issue has
changed. Today, the question is about Israel’s future. Should it become a “post-Zionist” state, one
that defines itself in terms of the sum of its citizens, rather than seeing itself as belonging to the
entire Jewish people? This is a perfectly legitimate question and not anti-semitic in the least.
When people suggest otherwise ... they simply add to the growing confusion.

[The contenders like] “Zionism comprises a belief that Jews are a nation, and as such are entitled
to self-determination as all other nations are” are doubly confused. First, the ideology of Jewish
nationalism was irrelevant to many of the Jews, as well as non-Jewish sympathisers, who were
drawn to the Zionist goal of creating a Jewish state in Palestine. They saw Israel in purely
humanitarian or practical terms: as a safe haven where Jews could live as Jews after centuries of
being marginalised and persecuted.

This motive was strengthened by the Nazi murder of one-third of the world’s Jewish population,
the wholesale destruction of Jewish communities in Europe, and the plight of masses of Jewish
refugees with nowhere to go.

...Continued page 4
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(cont — No, anti-Zionism is not anti-semitism)

Second, you do not have to be an anti-semite to reject the belief that Jews constitute a separate
nation in the modern sense of the word or that Israel is the Jewish nation state. There is an irony
here: it is a staple of anti-semitic discourse that Jews are a people apart, who form “a state within
a state”. Partly for this reason, some European anti-semites thought that the solution to “the
Jewish question” might be for Jews to have a state of their own. Herzl certainly thought he could
count on the support of anti-semites.

What is anti-semitism? Although the word only goes back to the 1870s, anti-semitism is an old
European fantasy about Jews. The composer Richard Wagner exemplified it when he said: “I
hold the Jewish race to be the born enemy of pure humanity and everything noble in it.” An anti-
semite sees Jews this way: they are an alien presence, a parasite that preys on humanity and
seeks to dominate the world. Across the globe, their hidden hand controls the banks, the markets
and the media. Even governments are under their sway. And when revolutions occur or nations
go to war, it is the Jews — clever, ruthless and cohesive — who invariably pull the strings and
reap the rewards.

When this fantasy is projected on to Israel because it is a Jewish state, then anti-Zionism is anti-
semitic. And when zealous critics of Israel, without themselves being anti-semitic, carelessly use
language, such as “Jewish influence”, that conjures up this fantasy, they are fuelling an anti-
semitic current in the wider culture.

But Israel’s occupation of the West Bank and Gaza Strip is no fantasy. Nor is the spread of
Jewish settlements in these territories. Nor the unequal treatment of Jewish colonisers and
Palestinian inhabitants. Nor the institutionalised discrimination against Israeli Arab citizens in
various spheres of life. These are realities. It is one thing to oppose Israel or Zionism on the
basis of an anti-semitic fantasy; quite another to do so on the basis of reality. The latter is not
anti-semitism.

But isn’t excessive criticism of Israel or Zionism evidence of an anti-semitic bias? In his book,
The Case for Israel, Alan Dershowitz argues that when criticism of Israel “crosses the line from
fair to foul” it goes “from acceptable to anti-semitic”.

People who take this view say the line is crossed when critics single Israel out unfairly; when
they apply a double standard and judge Israel by harsher criteria than they use for other states;
when they misrepresent the facts so as to put Israel in a bad light; when they vilify the Jewish
state; and so on. All of which undoubtedly is foul. But is it necessarily anti-semitic?

...Continued page 5
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(cont — No, anti-Zionism is not anti-semitism)

No, it is not. The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is a bitter political struggle. The issues are complex,
passions are inflamed, and the suffering is great. In such circumstances, people on both sides are
liable to be partisan and to “cross the line from fair to foul”. When people who side with Israel
cross that line, they are not necessarily anti-Muslim. And when others cross the line on behalf of the
Palestinian cause, this does not make them anti-Jewish. It cuts both ways.

There is something else that cuts both ways: racism. Both anti-Jewish and anti-Muslim feeling
appear to be growing. Each has its own peculiarities, but both are exacerbated by the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict, the invasion of Irag, the “war against terror”, and other conflicts.

We should unite in rejecting racism in all its forms: the Islamophobia that demonises Muslims, as
well as the anti-semitic discourse that can infect anti-Zionism and poison the political debate.
However, people of goodwill can disagree politically — even to the extent of arguing over Israel’s
future as a Jewish state. Equating anti-Zionism with anti-semitism can also, in its own way, poison
the political debate.

New Legislation Sets Up Concentration Camps in US
By Paul Joseph Watson

A new bill introduced in Congress authorizes the Department of Homeland Security to set
up a network of FEMA camp facilities to be used to house U.S. citizens in the event of a
national emergency.

The National Emergency Centers Act or HR 645 mandates the establishment of
“national emergency centers” to be located on military installations for the purpose of
to providing “temporary housing, medical, and humanitarian assistance to individuals
and families dislocated due to an emergency or major disaster,” according to the bill.

...Continued page 6
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(cont — New Legislation Sets Up Concentration Camps in US)

The legislation also states that the camps will be used to “provide centralized locations to
improve the coordination of preparedness, response, and recovery efforts of government,
private, and not-for-profit entities and faith-based organizations”.

Ominously, the bill also states that the camps can be used to “meet other appropriate needs, as
determined by the Secretary of Homeland Security,” an open ended mandate which many fear
could mean the forced detention of American citizens in the event of widespread rioting after a
national emergency or total economic collapse.

Many credible forecasters have predicted riots and rebellions in America that will dwarf those
already witnessed in countries like Iceland and Greece.

With active duty military personnel already being stationed inside the U.S. under Northcom,
partly for purposes of “crowd control,” fears that Americans could be incarcerated in
detainment camps are all too real.

The bill mandates that six separate facilities be established in different Federal Emergency
Management Agency Regions (FEMA) throughout the country.

The camps will double up as “command and control” centers that will also house a “24/7
operations watch center” as well as training facilities for Federal, State, and local first
responders.

The bill also contains language that will authorize camps to be established within closed or
already operating military bases around the country.

As we have previously highlighted, in early 2006 Halliburton subsidiary Kellogg, Brown and
Root was awarded a $385 million dollar contract by Homeland Security to construct detention
and processing facilities in the event of a national emergency.

The language of the preamble to the agreement veils the program with talk of temporary
migrant holding centers, but it is made clear that the camps would also be used “as the
development of a plan to react to a national emergency.”

As far back as 2002, FEMA sought bids from major real estate and engineering firms to
construct giant internment facilities in the case of a chemical, biological or nuclear attack or a
natural disaster.

...Continued page 7

Page 6 of 36
Copyright 2008 -Editorial Digest - www.editorialdigest.com




(cont — New Legislation Sets Up Concentration Camps in US)

A much discussed and circulated report, the Pentagon’s Civilian Inmate Labor Program, was
more recently updated and the revision details a “template for developing agreements”
between the Army and corrections facilities for the use of civilian inmate labor on Army
installations.”

Alex Jones has attended numerous military urban warfare training drills across the US where
role players were used to simulate arresting American citizens and taking them to internment
camps.

Don’t you think we are dead and already in hell?
By Ted Twietmeyer

Biblically Hell is supposedly down deep in the Earth. As the most unpleasant place in the
universe, no one should desire to go there. A place reserved for the scum of the Earth, the
unrepentant, the killers, the unforgiving and the evil. It’s a place of endless torment, torture and
unimaginable suffering.

We should question one thing about hell: what purpose is there in torturing someone for all time
and eternity? Is this any more sensible than a judge giving a murderer multiple life sentences,
instead of just putting them out of their misery and saving taxpayers millions of dollars housing
and feeding them?

We’ve also heard that one of the many techniques of the devil is to make everything go well in
your life. Then right at the most joyful moment in your life, he pulls in that rope around your neck
with a big yank.

So, what’s the difference between up here and “down there?” Hasn’t life on Earth become
somewhat equivalent to hell? We’ll explore that possibility further.

...Continued page 8
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(cont — Don’t you think we are dead and already in hell?)

Our planet is the most beautiful place around in light years. It’s a blue marble floating in a solar
system full of boiling hot, freezing cold or acid-filled planets. Our planet is filled with countless,
amazing plant and animal species, many of which only now science is beginning to discover.
Sunsets and sunrises which are always different, the feeling of a warm spring wind blowing on
your face, the sound of songbirds singing and bringing in a new day.

Earth is supposed to be a beautiful place made just for human beings to enjoy.

The worst suffering on Earth is rarely seen in person, but it’s always felt in the soul. It’s the
sound of a patient in a hospital emergency room crying out in pain. Or a family weeping for a
loved one who has passed away. Or a parent who suddenly learns they are jobless without a
safety net, because their safety net was torn asunder by the economy and they have children to
feed.

Men and women are utterly terrified about how they will put gasoline in their vehicle, keep the
heat and lights on, keep a roof over their family’s head and put food on the table. It’s a repeat of
1929 all over again, but this time it will last far longer.

Countless adults live with the terror of having a process server pound on their door and serve
them with a summons or judgment for medical bills that can’t possibly pay. Hospitals may save
your life, but they are well known to be the most aggressive bill collectors on Earth when it
comes to medical bills.

I’ve been through everything mentioned above, and know how much it hurts.

Some of the worst misery we will ever experience will be caused by invisible, intangible forces.
Even a broken arm doesn’t compare to numerous invisible sources of torture.

There are elected leaders that squeeze the same people who put into office threatening them with
bold statements such as, “You’re either with us, or you’re with the terrorists.” And a brand new
President, who only seconds after supposedly being sworn in spends the next half-hour ranting
on how bad things are, and how they will only be getting worse. Thank you so much for your
words of encouragement.

Since up until now he has kept the plan for change under wraps, one can only assume it will be
more hell on Earth.

And so Earth was made as a beautiful place just for human beings to enjoy. So who in their right
mind can identify suffering with “joy?”” Perhaps only someone who enjoys punishment for
something they didn’t do in the first place?

...Continued page 9
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(cont — Don’t you think we are dead and already in hell?)

Christians will immediately raise the hair on the back of their necks upon reading or hearing this,
and respond with something like “You don’t understand. We're here to be tested and tried and we
must resist the devil and his devices.” Perhaps there is a certain measure of truth to this.

When parents stood over a coffin of a 16 year old beaten to death by a gang while simply walking to
work, his Christian parents looked down at the lifeless body and declared, “It was his time to die.” |
heard this in person and was appalled. Apparently logic doesn’t apply to needless suffering.

Indeed, IF it was this young man’s time to die, then that logically means the killers were sanctioned
by God. If this theory is carried to its logical conclusion, then the young man’s murderers cannot be
held accountable before God.

When God did not stop Stalin, Lenin, or Hitler (or Bush) was He sanctioning them to be His
killers? Of course, we’re not privy to that information. We're just the monkeys that don’t deserve to
know why countless millions were exterminated and God never stepped in. But the fact remains he
didn’t step in. So therefore, the killing of millions was sanctioned.

The more you think about this, the worse the ramifications are. Are sanctioned genocidal killers any
different than a sanctioned small gang taking the life of one innocent man? Perhaps the parents
were right — maybe it was the boy’s time to die. If so, then God cannot be the parent’s friend.
Think about that.

It has often been said, “You cannot know good without evil.” Even a blind man can see evil is
winning the battle here “above ground” by a long shot, whether by design or not. Millions of
people have uttered billions of prayers looking for help, but the situation is getting worse, not
better. Surely millions were praying in the last century when the aforementioned killers were in
business. Maybe the line was busy?

None of this is meant to declare that God doesn’t exist. But looking at the agony, misery and
suffering everywhere on Earth today, it's safe to say He just doesn’t get involved and stop it. Earth
really isn’t the nice place we were meant to enjoy, and instead it's more like a version of hell with
window dressing.

We are to simply shut up and suffer. Or be like the man in the film “Animal House” who is on all

fours in the basement of a frat house. He is getting paddled in his underwear and with each hit of
the paddle yells out, “Thank you sir, may | have another.”

In fact, it gets worse as the entire world is led astray by world leaders.

...Continued page 10
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(cont — Don’t you think we are dead and already in hell?)

They are digging a deeper and deeper hole for humanity. Yet few seem to address or consider this
issue. At least one prophecy about the last days appears to be correct — right shall be wrong and
wrong shall be right. This has indeed happened, as the public now gravitates toward everything that
destroys the family, and shuns and laughs at anything that promotes family unity.

Perhaps all of us have already died and we don’t realize we’re in hell already?
Doctors only try to help after you're sick. Police officers only show up after you're robbed. It’s up

to each of us to pull ourselves out of the quick-sand of hell, and hold those accountable that put us
there. Only then can we move forward.

The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!

By Lisa Guliani

“We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union,
establish Justice, insure 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.” — Preamble of the original “organic” Constitution.

“We hold these truths to be self-evident. That all men are created equal; that they
are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights; that among these
are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; that to secure these rights,
governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from the
consent of the governed; that whenever any form of government becomes
destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to alter or abolish it, and to
institute new government, laying its foundation on such principles, and
organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect
their safety and happiness.” — Excerpt from the Declaration of Independence of
the original thirteen united states of America, July 4, 1776.

...Continued page 11
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(cont — The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!)

Fourth of July 2002 has come and gone,
and Americans honored the holiday with a
renewed patriotic fervor that reminded me
. of the Bicentennial celebrations of 1976.

] 114" As is customary, traditional fireworks

B :.1 NN displays took center stage and scores of
people turned out to witness the dazzling
show in the summer sky. With mixed
feelings, | sat with friends on a crowded

Pennsylvania sidewalk beneath a glittering, mesmerizing explosion of color,
pondering the keen sense of sadness and betrayal that overwhelmed my spirit.
Looking around at the huge crowds gathered for the annual events, | thought
silently, “We are not free.” In truth, we have not been a free people for a very long
time.

We celebrate this day in honor of our “independence”. We call ourselves a free
people in a land of liberty. Our anthems proudly sing the praises of this nation, and
we raise our voices, wave our flags and join in song — but how many Americans
realize they are not free? This is a myth perpetuated by the powers-that-be in order
to avoid any major civil unrest, and to keep us all living under the thumb of a
militaristic corporate Big Brother within the illusions that have been created for us.
The truth of the matter is this: what freedom has not been stolen from us, we have
surrendered willingly through our silence and ignorance. As Americans, most of us
have no idea how our freedoms are maintained — or lost. Apparently, our ancestors
didn’t have a good grasp of this either. It is sad, but it is also very true.

Don’t point to that beloved parchment, the Constitution, as a symbol of your
enduring freedom. It is representative of a form of government which seemingly no
longer exists in this country today.

...Continued page 12
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(cont — The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!)

The Constitution has been thrown out the window, the Republic shoved aside and
replaced with a democracy. The thing is; most people in this country remain
unaware that this is so because they simply do not know the truth — what lies
beyond the myths. Your so-called government is not going to tell you, either.

To even begin to understand what has happened to the Republic, we must look
backward in time to the period following the Civil War. We must go back to the year
1871, which was the beginning of the decline of the Republic. When we examine what
happened during that time in our history, we begin to piece together this troubling,
perplexing puzzle that is “America” — only then should we answer as to whether we
are indeed a “free” people or not.

So, let’s roll backward into the past for a moment. It is time we learned what they
didn’t teach us in school. It is far more interesting than what they DID tell us. | think
you'll stay awake for this lesson.

The date is February 21, 1871 and the Forty-First Congress is in session. | refer you to
the “Acts of the Forty-First Congress,” Section 34, Session 111, chapters 61 and 62.
On this date in the history of our nation, Congress passed an Act titled: “An Act To
Provide A Government for the District of Columbia.” This is also known as the “Act
of 1871.” What does this mean? Well, it means that Congress, under no constitutional
authority to do so, created a separate form of government for the District of
Columbia, which is a ten mile square parcel of land.

What??? How could they do that? Moreover, WHY would they do that? To explain,
let’s look at the circumstances of those days. The Act of 1871 was passed at a
vulnerable time in America.

...Continued page 13
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(cont — The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!)

Our nation was essentially bankrupt — weakened and financially depleted in the
aftermath of the Civil War. The Civil War itself was nothing more than a calculated
“front” for some pretty fancy footwork by corporate backroom players. It was a
strategic maneuver by European interests (the international bankers) who were
intent upon gaining a stranglehold on the neck (and the coffers) of America.

The Congress realized our country was in dire financial straits, so they cut a deal
with the international bankers — (in those days, the Rothschilds of London were
dipping their fingers into everyone’s pie) thereby incurring a DEBT to said bankers.
If we think about banks, we know they do not just lend us money out of the goodness
of their hearts. A bank will not do anything for you unless it is entirely in their best
interest

to do so. There has to be some sort of collateral or some string attached which puts
you and me (the borrower) into a subservient position. This was true back in 1871 as
well. The conniving international bankers were not about to lend our floundering
nation any money without some serious stipulations. So, they devised a brilliant way
of getting their foot in the door of the United States (a prize they had coveted for
some time, but had been unable to grasp thanks to our Founding Fathers, who
despised them and held them in check), and thus, the Act of 1871 was passed.

In essence, this Act formed the corporation known as THE UNITED STATES. Note the
capitalization, because it is important. This corporation, owned by foreign interests,
moved right in and shoved the original “organic” version of the Constitution into a
dusty corner. With the “Act of 1871,” our Constitution was defaced in the sense that
the title was block-capitalized and the word “for” was changed to the word “of” in the
title.

...Continued page 14
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(cont — The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!)

The original Constitution drafted by the Founding Fathers, was written in this
manner:

“The Constitution for the united states of America.”

The altered version reads: “THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA”. It is the corporate constitution. It is NOT the same document you might
think it is. The corporate constitution operates in an economic capacity and has been
used to fool the People into thinking it is the same parchment that governs the
Republic. It absolutely is not.

Capitalization — an insignificant change? Not when one is referring to the context of
a legal document, it isn’t. Such minor alterations have had major impacts on each
subsequent generation born in this country. What the Congress did with the passage
of the Act of 1871 was create an entirely new document, a constitution for the
government of the District of Columbia. The kind of government THEY created was a
corporation. The new, altered Constitution serves as the constitution of the
corporation, and not that of America. Think about that for a moment.

Incidentally, this corporate constitution does not benefit the Republic. It serves only
to benefit the corporation. It does nothing good for you or me — and it operates
outside of the original Constitution. Instead of absolute rights guaranteed under the
“organic” Constitution, we now have “relative” rights or privileges. One example of
this is the Sovereign’s right to travel, which has been transformed under corporate
government policy into a “privilege” which we must be licensed to engage in. This
operates outside of the original Constitution.

So, Congress committed TREASON against the People, who were considered
Sovereign under the Declaration of Independence and the organic Constitution.

...Continued page 15
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(cont — The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!)

When we consider the word “Sovereign,” we must think about what the word means.
According to Webster’s Dictionary, “sovereign” is defined as:

1. chief or highest; supreme.

2. Supreme in power, superior in position to all others.

3. Independent of, and unlimited by, any other, possessing or entitled to, original
and independent authority or jurisdiction.

In other words, our government was created by and for “sovereigns” — the free
citizens who were deemed the highest authority. Only the People can be sovereign —
remember that. Government cannot be sovereign. We can also look to the
Declaration of Independence, where we read: “government is subject to the consent
of the governed” — that’s supposed to be us, the sovereigns. Do you feel like a
sovereign nowadays? | don't.

It doesn’t take a rocket scientist or a constitutional historian to figure out that this is
not what is happening in our country today. Government in these times is NOT
subject to the consent of the governed. Rather, the governed are subject to the whim
and greed of the corporation, which has stretched its tentacles beyond the ten-mile-
square parcel of land known as the District of Columbia — encroaching into every
state of the Republic. Mind you, the corporation has NO jurisdiction outside of the
District of Columbia. THEY just want you to think it does.

You see, you are presumed to know the law. This is ironic because as a people, we are
taught basically nothing about the law in school. We are made to memorize obscure
factoids and paragraphs here and there, such as the Preamble, and they gloss over
the Bill of Rights.

...Continued page 16
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(cont — The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!)

But we are not told about the law. Nor do our corporate government schools delve into
the Constitution in any great depth. After all, they were put into place to indoctrinate
and dumb down the masses — not to teach us anything. We were not told that we were
sold-out to foreign interests and made beneficiaries of the debt incurred by Congress
to the international bankers. For generations, American citizens have had the bulk of
their earnings confiscated to pay on a massive debt that they, as a People, did not
incur. There are many, many things the People have not been told. How do you feel
about being made a beneficiary of somebody else’s massive debt without your
knowledge or consent? Are we gonna keep going along with this??

When you hear some individuals say that the Constitution is null and void, think
about how our government has transformed over time from a municipal or service-
oriented entity to a corporate or profit-oriented entity. We are living under the myth
that this is lawful, but it is not. We are being ruled by a “de facto,” or unlawful, form of
government — the corporate body of the death-mongers — The Controllers.
With the passage of the Act of 1871, a series of subtle and overt deceptions were set in
motion — all in conjunction and collusion with the Congress, who knowingly and
deliberately sold the People down the river. Did they tell you this in government
school? | doubt it. They were too busy drumming the fictional version of history into
your brain — and mine. By failing to disclose what THEY did to the American People,
the people became ignorant of what was happening. Over time, the Republic took it on
the chin to the point of a knockdown. With the surrender of their gold in 1933, the
People essentially surrendered their law. | don’t suppose you were taught THAT in
school either. That's because our REAL history is hidden from us. This is the way
Roman Civil Law works — and our form of governance today is based upon Roman
Civil Law and Admiralty/Maritime Law — better known as the “Divine Right of Kings”
and “Law of the Seas”, respectively.

...Continued page 17
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(cont — The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!)

This explains a lot. Roman Civil Law was fully established in the original colonies even
before our nation began and is also known as private international law.

The government which was created for the District of Columbia via the Act of 1871
operates under Private International Law, and not Common Law, which was the law
of the Constitutional Republic. This is very important to note since it impacts all
Americans in concrete ways. You must recognize that private international law is only
applicable within the District of Columbia and NOT in the other states of the Union.
The various arms of the corporation are known as “departments” such as the
Judiciary, Justice and Treasury. You recognize those names? Yes, you do! But they are
not what you assume them to be. These “departments” all belong to the corporation
known as THE UNITED STATES. They do NOT belong to you and me under the
corporate constitution and its various amendments that operate outside of the
Constitutional Republic.

I refer you to the UNITED STATES CODE (note the capitalization, indicating the
corporation, not the Republic) Title 28 3002 (15) (A) (B) (C). It is stated unequivocally
that the UNITED STATES is a corporation. Realize, too, that the corporation is not a

separate and distinct entity from the government. It IS the government. YOUR
government. This is extremely important. | refer to this as the “corporate empire of
the UNITED STATES,” which operates under Roman Civil Law outside of the
Constitution. How do you like being ruled by a cheesy, sleazy corporation? You'll ask
your Congressperson about this, you say? HA!!

Congress is fully aware of this deception. You must be made aware that the members
of Congress do NOT work for you and me. Rather, they work for the Corporation
known as THE UNITED STATES. Is this really any surprise to you? This is why we
can’t get them to do anything on our behalf or to answer to us — as in the case with
the illegal income tax — among many other things.

...Continued page 18
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(cont — The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!)

Contrary to popular belief, they are NOT our civil servants. They do NOT work for us.
They are the servants of the corporate government and carry out its bidding. Period.
The great number of committees and sub-committees that the Congress has created
all work together like a multi-headed monster to oversee the various corporate
“departments.” And, you should know that every single one of these that operates
outside the District of Columbia is in violation of the law. The corporate government
of the UNITED STATES has no jurisdiction or authority in ANY state of the Republic
beyond the District of Columbia. Let this sink into your brain for a minute. Ask
yourself, “Could this deception REALLY have occurred without the full knowledge and
complicity of the Congress?” Do you think it happened by accident? You are deceiving
yourself if you do. There are no accidents or coincidences. It is time to confront the
truth and awaken from ignorance.

Your legislators will not apprise you of this information. You are presumed to know
the law. THEY know you don’t know the law, or your history for that matter, because
this information has not been taught to you. No concerted effort has been made to
inform you. As a Sovereign, you are entitled to full disclosure of the facts. As a slave,
you are entitled to nothing other than what the corporation decides to “give” you — at
a price. Be wary of accepting so-called “benefits” of the corporation of the UNITED
STATES. Aren’t you enslaved enough already?

| said (above) that you are presumed to know the law. Still, it matters not if you don’t
in the eyes of the corporation. Ignorance of the law is not considered an excuse. It is
your responsibility and your obligation as an American to learn about the law and how
it applies to you. THEY count on the fact that most people are too uninterested or
distracted or lazy to do so.

...Continued page 19
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(cont — The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!)

The People have been mentally conditioned to allow the alleged government to do
their thinking for them. We need to turn that around if we are to save our Republic
before it is too late.

The UNITED STATES government is basically a corporate instrument of the
international bankers. This means YOU are owned by the corporation from birth to
death. The corporate UNITED STATES also holds ownership of all your assets, your
property, and even your children. Does this sound untrue? Think long and hard about
all those bills you pay, all those various taxes and fines and licenses you must pay for.
Yes, they've got you by the pockets. Actually, they’ve had you by the ass for as long as
you've been alive. In your heart, you know it’s true. Don’t believe any of this? Read up
on the 14th Amendment. Check out how “free” you really are.

With the Act of 1871 and subsequent legislation such as the purportedly ratified 14th
Amendment, our once-great nation of Sovereigns has been subverted from a Republic
to a democracy. As is the case under Roman Civil Law, our ignorance of the facts has
led to our silence. Our silence has been construed as our consent to become
beneficiaries of a debt we did not incur. The Sovereign People have been deceived for
hundreds of years into thinking they remain free and independent, when in actuality
we continue to be slaves and servants of the corporation.

Treason was committed against the People in 1871 by the Congress. This could have
been corrected through the decades by some honest men (assuming there were some),
but it was not, mainly due to lust for money and power. Nothing new there. Are we to
forgive and justify this crime against the People? You have lost more freedom than
you may realize due to corporate infiltration of the so-called government. We will lose
more unless we turn away from a democracy that is the direct road to disaster — and
restore our Constitutional Republic.

...Continued page 20

Page 19 of 36
Copyright 2008 -Editorial Digest - www.editorialdigest.com




(cont — The USA Isn’t a Country, It’s a Corporation!)

In an upcoming article, we’ll take a closer look at the purportedly ratified 14th
Amendment and how we became “property” of the corporation and enslaved by our
silence.

| am saddened to think about the brave men and women who were killed in all the
wars and conflicts instigated by the Controllers. These courageous souls fought for
the preservation of ideals they believed to be true — not for the likes of a
corporation. Do you believe that any one of the individuals who have been killed as
a result of war would have willingly fought if they knew the full truth? Do you think
one person would have laid down his life for a corporation? | think not. If the
People had known long ago to what extent their trust had been betrayed, | wonder
how long it would have taken for another Revolution. What we need is a Revolution
in THOUGHT. We change our thinking and we change our world.

Will we ever restore the Republic? That is a question | cannot answer yet. | hope,
and most of all — pray — that WE, the Sovereign People, will work together in a
spirit of cooperation to make it happen in this lifetime. | know I will give it my best
shot — come what may. Our children deserve their rightful legacy — the liberty our
ancestors fought so hard to give to us. Will we remain silent telling ourselves we are
free, and perpetuate the MYTH? Or, do we stand as One Sovereign People, and take
back what has been stolen from the house of our Republic?

Something to think about — it’s called freedom.
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Barack Obama: the Lying King
By Olavo de Carvalho

B A H A c K n B A M A What is happening in the American news media is

terrifying for those who can see through it. Exaggeration?
Conspiracy theory? A recent example will allow you to
judge for yourself and draw your own conclusions.

Tr— ,:..‘j_ % When Illinois Governor Rod Blagojevich was accused of
' attempting to sell Obama’s Senate seat, the first question
that came to the mind of police authorities was whether
the President-elect had partnered with him or at least was
aware of what was going on.

There was no hiding the question, not only because it
came directly from the U.S. Attorney’s Office, but also
because, a few weeks earlier, one of the main Obamist
campaign aides, David Axelrod, had mentioned in an
R interview a recent meeting between Obama and governor

Blagojevich.

RL

Obama'’s reassuring reply came right away, after, according to him, a thorough
internal investigation, and was promptly trumpeted by the media as the final
solution to the riddle: No, not even Obama himself, nor any member of his team
had had any contact whatsoever with Blagojevich. Axelrod was quick to confirm it,
swearing that his first declaration had been just a slip-up. With that, the media
announced en bloc, to the general relief of the believers, that Blagojevich’s fall did
not in any way stain the anointed Messiah’s honor.

Displeased with such a facile clarification, the non-profit organization Judicial
Watch subpoenaed Blagojevich, under the Freedom of Information Act, to
disclose all official records of any recent contact between the governor and Barack
Obama or any member of his team. What came in response was astounding, to say
the least: a letter written on the Presidential Transition Team'’s letterhead, signed
personally by Barack Obama, in which he thanked Blagojevich for the meeting
they had had in Philadelphia on December 2, only a week before the Illinois
governor was arrested.

...Continued page 22
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(Cont- Barack Obama: The Lying King!)

Even worse: not only had Obama and Blagojevich taken part into the conversation,
but so had Vice-President-elect Joe Biden. The document can be read at Judicial
Watch website. It is full and official proof that Obama lied.

Well, do you know how many newspapers have publicized that so far? None. How
many TV news programs? None. Complete silence, total protection of the darling’s
image.

No matter how many documents are made public, no matter how many facts are
unveiled and thoroughly proved, no matter how many crimes and misdemeanors
he might have committed, not a single word against Obama will be read or heard in
the elegant media. The abyss between news and reality has become immeasurable,
insurmountable.

With crushing unanimity, reporters, editors and commentators lie, conceal,
obfuscate, change the subject and, with shocking cynicism, laugh at anyone who
tries to do journalism the old fashioned way, the fact-and-document journalism,
whose days are numbered, surviving only on the internet and talk radio. Nothing of
what has been previously seen in Western democracies in terms of counterfeiting
and news manipulation can compare to this absolute and relentless blockade,
which can only be matched by totalitarian censorship in communist countries, the
difference being that the latter was imposed by the government, while the first
arises from voluntary complicity - a systemic and not conspiratorial one, exactly as
predicted by communist strategist Antonio Gramsci.

More than Obama’s election itself, this phenomenon signals a historical sea-
change, destined to bear devastating consequences on a global scale. Decades of
indoctrination in the universities, based on the premise that there is no reality, just
the “imposition of the narrative,” have accomplished their goal: a new generation of
journalists has come to power at the news rooms, deeply imbued with the strong
belief that their duty is not to depict the world, but to transform it.

The honorable public, likewise, is supposed to be swept up by this change, without
knowing where it comes from or where it will lead to. Whether this curtain of
darkness will remain closed for a thousand or just a few years, | don’t know.

What is certain is that it’s already descended upon the land that was once home to
the free press.
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The 10 people most responsible for the recession

The global financial crisis has evolved into a worldwide recession of epic
proportions. Analysts fear the sudden slump which has followed the credit crunch
could even rival the Great Depression of the early 1930s and lead to global
stagnation.

But who is responsible?

The bursting of the housing bubble and the collapse in confidence throughout
financial markets was not caused by one individual or a single decision, so pointing
the finger of blame is a near-impossible task. But Times Money has given it a shot
anyway. Here are ten suggestions for the nine men and one woman responsible for
the mess we're in. Once you have read our notes, vote in our poll and make your
own suggestions in the comment box at the end of the piece.

1. Dick Fuld

Multi-billionaire and US squash all-star
Dick Fuld, 62, was CEO of Lehman
Brothers when it went bust in September
last year. Dubbed the “scariest man on Wall
Street”, Dick Fuld is blamed for a litany of
mistakes that include leaving Lehman

Brothers heavily exposed to toxic US sub-prime mortgage debt and other assets that collapsed in
value in the wake of the credit crunch.

...Continued page 24
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(cont — The 10 people most responsible for the recession)

His secretive work ethic, which rewarded loyalty over all else, has been criticised
for silencing potential whistleblowers. In its final months a series of interested
buyers surfaced to save Lehmans, but Mr Fuld would not sell at the prices offered.
Had he acted sooner, he would have been able to avoid bankruptcy. Institutional
Investor magazine named Dick “America’s top chief executive” in 2006. The
collapse of Lehmans triggered the second destructive phase in the credit crunch
and laid the foundations for a full blown global recession.

2. Hank Paulson

If Dick Fuld is responsible for the collapse of Lehman Brothers, Henry Paulson, the
former US Treasury Secretary, is the man who let it happen. Anatole Kaletsky, of
The Times, says: “The global banking collapse could perhaps be described as a
bullet in the head, since its proximate cause was a conscious decision by the US
Treasury to jeopardise the stability of the world economy in pursuit of an
essentially political objective - to show that the Bush Administration was willing to
act ruthlessly against at least one big Wall Street investment bank. Until that point,
savers and investors around the world had assumed that financial institutions such
as Lehman were “too big to fail” and would always be supported by their
governments. By shattering this belief Henry Paulson triggered a run on every
important bank in the world and caused the sudden implosion of consumer and
business confidence seen in the past two months.”

Hank didn’t just let Lehmans fail. He made a series of mistakes in the run up to the
Lehmans collapse.
...Continued page 25
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(cont — The 10 people most responsible for the recession)

He also proposed a £700 billion package to boost the US banking system. And how
did Hank come up with a figure of £700 billion? “It's not based on any particular
data point,” a Treasury spokeswoman told Forbes.com, the US financial website.
“We just wanted to choose a really large number.”

3. Alan Greenspan

Alan Greenspan was feted for his management of the US economy while he stood in
charge of the US Treasury, but has since been put under the spotlight. He was
responsible for cutting interest rates to near zero in the US in the aftermath of
September 11, flooding the world with cheap and easily available money. Did this
pave the way for a “once-in-a-century credit tsunami"? In October last year he said:
“lI made a mistake in presuming that the self-interest of organisations, specifically
banks and others, was such that they were best capable of protecting their own
shareholders.”

Allan Meltzer is a professor of political economy at the Carnegie Mellon University
in Pittsburgh, said: “Alan Greenspan was much too afraid of a slowdown or other
recession...he allowed the credit to expand too rapidly."

...Continued page 26
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(cont — The 10 people most responsible for the recession)

4. John Tiner/Hector Sants

John Tiner was in charge of the Financial Services Authority, the watchdog that
polices the UK ’'s complex financial services industry until 2007, when it was taken
over by Hector Sants. The FSA failed to keep a close eye on Northern Rock, the
Newcastle-based ex-mutual which gorged on wholesale mortgage securitisation
and came a cropper as a result. A key parliamentary committee has said that the
FSA was guilty of a "systematic failure". Mr Sants accepted that the organisation
under Mr Tiner failed to stress-test the business model of Northern Rock and spot
signs that the bank was dangerously dependent on interbank funding to remain in
business. "We should have been in more intense dialogue earlier", he has said.

5. Fred “the shred” Goodwin

The "world's worst banker" has brought
the Royal Bank of Scotland (RBS),
Britain's second biggest bank, to its knees.
Last week it announced humiliating losses
of £28 billion, the biggest in British
corporate history, and economists and
analysts have concluded that it could soon
be fully-nationalised.

...Continued page 27
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(cont — The 10 people most responsible for the recession)

In mid-January, taxpayers saw their stake in the banking giant increase from 58
per cent to 70 per cent.

Sir Fred joined RBS in 2000 and promptly embarked on a spending spree,
acquiring 26 banks in seven years for more than £35 billion. These included
NatWest and stakes in America and the Bank of China. In 2006, its share price
stood at £13. But at the close of trading on January 28, RBS shares were trading at
a near-worthless 15.9p.

In 2000, after the takeover of NatWest, RBS’s board rewarded Sir with a £2.1
million annual salary, including a bonus of £814,000 for the takeover — more than
any other UK bank chief received that year. It paled in comparison with his £2.86
million bonus in 2007. Three months ago, in October, Sir Fred left the bank under
a dark cloud that has now mushroomed into a thunderstorm. On the day his
departure was announced, Sir Fred said he was "sad", adding: "Nobody will ever
tell you that they feel good the day they have to step down.” The Prince's Trust
recently dumped Fred The Shred and the campaign to strip him of his knighthood
Is gathering pace.

6. Gordon Brown

Apparently Gordon Brown predicted the global financial crisis ten years ago, in a
speech he made to Harvard students. Sadly he did little to prevent it. James
Gordon Brown was Chancellor of the Exchequer during “the longest period of
growth” in the UK ’s history, but economists blame Mr Brown for encouraging
soaring house price inflation and the spread of credit which fuelled the years of
boom and led eventually to the current bust.

...Continued page 28
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(cont — The 10 people most responsible for the recession)

In a recent speech to the London School of Economics, George Osbourne, the
Shadow Chancellor, said: "Our competitors used the fat years to prepare for the
lean years. Britain did not. We are the least prepared country in the developed
world to cope with the current financial turbulence. Our financial reputation has
been badly damaged by the only run on a retail bank in the world. Our double
deficits - external and fiscal - are worse than any other European economy. Taken
together, they are worse than the United States.” The blame "lies squarely and
fairly with Gordon Brown", he concluded.

7. George Bush

The former President was in charge during the boom years when
the seeds of the sub-prime implosion were sown, but has failed to
take any responsibility for the financial disaster which occurred
on his watch. In a speech last year he blamed the bankers in New
York for the problems facing his country's economy. “Wall Street
got drunk...The question is, how long will it [take to] sober up
and not try to do all these fancy financial instruments?”

8. Kathleen Corbet

The credit rating agencies have been blamed for failing to ask
tough questions about the collateralised debt products containing
SO many toxic sub-prime mortgages, which investors traded for
millions of dollars during the booming housing years. The three
biggest agencies have been accused of taking the word of
investors and not properly assessing the risks involved in
securitisation. Mrs Corbet was head of the biggest credit rating
agency, Standard & Poors, before she quit amidst heavy criticism
in 2007. Critics argue that S&P and its main rival Moody's, as
well as other agencies, face an inherent conflict of interest, in that
many of their clients issue securities that are rated by its analysts.

...Continued page 29
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(cont — The 10 people most responsible for the recession)

9. "Hank" Greenberg

Another Hank. This one was head of AlG, the insurance
giant that had to be rescued in an £47 billion US
government bailout just days after Lehman Brothers was
allowed to go bust. Hank was in charge between 1967
until 2005, during which time the insurer got heavily
involved in the murky world of credit default swaps. Mr
Greenberg appealed to the US Government to save the
company last September, saying: "It's a healthy company
financially except for liquidity. No organisation around
the world has the spread of risk that AIG does. It's a
company that opens markets - letting it go down would be
a dramatic mistake."

10. Angelo Mozilo

Mr Mozilo was head of the largest sub-prime mortgage
lender in the US, Countrywide, until July 2008. Sub-
prime lenders in the US have been accused of using
misleading marketing to push unsuitable mortgages on
sub-prime homeowners who could not afford to
service the debt, the root cause of the credit crunch.
During the housing boom, Mr Mozilo reportedly
earned $470 million in salary and other income. Mr
Mozilo has also been under the spotlight for a VIP
programme in which politicians and senior officials in
the Government were offered favourable mortgage
deals. Earlier this month Bank of America agreed to
Take agood lookatthetop10  pyy Countrywide for about $4 billion (£2 billion).
culprits that helped bring down  Meanwhile, Mozilo unloaded $141m in stock options
our economy. before the company's share price collapsed.

Editors note: They are just the top ten, but there are many other’s we will report
on! Americans must realize who are destroying our country!
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DO AMERICANS CHERISH FREEDOM ANYMORE?

I am often guilty of using the term "freedom-loving Americans." But | think the question
now needs to be asked, Do Americans really cherish freedom anymore? | believe an
argument could be made that not many do. In fact, | doubt that most Americans today
remotely understand what freedom--as envisioned by our Founding Fathers--even is.

Freedom is more than not being in prison (although America incarcerates more people
than any nation on earth). Freedom is more than driving a car, or taking a vacation, or
being able to choose your place of residence, or attending a sporting event. People in
totalitarian regimes have, for the most part, been able to do the equivalent of all that.

The freedoms upon which America was founded are outlined in our Declaration of
Independence and Bill of Rights. The first principle of freedom is that freedom is a gift of
Almighty God. As God is the Giver of life, He is also the Grantor of liberty. This was
plainly stated by Thomas Jefferson in the Declaration: "We hold these truths to be self-
evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with
certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty, and the pursuit of
Happiness .. ."

Ask the average American today, Where do our rights come from? Most will look at
you funny and then blurt out, "From government.” And, of course, this is evidently
the same opinion held by most of today's politicians. To them, freedom is whatever
civil government says it is. Yes, | am saying it: most politicians have a God-
complex. And, unfortunately, it seems that most Americans today are willing to go
along with this calamitous charade.

Jefferson and the rest of America's founders, however, rightly understood that the
only legitimate purpose of government was "to secure these rights." The only
legitimate purpose of civil government is to secure or protect the freedoms and
liberties that have been given to man by our Creator.

...Continued page 31
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Jefferson went on to say that "whenever any Form of Government becomes
destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or to abolish it, and to
institute new Government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing
its powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect their Safety and
Happiness.” In other words, whenever government stops protecting liberty and
starts destroying liberty, it is the right and duty of freedom-loving people to reform
or replace such illegitimate government with a government that will fulfill its
legitimate purpose. And that is exactly what our forefathers did in the late 1700s.
Sadly, here we are in the twenty-first century, the descendents of some of the wisest
and bravest men and women in history, and we do not even seem to know what
freedom is, much less have the courage to defend it.

For example, we will work for 30 years or more to purchase our own property. After
having done that, however, the property still does not belong to us. We are required
to pay the State--for the rest of our lives--a property tax (to support concepts and
ideas that many of us find reprehensible and detestable, no less), or armed agents
will confiscate our property and throw us on the street. Pray tell me, what is the
difference between this and the feudal system of old? In reality, none of us own any
property. We are all serfs paying the feudal lord. Beyond that, our feudal masters
even dictate to us what we can and cannot do with this property we supposedly
own. We do not even have the right to manage and control our own land. And yet,
we Americans put up with this illegitimacy and still have the audacity to say, "We
are free." Again, we don't know the meaning of the word.

Virtually everything we do and say is monitored by the great Nanny State.
Practically every service, every act is regulated by the State. Ask any independent
business owner how many regulations, laws, acts, etc., demand fulfillment, and
how many fees, taxes, permits, etc., are required by various government agencies
and bureaucracies before he can perform a single task. For example, the federal
government actually dictates how some restaurants can seat people or serve tables.
Farmers are told what and how much to plant--and even to not plant. We cannot
buy a gun, drive a car, marry the person we love, or even install a toilet without
saying, "Pretty please?" to a dozen despots. And we still wave the flag every
Independence Day and brag about how "free" we are. Again, we don't know the
meaning of the word.
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And the people who should be more "jealous over" their liberties than anyone--
born-again Christians--are among the first to gladly relinquish their freedom. |
know of hundreds-- perhaps thousands--of Christian College employees who
happily allow the school Gestapo to barge into their homes--unannounced and
uninvited--to inspect their private reading material, or CD and video collections,
and even their wardrobes. School officials tell them where they must go to church,
what attire their wives and children can and cannot wear in public (off the job)--
AND IN PRIVATE--and what amusements they may and may not attend. | am not
making it up. Adolf Hitler never had the kind of control that some of these
Christian Colleges exert over their employees. And the remarkable thing is, these
Christian employees would still assume that they are "free." Again, they do not
know the meaning of the word.

And one would think that our veterans--of all people--would be among the first to
jealously guard freedom. How, then, can former and retired military personnel sit
back and allow the government they once proudly served to lie to them, renege on
promises, withhold medical care, abandon their friends and family members still
missing in action, and not utter a word of protest? How can they allow their
comrades-in-arms to sleep on the streets outside VA clinics? While they were
willing to travel halfway around the world--and risk life and limb--to defend
America against foreign enemies, many will sit back right here at home and
complacently watch while these glorified miscreants--known as politicians--
systematically strip this nation of the very freedoms and liberties they swore to
defend. Did they not take an oath to defend the Constitution against all enemies,
foreign AND DOMESTIC? If the statistics | read are accurate, most veterans do not
even vote. | ask, if we do not know what freedom is at home, how can we fight wars
across the world and understand what we are fighting for?

Obviously, people who are receiving welfare, or other government handouts,
seldom complain about there being too much government, because they personally
benefit from the growth of the socialist state. This is also true for many (but not all,
thank God) government employees, of course. And please remember that
government cannot give a blessed thing without first stealing it from someone else.
Big Government is totally incompatible with freedom. For that matter, so is Big
Business and Big Religion. In fact, Big Anything is incompatible with freedom.
Even Big Cities.

...Continued page 33

Page 32 of 36
Copyright 2008 -Editorial Digest - www.editorialdigest.com




So, | repeat the question, Do Americans really cherish freedom anymore? And, if
we do, what are we going to do about it? | believe that there are specific and
constructive steps that can be taken to restore liberty in this land. (I will develop
these thoughts later.) | further believe that there are still millions of Americans who
really do understand and cherish freedom. We may be in a minority, but
remember, we were also a minority in 1776. Freedom is laborious, onerous work.
And not everyone enjoys hard work. So be it. Let lazy, indolent fools wallow in their
servitude. God will yet see to it that there is a land of liberty for those who truly
desire it and are willing to fight for it. | firmly believe that.

Remember, liberty is a precious gift from our Creator. For those who fear God,
respect Natural Law, and love liberty, there is yet a "promised land." We may have
to do a little searching; we may have to rethink our priorities; we may have to
adjust our lifestyles; and yes, we may have to "pledge our lives, fortunes, and sacred
honor" in order to obtain it; but our forebears thought it was worth it--and so do |I.

As Friedrich Schiller wrote in William Tell:

"By this fair light which greeteth us, before
Those other nations, that, beneath us far,
In noisome cities pent, draw painful breath,
Swear we the oath of our confederacy!

A band of brothers true we swear to be,
Never to part in danger or in death!

"We swear we will be free as were our sires,
And sooner die than live in slavery!

"We swear, to put our trust in God Most High,
And not to quail before the might of man!"

Such people can never be enslaved. And I believe that such people still exist in
these United States of America. | count them my brothers. | offer them my arm and
my heart. After all, we are freedom-loving Americans.
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Kissinger Sent to Russia to Cut New World Order Deal

Kurt Nimmo

It is yet another glaring example there is no difference between Bush, Obama, or
anybody else anointed by the global elite to serve as presidential window dressing
— the Daily Telegraph reports this morning that former Reichsminister of State
and Rockefeller minion Henry Kissinger was dispatched by the Obama
administration to talk with Russian president Dmitry Medvedev about reducing
stockpiles of nuclear warheads.

“The decision to send Mr. Kissinger to Moscow, taken by Mr Obama when he was
still president-elect, is part of a plan to overcome probable Republican objections in
Congress,” reports Adrian Blomfield, Moscow correspondent for the British
newspaper. It is said the “secret negotiations” were conducted in December.

Obama, of course, runs nothing and the reprehensible octogenarian war criminal
Kissinger was dispatched on orders of the elite, not Obama. It is said Kissinger had
a sit-down with former Russian boss Vladimir Putin at his country house outside of
Moscow. “While the details of the ambitious initiative are yet to be revealed, the
proposal to return to the negotiating table after eight years of reluctance in
Washington has been welcomed in Britain and elsewhere,” reports the Daily
Telegraph.

No doubt a fly on the wall of Putin’s country house would reveal other topics of
discussion, as the elite and the military-industrial complex have made trillions on
the phony “Cold War” and its subsequent permutations over the decades and really
has no desire to slash nuclear warheads, not unless they can make a bunch of
money in the process.

...Continued page 35
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“Mr Obama apparently chose Mr Kissinger for his consummate diplomatic skills
and his popularity in Moscow, an affection earned by his open acknowledgment of
Russia’s international resurgence.”

Kissinger’'s “consummate diplomatic skills” are well-known — over the years he has
micromanaged the bombing of small and defense countries and is responsible for
the murder of millions of people, most notably a few million Viethnamese,
Cambodians, and Indonesians. It is absurd to think Obama chose Kissinger or
anybody else for that matter. Obama, like all previous presidents in the modern
era, is little more than a wind-up doll with notable oratory skills and a knack for
reading teleprompters.

Along with Obama foreign policy guru and notorious Russia-hater Zbigniew
Brzezinski, Kissinger is a Rockefeller functionary and Trilateral Commission
member. He is also a prominent Bilderberg member and long time member of the
Council on Foreign Relations. He worked for the Rockefeller Brothers Fund as
director of its Special Studies Project.

The CFR, Trilateral Commission, and the Bilderbergers have one objective — to
create world government under the guise of a New World Order.

It is safe to say the meeting with Medvedev and Putin had more to do with the New
World Order than reducing the number of nukes in Russia and the United States.
Last month, Kissinger went on the pages of the International Herald Tribune and
called for a New World Order. During an interview with CNBC’s Mark Haines and
Erin Burnett on the floor of the New York Stock Exchange, Kissinger said the
anointment of Barack Obama represents an “opportunity” to create a New World
Order “at a moment when there is upheaval in many parts of the world
simultaneously,” never mind the fact these upheavals are orchestrated by the elite
and the international bankers.

...Continued page 36
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Of more immediate importance than any number of nuclear warheads is Russia’s
strategic relationship with China and Iran and its relations with Cuba, Venezuela
and Brazil. Moreover, Putin and the Russians have vehemently opposed the
Soros/Freedom House/CIA sponsored revolutions in former Soviet republics and
have signaled their intention to resist these globalist sponsored so-called
revolutions. “A system of permanent revolutions, rose revolutions or some others,
Is the most dangerous,” Putin told Interfax on December 23, 2004, well before the
U.S. orchestrated provocation in South Ossetia.

It is no secret, as well, the globalists are irked by Russia’s nationalization of the
Yukos oil-producing division by Rosnfet. Putin became somewhat of a hero to the
anti-globalist movement when he wrestled “power from multinational
corporations, multilateral institutions, and the global economic system they
promote,” as Liliana N. Proskuryakova described it. In addition, the Russians have
consistently resisted the loan-sharking operations of the global elite, most notably
in regard to the IMF and the World Bank. Between 2000 and 2004, Putin
persistently refused to borrow from these institutions.

Now that the banksters and neolibs have managed to knock Russia and other oil-
producing nations down a few notches — due largely to artificially induced falling
oil prices — it is time for them to strike a new deal with Russia as the New World

Order scheme gains momentum.

Thus it is fair to say Kissinger’'s meeting with Medvedev and Putin had less to do
with nuclear stockpiles than it had to do with offering a deal the Russians may not
be able to refuse.

In short, Kissinger’s trip was likely what it appears to be — a meeting between mob
bosses as they set about to carve up their respective spheres of influence.
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