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The prolific pollster George Barna just
released another startling survey: among
America's professing "born-again"
Christians, only 19% possess a Biblical
worldview. That's right. Some 80% of
professing Christians do not possess a
Biblical worldview.

And it's not as if Barna's survey questions
were all that difficult. Barna's criteria for
determining a person's Biblical worldview
were the following:

* Believing that absolute moral truth exists;
* Believing that the Bible is totally accurate
in all of the principles it teaches;

* Believing that Satan is considered to be a

real being or force, not merely symbolic; To K l S s
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About Editorial Digest
The news vour 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
i balanced account of the issues we face today.

i We Need Your Support.

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

i survive on good intentions alone. Your
contribution by subscribing is needed and

¢ deeply appreciated.

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

i yourself. Treat the stories and quotes in these

i pages as pointers to find out more. We
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
otherwise, necessarily express or suggest endorsement or

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

Journalism is (or used to be) the profession of gathering and
i 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

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

i visit us at editorialdigest.com

CIf you would like to join our team and help provide truth and
: information to our readers please visit our site and use our
: contact form.
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(cont —The Obama Government)

chief economic adviser, responding to the A.I.G. bonuses by pontificating about the sanctity of
contracts: “We are a country of law. There are contracts. The government cannot just abrogate
contracts.” Like a mad dog pursuing its prey, he pounced on the conclusion that absolutely
nothing could be done about the bonuses. Unfortunately, Summers voiced no similar outcry when
the Obama administration, only weeks earlier, insisted that the U.A.W. contracts be renegotiated
as a condition for the auto industry receiving a bailout, suggesting that a different set of rules
applies to the rich than to the rest of us who constitute the majority and work for a living.

However, when a public uproar swept the country in response to these bonuses, many of which
were ear-marked for the financial wizards who helped drive the economy over the cliff, the
Obama administration executed a hasty about-face. Suddenly, they too were “outraged,” along
with everyone in Congress who wanted to keep alive any chance of re-election.

But then, Eliot Spitzer, former New York governor, weighed into the fracas, arguing that the
bonuses were only the tip of the iceberg. The real scandal, he claimed, centers on A.I.G.’s
decision to redirect billions of its public bailout funds to some of its trading partners, including
Goldman Sachs. For weeks, A.1.G. had refused to divulge the names of these recipients and only
acquiesced when threatened with legal action. According to Spitzer, the issue is basically this: if
taxpayers are being forced to sacrifice by bailing out financial institutions, shouldn’t the financial
institutions themselves be compelled to make their own sacrifices rather than being made
completely whole by taxpayer money, as is happening when Goldman Sachs receives taxpayer
money from A.I.G.? And one could add that, after all, the financial institutions had some
responsibility in creating this financial disaster; we working people had nothing to do with it.

But even these setbacks for working people pale in comparison to the latest dog and pony show
orchestrated by the Obama administration in response to the toxic assets that are dragging down
the financial institutions here in the U.S. and around the world. As Paul Krugman, Princeton
economist, observed: “...basically the plan hands out gold-plated toasters to anybody who
participates.” Joseph Stiglitz, Nobel Prize-winning economist, described it as “very badly flawed,”
offering “perverse incentives,” that amount to “robbery of the American people.”

Basically, the program, which is trumpeted as a public-private partnership, will give billions of
dollars of our taxes to subsidize private investors who buy the toxic assets. We will contribute 94
percent of the cost, leaving only 6 percent that the private investors must shoulder. If the toxic
assets prove to be worthless, as their name suggests, we taxpayers will suffer heavy losses while
the investors can walk away almost painlessly.

However, if these assets turn out to be profitable, then the investors and taxpayers share in the

...continued on page 15
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(cont —Few Christians have biblical worldview)

* Believing that a person cannot earn their way into Heaven by trying to be good or do good
works;

* Believing that God is the all-knowing, all-powerful creator of the world who still rules the
universe today.

In the research, anyone who held all of those beliefs was said to have a Biblical worldview.
And again, even among professing "born-again" Christians, only 19% were shown to have a
Biblical worldview.

This survey helps explain a bunch!

How in the name of common sense can Christians expect to be the "salt" and "light" to a lost
and dying world when the vast majority of believers do not even possess a basic Biblical
foundation?

Of course, many mainline Protestant denominations lost their allegiance to Biblical truth
decades ago. And now it seems that a majority of evangelical churches are consumed with the
politically correct doctrines of Prosperity Theology and Entertainment Evangelism. Old-
fashioned Bible Christianity has been replaced with avant-garde movements such as the
Emerging Church, Purpose Driven Church, Seeker-Sensitive Church, User-Friendly Church,
Meta-Church, ad infinitum, ad nauseam.

The result of this departure from Biblical Christianity is that some 80% of professing
Christians today do not hold a Biblical worldview and are, therefore, impotent at being the
"salt" and "light" that our Lord requires.

Let's face it: without a Biblical worldview, these modern "born-again" evangelicals are
walking around with pagan, Christless worldviews. Instead of the Bible, socialist talking
heads, globalist media moguls, hedonistic entertainers, political hacks, and humanistic
academicians are the ones to most influence their opinions, philosophies, and mindsets.

And just whose fault is it that our churches have become so riddled with infidelity and
apostasy? The preachers, obviously.

Instead of standing up on their own hind legs and proclaiming, "Thus saith the Lord," without
fear or favor, they are falling all over themselves trying to emulate Joel Osteen, Rick Warren,

and Bill Hybels. Instead of preaching with the fear of God in their hearts, they preach with the

...Continued pac
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(cont —Few Christians have biblical worldview)

fear of the [.R.S. and the G.O.P. in their hearts. Or, worse than that, they "tiptoe through the
tulips" for fear of their own church members.

I will say it one more time, if America's preachers would stand up in their pulpits every Sunday
and not be afraid to preach the truth (and courageously relate it to America's everyday
problems and challenges including our political problems and challenges), the ship of state
could be turned around overnight! As the pulpits go, so goes the nation. And right now, the
pulpits of America are leading our country over the cliff!

It is for this very reason that, a few years ago, I began a nationwide campaign to discover the
modern "Black Regiment" pastors and churches in America. As a result of this effort, we have
already identified scores of pastors and churches across America that have gladly chosen to
identify themselves as being part of America's "Black Regiment."

If you find a Black Regiment pastor in your area, by all means, join with and support both him
and his congregation. How can pastors be expected to courageously proclaim the truth unless
people who appreciate the truth support them with both their attendance and offerings?

It is also for this reason that I am now live-streaming my Sunday morning messages on the
Internet. We now have hundreds of thirsty souls watching us every Sunday morning. For the
most part, these are people who have tried desperately to find courageous, independent-minded
patriot-pastors in their communities, but have failed to do so. Our live-streamed broadcast
gives them an online home where truth is preached.

George Barna's research is tremendously revealing--and disconcerting. It is a sad day when
many unbelievers seem to have more character and conviction about the foundational
principles of constitutional government, liberty, and independence than do professing
Christians. But then again, if Christians cannot be trusted to understand and revere the Sacred

Text, how can they understand and revere the Declaration of Independence, U.S. Constitution,
and Bill of Rights?

FOOD FOR
THOUGHT
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Peering into the Abyss
by Peter Schiff

For a few fleeting, horrifying moments this past week the fault lines that underlie the global economic crisis
erupted into plain view. With deft and quick effort leaders in Washington, Europe and Asia papered over the
fissures and fears largely subsided. But the shock of plain truths which resulted in violent currency movements
are the latest reminder that the 21st century economic order will bear little resemblance to the world we now
know.

The tremors began in Beijing, where an essay from the governor of the People’s Bank of China seemed to
favor the creation of an IMF currency to replace the U.S. dollar as the world’s reserve. In Europe, the rotating
president of the European Union, outgoing Czech Prime Minister Mirek Topolanek, characterized America’s
plan to combat the widening global recession as the “road to hell.” At the same time, British Member of the
European Parliament Daniel Hannan made headlines the world over with his stinging rebuke of the
inflationary and debt-focused policies of the current UK government.

As a result of these clearly voiced frustrations, the U.S. dollar suffered a drubbing. However, Treasury
secretary Geithner and his ministerial counterparts in Berlin, Paris and London did their best to convince
everyone that the world is pulling together as one to combat the economic crisis. The charm offensive was
effective in restoring calm.

Given the size and scope of the remedies that the Obama Administration is cajoling the world to adopt, it is
likely that the unease will grow until many countries emerge in open revolt to America’s plans.

President Obama and the majority of our leadership on both sides of the aisle are confident that the right mix
of monetary and fiscal policy can restart the spending party that defined America for a generation. And as the
bleary-eyed revelers wisely reach for a cup of black coffee or stumble into a rehab center, Obama is pouring
grain alcohol into the punch bowl hoping to lure the walking zombies back onto the dance floor. Europe and
Asia fully understand that Obama will ask them to lend the booze.

Washington is telling us that our problems result from a lack of consumer spending. Therefore, the solution is
for government spending to pick up the slack. However, if Americans are too broke to spend, then how can our
government spend for us? The only money they have is taken from us through taxation. To postpone
immediate tax hikes (adding interest for good measure), Washington plans to borrow more from abroad.
However, if our foreign creditors refuse to pony up, much of the money will simply be printed instead.

Printing money is merely taxation in another form. Rather than robbing citizens of their money, government
robs their money of its purchasing power. Many people assume that if government provides the funds we can
spend our way back to prosperity. However, it’s not money we lack but production. If the government simply
prints money and doles it out, we will not be able to buy more stuff; we will simply pay higher prices. The
only way to buy more is to produce more. It is production that creates purchasing power, not the printing
press!

Our current predicament resulted in part from our efforts to maintain consumer spending at unsustainable

levels, primarily by the reckless extension of consumer credit. Pushing up consumer credit to levels not
supported by market realities required government subsidies and guarantees.

...Continued page 7
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(cont — Peering into the abyss)

In addition, Wall Street pitched in with
securitization and credit default swaps, which
created a false sense of confidence among our
creditors that high-risk consumer loans could
actually be repaid. However, now that all those
gimmicks have blown up, the entire farce has
been exposed. There is simply no way to
sustain an economy based on consumer credit.

The Administration argues that more debt will
restore growth which will then allow the
repayment of borrowed money. First, our
government has never, and will never, repay
anything. Second, the assumption that
additional borrowing and spending will restore
growth is flawed. In fact, more consumer debt
and government spending will undermine our
economy and restrain growth.

To solve our problems we must first come to
terms with their source. That is what the voices
from abroad are telling us. We borrowed and
spent ourselves to the brink of bankruptcy, and
now we must save and produce ourselves back
to prosperity.

Of course, this simple solution is rejected by
Keynesian economists who insist that we must
keep spending. The “paradox of thrift,” as they
call it, holds that if we stop spending the
recession will worsen. While this is true, it is
hardly a paradox. As they say in the fitness
game, “no pain, no gain.” No one said this was
going to be easy, but the only way to rebuild a
viable economy is to let the phony one
collapse. If we follow the Keynesians, the fault
lines will continue to widen until our wealth,
our lifestyle, our very ability to prosper is
swallowed up. The calls from abroad will only
get louder until we face this ugly truth.

Geithner’s ‘Dirty Little Secret’: The Entire
Global Financial System is at Risk

When the Solution to the Financial Crisis
becomes the Cause
by F. William Engdahl

US Treasury Secretary Tim Geithner has
unveiled his long-awaited plan to put the US
banking system back in order. In doing so, he
has refused to tell the ‘dirty little secret’ of the
present financial crisis. By refusing to do so,
he is trying to save de facto bankrupt US
banks that threaten to bring the entire global
system down in a new more devastating phase
of wealth destruction.

The Geithner Plan, his so-called Public-Private
Partnership Investment Program or PPPIP, as
we have noted previously is designed not to
restore a healthy lending system which would
funnel credit to business and consumers.
Rather it is yet another intricate scheme to
pour even more hundreds of billions directly to
the leading banks and Wall Street firms
responsible for the current mess in world
credit markets without demanding they change
their business model. Yet, one might say,
won’t this eventually help the problem by
getting the banks back to health?

Not the way the Obama Administration is
proceeding. In defending his plan on US TV
recently, Geithner, a protégé of Henry
Kissinger who previously was CEO of the
New York Federal Reserve Bank, argued that
his intent was ‘not to sustain weak banks at the
expense of strong.’

...Continued page 8
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(cont —Geithner’s ‘Dirty Little Secret”)

Yet this is precisely what the PPPIP does. The weak banks are the five largest banks in the system.

The ‘dirty little secret” which Geithner is going to great degrees to obscure from the public is very
simple. There are only at most perhaps five US banks which are the source of the toxic poison that
is causing such dislocation in the world financial system. What Geithner is desperately trying to
protect is that reality. The heart of the present problem and the reason ordinary loan losses as in
prior bank crises are not the problem, is a variety of exotic financial derivatives, most especially
so-called Credit Default Swaps.

In 2000 the Clinton Administration then-Treasury Secretary was a man named Larry Summers.
Summers had just been promoted from No. 2 under Wall Street Goldman Sachs banker Robert
Rubin to be No. 1 when Rubin left Washington to take up the post of Vice Chairman of Citigroup.
As I describe in detail in my new book, Power of Money: The Rise and Fall of the American
Century, to be released this summer, Summers convinced President Bill Clinton to sign several
Republican bills into law which opened the floodgates for banks to abuse their powers. The fact
that the Wall Street big banks spent some $5 billion in lobbying for these changes after 1998 was
likely not lost on Clinton.

One significant law was the repeal of the 1933 Depression-era Glass-Steagall Act that prohibited
mergers of commercial banks, insurance companies and brokerage firms like Merrill Lynch or
Goldman Sachs. A second law backed by Treasury Secretary Summers in 2000 was an obscure
but deadly important Commodity Futures Modernization Act of 2000. That law prevented the
responsible US Government regulatory agency, Commodity Futures Trading Corporation (CFTC),
from having any oversight over the trading of financial derivatives. The new CFMA law stipulated
that so-called Over-the-Counter (OTC) derivatives like Credit Default Swaps, such as those
involved in the AIG insurance disaster, (which investor Warren Buffett once called ‘weapons of
mass financial destruction’), be free from Government regulation.

At the time Summers was busy opening the floodgates of financial abuse for the Wall Street
Money Trust, his assistant was none other than Tim Geithner, the man who today is US Treasury
Secretary. Today, Geithner’s old boss, Larry Summers, is President Obama’s chief economic
adviser, as head of the White House Economic Council. To have Geithner and Summers
responsible for cleaning up the financial mess is tantamount to putting the proverbial fox in to
guard the henhouse.

...Continued page 9
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(cont —Geithner’s ‘Dirty Little Secret”)
The ‘Dirty Little Secret’

What Geithner does not want the public to understand, his ‘dirty little secret’ is that the repeal of
Glass-Steagall and the passage of the Commodity Futures Modernization Act in 2000 allowed the
creation of a tiny handful of banks that would virtually monopolize key parts of the global ‘off-
balance sheet’ or Over-The-Counter derivatives issuance.

Today five US banks according to data in the just-released Federal Office of Comptroller of the
Currency’s Quarterly Report on Bank Trading and Derivatives Activity, hold 96% of all US bank
derivatives positions in terms of nominal values, and an eye-popping 81% of the total net credit
risk exposure in event of default.

The five are, in declining order of importance: JPMorgan Chase which holds a staggering $88
trillion in derivatives (€66 trillion!). Morgan Chase is followed by Bank of America with $38
trillion in derivatives, and Citibank with $32 trillion. Number four in the derivatives sweepstakes
is Goldman Sachs with a ‘mere’ $30 trillion in derivatives. Number five, the merged Wells Fargo-
Wachovia Bank, drops dramatically in size to $5 trillion. Number six, Britain’s HSBC Bank USA
has $3.7 trillion.

After that the size of US bank exposure to these explosive off-balance-sheet unregulated
derivative obligations falls off dramatically. Just to underscore the magnitude, trillion is written
1,000,000,000,000. Continuing to pour taxpayer money into these five banks without changing
their operating system, is tantamount to treating an alcoholic with unlimited free booze.

The Government bailouts of AIG to over $180 billion to date has primarily gone to pay off AIG’s
Credit Default Swap obligations to counterparty gamblers Goldman Sachs, Citibank, JP Morgan
Chase, Bank of America, the banks who believe they are ‘too big to fail.” In effect, these five
institutions today believe they are so large that they can dictate the policy of the Federal
Government. Some have called it a bankers’ coup d’etat. It definitely is not healthy.

This is Geithner’s and Wall Street’s Dirty Little Secret that they desperately try to hide because it
would focus voter attention on real solutions. The Federal Government has long had laws in place
to deal with insolvent banks. The FDIC places the bank into receivership, its assets and liabilities
are sorted out by independent audit. The irresponsible management is purged, stockholders lose
and the purged bank is eventually split into smaller units and when healthy, sold to the public. The
power of the five mega banks to blackmail the entire nation would thereby be cut down to size.
Ooohh. Uh Huh?

...Continued page 10
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(cont —Geithner’s ‘Dirty Little Secret’)

This is what Wall Street and Geithner are frantically trying to prevent. The problem is
concentrated in these five large banks. The financial cancer must be isolated and contained by
Federal agency in order for the host, the real economy, to return to healthy function.

This is what must be put into bankruptcy receivership, or nationalization. Every hour the Obama
Administration delays that, and refuses to demand full independent government audit of the true
solvency or insolvency of these five or so banks, inevitably costs to the US and to the world
economy will snowball as derivatives losses explode. That is pre-programmed as worsening
economic recession mean corporate bankruptcies are rising, home mortgage defaults are
exploding, unemployment is shooting up. This is a situation that is deliberately being allowed to
run out of (responsible Government) control by Treasury Secretary Geithner, Summers and
ultimately the President, whether or not he has taken the time to grasp what is at stake.

Once the five problem banks have been put into isolation by the FDIC and the Treasury, the
Administration must introduce legislation to immediately repeal the Larry Summers bank
deregulation including restore Glass-Steagall and repeal the Commodity Futures Modernization
Act of 2000 that allowed the present criminal abuse of the banking trust. Then serious financial
reform can begin to be discussed, starting with steps to ‘federalize’ the Federal Reserve and take
the power of money out of the hands of private bankers such as JP Morgan Chase, Citibank or
Goldman Sachs.
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The Fluoride Conspiracy

Further research and documentation available at editorialdigest.com

"Tell a lie loud enough and long enough and people will believe it."
- Adolf Hitler

"Fluoridation is the greatest case of scientific fraud of this century."”
- Robert Carlton, Ph.D, former EPA scientist, 1992

The history of forcing fluoride on humans through the fluoridation of drinking water is wrought with lies,
greed and deception. Governments that add fluoride to drinking water supplies insist that it is safe,
beneficial and necessary, however, scientific evidence shows that fluoride is not safe to ingest and
areas that fluoridate their drinking water supplies have higher rates of cavities, cancer, dental
fluorosis, osteoporosis and other health problems. Because of the push from the aluminum industry,
pharmaceutical companies and weapons manufacturers, fluoride continues to be added to water
supplies all over North America and due to recent legal actions against water companies that
fluoridate drinking water supplies, precedent has been set that will make it impossible for suits to be
filed against water suppliers that fluoridate. There is a growing resistance against adding toxic fluoride
to our water supplies, but unfortunately, because fluoride has become "the lifeblood of the modern
industrial economy"(Bryson 2004), there is too much money at stake for those who endorse water
fluoridation . The lies of the benefits of water fluoridation will continue to be fed to the public, not to
encourage health benefits to a large number of people, but to profit the military-industrial complex.

The story begins in 1924, when Interessen Gemeinschaft Farben (1.G. Farben), a German chemical
manufacturing company, began receiving loans from American bankers, gradually leading to the
creation of the huge I.G. Farben cartel. In 1928 Henry Ford and American Standard Oil Company (The
Rockefellers) merged their assets with I.G. Farben, and by the early thirties, there were more than a
hundred American corporations which had subsidiaries and co-operative understandings in Germany.
The 1.G. Farben assets in America were controlled by a holding Company, American 1.G. Farben,
which listed on it's board of directors: Edsel Ford, President of the Ford Motor Company, Chas. E.
Mitchell, President of Rockerfeller's National City Bank of New York, Walter Teagle, President of
Standard Oil New York, Paul Warburg, Chairman of the federal reserve and brother of Max Warburg,
financier of Germany’s War effort, Herman Metz, a director of the Bank of Manhattan, controlled by the
Warburgs, and a number of other members, three of which were tried and convicted as German war
criminals for their crimes against humanity. In 1939 under the Alted agreement, the American
Aluminum Company (ALCOA), then the worlds largest producer of sodium fluoride, and the Dow
Chemical Company transferred its technology to Germany. Colgate, Kellogg, Dupont and many other
companies eventually signed cartel agreements with I.G. Farben, creating a powerful lobby group
accurately dubbed "the fluoride mafia"(Stephen 1995).

At the end of World War Il, the US government sent Charles Eliot Perkins, a research worker in

chemistry, biochemistry, physiology and pathology, to take charge of the vast Farben chemical plants
in Germany. The German chemists told Perkins of a scheme which they had devised during the

...Continued page 12
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(cont — The Fluoride Conspiracy)

war and had been adapted by the German General Staff. The German chemists explained of their
attempt to control the population in any given area through the mass medication of drinking water
with sodium fluoride, a tactic used in German and Russian prisoner of war camps to make the
prisoners "stupid and docile"(Stephen 1995). Farben had developed plans during the war to
fluoridate the occupied countries because it was found that fluoridation caused slight damage to a
specific part of the brain, making it more difficult for the person affected to defend his freedom and
causing the individual to become more docile towards authority. Fluoride remains one of the
strongest anti-psychotic substances known, and is contained in twenty-five percent of the major
tranquilizers. It may not seem surprising that Hitler's regime practiced the concept of mind control
through chemical means, but the American military continued Nazi research, exploring techniques to
incapacitate an enemy or medicate an entire nation. As stated in the Rockerfeller Report, a
Presidential briefing on CIA activities, "the drug program was part of a much larger CIA program to
study possible means of controlling human behavior”(Stephen 1995).

The ‘dental caries prevention myth’ associated with fluoride, originated in the United States in 1939,
when a scientist named Gerald J. Cox, employed by ALCOA, the largest producer of toxic fluoride
waste and at the time being threatened by fluoride damage claims, fluoridated some lab rats,
concluded that fluoride reduced cavities and claimed that it should be added to the nation’s water
supplies. In 1947, Oscar R. Ewing, a long time ALCOA lawyer, was appointed head of the Federal
Security Agency , a position that placed him in charge of the Public Health Service(PHS). Over the
next three years, eighty-seven new American cities began fluoridating their water, including the
control city in a water fluoridation study in Michigan, thus eliminating the most scientifically objective
test of safety and benefit before it was ever completed.

American ‘education and research’ was funded by the Aluminum Manufacturing, Fertilizer and
Weapons Industry looking for an outlet for the increasingly mounting fluoride industrial waste while
attaining positive profit increase. The ‘discovery’ that fluoride benefited teeth, was paid for by
industry that needed to be able to defend "lawsuits from workers and communities poisoned by
industrial fluoride emissions" (Bryson 1995) and turn a liability into an asset. Fluoride, a waste
constituent in the manufacturing processes of explosives, fertilizers and other ‘necessities’, was
expensive to dispose of properly and until a ‘use’ was found for it in America’s water supplies, the
substance was only considered a toxic, hazardous waste. Through sly public re-education, fluoride,
once a waste product, became the active ingredient in fluorinated pesticides, fungicides,
rodenticides, anesthetics, tranquilizers, fluorinated pharmaceuticals, and a number of industrial and
domestic products, fluorinated dental gels, rinses and toothpastes. Fluoride is so much a part of a
multibillion-dollar industrial and pharmaceutical income, that any withdrawal of support from pro-
fluoridationists is financially impossible, legally unthinkable and potentially devastating for their
career and reputation.

Funded by US industrialists, in an attempt to encourage public acceptance of fluoride, Edward
Bernays, known also as the father of PR, or the original spin doctor, began a campaign of deception
to persuade public opinion. Barnays explained "you can get practically any idea accepted if doctors
are in favour. The public is willing to accept it because a doctor is an authority to most people,

...Continued page 13
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(cont — The Fluoride Conspiracy)

regardless of how much he knows or doesn’t know"(Bryson 2004). Doctors who endorsed fluoridation
didn’t know that research discrediting fluoride’s safety was either suppressed or not conducted in the
first place. Fluoride became equated with scientific progress and since it was introduced to the public
as a health-enhancing substance, added to the environment for the children’s sake, those opposing
fluoride were dismissed as cranks, quacks and lunatics. Fluoride became impervious to criticism
because of a relentless PR offensive, but also because of it's overall toxicity. Unlike chemicals that
have a signature effect, fluoride, a systemic poison, produces a range of health problems, so it's
effects are more difficult to diagnose.

Recently declassified US Military documents such as Manhattan Project, shows how Fluoride is the
key chemical in atomic bomb production and millions of tonnes of it were needed for the manufacture
of bomb-grade uranium and plutonium. Fluoride poisoning, not radiation poisoning, emerged as the
leading chemical health hazard for both workers and nearby communities. A-bomb scientists were
ordered to provide evidence useful for defense in litigation, so they began secretly testing fluoride on
unsuspecting hospital patients and indignant, mentally retarded children.. "The August 1948 Journal of
the American Dental Association shows that evidence of adverse effects from fluoride was censored
by the US Atomic Energy Commission for reasons of "national security" (Griffiths 1998). The only
report released stated that fluoride was safe for humans in small doses.

During the Cold War, Dr. Harold C. Hodge, who had been the toxicologist for the US Army Manhattan
Project, was the leading scientific promoter of water fluoridation. While Dr. Hodge was reassuring
congress of the safety of water fluoridation, he was covertly conducting one of the nation’s first public
water fluoridation experiments in Newburgh, New York, secretly studying biological samples from
Newburgh citizens at his US laboratory at the University of Rochester. Since there are no legal
constraints against the suppression of scientific data, the only published conclusion resulting from
these experiments was that fluoride was safe in low doses, a profoundly helpful verdict for the US
Military who feared lawsuits for fluoride injury from workers in nuclear power plants and munitions
factories. Fluoride pollution was one of the biggest legal worries facing key US industrial sectors
during the cold war. A secret group of corporate attorneys, known as the Fluorine Lawyers Committee,
whose members included US Steel, ALCOA, Kaiser Aluminum, and Reynolds Metals, commissioned
research at the Kettering Laboratory at the University of Cincinnati to "provide ammunition"(Bryson
2004) for those corporations who were fighting a wave of citizen claims for fluoride injury. The Fluorine
Lawyers Committee and their medical ambassadors were in personal and frequent contact with the
senior officials of the federal National Institute for Dental Research, and have been implied in the
‘burying’ of the forty year old Kettering study, which showed that fluoride poisoned the lungs and
lymph nodes in laboratory animals. Private interests, sought to destroy careers and censor information
by ensuring that scientific studies raising doubts about the safety of fluoride never got funded, and if
they did, never got published.

During the 1990’s, research conducted by Harvard toxicologist Phillis Mullenix showed that fluoride in
water may lead to lower IQ’s, and produced symptoms in rats strongly resembling attention deficit and
hyperactivity disorder (ADHD). Just days before her research was accepted for publication, Mullenix
was fired as the head of toxicology at the Forsyth Dental Center in Boston. Then her application for a
grant to continue her fluoride and central nervous system research was turned down by the US
National Institute of Health (NIH), when an NIH panel told her that "fluoride does not have central
nervous system effects"(Griffiths 1998).

...Continued page 14
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Despite growing evidence that it is harmful to public health, US federal and state pubic health agencies
and large dental and medical organizations such as the American Dental Association (ADA), continue to
promote fluoride. Water fluoridation continues, despite the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)’s
own scientists, whose union, Chapter 280 of the National Treasury Employees Union, has taken a
strong stand against it. Dr. William Hirzy, vice president of Chapter 280, stated that "fluoride (that is
added to municipal water) is a hazardous waste product for which there is substantial evidence of
adverse health effects and, contrary to public perception, virtually no evidence of significant benefits"(
Mullenix 1998). Although fluoride is up to fifty times more toxic than sulfur dioxide, it is still not regulated
as an air pollutant by the American Clean Air Act. Since thousands of tonnes of industrial fluoride waste
is poured into drinking water supplies all over North America, supposedly to encourage gleaming smiles
in our children, big industry in the US has the benefit of emitting as much fluoride waste into the
environment as they like with absolutely no requirement to measure emissions and no way of being held
accountable for poisoning people, animals and vegetation.

In August 2003, the EPA requested that the National Research Council, the research arm of the
National Academy of Sciences (NAS), re-evaluate water fluoride safety standards by reviewing recent
scientific literature, because the last review in 1993 had major gaps in research. "Neither the US Food
and Drug Administration (FDA), nor the National Institute for Dental Research (NIDR), nor the American
Academy of Pediatric Dentistry has any proof on fluoride’s safety or effectiveness”(Sterling 1993). The
International Academy of Oral Medicine and Toxicology has classified fluoride as an unapproved dental
medicament due to it's high toxicity and the US National Cancer Institute Toxicological Program has
found fluoride to be an "equivocal carcinogen" (Maurer 1990).

Currently the US government is continuing to introduce further fluoridation schemes throughout the
country, including the Water Act passed in November 2003, which has made it impossible for water
companies to undergo civil or criminal hearings as a result of adding fluoride to public water supplies.

In a society where products containing asbestos, lead, beryllium and many other carcinogens have
been recalled from the marketplace, it is surprising that fluoride is embraced so thoroughly and blindly. It
seems absurd that we would consider paying the chemical industry to dispose of their toxic waste by
adding it to our water supply. Hiding the hazards of fluoride pollution from the public is a capitalist-style
con job of epic proportions that has occurred because a powerful lobby wishes to manipulate public
opinion in order to protect it's own financial interests. "Those who manipulate this unseen mechanism of
society constitute an invisible government which is the true ruling power of our country... our minds are
molded, our tastes formed, our ideas suggested, largely by men we have never heard of" (Bernays
1991).

For further information and to protect yourself and your loved ones visit
http://www.editorialdigest.com/flouride/flouride.html
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proceeds on a 50-50 basis, not on the basis of 94-6, as one would think if fairness marked the
bottom line. This kind of partnership resembles the kind that exists between predators and their
prey. Or, as Paul Krugman noted, it’s like this: heads the private investors win, tails the public
loses. Once again a different set of rules applies to rich as opposed to the rest of us.

All of the above can be summarized in this way: as long as the markets operate to make the
rich even richer, we must consider them sacred. However, when they fail to deliver this
outcome, the government must step in and, with our tax money, insure that the rich can
continue their ascent to ever-greater heights of wealth while the rest of us languish in the dust,
struggling to buy a home, keep a job, provide a decent education for our children, secure health
coverage for ourselves and our family, and so on.

Finally, many of us harbor the illusion that when it comes to paying taxes, the rich carry the
heavier burden. As Dorothy Brown recently pointed out: “There are effectively two tax
systems in America: one for the very rich and one for the rest of us. Income from stock
dividends and capital gains, which makes up a disproportionate amount of the earnings of the
very rich, is taxed at 15 percent. But the bulk of what the rest of us earn — wages and interest
from savings accounts — is taxed at up to 35 percent.” For this reason, billionaire Warren
Buffett, to his credit, has complained that he was taxed at a rate of 17.7 percent on his $46
million income while his secretary struggled under the onerous rate of 30 percent.

The government has embraced two sets of rules: one for the rich and another for the rest of us.
Working people will have to organize themselves so that they can forcefully demand, not only
a bailout for working people, but an entirely new and just set of rules that level the playing
field. But they will have to come to the realization that the root of the problem lies in the fact
that this is a class society, and anything of significance happens on that basis.

On the one hand, the rich own the economy and run it exclusively in their own interests in
pursuit of the maximization of profits, regardless of the pain and suffering they inflict on the
rest of us and the environment. They lay us off, foreclose our homes, and deprive us of health
care without a second thought. And by giving millions of dollars to politicians, they in essence
run the country, secure in the knowledge that the politicians will return the favor with
preferential legislation and bailouts on demand.

...Continued on page 16
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On the other hand, working people labor long and hard only to be told that we are being laid off,
or our pension has disappeared, or we have lost our savings on a stock market that operates
according to unfathomable principles.

We must insist that the country operate in the interests of the majority. But this goal requires that
we embrace truly democratic principles so that every important economic decision is discussed,
debated, and determined by a vote. Only then will we succeed in abolishing classes, abolishing
the privileges of the rich, and establishing a society where the full development of every
individual is the fundamental premise embraced by all.
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VIOLENT GANGS FROM ALL OVER THE WORLD INFEST
AMERICAN CITIES

By Michael Cutler

As those of you who generally read my commentaries know, I generally write those commentaries by
basing them on a newspaper article. Today I have decided to simply explain my consternation at the
growing threat posed by the violence in Mexico attributed to the drug cartels in that nation that lies on
our country's southern border and the lack of proper strategy by our own government.

Several days after our nation was attacked by the terrorists on September 11, 2001 I was contacted by
members of then Congressman Tom Tancredo's staff. They had found out that in May 1997 I had
testified at a Congressional hearing conducted by the House Immigration Subcommittee on the issue of
Visa Fraud and Immigration Benefit Fraud. That hearing was conducted to assess potential
vulnerabilities in the immigration system that contributed the attacks at the Pentagon and at the World
Trade Center in the beginning of 1993. Both attacks had been conducted by foreign nationals who had
succeeded in gaming the immigration bureaucracy to enter our country and then embed themselves in
our nation by acquiring lawful status by defrauding the immigration benefits program.

Because it was clear that immigration played a significant role in the attacks of 1993 and it was obvious
that aliens had carried out the attacks of September 11, 2001, they asked that I meet with them and
Congressman Tancredo to provide my perspectives and expertise on the obvious nexus between
immigration and national security. It is important to note that Tom Tancredo also chaired the House
Immigration Reform Caucus.

Within days I drove down to Washington to meet with Tom Tancredo and members of his staff. In my
discussion with them, I raised my concept of what I had come to refer to as the “Immigration
Enforcement Tripod.” In this concept I made the point that most people who voiced concern about
immigration often spoke about securing our nation's borders but almost entirely ignored the issue of the
enforcement of the immigration laws from within the interior of the United States.

Tom Tancredo invited me to provide testimony to the Immigration Reform Caucus in November 2001
about the aspects of immigration that contributed to the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001.
Although the management at INS headquarters refused to sanction my appearance before that hearing, I
decided that I would testify, knowing full well that [ was, in effect, calling in an air-strike on myself. I
joined Doug Kruhm, the former chief of the United States Border Patrol at that hearing and raised the
issue of the tripod approach to immigration law enforcement at that hearing.

The reason that | am now raising the issue of the necessity of the effective enforcement of the
immigration laws from within the interior of the United States so many years after the terrorist
attacks of 9/11 is twofold. First of all, | have not been the only one to advocate that the interior
program be made effective, many experts have and, in fact, this is a recommendation that was
noted by the 9/11 Commission.

...Continued page 18
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(cont — Violent gangs from all over the world...)

Second, we have heard so much about the meltdown of Mexico at the hands of the drug cartels
that have engaged in what can only be described as acts of terrorism to intimidate the citizens
and the leaders of Mexico. The slaughter of thousands of Mexican and the torture and
beheading of police officers, military and government officials are threatening the survival of
that nation's government and the violence has been spilling over the border that is supposed to
separate Mexico from the United States. Phoenix, Arizona now suffers an average of one
kidnapping or home invasion each day!

The administration's response to this madness has been to further curtail an already anemic
interior enforcement program where immigration law enforcement is concerned and talk
about sending hundreds of ICE (Immigration and Customs Enforcement) agents to the
southern border to augment the Border Patrol.

This is such a flawed strategy that | don't even think that the term “strategy” should even be
used in conjunction with the outrageous plan.

There have been a number of news reports in which administration officials have stated that
some 230 cities inside the United States of America have become infested by members of the
Mexican cartels!

They are here now! They are not simply to be found along our nation's border but they are in
cities from coast to coast and border to border!

It is not just members of the drug cartels that we need to be concerned about but also
members of violent gangs such as MS-13 and gangs of virtually every ethnic group from the
Russian mob to members of Asian gangs. They are here!

There are, undoubtedly members of terrorist organizations living, working and concealing
themselves in cities across our nation today!

It has been estimated that there are probably about 4,000 ICE agents assigned to working on
various immigration enforcement activities across our entire nation. To put this in proper
perspective, the City of New York has been described as being the ‘safest big city in America’.

New York has over 8 million residents and its police department has roughly 37,000 police
officers to protect those who reside, work and visit New York.

The United States of America has about ten percent the number of ICE agents for the entire
country as there are cops patrolling the streets of New York City!

And now, it is believed that some of those precious few agents of ICE will be shifted to the
southern border!

...Continued page 19
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(cont — Violent gangs from all over the world...)

This makes about as much sense as trying to win a baseball game and telling the outfielder to
sit in the dugout rather than take to the field when their team is on the defensive! Anyone on
the opposite team who could hit the ball over the infielders' heads gets and easy “in the park
home run!;

Alternatively, you could also say that this move on the part of the administration makes about
as much sense as finding that burglars are ransacking your home and you call for the
locksmith and tell him to secure the doors and windows of your home while the burglars are
still inside!

Let me start out by explaining why the interior enforcement program is absolutely essential to
the safety of our citizens and the very survival of our nation especially as the United States
confronts the growing threat posed by not only the Mexican drug cartels but other criminal
and terrorist organizations comprised primarily by aliens.

In order to do this, | would like to describe the concept of the immigration enforcement tripod.

Simply stated, the immigration enforcement tripod meant that the immigration inspectors
(now known as CBP inspectors) enforce the immigration laws at ports of entry, the Border
Patrol agents enforce the immigration laws between ports of entry while the special agents
who are assigned to enforce the immigration laws from within the interior of the United States
comprise the third leg of the enforcement tripod.

It is the third leg of the tripod that has been all but ignored and continues to be ignored to this
very day.

These agents of ICE (Immigration and Customs Enforcement) should be conducting a number
of critical missions to make certain that our nation's borders are secured and that there is real
integrity to the immigration system that the terrorists were so easily able to circumvent.
Among the missions that need to be carried out by ICE agents are:

Employer Sanctions:

Conducting investigations of factories, restaurants, hotels, farms and other places where peop
employed to make certain that illegal aliens are not being gainfully employed. When an illegal
employed, both the employer and the illegal alien employee are violating the laws. Both need t
punished. lllegal aliens who are employed should be taken into custody and made to appear b
an immigration judge for a removal (deportation) hearing. The unscrupulous employer who car
proven to have knowingly hired illegal aliens should be fined and face other legal sanctions sh

the practice of hiring illegal aliens be found to be continuing.

...Continued page 20
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By making it clear that illegal aliens would not have an easy time of securing illegal
employment in the United States, more Americans would be able to find jobs, wages earned by
American citizens and lawful immigrants would be far more likely to be spent and invested in
the United States (this is especially significant at a time when our government is claiming to be
seeking to stimulate the American economy) and would reduce the number of illegal aliens
streaming across our nation's borders making it easier to gain control over our nation's
borders, especially the perilous southern border.

Fraud Investigations:

Special agents need to conduct investigations of fraud that fall under two basic categories,
fraud schemes and fraud documents.

Fraud schemes can also be divided into two broad categories, visa fraud and immigration
benefit fraud.

Fraud can be thought of as a lie committed in writing in an application to provide a person
with a benefit that the person in question would not be entitled to if all of the relevant
information was known to the person (adjudications officer or other official) at the time that
the application for that benefit was being processed.

For the purposes of immigration, such applications might involve an application for a visa that
would permit an alien to seek entry into the United States either temporarily on a
nonimmigrant visa, such as a tourist visa, student visa or business visa, to name just a few of
the visas that are available, or on an immigrant visa that provides the alien with a green card
and thus accords that alien lawful immigrant status.

An example of a fraud scheme is the United States citizen or lawful permanent resident alien
who marries an alien to provide that alien with resident alien (immigrant status) for money or
other benefit. In such marriages, the couple does not really live together as a true couple but

get married as part of a n arranged “business deal.j When an investigation discloses that this is
the case in a particular “marriage,j the citizen or immigrant spouse should be prosecuted for
entering into a criminal conspiracy to violate our nation's immigration laws as should the alien
spouse who sought to use this fraud scheme to acquire a green card. The alien who was seeking
to acquire resident alien status through fraud should then be taken before an immigration

judge to seek his (her) removal (deportation) from the United States.

There are other such fraud schemes that involve the concealment of material facts that enable
aliens to enter our country and/or embed themselves in our country. Often terrorists are
charged with visa fraud because it is often far easier to show that an alien succeeded in
entering our country by committing fraud than it is to prove that an alien is a terrorist.

...Continued page 21
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In the case of fraud documents, we can include identity theft, the alteration of legitimate
identity documents and the creation of counterfeit identity or supporting documents such as
Social Security cards, birth certificates and other such documents.

Today, there have been many reports about how easily aliens can and have gamed the
immigration benefits program. Among them have been criminals and terrorists. The solution
IS not to ignore the problem but to develop the resources to conduct the necessary
investigations and law enforcement activities that would bring real integrity to the program
that provides millions of aliens with the keys to the kingdom in a truly perilous era.

The adjudicators at USCIS (United States Citizenship and Immigration Services) are rewarded
for moving the applications that are stacked on their desks as they try to keep up with the ever
increasing number of applications filed by ever more aliens who have become emboldened to
file applications for a variety of immigration benefits including applications for residency and
United States citizenship based on fraud. These bureaucrats must feel like Lucy and Ethel in
that hilarious episode of "I Love Lucyj when Lucy and her friend got jobs at the candy factory
and they attempt to wrap morsels of bonbons hurtling at them at ever increasing speed on a
conveyor belt moving at warp speed.

The solution, in my judgment, is not to rush the process and compromise integrity, but to go
after those who would commit fraud and convince those who would apply for applications that
there is a serious price to be paid for attempting to defraud our government! This would,
undoubtedly cause a sharp reduction in the number of new applications filed. This would cut
waiting times for those who file legitimate applications and simultaneously making it easier for
the adjudicators to screen out the fraud and create a bureaucracy that would have far greater
integrity.

In this way everyone but the bad guys would win.

This is called deterrence and must be applied to the immigration benefits program that has
such serious national security implications!

This can only be achieved by hiring a large number of special agents for ICE and providing
them with the training and the resources to create an immigration bureaucracy that has real
integrity.

Alien Smuggling / Human Trafficking Investigations:
When aliens are smuggled into the United States, the goal is generally not to simply set foot in
the United States near the border but rather to enable the illegal alien to make his (her) way to

the city they desire to go to after running our nation's borders or otherwise entering the United
States by circumventing the inspections process.

...Continued page 22
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In addition to the obvious ploy of running our nation's borders, some smuggled aliens stow
away on ships or aircraft. Therefore it is important to seek to identify so-called “safe houses;j
where smuggled illegal aliens may be held until family members or other can provide the funds
to the smugglers. It is also important to seek to identify the transporters who, working in
cahoots with a smuggler, may use various vehicles to enable illegal aliens to travel across our
country.

It is important to note that smugglers who assist illegal aliens in surreptitiously entering the
United States, they also often engage in smuggling narcotics across our nation's borders and
often use illegal aliens as "beasts of burdenj to carry a load of narcotics on their person. That is
why such illegal aliens are referred to as "mules.j

Sometimes the aliens are made to carry narcotics in their person by swallowing narcotics
stuffed into condoms that are then retrieved at a “safe house” within the United States. A
number of years ago | assisted the DEA in New York in executing a search warrant in Staten
Island where such an operation was being run out of an apartment in an apartment building in
which people, mostly citizens of Nigeria, entered the United States at John F. Kennedy
International Airport with such condoms in their stomachs. They were met at the airport by a
member of the drug organization who drove them to an the apartment where they were given
massive doses of a laxative and then one of the workers would use a strainer to retrieve the
drug-laden condoms from the toilet. It was only after that all of the condoms had passed
through their bodies that these aliens were allowed to leave the apartment to hide in plain
sight among the many other illegal aliens who have taken up illegal residency in our country.

In some instances, the condoms would burst before they got off the airplane, often causing the
‘swallower’ to perish because of a massive overdose.

Criminal Alien / Fugitive Investigations:

The agents who are assigned to this unit are responsible for locating aliens who have been
convicted of crimes in the United States and have been sentenced to prison sentences. Some of
these aliens may have been lawfully admitted to the United States as lawful immigrants
(resident aliens) or they may have entered our country illegally. Regardless of how these aliens
entered our country, by virtue of their criminal convictions, these aliens are now subject to
removal from the United States.

Additionally, the agents in this squad also seek to arrest illegal aliens who had been deported
(removed) from the United States and then, in one way or another, managed to reenter the
United States without authorization. A criminal alien (aggravated felon in the parlance of the
Immigration and Nationality Act) is subject to a maximum of 20 years of incarceration for the
crime of reentry after deportation.
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| am particularly proud of the fact that in the early 1980's | had approached then United States
Senator Al D'Amato of New York and convinced him to work with the administration, back
then, to have deportation hearings conducted in correctional facilities (rather than wait many
years, in some instances, for a criminal alien to be released). | also convinced him to sponsor
legislation to promulgate legislation that would differentiate between administrative law
violators who were deported from the United States and criminal aliens who were deported
from the United States after serving their criminal sentences.

Before that law was enacted, their was no distinction between criminal aliens and aliens who
had no felony convictions. Any alien who had been deported and then illegally reentered the
United States was facing a maximum of two years in jail. Under the new law, the penalty for

criminal aliens (aggravated felons) was created.

Task Force Investigations:

There are a number of task forces that combine local, state and federal law enforcement
agencies. The idea behind these task forces can be summed up by one word: synergy. This
means that the total is greater than the sum of the parts.

| spent roughly ten years as a senior special agent of the INS assigned to the Organized Crime,
Drug Enforcement Task Force. For about 4 years | was the INS representative of the Unified
Intelligence Division (UID) of the DEA in New York.

As the INS representative to the UID, some 20 years ago, | decided to compile arrest statistics
to see how much of an involvement aliens had in narcotics-related crimes. Back then, some
60% of the defendants who had been arrested by DEA in New York City were identified as
being ‘foreign born’ while some 30% of those defendants, nationwide were identified as being
‘foreign born.’

The idea that foreign nationals are heavily involved in narcotics trafficking is not a new
problem. It is just a huge component of the problem that our nation's “leadersj have refused to
address!

In both assignments, it became readily apparent that by working with other law enforcement
agencies against drug trafficking organizations that all sorts of benefits to the effectiveness of
these efforts could be greatly enhanced. Immigration was a major component of this
operation, but we always suffered by an extreme lack of manpower and resources, especially
where immigration was concerned.

There are other such task forces involving terrorism, gangs and other such serious threats to
the safety of our people and the security of our nation. As an INS (now ICE) special agent,
information contained in immigration files offer tremendous insight into the risk of flight of
criminals.
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This issue is of great importance when a criminal is arrested and is being arraigned. A federal
magistrate or a judge is supposed to consider two primary issues in fixing bail: danger to the
community and risk of flight.

The alien file often contains a veritable track record of past instances where a criminal alien may
have used multiple identities, was deported and reentered the United States illegally on
numerous occasions or failed to show up for immigration hearings.

The participation of an ICE agent in a criminal investigation may also enable other agencies and
prosecutors to not unwittingly enter into a plea bargain deal in which an alien is able to plea
bargain away a criminal charge that would result in his deportation from the United States.

ICE agents can also help to bring additional charges against criminal aliens such as visa fraud,
benefit fraud or other such charge. Additionally, there is a charge that calls for a 5 year jall
sentence for an illegal alien found to be in possession of a firearm. Only an ICE agent can
provide the necessary evidence that the defendant found to be in possession of that weapon is,
indeed, an illegal alien. ICE agents can be instrumental in “flippingj informants. There are
provisions of law that can be used to provide an informant and his family, with lawful status in
our country if they are instrumental in assisting law enforcement agents in major criminal
investigations.

...Continued page 25
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ICE agents can also arrest members of criminal organizations on immigration violations without ever
tipping their hand that they are part of a task force that has targeted other members of a terrorist or
criminal organization.

Theses benefits also can help those cities whose leaders are not so screwed up that they declare their
cities to be ‘sanctuary cities.’

When a community has a large illegal aliens population, all sorts of businesses spring up in support of
that large illegal alien population. These businesses include mail drops services, money-wire services
(remitters), telephone arcades and disposable cellphone businesses, document vendors and others that
are helpful to illegal aliens and absolutely essential for criminals, drug traffickers and terrorists.

If our nation is to gain the upper hand in the many threats that confront our nation and our citizens, it is
absolutely essential that there be an adequate number of ICE agents and supporting resources to make
the interior enforcement of the immigration laws the priority is desperately needs to be.

It is the politicization of the immigration laws that has gotten our nation into the mess it is in and it

must end. As | noted when | participated in a debate this past week at Fox News' morning talk show,
"Fox and Friendsj our nation has two addictions: Cheap labor provided by vulnerable and exploitable
illegal aliens and narcotics. The desire for that compliant labor force that has eroded the wages of
Americans and has caused them, ultimately to lose their jobs has also caused tens of billions of dollars in
wages paid to illegal aliens and alien workers who have been admitted into the United States on
“temporary” work visas to be wired or otherwise transmitted out of the United States and thus out of our
nation's economy. Meanwhile, the “Fools on the Hill” (Congress) refused to make the E-Verify program

a component of the economic stimulus package!

Clearly the only solution is to take on the cartels and win! There is no such thing as "second place" in the
war on drugs or terror!

This means that a coordinated strategy that couples effective strategies on our nation's borders must be
augmented by the effective enforcement of the immigration laws from within the interior of the United
States.

Anything that ignores the vital interior enforcement mission is doomed to fail!

The large scale apathy demonstrated by citizens of this nation has emboldened elected representatives
to all but ignore the needs of the average American citizen in a quest for massive campaign funds and
the promises of votes to be ostensibly delivered by special interest groups. There is much that we cannot
do but there is one thing that We the People absolutely must do- we must stop sitting on the sidelines!

The collective failure of We the People to get involved in make our concerns known to our politicians
have nearly made the concerns of the great majority of the citizens of this nation all but irrelevant to the
politicians.

| implore you to get involved!

We live in a perilous world and in a perilous era. The survival of our nation and the lives of our citizens
hang in the balance
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Third Wave of Change, From Freedom to Slavery
By Amy de Miceli

The plan to bring forth a new Soviet man right here in America, and right there in Europe,
has become a chilling reality. George Lucas has even called attention to it in his latest
installment of Indiana Jones.

Indiana Jones and the Kingdom of the Crystal Skull is set in the 1950'’s, Indy has been
kidnapped by Russians. Mid film his captor, Col. Dr. Irina Spalko, straps Jones to a chair
and in a hush voice surrounded by ambient music she softly tells us what we have
become, and where we are headed, and if you listen close you'll hear how its been done.

“Imagine, to peer across the world and know the enemies’ secrets, to place our thoughts
into the minds of your leaders, make your teachers teach the true version of history, your
soldiers attack on our command. We'll be everywhere at once more powerful than a
whisper invading your dreams thinking your thoughts for you while you sleep. We will
change you Dr. Jones, all of you, from the inside, we will turn you into us, and the best
part — you won’'t even know it's happening.”

Our dreams have been invaded and a frightening reality has been developed. Our leaders
and teachers, none of them are as they seem, they have been turned from the inside, and
we have been lead along for many generations. We are in the midst of a merger of the
Russian and American models, a step closer to forming the perfect system of control. We
are being crushed by the third wave of change. It is not coming, it is here.

“The First Wave of change — the agricultural revolution — took thousands of years to play
itself out. The Second Wave — the rise of industrial civilization — took a mere three
hundred years. Today history is even more accelerative, and it is likely that the Third
Wave will sweep across history and complete itself in a few decades. We, who happen to
share the planet at this explosive moment, will therefore feel the full impact of the Third
Wave in our own lifetimes.” (Alvin Toffler, The Third Wave, 1980.)

The first wave to hit us reveals just how long and far we have been lead, right into our
current position, and with each wave of change that crashes our bonds grow tighter.

The agricultural revolution interrupted hunting and gathering and quickly replaced it with
the domestication of plants and animals. Within only a few thousand years the knowledge
spread to all parts of the world.

The wanderers became farmers, as hunting grounds became farm land, and by the 17th

century the second wave began to roll out, change was slow at first, man became farmer
and owner, and with it came barter, money and bondage.

...Continued page 27
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(cont - Third Wave of Change, From Freedom to Slavery)

Since then we have been even more hurried through time, the industrial revolution was
realized in hundreds of years, as opposed to thousands.

The crushing changes of the second wave were directly aimed at our families, although
several families managed to fare quite well through the assault. Toffler wrote that just
like the first wave, “historians cannot pin down the 'cause’ of the industrial revolution”
(The Third Wave, p. 358), however we can see those that were involved in shaping the
minds of men throughout it.

Industry drove people from the farm, and as families began moving closer to factories,
children would no longer work as they did on the farms, an acceptable solution was
mass education and it was ushered in. Toffler points out in The Third Wave, that school
was to train children to become good factory workers, punctual, obedient people who
can complete mundane tasks repetitively for eight hours a day, which is true, but that
describes only half the purpose, mass education was, and still is, much worse than that.

“... place our thoughts into the minds of your leaders, make your teachers teach the
true version of history...”

In 1954 the Reece Committee investigated the inner workings of tax exempt
foundations, such as those run by the Carnegie, Rockefeller and Ford families. The
investigation was brought forth in part because of growing suspicion that these
organizations were “un-American.” It was ultimately revealed that these tax exempt
foundations were working in tandem, using foundation money to meddle with our
minds.They needed to change our way of thinking, and using the power and influence
of their organizations, they promote the idea of global government. One important way
to capture and control us (“the enemy”) was uncovered, get us young and vulnerable,
and teach us to love our servitude.

“... We'll be everywhere at once more powerful than a whisper invading your dreams,
thinking your thoughts for you while you sleep...”

America was being slowly lead down a path of collectivism. One report uncovered by
the Reece committee summarized the third wave we were sleepwalking into (it was
from the American Historical Foundation, est. in 1889) as “the day of the individual in
the United States of America had come to an end, and that the future would be
characterized, inevitably, by some form of collectivism...”

...We will change you ... all of you, from the inside, we will turn you into us, and the
best part — you won't even know it's happening.”

...Continued page 28
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(cont - Third Wave of Change, From Freedom to Slavery)

The harsh changes of the third wave are aimed at the individual, and the Reece
Committee was not the only proof of the war on for our minds. Former KGB
propagandist, Yuri Bezmenov, revealed soviet secrets of psychic warfare that were not
only introduced to children by their teachers, but also spread through Hollywood by
various artists (directors, writers, actors, poets, musicians, painters...) and pushed
ahead by government leaders, and the press. They are all working against the
individual, knowingly and unknowingly, in an attempt change our perception of reality.
America has been attacked from the inside, through Soviet ideological warfare.

“It's not a matter of what is true that counts but a matter of what is preceived to be
true.” (Henry Kissinger.)

Yuri Bezmenov has given some insight as to how effortless brainwashing an entire
society can be. First the people must be demoralized, and that can take about fifteen
years to indoctrinate a single generation, and when they are grown they will lead the
next generation, parroting the doctrine. Once the majority has been reprogrammed
they will react properly to the planned destabilization, and accept the Stalin or Lenin
type leaders that will rise. Then a generated crisis will be used to make people more
agreeable, and finally, normalization (which may never end), making the brainwashed
society find normalcy in a way of life that no one of sound mind would ever willingly
accept.

We have been lead through these waves of change for many generations, and have
ourselves endured life long doses of brainwash. Many have been changed and the plans
to turn us into a collective are nearing completion, a brave new world awaits us. It is up
to those who have refused to be demoralized and have managed to hold on to their
conscience to bring the truth forward. Fight the globalist plan to destroy the individual,
stop the birth of the collective or prepare to suffer total enslavement.

Eternal Resistance to Tyranny!
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Some recent headlines

Rockefeller: Internet 1s “Number One National Hazard”

Hannity, Morris Agree with “Conspiracy People” About New World Order

CFR Unveils Global Governance Agenda

These are just some of the latest headlines that we have reported on and now even
idiot Sean Hannity has to mention on Fox News! The truth movement on the
interent has been reporting these stories for years, always to be called ‘nut jobs’,
but now it is almost too late.

With the likes of the Rockefeller’s and the all time criminal Henry Kissinger along
with the traitor’s at the CFR, now openly calling for a New World Order and that
the INTERNET is a threat to U.S. Security, YOUR access to the truth is running
out of time. The good news is that millions of people are awakening around the
WORLD, and once unity 1s formed amongst the people, these murderous traitors
will have to run for the hills.

We work hard to update our FREE documentary section on our website, update our
site with the latest REAL issues that we face, and put together this online
publication which we also print and distribute for free each month. We have a
growing subscriber base and hope to continue to have more people subscribe to our
publication, as it truly does help! In the event that the internet comes under attack
you will know you will continue to receive your printed copy of our monthly
edition, and have access to the truth.

To subscribe simply visit our subscription center here:

http://www.editorialdigest.com/top/subscriptions/asub.html

Thank you to all those that submit articles and news tips and also continue to print
out our online edition each month and distribute it to those in their community.
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by Dave Lindorff

We are witnessing one of the fastest betrayals of the Democratic Party base in modern memory, as
President Barack Obama and the Democratic Party leadership in the Senate slither away from a crucial
constituency, the labor movement, and from support of labor's key legislative agenda item: passage

of a bill, "The Employee Free Choice Act,” which would restore a measure of fairness to labor

relations.

Obama, who once supported the measure, and who campaigned saying he would sign the bill, has
stood shamelessly silent as a massive corporate campaign mounted by such lobbying powerhouses as
the US Chamber of Commerce, the National Association of Manufacturers and the National Retail
Federation, hiding behind a fake "citizen action" organization called the Coalition for a Democratic
Workplace (sic), has descended on Congress, and especially the Senate, where it has been working to
peel away support for the bill among both Democrats and swing Republicans who had formally

backed the measure.

The business lobbying campaign is having considerable success. Sen. Arlen Specter (R-PA), who is
facing a Republican primary threat next year from a conservative challenger, has already announced
that he will not support allowing the Employee Free Choice Act to go to the floor for debate and a
vote in the Senate. As well, Sen. Diane Feinstein (D-CA), a former co-sponsor of the bill when it was
last introduced in the Senate in 2007, now says she will not support it.

Since 60 votes are needed to move a bill past a Senate filibuster vowed by Republicans, Specter's
defection is particularly damaging. It is also a betrayal of the many unions that have consistently
backed this sometimes unpredictable Republican. But Feinstein's volte face is a particularly odious
betrayal of her union backers in heavily unionized California. With senators like Feinstein caving in to
corporate anti-union pressure, it makes it less likely that Senate Democrats would or could move to
push the bill through past a filibuster by more confrontational means, such as attaching it to a budget
bill that would not be subject to a filibuster-something Republicans did a number of times when they
had control of the Senate between 2002 and 2006.

Clearly, the key turncoat in this sorry tale is Obama, whose presidential campaign would have sunk
into oblivion early had it not been for powerful support from key elements of organized labor. It was

also undeniably organized labor's army of grass roots backers that handed him victory, a majority of
the popular vote, and a mandate for "change" in November over Republican John McCain.

If Obama were to strongly advocate for Employee Free Choice, he could clearly line up the backing
needed to win its approval in both houses. Moderate Republicans like Specter need Obama's support
for their own pet bills, and would have no hope of accomplishing anything, much less bringing home
the bacon that they need in order to win re-election, without the president's willingness to support
them. This gives Obama enormous leverage if he wants to use it. Wavering members of his own
party, like Feinstein, would also certainly respond favorably to his calls for backing on a key issue for
his base. But he has chosen instead to duck this issue.

...Continued page 31
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(cont - President Obama: Small Change and the Mendacity of Hops)

Anyone who thought, as | once did out of an excess of optimism, that this president was positioned to
act in this economic crisis as did the once equally reticent Franklin Roosevelt before him, should see
clearly now that this president is not that same kind of bold risk-taker as FDR. Obama, rather, is
following in the well-worn path of gutless political hacks before him like President Bill Clinton and Jimmy
Carter, kowtowing to the wishes of the corporate elite and taking the Democratic grassroots for

granted.

Employee Free Choice, which would have reversed 50 years of steady erosion of workers' organizing
rights by ending employers' ability to stall off union elections for years, fire union organizers with
impunity, and intimidate pro-union employees, by mandating that unions be recognized once they had
obtained signature cards of support from over 50% of a work unit, is only one sign of this betrayal, of
course, but it is a significant one.

Meanwhile, even as the Employee Free Choice bill is swirling ominously around the drain, a new study
is giving the lie to the main argument the corporate lobbyists have been using to win over one-time
backers like Specter and Feinstein: the fear-mongering claim that facilitating unionization in a
recessionary time could lead to business failures.

Not so, says labor economist John DiNardo of the University of Michigan, who just released a study
titled "Still Open for Business: Unionization Has No Causal Effect on Firm Closures," published by the
Economic Policy Institute

DiNardo's study cites two surveys of similar enterprises at which workers either narrowly won union
votes by 51% or narrowly lost by 49%. These surveys, covering the period 1961-2004, found "zero
correlation" between a company's being unionized and the likelihood of its failing.

"l don't think business leaders or people like Sen. Specter are crazy," DiNardo says. "Many of them
probably honestly do believe that having a union increases the likelihood of business failure, but the
evidence is just not there. In fact, wages don't always even go up when a company is unionized."

DiNardo speculates that what really may cause many corporate managers and business owners to
bitterly oppose unionization is not the fear of business failure or even perhaps of higher labor costs, but
rather the fear of losing control over workers.

"Business managers in non-union firms are more like monarchs," he says. "With a union, a company
becomes slightly more democratic, and the manager becomes more like a president.”

That puts the name of the anti-Employee Free Choice Act business lobbying coalition in an interesting
light. Obviously no corporate lobbying organization is actually in favor of democracy in the workplace,
as their name deceptively implies.

This betrayal of workers is not the first betrayal of the Democratic base by Obama and Congressional
Democrats. Scarcely two-thirds of the way through his first 100 days, Obama has also already betrayed
a vow to end the Iraq War, having announced his intention to leave upwards of 50,000 troops in that
benighted and blood-stained nation for years to come.
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(cont - President Obama: Small Change and the Mendacity of Hops)

Instead of closing Guantanamo, he has made a vague promise to close that horror show a year from
now, but then left open the possibility of continuing to hold people indefinitely without charge, and
even left himself a loophole to torture them.

Instead of restoring the Constitution, Obama has already begun adopting the Bush practice of using
signing statements to assert an unconstitutional presidential authority to ignore laws passed by the
Congress. He has declined to order a halt to the odious practice of using the NSA to spy wholesale on
American's electronic communications.

Instead of assuring that the laws of the land be faithfully enforced, as he swore in his oath of office,
and promised in his campaign, Obama has refused to order a Justice Department investigation into
whether members of the prior administration should be charged with crimes such as torture,
warrantless spying on citizens or lying to Congress.

This litany of betrayals shows that rather than audacity, this president has chosen mendacity. Instead

of change, he is giving us at best small change, and when it comes to abuse of the Democratic base, no
change. (And | haven't even mentioned his wholesale betrayal of ordinary citizens in his pro-Wall Street
bail-out of the big banks and financial institutions.)

At least President Clinton waited two years before he began a wholesale sell-out of Democratic voters.

Obama isn't even waiting for the honeymoon to end to start his betrayal.

Should they ban doctor’s as well?
US Gun Statistics

(A) The number of physicians in the U.S. is 700,000.
(B) Accidental deaths caused by Physicians per year are 120,000.
(C) Accidental deaths per physician is 0.171.

(Statistics courtesy of U.S. Dept. of Health Human Services)
Guns
(A) The number of gun owners in the U.S. is 80,000,000.

Yes, that is 80 million.

(B) The number of accidental gun deaths per year, all age groups, is 1,500.
(C) The number of accidental deaths per gun owner is 0.000188.

Statistically, doctors are approximately 9,000 times more dangerous than gun owners.
Remember, "Guns don't kill people, doctors do."

FACT: NOT EVERYONE HAS A GUN, BUT ALMOST EVERYONE HAS AT LEAST ONE DOCTOR.
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By Patrick Wood

[Ed. note: For clarity, members of the Trilateral Commission appear in bold type.]

As previously noted in Pawns of the Global Elite, Barack Obama was groomed for the presidency by
key members of the Trilateral Commission. Most notably, it was Zbigniew Brzezinski , co-founder of
the Trilateral Commission with David Rockefeller in 1973, who was Obama's principal foreign policy
advisor.

The pre-election attention is reminiscent of Brzezinski's tutoring of Jimmy Carter prior to Carter's
landslide election in 1976.

For anyone who doubts the Commission's continuing influence on Obama, consider that he has
already appointed no less than nine members of the Commission to top-level and key positions in his
Administration.

According to official Trilateral Commission membership lists, there are only 87 members from the
United States (the other 337 members are from other regions). Thus, in less than two weeks since his
inauguration, Obama's appointments encompass more than 10% of Commission's entire U.S.
membership.

Is this a mere coincidence or is it a continuation of dominance over the Executive Branch since 19767
(For important background, read The Trilateral Commission: Usurping Sovereignty.)

1- Secretary of Treasury, Tim Geithner

2- Ambassador to the United Nations, Susan Rice

3- National Security Advisor, Thomas Donilon

4- Chairman, Economic Recovery Committee,Paul Volker

5- Director of National Intelligence, Admiral Dennis C. Blair 6- Assistant Secretary of State, Asia &
Pacific, Kurt M. Campbell

7- Deputy Secretary of State, James Steinberg

8- State Department, Special Envoy, Richard Haass

9- State Department, Special Envoy, Dennis Ross

10- State Department, Special Envoy, Richard Holbrooke

There are many other incidental links to the Trilateral 12- 12- Commission, for instance,

Secretary of State Hillary Clinton is married to Commission member William Jefferson Clinton
Geithner's informal group of advisors include E. Gerald Corrigan , Paul Volker , Alan Greenspan
and Peter G. Peterson , among others. His first job after college was with Henry Kissinger at

Kissinger Associates.

Brent Scowcroft has been an unofficial advisor to Obama and was mentor to Defense Secretary
Robert Gates .

...Continued page 34
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Robert Zoelick is currently president of the World Bank

Laurence Summers, White House Economic Advisor, was mentored by former Treasury Secretary
Robert Rubin  during the Clinton administration.

There are many other such links, but these are enough for you to get the idea of what's going on
here.

Analyze the positions

Notice that five of the Trilateral appointees involve the State Department, where foreign policy is
created and implemented. Hillary Clinton is certainly in line with these policies because her husband,
Bill Clinton , is also a member.

What is more important than economic recovery? Paul Volker is the answer.

What is more important than national intelligence? Thomas Donilon and Adm. Dennis Blair hold
the two top positions.

What is more important than the Treasury and the saving of our financial system? Timothy
Geithner says he has the answers.

This leaves Susan Rice , Ambassador to the United Nations. The U.N. is the chosen instrument for
ultimate global governance. Rice will help to subvert the U.S. into the U.N. umbrella of vassal states.

Conflict of interest

Since 1973, the Commission has met regularly in plenary sessions to discuss policy position papers
developed by its members. Policies are debated in order to achieve consensuses. Respective members
return to their own countries to implement policies consistent with those consensuses.

The original stated purpose of the Trilateral Commission was to create a "New International Economic
Order." Its current statement has morphed into fostering a "closer cooperation among these core
democratic industrialized areas of the world with shared leadership responsibilities in the wider
international system." (See The Trilateral Commission web site)

U.S. Trilateral members implement policies determined by a majority of non-Americans that most
often work against the best interests of the country.

"How," you say?
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Since the administration of Jimmy Carter, Trilaterals held these massively influential positions:

1. Six out of eight World Bank presidents, including the current appointee, Robert Zoelick
2. Eight out of ten U.S. Trade Representatives

3. President and/or Vice-President of every elected administration

4. Seven out of twelve Secretaries of State

5. Nine out of twelve Secretaries of Defense

6. Is this sinking in? Are you grasping the enormity of it?

Endgame is at hand

For the Trilateral crowd, the game is about over. The recent reemergence of original members Henry
Kissinger , Zbigniew Brzezinski , Brent Scowcroft and Paul Volker serves to reinforce the
conclusion that the New International Economic Order is near.

The Trilateral Commission and its members have engineered the global economic, trade and financial
system that is currently in a state of total chaos.

Does that mean that they have lost? Hardly.

As | recently wrote in Chorus call for New World Order, they are using the crisis to destroy what
remains of national sovereignty, so that a New World Order can finally and permanently be put into
place.

Conclusion

The Obama presidency is a disingenuous fraud. He was elected by promising to bring change, yet
from the start change was never envisioned. He was carefully groomed and financed by the Trilateral
Commission and their friends.

In short, Obama is merely the continuation of disastrous, non-American policies that have brought
economic ruin upon us and the rest of the world. The Obama experience rivals that of Jimmy Carter,
whose campaign slogan was "l will never lie to you."

When the Democrat base finally realizes that it has been conned again (Bill Clinton and Al Gore
were members), perhaps it will unleash a real political revolution that will oust Trilateral politicians,
operatives and policies from the shores of our country.

If the reader is a Democrat, be aware that many Republicans and conservatives are still licking their

wounds after finally realizing that George Bush and Dick Cheney worked the same con on them for a
disastrous eight years of the same policies!

KNOW THY ENEMY!
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THE MURPHY COURT: HUMAN LIFE HAS NO VALUE
By Phil Hart

If the courts want to be respected, they need to be respectable. And if the courts are not
respectable, the people will view them with contempt. The case of Murphy v. The IRS, 460 F.3d
79 (D.C. Cir. 2006) rehearing 493 F.3d 170 (D.C. Cir. 2007) allows us to feel first respect, and
later, contempt for the court.

It has been a year since the Appellate Court for the District of Columbia overturned their
brilliant opinion in the Murphy Case, and gave us in its place a mediocre one at best. Since then,
Murphy’s attorneys appealed to the Supreme Court, but the Supreme Court did not take up the
appeal.

Why the Appellate Court issued their mediocre opinion on July 3, 2007, the day before
Independence Day, I don’t know. Maybe it served as a warning that we are indeed in trouble; for
what was going on in the colonies in 1776 is going on in America today. When you compare the
first opinion of the court given to us on August 22, 2006 with that of the replacement ruling
issued on July 3, 2007, it is clear that the court was protecting the government on an unlevel
playing field. It is also clear that we have today in America the same “mock trials” that Thomas
Jefferson complained about in the Declaration of Independence.

So on this anniversary of the issuance of that mediocre ruling; let’s take another look at the
Murphy Case. And for those of you who have not read my September 13, 2006 article, we will
review the facts of the Murphy Case.

What is the “Murphy Court” and who is Murphy?

Marrita Murphy is a whistleblower who, in 1995, reported some environmental problems at a
New York Air National Guard base. Her whistleblower actions got her fired and “blacklisted.”
The entire ordeal was stressful for Ms. Murphy and she sued her former employer. Lawyers
from the National Whistleblower Center (NWC) successfully prosecuted the case. On Dec. 11,
1995 an administrative law judge awarded Ms. Murphy $70,000--$45,000 for “emotional
distress or mental anguish” and $25,000 for “injury to professional reputation”. Murphy received
her award Oct. 25, 1999.

Reluctantly, Murphy reported the $70,000 compensatory award on her 2000 income tax forms
and paid tax on that “income.” She then filed for a refund. The IRS had determined that
Murphy’s award was subject to being taxed as income even though her court-ordered award was
intended to make her, as a damaged party, “whole” again. No additional punitive damages were
awarded.

...Continued page 37
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When Murphy appealed the IRS decision to tax the $70,000 award, the IRS did not respond. So,
on Jan. 16, 2003, Murphy sued the IRS in federal district court claiming that the award of $70,000
she received for compensatory damages was not taxable as “income.” The district court ruled
against Murphy who appealed to the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia.
On August 22, 2006, the “Murphy Court” reversed the District Court by ruling that it is
unconstitutional for the IRS to tax "compensation for damages" as income. The Murphy Court
remanded the case back to the District Court with instructions that “...the Government refund the
taxes Murphy paid on her award plus applicable interest.”

Several months later, the Appellate Court did something very strange. On Dec. 22, 2006, the court
vacated (voided) the August 22, 2006 decision and reheard the case on April 23, 2007. The
reconvined Murphy Court subsequently ruled on July 3, 2007, that compensation for damages is
taxable as income.

Hence the importance of Murphy: For the first time in decades, a federal court took a serious look
at the definition of the word “income” as it was used in the Sixteenth Amendment and ruled in
favor of appellant Murphy based upon an honest and correct analysis of the facts and history.
Then, several months later, a highly unusual maneuver was invoked to reconvene the Murphy
Court and, with no new evidence, the court invented a variety of reasons why Murphy’s $70k
award could have an excise tax imposed on it, none of which are identified in any statute passed
by Congress.

A Perfect Storm

The landmark nature of Murphy is truly the result of a “perfect storm.” Murphy retained her
whistleblower lawyers to litigate the tax case against the IRS even though they had no experience
in tax litigation. The National Whistleblower Center (NWC) lawyers’ lack of experience in tax
litigation worked in their favor. Rather than being legally biased on the income tax issue, they
instead took a fresh look at it. Murphy’s lawyers questioned everything-- including the meaning of
the word “income” as it was used in the Sixteenth Amendment. They argued their case before a
panel of three appellate judges who normally don’t hear tax cases and were likely more open
minded when hearing income-tax related arguments compared to courts that have already ruled on
tax cases.

“Income” and the Murphy Court

To determine what the word “income” means as it is used in the Sixteenth Amendment, the
Murphy Court’s first published decision started at the beginning by determining what the framers
of the Sixteenth Amendment intended the word “income” to mean. The Murphy Court quoted the
U.S. Supreme Court:
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“...in defining ‘incomes,” we should rely upon ‘the commonly understood meaning of the term
which must have been in the minds of the people when they adopted the Sixteenth Amendment.
~Merchants’ Loan and Trust, Co. v. Smietanka, 255 U.S. 509, 519 (1921).”

The Murphy Court also said, “The Sixteenth Amendment simply does not authorize the Congress
to tax as ‘incomes’ every sort of revenue a taxpayer may receive. As the Supreme Court noted
long ago, the ‘Congress cannot make a thing income which is not so in fact." ~Burk-Waggoner
Oil Ass’n v. Hopkins, 269 U.S. 110, 114 (1925).”

The Murphy Court was correct on all fronts. Congress derives its powers from the Constitution, as
authorized by We the People. If Congress could change the meaning of words in the Constitution,
then the whole principle of “limited government” would fly out the window. The Murphy Court
also got it right when it opined, “The Government of the United States is a government of limited
powers: Every law enacted by Congress must be based on one or more powers enumerated in the
Constitution.” ~United States v. Morrison, 529 U.S. 598, 607 (2000).”

Of the definition of the word “income,” the Supreme Court said long ago, “Congress cannot by
any definition it may adopt conclude the matter, since it cannot by legislation alter the
Constitution, from which alone it derives its power to legislate and within whose limitations alone
that power can be lawfully exercised.” ~Eisner v. Macomber, 252 U.S. 189, 206 (1919).

In keeping with the previous cases, the Murphy Court said, “...it would not be consistent with our
constitutional government, and the sanctity of property in our system, merely to rely upon the
legislature to decide what constitutes income.”

The Murphy Court responded appropriately to the arguments presented by Murphy’s lawyers,
who also starting at the beginning. They discovered that back in the 1913 period, when the
Sixteenth Amendment was purportedly ratified, awards for personal injury type damages were
considered a “return of capital” and an attempt to make the injured party “whole.” In making the
injured party “whole,” such an award was considered as restoring or returning something that had
been damaged or stolen.

The analogy was made that the injury depleted Murphy’s “human capital” just as fire damage or
negligence would diminish the value of a home. The cost of bringing the home back up to its
condition before the “injury” occurred would be restoring the home’s capital in the same way as
Murphy’s award was restoring her human capital. The Murphy Court agreed.

The odd man out was the government. This is not surprising when one realizes that the main

...Continued page 39

Page 38 of 42
Copyright 2008 -Editorial Digest - www.editorialdigest.com




source of all the confusion over the Sixteenth Amendment is the government and its thousands of
pages of confusing and often subjective taxing statutes. The “follow the money” principle is
firmly in place here.

Direct v. Indirect Taxation

In an 1895 decision that angered the American People, the U.S. Supreme Court called an income
tax on the net income from investment a direct tax in the Pollock Case. The genesis of the
Sixteenth Amendment was to nullify the theory upon which the Pollock Court declared the
income tax to be a direct tax; that being the idea that an income tax on net income was the same as
a tax on the underlying source of the income. In other words, it was a tax on the underlying asset;
it was a tax on the source--so said the Pollock Court. With the ratification of the Sixteenth
Amendment, the Pollock Theory died.

With the Pollock Theory gone, the Sixteenth Amendment returned us to the criteria for
determining what constitutes a direct tax and an indirect tax as laid down by the man who gave us
those terms, Adam Smith.

Smith’s book Wealth of Nations was the economic bible in the hands of every one of the framers
of the Constitution. The meaning of these terms can be found in a 1909 quote from Senator (and
future U.S. Supreme Court Justice) George Sutherland (R-Utah) as he debated the Sixteenth
Amendment. “The most generally received opinion, however, is that by direct taxes in the
Constitution are those meant which are raised on the capital or revenue of the people; by indirect,
such as are raised on their expense... it will not be improper to corroborate it by quoting the author
from whom the idea seems to have been borrowed. (Naming Doctor Smith’s Wealth of Nations)”
~44 Congressional Record 2094 (1909).

Today the Sixteenth Amendment prohibits the Pollock Theory from being used to categorize an
income tax. Consequently, an income tax that meets Smith’s criteria for a direct tax (i.e. taxes on
wages, salaries, and human capital) is a direct tax. An income tax that meets Smith’s criteria for
an indirect tax (i.e. taxes on business profits, investment profits, or privileges) is an indirect tax.

Murphy’s attorneys argued that her award constituted only monies that “made her whole.” The
award was a return of her “human capital.” Murphy’s attorney, David K. Colapinto, who
successfully argued the case, said of the government’s position, “The government had the

audacity to argue that non-wage compensatory damages for emotional distress and loss of
reputation can be taxed as income because the economic value of human life is zero. The taxing of
non-wage damages is highly destructive and punishes whistleblowers and other civil rights
plaintiffs for prevailing in their cases.” See, whistleblowers.org
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Colapinto's position is further buttressed by what some of the leading supporters of the Sixteenth
Amendment had to say. In 1909, while the income tax was being debated, Senator Joseph Bailey
(D-Texas) said, “I believe that in earning an income by personal service every man consumes a
part of his principal, and that fact ought always to be taken in to consideration. The man who has
his fortune invested in securities may find in a hundred years, if he spent his income, that fortune
still intact, but the lawyer or the physician or the man engaged in other personal employment is
spending his principal in earning his income. That fact ought under every just system of income
taxation to be recognized and provided against.” ~44 Congressional Record, 4007 (1909).

The author of the Sixteenth Amendment, Senator Norris Brown (D-Nebraska), had this to say
about the object of the income tax: “It is the theory of the friends of the income-tax proposition
that [income from] property should be taxed and not individuals.” ~44 Congressional Record
1570 (1909).

In the first modern tax case to be litigated after the Sixteenth Amendment was purportedly
ratified, the Supreme Court ruled in Brushaber v. Union Pacific Railroad Co., 240 U.S. 1 (1916)
that the income tax was an excise tax (an indirect tax) even though both the government and
Brushaber argued that it was a direct tax exempted from apportionment.

“In Brushaber v. Union Pacific Railroad Co., Mr. Chief Justice White, upholding the income tax
imposed by the Tariff Act of 1913, construed the Amendment as a declaration that an income tax
is indirect, rather than as making an exception to the rule that direct taxes must be apportioned.”

~The Income Tax and the Sixteenth Amendment, 29 Harvard Law Review 536 (1915-6).

Cornell Law Quarterly also weighed in on the Brushaber Case: “The amendment, the court said,
judged by the purpose for which it was passed, does not treat income taxes as direct taxes but
simply removed the ground which led to their being considered as such in the Pollock case,
namely, the source of the income. Therefore, they are again to be classified in the class of indirect
taxes to which they by nature belong.” ~Ramon Siaca, The Federal Income Tax Law of 1913:
Construction of the Sixteenth Amendment, 1 Cornell Law Quarterly 298, 299 and 301 (1916).

Substance over Form

The legal doctrine of “substance over form” is based on the notion that it is the “economic
substance of a transaction that matters where the economic substance varies from its legal form.”
And the substance of the Murphy Case is that Ms. Murphy was being compensated “on account of
personal physical injuries or physical sickness.” There was no punitive component to Ms.
Murphy’s award; it was only to restore to her what had been previously lost.
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Eyewitnesses to the April 23, 2007 Appellate Court rehearing reported that the oral argument
went off similar to how it had a year earlier. There were no new arguments. In fact, Chief Judge
Douglas Ginsburg chastised government attorneys for claiming they needed a new hearing to
present new arguments when, in fact, none were offered. And even though no new arguments or
evidence were offered by government attorneys, the court somehow reversed and ruled in the
government’s favor.

The theory upon which the court based its reversal was that the “transaction” was taxable as
income. In other words, it was the passage of the award money to Murphy that was being taxed,
and the underlying purpose of the transaction was irrelevant. The court also stated that rights
could be taxed and inferred that Murphy’s use of the court facilities in obtaining her original
$70,000 award was an activity upon which an excise tax could be imposed. We might rephrase all
of this and say, “the substance is irrelevant, it is the form that matters.”

From Respectable to Contemptible

The Murphy Court was “respectable” when it ruled, based upon the historical and evidentiary
record, that Murphy’s award was not taxable because such taxation would have been an
unapportioned direct tax not allowed by our Constitution. However, when the Murphy Court
suddenly vacated its “respectable” ruling and reversed itself on July 3, 2007, while that published
decision is voluminous, it contains nothing worthy of our respect.

What we can conclude from the theories government used to justify reversing Murphy v. The IRS
is that our government functions under the presumption that, “human capital has a zero-cost
basis.” Translated, the IRS, the U.S. Department of Justice, and now our judicial branch of
government believes that ‘human life has no value.’

Teddy Roosevelt said “The People are the makers of their own Constitution.” President Roosevelt
was right. We can be both the makers and the keepers of our Constitution when enough of us who
care about the Constitution put our selves in positions where we can defend it. If you are one of
those, then go to law school and become an judge, run for office, run for precinct officer for your
local political party’s county committee, volunteer to help worthy candidates, donate to
incumbents who are today defending the Constitution.... Your country needs you now.
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W WE

o

IS THIS THE CHANGE WE WAITED FOR?

Our time as a free society has almost come to an end. We must understand the real
issues we face today, educate ourselves, and most importantly learn how to regain the
rights our forefathers died to secure for us.
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