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“AntiShyster ’defined:

Black's Law Dictionary defines “shyster” as“onewho carries on ary business, epecidl y
alegd business, in a dishonest way. An unscr upulous practitioner who disgraces his
prafesson by doing mean work, and resoits to sharp practice to do it”” Webster’s Ninth
New Collegiate Dictionary defines “shyster” as “one who is professionally unscrupulous
exp. in the practice of law or politics.” For the purposes of this publication, a“shyster” is
a dishonest attomey or palitician, i.e., one who lies. An “ AntiShyster” , therefore, is a
person, an ingtitution, or in this case, a news magazine that stands in sharp opposition to
lies and to professiond liars, especialy in the arenas of law and palitics.

Legal Advice

The ONLY legal advice this publicaion offersis this:

Any attempt to learn to cope with our modern judicia system must be tempered with
the sure and certain knowledge that “law” is a ways a crapshoot. That is, nothing, not
even brown paper bags filled with hundred dollar bills and handed to the judge will
absolutely guarantee your victory in a judicia trial or administrative hearing. The
most y ou can hope for is to improve the probability that you may win. Therefore DO
NOT DEPEND ON THE ARTICLES OR ADVERTISEMENTS IN THIS
PUBLICATION to illustrate anything more than the opinions or experiences of others
trying to escape, survive, attack or even make sense of “the best judicial system in the
world”. But don't be discouraged; there's not another fool proof publication on law in
the entire USA — except the Bible

Reprint Folicy
Except for those articleswhich specifically identify acopyright or have been reprinted
with permission of another pullication, permission is granted to reprint any article in
the AntiShyster, provided that: 1) the reprinted article contains the following cr edit:
“Reprinted with permission from the AntiShyster, POB 540786, Dallas, Texas, 75354-
0786, or call (800) 477-5508 - annual subscription (6 issues) $30”; and 2) one copy
of the publicéion carrying the reprinted article is sent to the AntiShyster.

Correction Policy

There is so much truth that is offensive about the American legal system that we have
no need or intention to lie or fabricate stories. Nevertheless, unintentional er rors may
occur. We are eager to make corrections quickly and candidly as soon as we discover
and confirm them. This policy should not be mistaken for a policy of accommodating
readers who are simply unhappy about a published article. If someone has been
portrayed in a false light, we will endeavor to portray them accur aely. Likewisg if
someone has been falsely accused, we will investigate and make every effort to see
that they are correctly accused

Advertising Policy

The AntiShyster News Magazine reserves the right to reject any advertisement we
deem unsuitable and will not knowingly publish adver tisements that are fraudulent,
libelous, misleading pornographic or contrary to our editorial policies. However,
we do not have the resources to absolutel y determine the true value of any product or
service offered by our advertisers. Therefore, readers should not assume that
publication of an advertisement in the AntiShyster News Magazine constitutes our
endor sement of its sponsor, or the products or services offered.

Advertising Rates

Interior ads $75- 1/6 pg; $150- 1/3 pg; $200- 1/2 pg; $400- full pg.
Cover ads (inside front, inside back, and back cover), CALL.
Additional charge for color. 20% discount if you run your ad more than once.
Typesetting service available for $25 -$100 per ad, but you must supply all necessary
graphics. Circulgion: We print 7,000 to 12,000 copies per issue and estimate
readership at 30,000 to 40,000 people.

Annual Subscriptions (six issues) $30

AntiShyster News Magazine
POB 540786 Dallas, Texas 75354-0786
The United States of America

EMail: adask@gte.net

CC orders 1-800-477-5508  Office: 972-418-8993

2 ANTISHYSTER Volume 8, No. 3

www.antishyster.com

ANTISHYSTER

NewsM AGAZINE

ANNO Domini 1998
VoLuME 8, No. 3

Creator, Editor & Publisher
Alfred Norman Adask, TTEE

Democracy Spawns Conspiracy Theories 3
Interim Report on the Crash of Flight 800 10
Secrecy's End 16

Comprehensive Annual Financial Report |l 20
Pleading Conspiracy 26

Land Mine Legislation 27

The Case Against Child Support 33

Administrative Child Support
Process Unconstitutional 38

Child Support Meets an “Evil Twin” 44
Letters: Trust Fever or Fetish? 53
Duress Is No Defense 60

Y2K Insurance 62

InGod We Trust? 68

Etc. 73

W 00%° )

\ S
T\ e W
‘ (\\‘axe\ @5 .\(\9309 _ ™
eX @
a’i‘\ oo

\(\’(

'.‘.

1-800-477-5508

972-418-8993



ANTISHYSTER

Democracy spawns
Conspiracy Theories

by Alfred Adask

| grew up in the 1950s and 1960s
pledging allegiance “to the flag of the
United Staesof Americaand to the Re-
public for whichit stands....” Today,
I’m not sure anyone takes tha Pledge
anymore and, strangel y, the last Presi-
dent to publicly call this nation a“Re-
public” was John F. Kennedy. Since
JFK, al Presidents have referred to our
netion as a“ democracy”.

Coincidentally, widespread pub-
lic belief in conspiracies began with
JFK’s assassination in 1963. Between
the “single bullet theory,” Oswald’s
mur der, and the statistically improbable
number of witnesses who died in the
first few years after the assassination,
it's clear to most Americans that the
wholetruth wasintentionally concealed
by the Warren Report.

Beforethe JFK assassination, vir-
tually all Americans automatically
trusted government. Since the Warren
Report, that trust has soured into wari-
ness. Aswe are assaulted by one un-
solved “mystery” after another (Waco,
Oklahoma City, Vince Foster, Flight
800), public distrust has grown until to-
day, government (actually the
economy) may win our approval but
never our trust. For many Americans,
it's simply taken for granted that gov-
ernment iscorrupt, scheming, and when
necessary, conspiratorial. Always has
been.

For others, especially thosein po-
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sitionsof power, the public’'sconspiracy
theories are routinely dismissed as de-
lusionsor fabricaions by “right-wing
extremists’.

Unfortunately, both sides are at
least partially right. Conspiracy theo-
ries are valid because government is
corrupt and scheming. Conspiracy
theories are also invalid because they
often express the par anoid delusions of
extremists or cynical exaggerations of
special interests—both within and with-
out government.

However, even when conspiracy
theories sound likethew ork of wackos,
they cantakeon alife of their own ani-
mated primarily by fear. As aresult,
those people who are most fearful are
also most susceptible to conspiracy
theories. Ontheother hand, peoplewho
are “well-adjusted”, have good jobs,
homes and families are least likely to
believe conspiracgy theories.

Unfortunately, whether we are
well-adjusted or raving paranoiacs has
little bearing on whether a particular
conspiracy theory istrue. Sometimes
the nicest, friendliest people are too
blinded by their own prosperity to see
the truth. Sometimes the loonies are
right — even more than they fear.

Conspiracy theoriesare strangely
fascinating because they’ re based more
on belief than observation. Why? Be-
cause, inevitably, conspiracy theories
depend on infor mation that’ s not avail-

1-800-477-5508

able. Somebody (typicaly in a posi-
tion of power) refuses (or appears to
refuse) to tell usthetruth, denies obvi-
ous truths and, in sum, sustains alevel
of secrecy tha average people can't
penetrate. The CIA (almost) never con-
firms or denies. The Pentagon hides
behind “ national security”. Prosecutors
use evidence provided by undercover
officersor snitcheswho “can’t beiden-
tified without risking their lives’. De-
nied access to facts, our imagination
(and fears) can run wild and paint con-
spiracy theories as bizarre as Dali’s
dreams.

There is more to conspiracy than
secrecy, but secrecy is essential. Asa
result, any government or institution
that insists on operating in secret guar-
anteesthat — right or wrong —it will be
accused of conspiracies. Likewise,
people denied access to truth inevita
bly become suspicious, distrustful and
inclined to believe in conspiracies.

Let’'sexamineafew conspiracies
and see if we can tell which are real,
fabricated, or absolutely ruts:

Blacks lose right to vote
Here's an amusing little con-
spiracy theory reported by Sam
Fulwood in the L.A. Times:
“WASHINGTON-or more than
a year, Internet messages have raised
alarmsamong blacksthat Congressplans
to reped the Voting RightsAct in 2007.
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Educational matenals on natural
nutriceutical substances have
been presented at professional
forums. These educational ma-
terials indicate that special di-
etary supplements can reverse
body composition, blood param-
eters, and symptoms associated
with: Arthritis, Obesity, Diabe-
tes, Asthma, ADD, ADHD
and Aging.

For copies of these educational
materials plus a copy of the
Dietary Supplement Health
Education Act of 1994, call:

1-800-864-9696

“During 1997, Black lawmakers
received hundreds of calls from blacks
who were genuinely dlarmed . ... The
rumor became so credible among
Blacks, that Black lavmak ers took the
unusual step of publicly denying it.
They explained that a portion of the
1965 [voting rights] law . . . [will] be
reviewed in 2007, and then extended,
perhapsup to 50 years. However, Con-
gresshasno plan or power to repesal the
Blacks right to vote” [Emph. add.]
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The rumor that blackswould lose
the right to vote in 2007 displays sev-
eral elements common to conspiracy
theories:

Fir &, the rumored conspiracy is
based on agrain of truth (the 1965 Vot-
ing Rights Act will be modified in
2007).

Second, thealleged conspiracy is
threatening because, if fully imple-
mented, it will deprive us of something
wewant or value (in this case, the right
tovote). |.e., conspiracies must beper-
sonall y rel evant to beregarded astruth.
BeingWhite, it'seasy for meto dismiss
Black conspiracy theories as nonsense.
This doesn’t mean the Black’s are
wrong, it merely means tha it's their
problem, not mine. | see no personal
threat and thus no “ conspiracy”.

However, if Blacks look silly in
their breathless embrace of a voting
rights conspiracy, few Americans are
immune to similar infatuations. Re-
member the Cold War? The Soviet
Union’s"Evil Empire”? How ‘bout the
National Teachers Association’s con-
spiracy to “dumb-down” American
youth or the conser vative Baptists' con-
spiracy to seize control of the Baptist
church? Thesearejust afew of the con-
spiracy theories that populate our lives
and —right or wrong —all of usbelieve
some of them.

T hird, the conspiragy isexecuted
by people and forces more powerful
than ourselves. A good conspiracy
theory leavesuswith an “ abused child”
feeling of helplessness. (Somebody’s
aways pickin’ on uslittle guy, hmm?)

As a result, any minority group
(racial, political or religious) is natu-
rally susceptibleto conspiracy theories.
For example Jews, Blacks, and Con-
stitutionalists are all minorities who
share varying degrees of persecution
complex and are thereby predisposed
to embrace conspiracy theories. But
technically, even Republicans, Demo-
crasand theACLU are minorities (spe-
cid interest groups) who are similarly
convincedthat “they” areouttoget “ us’.

Fourth, factsare not availableto
refute the conspiracy theory. Often, the
facts are intentionally shrouded in se-
crecy (“national security”). However,
because the alleged “ conspiracy to sup-
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press Black voting rights’ can't be en-
acted until 2007, it can't be disproved
until 2007, either. Since noneof uscan
absolutely say what will realy happen
in 2007, who can absolutely refute the
Black’s conspiracy theory? The facts
are concealed by time itself.

Fifth, youcan't proveanegative.
If | (or govemment) declare there's a
conspiracy, under therule of logic, you
can notpr ove aconspiracy does not ex-
ist. Conspiracy theories are thus im-
mune to reason, often take on a super-
stitious quality and, become articles of
faith —almost areligion —within some
groups.

Sixth, conspiracy theories have
apeculiar “democratic” quality in that
they are defined by the number of
people who believe them. |.e., if one
person hasacrazy idea, he'snuts; if two
people share a crazy idea, they're con-
spiracy theorists. If one million people
believe a conspiracy theory, it's be-
comesapolitical issue. If 30 million be-
lieve, it'sapolitical party.

As ye believe, so be it

Remember Jnestown in British
Guyana? Led by Pastor Jim Jones, sev-
eral hundred men, women and children
voluntarily consumed cyanide-laced
Koolade and died. Clearly, their faith
in God was overcome by abelief in con-
spiracies.

Infact, belief in conspiracy theo-
ries is often the glue that binds some
groups together. Members of the Klu
Klux Klan may dream Congresswould
cancel Black’ svoting rights, but other-
wisedismissthat Black conspiracy fears
asabsurd. Why? Because. . . theKlan
knows Congress is secretly plotting to
restrict thevoting rights. . . of all White
people — that's why!

Ironically, abelief inaconspiracy
against Blacks unites Black radicals
while a simultaneous belief in a virtu-
ally opposite conspiracy againstWhites
helpsunify theKlan. Isthisan example
of universal stupidity? Thecynical use
of conspiracy theoriesby extremiststo
unitetheir followers? Or evidence of a
sophisticated government conspiracy to
rule by dividing us into easily con-
quered minoritiesand specia interests?

Your answer depends on which

1-800-477-5508
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conspiracy theories you choose to be-
lieve. | ding to my conspiracy theo-
ries, you to yours, and generally no
amount of factswill convince either of
us tha the other sideisright. Asare-
sult,every conspiracy takesona“home
team” flavor similar to a football ri-
valry between two high schools.

According to thisnext conspir acy
theory (promoted over the Internet),
“Juno” (an Internet Service Provider
which is presumably one of “their”
agents) is out to “get” people who
merdly believein conspiracies. That
is, by showingany sign that youbelieve
in conspiracy theories, you become one
of “their” targets (whoever “they” might
be):

“WARNING TO CoNsPIRACY THEO-
rists!  If you are aconspiracy theorist
or run aconspiracy page, BEWARE of
[ISP] Juno. Several conspiracy sites
have been shut down, the defining char-
acteristicin all casesiseach webmaster
received a message from someone on
Juno.com. The most widely reported
E-mail address associated with the Juno
conspiracy, is snakeyesl4@juno.com
(who has disappeared recently). . . .
Although so far the only sitesto be shut
down are ones that carry this link, it
could spread to another site. Good
luck.”

Somebody believes\Websites are
being mysterioudly “shut down” merely
because they espouse conspiracy theo-
ries. It'samost too bizarre.

Curb your journalist

Not all conspiracy theories are
amusing, harmless or absurd. For ex-
ample, according to Sherman H.
Skolnick, the editor and publisher of
Conspiracy Times,

“WHiITEHOUSET 0 MuzzLE PrRESS.
Using little-known specia teams, the
ClintonWhite Houseintendsto muzzle
members of the press corps who
have put interesting and incriminating
detailsin their reports.  Clinton White
House senior advisor Rahm Emanuel,
areported top operative of Israeli intel-
ligence, the Mossad, has ostensibly or-
dered the f ollowing:

“1) An intensive review of the
psychological profiles of reporters as-
signed to the White House. Any so-
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caled “flaw” in their badkground will
be leaked to press outlets friendly to
Clinton. . ..

“2) Pressedinto service. .. are
special teams of FBI Division Five,
counterintelligence, in the past accused
of “dirty tricks,” aswell aslittle-known
teams of Defense Industrial Security
Command (DISC) . . . In foreign
press reports, DISC, in the name of
nuclear facility security, has engaged
in apparent assassinations of dissi-
dents.”

Mr. Skolnick’s allegations are
backed up with enough names, times,
and facts to seem plausible. Still, it's
impossible to say if his allegations are
true,false or mixed. After all, the heart
of any good conspiracy theory is se-
crecy, restricted information. Asare-
sult, by definition, the facts necessary
to prove or disprove any conspiracy
can't be found. Surely, President
Clintonwill not admit instituting apro-
gramto harasshiscritics. Infact, given
all hisrecent troubles, it'shardtoimag-
inethat Clinton would be dumb enough
to cause more problems with plans to
“get” the press. On the other hand,

Clintonisemotional, undisciplined and
given to unpredictable tantrums, so
maybe Mr. Skolnick isright.

Theorists find facts

If government secrecy and TV
programs like the X-Fles were al we
saw, virtually al conspiracy theories
would be dismissed like Hollywood
monster movies. They'd be seenasa
little too scary for kids, but otherwise
entertaining and harmless fun for
adults. However, some conspiracy
theorists are not content watching the
X-Files Instead, they actually study the
law and often find curious, even suspi-
cious anomalies.

For example, one Email attrib-
uted to Ralph Winterrowd |1 advises:

“Go to the United States Code
(regular or annotated) and proof that the
Bill of rightsisDEAD istherefor all to
see in the front part of the code, under
BiLL oF RicHTS AND AMENDMENTS. There,
each Amendment (Article) islisted as:
Atticle[l], Atticle[I1],Article[l11], etc.
up toArticle[XI1], and then changesto
Atticle XII1, Atticle XIV, Atticle XV,
Artticle XVI, and changes back to, Ar-

LEARN THE CONSTITUTION

Originally published in 1865, then recently rediscovered and republished, Analysis of
Civil Government by Calvin Townsend, is an extraordinarily book which provides a
clear, perceptive anal ysis of the U.S. Constitution. Ideal for students of the Constitu-
tion from High School to Law School. Lega Reform and Patriot |eaders agree:

“Fascinging . . . atime machine for
students of legal history, government
and politics. Moreinsightisfoundin a
few pages than a month’s reading of the
Boston Globe or Washington Post
ATTORNEY DavID GROSSACK

“If our Heavenly Father grants us the
opportunity to turn this nation from its
present course of destruction, we will
need such atext to rekindle in the hearts
and minds of alost generation, the
timeless laws and unique heritage of this
great and once-Christian nation.”
PoLice OFricer Jack McLawmB,

Ret., Aid & Abet Police Newsletter

“Highly recommended” DRr. GENE
SCHRODER, researcher and author of
Emergency War Powers

“1 regret that my first introduction to the
Constitution wasn't from this work; if |
had started with it, | would be further
down the road than | am now. | strongly
recommend thiswork . ... Our current
problems require that we know the true
origins and meanings of the documents
which formed our nation, and thereis no
better wor k for this purpose than Anal ysis
of Civil Government.”

LoweLL H. BECRAFT, JR.
Constitutional Attorney
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ticle [ XVII],Article[XVIII], etc”
“Note that some of the Amend-
ments are identified in [brackets]; oth-
ers arenot. According to the govern-
ment style marual, legal secretary
manuals, dictionaries, etc., bracketed
text is used in law only for informa-
tional purposes or deletions. While
bracketed information may help read-
ers to understand the total document,
bracketed text is not considered to be a
legal part of the official document. .. ."
“Those Amendments that are
bracketed appear to have been deleted
from the legal portion of the official
document. |.e, bracketed amendments
arestill published ashistorica artifacts
of the original Constitution, but carry
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no legal eff ect within the United States
Code”

Well, maybe Yes and maybe No.
It's hard to believe that government
would openly publish evidence that
portions of the original Constitution
have been suspended On the other
hand, if the bracketing convention does
not apply in the U.S.C., why are some
Amendments bracketed when others
are not? The brackets must signify
something, so what isit?

We can g veour secretivegovern-
ment the benefit of the doubt and as-
sume there’'s no dark meaning behind
br acketing some (but not all) Constitu-
tional Amendments. But even so, how
smart do officials have to be to redlize

www.antishyster.com

that they can't tamper with the text of
the Constitution (no matter how inno-
cent their reasons) without inciting pub-
lic distrust and conspiracy theories?

National security
spawns X-Files

In arecent episode of TV series
X-Files oneof the charactersexplained,
“FEMA alowsthe White Houseto sus-
pend constitutional govemment upon
declaration of anational emergency. It
allows creation of anonelected govern-
ment. Think about that, Agent Mulder.”

The Washington Post made fun of
the TV daim, and dismissed those who
believe in “conspiratorial govemment
power” as kooks. According to a
FEMA spokesman:

“Itisnot realistic to think that we
can convince them [the conspiracy
theorists] otherwise and it is advisable
not to enter into debate on the subject.
[We] emphatically state that FEMA
does not have, never has had, nor will
ever seek, the authority to suspend the
Congtitution.”

In response, the Progressive Re-
view published “Mind Wars: X-Files
Getslt Right; Post GetsltWrong”. This
article reports that FEMA's denial of
authority to suspend the Constitution,
“isjust plainuntrue. Not only havethere
been past plansfor FEMA and the mili-
tary to assume an extra-constitutional
role, but a recent presidential directive
suggests that it is still a possibility not
far from the Clinton administration’s
thoughts. Presidential Decision Direc-
tive #63 on ‘critical infrastructure pro-
tection’ specifically assigns FEMA the
task of ‘continuity of government ser-
vices, the precise term used in previ-
ous plans for an anti-constitutional
takeover inatimeof crisis. Further ...
the Clinton order isstunningly silent on
any role in such an emergency for the
legislative and judicial branches or for
state and local government.” [Emph.
add.]

So the X-Files (and constitution-
alists) might not be so “kooky” after al.

Yer in the Army now!

Parameters is the journa of the
Amy War College. According to that
publication:

1-800-477-5508
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“ Strategic leaders can take solace
inthelessonslearned from military par-
ticipationin domestic disaster relief, for
the record indicates that legal niceties
or strict construction of prohibited con-
duct will be aminor concern. The exi-
gencies of the situation seem to over-
come legal proscriptions arguably ap-
plicableto our soldiers' conduct. Prag-
matism gopearsto prevail whenAmeri-
can soldiers help their fellow citizens”

Read closely, theParameter com-
ment seems like a tongue-in-cheek,
wink-wink,jokefor “insiders’. Arewe
to understand that our “ strategic lead-
ers’ secretly long for atime when “le-
gal niceties’ and “ strict construction of
prohibited conduct” will be a “minor
concern”?

Because government routinely
operates in secrecy, we will never re-
aly know if the Parameter article ex-
posed the military’s contempt for law
or was simply a poor choice of words.
But if govemment must operate in se-
crecy, then government must learn to
be precisein everything it writes. Any
imprecision,ambiguity or insensiti vity
can lead to socially destabilizing reac-
tions (conspiracy theories).

For example, in response to the
Parameter claim tha, “ Pragmatism ap-
pearsto prevail whenAmerican soldiers
help their fellow citizens,” the Progres-
sive Review asked, “Will this be the
same sort of ‘help’ that was provided
tothecollegekidsa Kent Statein 1970,
theWeaver family at Ruby Ridge, and
to the Branch Davidians in Waco?’

We don't know if the Army isup
to something, but in our modem democ-
racy of specia interests (the Army be-
ing one), they could be. And that's a
huge problem: the inevitable competi-
tion and conflict between special inter-
ests makes all conspiracy theories, no
matter how bizarre, possible.

The New World Lobby

Historically, most conspiracies
occurred in secret. However, under a
democracy, some conspiracies have
been sufficiently legalized to operate
openly.

For example inademocracy, the
inevitablegoal of all political lobbyists
isto secure uneamed advantagefor their
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special interest at public expense. Since
the public who would not knowingly
provide that advantage, lobbying is of -
ten so dependant on public ignorance
(aform of secrecy) that it becomesin-
distinguishable from conspiracy. How-
ever, in appear ance (by acting mostly
under the color of law) lobbyists enjoy
apresumption of innocencethat evades
thetechnical label of “ conspiracy”—but
still makes most folks' eyes narrow.

For example, according to July
15, 1998, Washington Post “Represen-
tative Bob Ney, R-Ohio, said an offi-
cial of Proctor & Gamble‘in no uncer-
tain terms’ threatened to cut off contri-
butionsto his campaign because he cast
votes against Fast Track and Most Fa-
vored Nation (MFN) trade status for
China. Rep. Ney accused [lobbyist]
Scott Miller, who heads the Proctor &
Gamble's political action arm, of try-
ingto‘ extort or intimidae himinto vot-
ing for Fast Track and MFN trade sta-
tus for China”

If conspiracies to coerce Con-
gressmen seem unlikdly, they are indi-

It’'sthe Law! !

“Wind power permits humanity to participaein
the cosmic economics and evolutionary accommodation
without in any way depleting or off ending the great

rectly confir med by conspiraciesof for-
eign nations. In early 1998, the media
buzzed with reportsthat in 1996 the na-
tional Democrat Party and Clinton ad-
ministration accepted huge political
campaign contributions from the Red
Army of Communist China. Léaer, se-
cret technology was released to Red
China, which enabled their nuclear mis-
siles to strike the USA. The Clinton
administration denied any linkage be-
tween China's political contributions
and the subsequent release of top se-
cret technology, but any conspiracy nut
worth his salt knows Clinton engaged
in treason.

Columnist William Safire (7/16/
98) agrees:

“Attorney General Janet Reno
told the Senate Judiciary Committee’s
Aren Specter yesterday she was pre-
pared to take—and in reality evade —
his questions about Chinese penetra-
tion of the White House ‘until hell
freezesover’'. ... [E]ven after the FBI
reported a connection to Beijing intel-
ligence, the Reno Justice Department

ecological regeneration of Life on Earth.”

—R. Buckminster Fuller
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hiditsheadinthesand. . . .. [The Jus-
tice Department] indicted small fry
identified earlier in press reports but
then hastily bailed out as the trail led
into theWhite House”

And so,whileKen Starr struggled
to prove Clinton lied about Lewinsky,
no one investigated the more damning
evidence of treason. Can arnyonew atch
this farce and not suspect another gov-
emment conspiracy?

Not just for kooks anymore
Of course, government officials
dismiss virtually al of the public’s
“government conspiracy theories’ as
work of fanatics, extremists or the men-
tally unbalanced. Nevertheless, govern-
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ment is quick to use conspiracy theo-
riesto justify its own unconstitutiona
acts. For example, allegations of child
abuse were used to justify the Waco as-
sault on the Branch Davidians. Were
those allegations true? Were they sin-
cere? (After al, government ultimately
killed many of the children it allegedly
sought to protect). Or was the whole
child abuse scenario just part of acon-
spiracy to kill the Davidians? Andina
larger, mor e dangerous sense, to w hat
degree are the former Cold War and
current “terrorist” threats just “con-
spiracy theories’ created by govern-
ment to promoteincreasingly unconsti-
tutional laws and a slide to f ascism?

If anyonethinks conspiracy theo-
ries can be routinely dismissed as the
work of disenfranchised wackos, con-
sider Hilary Clinton’s comments on
NBC's “ Today Show” (Jan. 27, 1998)
that thereis:

“. .. this vast right-wing con-
spiracy conspiring against my husband
since the day he announced for Presi-
dent. A few joumalists have kind of
caught on to it and explained it, but it
has not yet been fully revealed to the
American public.”

Ah-hahhh . . . a“vast, right-
wing conspiracy,” hmm? That con-
spiracy theory isabsurd. What the
Clinton’ sfelt was not aright-wing con-
spiracy so much as a spontaneous ex-
pression of populist disgust. Although
people critical of Clinton tend to con-
gregate on theright side of the political
spectrum, they no more “ conspired” to
“get” Bill than minersof the 1849 Gold
Rush “conspired” to invade California
— people merely respond similarly to
identical stimulusor information. If the
media reports gold & Sutter’s Mill, a
lot of folks will moveto California. If
theInternet reports offal inthe Oral Of-
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fice, a lot of folks will demand the
White House be cleaned. Reacting si-
multaneously does not prove acting in
conspiracy.

Nevertheless, the fact that the
First Lady promoted a conspiracy
theory validaes the public's belief in
conspiracies.

And Hilary's not aone. Wash-
ington is full of conspiracy advocates.
For example, Representative Henry
Hyde heads the Judiciary Committee
which voted to launch officia impeach-
ment proceedings against President
Clinton. Prior to that vote, Rep. Hyde
was “exposed” for having an adulter-
ousdaffair 30 yearsago. Rep. Hyde (and
several other Congressman) angrily dis-
missed this exposure as the result of a
brazen White House conspiracy to dis-
credit or stop theimpeachment hearings.

Clearly, conspiracy theories
aren't just for kooks anymore. Men,
women, Blaks, Jews, Constitutional-
ists, Democrats, Republicans, Con-
gressmen and even the President and
Hrst Lady all agree: you better watch
it‘cuz “they” (thevariousconspirators)
are absolutely out to get “us”.

We @l believe in conspiracies.
Wejust disagree about who “they” and
“us’ really are.

Democracys whirlwind

I've pledged my allegiance “to
theflag of the United States of America
and totheRepuldic for whichit stands,”
so I'm no fan of our current “democ-
racy”. A Republic tends to guarantee
broad personal freedoms and minimal
government that servesall of usequally.
But once agovernment dispensesarea
sonablelevel of justiceand servicesfor
all,it canonly grow by offering special
advantagesto limited special interests.
Democracy’s big govemment is not a
massive monolithic bureaucracy that
treats us al like clones. Big govern-
ment isacamival midway of indi vidual
bureaucracies, each hustling suders
into special interest constituencieswith
promises of easy money. But the us-
against-them nature of special interests
ultimately encourages socia fragmen-
tation and personal isolation. Con-
spiracy theories are symptom of that
fragmentation and isolation.

1-800-477-5508

972-418-8993



ANTISHYSTER

Thosewho neverthel ess advocate
democragy should at least recognizeits
cardinal principleisnot theright to vote
but the right toknow. Without complete
information on a particular issue, our
votesare meaningless. Insofar asgov-
emment secrecy deprives the elector-
ate of information necessary to cast an
infor med vote, that secrecy isantidemo-
cratic.

However, secrecy is not the pri-
mary cause of our modern susceptibil-
ity to conspiracy theories. In our multi-
cultural, special interest democracy,
we're all pitted against each other in a
bettle for benefits. As aresult, we've
lost the secure feeling of common in-
terests and “community” provided by
a Republic’s limited capacity for spe-
cia interest legislation. Under a Re-
public, it's difficult to pass special in-
terest legislation and thereby divide the
body politic into anxious competitors.
Thus, in a Republic, conspiracy theo-
ries are improbable.

But in a democracy’s scramble
for benefits, we're divided into hun-
dreds of thousands of special interests
each competing — and effectivel y con-
spiring — to gain advantage at our
neighbor’s expense. In a democracy,
the conspiracies of special interests
aren’t prohibited, they're expected. |If
you're not conspiring to exploit some-
one, you're bound to be exploited by
everyone

How many specid interest groups
do you belong to? Three? Five?
Twenty? It doesn’t matter; your hand-
ful of membershipsare arrayed against
thousands of competing specia inter-
ests. You are so badly outhumbered that
you'd have to be nuts not to be para-
noid. Democracy inevitably makes
each of us feel isolated, alienated,
threatened and anxious because we
have no protection against “them”. If
“they” vote to take our homes, jobs,
money or kids, “they” can doit. And
we don’t even know who “they” are.

Are Republicans conspiring
against you? Sure Right this minute,
Republicansare conspiring in Washing-
ton to fool you into voting for them in
the 2,000 election. And so are the
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Democrats, Communists, Catholics,
Jews, Elks, CIA and Boy Scouts. In-
sofar as each of these groups seesitself
asaspecia interest, they necessaril y see
themselves as isolated from the naion
atlarge. That isolation not only reduces
any mora reluctance to exploit the na
tion, it actuall y mandaesthat exploita-
tion. After al, if they don't build up
their own power by exploiting others,
it'sjust amatter of timebeforethe “oth-
ers’ with exploit them. Special inter-
estsis akind of addiction. The more
advantages you have, the more some-
one will want to take them from you.
And so, to protect yourself, you must
gain even more advantages, which
makes you a bigger target, which . ..
Worse athough democracy is
supposedly based on “majority rule,” |
don't believe there is a majority any-
more —silent, moral or otherwise. The
“majority” hasn't decided a national
election in my lifetime. In the 1992
three-way election, Bill Clinton was
elected by lessthan half the peoplewho
bothered to vote, and less than a quar-

ter of those eligible to vote. Is this
democracy’s “majority rule’? No.
Thisis rule by some unknown special
interests, rule by “them”.

As a democragy, this nation has
disintegrated into a mob of special in-
terests competing for preferential leg-
islation. Every time our democracy
passes another law, it's not to serve the
nonexistent majority but rather to ex-
ploit them to serve some minority. |f
Washington passes 10,000 laws this
year, how many will serve you? Almost
none. How many will serve the entire
nation? Zero. Soisit surprising if we
become obsessed by theideathat “they”
areout toget “us’? It'snot aconspiracy
theory — it's a fact and inevitable con-
sequence of thepoliticized “specia in-
terest” competition spavned by our de-
mocracy.

If weliveinademocracy, “they”
will be out to get “us’.

Just as “we” will be out to get
“them”.

Anyone who disagrees is obvi-
ously conspiring against us. |
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Interim Report
on the Crash of
TWA Flight 800

10

by Commander William S. Donaldson Ill, USN Ret.

M ajor Fred Meyer becamea
naval aviator in 1964 and

spent two yearsinViet Nam combet res-
cuing downed American pilots from
NorthVietnam. During histour of duty,
Major Meyer was repeatedly exposed
to small arms fire, surface to air mis-
siles, and even flak. The man knows
high expl osives and military ordnance.
Today, heisalawy er and & the time of
the TWA 800 crash, he was a helicop-
ter pilot in the New York Air National
Guard, 106th Aerospace Rescue group.

On the evening of July 17,1998,
Major Meyer wasf lyingan Air National
Guard Blackhawk helicopter off Long
Island, New York, waiting to practice
some night maneuvers when he wit-
nessed the TWA Flight 800 disaster.

As you assess the validity of
Major Meyer’'s observations, note that
he sav a series of three explosions and
proceeded to the crash site so quickly
that he arrived before all of the debris
had finished falling from the sky. This
is good evidence that his eyewitness
observetions deser ve serious consider-
ation and respect.

peaking publicly on March
12, 1998, Major Meyer ex-

plained:
“l sawv a streak of light moving
very rapidly tha resembed the path of
ashooting star that y ou'd see at night—
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except it was red-orangein color and |
saw it in broad daylight. One does not
see shooting starsin broad daylight.

“There was a break—where it
stopped—and then for an instant | saw
nothing—and then suddenly right there
| saw an explosion-high velocity ex-
plosion—military ordnance! - ooked like
flak in the sky—and I've seen a lot of
flak—ours and theirs. It was military
ordnance!

“A second and a half to two sec-
onds |ater—farther to theleft but down—
| saw aflash once again—high velocity
explosion-brilliant whitelight-like the
old fashioned flashbulbs that we used
to get one picture out of it and then it
was gone-brilliant white light. A sec-
ond and ahdf to two seconds after that—
farther to the left but even lower—I saw,
but I'm not certain, either one or two
nearly concentric detonationsand from
those detonations emanated this huge,
slowly forming, low velocity explosion
firebal. It was four times the size of
the setting sun at that time. Of courseit
was much closer but it was huge, it filled
the sky.”

“We flew at max speed directly
toward the point on the ocean where we
could guess that the fireball was going
to impact the ocean. When it impacted
the ocean— threw a wave out—and con-
tinued to burn. T his was alake of fire,
probably three acres in size, burning
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with flamesfifty feet high. Aswe pro-
ceeded toward the fireball | could see
more debrisfalling from the sky. | told
my helicopter pilot to flare it and slow
down so that we would alow the de-
bris to fall in front of us~we wouldn’t
fly under it and get it meshed in our
rotor system. . . ”

“TheNTSB saysthefuel tank ex-
ploded and tha’ swhat brought the air-
craft down. The fuel tank explosion is
thethird event inthe series. It could not
have initiated anything. Thefirst thing
was a high velocity explosion of mili-
tary ordnance-the second was another
high velocity explosion of some bril-
liant white light—| don’t know what it
was. The third thing-three to five sec-
onds laer—was the fuel tank explosion
and the Commander (Donaldson) has
explained that the only way you get that
fuel tonot even explode-but to burn
rapidly isto shake it up as though you
had aomized it asyou would in adie-
sel engne. And that’s basically what
happened. That fuel was shaken by, |
believe, the warheads of two missiles
and the break up of the aircraft caused
by the damage from those missiles and
that’ s what shook tha fuel so that ulti-
mately something ignited it.”

“Whenyou fly ahelicopter at 120
knots over North Vietham in the iron
triangle-in the most heavily defended
airspace in the history of warfare-you
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see a lot of missiles-you see a lot of
flak—and | did-l saw a bunch of it
knowv what it lookslike. My purposeis
to tell you that what | saw explode in
the sky on July 17, 1996 was military
ordnance. . . It'sno accident-somebody
shot this aircraft down”

f course, our government

denies Commander
Donadson’s aleggations. Virtualy al
Federal investigating agencies have
concluded tha while they don’'t know
what actually caused Flight 800 to
crash, they know absolutely that the
cause was not amissile.

Frankly, | don't understand how
anyone can absolutely tell me wha
didn’'t cause acrash unlessthey cantell
me what absolutely did. For example,
if | swvear | saw Flight 800 fly into a
flock of flying pink elephants, my tes-
timony may sound absurd, but you can't
absolutely disprove it until you can
prove what actually happened. And if
scores of other eyewitnesses also swear
they saw theflying elephants—until you
find proof to the contrary — you'd bet-
ter start watching the sky for pink.

Similarly, Cmdr. Donaldson’s
109-pagereport states, “Therearehun-
dreds of eyewitnesses who are con-
vinced they saw a missile shoot down
Flight 800" If government investiga-
torsdon’'t know what caused Flight 800
to crash, how can they reasonably re-
ject reports by hundreds of eye-wit-
nesses tha the disaster was caused by
one or more missile(s)?

Infact, anyonewho looksclosely
a the evidence must conclude: 1) Flight
800 was destroyed by one or more sur-
face to air missiles; and 2) there is a
government conspiracy to conceal the
true cause and perpetrators of the Flight
800 disaster.

Which leaves severa more ques-
tions:

1) Who fired the missile? Gov-
ernment or terrorists?

2) If terrorists fired the missile,
why won't the government report them?

3) If rogue elements or incompe-
tent military personnel of our own gov-
emment fired the missile, why won’t
our government report them?

Volume 8, No. 3
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hefollowingisasummary of

a 109-page report by ex-
Navy Commander William S.
Donaldson Il1, USN Ret. — a former
Navy pilot and military airplane crash
investigator.

As with Major Meyer, I'm en-
couraged to see another former high-
ranking military officer provide cred-
ible evidence that Flight 800 was de-
stroyed by a missile.  Cmdr.
Donaldson’s background as pilot and
crash investigator refutes the idea that
only “kooks’ believe conspiracy theo-
ries about TWA Flight 800.

INTERIM REPORT ON THE CRASH OF
TWA FLigHT 800 AND THE
AcTionsoF THE NTSB anD THE FBI

SUMMARY

The preponderance of factsinthis
report support the following condu-
sions:

1. TWA FL800wasintentionally
destroyed by a powerful, proximity
fused, airbursting, antiaircraft weapon,
launched from aposition approximately

one nautical mile off shore and three
nautical miles east of Moriches Inlet,
Long Idand, New York.

2. TWA FL800 was also en-
gaged, seconds later by a second mis-
sile, fired from a closer position to the
south of TWA FL800's track.

3. Senior FBI agents were close
eyewitnessesto the shoot down. Those
FBI Agents believed the aircraft was
shot down [but] did not file eyewitness
reports. . . .

4. No evidence hasy et been de-
veloped tha implicatesthe US military
as participants in the loss of TWA
FL800.

5. The United States Justice De-
partment moved on 24 July 1996 to
suborn Title 49 U.S. Code by denying
access of Partiestothe Investigationand
NTSB Irnvestigators to eyewitness and
real evidence.

6. TheWhite House's early pub-
lic statements, made without justifica-
tion, impugned or ignored eyewitness
statementsto discredit missile sighting
reports.t

7. Terrorist communiquesin the
Mideast that predicted the time of the
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attack on the United States, were aso
treated with contempt as being totally
unfounded by White House spokesper-
sons.

8. The United States was under
specific threat of terrorist attack against
aiports and airliners in the New York
areain retaliation for the conviction of
theWorld Trade Center conspirators.

9. The Administrationwas avare
that a sighting of a probable unguided
missile was made on the evening of 17
November 1995, [eight months before
Flight 800 crashed] by two airlinecrews
from Lufthansaand BritishAirways a
atitude near Long Island.

10. FBI Agents have not specifi-
cally identified surfaceradar targetsthat
were at the geographic points eyewit-
nessesindicate asthe source of themis-
silefire.

11. One unidentified surface ra-
dar target fled the scene of the
shootdown at 30 knots. When TWA
FL 800 exploded, the contact was only
2.9 nautical miles avay.

12. The 30-knot surface target
avoided visual contact with other sur-
face targets on a heading of 203 (de-
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grees), and did not stop or turn to pro-
vide assistance.

13. FBI counter-terrorismAgents
briefed the NTSB Operational Factors
Group, including the Parties to the In-
vestigation, in January of 1997, specifi-
cally pointing out where amissile was
launched.

14. The FBI isin possession of
eyewitnesstestimony that proves, with-
out doubt, TWA FL800 came under
missileattack and refusesto releasethis
information.

15. The FBI isin possession of
high explosive chemical residue evi-
denceoninterior and exterior partsfirst
identified by bomb sniffing dogs at
Calverton [wheretheremains of Flight
800 are stored], then verified as a spe-
cific high explosive by chemical sniff-
ers at Calverton.

16. FBI leadership atacked the
validity of their own chemical residue
findingsafter using the same FBI Labo-
ratory personnel who were responsible
for falsifying laboratory evidence in
hundr eds of previous cases.

17. The FBI isin possession of
shrapnel removed from the bodies of
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victims, and isholding labor aory find-
ings secret.

18. TheFBI contrived aplausible
excuse for the presence of high explo-
sive residue in the aircraft as having
been contaminated by bomb sniffing
dog training alleged to have been done
in St. Louis on 10 June 1996.

19. The FBI had no answer asto
why the dog's handler’s placement of
training samples in the aircraft did not
match the locations where the contami-
nation was f ound on aircraft parts.

20. NTSB leadership began a
public media campaign in April 1997,
despite overwhelming evidence to the
contrary, that a center wing fuel tank
explosion caused the mishap 2

21. NTSB officials directed a
NASA laboratory to immediately stop
testing when nitrates (explosive resi-
dues) were found on critical early de-
bris.

22. A TWA employee caught an
NTSB official falsifying the Debris
Field data record in the placement of
aircraft seats.

23. When evidence of this act
was provided to the Chairman of the
NTSB (including pictures taken by the
NYPD), in aletter written by TWA at-
torneys, Mr. Hall insisted the TWA
employee be removed and that she be
targeted for investigation and indict-
ment.

24. NTSB officiadlshavebeenre-
lentlessly and persistently eliminating
or rewriting findingsin the database that
cannot be explained in their theory.

25. The NTSB refused to accept
the testimony of Captain Mundo, the
flight engineer on theflight previousto
FL800, who staed that he left ZERO
fuel in the center wing tank.

26. Thetail of theaircraft failed
shortly after the nose came off, which
proved amassive outside force br ought
down FL800.

27. TheNTSB refusesto release
Debris Field information or the
Bruntingthorpe explosive test daa to
the partiesto theinvestigation, because
both contain powerful excul patory evi-
dence refuting a center wing fuel tank
initigting event.

28. Because of the results of the
Bruntingthorpe tests, the NTSB lead-
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ership has refused to allov the CVR
Analysis Group to reconvene.

29. NTSB leadership, now in
possession of redacted eyewitness
forms from the FBI, refuses their own
investigators access to them.

30. NTSB leadership has oddly
shown absolutely nointerest in eyewit-
ness testimony despite the fact eyewit-
nesses haveinfor mation vital totheair-
borne breakup sequence and placement
of floating debris?

31. It appearsthe Justice Depart-
ment delayed seven monthstofilefrivo-
lous criminal charges and arrest Cap-
tain Stacy and Mr. and Mrs. Sandersin
order to threaten and subdue disgruntled
investigators immediately prior to the
Baltimore NTSB Public Hearing.

32. It appearsthe FBI intention-
aly tried to arrest the Sanders family
while they were outside of New York
in order to place them in the limbo of
the criminal transportation system.

33. It gpear sthat there was pro-
secutorial misconduct in the Sanders
and Stacey cases that include a threat-
ened raid of CBS headquartersin New
York and seizure of exculpatory evi-

denceby the FBI aswell astheremova
of similar evidence from Calverton
[where the remains of Flight 800 are
stored)].

34. Non-government investiga-
tors who are members of the Principal
Parties cannot go to Calverton without
Government escort.

35. The Government refused the
help of prof essional ocean salvage op-
erators who had equipment on site on
18 July 1996. Even though Weeks Ma-
rineand AT& T, who both routinel y con-
tracted with the Government in the past,
had equipment to support divers, robot
submarines, lift and storage capability
far superior to the Navy’s, already on-
site, their assistance was refused.

36. The CIA contrived with the
FBI, a knowingly false crash scenario,
alleged to have been drawn from eye-
withess statements, produced a false
video, and released it to the mass me-
dia

37. FBI officials are now refus-
ing to release eyewitness statements
back to the eyewitnesses who gave
them. These eyewitnesses are now fil-
ing Freedom of Information Act re-

quests in hope of obtaining their own
Statements.

38. TheWhite House, by catego-
rizing the shootdown of FL800 as a
potential crime instead of apolitical act
of war, has been able to keep military
experts totally isolated from the case.

39. TheWhite House hasignored
acall for a congressional inquiry by a
past Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff.

40. This report provides*“clear
and credible evidence” that officialsin
the Clinton Administration are guilty of
criminal wrongdoing and that Attorney
General Reno should be compelled to
gppoint aSpecia Prosecutor to investi-
gae the actions of the NTSB and FBI
in covering up evidence that a missile
shot down TWA Flight 800.

ccording to an 8/2/98 Pitts

burgh Tribune-Review col-

umn by Christopher Ruddy (“ Ex-Navy

Official SeeksHearings Flight 800 Mis-
sile Theory”):

“On July 17, 1998, Cmdr.

Donaldson issued his 109-page report

to the House Committee on Transpor-

, TR g
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tation and Infrastructure and its sub-
committee on aviation. Donaldson and
a media watchdog group, Accuracy in
Media are calling for congressional
hearings on Flight 800.

“Donaldson’s report received
scant media attention, [gee, there's a
surprise] but his arguments have won
some corverts. Dr. Vernon Grose a
former board member of NTSB and a
frequent television commentator de-
fending the NTSB’sruling onthecr ash,
has changed his mind and has joined
with Donaldson in challenging the
government’s condusions”

In fact, Cmdr. Donaldson insists,
“Every damn bit of data that comes
from that airplane fits with a missile
burst”

Nevertheless, if you analyze
Cmdr. Donaldson’s 40 allegations,
you'll seethe cause of thecrashisrela-
tively unimportant. For example, in
terms of,

Technology

* Four alegations (items 1, 2, 9
& 26) indicate TWA Flight 800 was de-
stroyed by one or more surface to air
missiles.

* Threedlegaions (10,11 & 12)
indicate the perpetr ators may haveused
a high speed boat.

Per petratorsidentity:

* Two alleggations (7 & 8) sug-
gest Mid-East terrorists may have
caused the disaster.

* Three(4, 38, 39) dedarethereis
no evidence“y et developed” to suggest
the U.S. military caused the disaster.

Government conspiracy

To conceal the cause and perpe-
trators of the tragedy:

* One alegation (36) implicates
the Central Intelligence Agency.

* Three (5, 31,33) implicatethe
U.S. Department of Justice.

* Five (6,7, 38, 39 & 40) impli-
cate the White House.

* Thirteen (3, 10, 13-19, 32, 33,
36 & 37) implicate the FBI. And,

* Thirteen (13,20-25, 27-30, 34
& 35) implicate the National Transpor-
tation and Safety Board (NTSB).

udging from thefrequency of

the various allegaions in
Cmdr. Donaldson’s summary, the con-
clusion tha Flight 800 was shot down
by one or more missile(s) is shocking
but relatively unimportant. Likewise,
whether Flight 800 was destroyed by
our own military, foreign terrorists, or
a twisted troop of Boy Scouts is also
unimportant.

The real significance of Cmdr.
Donaldson’s study is that 35 of his 40
allegations implicate several federal
agenciesas co-conspiratorsin an effort
to obstruct justice by concealing the
cause of the Flight 800 crash and the
identity of the perpetrators responsible
for the deaths of 230 passengers and
Ccrew.

America can survive missiles,
foreign terrorists, rogue elements of
government and incompetent military
personnel who accidently launch mis-
siles. But we can't survive widespread
govemment conspiracies that include
the FBI, CIA, NTSB, Justice Depart-
ment and White House. Nor shouldwe
try to endure such treason. In the end,
the threats of Stinger missiles and for-
eign or domestic terrorists is trivial
compared to the threat of govemment
conspiracies.

If one or more missilesdestroyed
Flight 800, every single gover nment em-
ployee and official — from the lowest
clerk right up to the President — who
knowingly conspires to conceal that
truth should be tried, convicted and
jailed for the balance of their natural
lives. NoO exceptions, no excuses, no
crgp. Every single one.

Even fiveyearsago, such punish-
ment would seem almost impossible.

CONTACT:

Robert A. Frank
Ohio State Chairman

(330) 670-0077

HAVE YOU BEEN WRONGED BY A JUDGE OR LAWYER?

ROBERT FRANK HAS BEEN THERE, AND FOR THE LAST EIGHT YEARS HAS
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HE WANTSTO SHARE HIS EXPERIENCESWITH YOU!

To arrange speaking engagements in your area, or to have “How To” teaching seminars
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But today, although Commander
Donaldson’sr eport receives* scant me-
diaattention,” it'sbeing broadl y circu-
lated over the Internet. The number of
real conspiracies (Flight 800, Waco,
Ruby Ridge, JFK, Vince Foster) grows
every few months. But the number of
people who know these are not just
“kook” theories but, in fact, real con-
spiracies—isgrowving amost geometri-
caly.

We live in an electronic age
wherein government can no longer re-
liably control public opinion. We are
fast approaching a time when the
American people, freed from themain-
stream media’s propaganda, will dis-
cover enough of the truth to stand up
and start hollering for justice and retri-
bution. If that time comes, it won’t be
much fun to beagovemment employee,
agent, or official who's helped sustain
conspiracies against the American
people. And I'm not talking about
twenty year s from now. Thanksto the
Intemet, within twelve months con-
spiracies across the nation just might
begin to be officially exposed, pros-
ecuted and proved.

The times, they are a-changin’.
And at revolutionary speeds. Theories
are becoming facts, conspiracy “nuts’
are becoming respectable, and soon,
real conspiratorsjust might be heading
for jail.

According to Major Meyer, “We
know there are peoplein the NTSB who
have more to say thanisbeing said. We
don’t know who it is-the only reason
we're here is to say it's no accident—
somebody shot this aircraft dovn-we
want to know who-we want to know
the truth.”

“But we'renot going to findit by
ourselves-you people have to pick up
those pencils and paper and writethose
representatives and tell them you want
to know too.

“That'sadl | have”

NOTE: The following footnotes
wereprimarily derived fromthe Chris-
topher Ruddy article, supra
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tAccording to Donaldson, “there
are hundreds of eyewitnesses who are
convinced they sav a missile shoot
down Flight 800." Among those wit-
nesses ar e two off-duty FBI agents, a
former Navy gunnery officer, and anAir
National Guard helicopter pilot. All de-
scribed alight or flareracing acrossthe
sky, striking Flight 800 and apparently
causing an explosion.

2TWA 800 was using Jet-A kero-
sene aviation fuel, a stable fuel that is
difficult to explode No Boeing-built
plane using Jet-A fuel has ever had an
explosion caused by mechanical failure
TheNTSB concluded some 600 pounds
of jet fuel remained in the center fuel
tank after the plane’sflight from Greece
to New York. The NTSB theorizes the
tank became super heated while wait-
ing on therunway in New York, vapor-
izing some of that fuel. Vaporized fuel
ismuch lessstablethan liquid fuel. But
Donaldson argues the fuel was not su-
per heated. Indeed, he tested the tem-
perature inside the center tank of a747
that had just arrived at JFK from Eu-
rope and wes scheduled to retum. The
temperature was 69 degrees, just one
degree above outside ambient tempera-
ture.

3 After the explosion severed the
nose section of fuselage forward of the
wings, the nose section fell into the sea
at what |aer was identified asthe “red
ared’ —that debris area closest to JFK
International Airport, where the flight
had originated. However, the remain-
ing majority of the plane continued fly-
ing eastward (minus the nose section)
for two more nautical miles and then
dropped virtualy intact into what in-
vestigetor s | er labeled the “green de-
bris field” — the region of debris far-
thest from JFK International Airport
and w here divers located almost all of
the wreckage.

But ear ly in the recovery, parts of
two seatswere found inthe* red area’—
that part of the search area closest to
JFK (where the front 60" of fuselage
fell). Theseseat partsw ere clearly iden-
tified as having come from the rear of
the plane (w hich wreckage was found
in the green ared), raising some serious

1-800-477-5508

problems with the NTSB’s version of
how the aircraft disintegrated.

An NTSB document acknowl-
edged that these seat parts, from rows
46 and 48, wererecovered at |east one
nautical mile closer to JFK than where
the main wreckage was found. No ex-
planation has been offered for how, in
the NTSB’s scenario, these back-of -the-
plane parts could have br oken off first.

Donaldson also notes that the
center fuel tank wasone of thelastitems
to fall into the sea, in the green debris
areafarthest from JFK. But he argues
that if the fuel tank was the source of
the explosion, it should have been
among the “red” debris found closest
to JFK airport. Further, if the fuel tank
exploded with sufficient for ce to shear
through the entire circumference of the
747's fuselage and airframe (causing
the 60" of nose section to shear com-
pletely off) —why wasn’t the fuel tank
virtually disintegrated by the blast? m

Get the facts
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Secrecys End

by Alfred Adask

Those of us with websites spend
alot of timetrying to figure out how to
get rich quick on the Internet. If you
provide infor mation, Internet publish-
ing costs are negligible, the overhead
is tiivial, and with luck and the right
marketing program, your potential au-
dience can easily number in the mil-
lions. The opportunity for generating
huge wealth in “E-commerce” (elec-
tronic commerce over the Net) isentic-
ing and frustrating asamirage. You can
see the water, but how do you get a
drink?

TheInternet isfilled with masses
of information. But that information is
so easily copied and republished, that
the Information Age hasbecomethen-
formation Glut. Today, the pertinent
question for website “visitors” is:
“Why buy the cow, if the milk isfree?’
That is, why pay to read a paper maga-
Zine or newspgper (with all its ads and
extraneous articlesthat don't personally
interest you) when, injust minutes, you
can download—for free-more informa-
tion ontopicsyou particulany like than
you can read in ayear?

Fortunately, as yet not all the
world is on the Internet (I understand
there are three people in Africa, and
eighteen in China who have not yet
logged on). Some of us still rely on
tangibe, hard-copy (paper-based news-
papers and magazineslikethe AntiShy-
ster) for our information. So long as
that'strue, | can survive (even prosper)
selling my “old-fashioned,” paper-
based magazine. But none of this
changesthefact that informationisnow
so plentiful it is fast becoming a glut
on the market.
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Despite al the hype about “E-
commerce,” very few websites make
much money. Instead, much like the
North American wilderness of the
1600s, the Intemet’s real significance
is not commercia —it'spolitical. For
the first time in history, virtually all
people can have access to information,
even truth, without the economic re-
straints previously mandated by con-
ventional publishing costs (paper, ink
and distribution) or the political restric-
tions imposed by government censors.
The Internet isarevolution and renais-
sance rolled into a single incandescent
moment potentially greater than thefirst
American Revolution. Thetruthisno
longer “out there” agent Mulder —it's
right here, in your house and mine, as
close as our PCs and telephone lines.

Finally — frredom of the press
In 1791, America enshrined
“Freedom of the Press’ in the First
Amendment to our Constitution. But
for 200 years, that freedom remained
more of an ideal than areality since it
could only be enjoyed by thosef ew who
actually owned alarge, clunky, expen-
sive printing press. But thanksto com-
puters, desktop publishing and now the
Internet, virtually everyone can now
enjoy “Freedom of the Press’. Why?
Because anyone with $500 in computer
hardware, softwareand an I ntemet connec-
tion has sufficient resour ces to compete
head-on with the New York Times, Wall
Street Journal and even theAntiShydter.
The primary criteria for success
in publishing is no longer financial
wealth, but individual talent. If you can
gather information efficiently, perceive
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its significance and quickly express
that significance in a way tha's con-
cise and/or entertaining, then you can
potentialy atract as many readers on
the Internet as any mainstream media
columnist in the world. The resultant
political implications are extraordinary.

For example before the Internet,
mainstream mediamight not have pub-
lished the Clintonfollies, or if they did,
would've waered it down to the point
where is was a one-week curiosity
rather than a yearlong death by athou-
sand cuts (or jokes if you watch Jay
Leno).

But with the Internet, al that sud-
denly changed when a formerly un-
known, would-bejournalist named Mat
Drudge got hold of secret information
concerning Clinton and published it on
his website (the “Drudge Report™)
while Time, Newsweek, et a. (who had
access to the same information) were
pussyfooting around, wondering
whether they should blow the whistle
on Bill. Once Drudge let the truth out
of the bottle, Time and Newsweek were
forced to publish, and publish quickly.
Result? Clinton’s presidency was badly
shaken.

The Internet (almost) destroyed
a President. Think about that.

And it wasn’t information that
(almost) killed the beast, ‘twas Inter-
net. Why? Because Bill Clinton, the
Rhodes Scholar genius, was so busy
chasing interns and hustling campaign
contributions from Red China that he
failed to see he was caught in a cyber-
space revolution that rendered his se-
crets vulnerable to massive public ex-
posure. Like most Presidents bef ore
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him, Bill relied on mainstream media
to conceal rather than publish his se-
crets. Bill assumed that even if he ex-
ploited hisWhite House personnel, he
could still count on their silence since,
if they dared to tell the mainstream
media: 1) the mediaprobably wouldn't
print thestory, 2) themediawould prob-
ably reveal the leak to Clinton, and 3)
Bill Clintonisadangerousmanto cross
(askVinceFoster). But Clinton’sreli-
ance on mainstream media s protection
is now as antiquated as France's reli-
ance on the Maginot Wall in the 1930s
to stop aNazi invasion. The Germans
devised a new strategy called “Blitz-
krieg” tha rendered ancient fixed de-
fenses obsol ete.

Likewise, today, the Internet
Blitzkrieg is making “controlled” me-
dia obsolete. More and more, media
that won't tell the truth (and quickly)
will be read less and less-which may
explain why mainstream mediamarket
shareis declining steadily. Further, as
market share declines, the media be-
comes less able to influence public
opinion, and so the govemment’s urge
to control the media also declines. As
media control and market share (prof-
its) wither, mediawill befor ced to pub-
lish truth (not propaganda) or perish.
The Internet is wiping out “politically
correct” media much like that asteroid
once wiped out dinosaurs.

Hunters become the hunted

A lot of patriots are deeply con-
cerned about the loss of privacy (se-
crecy) brought on by the computer age.
But when you stop to think about it,
who has more to fear from public ex-
posure? Ordinary Americans or high
government officials?

Frankly, m' dear, | don't give a
damnif the government taps my phone
or even wires my home Sure they
might catch metalking to myself, rant-
ing and raving when | think I'm alone.
The exposure would be embarrassing
(even humiliaing), but no big deal. In
fact, I'd gladly allow government to se-
cretly spy on mewith phonetapsin re-
turn for preserving the Internet’s abil -
ity to openly publish whatever the pub-
lic finds out about government. ['ll
guarantee that Clinton, Congress and
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the FBI are more worried about open
publication of their secrets on the In-
ternet than you and | are about taps on
our telephones.

Because the Internet is glutted
withinfo, nobody really caresabout my
peccadilloes. I'mtoo small, too anony-
mous. Theonly information that’ sstill
prized, profitable and likely to attract
attention is that which is held “secret”
by celebrities and high officials. Asa
result, secrets of the rich and powerful
arethelntemet’ snatural prey and there-
foremost likely to be exposed Increas-
ingly, themost politically dangerous act
any high official can now commit isto
engage in secregy.

Thisisunprecedented. Theworld
isbeing stood onitshead. Conventional
wisdom ischanged tofolly. The Inter-
net is turning secrecy-the primary as-
set of governments, powverful men,and
conspirators throughout history—into a
primary ligbility.

Where anyone can
grow up to be President?!

For example, here in Texas,
George Bush Jr. (son of the former
President) is both Governor and na-
tional front-runner for the Republican
nomination for President in the year
2000. But recently, George Jr. has ex-
pressed misgvings about running for
the White House. Reportedly, Geo. Jr.
was quite the “party animal” beforehis
dad bought him the Governor’'s man-
sion. Today, seeing the beating
Clinton’s taken over his foibles, J.’'s
realized tha becoming President guar-
anteesthat his playboy past will be pub-
licized. Worse, once folks start prob-
ing Jr.'s old party pals, they may aso
discover some shady business deals or
even crimina activities. So Jr. is now
pondering how many “little people”
he's crossed over the y ears who might
resurrect hisindiscretions on the Inter-
net like so many “ Ghosts of Christmas
Past”.

More importantly, if old habits
die hard, we can assume that George
Jr., the playboy of yesteryear, will be
similarly inclined to“ play around” once
he winstheWhite House and al its at-
tendant temptations. But, alas, how will
apo’ country boy from Texas be able
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to discern between aloyal intern who
truly wants to “pleasure him” and a
deceitful intern looking to seduce him
into a story to hype her website or to
trade for a cushy job in the Rentagon?
In short, thethreat of Internet exposure
condemns our next President to sleg
exclusively with his own wife (1) for
the duration of histermin office. (As
Charlie Brown might say, aargh!)

Except for Jimmy Carter, most
modern Presidents could endure en-
forced marital fidelity only if theWhite
House chef laced the mashed potatoes
with salt peter. Would JFK have run
for the Presidency if he knew his only
romantic interest therein would be
Jackie? Not likely. Would LBJ (who
reportedly boasted that, as President, he
had sex with more women than JFK)
have hustled, cheated and connived his
way into Ovd Officeif hehad to cuddle
exclusively with Lady Bird for four
years? Not a chance. How ‘bout
George Bush Sr.? Do you think you
could force him into theWhite House
with a shotgun if he could only have
sx with Barbarafor four years? . . . |
don't think so, Tim.
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And who (assuming he was fool -
ish enough to be elected in the first
place) would runfor reelection? Every
time an incumbent President’s support-
ers started chanting “ Four more years!
Four moreyears!” the poor Prez would
probably break into hysterical sobbing,
pleading for just ten minutes with a
sympathetic intern.

It may sound funny or improb-
abletoday, but soon the unbridied thr eat
of Internet exposur e (true Freedom of
the Press) may weed out most dishon-
est and secretive politicians. Since se-
crecy can ho longer be guaranteed and
isthereforealiability, only acrazy man
would run for office unless he were
honest and moral. The Internet is giv-
ing usaPresidency that can only be sur-
vived by the elderly, eunuchs, and hon-
orable men who truly love their nation
and their spouse.

Seewhat | mean about an unprec-
edented revolution? Honest Presi-
dents? Who would' ve thought such a
thing possible? Theworld isstanding
on its head.

And while this revolution may
start in the Oval Office, it's sure to
spread all theway down to thelocal dog

catcher. In another year or two (after
most of the secrets of the Congress,
Senate, and Supreme Court have been
exposed), al the Govemors should be
next. Andthenthestatelegisiaors. And
then the state judges! Even state pros-
ecutors! Cops!! It boggles the mind
and hardly seemspossible, and yet it ap-
pears that the Internet (a'k/a, Freedom
of the Press) just might give us an hon-
est govemment.

Another endangered species

By rendering secrecy virtually
impossible and therefore aliability, the
Internet isa so driving government con-
spiracies toward extinction. Think of
the implications for the CIA, FBI, IRS
and Justice Department. While they
strainto devise new and impr oved meth-
odsof (secretly) monitoringAmerican’s
personal, financial, and political affairs
— the Internet makestheir secrecy self-
destructive. For example, new bugging
devices and secret dossiers on every
American are dangerous plans, but
thanksto the Internet, the danger isnow
primarily for the conspirators, not the
public.

See, if any official dares imple-
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ment aplan that is secretive (and ther e-
fore criminal, unconstitutional or at
least immoral), every man or woman
involved in implementing that con-
spiracy becomes a potential publisher
by virtue of handling the Internet's
hottest commaodity: secretinformation.
Plus— since secrets are only valuable
once (when they are first exposed), the
last man to expose aplot will get noth-
ing—no fame, no fortune, no vengeance.
Even the second man to blow the
whistlewon't get much. Infact, if you
participate but aren’t the first man to
expose the plot, sooner or later (when
the plotisexposed), youwill beviewed
by your family and neighbors as a dis-
honorable co-conspirator or coward.
Only the first man to revea the secret
conspiracy will win riches, fame and
public honors (or at least, get even with
his boss). That means the Internet is
creating an incentive, apressure, to be
the first to expose your boss's secret
politics and perversions.

As a result, wha high official
daresinsult an employee? Who can be
safely passed over for promotion or
sexually harassed? Who can use sex
to advance their career? Who can be
robbed, exploited, or subjected to in-
justice?

It'll take ‘em awhileto figure it
out, but so long asthe Intemet remains,
virtually no high official will dare be-
tray the public trust.

It ain’t over
‘til the fat lady publishes

God made all men, and the In-
ternet just might makethem equal. To-
day, if just one cantankerouslittle man
gets wind of your plot and publishes
on the Inter net, yer busted, baby!

The Internet has not only em-
powered little men; it's also empow-
ered little women. After all, who ulti-
mately trashed the Clinton administra-
tion? Linda Tripp; the lady with the
telephone tapes. And why? Because
she worked for Vince Foster—the
President’s alleged buddy and White
House counsel who was mur dered and
dumped in aWashington D.C. park in
anineptly choreographed “arkancide’.

| have no evidence other than
logic and intuition, but | don't doubt
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for aminute that Clinton caused or ap-
proved of Foster’smurder. Likewise, |
suspect Linda Tripp aso holds Clinton
responsible. Lindaliked Vince Foster.
Respected him. Maybe even (secretly)
loved him. Sowhen Foster died, Linda
determined to avenge his death.

A lot of people make fun of Ms.
Tripp. For example in September, |
watched supermodel Cindy Crawford
and aging author-editor Helen Gurley
Brown dispar ageMs. Tripp on the* Po-
litically Correct” TV show. Ms. Tripp
is overweight and unattractive; she
could never be a super-model or a ce-
lebrity. But unlikethe supermodel (who
hasn’t had an original thought in this
life) and Ms. Brown (who hasn’t had a
significant thought in several decades),
the unatractive, overweight Linda set
her mind tobringing down a President,
and she did just that. While Cindy
Crawford and Helen Gurley Brown sold
cosmetics and planned their next plas-
tic surgery, Linda Tripp changed the
course of history. | have mor e respect
for LindaTripp’s brains, character and
determination than | do for al the “su-
per-models’ in the world.

Without aspeed-induced 24-inch
waist or double-D breast implants, one
physically unremarkable woman gath-
ered enough evidence to trash a Presi-
dent. Onewoman. Probably awoman
who fixed alot of coffee for her vari-
oushbosses. Probably awoman who was
the butt of severd officejokes. Just one
nondescript, overweight, unattractive
womanwho wasamost invisibleinthe
office environment brought down a
President. Plusthe Internet. She geth-
ered the evidence, and Matt Drudge
published it. That's gotta scare every
corporae executive and government
officia intheworld The little people
are being empowered. The eyes of
Texas (and America) are upon us all.
The veils of secrecy are disappearing.

It'salmost funny towatch thefas-
ciststry to trash the Second Amendment
and seize our guns, whilethereal threat
to their racket is the First Amendment
and Internet. The knee-breakers just
don't get it: The pen is mightier than
the sword and the I nternet’sthe biggest
pen the world's ever seen. Big, coer-
cive, secretive govemment? Hal As

Volume 8, No. 3

www.antishyster.com

If You Believe:

* PAYING TAXESIS YOUR DUTY * T HE GOVERNMENT TAKES CARE OF YOUR WELFARE
* Y OURWILL IS JUDGEMENT PROOF * THE |RS WILL HELP REDUCE YOUR TAXES!
Then don’t buy this book!

King of the Mountain

FIND OUT ABOUT * ASSET PROTECTION * T AX LAWSIN YOUR FAVOR
* LIVING & IRREVOCABLE TRUSTS * AVOIDING NUISANCE LAWSUITS* AND MUCH MORE
Send $15.00 + $3.00 S& H to Kenzington Fund
9250 Olypmic Blvd., Suite 10, Santa Monica, CA 90404 Ph. (800) 923-8846

Bugs might say, “Whadda m’ roooon!”

Of course, govemment has begun
to catch on and work hard as Elmer
Fudd to cach the information wabbit
beforeit can be published on the Inter-
net. So far, the primary control strat-
egy seems based on unusua applica-
tions of copyright and patent laws to
restrict Internet publicaion. But how
they will enf orce these restrictions re-
mains to be seen. | don’t think they
canstopthe‘Net. TheIntemetismore
than an “idea’ whose time has come;
it'sanew language, anew way of think-
ing, aimost a fifth dimension that of-
fers unprecedented levels of govern-
ment accountability and personal free-
dom.

Every silver lining has one

If al this projected official hon-
esty and individual freedom sounds
grand, it is aso strangely scary. That
is, while I'm sure that | deserve (and
can betrusted with) great personal free-
dom, I’ m alittle anxious about entrust-
ing the same degree of freedom to you.
(And | bet youf el the same way about
me.) Although we complain ebout op-
pression and exploitation, it's somehow
comforting to have an oppressor be-
causewe at least know wherewe stand,
who we are, how to behave. In the fi-
nal analysis, sheared sheep blea but
also find secret benefit in being sheared.
If it weren't for the farmer, the sheep
wouldn’t befed, protected from (other)
predaors, and given antibioticsin their
food. Given the opportunity, not all
sheep would trade the farmer’s pen for
the uncertainty and self-dependence
that comes with freedom. It follows
that, faced with the freedom (and un-
certainty) the Internet offers, wecanan-
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ticipate a significant backlash against
the Internet from those A mericanswho
are too timid or computer-illiter ate to
compete on the Brave New ‘Net.

No mater. Gutenberg's printing
press intensified a scary period of dra-
matic changew e now honor asthe“ Re-
naissance’. Intheealy 1900's, theln-
dustrial Revolution caused serious so-
cial dislocationsand scared the poo out
of alot of folks-but today, it's praised.
Thelnternet Revolution will belikewise
delightful and terrifying, but in theend
will be praised like any other institu-
tion we come to depend upon.

Isthelnternet asirresistibleasthe
printing press and assembly line? Ab-
solutely . . . but it'snot yet inevitable.
That is, if theY2K problem is as seri-
ous as some suspect, the Internet may
fail (at least temporarily). But unless
Y 2K precipitatesanother“Dark Ages’,
the Internet may soon render secrecy
obsolete.

Confucius sez

An ancient Chinese curse reads,
“May you livein ‘interesting times'

We do.

Most people don't redlizeit, but
the world is entering what may be the
most extr aordinary two yearsin human
history. Just about the same time the
Internet ispromising to usher inarevo-
[ution in freedom, theworld'seconomy
is flirting with collapse and Y2K is
threatening Western civilization itself.
Oneway or another, it sall gonna hap-
pen (or not) inthe next eighteen months.
We ar e on the edge of something glori-
ous or dreadful.

If it gets more “interesting” than
this, God help usall.
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Comprehensive Annual
Financial Reports |l

by Walter J. Burien Jr.

Government “Budgets” are regu-
lary in the news. Two years ago, Re-
publicans and Democrats couldn’t
agree on a Federal Budget, so the Fed-
eral government wasbriefly shut down.
Politicians and public alikerely onthe
Budget asthe factual foundation for all
debates on govemment finance.

However, Budgets areinherently
unreligble because they only estimate
future revenue (each year's Budget is
prepared inthe preceding year; i.e., the
1999 Budget isprepared in 1998). Poli-
ticians may ordain on the Budget ex-
actly how much money will be spent
next year on welfare, defense, particu-
lar projects, and cigarsfor the President.
But unless paliticians enjoy the gift of
prophecy, Budgets can only “ guessti-
mate” tax revenue for the next year.

If Congress overestimates total
revenue f or next year and comes up fi-
nancially short (a deficit), it will bor-
row money to pay for the expenditures
they voted to provide onthe Budget. If
Congress underestimaes next year’ stax
reverue (as recently happened) and
collects more money than they need to
pay for agreed Budget expenditures (a
surplus), politicians will then engagein
amad scramhleto spend theextramoney
(rather than restoreiit to the public).

Point: Although Budgets can pre-
cisely declare the expenditures for the
coming yesar, they can only estimate
next year's revenues.

CAFR

Federal law* requiresall stateand
local governments to track their fi-
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nances using a Comprehensive Annual
Financial Report (CAFR). Unlike the
Budget (whichis prepared beforeapar-
ticular year bagins), the CAFR is pre-
pared after thaty ear isended The Bud-
get estimates how much will be gained
as revenue and spent as expenditures.
Then, after that year ends and all the
actual bills and revenues are compiled,
the CAFR reports the year’'s actual ex-
penditur es and revenues.

The Budget's “foresight” is al-
waysimprecise (especially concerning
revenue). The CAFR’'s “hindsight” is
awaysaccurate. Asaresult, sincegov-
ernment expendituresare mandated by
law, the expenditureslisted in the Bud-
get and reported in the CAFR may be
identical. However, therevenueantici-
pated in a Budget and later reported in
aCAFR are certain to disagree.

This disparity is fairly innocent
sincewe can’t expect a Budget to pre-
cisaly predict futurerevenue. However,
we should reasonably expect govem-
ment economists to predict future tax
revenues within 10% of the true fina
sum. For example, if the Budget for
the STATE OF TEXAS estimates the
total revenue for a particular year will
be $39.5 hillion and the state actually
collects $39.9 (or $39.1) hillion, tha's
“close enough for government work.”

Unf ortunately, revenue report ac-
curacy iscompromised since state leg-
islatures may prohibit “anticipating”
revenue from certain stae “profit cen-
ters’ (liketoll roadsor port author ities)
onthe Budget. Instead, these laws can
mandate that some profit center rev-

www.antishyster.com

enues be reported only on the (largely
unknown) CAFR.

For example, a state might pro-
hibit reporting the entireannual revenue
of aparticular toll road from being “ an-
ticipated” on the Budget and mandate
it only be reported on the CAFR. If
that toll road collected $2 hillion one
year, that entire $2 billion in revenue
would not even be mentioned on the
Budget. If astate had severd toll roads
or scores of other “praofit centers” it
could conceivably collect an enormous
amount of revenue that was “ unantici-
pated” onthe Budget and ther eforevir-
tually invisible to the public. The po-
tential for abuseislarge.

However, since revenue prohib-
ited frominclusion in the Budget must
later be reported on the year’'s CAFR,
you' d think there’ s no chance to“ cook
the books” and conceal revenue. Nice
theory.

But. Revenue reporting isfurther
complicated because CAFR allowvs“ ex-
cess’ revenueto be deposited into trust
funds earmarked for future payment of
existing debts. That seems reasonable,
but any “ excess’ revenuedeposited into
a “future debt” trust fund can be in-
stantly deducted from the state revenue
figures as if the money was actually
paidtothecreditor. The deposit counts
asadeduction. (Hon’dyou liketo list
all your bank deposits as deductions?
Wouldn’t haveto pay muchincometax,
would you?)

Thisisalittlelikewriting achedk
for your mortgage, deducting it from
your check ledger, and then putting the
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check in your desk drawer rather than
mailing it. Anyone who read your
books would think you'd paid the rent
and your checking account balance was
low. Only those smart enough to ask
whether the check had cleared the bank
and in fact been paid would realizeyou
were actually stashing a“hidden” sav-
ing account in your desk.

In the case of agovemment, sup-
pose our toll road is obligated to repay
it'sconstruction bond at the rate of $500
million per year but actually collects $2
billion per year intolls. Rather than pay
all $2 billion on the bond, the toll road
authority can just pay $500 million (as
required by law) and deposit the “ex-
cess’ $1.5 billion into a trust fund re-
served for future payment of toll road
debt. Becausefunds deposited into that
trust fund are treated as a current ex-
pensg the toll road’s books will show
it collected $2 billioninrevenue but also
paid out theentire $2 billion in expen-
ditures, resultinginno gain. Unlessyou
were a very astute accountant, you
would not suspect that, in fact, some-
onestashed $1.5 billionin atrust which
isvirtually invisibe to the public.

If that trust fund accumulated
$1.5 hillion in “excess’ revenue each
year for ten years, there could be $15
billion in the trust. Annual interest on
$15 billion could approach $1 hillion.
What happensto that interest?

If a state used scores of “future
debt payment” trust funds, it could con-
ceivably accumulate enormous sums of
money — possibly trillionsof dollars —
from ingtitutionalized excesstaxation of
the public.

Evils roots

The social, economic, and politi-
cal implications are monstrous. First,
such an accounting system could con-
ceal that fact that Americans are being
systematically impoverished by their
own government. Second, government
power and corruption would be enor-
mously increased by the presence of all
that “hidden” money.

For example suppose a particu-
lar trust held $50 hillion that was in-
vested in the stock market with asingle
stock broker. During the Bull Market,
that trust would probably generate an
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additional $8 billion per year, and the
stock broker might eam about $250
million managing the account. Suppose
the lowly $75,000-a-year bureaucrat
who controlsthat trust walked in to the
stock broker’s office and said, “1 need
a $50 million unsecured loan for my
brother to open a ranch in Brazil — or
I’1l haveto transfer my account to adif-
ferent broker.” Would the stock broker
(who makes $250 million off this ac-
count each year) refuse to provide the
loan? No. Then the brother could take
the $50 million, default on the unse-
cured loan, and kegp it without conse-
guence. That’ san extraordinary amount
of power for an unr emarkable, $75,000-
a-year bureaucrat.

Suppose the bur eaucrat adminis-
tering the trust was a member of the
CIA or some other semi-sinister gov-
ernment agency. Could that agency
have access to enormous sums of un-
accountable money to fund its“blad”
operations? Seems possible.

Supposeall thegovemment tr usts
across the nation containing “hidden”
revenue could be coordinated to buy or
sell stocks in a particular compary or
industry. Could these trusts exert
enough financial leverage to cause a
company or industry to become sud-
denly profitable or bankrupt? Yes. By
acting in concert, could these trusts
cause the entire stock market to rise —
and thereby create an illusion of pros-
perity necessary to diffuse growing so-
cia unrest? Yep. Could thesetrustssell
stocks al at once and thereby cause a
recession, depression, or even enough
social chaos to make Americans cheer
for martial lav? Seems so.

Generally speaking, al of those

ominous possibilities are being raised
by Walter Burien Jr. based on his study
of Comprehensive Annua Financial
Reports (CAFR).

For example, Mr. Burien reports
he first learned of CAFR by studying
the 1989 finances for the STATE OF
NEW JERSEY. Hediscovered tha the
1989 New Jersey Budget reported
roughly $17 billion in costs and pro-
jected only $17 billion in revenue.
Based on the Budget’'s $17 billion rev-
enue projection, New Jersey politicians
argued they must rai se taxes to provide
more services to the people.

However, buried on page 174 of
New Jersey’s 1989 CAFR report, Mr.
Burien found the “Waste Water Treat-
ment Trust Fund” that listed the state’s
true total revenue for 1989 as $87 hil-
lion. Whilethe staetold the publictheir
anticipated total revenues were “only”
$17 billion — and they therefore must
(regettably) raisetaxes—the state’ sreal
total revenue was $87 billion — $70 bil-
lionmore.. . .fivetimesasmuch aswas
projected on the state Budget.

The implications are mind-bog-
gling If New Jrsey anticipated $17
billion but actually collected $87 hil-
lion, their professed need to rai se taxes
was absurd, even fraudulent. Instead
of raising taxes, they could've elimi-
nated all of theordinary taxesthat New
Jersey citizens were used to paying
(state income tax, sales tax, property
tax, etc. which provided the $17 billion
revenue anticipated on the Budget) and
still had enough money left over to pro-
videtwice asmary government services
— and give a $36 hillion refund to the
people of New Jersey. The socia and
economic benefits for the people of
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New Jersey would’'ve been unprec-
edented, unimaginable, perhapsasgreat
asaBiblical Jubilee.

Conversely, the economic op-
pression of a government that collects
five times as much revenue asit antici-
patesonthe Budget is, accordingto Mr.
Burien, evidence of “syndicated orga-
nized crime”.

Seeing is confusing

When | first read Mr. Burien'sal-
legations, | couldn’t believethem. As
suming it was even possible for any
American government to routinely un-
derestimate (conceal) 80% of its rev-
enue, where could all that money come
from? Independent reportsfrom peoplein
Alaska, Oregon, Wyoming supported Mr.
Burien'sclaimshut | wasdtill skeptical.

Then | got a copy of the 1996
STATE OF TEXAS CAFR. It'snot a
“secret” document. | called the Texas
Comptroller’ soffice, asked for one, and
they sent it, no hassle and no charge.
Slick cover, 314 pages, about half text
and half accounting figures.

Thefirst eight pages of the 1996
Texas CAFR presents several pie dia-
gramswhich show the state’s Total As-
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setswere $131 billion, Total Liabilities
$30.5 billion, Fund Balances and Re-
tained Earnings $99.7 billion, Total
Revenues $40.3 hillion, and Total Ex-
penditures $39 billion. In sum, those
numbers roughly indicate the state has
about $200 billion in assets and $40 hil-
lioninannua revuesand/or expenditures.

| skimmed through the 150 pages
of accounting figures, and though I'm
no accountant, sofar as| could seevir-
tually all the numberswere of amagni-
tude that “fits” within the $200 billion
total assetsand $40 billion total revenue
figures. With one exception.

On page 157, the section on
“Agency Funds’ listseleven trust funds,
including: “The Texas Local Govem-
ment Investment Pool (Tex Poal) ... a
local govemment investment pool ad-
ministered by the Texas State Treasury’
On page 158, the Tex Pool fund’s as-
setsand liabilitiesare presented in four
columns labeled: 1) “Beginning Bal-
ance Sept. 1, 1995”, 2) “Additions’, 3)
“Deductions’, and 4) “Ending Balance
Aug. 31, 1996".

Tex Pool’ sTotal Assetshad aBe-
ginning Balance of “$3,354,400,000"
($3.3 billion) and an Ending Balance
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of “$4,207,630,000” ($4.2 billion) for
fiscal 1996. Nothing remarkablethere.
Although the fund grew by 25% ($850
million) over the year, the Beginning
and Ending Balancefiguresand growth
rate “fit” comfortably with the state’s
$200 billion total assets, and $40 hil-
lion total revenue.

However, Tex Pool’s Total Asset
“Additions” are $1,996,828,345,000
(amost $2 trillion) and the Total As-
sets “Deductions” are
“$1,995,975,115,000" (also, amost $2
trillion). Viewed in perspective, $2tril-
lion isten times as much as the stae’s
Total Assets of $200 hillion, and fifty
times as much as the state’s Total Rev-
enue of $40 hillion.

So now I've seen evidence of
Walter Burien’s claims with my own
eyes. | still don’t know what I’m look-
ing &, but | do know that —whatever it
is—it'sabigone How can ary state
agency handle fifty times — FIFTY
TIMES—asmuch “Additions’ and “De-
ductions’ asthe statereportsfor its“To-
tal Revenue” and “Total Expenditures’?
There may be a plausible explanation
for al this, but it'll have to be a dilly.

Local taxes

The STATE OF TEXAS admin-
isters the “ Tex Pool” investment trust
fund, but the $2 trillion reported as“Ad-
ditions” and “ Deductions’ on the 1996
Texas CAFR arenot derived fromstate
taxes. Instead, thesefundsareinvested
by the cities, counties, and school and
water districtsof Texas. In other words,
the$2trillion appearsto be the“ excess”
revenue accumulated from taxes im-
posed on Texans by the thousands of
local Texas municipalities.

Curiously, the 1996 population
for Texas was (roughly) 20 million. If
you divide $2 trillion “Additions’ by
20 million Texans, you get a $100,000
investment in“ Tex Pool” for every man,
woman and child in Texas. But how
canthecitiesand counties of Texas col-
lectively invest $100,000 for every
Texan, when theaverageannual income
is (roughly) $20,000 a year? That
$100,000 average investment appears
to be five times the public’'s average
annual income. Where'sall the money
coming from?
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Again, I’ m not an accountant, and
there may be a simple accounting ex-
plangtion for this$2 trillion figure—but
| can hardly wait to hear it.

Whatever the explanation, I'm
still “boggled” by CAFR. What follows
are some of Mr. Burien’s most recent
comments on CAFR and our govern-
ments collectiveurgeto overtax Ameri-
cans by concealing enormous sums of
tax revenue.

Federal “CAFR"

When the Federal government
passed the 1982 law requiring all state
and local governmentsto usethe CAFR
accounting system, the Feds exempted
themselves. However, the Federal gov-
emment also keeps a “second” set of
books (in addition to their Budget)
which is similar to the states CAFR.
Thissecond Federal accounting system
is called the “Federal Government
Combined Financial Statement”.

To download the US Federal
Government Combined Financial State-
ments for 1995, 1996, and 1997 go to
http://www.fms.treas.gov/cfs/
index.html. If you get one of these
Staements, read the last page first. It
listsgovernment egenciesthat excluded
from the accounting figures. You' Il see
that those excluded (CIA, Federal Re-
serve Army PX commissaries, etc.) are
often the primary cash and investment
agencies. As a result, even the Fed's
Combined Financial Statement is in-
complete and does not reveal the
government’s true total revenue or in-
vestments. |sthisinformationwithheld
for “national security”? Or is govern-
ment worried that a true and complete
balance sheet would show positive as-
setsin thetrillions?

I've added up the CAFR invest-
ment totals for the governments of all
fifty states, al counties, all cities and
the Fedsfor the past ten years. Collec-
tively, our governments own ebout $32
trillion in stocks, $8 trillion in insur-
ance compary equity participation (ever
wonder why auto insuranceis required
by lav?), $5.5 trillion in bond surety
investment accounts, and $60trillionin
liquid (cash) investment funds. That's
over $100 trillion in investments.?
Compare that to the total personal in-
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come for all Americans in 1996 of
roughly $6.5 trillion. Asyou can see
if every American gave every cent they
earned to government for 10 years, it
still wouldn't equal the sum our collec-
tivegovernments have amassed in their
investment accounts.

Principle of operation

If you want to investigate your
owngtate or local government'struerev-
enue, get a team together including a
friend or two that are CRAsto study your
state sCAFR. To get some of the CAFR
reportsavailablefor downloading go to
thisInter net site: http://financenet.gov/
financenet/state/cafr.htm

If your state or county is not
listed, send an email to a neighboring
state saying that you have their state
CAFR report and would like to do a
compar ison study of your state's CAFR.
Ask them to please email you the de-
partments, telephone numbersand con-
tact namesin your state, counties, and
large cities to get their CAFR report.
The States all share each other's CAFR
reports for comparison.

Add up thefinancia totalsfor the
cities, counties, state and Federal own-
ership within your state. Don't forget
to look at other cities, counties and
states CAFRs for comparison. When
you seethetotal moneys, you can back-
track to see where they came from and
where they are currently being used.

What isimportant here is under-
standing the principle of operation that
lead to this financial takeover. When
seen, you will understand the motives
and propaganda that is rammed down
your throat by the mainstream news
media and Government which keeps
you looking in right field as they con-
duct their criminal “business as usua”
activitiesinleft field. However, thein-
tentional refusal by government and
mainstream media to make simple and
conspicuous mention of the Compre-
hensive Annual Financial Reports and
the combined revenue it reveals can be
classified under the RICOAct as* per-
petuating and assisting a criminal syn-
dicate”. It's not impossible tha gov-
ernment officials and mainstream me-
diamight be civilly or even criminally
liable for concealing CAFR.?
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Shot heard round the world

Recently the citizens of Arkansas
overwhelmingly passed an initiative
calling for the abolishment of property
taxes. However, the Arkansas govern-
ment utilized its leverage in the courts
to invalidae the initiative, stating that
they' d have to shut down schoolsif the
initigtive was effected.

In August 1998, | was inter-
viewed on LeeTibler's radio show in
Hot Springs, Arkansas and explained
CAFR to the people of Arkansas. The
1996 Arkansas CAFR showed that
while the 2.5 million people of Arkan-
sas owned about $18.3 hillion in prop-
erty, thestate government alone (not cit-
iesor counties) owned over $14 hillion
inliquid investment funds. As aresult,
the state govemment al one ownsamost
as much property as the entire popula-
tion of Arkansas.

During Lee Tibler's radio show,
| called on the citizens of Arkansas to
determine if the citizen's owned the
government or if the govemment owned
the citizens. | proposed that the citi-
zens of Arkansas demand an emergency
specia initiativeto changetheprinciple

-
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of operation for city, county and state
governments of Arkansas asfollows:

1. Resppropriate 25% of all Ar-
kansas staeand local govemments' rev-
enue into a Citizen's Trust Investment
Account. Once 25% of all government
revenuesweredeposited inthe Citizen's
Trust Investment Account, it would be
the largest investment fund in Arkan-
sas, with the citizens as principle “ ben-
eficiaries” — not “insiders’ from gov-
ernment and their special interests.

Based on the interest and divi-
dend yields, any citizen who partici-
peted in the Citizen's Trust | nvestment
Account for twelve years would not
only have no further state or local tax
liability, but would even start receiving
adividend check. Thisannual dividend
would increase throughout the remain-
der of hislife. Citizenswould get their
biggest checksintheir last year of life.
As aresult, the elderly could look for-
ward to growing richer as they age
rather than poorer. That's real socid
security.

2. Create a Citizens Appointed
Review Ranel consisting of 250 indi-
vidualsto administer the Citizen’s Trust
Investment Account. This Citizens Ap-
pointed Review Panel should be com-
posed of electricians, plumbers, school
teachers, housewives, and other com-

mon people, with none having an in-
come over $75,000 per year. They
should have full discovery povers and
disclosure rights and a small team of
accountants. Members of the Review
Panel will not include lawyers, govem-
ment employees — or politicians who
“inexplicebly” spend millions of dol-
lars to be elected to their $75,000-per-
year jobs. (Does CAFR explain why
$75,000-a-year jobs are worth mil-
lions?)

3. All city, county and state gov-
ernment employeeswill be offered 1/3
of 1% asafindersfeefor reporting gov-
ernment revenue which is“not directly
benefiting the citizens” and redeposit-
ing that revenueinto theCitizen’ sTrust
Investment Account. For example, if a
government employee finds $150 mil-
lion heldin afund that doesnot directly
benefit the citizens, his finder's fee (1/
3 of 1%) would be $500,000. That'sa
strong incentive to report al financial
“waste”.

4. All governments would oper-
ate under the principle of “No Further
Debt Enacted” — al purchases would
be“cashand carry”. Existing debt pay-
mentswill be increased until canceled,
from 15% of the interest and dividend
alocation from the Citizen's Trust In-
vestment Account.

5. Any organizion, governmen-
tal agency or department which inten-
tionally concealed or otherwisetried to
circumvent placement of reverue or
investment fundsinto the Citizen’sTrust
Investment Accountwould be subject to
criminal prosecution.

More roots

When the Citizens Trust Invest-
ment Account initigtive goes for the
vote of the citizens of Arkansas, it will
be a new Woodstock or Boston Tea
Party. People will camp out five days
in advance just to be the first through
thedoor to cast their vote. Citizenswho
never voted before will register for the
first time. | believeit will be the larg-
est voter turnout in that states history.

| think thefounding father smight
be smiling right about non. Once
CAFR is understood by most Ameri-
cans, it'll behardfor “Insiders’ to con-
tinue"BusinessasUsua” with 340 Mil-
lion Americans watching over their
shoulders to see where every $1 is
spent, invested or moved.

Moreimportantly, onceaCitizens
Trust Investment Account was estab-
lished, government corruption, graft
and payoffswould disappear overnight.
Remember, the root of all corruptionis
hidden revenue. Once the CAFR rev-
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enue structureisexposed, the beast will
die of starvation.*

When we really understand
CAFR, We The People will again be-
come the true beneficiaries of the
wesdlth we producein the greatest coun-
try on Earth. Chains of debt and op-
pression will be broken, and citizens
will befree and prosper ous beyond their
expectations.

Call your neighbors, friends and
business associates and pass the word.
Focus on Atkansas, for that is the start
of the new beginning for us all.

God speed and awake up call to
you.

For further information contact:
Walter J. Burien, Jr., CEVI, PO Box
11444, Prescott, AZ 86304, (520) 717-
1994; E-Mail: cevi2000@A0L.COM

1 To see the Federa Regulation
submitted in 1979 requiring local gov-
emments (City, County and States) not
already having a CAFR to prepare a
CAFR report go to this Internet site:
http://www.financenet.gov/data/wel -
come/statloc/prof/gfoa/policies/
accounting.gop

2 |n 1933, due to its own bank-
ruptcy, the Federal government de-
claredaBank Holiday closing all banks,
seized al privately owned gold, and
declared a “National Emergency”
which hasremained in forceever since.
Thisalleged National Emergency isthe
comerstone of government’s ability to
legally bypass the Constitution and ex-
ercise quasi-dictatorial powers. This
65-year old “emergency” is based on
the belief that the govemment is broke,
bankrupt. However, if Mr. Burien's
claimsand calculationsareaccurate, the
government is not broke or bankrupt
and therefore the emergency can be
proved to be false, unsustainable, and
therefore null and void. Point: A thor-
ough study of the CAFR reports just
might provide enough legal evidenceto
end the National Emergency and

Volume 8, No. 3

www.antishyster.com

government’s quasi-dictatorial powers.
Infact, it's not impossible that the real
reason for overtaxing Americans and
concealing huge wealth in trust funds
might be to maintain theillusion of the
1933 bankruptcy and government’s
emergency powers.

3 Some Arizona case law about
disclosure obligations and nondisclo-
sure (silence) being fraud are as fol-
lows:

» “Silence can only be equated
with fraud when there is a legal and
moral duty to speak or when aninquiry
left unanswered would beintentionally
misleading.” U.S vs. Prudden, 424 F.
2d 1021, U.S vs. Tweel, 550 F. 2d 297,
299-300.

» “Fraud may be committed by
failure to speak, but a duty to speak
must beimposed.” Dunahay v. Sruzk,
393 P.2d 930, 96 Ariz. 246 (1964).

o “Fraud” may becommitted by
a failure to speak when the duty of
speaking is imposed as much as by
speaking falsely.” Batyv. Arizona Sate
Dental Board, 112 P2d 870, 57 Ariz.
239. (1941).

* “Whenoneconveysafaseim-
pression by disclosure of somefactsand
the concealment of others, such con-
ceament isin effect afal serepresenta-
tion that what is disclosed isthe whole
truth.” State v. Coddington, 662 R2d
155, 135Ariz. 480. (Ariz. App. 1983).

e “Suppression of amaterial fact
which a party isbound in good faith to
disclose is equivalent to a false repre-
sentation.” Leighv Loyd, 244 R2d 356,
74 Ariz. 84. (1952).

* “Whenoneconveysafaseim-
pression by disclosure of somefactsand
the concealment of others, such con-
ceament isin effect afal serepresenta-
tion that what is disclosed isthe whole
truth.” State v. Coddington, 662 R2d
155, 135Ariz. 480 (Ariz. App. 1983).

* “Fraud and deceit may arise
from silence where there is a duty to
speak the truth, as well as from speak-
ing anuntruth.” Mor rison v. Acton, 198
P.2d 590, 68 Ariz. 27 (Ariz. 1948).

» “Damages will lie in proper
case of negligent misrepresentation of
fallureto disclose” VanBurenv. Pima
Community College Dist. Bd., 546 P.2d
821, 113Ariz. 85 (Ariz.1976).
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¢ “Whereoneunder duty todis-
closef actsto another failsto do so, and
other isinjured thereby, an actionintort
lies against party whose failure to per-
form his duty caused injury.” Regan v.
First Nat. Bank, 101 P.2d 214, 55Ariz.
320 (Ariz. 1940).

e “Where relation of trust or
confidence exists between two parties
so that one places peculiar reliance in
trustworthiness of another, later isun-
der duty to make full and truthful dis-
closure of all materia facts and is li-
able for misrepresentation or conceal-
ment.” Stewart v. Phoenix Nat. Bank,
64 P.2d 101,49 Ariz. 34. (Ariz. 1937).

e “Concealing a material fact
when there is duty to disclose may be
actionablefraud.” Univer sal Inv. Co. v.
Sahara Motor Inn, Inc., 619 P.2d 485,
127 Ariz. 213. (Ariz. App. 1980).

4 Thereis even some CAFR evi-
dence to show that some judicial pen-
sion funds guarantee State and Federal
Judges to receive up to $8 million after
serving only two yearsin office. (Now
you know w hy thelaws are enforced as
they are thr oughout the country?)
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“Agree” to nothing

Pleading Conspiracy

by David Grossack, Attorney

I n the ealy days of the Ameri-
can Republic, thecommon law
of conspiracy was formulated in Mas-
sachusettsand survivestoday. 1n 1821,
Patten v. Gurney, (17 Mass. 182) up-
held the proposition that conspirators
can be held liable for the damages
caused by their conspiracy even if the
planned actionswere never completed.

Today, in criminal cases, con-
spiracy charges can increase a prison
sentence enormously. In fact, con-
spiracy charges are routinely used by
prosecutorsto force defendantsto plead
guilty tolessor crimes (evenwhen there
isadefendable case) andreceivearela
tively light sentence—rather thanrisk a
20-year prisontermfor acorvictionon
even awesk conspiragy alegation.

A conspiracy may be a continu-
ing relationship; actors may drop out,
and others drop in; the details may
change over time; the members may not
know each other or each other’'s roles.
A member need not know al the de-
tails of the plan or the operations—how-
ever,hemust know the purpose of the
conspiracy and agreeto become aparty
to aplanto effectuatethat purpose. See
Craigv. U.S 81 F2d 816. Infact, it has
been said that the essence of conspiracy
isan" agreement’ to do an unlawful act,
inwhich at least oneovert act isexecuted.

Further, it is absol utely unneces-
sary to show that a conspirator was
aware of the entire scope of the con-
spiracy, or all of itsdetails, or theiden-
tities of its members in order to hold
the conspirator liable. Each conspira-
tor can have atogether different motives
than other conspirators, can play avery
minor role, join the conspiracy lae —
and still be subject to both civil and
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criminal liability.

The elements of a civil con-
spiracy claim indude:

1. A combination of persons
who (&) plan an unlawful purpose; or
(b) utilize an unlawful means.

2. Obtaining a power of “coer-
cion” asaresult of the conspiracy from
the actions of two or more persons
which would be greater than one per-
son acting alone.

3. Damages.

owever, thecommonlaw in
many stateswill permit you
— as a private person — to plead a civil
damage count for injuries suffered as a
consequence of a conspiracy. Civil or
radketeering cases, common law fraud,
civil rights cases and cases of tortious
conversion areinstanceswhere one may
use a conspiracy allegation to good ad-
vantage A count for conspiracy can
stand alone or be alleged as a civil tort
in connection with another tort (civil
wrong) to seek joint liability. Two or
moreactsin furtherance of aconspiracy
to obstruct justicear e sufficient to make
aRacketeering (RICO) caseif you can
also alegethat there was some kind of
connection to a “legitimate business’.
(SeeTitle 18 U.S. Code 1964, et. seq.)
Proving aconspiracy may require
extensive use of discovery tools. A
deposition in which adefendant isasked
to name persons who assisted or who
had knowledge of the events which
transpired, and what their role was,
what their knovledgewas and who they
spoke to, what the conversations con-
sisted of and similar questions aong
theselineswill be necessary. Interroga-
tories can aso be used.

www.antishyster.com

Intheory, factsgathered in acivil
suit can later beusedinacriminal case,
so any admissionto being part of acon-
spiracy (evenin civil court) canlead to
jail time. Therefore, be discreet when
you phrase your interrogatories. |.e,
using theterms* conspiracy” or“cocon-
spirator” can be counterpr oductive. You
may usethosetermsin your complaint,
but asking a defendant for an admis-
sion about hisfellow “conspirators’ is
too obvious to be answered by anyone
who has half abrain. So your discov-
ery questions must be carefully thought
out.

For example when trying indi-
vidua sfor conspiracy, the govemment
seldom asks defendants if they “con-
spired”. Instead, the government will
“merely” ask each defendant if he
“agreed” or “entered into an agree-
ment” with any of the other
defendant(s). If just one unwary co-
defendant fails to recognize the legal
implications of the terms “agree”,
“agreement”, etc., and casually admits
under oath to “agreeing” or “entering
into an agreement” with the other
defendant(s), the existence of a con-
spiracy isvirtually proved. If the other
defendant(s) fail to individually refute
their participation in the admitted
“agreement,” they are also vulnerable
to corviction.

Reprinted by permission fromthe
March 1998 issue of “ Constitutional
Business; a publication of Citizens
Justice Programs, POB 90, Hull, Mass.
02045. \oice: (617) 925-5253; Fax:
(617)925-3906. E-Mail:

dcg3@ix.netcom.com -
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Congressional conspiracies

Land Mine Legislation

by Claire Wolfe

The pen is not only mightier than
the sword, it is enormously more danger-
ous when wielded by unaccountable leg-
idators. Thisnext article exposesour leg-
islators tendency to hide legislation in a
way that — despite Congressional immu-
nities — seems clearly conspiratorial. As
you' Il see, we have moreto fear from poli-
ticians who plant “word bombs’ in our
laws than fromterroristswho plant explo-
sives on our airplanes.

I’d liketo thinkit’ smerely ironic that
politicians responsible for this surrepti-
tious fascism also talk most passionately
about “ freedom” and “ individual rights’
—but in fact, I'mused to deceit and find it
far less surprising than integrity.

Infact, I'd like to believe I'mjust a
poor cynic whose mind is so twisted that |
can’'t help misinterpreting much of what |
see as something perverse. See if | were
a cynic, my problemwith unpleasant per-
ceptionswould lie entirely within my own
mind. The fix would then be simple. |
wouldn’t need to change the world, only
me A couple trips to the shrink, a bottle
of pills, and | could be as* well-adjusted”
asany subscriber to Time magazine.

Unfortunately, unlike cynicism, ob-
jectivityisnot so easily corrected. Ohsure,
you can usedrugs, lobotomiesor even bul-
letsto conceal those nagging compulsions
to actually “see”. But those remedies
don't solve the problem of perception —
they merel y maskit likea good, Saturday-
night drunk.

As a result, the real irony is this:
Onceyou can see, you dare not look away.
The only remedy for unpleasant observa-
tionsisto look further, see even more, un-
til finally you see through the unpleasant-
ness, find its true cause — and then share
that truth with others, so together, we might
cause positive change.
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Let merun by you a brief list of
itemsthat are “the law” in Americato-
day. As you read, consider what all
these have in common:

* A national database of em-
ployed peoplet

* 100 pagesof new “health care
crimes,” for which the penalty is
(among other things) seizure of assets
from both doctors and patients.?

» Confiscation of assets from
any American who establishes foreign
citizenship.®

* The largest gun confiscaion
act in U.S. history — which is also an
unconstitutional ex post facto lav and
the first lawv ever to remove people's
constitutional rights for committing a
misdemeanor

* A law banning gunsin ill-de-
fined school zones; random roadblocks
may be used for enforcement; gun-bear-
ing residents could become federal
criminalsjust by stepping outside their
door s or getting into vehicles.*

* Increased funding for the Bu-
reau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms,
anagency infamousfor itsbrutdity, dis-
honesty and ineptitude.

* A law enabling the executive
brand to declare various groups “ Ter-
rorists’ —without stating any reason and
without the possibility of appeal. Once
agroup has been so declared, its mail-
ing and membership lists must be
turned over to the government.>

* A law authorizing secret tri-
als with secret evidence for certain
classes of people.®

* A law requiring that all states
begin issuing drivers licenses carrying
Social Security numbers and “ security
features’ (such as magnetically coded
fingerprints and persona records) by

1-800-477-5508

October 1, 2000. By October 1, 2006,
“Neither the Social Security Adminis-
tration or the Passport Office or any
other Federal agency or any Stateor lo-
cal govemment agency may accept for
any evidentiary purpose a Statedriver's
license or identification document in a
form other than [oneissued with av eri-
fied Socia Security number and ‘ secu-
rity features']”®

e And my personal favorite—a
national database, nowv being con-
structed, tha will contain every ex-
change and observation that takes place
in your doctor’s office. This includes
records of your prescriptions, your
hemorrhoids and your mental illness.
It aso includes — by law — ary state-
mentsyou make (“Doc, I'mworried my
kidmay beondrugs. .. . Doc, I'vebeen
so stressed out lately | feel about ready
to go postal”) and any observations
your doctor makes about your mental
or physical condition, whether accurate
or not, w hether made with your knowl-
edge or not. For the time being, there
will be zero (count ‘em, zero) privacy
safeguards on this data. But don’t
worry, your government will protect
you with some undefined” privacy stan-
dards’ in afew years.”

Burying time bombs

All of theaboveitemsarethelav
of theland. Federal law. What elsedo
they have in common?

Well, when | ask this question to
audiences, | usually get the answer,
“They're al unconstitutional.” True.

My favorite ansver camefroman
eloquent college student who blurted,
“They all suuuck!” Also true.

But the saddest and most telling
answer is. They wereall the product of
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the 104" Congress. Every one of the
horrors aove was imposed upon you
by the Congress of the Republican-
Revolution—the Congressthat pledged
to “get government off your back.”

All of the above became law by
being buried in larger bills. In many
cases, they are hidden sneak attacks
upon individua libertiesthat were nei-
ther debated on the floor of Congress
nor reported in the media.

For instance, three of the most
horrificitems (the health care database,
asset confiscation for f oreign residency
and the 100 pages of health care crimes)
were hidden in the Kennedy-
Kassebaum Health | nsurance Portabil -
ity and Accountability Act of 1996 (HR

3103). You didn't hear about them at
the time because the media was too
busy celebrating this moderate, com-
promise bill that “simply” ensured that
noAmerican would ever loseinsurance
coverage due to ajob change or a Pre-
existing condition.

Your legislator may not have
heard about them, either. Because he
or shedidn’t careenoughtodo so. The
factis, most legislatorsdon’t even read
the laws they inflict upon the public.
They read the title of the bill (which
may be something like “ The Save the
Sweet Widdle Babies from Gun Vio-
lence by Drooling Drug FiendsAct of
1984”). They read summaries, which
are often prepared by the very agencies
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or groups pushing the bill. And they
vote according to various deal sor pres-
sures.

It also sometimes happens that
the most horrible provisions are
sneaked into bills during conference
committee negotiations, after both
House and Senate have voted on their
separaeversions of thebills. The con-
ference committee processis supposed
tosimply reconciledifferences between
two versions of abill. But power bro-
kers use it for purposes of their own,
adding what they wish. Then members
of the House and Senate vote on the fi-
nal, unified version of the bill, oftenin
a great rush, and often without even
having the amended text available for
review.

[ronically, you may recall that
one of the early pledges of Newt
Gingrich and Company was to stop
these stealth attacks. Very early in the
104 Congress, the Republican leader-
ship declared that, henceforth, all bills
would deal only with the subject mat-
ter named in thetitle of the bill. When,
a the beginning of the first session of
the 104th, pro-gun Republicans at-
tempted to attach a repeal of the “as-
sault weapons®’ ban to another bill,
House leaders dismissed their amend-
ment asnot being “germane.” After that
self-righteous and successful attempt to
prevent pro-freedom stealth legisl&ion,
Congress people turned right around
and got back to the dirty old business
of practicing all the anti-freedom stealth
they were capable of.

| have even heard (though | can-
not verify) that stealth provisions were
wiitten into some hills after all thevot-
ing has taken place  Someone with a
hidden agenda simply edits them in to
suit his or her own purposes. So these
time bombsbecome*“ lanv” without ever
having been voted on by anybody. And
who'sto know? If Congresswon’t even
read legislation before they vote on it,
why would they bother reading it af-
terward? Are power brokers capable
of such chicanery? Do we even need to
ask? |sthe computer system in which
bills are stored vulnerable to tamper-
ing by peoplewithin or outside of Con-
gress? We certainly should ask.

Whether your legislatorswereig-
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norant of the infamy they were perpe-
trating, or whether they knew, onething
isabsolutely certain: The Constitution,
your legislator'soathtoit, and your un-
alienable rights (which precede the
Constitution) never entered into
anyone's consideration.

Stealth attacks
in broad daylight

Threeother itemsonmy list (ATF
funding, gun confiscaion and school
zone roadblocks) were aso buriedin a
big bill - HR 3610, the budget appro-
priation passed near the end of the sec-
ond session of the 104" Congress. No
legislator can daim to have been un-
aware of these three because they were
brought to public attention by gun-
rights groups and hotly debated in both
Congess and the media. Yet some 90
percent of Congress voted for them in-
duding many who daim to be ardent
protectors of the rights guaranteed by
the Second Amendment. Why?

Well, in the case of my wrapped-
in-the-flag, alegedly pro-gun, Repub-
lican Congressperson: “Bill Clinton
made me do it!”

Okay, | paraphrase What she ac-
tually said was more like, “It was part
of a budget appropriations package
The public got mad at us for shutting
the government down in 1994. If we
hadn’t voted for this budget bill, they
might have elected aDemocratic legis-
laturein 1996 —and you wouldn’t want
THAT, would you?’

Oh heavens, no! I'd much rather
be enslaved by people who spell their
namewithan“R” than peoplewho spell
their name with a“D”. Makes all the
differencein the world!

Justifying sneak attacks

The Republicans are fond of
claiming that Bill Clinton “forced”
them to pass certain legislation by
threatening to veto anything they sent
to the White House that didn’t meet his
specs. In other cases (as with the
Kennedy-Kassebaum bill), they
proudly proclaim their misdeedsin the
name of biparti sanship —whilecarefully
forgetting to mention the true nature of
what they're doing.

In still others, they trumpet their
triumph over the evil Democrats and

claim themantle of limited government
while sticking it to us and to the Con-
stitution.  The national database of
workers was in the welfare reform bill
they “forced” Clinton to accept. The
requirement for SS numbers and omi-
nous “security” devices on drivers li-
censesoriginated intheir very own Im-
migration Control and Financial Re-
sponsibility Act of 1996, HR 2202.
Another common trick, called to my
atention by Redmon Barbry, publisher
of the electronic magazine Fratricide,
is to hide duplicate or near-duplicate
provisionsin several bills. Then, when
the Supreme Court declares Section A
of Law Z to be -unconstitutional, its
kissing cousin, Section B of Law Y, re-
mainsto rule us.

Sometimesthis particular form of
trickery is done even more brazenly;
when the Supreme Court, in its Lopez
decision, declared federal-level school
zone gun bans unconstitutional because
Congress demonstrated no jurisdiction,
Congressbrassily changed afew words.
They daimed that school zones fell
under the heading of “interstate com-
merce.” Then they sneaked the provi-
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sion into HR 3610, where it became
“law” once again.

When angry voters upbraid con-
gress people about some Big Brotherish
horror they’ ve inflicted upon the coun-
try by stealth, they claim lack of knowl-
edge, lack of time, party pressure, pub-
lic pressure, or they justify themselves
by daiming that the rest of the bill was
“good”.

Thesimplefact isthat, regardiess
of what reasons legislators may claim,
the U.S. Congress has passed more Big
Brother legislation in thelast two years
— more lavsto enabletracking, spying
and controlling — than any Democratic
congress ever passed. And they have
doneit, in large part, in secret.

Redmon Barbry put it best: “We
the people have the right to expect our
elected representativesto read, compre-
hend and master the bills they vote on.
If this means Congress passes only 50
bills per session instead of 5,000, so be
it. Asfar as| am concemed, whoever
subvertsthis processiscommitting trea-
son” By whatever means the deed is
done, there is no acceptable excuse for
voting against the Constitution, voting
for tyranny. And | would add to
Redmon’s comments: Those who do
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read the bills, then knowingly vote to
ravage our liberties, are doubly guilty.
But when do the treason trials begin?

Bills for an ugly agenda

In truth, these tiny, buried provi-
sionsareoftenthereal intent of thelaw,
and that the hundreds, perhaps thou-
sands, of surrounding pages are some-
times nothing more than elaborate win-
dow dressing. These tiny time bombs
are placed there at the behest of federal
police agencies or other power groups
whose agenda is not clearly visible to
us. And their impact is felt long after
the outward intent of the bill has been
forgotten.

Civil forfeiture —now one of the
plagues of the nation —wasfirst intro-
duced in the 1970s as one of those bur-
ied, amost unnoticed provisions of a
larger law. Onewonders why on earth
a“health care bill” carried aprovision
to confiscate the assets of people who
become frightened or discouraged
enough to leave the country. (Infact,
the entire bill was an amendment to the
Internal Revenue Code. Go figure.)

| think we all realize by now that
the database of employed people will
till be around enabling government to

www.antishyster.com

track our locations (and heaven knows
what else about us, as the database is
enhanced and expanded) long after the
touted benefits of “welfare reform”

havefailed to materiaize.

And most grimly of all, our driv-
erslicenseswill beour defacto national
ID card long after immigrants have
ceased to want to come to this Land of
the Once Free.

Control reigns

It matters not one whit whether
the people controlling you call them-
selvesR'sor D’s liberals or conserva-
tives, socialists or even (I hateto admit
it) libertarians. It doesn’t matter
whether they vote for these horrors be-
causethey’ re not paying atention or be-
cause they actually like such things.

What matters is that the pace of
totalitarianism isincreasing. Anditis
coming closer to our daily lives al the
time. Once your state passes the en-
abling legislation (under threat of los-
ing “federal welfare dollars’), it is
YOUR nameand Socia Security num-
ber that will be entered in that employee
database the moment you go to work
for anew employer. 1tisYOU whowill
be unableto cash acheck, board an air-
plane get a passport or be alowed any
dealings with any government agency
if you refuseto givey our SSnumber to
the drivers license bureau. 1t isYOU
who will be endangered by driving “il-
legally” if you refuse to submit to Big
Brother’sprocedures. 1tisYOU whose
psoriasis, manic depression or prostate
troubles will soon be the reading mat-
ter of any bureaucra with a computer.
It isYOU who could be declared a
member of a“foreignterrorist” organi-
zation just because you bought a book
or concert tickets from some group the
government doesn't like. 1tisYOU who
could lose your home, bank account and
reputation because you made amistake
on a health insurance form. FHnally,
when you become truly desperate for
freedom, it isYOU whose assets will
be seized if you try to flee thisincreas-
ingly insane country.

As Ayn Rand wrote in Atlas
Shrugged, “ There’'s no way to rulein-
nocent men. The only power govern-
ment hasisthe power to crack dovnon
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criminals. Well, when there aren’t
enough criminals, one makes them.
One declares so many things to be ¢
crime that it becomes impossible for
men to live without breaking laws?

It'stimeto drop any pretense: We
are no longer law-abiding citizens. We
havelost our law-abiding staus. There
aresimply too many lawsto abide. And
because of increasingly draconian pen-
aties and electronic tracking mecha
nisms, our “lawbreaking” placesusand
our families in greater jeopardy every
day.

Stopping runaway
government

Thequestionis: What are wego-
ing to do about it? Writeanice, polite
|etter to your congressperson? Hey, if
you think that'll help, I've got abridge
you might beinterested in buying. (And
it isn't your “bridge to the future” ei-
ther.)

\ote “better people, into office?
Oh yeah, that's wha we thought we
were doing in 1994.

Work to fight one bad hill or an-
other? Okay. What will you do aout
the10or 20 or 100 equally horriblebills
that will be passed behind your back
while you were fighting that little
battle? Andlet's say you defeat anight-
mare bill this year. What, are you go-
ing to do when they sneak it back in, &
thevery last minute, in some* omnibus
legislation” next year? And what about
the horrors you don't even learn about
until two or three years after they be-
come lav? Should you try fighting
theselavsin the courts? Wheredo you
find the resources? Where do you find
ajudge who doesn’t have a vested in-
terest in bigger, more powerful govern-
ment? And again, for every one case
decided in favor of freedom, what do
you do about the 10, 20 or 100 in which
the courts decide against the Bill of
Rights?

Perhapsy ou'd consider trying to
stop the onrush of these horrors with a
congtitutional amendment —maybe one
that bans“omnibus’ bills, requires tha
every law meet a constitutional test or
requires all congress people to sign
statementsthat they’ ve read and under-
stood every aspect of every hill on
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which they vote. Good luck! Good
luck, first, on getting such an amend-
ment passed. Then good luck getting
our Constitution-scorning “leaders’ to
obey it.

It is true that the price of liberty
iseternd vigilance, and part of that vigi-
lance has been, traditionally, kegping a
watchful eye onlavsand on lawbreak-
ing lawmakers.

But given the cur rent pace of law-
spewing and unconstitutional regula-
tion-writing, you could watch, plead
and struggle “within the system” 24
hoursaday for your entirelife and end
up infinitely less free than when you
begin. Why throw your lifeaway on a
futile effort?

Face it. If “working within the
system” could halt tyranny, the tyr ants

1-800-477-5508

ONE or TWO Videos $19.95 each (list $29.95 ea.)
THREE or more Videos for just $14.95 ea.
(save up to $40.00 off list)

E==0rder SIX or more Videos at $14.95 ea. and get
a FREE - Year Subscription to the AntiShyster
(save up to $120.00 off list)

Send cash, check or money order to:
AntiShy ster News Magazine
POB 540786 Dallas Texas 75354-0786
The United States of America

MC or Visa call 1-800-477-5508

OBAL jasss

A2

would outlaw it. Why do you think they
encourage you to vote, to write letters,
totalk tothemin publicforums? It'sto
divert your energies. To keep youtame.
‘The system” as it presently exists is
nothing but ara maze. You run around
thinking you're getting somew here.
Your masters occasionally reward you
with alittle pellet that encourages you
to believe you' re accomplishing some-
thing Andinthe meantime, you areas
much their property and their pawn as
if you were a dave. In the effort of
fighting them on their terms and with
their authorized and approved tools,
you have given your life's energy to
them assurely asif you weretoiling in
their cotton fields, under thelash of their
overseer. The only way we're going to
get off this road to Hell isif we jump
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off. If we, personally, as individuals,
refuse to cooperate with evil. How we
do that isup to each of us. | can’t de-
cide for you, nor you for me (unlike
Congess who thinks they can decide
for everybody). But this totalitarian
runavay truck is never going to stop
unless we stop it, in any way we can.
Stopping it might indude any number
of things:. tax resistance; public civil dis-
obedience; wide-scale, silent noncoop-
eration; highly noisy noncooperation;
boycotts; secession efforts; monkey
wrenching; computer hacking; dirty
tricks against government agents; pub-
lic shunning of employees of abusive
government agencies, alternative, self-
sufficient communities that provide
their own medical care and utilities.

There are thousands of avenues
to take, and this is something most of
us till need to give more thought to
before we can build an effective resis-
tance. Wewill each choosethe courses
that are right for our own circum-
stances, personalities and beliefs.

Whatever wedo, though, we must
remember that we are dl, already, out-
laws. Not one of us can be certain go-
ing through a single day without vio-
lating some law or regulation we've
never even heard of. We are dl guilty
in the eyes of today’s law. 1f someone
in power chooses to target us, we can
al, already, be prosecuted for some-
thing.

And I’ m sureyou know that your
daimsof “good intentions’ won’ t pro-
tect you, asthe similar claims of politi-
cians protect them. Politicians are
aove the law. YOU are under it.
Crushed under it. When you look at it
that way, we have little left to lose by
breaking laws creatively and purpose-
fully.

Yes, some of us will suffer hor-
rible consequences for our lavbreak-
ing It isvery risky to actively resist
unbridled power. It isespecialy risky
to go public with resistance (unless hun-
dreds of thousands publicly join us),
and it becomesriskier the closer we get
to tyranny. For that reason, among
mary others, | would never recommend
any particular cour se of action to any-
one—and | hopeyou' Il think twice be-
fore taking “advice” from anybody
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about thingsthat could jeopardize your
life or well-being But if we don't re-
sist in the best ways we know and if a
good number of us don’t resist loudly
and publicly —all of uswill suffer the
much worse consequences of living
under total oppression.

Whaever courses of action we
choose, we must remember that thisleg-
islative “revolution” against We the
People will not be stopped by polite-
ness. It will not be stopped by requests.
It will not be stopped by “working
within a system” governed by those
who regard us as nothing but cattle. It
will not be stopped by pleading for jus-
tice from those who will resort to any
degree of trickery or violence to rule
us.

It will not be stopped unless we
arewilling to risk our lives, our fortunes
and our sacred honorsto stop it. | think
of the words of Winston Churchill: “If
youwill not fight for theright whenyou
can easily win without bloodshed, if
you will not fight when your victory
will be sure and not so costly, you may
come to the moment when you will
have to fight with al the odds against
you and only a precarious chance for
survival. There may be a wor se case
You may haveto fight when thereisno
chance of victory, because it is better
to perish than to live as slaves.” 8

*Welfare Reform Bill, HR 3734;
public law 104-193 on 8/22196; see §
453A.

2 Hedlth Insurance Portability and
Accountability Act of 1996, HR 3103;
became public law 104-191 on 8/21/96.

8 Hedlth Insurance Portability and
Accountability Act of 1996, Ibid; see
8§ 511-513.

4 Omnibus A ppropriations Act,
HR 3610; became public lav 104-208
on 9/30/96.

5 Antiterrorism and Effective
Death Penalty Act of 1996; S 735; be-
came public lav 104-132 on 4/24/96;
seeall of Titlelll, esp. 88 302 and 219;
asoseedl of TitlelV, esp. 88401, 501,
502 and 503.

6 Began life in the Immigration
Control and Financial Responsibility
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Act of 1996, 88111, Il 8, 119, 127 and
133; waseventual ly folded into the Om-
nibus Appropriations Act, HR 3610
(which was itself formerly called the
Defense Appropriations Act - but we
wouldn’t want to confuse anyone, here,
would we?); became pubdic law 104-
208 on 9/30/96; see 88 656 and 657
among others.

7Health Insurance Portability and
Accountability Act of 1996, supra; see
8§ 262 -264, among others. The vari-
ous provisions that make up the full
horror of this database are scattered
throughout the bill and may take hours
to track down. This one is stealth leg-
islation at its sneakiest.

8 And one final, final note: Al-
though | spent aggravating hours veri-
fying the specifics of these bills (atask
| swear | will never waste my life on
again!), the original list of hills at the
top of this article was NOT the result
of extensive research. It was simply
what came off the top of my head when
| thought of Big Brotherish bills from
the 104" Congress. For dl | know, Con-
gress has passed 10 times more of that
sort of thing. In fact, the worst “law”
inthelist —#9, the defacto national 1D
card — just came to my attention as |
was writing this essay, thanks to the
enormous eff orts of Jackie Juntti and
Ed Lyon and others, who researched the
law. Think of it: Thanks to congres-
siona stealth tactics, we had the long-
dreaded national |D card legslation for
five months, without a whisper of dis-
cussion, befor e freedom activists began
tofind out about it. Makes you w onder
what else might be lurking out there,
doesn't it?

Copyrighted by Claire Wolfe.
America-Collins, 5736 Highway 42
North, Forsyth, GA 31029. http://
www.america-collins.com. Per mission
to reprint freely granted, provided the
article is reprinted in full and accom-
panied by this copyright statement.
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Privatized Welfare

The Case
Against Child Support

by Alfred Adask

rom the moment a child is

weaned, the most important
parent in that child's life is not his
mother, but his biological father. | be-
lieve achild’srelationship with hisbio-
lagicdl father is both the primary indi-
cator and determinant for a child’s fu-
ture successin life. If the child-father
relationship is positive, the child will
likely reach his full potential as area
sonably happy, semi-sociable and pro-
ductive adult. If the relationship is
negétive or nonexistent, the child’s fu-
ture will tend toward misfortune.

My opinion on the relative value
of fathers vs. mothersis not politically
correct, but it's still true. The proof is
ascloseasour TV talk shows. For ex-
ample | recently watched Jenny Jones
interviev five twelve- and thirteen-
year old girlswho were sexualy active
with multiple sex partners. Jenny, her
audience, and the girls' mothersall ad-
vised, pleaded, wept, wamed and finally
yelled to stop the girls from fornicat-
ing around. The girlsrefused to listen.

While Jones, her audience, and
the mothers grew increasingly frus-
trated and angry over their inaility to
inhibit the grls' sexuality, no one no-
ticed the central probem: Whileall five
girls appeared with their mothers, their
fathers were not only missing but un-
mentioned. (That'saclue, folks.)

I'll bet that every one of those
little girls was raised in a “single-par-
ent” home. We all recognize that
“single-parent” familiesare hazardous,
but few realize the fundamental prob-
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lem is not the mathematical disability
of having only one parent instead of two
— but moreimportantl y —that those chil -
dren are missing their fathers. For all
practical purposes, “single parent” is
synonymous with “fatherdess’.

For reasons | sense hut can’t ex-
plain, the primary sour ce of almost ev-
ery child's self-esteemisapproval from
his biological father. Regardless of
whether the mother is present, perfect
or dysfunctional, if the biological fa-
ther is missing or abusive, the child's
self-esteem will be stunted and hislife
characterized by misfortune. Without
self-esteem kids grow up depressed,
angry, violent, promiscuous and self-
destructive. They tend to be not only
unproductive, but dangerous to them-
selves and society.

Thelittlegirlson the Jenny Jones
show weren't looking for sex, they were
looking f or fethers. T hey know instinc-
tivel y that there’saholein their psyche
wherethe“ self-esteem” should be that
canonly befilled by afather’sapproval .
So they went looking for the next best
thing —boyfriendswho might give them
the approval they need to feel whole.
Of course the apparent approval of
boys and young men is easily found if
you're willing to have sex. Unfortu-
nately, promiscuity breeds contempt
and leadsto less (not more) self-esteem
. .. which increases the need for ap-
proval, which leads to more . .. you
get the idea.

And make no mistake, boys are
just as dependent as girls on their
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father’s approval and therefore just as
vulnerable to sexual exploitation.
Peder asts know exactly how to trade
their gopetite f or children for a father-
less child’'s hunger for approval. Re-
sult? Well, for one thing, thousands of
father ess boys have grown up only to
die young of AIDS.

Doesmisfortunefollow al faher-
lesskids? Of course not. But on aver-
age, you show me ten fatherless kids,
and I’ Il show you eight whose liveswill
be at least diminished (less happy, less
prosper ous, more troubled than they
might’ ve been), probably dysfunctional
(promiscuous, addictive or violent) and
possibly self-destructive

Feminists will groan, but if they
survey the strippers, whores, homo-
sexuals, drug addicts, acohalics, crimi-
nals, suicides, neurotics, depressed,
psychotics, and virtually any other class
of dysfunctional personalities—they’ll
find acommon denominetor at the heart
of most unhappy lives: adysfunctiona
relationship to the biological father.

eed more evidence? Look

at the African-American
community. It's anear-perfect labora-
tory for studying the effects of father-
less homes: promiscuity, prostitution,
violence, drugs, criminal behavior, il-
literacy, alcoholism, poverty, suicide,
psychosis — where's this list of curses
end? | don’'t know. But | do know
wherethelist begins. fatherlesshomes.
In 1960, about 20% of all Afri-
can-American children were born out
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of wedlock and into fatherless homes
(whiteillegitimacy ran about 3%). Al-
though Hack illegitimacy was high, it
was reldively “manageable’. In fact,
until 1964, the African-American com-
munity was closing the economic gap
with whites. However, once the Feds
decided to pidk up thewhite man’ s bur-
den and provide welfare for impover-
ished black mothers, that economic gap
between whites and blacks began to
grow.

Why? By requiring black moth-
ers to gect black males (unemployed
husbands or boyfriends) from their
homes as a prerequisite for receiving
government support, welfare created a
financial incentive to produce “single
parent” (faherless) black families.
Without the example and authority of a
continuously present father, black chil-
dren lost their primary source of self-
esteem and respect for authority and
slipped into a culture both savege and
self-destructive.

Black America'sdedinereminds
me of the Garden of Eden. Satan of-
fered Eve achanceto “be like gods’ if
she'd just take a bite of hisapple. Eve
bit, and both she and Adam were
bounced out of paradise.

Fve thousand y ears later, Uncle
Sam cameto Harlem and offered black
women achanceto be—not “likegods,”
but at least“likemen.” Thatis, if dey'd
agreet’ tossdey ol’ black tomcats outen
de house, they could have their own
source of income, escape dependence
on men, and thereby become “like

men,” even superior to the often unem-
ployed brothers. And just like Eve
those dumb, black broads bit. They
traded their children’sfathersfor arich
Uncle Sam.

And make no mistake —it wasn't
just dumb black women who were re-
sponsible, so were those dumb black
maleswho surrendered their rights and
responsibilities as fathers for an un-
bridled shot at the “good life” of self-
indulgence and promiscuity.

Once blacks took a bite out of
Sam'’s gople, just like Adam and Eve,
they were al so bounced out of paradise
Of course, theinner cities of the 1960s
may not have seemed like much of a
paradise—except compared to inner cit-
ies of today.

So, how’d it all work out? Isev-
erybody happy? Once the incentive to
procreate in fatherless families took
hold, the 20% illegitimacy rate grew
until today, 70% of al black kids are
bor n out of wedlock. Given modern di-
vorcerates, most of the remaining 30%
of blacks born to married parents will
probably lose their fathers through di-
vorce. If so, no more than 10% of
today’ sdack children arelikdly to even
know their biological fathers.

Results? Roughly 25% of all
young black males are in prison or on
probation and their mortality rate ex-
ceeds that of American soldiers during
the Viet Nam war. Poverty, violence,
gangs, promiscuity, etc. —it'sall upand
it'sall bad For two generations, black
America has been dying in an orgy of

self-destruction. Despite claimsto the
contrary, the blad culture is far from
beautiful. And it al flows — not from
race or even “single parent” families—
but from fatherlesshomes.

F urther, eff ective parenting is
not learned through formal
education so much as “emulated” ac-
cording to the example set by our own
parents. If oneparentismissing there's
no positive example to emulate. Asa
result, there’s no generaly effective
compensation (not money or stepfa-
thers) for theloss of abiological father.
Yes, we can read books about be-
ing fathers, and yes, even fatherless
boys can forge themselves into good
fathers. Nevertheless, fatheress boys
seldom learn how to be good fathers.
Wor s, fatheress girls seldom learn to
value men possessing the characteris-
tics of good fathers and instead prefer
theflash, excitement and sometimevio-
lence of hustlers and one-night stands.
Point: It's not welfare families
that are self-perpetuating, it's fatherless
homes. Welfare might even work if
there were no requirement to gect fa-
thers from the recipient’s home. It
might work well if welfare paid a pre-
mium to those reci pientswho kepttheir
husbands in the home. However, wel-
fare conditioned on gjecting fathers
guarantees another generation of father-
lesskids,ahigher rateof illegitimacy, and
even more violence and victimization.
Frankly, | don't see how the Af-
rican-American community can saveit-
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self. | can’t conceive of any social pro-
gram to compensate for the cumulative
effect of two generdions of black fa-
therless homes. As an act of self-pres-
ervation, those Hackswho have fathers
or otherwise achieved ameasure of salf-
esteemwill probably emigrate fromur-
ban black communities and integrate
into the white culture. Those blacks
who remainin father less urban cultures
will probably keep dliding into self-de-
struction and ollivion.

Point: If | wanted to commit
genocide without resorting to the overt
violence of murder, concentration
camps or war, | can’'t imagine a more
effective method than bribing the
women of the race or nation | despised
to help sever the relaionships between
children and fathers. | would dressmy
genocide in skirts of welfare, equal
rights and maternal presumptions to
make it appear benign and beneficial.
It'saperfect “ divide and conquer” strat-
agy. So long as half the populaion
(women) seem to receive an advantage,
the other half (men) would be unable
to cause meaningful political change
(legislaureswon't address a50-50 split
in the body politic). And all the while
I’d laugh, knowing that whilethisform
of genocide may take afew generations,
oncefaherlessfamilies areinstitution-
alized, | wouldn't need to bloody my
hands killing my adversaries, since
they’ d soon be killing themsel ves.

K, now that I've had ny

little rant about welfare
(wasit good for you, too?) —what'sthis
got to do with child support?

Well, contrary to what most folks
suppose, government statisticsindicate
women (not men) file the majority
(about 70%) of all divorces. Accord-
ing to some men'’s groups, women file
about 90% of al divorces. Whatever
thereal percentage, it'sundeniablethat,
compared to men, women are at least
twiceaslikely tofilefor divorce. That
means women are also twice as likely
to destroy child-father relationships,
deny children their primary source of
self-esteem, and thereby predispose
children to grow up with al the fine
character traits usually found in kids
raised in Watts.
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Why are women at |east twice as
likely to file for divorce as men? An-
swer: “maternal presumption”. Sounds
nice, doesn’t it? It means our courts
presume children are more dependent
on mothers than fathers and fathers are
therefore of minor importance in a
child'slife. So, “inthe best interests of
thechild” [an equity term], divorcelaws
are structured to sever the child-father
bond. Thoselaws are [unacy.

Infact, thematemal presumption
isjust another one of Uncle Sam’sshiny
redapples. Andjust likethe dumb black
br oads bit on welfare, the dumb white
br oads bit on pro-female divor ce laws.
And just like those dumb black men
surrendered their rights and responsi-
bilitiesasfahers, so did the dumb white
men (including me).

So, for about two generations
(about sametime span asbladk welfare)
our divorce courts have bent over back-
wards to (seemingly) accommodate
mothers and incidentally (?) ruin fa-
thers. Although there's been some
change, virtually everyone knows it's
rare for a man to achieve equality, let
alone advantage, in adivorce court. We
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know that if mom files for divorce,
dad’'s goose will not only be cooked,
but microwaved. Mom will get at least
half thefamily’ sassets (if thereare any,
after the lawyers are paid). Dad will
get the bills (especially hiswife'sattor-
ney fees) plusan order to make monthly
alimony and/or child support payments
to his ex-wife.

The justifications for child sup-
port, limony, and welfareare all simi-
larly heart-rending and shortsighted.
We mussst take care of the chil-drennn!
Uh-huh.

But just like 1960swelfare, child
support, alimony and al the other ad-
vantages promised to women by mod-
ern divorce laws createfinancial incen-
tivesto divor ce and destroy child-father
relationships. Inthefinal analysis, ali-
mory and child support arejust priva-
tizd welfare.

For poor people (like blacks),
government welfare has provided an
incentive to destroy the family. For the
middle class, divorce laws compel the
victim (usually the male) to provide the
financia incentive (child support, ali-
mory) to destroy the family.
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For those of you who enjoy con-
spiracies, onetheory might runlikethis:
Government can't offer enough welfare
to entice middle class (white) women
togveuptheir husbands. Middle dass
white women won't sell out as cheap
asthe bladks and would probably want
aminimum post-divorce annual support
level of $20 - $25,000. If government
gavethat much money towhite women,
they'd have to give that much money
to black women, too. An’, Honey, dey
ain’ no way dis gumint gonna give
$25,000 to no black broads.

So,if government weretruly con-
spiring to cripple families, an aterna-
tive source of financial incentive would
have to be legalized. Hey — why not
find all men guilty and then order ‘em
to pay child support and alimony?!
(Sure, they probably won't pay for long,
but who cares so long as that incentive
is enough to cause dumb white broads
to file for divorce?)

If the idea of a government con-
spiracy against families seems far-
fetched, bear in mind that lavyers and
the associaed “ divorceindustry” profit
from laws that incite divorce. Every
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time onewoman filesfor adivorce, two
lawyers (hers and her husband's), plus
a platoon of CPA’s, shrinks and socia
workersmay get paid Conversely, laws
that inhibit divorce would impoverish
divorce lawyers and all their little
friends. | guarantee tha Divorce Bar
Associations conspire to enrich them-
selves by passing laws that ease, en-
courage, and reward divorce. Whether
the reasons for this conspiracy against
families and fathers go beyond mere
avarice remains to be seen.

Of course, whether welfare and
divor celawsare stupid or conspiratori-
ally sinister isdebatable. But in either
case, while 1960s-style welfare and
child support may look different super-
ficialy, their effects(creating incentives
to destroy child-father rel ationships) are
equally lethal.

Back in 1960, when blackshad a
20% illegitimacy rete, the rate for
whites was about 3%. Today (thanks
to welfare) black illegitimacy runs
about 70%. Shame, shame, hmm? But
the rate of white illggitimacy has
jumped to about 30%. Given modern
divor ce rate of 50%, it's unlikely that
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more than one white child in three will
have a even chance at a positive rela-
tionship with his biological fether.

If my notions about the link be-
tween fathers, children’s self-esteem,
and positive or dysfunctional behavior
arevalid, therise in white illegitimacy
does not bode well for America. It's
unclear whether white America has
reached the “critical mass’ of “father-
less-ness’ necessary to make father less
homes self-perpetuating. Nevertheless,
whiteillegitimacy already guaranteesso-
cia chaosin suburbiasimilar tothat once
seen only in the urban inner cities.

Perhaps the most dangerous ef-
fect of fatheress homes was observed
by Don Smith (aPhoenix Arizonapara-
legal and activist who was mysteriously
murdered). Don noticed that he'd never
known an adult raised in a fatherdess
homewho was ableto fight for himself
in court (or in any other arena). With-
out self-esteem, kids can’t value them-
selves enough to defend themselves.
What better way for a government to
minimizethethreat of public resistance,
than by rendering the people unable to
fight in their own behalf?

overnment insists that we
should get tough on dead-
beat dads and jail ‘em all if necessary.
Their premise is that kids need money
more than fathers. Tha premise is
criminally insane. | suspect thereal rea-
son to “git tuff” isto & least maintain
the appearance that fathers will be
forced to continueto provide the finan-
cial incentive for middle-class women
todivorce. But except in casesof ebuse,
no lav helps kids by separating them
from their f ahers. Evenif you jail ev-
ery dad in NorthAmerica,whilethey're
in the slammer, their kids have lose
money and fathers — and the taxpayers
pay the additional costs for incarcera-
tion. That'sano-win situation guaran-
teed to ultimately cause more social
chaos.
| say we'd do better by elimina-
ing thefinancial incentivesfor divorce.
Despite modern psychological
crap to the contrary, virtualy al chil-
dren are better off in an intact family
where the parents fight but stidk it out
than they are in some single-parent
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panacea. Why? Because parentswho
sacrificetheir own happinessto provide
a steble home for their kids set an ex-
ample tha most kids can't miss. Dad
stuck it out, Mom stuck it out, and when
| get married, I'll stick it out, too. Re-
sult? Another generation of kids who
are reasonably healthy, sociable, pro-
ductive, and even civilized.

If your only reason to file for a
divorce is your own discontent, tough.
Degpite al the conditioning we've re-
ceived from TV sit-coms and romantic
novels, the purpose of marriage is not
for spousesto “live happily ever after”
— it's to raise strong, healthy, produc-
tive and civilized kids.

Parents who divorce ultimately
set but one example: look out for No. 1
and to Hell with everyone else, indud-
ing your own kids. Should we be sur-
prised if the children of such parents
grow up to be angry, unproductive and
self-destructive?

Parents who file “pretext” (no
fault/ irreconcilable differences) di-
vorces clearly don't care aout their
spouses, kids, or wedding vowsto God.
That sort of self-indulgence should not

be rewarded with primary custody of
the kids unless the other parent volun-
tarily agrees.

Should there be child support?
Yes. If one parent poses a clear threat
to the other spouse and/or children, give
child support to the parent who takes
the kids and fleesfor safety. However,
child custody (and child support)
should never be granted to the parent
who initiates and files a “no fault” or
“irreconcilable differences’ divorce.
Society istoo dependent on the quality
of its children to sacrifice their mental
health to aparent’s urge to self-indul-
gence.

It isan unpleasant and unroman-
tic truth that the essence of good
parenting is self-sacrifice. The essence
of bad parenting is self-indulgence.
That is, bad parents sacrifice their
spouse, their children and even their
society’s welfare in order to indulge
themselvesalone. Pretext divor ces are
prime examples of self-indulgence and
bad parenting and antisocial behavior.

Parents must be discouraged from
filing pretext divor ces by denying them
custody, child support and alimony.

More importantly, no parent should be
enticed into filing adivorce with prom-
ises of child support or alimory, and
every effort must be made to support
and reward the parent whoismost will-
ing to continuethe marriageand do his/
her job: raise healthy children.

No responsible society should
provide a financial incentive (welfare,
alimony, or child support) to fragment
families and deprive children of their
fathers. Societiesthat provide suchin-
centives sow thewind and will reap the
whirlwind.

ny lav promoting the de
struction of familiesis bad
public policy and should be revoked.
Any ingtitution or special interest group
that profits from — and ther efore pro-
motes — the destruction of families
should be disciplined or destroyed.
The next two articles (“Adminis-
trative Child Support Process Unconsti-
tutional and “Child Support Meets an
Evil Twin") ar e presented for the express
purpose of destroying child support as
an incentive for divor ce and destruction
of child-father relationships. ]
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Administrative Child Support
Process Unconstitutonal

by Minnesota Court of Appeals

On June 12, 1998, the Srate oF MINNESOTA
IN Courr oF AppEALST uled on three post-divorce
cases concerning child support issues —
Holmberg v. Holmberg (C7-97-926), Kalis-
Fuller vs. Fuller, (C8-97-1132 & C9-98-33), and
Carlson vs. Carlson (C7-97-1512).

One case involved a homestead lien, an-
other concemed socia security payments, but all
three cases ultimately hinged on whether
Minnesota'sadministrative child support process
was constitutional. Based on this common in-
terest, the three cases were consolidated into a
single appellate case which rendered severd ver-
dicts goplicable to the individual cases, and one
overall verdict applicableto all Minnesota child
support cases:

“The administrative child support process
governed by Minn. Stat. 8 518.5511 (1996) is
unconstitutional because it violates the separa-
tion of powers required by Minnesota Constitu-
tion, art. 111, 8 1.

| was impressed by thisruling, in part be-
cause it's fairly well written, not too difficult to
understand, and amost every word seemsto carry
legal significance. Close study of this decision
reveals alot about the judicial sausage maker.

Although focused on child support, this
ruling also offersinsight into the* separation of
powers’ doctrine and how that doctrine might
be used to challenge the constitutionality of other
state and federal administrative agencies, like
municipal traffic courts and even the Fed-state
Multi-Jurisdictional Taskforce.

The entire decision is too lengthy to fully
reproduce here, but is presented in a shortened
(lessthan a third of the original content), edited
form. The entire document is published in full
ontheAnti Shyster website (Www.anti shyster.com)
and can be downloaded at no charge [Brack-
eted comments are my insertions.]
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Opinion

These consolidated cases are considered by an expanded panel of
judges from this court. Each appeal is from a post-judgment child support
order issued by an administr ative law judge (AL J) and rai ses constitutional
challenges to the administrative child support process governed by Minn.
Stat. § 518.5511 (1996). We address the separation of powers issue and
conclude that the administretive child support process constitutes an im-
permissible transfer of judicial power to the executive branch, in violation
of the separation of powersrequired by Minn. Const. art. 111, 8§ 1. Wethere-
fore reverse each of the support orders and remand for consideration by the
district court.

Facts

In 1987, the legislature established a pilot project in Dakota County
to address child and medical support issues and certain maintenance obli-
gations in an administrative process if the county represented a party or
was a party to the proceedings. 1987 Minn. Laws ch. 403, art. 3, § 80
(codified at Minn. Stat. § 518.551, subd. 10 (Supp. 1987)). The legislature
approved a restructured administrative child support process in 1994, and
expanded the process to all counties designated by the commissioner of
human servicesto usethe new contested hearing process. 1994 Minn. Laws
ch. 630, art. 10, 88 1-4 (codified at Minn. Stat. § 518.5511 (1994)). In
1995, the process was again expanded to include parentage orders when
custody and visitation are uncontested. 1995 Minn. Lawvs ch. 257, art. 5, §
1. These appeals involve the administrative child support process as it ex-
isted prior to 1997.

Issues

I. Does the administrative child support process governed by Minn.
Stat. §518.5511 (1996) violate the separation of powersrequired by Minn.
Congt. art. 11, 8 1

Analysis

A. Propriety of Addressing Constitutional Claims

Appellants did not challenge the constitutionality of the administra-
tive child support process during the administrative proceedings or in the
district court. Generally, an appellate court will consider constitutional is-
sues only if raised and litigated befor e the district court. However, an ad-
ministrative agency lacks subject matter jurisdiction to decide constitutional
i ssues because those questions are within the exclusive province of the ju-
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dicial branch.? Although precluded
fromraising their constitutional claims
in the administrative proceedings, ap-
pellants might have “commenc[ed] an
action or [brought] a motion”? in dis-
trict court to raise any “issues outside
the jurisdiction of the administrative
process” Minn. Stat. § 518.5511, subd.
1(b) (1996).

Dismissal of these constitutional
daims would only delay the process-
ing of child support cases and perpetu-
ate uncertainty for parentsand children
throughout the state. Moreover, the
separation of powversissue, in particu-
lar, would not necessarily benefit from
development of a district court record
or additional briefing. See Minn. R. Civ.
App. P 103.04 (appellate court may ad-
dress ary issue as justice requires)
[sounds like equity]; in re Jury Panel
for Dakota County, 276 Minn. 503, 507,
150 N.W.2d 863, 866 (1967) (addr ess-
ing issue not properly before court be-
cause “clear-cut[,]” “fully briefed and
argued,” presented on completerecord,

d “[n]o useful purpose would be
served” by not addressing issue). There-
fore, we will address the separation of
powersissue.

Merits of

separation of powers claim
The powers of govemment aredi-

vided among the branches of the gov-

ernment, and no member of one branch

is allowed the power of any other

branch “except in the instances ex-
pressly provided” in the Minnesota
Constitution. Minn. Const. art. I11, § 1.
The consgtitution gives district courts
orignal jurisdictioninall “civil” cases,
and dissolution proceedings are civil
actions. Minn. Const. art. VI, 83.4The
issue here is whether the statute gov-
erning the administrative child support
process constitutes an impermissible
invasion of the origina jurisdiction of
thedistrict courts. Although astatuteis
presumed constitutional, we will de-
clare it unconstitutional “when abso-
lutely necessary.”® By adopting Minn.
Stat. § 518.5511 in 1994, the Minne-
sota legidatur e responded to the large
number of children receiving child sup-
port servicesand federal developments
encouraging efficient establishments
and collection of child support obliga-
tions. See 42 U.S.C. (Supp. V 1983)
(addressing establishment and collec-
tion of child support); 45 C.FR. 8
303.101 (1993) (same). To address
these concerns, thelegisl ature del egated
to non-judge member s of the executive
branch broad authority over materstra-
ditionally determined by the judicial
branch.

Under this statute, when the pub-
lic authority is a party or is providing
services to a party, the administrative
child support process is the forum for
actions“to obtain,modify, and enf orce’
ordersinvolving child and medical sup-
port, or modification of spousal main-

tenance if combined with a child sup-
port proceeding. Minn. Stat. §
518.5511, subd. 1(a), (b). A county may
unilaterall y expand the process to in-
clude contempt motions and actionsto
esteblish parentege. Id., subd. 1(b). Al-
though the statute presumes that all
countieswill participate, if the commis-
sioner of human servicesdoesnot “ des-
ignate” a county for the process, con-
tested hearings “shall be conducted in
district court.” Id., subd 4. Thus, indi-
vidual counties and the commissioner
of human services effectively deter mine
which litigants will have access to the
district courts and which must pursue
administrative remedies.

Once the administraive child
support process is triggered [how?],
broad judicial authority is granted [by
whom?] to the AL Js determining these
matters. In particular, theAL Jshave"all
powers, duties, and responsibilities con-
ferred on judges of district court to ob-
tain and enforce child and medical sup-
port and parentage and maintenance ob-
ligations [trust purpose?],” including
the power to issue subpoenas, to con-
duct proceedings according to admin-
istrative rules (as well as applying the
rules of family court and civil proce-
dure), and to conduct administrative
proceedings in available courtrooms.
Id., subds. 1(e), 4(d), 4(e), 6. Perhaps
most importantly, the AL Js make find-
ings of fact, conclusions of law, and
“final” decisions,which are appealable

HIGH VOLTAGE AC“COLLOIDAL SILVER”

“CS PRO” ISTHE LEADER IN COLLOIDAL SILVERTECHNOLOGY SINCE 1990
Ask about our “SYSTEM & DISTILLER"COMBO SPECIALS!

0,000 Vo

Hhﬁ!ﬁf-fmmtunhullad

Computerized Control -

10,000 VOLT- HVAC-'ULTRA’ PROCESS
Complete System - Everything Needed -1/2 Gal. Per Batch
Distilled Water Only - Easy to Use - Safe to Operate
Set and Forgot -100% Efficient
Professional Quality - 120 Volts AC Draws Only 2 Amps
HVAC ‘COLLOIDAL SILVER’

Clear & Colorless - Does Not Tarnish - Does Not Settle Out

Indefinite Shelf Life - More and Smaller Particles -More Potent

100% “Bio-available” - Clean Product - No Filtering Required
ALSO

HVAC “COLLOIDAL SILVER” - 10-12 PPM - 16 oz.- $20

“SILVEROXY"” (Hyp er-oxygenated) - 10-12 PPM - 160z - $28

CS SYSTEMS - DIST1LLERS -CS LABORATORY TESTING

CS PRO Systems

CallToll Free: 888-710-2773 (VISA - MC -AMEX)
Visit our WEB SITE - http://www.csprosystems.com

HVAC "ULTRA-PROY

ANTISHYSTER Volume 8, No. 3 www.antishystercom 1-800-477-5508 972-418-8993



40

Not for the faint-hearted, Nature's
Eternal Religion, by the late Ben
Klassen, is one of the most hard-hitting
analyses of the “world’ s foremost
problems’ available in the English

language today. 483 pages.

Expanding Creativity presents a
fascinating and in-depth study of the
basic creed of Creativity. Anidea
whose time has come; dedicated to the
surviva of naure’s finest. 315 pages.
By Ben Klassen.

TheWhite Man’s Bibleis the sequel to
Nature’'s Eternal Religion. A must
read for anyone with an inquiring
mind. Coversthe social and racia
problems of today and their relation-
ship to antiquity. 400 pages. By Ben
Klassen.

Booksto Help You
Build a Better World

Classicinsights on race religion and political ideology.

NATHRES
ETERNAL

EXPANDING
t CREATIVITY

0 s e e o e

&

|, FETTLF] M L T
P LTS 1 Tl DT SRR
B0 R O e pem

I At P
Ly ek o e

To order, send $8 per copy to
Creativity Books
Rev. John Brooks
P.O. Box 301
El Cerrito, CA 94530

to this court “in the same manner as a
decision of thedistrict court.” 1d., subds.
4(f), (h). Because many support orders
and all maintenance ordersoriginatein
district court, the administrative child
support processthus placestheAL Jsin
the constitutionally untenable position
of reviewing and modifyingjudicia de-
cisions.’®

Our supreme court has reviewed
challenges to the constitutionality of
other lggidlativeinitiativesinvolving the
administrative exercise of quasi-judicia
powers, and their opinions guide our
analysis here. In Breimhorst v.
Bedkman,” the court held that the work-
ers’ compensation system did not vio-
|ate separdtion of powers. The court ex-
plained that the vesting of quasi-judi-
cial powvers in an agency was not un-
congtitutional, “aslong asthe[agency's
decisions] arenot only subject to review
by certiorari, but lack judicia finality
in not being enfor ceable by execution
or other process in the absence of a
binding judgment entered thereon by a
duly established court”

[InWUlIf v. Tax Ct. of Appeals]
The supreme court later characterized

ANTISHYSTER
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these requirements as marking “the
outsidelimit of allowablequasi-judicia
power in Minnesota."8

Decisions made in the adminis-
trative child support process are not
subject to review by certiorari, but are
appealable “in the same manner as a
decision of the district court.” Minn.
Stat. § 518.5511, subd. 4(h). We there-
fore goply the same standards of review
on appea to these ALJ decisions that
we apply to district court decisions.®
Further, these ALJ decisions are en-
forceable without any intervening rul-
ing or binding judgment of a district
court. Thus, the administrative child
support process goes beyond the “out-
side limits of alowable quasi-judicial
power” set forth in Breimhor st

Thefinality and appeal ability as-
pects of decisions made in the admin-
istrative child support process distin-
guish them from decisions made by a
typical ALJ, whichare usually revieved
within the relevant agency before judi-
cial review is sought. Thus, the defer-
ence traditionally afforded an agency
decision due to its expertise and re-
quired by separation of powers is not

www.antishyster.com

aff orded ALJdecisionsin the adminis-
trative child support process.:°

These decisions are also unlike
those of traditional family-court refer-
ees, whose recommended decisionsare
initially reviewed by thedistrict court. 1
By shifting the initial burden of judi-
cia review to this court, the adminis-
trative child support process encroaches
upontheoriginal jurisdiction of thedis-
trict courts.

In Wullf,22which upheld as con-
stitutional the creation of the tax court,
the supreme court expressed rel uctance
“to approve* * * alggislative scheme’
that allowed agency “decisions, upon
filing, [to] automatically become orders
of the court” Nevertheless, the court
concluded that there were “additional
factors’ that gave it “more latitude” to
approve the creation of the tax court,
despite the apparent violation of the
limitsestablished in Breimhorst. Those
“additional factors’ included the pecu-
liarly legislative nature of taxation, the
discretionary nature of the district
court’sability torefer casestothat [ad-
ministrativetax] court, the preservation
of taxpayers “option to file in district
court,” and the “ultimate check on ad-
ministrative power in the form of re-
view" by appeal to the supreme court.
The court warned, however, that its de-
cision should not beread “to imply * *
* that any and all legislative delegation
of judicial power subject tojudicial re-
view is congtitutionally permissible.” +2

By contrast, the area of family
law requiresadistrict court to exercise
itsinherent power to grant equiteblere-
lief.23 Because the administrative child
support process limits certain parties
accessto district court, thedistrict court
is deprived of its inherent power to do
equity inthose cases. [Thisimpliesthat
only the Judicia branch may lawfully
exercisethe powersof equity. If so, ad-
ministrative agencies of the Executive
or Legidative branches cannot lavfully
exercise equitable powers, at least with-
out the direct involvement of the courts.
Although our status as* beneficiaries”
may still condemn usto administrative
process, perhaps that process must be
based on strict rules and procedures
without any trace of equitable “ discre-
tion” by theadministrative egency.] The
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administrative child support process
lacks the “judicial checks’ and “addi-
tional factors’ identified in Wullf, which
characterized a taxpayer’ s ability to
elect ajudicia determination as “cru-
cial” and “perhas the saving feature’
of the statute.

We also recognize tha workers
compensation and taxation are unique
and require extensive, constitutionally
valid, legislative supervision, but for
diff erent reasons. “ Taxation is prima
rily alegislative function” and court in-
volvement isamatter of convenience'4
Thus, thelegidaure could del egatethis
non-judicia functionto an agency with-
out encroaching upon the judicial
branch’s authority. The workers com-
pensation system, on the other hand, is
an integraed, comprehensive system
created in response to increased indus-
trialization and rising disability rates*®
With few exceptions, it covers“all em-
ployers and employees,” and requires
both employers and employeesto gve
up certain rights “to assure the quick
and efficient delivery” of benefits to
injured employees “ & areasonable cost
to the employers” Minn. Stat. 88

176.001, .021, subd. 1 (1996)*¢ Thus,
although workers compensation does
not involveapeculianly legislaivefunc-
tion like taxaion, as an integrated sys-
tem“mandated” to meet aseriesof “im
portant social issues,” theworkers com-
pensation system was, and is, unique
in its own way, justifying the delega-
tion of judicial power to an agency.*’
[However] The administrative
child support process does not serve a
peculiarly legislative function and it is
not unique. Instead, the administraive
child support process selectively usurps
the district court’s inherent equiteble
powers. And whileit can be argued tha
the process was intended to meet cer-
tain socia needs, itisnotanintegrated,
comprehensive approach for deciding
all child support issues in all cases.
Rather, the administrative child support
process applies only to limited types of
caseswhere public moniesareinvolved
and only to certain issuesin those cases.
Parties may be involved in concurrent
proceedings in the district court on
property or custody issues outside the
scope of the administrative child sup-
port prOCGSS—WhICh is precisely what

occurred in Holmberg—and child sup-
port proceedings beforeanALJ. Thein-
troduction of additional
decisionmakers, the concomitant risk
that decisions may be inconsistent or
not easily reconciled, and the ineffi-
ciency of requiring consideration of
overlapping or identical evidence and
multiple appealsstand in contrast tothe
integr ated and compr ehensive nature of
the workers' compensation system. 18

Other courts on both the state and
federal level have similady ruled that
certain transfersof judicial authority to
administrative agencies violated sepa-
ration of powers under either state or
federa congtitutions. While each state' s
constitution and the federal constitution
differ somewhat from the Minnesota
constitution, these foreign decisions
reinforce the importance of a careful
examination of ary delegation of judi-
cia functions. °

Finally, we reject the dissent’s
daim that Madk v. City of Minneapo-
[i$° changed the outside limit of quasi-
judicial power in Minnesota. Whilethe
dissent reads Mack as reducing the test
for separatlon of pONeI’S to a simple

rIF‘-«

peilished sminkess sieel mflecton)
= FREE Thermometer! "

Leredi?  Syany Oven

= Only 2] I Size 197 2 [9°
Imsfide depah 117

= Self-leveling Conking
Shelf (9" x 12.3%)

#= Heaches fom B0 Fio

Coolkswith mniss
heit, s ments & veggics
tay juicy!

= Rafleciom fald down for
Eilsy Carrying & slorage

= Ruggedly Bullf {fiber-

ghass hody, lempered glass door, silicong mabber gaskets,

&00" F

‘noking With the Sun” conkhook

$235 ($17 shipping)

lime.

casy o Lk,

= Weighi: 3 Ibs

$169 ($10 shipping)

Family Grain Mlll

Over 25 years of satisfied
customers say a lot aboul how
wiedl this mill stands the vest of
It's hardened steel
grinding. cone burrs are
infinitely adjustable and allow
you to grind any type of grain
inig flour and cereals.

= Size: 6x L1 x 16 inches high

Very

Write for a full 50+ e catala

include $3) We don't take credit cards for our catalay
Purificution Stevage; Food Storage; Non- Hybrid Garden Serds: Severa! Gram Mills; Boxveh Kitchen Machine: Pressure
| Cookerrs; Pyrommid Stoves; Mammal Doagh Mixers; Meas Granders; Hand Jnfoers and Canning Eqwipmeni; Solar Equipment;
NICAD Burreries: Shormwawe Radios, BavGen Wind-up Rodios; Lubriconng Producty Thas Really Work: Nighs- ¥ivion
YIK Related Boods & Videos, Home Church Books, Bomeschopling Maserialy; Books, Books, & More Books

Catalog contains: Water

Christian Family Resources, P.O. Box 405, Kit Carson, CO 80825

Credil Coard (VISANC) Orders Only (TH) 962-3228 Mon.-Fri. 1200 pm -

Volume 8, No. 3

www.antishyster.com

1-800-477-5508

Z:00 pun MIST

972-418-8993

41



42

Transcript Immediately Available
IRSSUMMONSMEETING
Conducted in October ‘96 — No further action has been taken. See why.

This court-reporter’ s transcript will show:

v The agents will not admit to working for the United States;

vV How the IRS was made to ask legally answerable questions;

v The proper reservation of rights, and how they were employed

See for yourself how the IRS conducts these meetings, how they question you,
and what you may do to prepare. Complete with cites.

SEND a $25 postal money order only to:

WNA GROUP c/o 1508 E. 86th Street, Suite 141
Indianapolis, Indiana (46240)

question of whether appellate judicial
review is provided, we regject that analy-
sis. That view would pemit the legis-
lature to transfer any traditional judi-
cial function, wholesale, to autonomous
ALJs who are members of the execu-
tive branch, without requiring any
agency or district court review, so long
asthe“find” ALJdecisionsare gopeal-
ale to this court. Moreover, Mack,
which involved limitations on attorney
fees in workers compensation cases
and allowed the agency to initialy set
the amount of dtorney fees* relied
heavily on the* nearly uniform practice
throughout the country of assigning
responsibility for atorney feesto com-
pensaion commissions. . . . Given this
uniform approach, [the supreme court]
deding[d] to invoke the separation of
powers as a basis for invalidating the
statute”’

We recognize that in the area of
family law thevolume of casesislarge,
mary children receive child support
servicesfromapublic authority, and the
current administrative child support
process lessens the burden on limited
district court resources. We must con-
dude, however, tha the administrative
support system represents an improper
atempt to transfer broad judicial powver
to the executi ve branch. This attempted
transfer violates the rule announced in
Breimhorst and the limits of our state
congtitution, and it does not fit within
the exceptions carved out in WUl or
Breimhorst. We therefore hold the ad-
ministrative child support process gov-
erned by Minn. Stat. § 518.5511 uncon-
stitutional because it violates the sepa-
ration of powers required by the Min-
nesota Constitution.

Appellants also raise due process
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and equal protection claims, based on
the selective nature of the administra-
tive child support process. The process
denies litigants access to the district
court while limiting the use of the ad-
ministrative process, all based on
whether public monies are involved,
counties make certain elections, or the
commissioner of human services des-
ignates a county for the administretive
process. Conditioning litigants’ access
toacongtitutional court based on finan-
cial considerations and on independent
decisions madein the executive branch
or individual countiesistroubling, both
from the perspective of equa protec-
tion and fundamental fairness, and be-
cause of the precedent it sets. Because
the factual and evidentiary record be-
forethiscourtisnot fully developed on
the due process and equal protection
claims, we decline to rule on these is-
sues. [That last sentence implies this
may be avery hot issue the courts do
not wish to address.]

Finally, our ruling that the admin-
istrative child support processisuncon-
stitutional is prospective only, and does
not affect the validity of existing sup-
port obligations, which remainin effect
unless and until a court grantsrelief.
Our decision will not be final until the
period for a petition for review to the
supreme court has passed or any pro-
ceedings therein have been resolved .

Decision

The administrative child support
process created by Minn. Stat. §
518.5511 (1996) is unconstitutional
because it violates the separation of
powers required by Minn. Const. art.
Il § 1. We reverse the support orders
and remand for consideration by the

www.antishyster.com

district court of the child support issues
in each of the consolidated cases. . . .
Affirmedin part, reversedin part,
and remanded.
s/ Klghake 6/12/98

! This consolidated case also
ruled on two moreissues. “Il. Didthe
district court err by modifying Sandra
Holmberg' shomestead lien?’ and“111.
Should a disabled child support obli-
gor be credited for social security dis-
ability benefits paid on behalf of the
child for whom the support obligation
isowed?’

2 Neeland v. Clearwater Mem.
Hosp., 257 N.W.2d 366, 368 (Minn.
1977).

3 However, the exact nature of the
action or motion by which constitutional
challenges might be raised isundear.

4Christenson v. Christenson, 281
Minn. 507, 521-24, 162 N.W.2d 194,
203-04 (1968) (discovery mles and
privilege against self-incrimination
availeble in divorce action, as in ary
other civil action).

5 Estate of Jones by Blume v.
Kvamme, 529 N .W.2d 335, 337 (Minn.
1995).

SInreLord, 255 Minn. 370, 372,
97 N.W.2d 287, 289 (1959) (“the ex-
ecutive shall have no power to interfere
with the courts in the performance of
judicia functions”).

7 Breimhorst v. Beckman, 227
Minn. 409, 432-33, 35 N.W.2d 719,
733-34 (1949)

8 WUIIf v. Tax Ct. of Appeals, 288
N.W.2d 221, 223 (Minn. 1979).

9 Lee v. Lee, 459 N.W.2d 365,
368-69 (Minn. App. 1990), review de-
nied (Minn. Oct. 18, 1990).

10 Meath v. Harmfid Substance
Compensation Bd., 550 N.W.2d 275,
281 n.2 (Minn. 1996) (noting “limited
and deferential revien” provided by
certiorari “ensures that the judiciary
does not encroach” on powers of other
branches of government). [Thisimplies
that use of certiorari to secure a judi-
cial remedy may guarantee a defeat
since by definition, certiorari compels
the courts to defer to the judgment of
the executive or legislative branches of
government. Thisseemsconsistent with
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reports from one prisoner who's try-
ing to use a habeas corpus to compel
the U.S. Supreme Court to release him;
in his case, the S.C. clerk insists they
can't accept a “ habeas corpus’ per se,
but can only receive a habeas corpus
argument presented as a request for
certiorari. Perhaps use of certiorari to
demand one's rights gives the court a
procedural foundation to ignore the
demand.]

1 Under apilot project, some de-
cisions made by refereesin the Second
Judicial District are not being r eviewed
by district court judges. We note, how-
ever, that this pilot project is confined
to asingle district, is of limited dura-
tion, and is a joint effort of all three
branches of govemment (authorized by
the legislatur e, approved by the gover-
nor, and implemented by the supreme
court). See 1996 Minn. Laws ch. 365,
§ 2 (authorizing Second Judicia Dis-
trict pilot project and setting expiration
date); in re Second Judicial Dist. Com-
bined Jurisdiction Pilot Project, No.
CX-89-1863 (Minn. Apr. 10, 1996)
(implementing pilot project). The ad-
visability of foregoing review in the
district court remains to be seen. See
Kahnv. Tronnier, 547 N.W.2d 425,428
(Minn.App. 1996) (district court review
of referee’s order not prerequisite to
gopeal, but analogous to motion for
amended findings or new trial and af-
fects scope of review on appeal), review
denied(Minn. July 10, 1996). [A “com-
bined jurisdiction” sounds a lot like
Multi-Jurisdictional Task Force, no?
Perhaps that entity is also subject to
constitutional challengefor violation of
separaion of powers.] See Peterson v.
Peter son, 308 Minn. 297, 304, 242
N.W.2d 88, 93 (1976) (district court has
“full Authority” to adopt referee's or-
der “inwholeor in part”).

2\WuIff, supra at 224-225

13 Johnston v. Johnston, 280
Minn. 81, 86, 158 N.W.2d 249, 254
(1968); seealso InreWelfareof R.L.W,
309 Minn. 489, 491, 245 N.W.2d 204,
205 (1976) (contempt is part of court’s
inherent power, independent of statute).

14 State ex rel. Cent. Hanover
Bank & Trust Co. v. Eridkson, 212
Minn. 218, 225, 3 N .W.2d 231, 235
(1942).

Volume 8, No. 3

www.antishyster.com

15 Breimhorst, supraat 733.

16 Boedingheimer v. Lake County
Transp., 485 N.W.2d 917. 923 (Minn.
1992) (noting uniqueness of workers
compensation system, including legis-
lative oversight).

\Wullf, supra at 223.

18\We also note that the symbiotic
relationship between current funding of
AL Jsand their duty to collect back child
support may create a conflict of inter-
est which may be the type of tyranny
that the separation of power doctrineis
designed to check.

19 See, e.g., Northern Pipeline
Constr. Co. v. Marathon Pipeline Co.,
458 U.S. 50, 102 S. Ct. 2858 (1982)
(appointment of bankruptcy judgesvio-
lated Constitution where only oversight
was by way of appedl); ALW v. J.H.
W., 416 A.2d 708 (Del. 1980) (to avoid
constitutional infirmity, statute creaing
family court masters construed to re-
quire judge approval of master deci-
sions); Sate, exrel. Smithv. Sarke Cir.
Ct., 417 N.E.2d 1115 (Ind. 1981) (in-
validating leg dlatively created commis-
sion with jurisdiction over probate
civil, and crimina cases); Drennen v.
Drennen, 426 N.W.2d 252 (Neb. 1988)
(state statute drafted in responseto same
child support laws that prompted Min-
nesotastatute, deprived district court of
original jurisdiction, and violated state
constitution).

20 Madk v. City of Minneapolis
333 N.W.2d 744, 752-53 (Minn. 1983),

21 The power to regulate the bar,
and hence attorney fees, “ wasintended
to be vested exclusively in the supreme
court” Sharood v. Hatfield, 296 Minn.
416, 425, 210 N.W.2d 275, 280 (1973)
(emphasis added) (citation omitted).

Because the supreme court retains the
power to review &torney f ee decisions,
thestatutory provision limiting attomey
feesinworkers compensation proceed-
ings does not divest the supreme court
of itsauthority on the subject; it smply
givesthe supreme court the opportunity
to defer to theWorkers Compensation
Court of Appeals. Thus, Mad is con-
sistent with WuUIlf because a statute that
does not require a court to defer to an
agency, but merely gives acourt an op-
portunity to relinquish its authority to
theagency, isnot avioldion of the sepa-
ration of powers. SeeWullf, 288 N.W.2d
a 224-25 (statute allowing, but not re-
quiring, district court to refer cases to
tax court did not violate separation of
powers because it “ takes nothing from
the district court that it does not volun-
tarily relinquish”).

2 See Sate v. Olsen, 258 N.w.2d
898, 907 n. 15 (Minn. 1977) (criteriafor
determining  retroactivity  or
prospectivity indude* reliance” and* ef-
fect on the administration of justice”).

» See Hoyt Inv. Co. w.
Bloomington Commerce & Trade Ctr.
Assocs,, 418 N.W.2d 173, 176 (Minn.
1988) (this court’'s decision final when
supreme court denied petition for fur-
ther review); see also Minn. R. Civ.
App. P. 117, subd. 1 (party has 30 days
to seek review of this court’s decision
in supreme court); Minn. R. Civ. App.
p. 136.02 (entry of judgment on this
court’ sdecision stayed pending petition
for review). Thus, persons seeking re-
lief from existing support ordersar e not
discharged of their odigationto satisfy
the statutory criteria for modification.

Cash Buyers

Hltohor4

Gold, Diamonds, Coins & Jewelry
Antiques & Silver

214-340-6688

1-800-477-5508

972-418-8993

43



44

Child Support Meets
an “Evil Twin”

from Jeff Penley

n 1987, Jeff Neely and Julia

Gray gave birth to abéby girl.
In 1990, Jeff agreed in a court-sanc-
tioned contract to pay $220 amonthin
child support for their daughter.

According to Jeff, the cild’'s
mother laer gave their daughter to be
raised by the child’'s grandparents.
During 1990, Jeff paid approximately
$2,000 in child support, but then
stopped paying. Thegrandparentsrais-
ing the child expressed no concern.

Recently, the mother regained
custody and/or responsibility for rais-
ing the child from the grandparentsand
apparently initiated child support en-
forcement procedures against Jeff
Neely for approximately $28,000 in
back child support.

OnAugust 7t, 1998, a Notice to
Show Cause addressed to “JEFF D
NEELY” was “Issued at the request of
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS-
INTERSTATE.” This Notice stated that
“JEFF NEELY” wasto appear in court
on September 18", 1998 to respond to
a pleading “IN THE INTEREST OF
KRISTA GRAYA CHILD™.

The attached ORDER TO AP-
PEAR AND SHOW CAUSE warned
that“ Failureto appear may resultinthe
issuance of a Capias for the arrest of
JEFF D NEELY, entry of a default or-
der, or both”

A TexasAssistant Attorney Gen-
erad filedaMOTION FOR ENFORCE-
MENT (UIFSA) which asserted that
“JEFF D NEELY failed to pay court
ordered child support . . . [with & Total

ANTISHYSTER
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arrearage as of 6/30/98 [of]
$31,246.43,” and that he “committed a
separate act of contempt by each indi-
cated failureto pay child supportinfull
on or before its due date” The MO-
TION asked that JEFF D NEELY be
punished “by a fine of not more than
$500.00 and/or commitment to the
county jail for not more than six
months. Additionally, the Court should
order JEFF D NEELY committed to the
county jail until he pays the child sup-
port arrearage, accrued interest, reason-
able attorney fees, and court costs.”

So far as | know, Xff owns no
property and is only marginaly em-
ployed. It's unlikely that he can pay
even afraction of the alleged $30,000
arrear ageor affordto hirealavyer. He
therefore seemed headed for an inde-
terminate sentence in the debtor’s
prison we call county jail.

owever, Jeff had attended
the Dallas “Citizens for
Legal Reform” meetings for severa
years and heard abit about law, equity,
and dealing with government without
benefit of alawyer. Healso had friends
who shared experiences on how to
avoid prosecution and incarcerdtion.
Based on what he'd heard, read, and his
friends' counsel, Jeff devised astrategy
to extricate him from his problem.
As | understand it, the heart of
Jeff’ s strategy was an application of the
“Evil Twin" theory previously proposed
inthe Anti Shyster. In short, that theory
suggests that “ Jeff Neely” isanatural,
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breathing flesh and blood member of
We the Peoplewho cr egted government
and are not automatically subject to
government jurisdiction—and JEFF D.
NEELY (the “Evil Twin") is an artifi-
cia entity created by the govemment
and therefore subject to government ju-
risdiction, regulation and control. Es-
sentially, Jeff bet his freedom on the
idea that the child support obligation
and liability was not imposed on him
(the breathing, natural man) but on it—
JEFF D. NEELY - the statutory artifi-
cial entity.

I’'m interested in this story be-
causeit teststhe Evil Twin hypothesis.
Unfortunately, that testing isimpureand
not yet absolutely confirmed. That is,
Jeff’s biological father's name was
“Penley” but his mother divorced, re-
married, Eff grew up using hismother’s
second husband's surname (“Neely”)
even though he had not been legaly
adopted  Jeff has recently retumed to
using hishirth name (“ Jeff Penley”) and
seriously compromised any automéic
association with JEFF D NEELY.

Further, Jeff sent a series of Peti-
tionsto the Texas State L egislature and
filed for an “Identity Hearing” to de-
termine if the corporate entity JEFF D
NEELY isacorporation licensed to do
businessin the state of Texas. In short,
Jeff isusing several strategies simulta-
neously. That makesit virtually impos-
sibe to determine which straegy(ies)
is(are) valid, whichis(ar €) half-cocked,
worthless or even counterproductive.

Nevertheless, all or part of his

1-800-477-5508
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strategies appears to be working since
Jeff says that shortly after he imple-
mented his strategy:

“My Show Cause Hearing was
removed from court. The Cause-Case
file was removed from the 330t Dis-
trict Court’s Records office and sent to
the Attorney General’s office. | went
to the 330" Court’ sfile office to review
the contents of the Cause file and was
informed that ‘the Attorney Generd
intervened on [his own] motion to en-
force' "

For now, at least, theAG’s office
has badked out of Jeff’s case On Sep-
tember 10, 1998 the AG’s office sent a
cettified letter which closed with astate-
ment tha the AG would “attempt in
good faith to resolve contested issues
inthiscase by alternative dispute reso-
lution without the necessity of court
intervention.” [Emph. add.] Appar-
ently, the AG does not want to try Jff
Penley's casein court.

Since alternative dispute resolu-
tion can't put anyonein jail, it appears
that Jeff has (at least temporarily)
stopped the AG’s attempt to enforce
child support collection and kept him-
self out of jail.

Although all or part of his strat-
egy worked, his success doesn’t prove
the“Evil Twin” argument isvalid. But
if it werenot valid, I'd expect the AG’s
office to use it in court as a device to
make Jeff “look stupid,” tear down his
other arguments, and gain acorwiction.

hatever the explanation,

the steps and documents
involved in Jeff’s strategy are too
lengthy to reprint herein their entirety,
but here's part of Jeff's summary:

It was necessary to cancel my
\oters Registration (V.R.) to use this
procedure, as the V.R. is a corporate
contract. When one cancels V.R., he
can no longer be considered a resident
of the county, which is a form of cor-
porate jurisdiction. | took my card to
the VIR. office, the clerk said to write
on the back of the card that | no longer
wanted to participatein voting and sign
the card next to my statement. | did
and received areceipt to prove that my
registration had been cancelled.”

“Also, I'm told it's necessary to
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cancel the Social Security card. .. [but]
| haven't done thisyet. However, can-
celing these contracts strengthensone's
lawful status under the Texas Constitu-
tion and other laws that are used in the
additional documents”

Jeff also sent several Petitionsto
the Texas State Lagislatur e concerning
his case and even filed a Notice that
because the attorney who implemented
theorigina child support contract had
died, that contract wasno longer valid.*

Intherecent “Evil Twin” article,
the Anti Shyster hypothesized tha each
of our all uppercase names (“JEFF D
NEELY") identifies a statutory trust
which, by virtue of being created by
government, is absolutely subject to
government taxation, regulation, etc
While Jeff and his friends agree that
uppercase names identify artificial en-
tities, they believethose entitiesare cor-
porations rather than trusts. Based on
that belief, Jeff stopped using the sur-
name “NEELY” (the name of his
mother’s second husband who raised,
but did not legally adopt Jeff) and be-
gan using his biological father's sur-
name, “Penley”. According to Jeff, he
did so because “JEFF D NEELY” is
“the name the govemment has incor-
porated” and thereby made him subject
to the government corporate jurisdic-
tion. Inother words, without agovem-
ment-certified, sanctioned, or registered
“NAME,” government has no automatic
administrative jurisdiction over you.

n August 21, 1998, Jeff

filed three brief documents
that made the AG jump. These docu-
mentsallegeor imply that 1) the STATE
OF TEXAS is a corporation; 2) JEFF
D NEELY is a corporation that is not
registered with the Texas Secretary of
State and therefore can't transact busi-
ness, sue or be sued in Texas;, 3) Jeff
Penley isanatural, breathing man—not
acorporation—and istherefore not sub-
ject to the jurisdiction of the TEXAS
District (comporate) courts; and 4) if Jeff
Penley should be tried, it must be as a
natural man in the (virtually unused)
County Constitutional Court as per the
Texas Constitution. (All of the follow-
ing f ootnotes and bracketed comments
are my additions.)

1-800-477-5508

Date:  August 21, 1998

To: CorPORATEATTORNEY FOR
THE STATE OF TEXAS
3400 CARLISLE STE 410
DALLASTEXAS

Jeff Penley

c/o0 5910 Oram #7

Dallas, Texas[75206]

From:

NOTICE

Your Presentment is Refused for
DolusMalus,2CapriciousandArbitrary
Actions. Your firm has no Jurisdiction
and/or venue concerning Jeff Penley.
You have invaded my Privacy without
permission. | do not have a contract
with THE STATE OF TEXAS and/or
with the 330TH DISTRICT COURT
OF THE CORPORATION OF DAL-
LAS COUNTY, TEXAS:?

You, CORPORATEATTORNEY
FOR THE STATE OF TEXAS* are
guilty of attempted extortion of Jeff
Penley under Color of Law. I, Jeff
Penley am anaive-bornAmerican and
not astatutory person. The attorneys of
CORPORATEATTORNEY FOR THE
STATE OF TEXAS have committed
barratry agginst Jeff Penley >

CANCER
CURED IN
1934

by Royal Raymond Rife

Inaclinical study sponsored by the
University of Southern California
in 1934, 16 out of 16 terminally ill
Cancer patients were cured using
Frequency (sound). Rifeasofound
the cure for most Diseases we suf-
fer with. Rife's research survives
intheMODEL “D” Bio ActiveFre-
quency Instrument. One of akind.
Nothing inthe World can equal the
MODEL “D”. Call or write your
independent dealer immediately!

Robert Houchins
100 South Trooper Rd.
Jeffersonville PA 19403
610-539-6965

972-418-8993
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Your Notice is further evidence
of fraud. The Noticeis dated August 3,
1998, the Notice gives adeadline of 20
days, and the Notice was August 7th,
1998 as DELIVERED.

If the CORPORATE ATTOR-
NEY FOR THE STATE OF TEXAS
CORPORATION issilly enough to ar-
rest mewith an unconstitutional Capias
Warrant,® of which they have been no-
tified by the Supreme Courts rulings
giventothem, | will be morethan happy
toinclude CORPORATEATTORNEY
FOR THE STATE OF TEXAS in my
major lawsuit against them.

CORPORATE ATTORNEY
FOR THE STATE OF TEXAS, you
have 3 days fromreceipt of thisNotice
to respond in writing and produce the
contract signed with penandink that |,
Jeff Penley have with CORPORATE
ATTORNEY FOR THE STATE OF
TEXAS and with THE STATE OF
TEXAS and/or any other STATE.

Respectfully submitted,

S/ Jeff Penley

Jeff Penley

eff’'s second document noti

fies the STATE that heis not
“incorporated” andthat by alleging, im-
plying or presuming otherwise, the
STATE's agents are intentionally dis-
enfranchising (depriving) him of oneor
more of the Rights that are guaranteed
in the Texas Constitution.

Jeff demands an “Identity Hear-
ing” to deter mine the truth or falsity of
the STATE' simplicit allegation that Jeff
Penley is part of the corporae JEFF D
NEELY. Jeff warnsthat if the STATE's
officers and agents fail to prove their
point, Jeff will file a counterdaim.

Date: August 21, 1998
Cause No. 88-18701-Y
THE STATE OF TEXAS
A CORPORATION
CORPORATION ATTORNEY
OF TEXAS
3400 CARLISLE STE 410
DALLAS, TEXAS 75204

Jeff Penley

c/0 5910 Oram #7
Dallas, Texas [75206]

www.antishyster.com

NOTICE AND DEMAND
FOR IDENTITY HEARING

Now comes, Jeff Penley demand-
ing an I dentity Hearing within 10 days.
The court record showsthat Jeff Penley
has been Incorporated into a Corpora-
tion calledJEFF D NEELY. Therecord
shows that the Secretary of STATE OF
TEXAS has no record of Jeff Penley
being incorporated into a corporation
by the name of JEFF D NEELY. The
Secretary of State of the STATE OF
TEXAS has no record of the Corpora-
tion of JEFF D NEELY paying any cor-
porate tax.

Notice: Jeff Penley demands
strict proof of Jeff Penley’s incorpor a-
tion into a CORPORATION called
JEFF D NEELY per the DISTRICT
COURT/COUNTY OF DALLAS
records. Jeff Renley has reason to be-
lieve and does believe that the STATE
OF TEXAS the CORPORATION and
the COURT CLERK OF DALLAS
COUNTY have and did falsify the
records disenfranchising Jeff Penley of
his unalienable rights and from Atticle
1 Section 29 of the 1836, 1845, and
1876 Texas Constitution in violation of
the Reconstruction Act? guaranteeing
him the right to never be disenfran-
chised of Atticle 1 Section 29 of the
Texas Constitution. Natice is hereby
given to this STATE OFTEXAS COR-
PORATE ATTORNEY, THE DIS-
TRICT COURT/COUNTY OF DAL-
LAS CORPORATION:Its officersand
agents, that the STATE OF TEXAS of -
ficers and agents bring forth the con-
tract that Incor porated Jeff Penley into
and/or under the Public Policies of the
STATE OF TEXAS.

In event the STATE OF TEXAS
is unable to produce the corporation
papers/documents that incorporated
Jeff Penley into the corpor ation called
JEFF D NEELY, then Jeff Penley brings
forth thiscounterclaim for arbitrary and
capricious acts, libel and slander, ex-
tortion, false and misrepresentation and
demandsatrial underArticle 1 Sections
3, 8,9 10, 13, 15, 16, 17, 19, 26, 29
and 30 of the 1836, 1845, and 1876
Texas Congtitution, the 7th amendment
of the 1787 Constitution of the united
States of Americaand the 1869 Recon-
struction Act.

1-800-477-5508
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Jff Penley praysfor damagesfor
rightsviolationsfor 100,000 Dollarsfor
each right under Atticle 1 Section 29
of the 1836, 1845, and 1876 Texas Con-
stitution egainst each officer and agent
of the STATE OF TEXAS CORPORA.-
TION including but not limited to all
Attorneys, ADMINISTRATIVE OF-
FICERS (l.e. JUDGE), and COURT
CLERKS and any and al other dam-
agesthat Jeff Penley should ask for and
failed to do so because heisnot learned
inthe statutes of theSTATE OF TEXAS
and all other just compensation this
court hasknowledge of that isdue him;
Jeff Penley praysthis cause berefered
tothe Dallas County Attorney to be pre-
sented to the Grand-Jury for rightsvio-
lations by THE STATE OF TEXAS
CORPORATION, its officers and
agents against Jeff Penley.

Respectfully Submitted,

S/ Xff Penley

Jeff Penley

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

A true and correct copy of this
NOTICE AND DEMAND FOR IDEN-
TITY HEARING was served upon the
ATTORNEY FOR THE STATE OF
TEXAS 3400 CARLISLE STE 410
DALLAS, TEXAS 75204 by delivery
toitsofficethis21% day of August 1998.

By:_g/ Jeff Penley

inally, Jeff'sthird document

demands his case be re-
moved from the corporae DISTRICT
COURT of the COUNTY OF DALLAS
(INC.) (where it was scheduled to be
heard on Sept. 18, 1998) to the proper
County Court asspelled out inthe Texas
Constitution. It’s interesting that the
proper “ Congtitutional County Court” is
not only virtually unused, but in Dallas,
not even dearly occupied (the judge
elected to that bench seemingly aban-
doned it tojudge elsewhere). Neverthe-
less, Eff arguesthat the County Courtis
the constitutionally mandated court for
natural, breathing men and women.

August 21, 1998
THE STATE OF TEXAS

A CORPORATION
CORPORATION ATTORNEY
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OF TEXAS
3400 CARLISLE STE 410
DALLAS, TEXAS 75204

Jeff Penley
c/o0 5910 Oram #7
Ddllas, Texas [75206]

PETITION FOR REMOVAL TO THE
COUNTY CONSTITUTIONAL
COURT UNDERARTICLE1SECTION
290F THE TEXASCONSTITUTION

Now comes, Jeff Fenley and gives
notice of Constitutional violations by
agents and officers of the DALLAS
COUNTY COURT a STATE OF
TEXAS Corpor aion and of removal of
Cause No. 88-18701-Y to the County
Constitutional Court as provided for
under your laws the Texas Civil Prac-
tice and Remedies Code pursuant to
Section 154.001 and the 1836 and 1876
Texas Constitution. Jeff Penley gives
notice of Libel of his good name and
reputation, by acts of Dolus Malus by
agents and officers of the STATE OF
TEXAS CORPORATE ATTORNEY,
THE DISTRICT COURT/COUNTY
OF DALLAS CORPORATION AND
AGENTS. Jeff Penley gives notice and
demands that Cause No. 88-18701-Y
henceforth be removed to the County
Constitutional Court under Article 1
Section 29 of the Texas Constitution.

Jeff Penley gives notice and de-
mands a Tria by Jury as preserved by
the Texas Congtitution by Article 1 Sec.
15 and 19. Jeff Penley gives notice that
he has been deprived of life, liberty, and
property by agents and officers of the
STATE OF TEXAS CORPORATEAT-
TORNEY, THE DISTRICT COURT/
COUNTY OF DALLAS CORPORA-
TION AND AGENTS and demands
removal of this Cause No. 88-18701-Y
from the STATE OF TEXAS CORPO-
RATE ATTORNEY, THE DISTRICT
COURT/COUNTY OF DALLAS
CORPORATION, to the County Con-
stitutional Court and demands a Trial
by Jury in the due course of the law of
theland, the common law, as preser ved
by Atticle 1 Section 19 and 29, of the
1836 and 1876 Texas Constitution.

Respectfully submitted:

S/ Jeff Penley

Jeff Penley

1-800-477-5508

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

A trueand correct copy of thisPE-
TITION FOR REMOVAL TO THE
COUNTY CONSTITUTIONAL
COURT UNDER ARTICLE 1 SEC-
TION 29 OF THETEXASCONSTITU-
TION was served upon the CORPO-
RATE ATTORNEY FOR THE STATE
OFTEXAS 3400 CARLISLE STE 410
DALLAS, TEXAS75204 by delivery to
it'soffice this 21st day of August 1998.

S/ Xff Penley

O n September 10, 1998, the

Attorney General re-
sponded with his “Original Answer”.
Bear in mind that thisis alega docu-
ment prepared by and for theAG’s of -
ficeto defend theAG and several assis-
tants against being sued. We can rea
sonably assume that every “t” is prop-
erly crossed, every “i” precisely dotted.
No letter, number, word or phrase
should be presented improperly.

But as you read, observe how
each name is spelled as either upper-
case (“JEFF PENLEY") or capitalized
(“Jeff Penley”). In fact, “JEFF D
NEELY” is used once; “JEFF D
NEELY” (italicized) twice; “JEFF
PENLEY?” (italicized) four times; “Jeff
Penley” five times; and “Jeff Penley”
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(italicized) once.

These mixed name formats can’t
be explained away as random typing
errors or irrelevant inconsistencies on
alegal document. Instead, they sup-
port our suspicion that different name
formats identify different kinds of le-
gal entities:

NCP Name: JEFF D NEELY
CP Name: JULIE GRAY

OAG Number: UR00091201
CAUSE NUMBER 8818701Y

IN THE INTEREST OFKRISTA GRAY
A CHILD

IN THE 330TH DISTRICT COURT
OF DALLASCOUNTY, TEXAS

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL'S NO-
TICE OF DEFECTIVE SERVICE,
MOTION TO QUASH SERVICE, AND
RESPONSE TO: RESPONDENT'S
PETITION FOR REMOVAL TO THE
COUNTY CONSITUTIONAL [sic]
COURT UNDER ARTICLE 1 SEC-
TION 29 of the TEXAS CONSTITU-
TION, NOTICEAND DEMAND FOR
IDENTITY HEARING, and NOTICE

TOTHE HONORABLE JUDGE
OF SAID COURT:10

NOTICE OF DEFECTIVE SERVICE
AND MOTION TO QUASH

1. JEff Penley attempted to serve
the Office of the Attorney General,
Child Support Division, Dallas unit
0410E, as the “cor porate attorney for
the State of Texas.” The undersigned
knows of no such person or entity. If
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770-748-3297
Consultation by Appt.

Respondent were seeking to serve Dan
Morales, Attorney General of Texas, the
agent for service of process isAdrian
Vasguez who resides in Austin, Texas.
Unit 0410E is not authorized to accept
service on behalf of theAttorney Gen-
eral and any attempted service on this
unit for the Attorney General would be
and is defective. The Court should
guash all such attempts at service.**

GENERAL DENIAL

2. The Office of the Attorney
General, representing only*? the inter-
ests of the State of Texas under the au-
thority of Chapter 231, Texas Family
Code, entersageneral denial asto Jeff
Penley’ s pleadings and demands strict
proof.

SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS

3. The Office of the Attorney
Genera specialy exceptsto al claims
by Jeff Penley tha he has been wrong-
fully incorporated into the corporation
by the name of Jeff D Neely.** The Of-
fice of the Attorney General is unable
to determinewhat Jeff Penley meansby
that and is therefore unable to ad-
equately prepare a defense to these
claims.

4. The Office of the Attorney
Genera specialy exceptsto al claims
by Jeff Penley for atorney fees or other
monetary relief because he has not
plead thefoll owing matterswith requi-
site specificity:

a. the identity of the persons or
entities against whom JEFF PENLEY
seeks such relief;4

b. whether JEFF PENLEY seeks
such relief against the persons in their
official or individual capacities;

c. the factual basis of thedaim;

www.antishyster.com

d. the statutory basisfor such re-
lief;

e thefactual or statutory basis of
any claimed waiver of sovereignimmu-
nity from suit; and

f. the factual or stautory basis of
any claimed waiver of official or
quasi-judicia immunity fromsuch relief.

5. Because of this lack of speci-
ficity the Attorney General isunableto
adequaely prepare a defense against
such claims.

6. The Court should sustain these
special exceptions and strike JEFF
PENLEY' Sdaims for attorney fees or
other monetary relief, subject to his
right to promptly replead such claims
with requisite specificity.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

1. Intheir official capacities, Dan
Morales — Attorney General of Texas,
Jorge Vega — Firgt Assistant Attorney
General, Adrian Vasquez — Deputy
I\V-D Director, and all Assistant Attor-
neys General participating inthiscause
have sovereign immunity from suitsfor
cdaimsfor attomey’'sfeesor other mon-
etary relief.

2. In their individual capacities,
Dan Moraes—Attomey General of Texas,
Jorge Vega — Hrst Assistant Attorney
Generd, AdrianVasguez — Deputy 1V-D
Director, and al Assistant Attomeys Gen-
era participaing in this cause have offi-
cia or quasi-judicial immunity from li-
ability for attor ney’s fees or other mon-
etary relief because they were acting in
good faith and within the discretion,
course, and scope of their officia duties
as State officials at al times relevant to
JEFF PENLEY scdams.?®

PRAYER

TheAttorney General prays that
the Court grant all relief requested
herein. TheAttor ney General praysfor
general relief.

Statement Concerning Alterna-
tive Dispute Resolution

“1 AM AWARE THAT IT Is THE
PoLicy OF THe StaTe OF Texas To Pro-
MOTE THE AMICABLE AND NONJUDICIAL
SETTLEMENT OF DiSPUTES INVOLVING
CHILDREN AND FaMILIES. | AM AwARE
Or ALTERNATIVE DispuTE RESOLUTION
MEeTHoDSs| NcLUDING MEDIATION. WHILE

1-800-477-5508

972-418-8993
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| RECoGNIZE THAT ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE
ResoLuTioN Is ANALTERNATIVE TO AND
Not A SusTiTuTE FOR A TRIAL AND
THAT THis Case May BE TRED IFIT IS
Nor SerTLED, | REPRESENT TO THE COURT
THAT I WiLL ATTEMPT IN Goob FaITHTO
ABsoLveE BErore FINAL TRIAL CONTESTED
IssuesIN THISCAsE By ALTERNATIVE Dis-
PUTE ResoLuTioON WiTHOUT THE NECES-
sITY OF CouRT INTERVENTION

Respect fully submitted,

DAN MORALES

Attorney General of Texas
JORGE VEGA

Frst Assistant Attorney Generd
ADRIAN VASQUEZ

Deputy 1V-D Director

S/ Mary B. Stanley

Mary B. Stanley

Assistant Attorney Genera
Child Support Division

Texas Bar No. 19046550
CHILD SUPPORT UNIT 041 OE
1600 PACIFIC AVE. #1100
DALLASTX 75201
Telephone No. (214) 965-6600

VERIFICATION OF
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES
| solemnly affirm and declare the
foregoing to be atrue statement.®
S/ Mary B. Stanley

State of Texas
County of Dallas

Before me, a notary public, on
this 10" day of September, 1998, per-
sonally appeared Mary Stanley, known
to me to be the person whose name is
subscribe to the foregoing document
and being by me first duly sworn, de-
clared that the statements therein con-
tained are true and correct.

S/ Barbara C. Boardman

Notary Public

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that a true and correct
copy of the foregoing has been serve
donthebelow listed partiesor their rep-
resentatives pursuant to Rule 21a, Texas
Rulesof Civil Procedure, onthe 10" day
of September, 1998.
S/ Mary B. Stanley
Mary B. Stanley

They killed his dog.
They killed his son.

They killed his wife.

But they just couldn’t keep Randy Weaver down!

Now for the first time, the shocking story of federal corruption and murder that
sickened a nation — and almost destroyed the Weaver family — in their own words!

Federal Siege at Ruby Ridge

In Our Own Words by Randy and Sarah Weaver

| am scared to remember those horrible days in August of 1992. It’s private and
personal, but it’s not. | have no privacy left. It was gone with the first reporter,

gone with the first camera. It was gone with the first journalist out to get the

big story. The problem is, they don’t know the story. No one does except my
family. We lived it. With a heavy heart | began the task of sharing our story with
the world. Even now, sometimes my mind tricks me into believing it was all a dream.

Assistant Attorney Generd
Party:
JULIE GRAY

JEFF D NEELY aka Jeff Penley c
5910 ORAM

APT 7

DALLAS, TX 75206

G enerally, the AG’s office
claimed or implied that
Jeff’s entire claim waswadko. But if
Jeff’s wacko, why did the AG’s office
cancel the hearing scheduled for Sep-
tember 18th? Why abandon the “mora
imperative” to enforce child support?
Why waste all that energy declaring
their immunities and defenses against
anut? Why move the case from Court
(where Jeff might be jailed) to an “Al-
temative Dispute Resolution” hearing,
that might not even happen? If Jeff’s
cdaims and arguments are fundamen-
tally invalid, why not just take him to
court on September 18th, let him show
the judge and jury how nuts he is, and

| am afraid that once | put it all down on paper my mind will never trick me again. — Sarah Weaver

To order The Federal Siege at Ruby Ridge send $21.95 (S&H included) by check or money order to:

(for autographed copy)

Ruby Ridge, Inc.

Bookmasters

P.O. Box 388 Ashland, OH 44805

P.O. Box 1101 Marion, MT 59925
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L earn how to stop a levy
Learn how to stop alien

" NEVER FEAR THE IRSAGAIN

A 272 Page Defensive Handbook For Dealing
With The Intemal Revenue Service

L 2

L 2

& Learn howtoremovealien

€ Learn how to abate penalties

¢ Learn howtoabaelnterest

@ LEARNTHE IMPORTANCE OF REGULATIONS

Only $29.95 plus $4.00 shipping & handling.

We accept: M/C, VISA, American Express and Discover.
Call our toll free No. 888-321-2979.
Visit our Home Page at: www.neverfearirs.com

By Richard E. Clark

Or E Mail us at: sales@neverfearirs.com

then sentence him to jail?

The most plausibe explanation
seemsto betha Jeff’ s onto something.
Whileit's likey that Jeff’s paperwork
isnot perfect or even entirel y valid, it's
pretty clear that Jeff’stouched on some-
thing tha theAG’s office does not wish
to face or publicly expose.

he mixed use of the UPPER-

CASE and Capitalized
names appears repeatedly in the AG’s
Answer. However, this use of the up-
per case, italicized “ JEFF D NEELY”
immediately followed by capitalized,
normal text “aka JEff Penley” and then
uppercase, italicized address “5910
ORAM'’ etc. isaperplexing example of
“multiple” name formats. Note that
“JEFF D NEELY" is uppercase, itali-
cized and “aka Jeff Penley” is capital-
ized normal text (not italicized).

It takes two separatetyping “ com-
mands’ to change from all uppercase
italicsto cepitalized normal text. (Frst,
you shift out of the “caps lock” key on
your computer keyboar d; then you ter-
minate the italics command.) Then,
when the AG's office shifted back from

ANTISHYSTER

Also available at amazon.com

T. JEFFERSON PRESS
10300 N. Central Expressway Suite # 530
Dallas, TX 75231
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“aka Jeff Penley” (capitalized normal
text) to “5910 ORAM™” etc. (uppercase
italicized text), the typist had to make
two more intentional acts: 1) hit the
“capslock” key to shift back intoal up-
percaselettersand 2) hit theitalics com-
mand to cause text to beitalicized.

Thevariationsare especialy per-
plexing on a legal document wherein
the AG and several assistants are estab-
lishing adefense against being sued. |
can’'t imagine why the names “ JEFF D
NEELY " and “Jeff Penley” should not
be both printed in the same format on
the same line unless there is a funda-
mental difference in kind (not degree)
between the two entities. That is,
“NEELY” and“Penley” may not belong
to the same dass of entities. They may
be as different as animals, vegetables
and minerals—or artificial entitiesand
real persons.

However, what that precise differ-
enceis, remainsto be proved. Both Jeff
and | agree that uppercase “NEELY”
identifiesan artificial entity (like atrust
or corporation), while capitalized
“Penley” indicates a natural, breathing
man. But Jeff and | disagree on the na-

www.antishyster.com

ture of the attificia entity. Jeff believes
“NEELY” is a corporation, but because
tha corporationisnot registered with the
Texas Secretary of State, it can't sue or
be sued in Texas. |, on the other hand,
suspect “NEELY” isatrust.

Since Jeff is actualy using his
corporation argument (not speculating,
as | do with trusts) with apparent suc-
cess, it seems likely that the artificia
entity/ Evil Twin“NEELY " may, inf act,
be a corporation rather than atrust.

However, | still cling to trust
analysis because:

1) Trusts need not be identified
by specific language, only by their
form, i.e., by the relationship that ex-
ists between severa parties. For ex-
ample, | can create a trust that places
me in the relationship of Trusteeto all
my readerswho will be my trust’s ben-
eficiaries — and | need not even notify
those beneficiaries of their new status.
| need never use the terms “grantor”,
“trust”, “trustee” or “beneficiary” and
till the beneficiaries are expected to
discern their new status from theform
of our relationship (maybe | send ‘em
free copies of the Anti Shyster). If | can
do it, so can the government. Because
itisupto the beneficiariesto recognize
the status that’s been imposed on them,
trusts have a stealth factor that no cor-
poration can match. That is, so far as|
can tell, | can't be incorporated with-
out my knowledge, but | can be
“beneficiarized” and never haveaclue.

2) Unlike statutory corporaions,
trusts need not be registered with as
state's Secretary of State to transact
business. Therefore, each of us could
easily be subject to (beneficiaries of)
scores of trusts whose names are diffi-
cult to even discover. Thisgivestrusts
a phantom quality that, compared to
corpor aions, allovsthemto operaeal-
most invisibly.

If you are subjected to adminis-
trative procedures (not due process of
law) because of your unwitting irvolve-
ment in atrust, how do you even prove
it? If you don’'t know the name of the
trust that's rendered you a beneficiary,
and (like most Americans) you
wouldn’t recognize atrust rel ationship
if you were buried in them (which you
well may be), only the most astute in-

1-800-477-5508
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dividuals will recognize, identify and
defeat the presumptionsand obligaions
that can be mysteriously imposed by
trusts. The rest will be “handled” like
little kids, and emerge from court in a
complete state of bewildemment.

Still, Jeff may be right. Maybe
theupper case name only identifiescor-
porations, not trusts. But even if Jeff is
wrong, perhaps by merely raising the
identity issug he scared the AG off.
That is, since Jeff claims “JEFF D
NEELY” isacorpor ation, the AG’s of -
fice will have to specificall y disprove
that claim. Evenif “NEELY” isnot a
comor aion, the AG will have to offer
evidence of what “NEELY” redlly is to
disprove Eff’'sclaim. If the“Evil Twin"
argument isvalid, the government must
be reluctant to addr ess tha issuein any
form. If Jeff declared that “NEELY”
identified a Martian and demanded an
I dentity Hearing, the government might
still have to retreat rather than risk re-
vealing what “NEELY” really is.

This analysis strikes me as espe-
cialy probable since Jeff has not only
raised the issue of Identity but alsoim-
plicitly threatened every lawyer (and
judge) on the case with charges of Bar-
ratry® if they enter any false or fictitious
pleadings into the court. If Jeff only
asked for an I dentity Hearing, the aver-
agelavy er might try totrick Eff witha
series of cleverly constructed lies into
believing that there's no difference in
kind between “NEELY” and “Penley”.
In other words, Jeff’s demand for an
I dentity Hearing might not necessarily
reveal the truth about “NEELY” if the
lawyer could safely lie to conceal tha
truth. But once Jeff mentioned Barra-
try, the lavyers knew they couldn’t lie
without risking their license.

So. It's only conjecture, but if
they don’t dare expose the truth about
uppercase names in an ldentity Hear-
ing (or they might publicly expose the
whole scheme) and they don't darelie
to conced that truth (or they might be
disbarred), what cantheAG's officedo?
It seemsto metha if they can’t tell the
truth or lies, their only choiceisto stay
out of court. Whichisexactly what the
AG'’s office appears to have done.

Of course, theAG sretreat proves
nothing. They might come after Jeff
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with avengeance next month, and over-
come his arguments. So we till don’t
have proof that the Evil Twin (whether
corporation or trust) hypothesisisvalid
But circumstantial evidence continues
to suggest that we're on theright track.

Editors Footnotes

t Although Jeff’s Petitions may
play a powerful role that indirectly
caused the AG to retreat, their direct
impact isunclear. Full copiesare avail-
able on the Anti Shyster website (www.
antishyster.com).

Jeff’s argument that his child
support contract is now void because
the lawyer who prepared the contract
has died strikes me as, at best, fanci-
ful. If contracts could be nullified by
the death(s) of participating lawyer(s),
Shakespeare’sfamous comment, “ First
thing we do is kill al the lawyers,
would take on an exciting and previ-
ously unsuspected utility. Virtually no
lawy er would live past age 25, and no
woman would marry one since they
couldn’t get life insurance. The “dead
lawyer argument” is unlikdy. Still,
despite the apparent improbability of
some of Jeff’s arguments, theAG’s of -
fice still ran. Something in Jeff’s pa-
perwork must be powerful.

2 Jeff refused the STATE's origi-
nal presentment of documentsfor “Do-
lus Malus’ (there are aternate spell-
ings) which means “deceit”. That's a
no-no, folks. That is, Eff alleges tha
the STATE’sagentsare not sending im-
proper documents by mistake or acci-
dent, they’'re intentionally sending
documents that they know to be im-
proper or fraudulent. If it'sintentional,

it's a criminal no-no — which, techni-
cally, rises to the status of a “not-not”
(very serious). If Jeff’s allegation can
be sustained, the STATE's agents lose
any claim to “good faith” immunities
and may even be subject to criminal
prosecution.

3 Jeff refers to the local District
Court asacorporaion court of the cor-
porate entity called DALLAS
COUNTY [l wonder if it might bemore
correct to identify the county corpora-
tion as the COUNTY OF DALLAS];
Jeff deniesthe existence of any contract
with the corporate STATE OF TEXAS
and/or the DISTRICT COURT OF THE
CORPORATION DALLASCOUNTY,
TEXAS believing that without an un-
derlying contract thecor porate STATE
or COUNTY may have no jurisdiction
over Jeff Penley.

4 Jeff asserts that the Texas At-
torney Genera is the “CORPORATE
ATTORNEY FOR THE STATE OF
TEXAS’;

5 Jeff doesn’t merely whine about
the state’s actions, he fires one of the
strongest shotsyou canaim at arny Texas
lawyer: Barratry. |n Texas (and perhaps
other states) barratry includes “enter-
ing false or fictitious pleadings into a
court,” that is, telling liesin or to acourt
by written or ora statements. Each lie
constitutesasingleact of barratry. Lies
are fact issues that are easily proved
before a jury. As | understand it, in
Texas, the first and second corvictions
for barratry result in misdemeanors; the
third is a felony and being repeated,
demonstrates “moral turpitude” which
can causealawyer to bedisharred. Bar-
ratry corvictionsadd up over alawyer’s
entire career. If, & any time, a particu-

-
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lar lawyer accumulates his third barra-
try corviction, he can be disbarred, no
matter whether it takesthirty yearsto hit
themagic number, or oneday. Intheory,
you can havethree separateliesnot only
inasingle career, single case or single
hearing, butinasingleparagraph Three
strikes and they're out of the Bar and
forced back to working for a living
(something they’ve probably never
done). Reportedly, if you want to see
lavyersjump like avampiresat sunrise,
whisper “barratry”. They run like Hell.

6 Jeff warns that he knows Ca-
piasWarrants (though still in use) have
been ruled unconstitutional by the
Texas Supreme Court. If they've been
ruled unconstitutional, how come
they're still inuse? | don’t know, but |
suspect a Capias Warrant is still gopro-
priate for an artificial entity like JEFF
D NEELY, but totally unconstitutional
for a natural, breaghing man like Jeff
Penley.

7 Jeff closed by gving the STATE
OF TEXAS three days to figuratively
“get out of town” — or to respond in
wiiting and produce whatever contract
they have subjecting Eff tothe STATE's
corporate jurisdiction.

8 The Reconstruction Acts only
apply to those southern Statesthat were
members of the Confederacy; the Re-
construction Act readmitting Texas
badk into the Union prohibits the gov-
emment from ever depriving any citi-
zen of Texas of ary of their rights and
privilegesasthey existed in 1870. Prop-
erly used, the Reconstruction Act may
be apowerful deterrent to abuse by the
STATE. For further inf ormation, see
Anti Shyster Runsfor the Texas Supreme
Court, 1992)
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9It’s not dear that Jeff Penley is
a “respondent” ; the AG’s office may be
making an assertion based on assump-
tions rather than facts that should be
specifically denied.

10 Jeff didn’t petition the District
Court, he petitioned the incorporated
STATE OF TEXAS.

1 Notethat the AG’s officerefers
to “Jeff Penley” (not JEFF PENLEY).
The assertion that Jeff “attempted to
serve the Office of the Attorney Gen-
eral” is either a conclusion (which is
unacceptablein Notices) or alie. Ifit's
a conclusion, it’s based on unknown
information (Jeff’ sintent); thetarget f or
Jeff’s service was the “CORPORATE
ATTORNEY FOR THE STATE OF
TEXAS’ (not the “corpor ae attorney”
etc.) who may or may not be the AG.
In fact, the AG implicitly admits they
don’t know who Jeff was “ attempt[ing]
to serve” when they state “If respon-
dent were attempting to serve Dan
Moraes....” The“If" indicatestheir
first assertion isnot afact but aconclu-
sion. Further, the* undersigned” isonly
AsstAG Mary B. Stanley; although she
doesn’t know of the CORPORATEAT-
TORNEY, note that she does not deny
his existence either.

2 The AG’s original Motion For
Enf orcement (UIFSA) was styled “In
the Interest of Krista Gray A Child”;
now, the AG is “representing only the
inter ests of the State of Texas’.

13 Lawyersin particular and the
govemment in general areknowvnto use
word tricks to intentionally deceive
unwary litigants. Jeff Penley did not
claim to be wrongfully incorporated
into “Jeff D Neely,” he claimed he was
incorporated into“JEFF D. NEELY”.

www.antishyster.com

4 1n item “4”, we have “ Jeff
Penley”; in item “4a” we have JEFF
PENLEY. Isthisan error or an inten-
tional attempt to deceive Jeff into im-
plicitly assenting to be/ use the name
“JEFF PENLEY” (the Evil Twin)?

5The claims were made by “Jeff
Penley,” not “JEFF PENLEY”. Since
the name “Jeff Penley” has been used
elsewhere in this document, there
should be no reason to change and con-
fuse the issue, even by accident. Fur-
ther, giventhe“ dlickery” for which law-
yers are famous, it’s hard to avoid the
suspicion tha the AG’s office is inten-
tionally creating fal se presumptions by
the use of upper case names.

16 Although the AG complains
elsawvhere tha Jeff’'s claims lack ad-
equate specificity, the AG’s Original
Answer isalso somewhat imprecise. At
first glance most peoplewould assume
that when Ms. Stanley affirms, “ the
foregoing to be a true statement,” she
was swearing that AG’s entire Answer
is true. However, her affirmation is
curiously ambiguous. For example,
whileall thevarioussectionsintheAG's
Answer seemto be “ statements’, only
the very last section (* Statement Con-
cerning Alter native Dispute Resolu-
tion”) is specifically identified as a
“statement”. |Is the Notice of Defec-
tive Service a“ statement” — or a“con-
clusion”? Isthe“Prayer” a“ statement”
or arequest? Isthe“Genera Denid” a
statement —or astandard legal strategy?
(As word-wrangler President Clinton
recently weaseled, "It al depends on
what the definition of ‘is’is.”) Further,
to affirm the “foregoing is a true state-
ment” does not mean the samething as
saying the “foregoing statement is
true!” For example, “I know that the
moon is made of green cheese,” istruly
a“statement” (rather than aquestion or
an dangling participle) even though the
statement itself is not true (judging by
all the holes, the moon’s not made of
green cheese, silly, it's made of Swiss).
Isit possiblethat Ass't. AG Mary Stanley
is trying to createtheimpressionthat the
AG's entire Answer is“true” when in
fact, the only part she'll really stand be-
hind isthe quote on Alternative Dispute
Resolution? It al depends on what the

definition of “is’,is. .. hmm? =
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Trust Fever or Fetish?

entlemen:

I've been reading \Vol. 8, No. 2
containing a tremendous amount of
speculationre. trusts, capitalization, etc.
| find identical examplesgivenby vari-
ous speculators and authors, whether on
taped radio broadcasts, video, memos,
etc. Wouldn't it be efficient and there-
fore helpful, to find some authoritative
source, somewnhere, who can andwould
provide something other than specula-
tion?

Surely, there must be some‘au-
thority’, or some organizdion, who/
which could provide non-speculative,

Tired of Fighting all
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J #\
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&
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Fom abond with

Find someone special for love and sup-
port and begin to enjoy every day to its
fullest with your new partner while plan-
ning ahappy and successful life tagether.

JOIN US TODAY!
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Send large, self-addressed stamped
envelopeto:

Freedom Lovers Connection
c/o 1111 Tenth St. #285AA
Alamogordo, New Mexico

[88310]
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concrete answers. If there are no abso-
lute answers i.e,, if every judge/court
would treat any given set of identical
circumstances diff erently, then, specu-
lation isfruitless.

Would it make sense to ask each
subscriber to contribute, say, 10FRN’S;
employ, for example, one or more
former lawv-school deans, or retired
high-court justices, and pay for acom-
prehensive study, analysisand r eport on
the subjects by individuals who could
provide ' chapter and verse'—academic/
experiential/empirical — information
rather than guesses and ‘what-ifs' ?
Then, send a copy of the results to the
contributor s?

We may be on to something, but
we surely don’t want to bein the (Bib-
lical) category of “—silly women—who
are — never ale to grasp the truth.”

Again: if thereare no palpadean-
swers, w e're wasting val uabletime and
resources.

| always enjoy the publication.
Keep up the good work.

Sincerdly,

Albert Nathaniel, Baxter

irst, it's not true that there
might be “ no absolute an-
swers’ . There are always absolute an-
swers, although they may behardtofind
and ever harder to believe. Public
speculation is one method to sort
through possible “ absolute ansvers’
and then evaluate those possibilities
based on other people'sfeedback.
Despite my long-winded editori-
als, thispublicationisnot a monologue
but adialogue. | findanintriguing idea,
publish it, sit back and wait. | inevita-

1-800-477-5508

bly recei ve letters or phone calls from
folkswho help mebetter under stand my
ideas and speculations. Some letters
praise my ideas and offer supporting
proof or anecdotes, a few disparage
Depending on the feedback, | abandon,
modify or acceleratetheparticular line
of speculation. But all the while, the
process of speculation/ feedback/ more
speculation moves me (and rmy readers)
toward a dearer understanding of our
own questions and per haps even truth.

Second, your idea about each
sending $10 to hirea competent author -
ity to answers our questions is good,
but subscriptions to the AntiShyster
have been doing just that for eight
years. | don't mean to say that | am
competent to answer legal questions,
but | am competent to distill the hun-
dreds of comments submitted by thou-
sands of readers into a relatively few
guestionsthat are sufficiently articulate
to be answerable.

In a sensg it’s taken eight year s
for this movement and publication to
evolve to a point where our questions
are sufficiently articulae to be answer-
able by anyone including competent
authorities. Eight yearsagp, all wehad
were inarticulate moans. Today, we
havefairly concise questions. Subscrip-
tions paid for that evolution.

But could $10 from each of our
readers pay to hirea competent author-
ity to answer our questions? Theoreti-
cally,yes. But who shall werely onasa
“ competent authority” ? A retired
judge? Somelaw professor? Afamous
lawyer? But if our would-be authority
iS competent to answer our questions,
would he tell us the truth? Or would
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CANCER
CURED IN
1934

by Royal Raymond Rife

Inaclinical study sponsored by the
University of Southern Calif ornia
in 1934, 16 out of 16 terminally il
Cancer patients were cured using
Frequency (sound). Rifeasof ound
the cure for most Diseases we suf-
fer with. Rife's resear ch survives
intheMODEL “D” BioActiveFre-
quency Instrument. One of akind.
Nothing inthe World can equal the
MODEL “D”. Call or write your
independent dealer immediately!

Robert Houchins
100 South Trooper Rd.
Jeffersonville PA 19403
610-539-6965

he conceal a bit of it? Solong as we
don’t understand the law, how would
we know if our hired “ authority” was
telling usthetruth, thewholetruth, and
nothing hut the truth? Besides, if our
questions have any validity, why haven't
the “ competent authorities” already
posed and answered them?

The reason we're in thismessis
that we have collectively trusted “ com-
petent authorities” for solong, tha the
average American doesn't have a clue
to what's going on. So far as | know,
God never said, “ My people perish for
ladk of competent authorities” He
said “ My people perish from lack of
knovedge’ and | believe He meant
personal knowledge. The attributes of
laziness, ignorance and dependenceon
authority are synonymous. Itisour ig-
norance/ “ authority dependence” that
has weakened us and allowed us to be
exploited by our own “authorities’ .
Hiring more/better “ authorities” will
not eliminate our fundamental problem
—that isthe problem

Therefore, | believethat the best,
long term solution to our problem will
come from common peopl e who specu-
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late improperly, do shoddy research,
pay fines or go to jail, gain some un-
der standing, share their information,
speculate again, do better research —
and slowly grow in knowledge and
character to a point wherethey both un-
derstand and are worthy of Liberty. It
may take a little longer to find our own
answers, but the resultswill last longer,
too. Theanswerswill improve govern-
ment. Finding theanswverswill improve
us.

When God said“ my people per-
ish for lack of knowledge” | doubt that
He meant knowledge we were techni-
cally incapable of understanding (like
nuclear physicsor the space-time con-
tinuum). | believe he meant knowledge
weare quite capable of understanding,
if we are willing to make the eff ort re-
quired to find, study and comprehend
that knowledge. | amless afraid of be-
inglikea* silly womanwho can’t grasp
thetruth” than being likeamanwhois
quite capable of grasping the truth but
was simply too lazy to do so.

Sofor now, speculation andthedis-
tillation of questionswill continuein the
Antishyster. Asyou'll see from some of
the following letters, that process seems
to work pretty well.

his next letter is from “ Ber
nard J. Sussman, J.D.,
M.L.S.,C.P’ whol assumeisalicensed
attorney. Mr. Sussman hascriticized my
articlesfor years. Generally speaking,
hiscritiques have been particularly an-
noying in that he is articulate, knowl-
edgeable, backs his criticisms with re-
search and often seems to be right
(which means|’mwrong). Initially, | not
only didiked Mr. Sussman's letters, | al-
most feared them.
Today, however, | look forward to
Mr. Sussman’sletters. Becausehenever
attacks more than one or two ideas/
articlesin a particular issue of theAn-
tiShyster, 1've come to regard his fail-
ureto criticizemost articles asindirect
evidence that they may be essentially
valid.
For example, in this next letter,
Mr. Sussman ridiculesa hypothesispre-
sented in the AntiShyster concerning
upper-case hames. |.e., a capitalized
name (“ Alfred Adask”) identifies a
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natural person while the correspond-
ing upper case name (“ ALFRED
ADASK”) signifies an artificial entity
likeatr ust or corporaion. | don'tagree
with Mr. Sussman'’s criticism, but even
if he's right, Vol. 8 No. 2 contained so
many other potentially powerful ideas,
that if the onl y serious mistake we made
was the upper-case name — hey, I'm
golden. Mr. Sussman didn’t criticize
our ideas concerning money, Federal
Reserve Notes, equity cour ts, the IMF,
Y2K or Comprehensive Annual Finan-
cial Reports—all of which may be much
more important than the legal signifi-
cance (if any) of upper-case names.
Therefore, | am encouraged that those
ideas may be fundamentally valid.

However, after several years of
reading Mr. Sussman’s criticisms, |'ve
noticed a growing problem that de-
servescriticism: Hisearly letterswere
scholarly, erudite and without tr ace of
animosity, but lately his letters have
grown increasi ngly contemptuous, even
bitter, and his once-pure scholarship
has become dlightly mean-spirited.

Perhaps his change in tone re-
flects our relative growth. Five years
ago, our articles were so inferior that
relatively speaking, Mr. Sussman’s su-
periority seemed irrefutable. Today,
however, the quality of our articleshas
improved to a point where Mr.
ussman’s superiority is no longer so
obvious. Perhaps hisurgetoridiculeis
based on a growing awareness that
we're closing the gap. Whatever the
reason, he seems more intent on main-
taining his elitist status than sharing
truth. If so, while Mr. Sussman’s re-
search may betechnically superior, he's
forfeit any claim to moral superiority.

In any case, Mr. Sussman’s criti-
cism helps me to better understand my
own ideas, and that makes his com-
ments valuable. (I've inserted ny re-
plies as italicized text within Mr.
SQussman’ sl etter.)

ear Editor,

In Volume 8, issue 2, in “Fever
Feedback”, you acknowledge getting
one letter in opposition to your notion
about the significance of upper-case
lettering of names,andy ou belittleitsar-
guments as flimsy because the author
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didn’t bother including the citation of the
cases he mentioned, but even so you
imagined how the arguments in those
cases had gone. It only shows that your
ownlegal researchtaentsaresovery lim-
ited.

The Liebig case he mentioned is
that of Liebig v. Kelley-Allee (ED NC
1996) 923 F.Supp 778,77 AFTR2d 96-
989. And the argument wasn't anything
like what you had fantasized (it wasn't
about IRSjurisdiction or atrusteeship,
and he wasn't trying to prove a nega-
tive statement), it was his lawsuit
against the Branch Banking & Trust
Compary. At the very beginning of its
decision the Court says in a footnote:
“Plaintiff objects to having his name
printed in al capital letters” The deci-
sion describes the history of the suit,
including Christoph Liebig's
mistypings and malapropisms, includ-
ing: “On January 25,1996, plaintiff
sought to have the court “squash”
BB&T’'s motion . . . because BB&T
improperdy identified himinitsmotion
by spelling his name in all capital let-
ters. Neither ground has merit.”

But who or what is the “ plain-
tiff”?  That's our fundamental ques-
tion. Ifthe court understandstheplain-
tiff “ LIEBIG” to be an artificial entity
(like a trust or corporation), then I'd
agree that Mr. Liebig's objection to
spelling that trust’ snamewith all capi-
tal letters has no merit. Mr. Liebig may
represent the LIEBIG trust (much like
an atorney) but he and it are still two
separate legal entities (one real, the
other artificial). Therefore, Mr. Leibig
can't complain that “ his’ nameis be-
ing misspelled since “ LIEBIG” is not
his name —it's the trust’ sname. Judg-
ing by “ Christoph Liebig's mistypings
and malgpropisms,’ it appearsthat he
isnot asophisticated litigant. Soif Mr.
Liebig didn't understand that
“LIEBIG” was not a misnomer but ac-
tually signified an entirely different le-
gal entity, then his arguments on this
point arebound to betechnically invalid.

The fact that one or more pro se
litigants havefailed to argue this point
successfully does not necessarily dis-
prove the fundamental theory about up-
per-case names; it only illustratestheir
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inadequate under standing and | egal ex-
pertise Hopefully, rather than point-
ing to case law of dubious merit, Mr.
Sussman’ snext letter will provide statu-
tory evidenceto prove conclusi vely that
the difference between capitalized, up-
per-case (or even lower case) names
carries no legal significance and may
be used interchangeably in any court.

Asforthemention of Elvick, | as-
sume this is Roger Elvick, a mounte-
bank who peddied an expensive kit of
“redemption” instructionsfor harassing
IRS agents. | could not find areference
to upper caselettering in any of the sev-

eral published court decisions involv-
ing him and his scheme, but | wouldn’t
be surprised if he had included that bit
of fetishism in his instruction kit. The
last | heard of him, al his farfetched
argumentshad failed, and if hewasever
finicky about how his name was typed
that quibbling has been settled by put-
ting him, for several years, in an envi-
ronment w here he will beidentified by
a number and | am sure that he will
emerge from tha experience alot less
anal retentive.

In his first paragraph, Mr.
Sussman criticizd my “limited, legal
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researchtalents’ becausel only* imag-
ined” howtheargumentsin these cases
had gone. WEll, I've never daimed to
haveanylegal research talent and fred y
admit that whatever talent | have is a
best limited And yet, the grand high
imperial legal researcher Bernard
Sussman JD., M.L.S, C.P., seems to
make the same mistake he criticizd:
“assuming” and guessing about the kind
of “ fetishism” Elvidk usad in an imagined
case Mr. Sussman can'tevenfind Whythe
doube-standard?

There are, however, some other
court decisions doser on point. For ex-
ample USv Washington (SD NY 1996)
947 F.Supp 87, 80 AFTR2d 97-7857, 97
USTC 150129, mentionsonthelast page:

“Finaly, the defendant contends
that the indictment must be dismissed
because ‘KURT WASHINGTON’,
spelled out in capital letters, is aficti-
tious name used by the Government to
tax him improperly as a business, and
that the correct spelling and presenta-
tion of hisnameis* Kurt Washington'.
This contention is baseless.”

As President Clinton recently
said, “ It all depends on what the defi-
nition of ‘is is’ In other words, the
“ baseless contention” in U.S. V. Wash-
ington depends on how the terms are
precisely interpreted. For example like
the court, | doubt tha KURT WASH-
INGTON “is a fictitious name used by
the Government to tax him [ Kurt Wash-
ington] improper ly asa business” 1'd
say 1) “ KURTWASHINGTON" might
not be a “fictitious name” but rather a
real name of an artificial (or fictitious)
entity; and 2) the purpose of that up-
per-case name is not to “ tax him (Kurt
Washington, the man) improperly as a
business’ but rather toproperly tax* it”
(the KURT WASHINGTON trust) as a
statutory artificial entity (i.e., acreature
of the state that islegitimately subject to
state regulation and taxation).

Similarly, in Russdll v. US (WD
Mich 1997) 969 F.Supp 24, 79AFTR2d
97-2387, 97 USTC 1150494, the court
said: “ Petitioner hasraised one new ar-
gument in that he claims because his
nameisinall capital letterson the sum-

mons, heisnot subject to the summons.
Astothisargument, this Court will fol-
low the Eighth Circuit when it re-
sponded to an argument of similar merit
when it stated ‘these issues are com-
pletely without merit, patently frivo-
lous, and will be rejected without ex-
pending any more of this Court’s re-

sources on their discussion’.

Just becausea court refusesto ex-
pressly answer an argument does not
disprove the argument. Frankly, when-
ever a court uses it's “ frivolous’ de-
fense and justification argument, | as-
sume that signals the pro se litigant is
close to an issue the courts regard as
too dangerous to consider or expose.
But assuming Russel’s argument was
absurd, it's still strange that lawyers
and judges are so superior that they
don't even have to answver a litigant's
argument but caninstead treat all “ com-
moners” to the gross contempt of a
“frivolous’ wr ite-off.

Of course, given my “ limited le-
gal research talents; | could be wrong,
but | seem to recall reading something

/
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convictions for allegedly violding the tax laws, as well as $500 civil penalties.
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$39.95 each plus $5.00 S& H flat rate for all order s. Pay to: Otto Skinner, PO. Box 6609, San Pedro CA 90734

somewhere about “ We the People” be-
ing“ sovereign” while government offi-
cials and employees were our servants.
If that were true, then contempt of the
sort shown by judges who refuse to ex-
pressly answver or refute a litigant’s ar-
guments is not only bad public policy
(sinceit increases public confusion) it's
also uncongtitutional.  Further, if arro-
cant judg esbothered to show enoughre-
spect to explainthetruth rather than con-
temptuoudy dismissalitigant and hisar-
guments, a large number of future pro
selitigants (and courts) might be spared
even more “ expenditures of court re-
sources’ on the upper-case name issue.
In other words, if the upper-case name
argument is bogus, it is being repeated
in part because the courts themselves
won't expressly address the issue.

In avery recent case where this
fetish about cepital letter wasraised, the
court decided to let the baby have its
bottle; inSmith v. Kitchen (10th Cir. 12/
12/1997) which appears in 98 USTC
150107 and will shortly be printed in
F-3d, the case had the caption* Michael
Duane Smithv. MillieR. KITCHEN . .
? andthecourt said initsfirst footnote,
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“During the proceedings below, the
appellant vigorously objectedtothe dis-
trict court’s practice of captioning all
documentsin thiscasewith Smith'sfull
name in all capital letters. In light of
the fact that Smith actually received
notice of all maerialsfiledinthiscase,
we cannot see what prejudice Smith
suffered asaresult of thedistrict court’s
practice. Nevertheless, we see no rea
son why the caption in this case cannot
be amended to reflect Smith’ s preferred
typography, including a comma after
the middle name. As aresult, the court
has directed that the caption in this ap-
peal be modified.” It didn’t help Smith,
helost on every issueanyway. Thesame
quibbling has also been rejected with
even lessdiscussion in other cases such
as Boyce v CIR (9/25/1 996) Tax Ct
Memo 1996-439 aff’d (9th Cir 1997)
122 F3d 1069(t); In re Shugr ue (Bankr.,
ND Tex. 5/26/1998) 221 Bankr.Rptr
394; Sadlier v. Payne (D. Utah 1997)
974 F.Supp 1411; Rosenheck & Co. v
US (ND Okla 4/9/1997) 79 AFTR2d
97-2715; and on and on. Thereason is
that typing the namein all capitalsisa
long-standing secretarial practicewhich
does not work any alchemy to change

1-800-477-5508

the nature of the named person and this
was said clearly in Jaeger v. Dubuque
County (ND lowa 1995) 880 F.Supp
640 at 643. Some years ago you could
find this practice recommended in all
manuals for legal secretaries and even
now it is mentioned in current secre-
tarial manuals as a very common cus-
tom. But youwon'’ t find astatute book,
law book, or a court case that says that
typing someone’'s name in all capitals
somehow changes their status from
what it previously wes. . . .

Ohh, sothereal culpritsarethose
darn ol’ secretarieswho' ve set up their
own procedur e for captioning nameson
legal documents? | seeee. . . thejudges
and lawyers don't determine legal forms
anymore—their secretariesdo, hmm. .. ?

| agreethat we “ won'tfind a stat-
ute book, law book, or a court casethat
saysthat typing someone’ snamein all
capitals somehow changes their status
fromwhat it previously was”” | suspect
that “ ADAK” and “ Adask’ are two
separatelegal entities—but | know that
merely typing the name of one will not
change the status of the other. | am
Adask, flesh and blood and will remain

972-418-8993
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soaslongas! live. | have never been,
nor will | beADASK for that (I suspect)
isan artificial entity.

However, it may bethat | (Adask)
serveastheflesh-and-blood trustee (or
in some other representative capacity)
for the artificial entity/ trust ADAK.
Although my status may be changed to
that of “ trustee” by my relationship to
ADASK, that changeis probably based
on ny signature on an application (for
benefits) or registration formin which
| (Adask) (unwittingly) becametrusteefor
ADAX. But, as you say Mr. Sussman,
my status could not be changed by some-
onemerely “typing” my name (Thanks
for this hel pful insight.)

| am going to the bother of writ-
ing thislengthy letter becausethereare
people out there who have been told to
ignore court papers and the likeif their
names are typed in upper case letter-
ing, and when they follow that advice
they get into very real trouble.

Sincerdly,

Bemard J Sussman, JD,M.L.S,CPR

gopreciate Mr. Sussman’s con
cern for the welfare of pro se

litigants, but | believe part of the solu-
tion is for lawyers and judges to show
enough respect for the puldic to pro-
vide straight, unambiguous answersin
their decisions. Court decisions prior
to 1933 were often wonderfully clear.
Today, court decision are amazingly
ambiguous. It appear s that modern
court cases are often intended to ob-
scure rather than illuminate Law. The
legal profession’selitismand arrogance
hel ps perpetuate public ignorance

The other part of the solutionisfor
common people to show enough sdf-re-
spect to actually study their gover nment
and leggal system and work diligently to
correct itsdefects. Ifwedon't care surdly
they won't, either.

| also suggest Mr. Sussman read
“ Child Support Meets the Evil Twin”
in this issue of the AntiShyster. That
article reports how the Texas Attorney
General’s office declined to prosecute
a defendant who raised the upper-case
name issue (among others). Further,
in their Original Answer to the
defendant’s paperwork, the AG’s office
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used 1) upper-case names, 2) capital-
ized names, 3) italicized upper-case
names and 4) italicized capitalized
names—and in one instance mixed two
different name formatson the sameline
of text. If these multiple formats for
names have no legal significance, why
did the AG’s office use them? Isthe
AG'’s office so incompetent that they
don’t understand that mixing multiple
name formats only creates confusion
and, as such, is bad public poligy?

If there's no difference in legal
significance between upper-case and
capitalized names, someone in author-
ity must say so in unambiguous terms.
If the courts areincapable of complete
and unambiguous answer sto the ques-
tions of common people, then the courts
must bear primary responsibility for
any unnecessary “ expenditures of court
resources’ to confront thisissue.

Again, the case for or againgt up-
per-case names has not yet been madein
thispublication. Excerptsfromcaselaw
mean little Where'sthe satute? Until |
see unambiguous evidence that the up-
per-case nameisinsignificant, the specu-
lation will remain conditionally positive

ear Alfred,

Regarding the “Trust/trustee”
strategy, a gentleman from Pendelton
Oregon was arrested after not gopear-
ing for atria after amagistrate refused
to serve him as a“trustee” who'd only
appear ingood faith and in hisfiduciary
capacity to accept service for the trust
named in the complaint.

In essence, he was not “person-
ally” arraigned, had no preliminary
hearing, and therefore, had no oppor-
tunity for discovery. Nevertheless, he
was ordered (service by mail) to tria
inacourt over two hundred milesfrom
where he lived (Inconvenient Jurisdic-
tion). We'll keep you updated.

Asfor successes. Inthreediffer
ent traffic stops, thefollowing scenario
was used. “No officer, the DMV has
never issued me a license, however, it
has issued a license to a fictitious en-
tity asevidenced by acorrupted version
of My name styled in ALL UPPER
CASE letters, and which by itsnature,
appears to spell my name on thislami-
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nated card that the state has entitled as
an ‘OREGON DRIVERS LICENSE'.
It is my good faith understanding that
‘what’ thelicensehasbeenissuedto, is
afederally creaedliving trust which has
been* registered” withthe U.S. Depart-
ment of Commerce, Bureau of Vital
Statistics, and which puts Myself in a
fiduciary relationship to said trust. So,
if you are going to issue a citation,
please be sure that it is issued in such
manner astoidentify theentity asstyled
and evidenced on the license. If | am
required to sign the citation, | will sign
it in my trustee capacity as ‘Trustee'

This approach has rendered
100% no citations issued, and a cheer-
ful “Have a nice day” from the traffic
officer after a quick check for priors,
and some legal advice on how to dea
with the challenge.

Frank Austin, England, 111

hese undecided contests and small

victoriesdon't provemuch, but they
do suggest that the Trust Fever hypoth-
esis may be valid.

D ear Anti Shyster,
| haven't had a traffic ticket for

nearly 14 years but here's something
worth considering if you ever get into a
speedtrap. Anattomey told methispro-
cedureworksin ary state. If you get a
traffic ticket that could cost points off
your license, there’'samethod to ensure
that you DO NOT lose any points.

Whenyougetyourfing sendinthe
check topay for it. Butif thefineis, say,
$79, make out the check for $83 or some
small amount abovethefineamount. The
Systemwill then haveto send you acheck
for the diff erence, but here’s the trick!
DON'T CASH THE CHECK!!

Throw the check away! Points
are not assessed to your license until
all the financial transactions are com-
plete. If you do not cash the check, then
thetransactionsare not complete How-
ever the system has gotten its money
so it is happy and will not bother you
any more.

Sincerdy,

Jack Dawson

1-800-477-5508
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turning heads.

For afreet

nteresting strategy. Can't see any

harmintryingit. After all, istherea
law against sending government too
much money? | think not. How*bout a
penalty for failing to cash gover nment
check? Again, doubtful. | wouldn’t bet
this strategy would work, but since
there’s no obvious risk, | can't see a
reason not to try.

ear Al;

Your remarksin “ Fever Feedbadk”
(Vol. 8, No. 2) about thelogical impossi-
bility of proving anegativeincourt (“I’'m
not ELVICK” or “I'm not guilty”) ring
thebdll. If every statement ispositiveand
you never cooperae with a court of eg-
uity in any way, they will dismiss and
probably never bother you again.

Badk in 1981, Gail Sanocki was
indicted on 4 counts of tax evasion and
4 counts of willful failureto file. She
began with the Magistrate at the bail
hearing, “I am a free and independent
sovereign American individual and be-
cause I'm free I'm not compelled to
performinvoluntary servitude asthough
| amaUnited Staesslave” After more
of the same during 27 hearings, the in-
dictment was withdrawn in the interest
of Justice, Rule 46.

No American individual who
cdaims his sovereignty over himself in
the same positive manner and refuses
to cooperate with the equity court can
ever be punished

HAILVICTORY'!

Byron Foote

wouldn’'t go that far. Courts of eq

uity are empower ed to do almost any-
thing the judge orders, and no single
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approach is absolutely certain to stop
that kind of excessive power and po-
tential for abuse.

And here'salittle something from
the Internet:

ommittee on Professional Conduct
Justice Building, Room 2200
625 Marshall Street
Little Rock,Arkansas 72201

Re: Bar Complaint Against William
Jefferson Blythe Clinton

Dear Committee:

Please consider thisasmy formal
request that you determine whether a
formal ethics complaint against the
above Arkansas-licensed attorney is
warranted.

It may be that you will want to
hold this matter in abeyance pending
thereport of Independent Counsel Ken-
neth Starr, which many anticipate will
includeareferral tothe House Judiciary
Committee.

| file this complaint now, how-
ever, because thereis alr eady probable
cause that Bill Clinton has &) commit-
ted perjury in hisdeposition in Jonesv.
Clinton, b) suborned a perjurious affi-
davit of MonicalL ewinsky, ) atempted
to suborn the perjury of Linda Tripp
through the “talking points memo,” d)
obstructed justice by directing his sec-
retary Betty Currieto receivegiftsback
from Monica Lewvinsky in order to
avoid their production pursuant to a
lawful subpoena, €) obstructed justice
by various meanstoo numer ousto men-
tion herein, f) made false public pro-
nouncements about the above and other
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matters, g) involved Bruce Lindsey and
other Arkansas-licensed lawyers in
these efforts (about which | have per-
sonal knawledge and for which | have
dready executed an affidavit filed at the
request of Paula Jbnes's attorneys in
Jones v. Clinton), and h) exposed his
genitals to a state employee in viola
tion of Arkansas Statute 5-14-112.

Such unethical conduct violates
at least ArkansasBar Rules3.3, 3.4,and
8.4.

Finally, | should like to note that
President Richard Nixon was disbarred
permanently by the State of New York
from the practice of law (see: In the
Matter of Richard M. Nixon, an Attor-
ney, at 53 App Div 2d 881, 385 NY 2d
373 (1976).

Therearestriking parallelsinthe
illegal conduct of both lawyers, withthe
exception that no one accused Richard
Nixon of revealing his shortcomingsin
the Excelsior or any other hotel.

Please advise mewhen the griev-
ancefileis opened.

Best,

John B. Thompson,

Florida Bar #231665

As a little boy, | wondered (ex-
pected, actually) if I'd grow up to
be President some day. After all, we've
heard it for year s— any boy can. Why
not me? But there was never a day in
my life, drunk or sober, when | wanted
to grow up to be like President Clinton.

Although Clinton may never be
impeached or convicted of a crime, he
still seems destined to spend his life
fighting indictments, disbarments and
scandals. | suspect Bill's* luk” islike
that of the mythical Flying Dutchman:
He may never dig but hewon't ever re-
ally live either. | don't ervy him. His
adrenal glands must pump 24-7 and |
can't help wondering if he ever really
dleeps.

Clinton is a perfect President
Nero to preside over the age of Jrry
Soringer’s Circus Maximus. Together,
Clinton and Springer remind me of a
chapter from the Rise and Fall of the
Roman Empire. Might throw in the
“siliconized” actress Pamela Lee.
Clinton, Springer and Lee: a secular

“trinity” for the 90's, hmm? -

972-418-8993
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Without immediate threat or menace

Duress Is No Defense

from Free Enterprise Society News

Some people believe that the vol-
untary use of your signature or even a
ZIP code can create a legal presump-
tion that you assent to the government’s
jurisdiction. For example supposeyou
sign a traffic ticket — some people be-
lieve your signaturegrantsjur isdiction
to the municipal court and virtually
eliminates any subsequent attempt to
deny that court’ sjurisdiction. Smilarly,
use of a ZIP code in your mailing ad-
dressisbelieved to createthe presump-
tion tha you are somehow tied to the
federal government and therefore au-
tomatically subject to its jurisdiction.
Oncejurisdictionisestablished (even by
presumption), the court can slap you
around however it likes.

To defeat the presumption that
they assent to gover nment jurisdiction,
a substantial number of patriots append
the phrase* under threat, duressor co-
ercion” (or its abbreviation: “ TDC")
after their signatures (on traffic tickets
or 1040 forms, for example) or after the
ZIP codes on their mailing addresses.
These patriots believe that using
“TDC" defeats any presumption that
their signature and/or ZIP code were
given or used voluntarily. If thesigna-
ture or ZIP code were not used volun-
tarily, then the automatic presumption
of jurisdiction isdefeated and the court
forced to prove (not presume) jurisdic-
tion before it can slap you around.

It's rumored tha “ proving” ju-
risdiction createssuch an“ unpleasant-
ness’ for government that some cases
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will bedropped to avoid addressing the
jurisdictionissue Essentially, theTDC
strategy postulates that by using TDC
after your signature or ZIP code, you
can technically sign a document or use
a ZIP code and still avoid personal li-
abilityfor operating within gover nment
jurisdiction.

Although the voluntary use of
your signaure or ZIP code may tr uly
create some presumptionsthat can hurt
youin court, it hasnever been clear that
using “TDC” will defeat those pre-
sumptions.

The following article originally
appeared in the May-June 1998 issue
of the“ Free Enterprise Society News”
(746 W. ShawAve., #205, Clovis, Cali-
fornia 93612; 209-294-0665) and deals
with the validity of using the “ duress’
defense to evade jurisdictional pre-
sumptions. Although this article only
appliesdirectly to the” duress’ defense
in California, the logic and reasoning
may be valid throughout the U.SA.
Thosewhorelyon “ TDC” to saveyou
from dang erous presumptions and per-
sonal liability should read carefully:

e've heard a lot lately

about individual s signing
government forms “under duress,’
claiming that the duress arose because
theindividual felt that if theform wasn't
signed, something bad might happen.
Thetwo oper @ivewor dsinthelast sen-
tenceare“thought” and “might.” How-
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ever, a recent court decision from the
California First Appellate District
should shed some light on the duress
defense The case (People v Metters)
can be found in the Daily Appellate
Journal at 98 D.A.R. 2445.

M etters was convicted of robbery.
On appeal Metters contended that on
June 13, 1994 he was forced to commit
the robbery only because of duressand
out of necessity. The duress was cre-
ated when drug dealers to whom he
owed money threatened to “do adrive-
by” on Metters and his family if he
didn’t pay them what he owed by 9:00
PM that night.

The court refused to instruct the
jury on the duress and necessity de-
fenses because thefactual situation did
not support the legal defense of duress
and necessity. The appellae court up-
held the conviction with the following
reasoning:

First, to constitute duress (which
would negate the intent or capacity to
commit acrime) in establishing his de-
fense the defendant must show he acted
under an immediate threat or menace,
and that he reasonably believed hislife
would be endangered if herefused. The
duress defense is not available if the
threat isnot immediate. “ Because of the
immediacy requir ement, aperson com-
mitting a crime under duress has only
the choice of imminent death or execut-
ing therequested crime” The perceived
immediacy and imminence of the
threatened action cannot arise from a

1-800-477-5508
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phantasmagoriaof future harm. People
v. Otis (1959) 174 Cal. App. 2d 119,
125. There must be a present and ac-
tive aggressor threatening immediate
harm. Relevant cases addressing this
defenserevedl that thetemporal require-
ment of immediacy is measured as of
the time the crime is committed, not
when the threat occurs. People v. Lo
Cicero (1969) 71 Cal. 2d 1186, 1190;
People v. McKinney (1986) 187 Cal.
App. 3d 583, 585. Therefore, the appel-
late court found that Metters was not
under an immediate threat of death or
harm at the time he committed the
crime.

Second, to establish the defense
of duressthe def endant must show tha
the threat or menace “must be accom-
panied by a direct or implied demand
that the defendant commit the criminal
act charged” People v. Steele (1988)
206 Cal. App. 703, 706. The court
found that the drug dealers did not re-
quire Metters to commit the burglary,
rather only that Metters pay his debt to
them by 9:00 p.m.

he “necessity” defense dif-

fers from the “duress’ de-
fense asit providesjustification for the
cimewhenthesituaionis*of anemer-
gency nature, threatening physical
harm, and lacking an alter native, legal
course of action. The defense involves
a determination that the harm or evil
sought to be avoided by such conduct
is greater than that sought to be pre-
vented.” People v. Heath (1989) 207
Cal. App. 3d 892, 900-901.

To establish the necessity defense
one must show that he violated the law:
“(2) to prevent asignificant and immi-
nent evil, (2) with no reasonable legal
alternative, (3) without creating a
greater danger than the one avoided, (4)
with a good faith belief that the crimi-
nal act was necessary to prevent the
greater harm, (5) with such belief be-
ing objectively reasonable, and (6) un-
der circumstancesin which [he] did not
substantially contribute to the emer-
gengy.” Peoplev. Kearns (1997) 55 Cal.
App. 4th 1128, 1135 review denied. The
appellate court found that Metters not
only had many legal alter natives avail-
ableto him but that he substantially con-
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tributed to the emergency when he pur-
chased theillicit drugs on credit.

S tarting to get the picture? If
not, let me give you a few
illustrations. You are sitting over tax
Form W-4 and your employer tellsyou
that you won't be hired unless you fill
it out and signit. Therefore, to get the
job, youfill out the W-4 asan “ exempt”
individual and sign it under penalty of
perjury with the notation that you
signed under “duress’. Firgt, thereis
no threat of immediate death present.
Second, you are not being requested to
commit acrime; sincetheemployer did
not require you to daim exempt status,
you have reasonable legal alternatives
available. Third, you havetimeto for-
mulate areasonable and viable alterna-
tive cour se of conduct. Isduressreally
present?

Let's take a more startling ex-
ample: You are in prison and the big-
gest, meanest, baddest guy in the joint
(Big Bad Bob) has recently physically
assaulted you with aball-peen hammer.
You' re a 98-pound weakling. Other in-
mates tell you that Bob said the next
time he seesyou beisgoing tokill you.
The inmates also tell you to settle the
matter with Bob, and warn you not to
seek protective custody or they will kill
you. You are subsequentl y warned that
Bob is going to attack you with a
“shank” at 3:00 PM on Friday in the
exercise yard. Add to this the fact that
you have reported Bob's attadk on you
to the prison authorities, and they have
done nothing to protect you.

Now, imagineit is 2.59 PM Fri-
day afternoon and you are in the exer-
ciseyard. From acrosstheyard you see
Big Bob coming your way and he is
coming with an attitude. You' re not stu-
pid; it doesn’t take arocket scientist to
figure that, just then, Bob bears a
remarkabl e resemblanceto theangel of
death. So, being pumped up with your
own adrenaline, you exercise the only
option available to you at the moment:
you jump over the prison wall and es-
cape from prison and, more important,
from Big Boh.

When you are caught and the au-
thorities charge you for escaping from
prison, you recite the above circum-
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stances and claim you acted under du-
ressand out of necessity to protect your-
self. Are either one or both of these
defenses avail able to you as amatter of
law, based upon the facts set forth
above?

Well, I'm sure not going to tell
you, but one of the previously men-
tioned court cases will. If you choose
wisely you will only have to read one
of the cases to find out; but if you
choose poorly, you may have to read
them all.

Now, isthat duress or not?

Most of you aren't under suffi-
cient“ duress’ toresearch and read the
relevant cases, hut still, this much is
cear: Youarenot under “ duress’ un-
less someone is actively threatening
your lifeat the moment you sign a docu-
ment or usea ZIP code Therefore, the
routine use of the“ TDC” defense ap-
pears improper and about as reliable
as attaching a rabbits foot to your
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Y2K Insurance

by Alfred Adask

hen we talk about profes-

sional gambling opera-
tions, most of usthink of the casinosin
LasVegas or various race tracks. But
the biggest gambling operation in the
worldistheinsuranceindustry and your
insurance agent is little more than a
well-dressed bookie.

After al, what is insurance ex-
cept awager? For example when you
take out life insurance, you bet you're
going to die, and the insurance com-
pany bets you won't (at least not until
you've paid in more money in premi-
ums than they’ll have to return when
you “cashin”). You pay them (bet) be-
cause you're afraid you'll die. Thein-
surance industry takes your fear-moti-
vated “bet” because they know tha a
person of your age, weight, medical his-
tory and smoking habits might be afraid
of dying (might even be encouragedto
fear dying) but generally that fear isir-
rational. Because the insuranceindus-
try has extraordinary statistical analy-
ses of mortality rates and causes, they
know that, on average, you will prob-
ably live another paticular number of
years. They caculate thepremiumsyou |l
probably pay over those years, offer you
an insurance return that isless than those
premiums (andtheir projected returnonin-
vestment), and keep the balance asprofits.

Insurance actuaries (statisticians)
arepro's. They never allow sentiment
or wishful thinking to influence the
minimum premiums (wagers) they will
accept for a particular bet. They will
not bet (issue policies) unless they are
statistically guaranteed to win.
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A sif thethreat of aworl dwide
economic recession/ de-
pression in 1999 was not enough, we
are also staring down the barrel of the
“Y2K" (Y ear 2,000) computer problem
which is scheduled to debut as early as
April, 1999 (when someindustries may
hit “fiscal” 2000) and no laer than Janu-
ary 1, 2000.

As most of us are learning, due
toa50-year old oversight in fundamen-
tal computer programing and chip de-
sign, the magjority of computers process
datesin atwo-digit f ormat (computers
enter “98” for 1998) and assume the
first two digits for all year entries are
aways“19".

For example, the computer sees
the date data entry “98” and assumes
“1998”. It sees “99” and assumes
“1999”. It sees” 00" (for theyear 2000)
... and assumes “1900" — and that's
theY 2K problem. On January 1, 2000,
an enormous number of computerswill
make their calculations based on the
date Jnuary 1, 1900. That logical im-
possibility may cause thousands, per-
haps millions, of computersaround the
world to simultaneously crash.

Big deal, hmm? Our personal
computers crash al thetime All wedo
isreboot ‘ emand get back towork, right?
Therefore, “Y2K” soundslikeatrivia-
ity that could beeasil y fixed and avoided.

It'snot. For varioustechnical rea
sons, it gpears certain that the Y 2K
problem will not be solved by the end
of 1999. The social implications (out-
lined in theVVolume 8 Number 2 of the
Anti Shyster) may be catastrophic. As
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one U.S. Department of Justice subcon-
tractor confided, within the DOJ it is
commonly held that in a “worst case
scenario” (the nation’sentire power grid
isshut downin midwinter by Y 2K com-
puter failures), there may be millions
of American fatalities. Millions.

Will tha “worst case scenario”
take place? Probably not. Besides,
anyone who believes rumors emana-
ing from government must be nuts, any-
way —right?

Maybe. But Y2K “rumors’ are
also emanating from the foundation of
American commerce: theinsurancein-
dustry.

What followsis a September 21,
1998 form letter sent from Sleeper,
Sewell & Company (aDallas, Texasin-
dependent insurance agency) to its cli-
entsconcerningthe“Y 2K Problem”. At
first glance, theletter might seem unre-
markable. But read closely, there are
startling implications. [I added theitali-
cized highlights.]

“Dear Client:

“One cannot avoid the predic-
tions of doom in connection with the
‘Y2K’ problem — the computer bug
which makes computersthink that * 00’
isthe year 1900 instead of 2000.

“Many insurers are concerned
that this problem might expose them to
paying property or liability claims
which weren’t foreseen when the poli-
cies were drafted. For example, if a
machine stops because of the glitch, is
thisreally a“casualty” that should trig-
ger a business interruption insurance
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cdaim? What about productsliability if
your client’s computers stop?

“Here’s what we see on new and
renewing policies:

“On ‘all risk’ policies covering
your property (with al the exclusions
and conditions), aclaim of lossasare-
sult of Y 2K will be excluded.

“The answer to the business in-
teruption daim? No coverage.

“What about your services to
someone else? Generd liability or pro-
fessional liability insurance won’t cover
theY 2K risk either, and the insurers are
making sureof it by special endorsement.

“It appearstheinsurance compa-
nies don't know what to make of this
risk, so they apparently haven't de-
signed affordable coverages for you.
For the most part, coverage is smply
not available

“But each case is different. The
principal message is that we'd be glad
to talk to you about your own special
needs. |nthe meantime, though, werec-
ommend that you address the Y 2K
problem early and completely, in viev
of thefact that your traditional insurance
policies probably won't help.”

“Cordially,

“William E. Sleeper”

uriously, the insurance in
dustry can assess the risk
and thereforeinsure rocketsthat launch
satellites, submarines to search for the
Titanic, and the legs (or other anatomi-
cal features) of variousHollywood star-
lets. Historicdly, if the price is right,
the insurance industry has “assessed”
virtually ever imaginablerisk and pro-
vided insurance on amost anything
Nevertheless, according to the
form letter, because “insurance compa-
nies don't know what to make of this
[Y2K] risk” theinsuranceindustry can't
calculate the correct bet (premium), and
is therefore (regrettably) refusing to
provide new Y 2K insurance. (Sounds
like insurance industry’s head actuary
isButterfly McQueen: “Ahhdon’ know
nuthin’ ‘bout assessin’ Y 2K risks, Miz
Scaret.”)
| don't buy it. Insurance indus-
try bean counters can assesstherisk that
the fly in your kitchen will buzz into
your bedroom and land on your nose at
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midnight. But the poor little dears
“don’t know what to make of this
[Y2K] risk"?

Bunk.

Inf act,sincetheinsuranceindus-
try has declared that “al” risk, busi-
ness interruption, general liability and
professional liability insurancewill not
cover Y 2K, it's dear that they have as-
sessed the Y2K risk. After all, why
would the insurance industry refuse to
provideall thesetraditional formsof in-
surance against the specific Y 2K prob-
lem — unless they had specifically as-
sessed the Y 2K risk and found it to be
both credible and too great to be sus-
tained?

Further, “Y 2K” will probably be
the single hottest marketing devicein the
history of theworld. At least until Janu-
ary 1, 2000, virtualy anything that can
besoldasa"Y2K” survival product will
be amoney maker. If you can sell base-
balls in 1999 that are certified “Y 2K
Compatible” (able to keep working de-
spite Y 2K) you can probably get rich.
And if you can sell “Y2K Certified”
food, water, hand tools, toilet paper, grain
grinders, solar-, wind-, gas- and water-
powered generaors, y ou will get rich.

During this period of panic and
preparation, the Y 2K “lago” will be
more omnipresent than the Nike
“swoosh” and Y 2K fortunes will be
made. (I'm not sure what good these
fortunes may be after January 1, 2000
— but fortunes will be made.)

Andyet, inthe midst of what may
be history’s biggest consumer buying-
frenzy, the insurance companies claim
they “don’t know what to make of this
risk,” and therefore won’ t participatein
Y2K goldrush...? Arewetobelieve the
insurance industry will ignore on the
biggest marketing opportunity since
Sutter’ sMill because they “ don’t know
what to make of therisk”?

| don't think so, Tim.

Obviously, the insurance indus-
try has assessed theY 2K risk right down
to the last thousandth of a percent, and
conduded the oddsareprohibitive, they
can't win, and therefore won't bet (is-
sue palicies). Thisimplies that insur-
ance industry actuaries dassify Y 2K
right up there with a handful of other
eventsthey won't insure — nuclear war,
civil unrest (riots), terrorism and Acts
of God.

The implications are not encour-
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aging. If theinsurance industry won'’t
insure against Y 2K, then the odds are
high that Y 2K may be catastrophic.

he insurance agency’s letter

states clearly states that no
new or renew insurance policies will
cover Y2K. However, it also hints that
at least someinsurance companieswill
not honor Y 2K claims based on exist-
ing policies: “Many insurers are con-
cerned that this problem might expose
them to paying property or liability
daimswhich weren't foreseenwhen the
policiesweredrafted” Theseinsurance
companies seem to be arguing that since
Y 2K was" unf oreseen,” they should not
be held liable to compensate clients for
Y 2K losses.

But Y2K is not like a meteor
strike or an act of war. Y2K isaman-
made technological problem that's
been coming & usfor over two genera-
tions, and from what | understand, se-
rious warnings were sounded and ig-
nored asearly asthe 1980s. Inany case,
just because the insurance industry
overlooked or underassessed the Y 2K
threat when they created their actuarial
tables is no reason for them to renege
on existing insurance contracts. (It's
just like roofing. If | contract to roof
your house but neglect to indude the
cost of shinglesin my contract, I’ m still

obligated to install the roof at the
agreed-on price) Similarly, if theinsur-
ance industry screwed up, tough. Let
‘em take their lumps.

But judging from the letter, the
insuranceindustry isarguing that since
Y 2K was*“unforeseen,” then “ipso fac-
to, e plur-i-bus un-um” (as the Wizard
might say), the insurance industry
should not be held liable for this “un-
foreseen” risk.

Well, if the insurance industry
only insured risks that could be “fore-
seen,” they wouldn't sell “all risk” in-
surance would they? Further, if we
could foresee all of our problems, we
wouldn’t waste money on insurance
We'd simply hire an actuary to “fore-
see” (much like an ancient soothsayer)
our individual problems, and then spend
whatever time and money were required
to prevent those specific problems.

However, since our individual
problems can't be precisely foreseen,
we buy insurance. Infact, the primary
pur pose for all insurance is to provide
some measure of protection against
“unforeseen” problems. Therefore, the
insurance industry can't renege on ex-
isting contracts to insure against “all
risks’ (which, by definition, must in-
clude some “unforeseen” risks) with-
out also refuting thelogical foundation
for all insurance. Thisrefutationisin-

LEARN WHY AND HOW
YOU CAN BEAT
ALL TRAFFIC TICKETS!

For information
you can sink your teeth into,

send a single, solitary dollar bill.

comprehensibleunlesstheinsurancein-
dustry knows that Y 2K may cause ru-
inous claims on their assets. To avoid
its own ruin, the insurance industry is
gpparently allowingits clientsto beru-
ined Rather than paying off on along
shot that hits,your bookie sskipping town.

I read theindependent insurance
agent’s letter as an initia at-
tempt to weasel out of any liability for
Y 2K problems. They are placing their
customers (who may not yet realizethe
seriousness of the Y2K threat) on No-
ticethat, Ohh, incidently, whenwe sold
you tha expensive“all risk” insurance
policy, wemeant “all” except Y 2K. Yer
in good hands, baby.

However, the insurance letter
doessuggestitisnot entirely unwilling
to provide Y 2K insurance. The letter
leaves the door open by saying “each
case is different” and they'd be “glad
to talk . . . about your own special
needs” In other words, some Y 2K
insurance might be availablein aspecia
deal — IF 1) you can afford a huge pre-
mium and 2) you ar e extremely gullible.

After all, the insurance industry
is as dependant on computers as you
are on your heart. So if Y2K goes
“worst case” and your businessfails, it’s
unclear that any insuranceindustry will
remain to compensate you for your |oss.
In other words, you might be able to
insure your business against Y 2K, but
how do you insure that the insurance
industry will survive Y2K, hmm? [f
Y 2K collapses the insurance industry
computers, all of your insurance poli-
cies will be about as valuable as Con-
federate money.

Theletter concludes, “. . . werec-
ommend that you address the Y 2K
problem early and completely, in view
of the fact that your traditional insur-
ance policies probably won't help.”

In other words, expect no help
from y our insurance company. It's ev-

ery man for himsalf. If you want to
survive, it's entirely up to you to dis-
cover and implement whatever mea-
sures are necessary.

The insurance industry’s appar-
ent refusal to provide Y2K insurance
signalsthat theY 2K threat ispotentially
unprecedented. T hat meansif Allstate

Yes -- send $1.00

and your name and mailing address to:
James B. Wood Il
c/o Cubex, Suite 174-a
7350 S. Tamiami Trail, Sarasota, Florida 34231
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won'’t insure you, you've only got two
other setsof handsto turnto: your own
and Yahweh's. | suggest you fill your
hands with survival supplies and your
God's hands with whatever righteous-
Ness you can manage.

ere’s a another interesting

Y 2K possibility. Remem-
ber your neighbor’ snicedog? Oh, he's
big and looks scary, but he’ sreally just
abig, adorableclownn. Everybody loves
that dog.

Uh-huh. Well, what do you sup-
pose will hgppen if Y2K gets serious
and your neighbor can’t feed his dog?
I'll bet he won't kill the “lovable, big
down; so he'll turn him lose to fend
for itself. (Maybe he'll survive catch-
ing rabbits or raccoon, hmm?)

Could be. Or maybe he'll do
what dogs have doneinstinctively since
the begginning of time: form packs to
hunt game. How mary kinds of game
do you suppose are immune to attack
by dog packs? Any? Properly moti-
vated, a dog pack can kill just about
anything. Even people.

When you stop to think about all
those millions of “lovable clowns”
Americans keep as pets, and then won-
der what those clownswill do when we
run out of Ken-L-Ration, it does give
one pause, no?

2K illuminates a profound
insight into social organiza-
tions and civilization itself. To illus-
tratethisinsight, imagineasundia rep-
resenting America of the pre-comput-
erized 1950s and a sophisticated Swiss
chronometer representing the comput-
erizedAmericaof the 1990s. Both sun-
dial and chronometer tell time, but the
sundia only works in daylight, is too
largeto keepin the house, and only tells
the goproximate hour of the day. The
chronometer, on the other hand, fitsin
our pockets, can tell the time to the
hundreth of a second, and even tells us
the day, date, and phase of the moon.
Compared to the ancient sundial, the
highly integrated, superefficient chro-
nometer isavirtual miracle.
However, the sundial does have
acouple of advantages. You can leave
it out in the rain, snow, summer heat,
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etc., without adverse eff ect. Andwhile
achronometer’ susefulness depends on
its batteries, a well-made sundial can
last almost forever, “powered” only by
the sun. Plus, whilethe physical abuse
of wind, dust and rain have aimost no
effect on sundials, atiny fleck of dust,
a serious shock, or a defective surface
on an intrinsic gear can stop the sun-
dial cold.

On reflection, compared to the
1950s, our modern, computer-depen-
dent society isjust as highly integrated
and super-efficient asthe chronometer —
and just asvulnerableto flecks of dust or
tiny intrinsic defects.

For example, consider supply
systemsfor industrial corporationslike
Genera Motors. 1n 1950, GM filledits
on-sitewarehouseswith engine blocks,
windshield wipers, brake shoesand all
the various components necessary to
build cars. If a supplier went out of
business, who cared? GM had enough
parts on hand to make carsfor months,
maybe years before a replacement ab-
solutely had to be found. The problem
with the 1950s supply system was that
it cost a lot of money to buy land for
the warehouses, build the warehouses,
and store and inventory all those parts.

Along came the computer revo-
lution, and it showed GM how to not
only keep up-to-the-second inventories,
but also how to free up all those finan-
cial resources previously tied up in
warehouses, acres of engine blocks, etc.
By using computers and sophisticated
€lectronic communi cation systems, GM
was able to“integrate” its subcontrac-
torsintoa“justintime” supply system
that guaranteed that inventories could
be kept low because new supplies of
every car part would arrive from sup-
pliers a GM’s factories “just in time”.
Rather than keeping 50,000 engine
blocks in the warehouse GM ordered
just enough engine blocksto last til next
Tuesday afternoon, because on Tuesday
morning, another shipment of engine
blocks would arrive “just in time”.

The financial gainsunder the su-
perbly efficient “justintime” (comput-
erized) supply system were huge and
allowed GM to both increaseits profits
and cut the cost of cars for consumers.

Hooray for computerization!
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/lmterwet Mser.\

visit the
Antshyster
\Website
Links to Hundreds of
Legal Libraries, Archives §
Research Resources. Also
News, Stories, § EMaLl to
Editor Alfred Adask §
Antishyster

News Magazine
http/
\vwwv.a niishyster.com /

But, as GM’s computerized effi-
ciency eliminated itswarehouseinven-
tories, GM becameincreasingly vulner-
able to supply problems. This vulner-
ability was dramatically illustrated in
early 1998 when aseemingly insignifi-
cant plant manuf acturing GM’s“justin
time” brak e pads decided to go out on
strike. Within days, GM was out of
“just intime” brake pads and therefore
had to shut down its entire assembly
line. Moreover, since there were no
longer any warehouses to store inven-
tory, GM aso had to stop ordering “just
in time” engine blocks or turn-signal
lights. Asaresult, not just GM, but all
of its subcontractors and suppliers—and
all of their subcontractor and suppliers
— were suddenly out of work. The so-
cial and financial costs of having just
onelittle“ fleck of dust” (unhappy brake
pad workers) inthe GM “ chr onometer,”
caused the entiretime pieceto stop tick-
ing.

This GM shutdown illustrates an
extraordinary insight: Increasing lev-
els of efficiency and integration neces-
sarily increase the probability of sys-
temic, even catastrophic failure.

Lookit GM. Most of its“just in
time” efficiencieswereachieved by re-
ducing GM’sformerly massive and ex-
pensive inventory. But that inventory

972-418-8993
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(EREE Y2K Crisis
Survival Guide

WARNING! Within fourteen months hundreds
of thousands of computers worldwide will
hit a BIG glitch, called the Millennium
Computer Bug (or “Y2K”). Almost daily
another bureaucrat or computer expert
admits that it’s too late to stop this bug

from taking a big bite out of the

American lifestyle and global economy.

L. Y2K National Educational Task Force has
. published “Y2K CPR” -
I offers answers and hope to help offset the
greatest Y2K threat — being unprepared!

OFFER: While supplies last, anyone who mentions “Y2K” when
he subscribes or renews his subscription to the AntiShyster News Magazine
will receive a FREE copy of Craig Smith’s “Y2K CPR” book and also a FREE
audio tape featuring five noted Y2K authors.

AntiShyster subscriptions are $30.00 for six issues.
order to AntiShyster POB 540786, Dallas, Texas 75354-0786 The United States
of America. Or phone in a MC or Visa subscription at 1-800-477-5508. Don’t
(orget to mention “Y2K” for your free “Y2K CPR” book and audio tape.

a 32-page book that

Send check of money
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was more than a collection of parts, or
afinancial cost—it wasGM’ sinsurance
policy against unforeseen errors.

If the UAW went on strike at the
engine block factory in 1950, who
cared? GM had stored enough engine
blocks in their warehouses to keep
building cars long after the striking
UAW workers were starved into sub-
mission. And the idea that GM could
be crippled in 1950 by one little plant
making brake pads was ludicrous.
GM'’sinventory wasitsinsurancepolicy
against unforeseen errors. In the final
analysis, the inventory was GM’ s mar-
gin for error.

Closely examined, al highly ef-
ficient organizations ultimately extract
their efficiency from their former mar-
dgnfor error. Astha margn diminishes,
the organi zation becomesincreasingly,
even inevitably, vulner able to collapse
caused by increasingly insignificant
errors. “Justintime’ necessarily means
that unless additional parts arrive ex-
actly on schedule, within just days or
even hours, the plant will have to stop
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production. That's a very small mar-
gin for error and illustrates that effi-
ciency is based as much on calculated
risk as technology. As efficiency and
associated risk rise, some sort of col-
lapse becomesincreasingly likely.

Another good example of the
dangers of increased efficiency is
America' s food supply. When | was
boy, there was enough corn and wheat
stored in American grain silos to feed
thiscountry for ayear or two. Over the
years, wehave“ efficiently” reduced our
food inventories to the point where we
now have just thirty days supply of
some staples.

Over the next decade, our lust for
“efficiency” will inevitably drive usto
reduce our food inventory even further.
By 2010, we might only have enough
food on hand to last aweek, but thanks
to our “just in time” food distribution
system, our supplies of bananas from
Mexico, coffee from Brazil, and rice
from China, etc., will be computer-
guaranteed to keep usfat.

Uh-huh. But what if our divine
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weathermen somehow miss another El
Nino (or some other natural phenom-
enon) that strikes with sufficient inten-
sity and duration to not only exhaust
the food stockpiles in America, but
cripple our suppliersaswell? Once ef-
ficiency haseliminaed most of our f ood
inventory (our margin of error), the ti-
niest disruption in our social system
could cause disaster.

owv look at Y2K. Perfect

example. 1f Y2K had hap-
pened in 1950, no one would know or
care. If it happensjust fifty years later
in 2000, millions may die. The differ-
enceistha our society isnow so highly
computerized, integraed, and so effi-
cient that we no longer support a
healthy marginfor error. Asaresult, a
very small problem can have an enor-
mous impact.

Infact, it'sremotely possiblethat
if Y2K gets really down and dirty, it
could collapse Western civilization
(muchlik ethe brak e pad people almost
collapsed GM) and send the few re-
maining survivor s back to an impover-
ished life in a medieval culture. That
outcomeisadmittedly unlikdy butitis
theoretically possible

Which brings UFQO'’s, space
aliens, and radio telescopes to mind.
Scientists have scanned the skies for
decades with huge radio telescopes
looking for radio signals from alien
civilizations (there must be millions of
‘em) in other solar systems. Surpris-
ingly, no electronic evidence of alien
civilizations has been reported. In fact,
somereligiousconservativesare begin-
ning to view the silence from space as
proof for the Biblical implication that
we are the only civilization in God's
universe.

Well, | don’t know if there are or
aren’t diencivilizationsin outer space,
butY 2K suggeststhat findingradio sig-
nals from such civilizations is not as
likely as someimagine. After all, what
isaUFO if not evidence of a civiliza-
tion so incredibly efficient and highly
integrated, that it makes our computer-
ized society look as primitive as the
sundial? But if increasing levels of ef-
ficiency and integration necessarily in-
creasethe probability of systemic, cata-
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strophic failure — isn't it unlikely that
any civilization might evolvetotheleve
of efficiency necessary to engage in
meaningful space travel? How could
any highly integrated civilization reach
into space without encountering aglitch
as seemingly trivial as brake pads or
Y 2K that collapses the entire society?

See ny point? Y2K illustrates a
“Tower of Babel” effect that might
placealimit onthe evolution of all civi-
lizations. |.e., we decide to create a
magnificent tower that will reach to the
heavens. We spend year sonthe design,
and decades cutting and polishing the
beautiful blocksof marble. Wemix the
mortar, and start assembling our marble
blocks higher and higher until wereal-
ize that Omigod! the ugly old mortar
that holds our tower together is not ce-
ment —it’'ssand (or in our case defec-
tive silicon computer chips) and the
whole tower/ civilization collapses.

After a “Tower of Babel” col-
lapse, weloselives, technology, books,
science and pretty soon the few survi-
vor sareback to grunting in caves. Over
the next several centuries or millennia,
they dowly advanceuntil they rediscover
electricity, computer s, etc., and start re-
building another tower/ civilization

But just like us, their first com-
puters are so expensive tha they cut
every corner to reduce memory costs—
including using two-digits (rather than
four) toidentify their years. Then—just
about the time they’ re ready to put the
capstone on their tower — they redize
their civilization depends on two-digit
yearsin a four-digit world, and Bang!
AnotherY 2K collapse sends us back to
the caves, erases our technology, etc.,
until — centuries later — future genera-
tions repeat our pattern of socia and
technological evolution, develop two-
digt year formats, and —BANG! —an-
other Y2K collapse.

The same process could effect
every emerging civilization in the uni-
verse. And maybe tha’s why our sci-
entistscan’t find any radio signalsfrom
alien civilizations. Maybe, shortly af-
ter they invent radio, they irvent com-
puters, overlook the Y2K glitch, and
collapse back into their stone age.

Of course, the technological
glitch doesn’ t aways have to be using
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two-digit yearsinafour-digit world In
fact, the Y2K problem may be fairly
primitive and easily solved compared
to the unexpected glitch necessary to
wipe out a highly integrated, efficient
civilization on the verge of real space
travel. Nevertheless,Y 2K illustratesthe
dangersof rapidly increasing efficiency
and social integration (aswith the New
World Order) that must aff ect all emerg-
ing civilizations. Increasing efficiency
inevitably reduces marginsfor error to
levels that virtually guarantee organi-
zational collapse.

Y 2K also raises another peculiar
guestion: What other glitches, defects
and “specks of dust” are currently hid-
ing in the watchwork of our civiliza-
tion? I'll bet we'remorelikdy to find
another “Y 2K” in our technology than
we are to encounter areal space alien.
And what hgppenswhen w e hit the next
“Y2K”? And how ‘bout the one after
that...?

Curiouser and curiouser, hmm?

y January 1, 2000, the USA

will probably have become
the world’'s greatest warehouse of
survivalist food and paraphernalia.
WEe'll be buying horses and sleighs (up
north) or buckboards (down south) for
transportation. We'll have all the
world’ scandles, kerosenelanterns, gen-
erators and toilet paper.

Still, it’ sentirely possiblethat on
January 1, 2000, the only thing we'll
really needis“Y 2K Certified” Bloody
Mary mix to ease the hangovers from
theworld’ smost memorableNew Years
Eve party.

| hope so. We may skate right
pastY 2K, and if we do, those who stock

up on survival products (rather than
something sensible like beer) may be
ridiculed ask ooksand downs. So you
might waste your reputation as well as
your money if you buy survival prod-
ucts now.

Still, I suggest you risk ridicule
and stock up becauseY 2K islike Rus-
sian Roulette. Maybe there’ sonly one
bullet in the revolver, so your odds of
being unharmed are good — but on the
other hand, the gun is pointed at your
head. AssesstheY 2K risk probability
any way youlike, but itspotential isstill
too letha to ignore. Remember what
the DOJ subcontractor told me? “ Worst
case scenario. . . midwinter pover grid
failure. .. millionsof fataities” Those
millions could include you, your
spouse, your kids. Althoughthe“worst
case scenario” is unlikely, prudent
people should prepare.

And don't delay. It's just like
being on the Titanic. There are not
enough lifeboats. The last to wake up
will be least likely to survive. The de-
mand for survival foodshas already ex-
ceeded the survival food industry’'s pro-
duction capability. We are fast ap-
proaching athree-month delay between
orders and shipments. Tha delay is
growing. Asearly asSpring 1999, sur-
vival foods may be so scarce or
unaff ordable as to be virtually nonex-
istent. By June, you might not find
kerosene lanterns. By September,
candles.

Judging by the insurance indus-
try letter, thereisahigh probability that
we are heading toward another “Night
To Remember”. Bet onit.

Get right and get ready.

"Emer gency Food Storage
Guaranteed L owest Prices

1-800-477-5508

3 Weeks to Your Door
Per ma-Pak Since 1953
Call Gregat 1-800-414-9324

972-418-8993
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In God We Trust?

by Alfred Adask

rusts are similar to corpora

tions in that both are artifi-
cial entities (legal , fictional persons) de-
vised to limit personal ligbility. That
is, by placing your property or conduct-
ing your activities from behind the
shield of an artificia entity, you can
avoid persona liability for your own
negligence or mistakes. However,
while both corporations and trusts are
defensive devises used to shield their
members from persond liability, only
trustspromiseto providetangible“ben-
efits’ to its beneficiaries.

Unlike corporations, the essential
atribute of trustsisdivided titleto trust
property. That is, a Grantor who has
“perfect title” (owns both legal andeg-
uitable titles) to a particular property
creates atrust by 1) appointing one or
more trustees to hold legal title and
thereby control the trust property; and
2) naming one or more beneficiariesto
receive equitable title (possession and
beneficial use) of thetrust property. The
resultant relationship between trustee,
beneficiary, and legal and equitable
titlesto property iscaled a“trust”.

One hard and fast rule for trusts
is tha beneficiaies may not serve as
trusteesand control trust property —and
conversely — trustees may not possess,
use or enjoy trust property. Instead,
muchlikeamillionaire’ sservants must
serve the millionaire’s kids, trustees
must administer trust property in order
toserve the"best interests’ of thetrust’s
beneficiaries. The resulting tension be-
tween trustees (who do al the work)
and beneficiaries (who receive all the
benefits) spawned severa TV sit-coms
depicting the comical antics of hard-
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working trustee/ servants dealing with
spoiled kid/ beneficiaries — or respon-
sible beneficiaries burdened with in-
competent trustee/ servants.

In red life, the tension between
trustees and beneficiaries is not so
funny and can often lead to jealously,
exploitation, and even violence. Trust-
eesinevitably want to use and enjoy the
benefits of thetrust assetsthey control.
Beneficiariesinevitebly want control of
the trust assets they possess and enjoy.
In truth, trusts create potentialy frus-
trating relaionshipsand areunlikely to
wor k for long unless beneficiarieshave
great faithintheir trustees, and thetrust-
eeshavereal love for the beneficiaries.
Human nature being what it is, the reg-
uisitefaith and love are seldom present.
Asaresult, that trustee/beneficiary ten-
sion has been a mainspring for centu-
riesof human conflicts, including those
described in the Bible.

Anyone reading the AntiShyster
knows | believe trusts are a fundamen-
tal mechanism used by our government
to bypassour constitutional rights. But
few readers suspect that much of what
I know (or think | know) about trusts
(and law, itself) is coming from the
Bible.

I’m not evangelizing. I'm sim-
ply saying that studying the Bible can
be surprisingly educational because it
provides hundreds of verses that |
belileve illustrate fundamental trust
principles.

or example inNumber s1:2,
God orders Moses to “ Take
acensus of thewhole | sraelite commu-
nity . ..." According the New Interna-
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tional Version (NIV) Bible's introduc-
tion to Numbers, the term “lsraelite
community” was expressed in Hebrew
as “bene yisra'el”. Obviously,
“yisra'el” means“Isragl,” so “commu-
nity” and “bene” should beroughly syn-
onymous.

Isthesimsilarity betweentheHe-
brew “bene” and the modern trust
“beneficiary” coincidental, or evidence
that Moses applied trust principles
3,500 years ago?

Strong's Electronic Concordance
(copyright 1989, Tristar pudishing)
offers some clues. Strong's identifies
every Greek word used in the original
version of the Bible with individual
numbers and translates those Greek
words into English. Thus, the English
term “Israglite community” is derived
from three Greek words (#s5712, 1121
and 3478) as. “the congregaion of”
(5712)* “the children of” (1121) “Is-
ragl” (3478). Ignoring the terms “Is-
rael” (3478) and “congregation”
(5712), the Hebrew “bene” is roughly
trandated as“ children” in Greek. Insofar
as the majority of modern trusts are cre-
ated by parentsto provide benefitsfor their
children, ther eisan obvioussmilarity be-
tween the ancient Hebrew “bene” and
modern “beneficiaries’.

Thisillustrates the value of Bib-
lical study. Reading modern texts on
trusts makes trust concepts seem so
subtle and convoluted that the entire
trust rel ationship seems hard to under-
stand. Butif you read the Bible, trusts
can be easily understood as virtually
identical to therelationships commonly
found in most families. Parents act as
trusteeswho own tr ust/family property
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and work to provide food for their chil-
dren. Thechildren act as beneficiaries
who don’t work, but enjoy the “ben-
efits’ of food, shelter, education, and
their parent’s love. The parent/ trust-
eesmanage trust assetsto achieveindi-
rect control over the beneficiaries (“If
you don’'t mow the lawn,you can't use
the car for your Saturday night dae.’)
The children/ beneficiaries are con-
stantly pushing to escapetheir status as
beneficiaries who are subject to trust
control (“But it’s just not fair! All the
other kids can stay out until after mid-
night!”) and gain personal “freedom”
(actualy control over trust property).

Once you understand that trusts
work almost exactly like families, and
the olligations, rights and rel &ionships
between trustees and beneficiaries are
anal ogousto those between parentsand
children, what part of trusts don’'t you
understand? Although there are some
subtleties that may exceed the family
analagy, generally speaking any time
you haveaquestion about what atrustee
must (or must not) do, or what a ben-
eficiary may (or may not) do, al you
have to do is frame your question asiif
the trustee were a parent and the ben-
eficiary were achild. Generally, trust
fundamentals can belearned though the
family analogy. And where’s that un-
derstanding comefrom? FromtheBible
and associded reference texts.

sthisfamily/ trust analogy re-

aly valid? Vine's Expository
Dictionary of Biblical Words? statestha
the Hebrew term “bene” or “ben”
(Strong’s # 1121) is derived from the
term “banah” (1129) which mean, “to
build, establish, construct, rebuild” ...
“Metaphorically or figuraively, the
verb banah is used to mean ‘building
one's house' —i.e, having children.”

Yep. The trust/ family analogy
works.

\ine's offers more support: “Ba-
sicaly, ‘ben’ (1121) represents one’s
immediae physical male or female off-
spring. The special emphasisison the
physical tie binding a man to his off-
spring. Sometimesthewor d ben,which
usually means ‘son, can mean ‘chil-
dren’ (both male and female) [and] can
signify ‘descendants’ in general” ®
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“Ben can also be used in an adop-
tionformula ‘ Thou art my Son; thisday
have | begotten thee' (Ps. 2:7). . . .

Point: Not all “ben’s” (or
“bene’s’) need be born into a particu-
lar family/ trust — some can be adopted.
If modern trusts are based on ancient
Biblicd principles, then it might follow
that a modern lega procedure very
similar to adoption was used to include
usinto govemment tr ustslike Social Se-
curity. If so, it should follow that the
correct procedure for escaping the
rightless status of beneficiary in an un-
wonted government trust might be simi-
lar to whatever moder n legal processis
used to annul adoptions or emancipate
natural children from parental (trustee)
control. (This insight illustrates that
Bible study can not only illuminate the
underlying causesfor many of our pre-
dicaments, but al so teach how to escape
them.)

Vine's offers another hint on es-
caping the unwonted status of benefi-
ciary:

“Ben (1121) may signify ‘young
men’ ingenerd, regardless of any physi-
cal relationship to the speaker: ‘And [I]
beheld among the simple ones, | dis-
cerned among the youths, ayoung man
void of understanding’ (Prov. 7:7)...."

That's a due to a fundamental
characteristic of beneficiaries: they
have no understanding of the trust or
the trustees obligated to serve them.
They are young, dumb and full of ben-
efits. Like all children, their ignorance
makes them vulnerabl e to ebuse by un-
scrupulous trustees and also their own
shortsighted, self-serving decisions mo-
tivated by greed to control (rather than
appreciate and enjoy) trust assets.

It follows tha one of the keysto
escaping one's status as an ignorant,
rightless beneficiary is study. Those of
us who are more devoted to our TVs
than our libraries are condemned to live
“from cradleto grave” aschildren, ben-
eficiaries, wards of the state. |s there
an example of people whose study has
helped to escape their status as benefi-
ciaries? Yes. Lavyers. Insofar asthey
must all operate in “good faith”, I'm
almost convinced the bar isatrust, the
courtsare probably atrust, and lawyers
(officers of the court) are acting in the
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capacity of trustees whenever the pro-
vide the “benefit” of representation to
members of the public. Although law-
yersare still caught in most of the ben-
eficial schemesthat afflict other Ameri-
cans, by virtue of their study (law
school) they have at least achieved the
status of trustees within the courts.

an trust principles found in

the Bible be applied to more
than modern trusts? Maybe. For ex-
ample, interpreted from a “trust per-
spective,’” the story of the Garden of
Eden might go thus:

Adam and Eve enjoyed the bless-
ing of Paradise They both tended the
Garden and were allowed to eat freely
of its fruit (except fruit of the Tree of
Knowledge of Good and Evil). Note
that the“blessing” of Paradise consisted
in both the work (tending the Garden)
and benefits (ample food) of the Gar-
den. However, when they broke the
rules and tasted the apple, they were
giected into a world where they must
struggle for their food without guaran-
tee that their work would produce a
benefit (food) or that those who did the

Secret Tools for Post-

Conviction Relief, by Joe
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13-page Table of Contentswith over 440
quick reference topics with favorable
supporting federal case law. “The
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Post-Conviction Relief; Ineffective As-
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tice; Factual Innocence; Legal Innocence;
The“Endsof Justice”; Novelty | ssues of
Law; Intervening Change in Law; Ret-
roactive Application of the Law; and
much more!

Regular price $69.95 plus $5.00 shipping
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$49.95 plus $5.00 shipping and han-
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salestax. Send check or money order to:
Zone DT Publishing, PO. Box 1462,

Dept. AS, Allen Texas, 75013-0024.
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NO ARTHRITIS PAIN

35 matr g

New FREEDOM FORMULA “CM PURE”
(Plant-based long chain essential fatty acid complex)

Arthritis * Bursitis * Colitis * Crohn’s * Leaky Gut Syndrome
Auto-immune dysfunction * Allergies * Alzheimer’s * M.S.* M.D.

Mark McGuire gained baseball superstar stature by using the

FREEDOM FORMULA “CM PURE”
to clear up his batting shoulder muscle and join pain

CALL 248-788-5776

- Distributors wanted -
dynamic home-based business opportunity

work would actually enjoy the benefits
(food). (Unpredictableweather and un-
just neighbors might easily destroy or
steal thefood/ benefit of Adam’slabor.)

This suggests a distinction be-
tween “blessings” (from God) and
“benefits” from some artificial entity/
trust. Perhapsablessing isawaysen-
tirely yours, likeyour life, health, un-
dienable rights, talents or forgiveness
— something no one can take from you.
Once you receive ablessing, you alone
can control and enjoy it. Inthat sense,
a blessing is similar to “perfect” title
(legal and equitabletitles) to a particu-
lar property. You get to control it, you
got to useit, asyou alone seefit.

But abenefit (which appears de-
ceptively similar toablessing) isaways
incomplete since, by definition, the ben-
efit is controlled by others (trustees),
and your use is always conditional on
their gpproval. For example, if lawful
money wereablessing, Federal Reserve
Notes (which look like money) would
be a"benefit”. True, unaienablerights
would be a blessing, but privileges
(which look like rights) and “civil”
rights would be only a“benefit”.

Within the Garden of Eden,
Adam’s blessing included both work
and benefit. Outside of Eden, he was
condemned to work hard (much like a
trustee) but not necessarily reap all the
rewards (benefits) of his efforts. In a
sense God cursed Adam by dividing
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his “title” to the work and benefit of
Paradise. Adam was condemned to a
trust-likeenvironment wheretheformer
reldionship between his work and re-
wardswas severed. From this perspec-
tive, divided titles (or trusts) might be
construed asatest, even akind of curse
— egually unsatisfying for both trust-
ees and beneficiaries. Thus, aprimary
Biblical theme might be man’sattempts
to“ reunite’ the dutiesand benefits of this
mortal trust into the blessing of paradise.

f application of “trust prin
ciples to the Garden of Eden
seems farfetched, note that the history
of Israel also seems tied to trust prin-
ciples. When God freed the Israelite
davesfrom Egypt, they reached a cov-
enant/ contract wherein the Israglites
would enjoy the blessing of perfecttitle
(legal and equitable; control and use)
tothe“Promised Land” — provided they
obeyed God's laws. As usual, the up-
pity Israelites rebelled, compromised
their covenant/ contract and were de-
nied equitable title to use (live in) the
Promised Land.
Becausethe I sraelites reneged on
the covenant, God seems to have di-
vided title to the Promised Land. The
original generation of rebellious Isra-
elites were condemned to live in the
desert for forty years somewhat like
“trustees’ who would own —but never
possess or enjoy —the Promised Land.

www.antishyster.com

Only their children/ descendantswould
later both own and possess the Prom-
ised Land.

Functionally, this apparent “divi-
sion” of title to the Promised Land is
similar to atrust. Again, from this per-
spective, thetrust (divided titleto prop-
erty) might be viewed as a punishment,
evenacurse. (“Sure you lsraglitesare
my children and own legal title to the
Promised Land —hut sincey ou've been
bad boys and girls, I’'m sending you to
bed without your milk and honey’)

A subsequent generation of Isra-
elites regained control and possession
of the Promised Land, but they also
strayed from the covenant and were
gjected and dispersed.* However, los-
ing the use (equitabletitle) of the Prom-
ised Land did not void the Israglite’s
caim on legdl title. For nearly 2,000
years, the Israglites faithfully passed
their legal titleto the Promised Land as
an inheritance from one generation of
“trustees’ to the next for the benefit of
some unknown futur e generation.

Since World War |1, that “un-
known futuregeneraion” seemsto have
arrived. All of the recent Middle-East
turmoil has centered on I sr ael’sattempt
to reassert their legal title (which
they’ ve claimed and passed to their de-
scendants for centuries) and regain eg-
uitable title (use, possession) to the
Promised Land. Thus, the modern na-
tion of Israel might be vieved as the
preliminary “re-unification” of lega
and equitable titles to the Promised
Land” —the restoration of a blessing.

Modern Middle-East conflictsul-
timately boil down to a 3,500 year old
title to the “Holy Land”. These con-
flicts are so important, that during the
Cold War, the Middle-East was re-
garded asapotentia causefor anuclear
worldwar. All of thisflowvsfrom con-
flicting cliams to an ancient title and
illustratesthat understandingtitles (the
source of all rights) and especially di-
vided title (the essence of al trusty may
bevital to understanding world history,
current events, politics, our legal sys
tem and even our relaionship to God.

However, note tha 1I’m not pro-
posing that the relationship between
Yahweh, the Israglites and the Prom-
ised Land constitutesa“trust”. Maybe

1-800-477-5508

972-418-8993



yes,maybeno. However, | am specu-
lating that modern, man-made trusts
are not only based on Biblica prin-
ciples hut insofar as they disperse
“benefits’ may even seek to emulate
God, himself.

An attempt to emulate God is
not necessarily benign. Like corpo-
raions, modern trusts. 1) offer lim-
ited personal liability (which is con-
trary tothe essence of God'sjustice—
unlimited personal accountability);
and 2) provide earthly benefitsas an
addition, perhaps even an alternative
to God's blessings and arguably God,
himself.

Just ascorporationsare artificial
persons—amodern secular trust (asa
source of benefits subtly competing
with God's blessings) might bevieved
as anartificial faith, afalse religion,
or even afalsegod/idol. Based onthe
First Commandment, God might be
displeased with secular trusts since
they tend to compromise our trust
(faith) in God aloneto provide Jus-
tice (unlimited personal liability for
all) and whatever providence and
blessings He deems necessary and ap-
propriate for our survival.

Again, without evangelizing, |
don’t know of amodern text on trusts,
law or history that off ersmoreinsight
into our modemworld than the Bible.
It's not just “Jewish fairy tales’. In-
stead, that single text presents an
amazing distillation of thousands of
years of observation of principlesand
motivationsthat affect all human lives.
Regardless of w hether you' reaChris-
tian, Jew, Moslem or atheist, if you'd
like to escape your ignorance, you
ought to take alook.

1 According to Vine's Exposi-
tory Dictionary, the Greek word for
“congregation” is“edah (5712)" and
“ may have signified a‘company
assembled together’ for acertain
purpose, similar to the Greek words

of Biblical Words. ©1985, Thomas
Nelson Publishers

3 To this day, legal title to
property can only pass by exchange
of lawful money (typically gold or
silver) or by “descent” (from parent
to child in wills).

4How’d they stray? Maybe by
wanting an earthly king like other
nations. Like our own kids (benefi-
ciaries) who are aways pushing for
more “freedom” (actually control of
trust/ f amily assets like the car), the
early Israglites were constantly
pushing to wrestle control of the
Promised Land (blessing) from their

H&w Long Will Y
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grantor/ trustee — God, himself.

God obliged, stepped aside and
gave Israel a “king” (arguably, a
mortal trustee). But ever onefor
giving lessons, God gave I sragl two of
the finest kings ever known: David
and Solomon. One had extraordinary
courage, the other unparalleled
wisdom — and yet both ultimately
failed to propedy administer the trust.
Lesson One? No mortal (sinceal
have sinned) can truly fulfill therole
of trustee Lessontwo? Sensible
Israelites should trust God aloneas
grantor of their blessings and sole
trustee. u
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ANTISHYSTER PuBLIcaTIONS

VoLuwes 1(1991), 2 (1992), 3 (1993), 4 (1994),
5 (1995), 6(1996), 7 (1997) or 8 (1998)

Eac h Volume contains ALL the AntiShyster articles and cartoons pub-
lished in a calendar year from 1991 to 1997. The length of each Volume
varies between 150 and 255 pages, but averages about 195 page:

THE HisTory oF THE INTERNATIONAL MonETaRY
Conspiracy AGAINST THE UNITED STATES,

A GENERAL ViEw OF THEORIGIN AND NATURE
OF THE CONSTITUTION AND GoVERNMENT

by Henry Baldwin, Assoc. Justice of the Supreme Court
First published in 1837 [just 50 years after the Constitution was ratified], this
rare 197-page text presents Justice Baldwin’s analysis of fundamental flaws
in the Constitution. Some Constitutionalist scholars believe this text is sig-
nificant because jt inadvertently provided the intellectyal foundation for sup-
sequent and continuing attempts to overthrow our Constitutional government.

ANALYSIS OF CyviL GoVERNMENT
by Calvin Townsend
Originally published in 1868,as“A class-book for the use of grammar, nor-
mal, and high schools, academies, seminaries,colleges. universities and
other institutions of learning” until | read this Analysis, Ididn’t think any
book could serve S0 broad an audience — but this one does. This is the
finest Constitution Study guide I've seen, 150 pages, softcover.

THE Missing 137w AMENDMENT
by Alfred Adask
Has a lawful amendment been subverted from the U.S. Constitution? Be-
tween 1819 and 1876,at least 26 states or territories published copies of the
U.S. Constitution containing a“13th Amendment” which has since mysteri-
ously disappeared. This“Title of Nobility” Amendment would prevent |awy-

tocopies of historical documents which published this amendment as |aw-
fully ratified.

Common Law Liens
by Alfred Adask

This 100-page study guide includes €ssays, examples of common law liens
and case cites explaining a new, evolving legal strategy used by folks across
the USA to protect their equity in their homes and farms against foreclosure.

All publications on this page are perfect-bound, soft-cover and cost

$30 each (including P&H),

SUBSCR/PT/ONS

lndividual Six Issues

$ 30.00

Two Years Twelve |ssys $ 50.00
Three Years Eighteen Issues $ 60.00
Ten Years Sixty Issues $150.00
(st Class g Genera| Delivery adgqg $ 10.00)

Group (Minimum) ¢ 60.00

Save $10 per Indivigya/ Subscription,

ription (Six Issues) for each
THREE Subscriptions/ order,
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ccording to Marion Barry, four-
time mayor of Washington, D.C.,
“1f you take out the killings, Washing-
ton actually hasavery low crime rate.”

ear Abby,

I've dways wanted to have my
family history traced, but | can’t
afford to spend alot of money to doit.
Any suggestions?

Sam

Dear Sam,
Yes— Run for public office.

M oses, Jesus and another guy are
playing golf. Mosestees off and
drivesalong one directly toward awa-
ter trap. Quidkly, Mosesraiseshisclub,
the water parts, and his ball rollsto the
other side safe and sound.

Next, Jesus tees off and his ball
heads toward the same water trap. It

lands directly in the center of the pond
and kind of hovers over thewater. Jesus
casually walks out on the pond and
chipsthe ball up onto the green.

The third guy gets up and ran-
domly whacks the ball out over the
fence and into oncoming traffic on a
nearby street where it bounces off a
moving truck onto the roof of a shack,
rolls into the gutter, down the down-
spout and right toward the same pond
But on theway to the pond, theball hits
a stone, bounces out onto a lily pad.
Suddenly, a bullfrog jumps up on the
lily pad and snatches the ball into his
mouth. Then an eagle swoops down,
grabs the frog and flies away. As they
pass over the green, thefrog cr oakswith
fright and drops the ball right into the
hole for a beautiful hole-in-one.

Moses shakeshishead in dismay,
turnsto Jesusand says, “| just hate play-
ing with your Dad”

EtcC.

young punk rocker gets on abus

with spiked, multicolored hair
that's green, purple, and orange. His
clothesareatattered mix of leather and
rags. Hislegs are bare and he's with-
out shoes. His face and body are
pierced with jewelry and his earrings
are big, bright feathers. He sits down
in the only vacant seat, directly across
from an elderly man who just glares at
him for the next ten miles.

Fnally, the punker gets self-con-
scious and barks, “What you looking
a, old man. .. didn't you ever do any-
thing wild when you were young?”
Without missing abeat, the elderly man
replies, “ Yeah. Back when | wasyoung
and in the Navy, | got really drunk one
night in Singapore, and had sex with a
parrot. | thought maybe you were my
son.”

-

AntiShyster
Classified Ads!
$15/ Each Column Inch

(max. 40 words.)

Send Ad text & Check to
AntiShyster, POB 540786
Dallas, Texas 75354-0786

The United States of America
or
Phone in your Ad with aMC of
VISA to 1-800-477-5508 or
972-418-8993
SECURITY NUMBER LIMITATIONS
Win $10K For Violation Of Your Rights.

SSN The Book $30 Gen-Info $2 + #10
SASE To: Know Your Rights

clo R. Owens, 1403 Sherwood Dr.,
Bowling Green, KY 42103

FREE Wholesale Catalog! 800-650-0505
Colloidal Minerals—$10! Noni-$16! Calorid
Weightloss—$16! Chitasan Fat Trapper—$16!
Arthritis Cure Formula—$16! Eros Sex Drive
@hancer—$24! HGH“Ageless Miracle”-$40!

VIATICAL SETTLEMENTS!
Avoid Stock Market Risk. Significant
returns Guaranteed by our top-rated
Insurance Companies. 12 to 36 month
plans. Minimum investment required. For
a free brochure please call: “The Hope
Group” (800) 259-0532

http://members.aol.com/tcnbp
FREE On-line and off-line study materi-
als for US Constitution. Download-related
PC software program FREE.

PROTECTYOUR PRIVACY! P.O.Boxes,
remailers, leave a trail. We have the an-
swer. All information confidential. For
FREE details (501) 785-3424 or
www.ebservices.com

FREE CATALOG of politically incorrect
books. Send $1.00 for postage. Bohica
Concepts, PO Box 546, Dept. AS, Randle,
Washington 98337

20/20 WITHOUT GLASSES! Safe, rapid,
non-surgical, permanent restoration 6-8
weeks. Airline pilot developed. Doctor
approved. Free information by mail:

(800) 422-7320 ext. 140. (406) 961-5577,
http://www. visionfreedom.com

AGE-REVERSING MIRACLE . .. medﬁ

cally proven to reverse aging by 10-20
years! 73+ baby boomers want it! Millions
will be made. Be the first authorized dealer
in your area. Very minimal investment.
Send for free info. Hockman Publishing 381
Stuyvesant St., Warrenton, Va. 20186

IRS = FRAUD. Remedies in a non-
cornventional way. Do unto others [IRS]
as they have done unto you. The power
to tax is the power to control. Contact:
David T. Connolly at We the People In
America, c/o 45 Dogwood Circle,
Woodbridge, Conn. [06525] Ph. (203) 393-
0549 Fax (203) 393-1043

Americans For Legal Reform
We took Viagra and became the biggest
Legal Reform organization in N.Y. State.
We want to put you on our mailing list. If
you don't live in Long Island, N.Y., we’'ll
waive the $50 dues for the first year. It
won't cost you anything. Write to:
Americans for Legal Reform,
POB 214, Huntington Station, N.Y.
11746 (516) 421-6390

www.jeffry.com
dedicated to restoring the Republic
through God, information and
technology.
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