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I have recently completed a 
series of Power Point Presenta-
tions which I’ve titled THE 
CORE PROBLEM.  Recog-
nizing that not everyone will 
have access to the series, a 
computer, necessary software 
and possibly the skills, to 
view the presentation, I have 
decided to bring the subject 
forth in a series of columns.  
It was a difficult task to make 
the presentation series because 
the subject is complex, and 
so a couple hundred hours of 
considerable effort went into 
making it comprehensible to 
the lay individual (Frank Six-
pack). 

 
The last two columns, 

dealing with “Authoritarian-
ism” was of some necessity 
before beginning this series 
of columns.  It was necessary 
because what will be discussed 
and revealed in this series will 
most likely fly right in the face 
of the “authoritarian” culture, 
and has the potential to upset 
them, although that is not my 
goal.  This series of columns 
will explore, what I believe, is 
the CORE PROBLEM to all 
the issues we Americans find 
so disturbing.  As we begin, I 
will openly state what I believe 
to be the CORE PROBLEM, 
and afterward, will begin 
making my case.  In the end it 
will be up to you, my fellow 
American, to determine if I 
have made my case.

 
Authoritarians who read 

this may well feel threatened 
because it requires individual 
analysis, independent thinking, 
and individual responsibil-
ity.  For those authoritarians, 
it will not be the conventional 
wisdom that comes from their 
authority, whoever that may 
be.  An authoritarian, who has 
openly committed himself, or 
herself, to another person’s 
point of view, may possibly 
find their selves a bit embar-
rassed.  I suspect that the 
hard-core authoritarian will 
discontinue reading these 
columns as soon as he (or she) 
is able to see where it’s going.  
FREEDOM is not a place for 
an individual who cannot, or 
will not, think for their self, 
who cannot, or will not take 
responsibility for their self.  In 
short, this series of columns 
is not for the individual who 
needs the government to be 
their parent.

 
Those who are not authori-

tarians, yet, who have believed 
the conventional wisdom, 
may find something new and 
enlightening in this series 
of columns to consider, who 
knows?  This series of columns 
is for the individual who is not 
intellectually locked up by the 
adoption of values that allow 
someone else to do their think-
ing for them, as is the case of 
the authoritarian.  This column 
series is for the free and inde-
pendent thinker.  And should 
some authoritarians begin 
thinking and analyzing along 
the way, so much the better.  
And so we begin.

 
As we begin, allow me to 

take the time to make the point 
that it is imperative that we 
comprehend the path we have 
traveled, as a people, to get 

to the stage as it is set today.  
Understanding our path and 
past events allows us to see 
the core problem clearly, and 
perhaps provides the means 
to better solve our problem(s) 
from a perspective of elevated 
comprehension.  The path, as I 
found it, is very interesting.

 
Simply put, THE CORE 

PROBLEM is the national 
debt.  Some Americans think 
that we owe this debt to 
ourselves.  We do not!  It is 
owed to a cartel of private indi-
viduals through the banks they 
own.  The privately owned 
Federal Reserve Bank is 
central to this issue here in the 
United States, and in a global 
sense, the International Mon-
etary Fund (IMF) and World 
Bank are included.  Now, 
the case I make may be total 
fantasy.  If you think so, feel 
free to do your own research, 
you might be surprised at what 
additional information you will 
uncover.

 
And although this series 

of columns may travel many 
avenues of history, they all 
relate to the core problem, the 
national debt.  I believe all the 
information presented in this 
series to be crucial to compre-
hending the problem(s) of the 
United States today. 

 
Exploring a little history, 

the Declaration of Indepen-
dence was written when 
we were still, legally, under 
English rule.  Therefore, does 
it have any standing at law?  
Since we intend to use this 
document in legal settings, it 
might be important to know 
the answer to this question.  
Yet, our public school system 
has never informed us on this 

matter, at least they never 
informed me.  Give it some 
thought before continuing.

 
If you answered “yes, the 

Declaration of Independence 
does have standing in law”, 
you are correct.  But there is an 
even more important question, 
“how did it gain standing?”  
Again, think about it for a 
minute before continuing.

 
The answer to how the 

declaration of Independence 
gained stating in law is simple, 
“UNDER A TEST OF ARMS.”  
We Americans said it, then we 
picked up our guns and we 
made it stick.  Thus was born 
the republic of these united 
States of America and the free-
dom that republic brought with 
it.  And it is for this reason that 
the “right to bear arms” is in 
the “Bill of Rights.”  This right 
really has nothing to do with 
hunting for food, or shooting 
targets as recreation.

 
And while we are discuss-

ing the “Bill of Rights” a little 
history may be interesting.  Al-
though the “Bill of Rights” are 
actually Amendments to the 
Constitution, they are consid-
ered part of the Organic Con-
stitution while all amendments 
after the tenth are not.  This is 
because several states withheld 
ratification of the Constitution 
contingent upon the proposal, 
debate and adoption of the Bill 
of Rights.  Twelve amend-
ments were proposed, ten of 
them were ratified, and the 
Constitution ratified.

 
However, the Bill of Rights 

was preceded by a preamble 
of three paragraphs which I’ve 
yet to see in a public school 
text book.  The first paragraph 
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is of particular interest and is 
presented here for your consid-
eration.

 
“The Conventions of a 

number of the States having 
at the time of their adopting 
the Constitution, expressed 
a desire, in order to prevent 
misconstruction or abuse of its 
powers, that further declara-
tory and restrictive clauses 
should be added: And as 
extending the ground of public 
confidence in the Government, 
will best insure the beneficent 
ends of its institution.”

 
“...in order to prevent 

misconstruction or abuse of 
its powers.”  Clearly, the men 
considering the adoption of the 
Constitution do not trust the 
honor of those who comprise 
government leadership, or who 
may comprise government 
leadership in the future, and 
are taking the steps they feel is 
necessary to chain that leader-
ship to the law of the land (the 
constitution) and prevent the 
exercise of uncontrolled police 
power throughout the Union 
of the republic of these united 
States of America.

 
And if you’re new to my 

writings, the lowercase “u” 
on “united” is not an accident 
or oversight, it is intentional 
and proper English in order to 
identify the republic from the 
corporate United States.  The 
term “united” is an adjective 
as used above, and in iden-
tifying the corporate United 
States, it is part of the name 
and as such, is capitalized.  We 
will learn more about this as 
we progress.  Do we remem-
ber any of this from our public 
school text books?  I don’t!  
But I had a fifth-grade teacher 
who took the time to make this 
point with me.  And although I 
didn’t comprehend the signifi-

cance of this at that time, I did 
remember.

 
I believe the Declaration of 

Independence is the first docu-
ment to have lawful standing 
because of gaining standing 
under a test of arms.  But I’m 
not a legal scholar and I’m not 
going to pretend to be one.  
Like many of you, I’m just an 
American who can still think 
for my-self.

 
Since the word “republic” 

was used above, and yet our 
public schools and mainstream 
misleadia constantly refer to 
our system of government as 
a Democracy, perhaps it is 
worth our time to know the 
difference.  Reading from the 
Constitution:

 
“The United States shall 

guarantee to every State in 
this Union a republican form 
of government…” – Constitu-
tion of these united States of 
America

 
As we can see, the Con-

stitution mandates that a 
republican form of govern-
ment be maintained in each 
state of the Union.  It does not 
give Congress any latitude in 
this matter.  Do we think that 
since this is MANDATED it 
might be important?  Well, to 
know this answer, we need to 
know the difference between a 
republic and a democracy.  Do 
we?  Thank you public school 
system.

 
In short, “democracy” is 

majority rule.  It is mob rule.  
It is two wolves and one sheep 
sitting down to discuss what’s 
for dinner, and the sheep loses 
every time.  Democracy gives 
the majority control over the 
minority, which is to say, 
control of your life and your 
property.  That’s democracy.

 
In a republic, any power or 

authority claimed by govern-
ment is conferred upon that 
government by the people, 
individually.  And since, in this 
republic, we are all created 
equal in the eyes of the law, 
none of us has anymore power 
or authority to confer upon 
government than anybody else. 

 
Therefore, if I do not have 

the authority to go into your 
wallet, take out a hundred 
dollars, and give it to whom-
ever I feel is needy, then I 
cannot confer that authority 
upon government.  If govern-
ment is doing this, it is doing 
so by contract or by fraud 
and deception, and that will 
eventually be explored.  There-
fore, in a republic, the sheep, 
as a minority, is not a looser 
because the wolf majority does 
not have the authority to make 
the sheep their dinner.  The 
lives and property of the mi-
nority is safe from the majority 
in a republic, including the 
hundred bucks in your wallet.  
And therein lays the most 
defining quality of a republic 
in contrast to a democracy.

I suspect that you are 
probably thinking that, OK, 
if this is true, then how does 
government do all the things 
that fly right in the face of 
this asserted truism?  In future 
columns we will eventually 
comprehend this.

 
Tune in next week and I 

will continue making my case 
in our examination of THE 
CORE PROBLEM.

 


