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In March, the U.S. Postal Ser-
vice delivered Census 2000 pack-
ages to U.S. residents.  Each Cen-
sus package explained that we
should fill out the Census form,
“to help your community get
what it needs – today and in the
future! . . . The amount of money
that your neighborhood receives
depends on your answers.”

In other words, you won’t get
your “fair share” of good govern-
ment benefits unless you duti-
fully fill out your forms.

Nevertheless, as of late May,
over 40% of Americans had not
returned their Census forms.
This refusal to consent to cen-
sus is similar to the fact that up
to 20% of the American drivers
may be ignoring the mandatory
automobile insurance law, over
half the country refuse to vote,
and forty million Americans re-
portedly refuse to file their in-
come tax.

Civil disobedience
Judging by growing resis-

tance to Census 2000, auto in-
surance, voting and income tax,
it appears that a massive num-
ber of Americans are implicitly
telling National government to
take its benefits and stick ‘em.

I find this resistance encour-
aging.  Perhaps the fish are get-
ting wise to government bait.

However, the primary reason
for this overt resistance is prob-
ably our apparently strong
economy.  So long as we believe
ourselves to be collectively pros-
perous, we are naturally less de-
pendent on government benefits
and can afford to thumb our
noses at Washington.  Prosper-
ous people make lousy serfs.

Tyranny loves poverty
Of course, if the economy

were to falter, public apprecia-
tion for government – especially
government benefits – would
quickly rise. This relationship be-
tween poverty and public obedi-
ence illustrates that government
power is inversely proportional
to national prosperity.

For example, Hitler’s rise to
power in the 1930s was built on
Germany’s post-World War I eco-
nomic depression.  Likewise,
Communism would’ve died still-
born except for Czarist Russia’s
civil war and grinding poverty.
Here in the USA, President
Roosevelt’s “New Deal” precipi-
tated revolutionary political
changes in 1933  that could not
have been dared, except for the
Depression started in 1929.  The
power of totalitarian govern-
ments is always forged on the
anvil of poverty.

The correlation between pov-

erty and government power is so
strong that some people believe
that our Great Depression was
caused intentionally  to “soften up”
the American people and make
them sufficiently desperate to ac-
cept massive, unconstitutional gov-
ernment regulation in return for
government  handouts (benefits).

The trouble with depressions
While economic depressions

might be intentionally started,
they’re not so easily controlled.
The danger in depression (espe-
cially in an internet world where
the public no longer depends on
mainstream media for informa-
tion) is that during a depression,
another Hitler – or worse (from
government’s perspective), an-
other Jefferson – might rise up
from among the people and
achieve enough power to cause
the system some real trouble.

As a result, our National gov-
ernment faces a troubling choice.
If prosperity continues, more
serfs will walk off the reservation,
stop filing 1040s, and drive with-
out insurance.  But if government
causes an economic decline to re-
store the serfs’ dependence and
obedience, it risks precipitating
enough economic chaos (both
nationally and internationally) to
allow complete outsiders to gain
serious political power.

Decentralization
and Government Decline
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Being damned if they do – or
don’t – government is most likely
to do nothing as it slides deeper
into paralysis.  But inaction in-
creases the impression of impo-
tence and heightens the serfs’
contempt.  If we’re too prosper-
ous to be dependent on govern-
ment benefits, and government
is too paralyzed to enforce its de-
crees, who needs ‘em?

Thus, the public’s growing
indifference to government sug-
gests that, for now, the bond and
bondage between National gov-
ernment and the People is weak-
ening.

Out of the mouths of moguls
In 1999, Donald Trump jus-

tified his possible run for the
Presidency  with an insightful
question: “Do we really want to
elect someone to the Presidency
who’s never made more than
$200,000 a year?”

Multi-billionaire Trump was
comparing himself to financial
lightweights like Al Gore who’ve

never earned over $200,000 a year.
$200,000 a year is chump

change among moguls like
Trump.  I’d bet that Trump pays
his secretary more than that.  To-
day, almost any small business-
man can earn $200,000 a year if
he’s a little talented.  And For-
tune 500 CEO’s often earn hun-
dreds of millions of dollars per
year.  These guys make more per
week, than President Clinton
makes all year.  Some of ‘em
make more per day.

So, when you stop to think
about it, why would anyone
waste his life trying to win a pub-
lic office that pays so poorly?

Of course, there are enor-
mous perq’s that go with high
public office.  Immunity, power,
travel, excitement, graft, sex.
But almost all of that (plus a
much greater income opportu-
nity) is also available to folks who
dedicate themselves to climbing
the corporate ladders.

Trump’s question – “Do we
really want to elect someone to

the Presidency who’s never made
more than $200,000 a year?” –
illuminates a fundamental truth
about politics:  Virtually all of our
politicians are either incompe-
tent or corrupt.  With only a few
exceptions, they’re all light-
weights.

But Trump’s question raises
an even greater implication:
We’re willing to elect low-paid
“lightweights” to the White
House because, frankly, the job’s
not that important.

Being President grows in-
creasingly similar to being Queen
of England.  Your principle job
description involves being a fig-
urehead who won’t get caught
drunk or fornicating in public
and, every so often, will deliver a
amusing speech written by
someone else.  (Vice Presidents
are also duty-bound to keep a
straight face while attending fu-
nerals for Third World dictators.)

Other than that, national
public office is increasingly a
trivial pursuit.

Why?
Because government is be-

coming irrelevant.
Why?
In large measure, the inter-

net.

Power to the people
It’s a cliche’ to say that per-

sonal computers and internet
have empowered individuals to
an unprecedented degree.

We know, we know. . . .
Yet, few understand that

power is a relative concept. That
is, when one entity’s power in-
creases, the other entity’s power
must (relatively) diminish.

For example, suppose a large
man stands up in a crowded res-
taurant with an automatic rifle.
Virtually everyone will instantly
perceive his power within that
restaurant to be absolute.

OK, now suppose that every-
one else in that restaurant is
armed with concealed .45 semi-
automatics.  Now, how powerful
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is the single man with the single
automatic rifle?  Seeing as he’s
surrounded, Not very.

Because the other patrons
are also armed, the relative
power equation has shifted dra-
matically.  The large man’s auto-
matic rifle and personal power
have been almost trivialized by
the other patrons’ .45s.  Can he
still do harm?  Yes.  But if he
doesn’t sit down, shut up, and
eat his dinner like a good boy,
he’ll be shot from all sides and
probably die.

Historically, our government
has behaved like the large man
waving the only automatic rifle
in our restaurant. The govern-
ment had power and we didn’t.

But today, thanks to personal
computers and the internet,
most of the surrounding “pa-
trons” are also armed.  If govern-
ment dares wave its weapons in
our restaurant, we’ll gun it down
with e-mail and widespread pub-
lic exposure that government
simply can’t endure.

Decentralized structure
The internet was designed by

the Pentagon during the Cold
War as a communications net-
work that could survive nuclear
war. The key to this survival was
the internet’s decentralized
structure.  The internet is a
“web,” not a hierarchy. Because
there is no centralized command
structure, there is no single tar-
get to hit and destroy.

For example, if a man in San
Diego wants to call New York
over the internet, his call might
be automatically routed through
Houston, or Chicago or even
Toronto and still reach New York.

If the link from San Diego to
Chicago isn’t working, the internet
will automatically connect the call
through Houston.  If Houston’s
down, the call will go through
Toronto.  It might even go by way
of Hong Kong and London and a
score of other cities and switches
that we’ve never heard of.

Because the internet was de-
signed to be decentralized  – and
thus indestructible – it’s also vir-
tually uncontrollable by our own
centralized government.

When government designed
the internet in the 1960s, it was
intended only for multi-million
dollar mainframe computers of
government, defense contractors
and big universities.  No one an-
ticipated the invention of per-
sonal computers.  No one
dreamed that Joe Sixpack might
ever get on the internet with a
$1,000 laptop more powerful
than the most expensive 1960s
mainframe.  If government had
anticipated the PC revolution, I
doubt that the internet would’ve
been created.   But they didn’t
anticipate the PC, and so tech-
nology has overwhelmed (or at
least redefined) politics.

The critical point is that the
internet is a decentralized struc-
ture.  Because all power is rela-
tive, the implications of a decen-
tralized communication structure
go far beyond the internet itself.

All traditional governments
are based on the concept of cen-
tralized power.  Because the in-
ternet is a decentralized struc-
ture, it poses an unprecedented
challenge to the whole concept of
centralized government.   Armed
with the internet, ordinary indi-
viduals have become increasingly
powerful while centralized au-
thority has necessarily grown in-
creasingly (relatively) powerless.

A new equality
Technology is advancing at

the speed of internet, and the
world is truly becoming “global-
ized” in way the New World Or-
der never imagined or desired.

This modern “globalization”
is not one of a single centralized
command structure that struts
and rules the world.  Instead,
thanks to the internet, Philippine
kids can paralyze American com-
puters with “I love you” e-mail
while Austrian inventors market
an new fusion technology and a
high school girl from Skokie
makes a killing on international
currency speculation.

God made all men, but the
internet made ‘em equal.  There
is an unprecedented freedom
(power) on the internet that al-
lows virtually anyone to get rich
quick, if they have talent, a good
idea, a computer, modem and a
little luck.  And no one knows
where the next genius millionaire
will come from.  He could be a
Ph.D. from Harvard or a high
school dropout from Watts.

This equal opportunity ren-
ders traditional ideas of wealth,
class structure and power mean-
ingless.  Our government’s  urge
to directly control us is fast be-
coming as obsolete as the
Maginot Line France relied on to
prevent German invasion in the
1930s.  Nazi brains and innova-
tive technology simply blitz-
kreiged around the Maginot
Line’s “fixed defense” and France
fell in days.
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The same thing is happening
to our National government.  Just
as France relied on an ancient
fixed-defense, our government
relies on an archaic technology
– centralized power – and is
therefore being rendered obso-
lete by the political power shilft
caused by the decentralized in-
ternet.

Centralized authority in a
decentralized world

Right now, hooked up to the
internet, I have as much poten-
tial power as an average Con-
gressman.  And so does every-
one else who’s on the ‘net.

You and I may never exercise
that power, but it’s there for us
if we have the talent and deter-
mination to use it.

Proof?
Matt Drudge.  One little man

and an internet connection re-
leased the Lewinsky story and
thereby nearly impeached a
President.  No Congressman has
ever exercised more awesome
individual power.

Some people suppose that
since Clinton was only the sec-
ond President in two centuries to
face impeachment, we shouldn’t
expect another impeachment for
another century.

I’m more optimistic.
In the internet world where

every individual is hugely em-
powered, anyone who finds the
right information can emulate
Matt Drudge and precipitate an
impeachment.  As a result, I ex-

pect to see at least two more im-
peachment trials in the next ten
years.  If another clown like
Clinton gets into office, he may
be hit by several impeachment
trials during his term of office.

Point: by empowering indi-
viduals to an unprecedented de-
gree, personal computers and
the internet have effectively dis-
empowered all forms of central-
ized authority – especially gov-
ernment.

These altered power and con-
trol relationships flow largely
from the internet’s decentralized
structure.  All internet users are
equally empowered precisely
because there is no centralized
control over the internet.

Government is, by definition,
centralized control (power).  The
internet is, by definition, decen-
tralized control (individual
power).  The two can’t coexist.
Unless government gains direct
control over the internet, mod-
ern centralized government may
soon go the way of European
monarchies.

The next President may pull
manfully on the levers of power,
but his exertions will be increas-
ingly vain since those levers only
work in a centralized systems of
power.  In the decentralized in-
ternet world, there may be no big
government because there is no
centralized power.

The new elite
On the internet, there’s only

talent. If you have talent, you can

prosper mightily.  If not, you fail.
Does government have tal-

ent?  Are government employees
and officials noted for their in-
tellectual brilliance and creative
imaginations?

No.  They’re not all knuckle-
dragging lechers, but most are
by nature and conditioning un-
equipped to cope with the
internet’s fierce competition and
fast evolution.

In a sense, only individuals
can be quick enough to exploit
the internet’s opportunities.  Or-
ganizations are inherently too
slow to cope.  By the time you
assemble an organization, the in-
ternet has probably evolved so
much that whatever you wanted
to do has already been done or
is no  longer needed.  Market
opportunities appear and disap-
pear like ducks in a carnival
shooting gallery.  Shoot fast and
shoot straight or your chance
may be gone.

The time and resources re-
quired to build and maintain vir-
tually all organizations (promo-
tions, memos, health insurance
programs, day care, etc.) are all
bureaucratic friction that dissi-
pate organization energy, slow
it’s response times, and render
it uncompetitive on the internet.

The only people who can
move fast enough to keep up on
the internet are individuals who
can make instant decisions un-
encumbered by organization
protocols and the need for “per-
mission” from a centralized au-
thority for an individual to act.

Of course, large organiza-
tions will retain a lot of financial
muscle in the internet world.  But
in the end, they’ll only be able to
buy the operations that’ve been
built and made profitable by truly
talented individuals.

This implies that massive or-
ganizations and bureaucracies
are about to go the way of the
dinosaur – precisely because
their mass makes them too slow
to survive.

otto skinner 1/6 10K 101For the most accurate information
on the so-called “income” tax

and the 16th Amendment, see:

http://www.ottoskinner.com

or write to  otto@ottoskinner.com
Don’t be fooled by those who claim that the

16th Amendment authorized a direct tax.
See web site for free articles.

http://www.ottoskinner.com
mailto:otto@ottoskinner.com


8 AntiShyster      Volume 10, No. 1     www.antishyster.com    adask@gte.net    972-418-8993

Proof?  Just twenty years ago,
the world’s computer industry was
dominated by five massive corpo-
rations.  Today, only IBM remains,
and then only as an also-ran. Big
Blue’s days of glory are bye-bye.
In just twenty years, the giant has
become almost dwarflike.

Similar fates await most mas-
sive corporations, big govern-
ments, and even would-be glo-
bal dictatorships.  Whatever
power or advantage their mas-
sive size once conferred, today,
their mass condemns them to a
short life-expectancy.

No NWO now
Internet decentralization is

rendering all centralized, bureau-
cratic organizations obsolete.
The New World Order (NWO) is
no exception.  Based on a pre-
internet political model where
centralized authority and control
were possible, the NWO’s orga-
nizational foundation is now
drowning in the internet tide.

Perhaps the most remarkable
argument against world govern-
ment was presented in
stratfor.com’s Nov. 29, 1999 Glo-
bal Intelligence Update.  There,
analysts explained the impor-
tance of “unsynchronized busi-
ness cycles”.

Each national economy oper-
ates on a “business cycle”
wherein the people become pros-
perous, unemployment falls,
prices rise, inflation sets in, in-
terest rates rise, the economy
cools into recession (and some-
times depression) and later
bounces back toward recovery,
prosperity, low unemployment,
etc., and the whole cycle begins
again.  The duration and ampli-
tude of invidivual business cycles
vary, but inevitably what goes up
must come down . . . and then
go up again, too.

When two countries simulta-
neously experience inflation, un-
employment, recession, and then
prosperity, their business cycles
are “synchronized”.  This “syn-

chronization” is essential to the
“centralized control” that defines
a global dictatorship.

stratfor.com explains:
“The World Trade Organiza-

tion is moribund only a few years
after its creation. Its failure is
rooted in the fundamental real-
ity of today’s global economy: de-
synchronization of regions of
roughly equal bulk. Ever since
the Asian meltdown, the world’s
economic regions have been
completely out of synch. . . . .
That means that the creation of
integrated economic policies is
impossible. What helps one re-
gion hurts others. Thus, organi-
zations like the WTO cannot
function. Instead, regional insti-
tutions are emerging.”

To illustrate the NWO’s de-
pendence on global economic
synchronization, suppose the
U.S. economy accelerates into in-
flation.  Alan Greenspan and the
Federal Reserve will raise inter-
est rates.  As interest rates rise,

they draw domestic investment
capital out of comparatively risky
ventures into safer (now, more
profitable) bonds.

But in the globalized world,
rising American interest rates
also attract foreign investment.
Therefore, when our interest
rates rise, capital is also sucked
out of foreign economies caus-
ing them to also “cool down”
right along with ours.

But suppose that the Japa-
nese and American economies
are not “synchronized”.  I.e., sup-
pose that while the U.S. economy
overheats into inflation, the Japa-
nese economy is simultaneously
cooling into recession or depres-
sion.  To escape their recession
and spur more economic activ-
ity, the Japanese will need more
capital, more foreign invest-
ments and lower domestic inter-
est rates – at exactly the same
time the higher U.S. interest
rates are sucking investment
capital out of the world.

In order to cool our inflation,
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our high interest rates will attract
capital that might otherwise have
been invested in Japan.  Thus,
our attempts to save ourselves
may deepen Japan’s recession
into a depression.   Of course, if
we refuse to raise our interest
rates in order to help Japan, in-
flation will harm and anger the
American people.

What’s a politician to do?
So long as two nations’ busi-

ness cycles remain “unsynchro-
nized,” one nation can’t rise with-
out the other falling.  As a result,
both nations will resent each
other and the cooperation and
coordination necessary to estab-
lish a centralized authority like
the NWO will remain virtually im-
possible.

Whodunit?
For the NWO to triumph, all

the nations of the world must
synchronize onto the same busi-
ness cycle.

But can global business
cycles be forcefully synchro-
nized?  No.

Why?  Again, my “usual sus-
pect” is the Internet.

Prior to the internet, the flow
of capital from one nation to an-
other was controlled by the
world’s top bankers.  It they de-
creed that Japan would have
more money, then the Japanese
economy would flourish. Con-
versely, if Japan offended the al-
mighty bankers, they could re-
strict the flow of capital into Ja-
pan and precipitate recession
and even political turmoil.  This
monetary control provided the
foundation for political control
over much of the world. (See “IMF
Colonizes Korea,” AntiShyster
Vol. 8 No. 2.)

But since the internet caught
on, massive amounts of money
are moving at the speed of light
between international stock mar-
kets and scores of other invest-
ment brokerages.  This financial
flow moves strictly according the
whim and research of thousands

and even millions of individual
investors around the globe.

Collectively, these decentral-
ized individual investors and en-
trepreneurs are moving more
money than the world banks.  As
a result, the bankers’ former cen-
tralized control over the interna-
tional flow of capital has been re-
duced to a mere influence. The
bankers are still important play-
ers but like IBM, they no longer
dominate their industry.

Control equals wealth
With the loss of control

comes danger.  While bankers
could once safely manipulate na-
tional economies by increasing
or restricting the flow of capital,
they don’t dare do so in the in-
ternet world since they just
might lose their fortunes.

For example, suppose Ger-
many took a political position
that stubbornly opposed the
world bankers/ NWO’s objec-
tives.  In the past, the bankers
could threaten to restrict

Germany’s access to credit and
plunge the German economy
(and voters) into chaos.  So Ger-
man officials would politely ac-
cede to the bankers’ demands.

But today, if world bankers
try to depress the German
economy by selling German
stocks and bonds, the mass of
individual investors of the global-
ized economy may quickly rec-
ognize the bargains in Germany
and buy or invest in everything
the bankers try to depress.

Result?  The German econ-
omy might be largely unharmed,
but the bankers will lose a for-
tune trying to artificially depress
the political system.

Without exclusive, central-
ized control over the flow of capi-
tal, bankers can’t manipulate the
political system without risking
huge financial losses.  And bank-
ers won’t risk their fortunes,
since once it’s gone, so is their
remaining influence and illusion
of grandeur.

As money moves more
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“democratically” over the inter-
net, the old banking aristocracy
is fading into history and with it,
the foundation for centralized
world government.

International competition
The ability to perceive real

value (truth) and the ability to act
quickly on that perception in
open, unrestricted competition
are all that matter on the inter-
net.  But these principles don’t
merely apply to corporations and
industries.  They also apply to na-
tions.

Imagine a highly restrictive
and despotic government.  Will
that nation risk allowing it’s
people access to the internet?
No.  But without internet access,
can the people of that nation ef-
fectively compete – let alone
prosper – in the modern
economy?  No.    As a result, na-
tions burdened with strong, cen-
tralized governments will slide
quickly into poverty.

On the other hand, imagine

a nation where the people are
free to innovate and compete.
Will that nation prosper?  Prob-
ably.  Other nations might, by
luck, do better.  But in the inter-
net world, prosperity will be most
likely in those nations that are
most free and therefore most
able to innovate.

Suppose Bill Clinton wants to
impose some draconian Execu-
tive Orders to stifle domestic in-
vestments and cripple our
economy.  So what?  Wee-wee on
him. I can move my money over
the internet in seconds to Hong
Kong where I can make a better
investment.  And an hour later,
if I spot a better deal in Luxem-
bourg, I’ll move my money there.
And two hours after that, if the
President of South Africa issues
a decree that makes South Africa
the most free, innovative nation
on earth, I’ll move my money
there.

Every time I move my money,
the nation that receives it will be
enriched by my investment and
the nation that loses it will be im-
poverished.  Nations will there-
fore compete for my investment
dollars (and yours) just like the
Dallas Chamber of Commerce
competes with Ft. Worth to host
the National Firemans Associa-
tion annual convention.

In that competitive environ-
ment, does any government dare
to impose centralized power?   If
it does, capital will flow out of
that nation within minutes
(maybe milliseconds) and the
public will be quickly impover-
ished and angry.

This isn’t mere conjecture.
Look at Russia.  Their centralized
government has resulted in an
economy that is currently smaller
than Portugal’s.  The average
male’s life expectancy has fallen
to 57.  Russia is a third world na-
tion and unremarkable except
for their nuclear missiles.  The
new Premier Putin reportedly
wants to centralize more power
into Moscow.  If so, Putin is a fool

and unlikely to last long since
Russia won’t be saved by increas-
ingly centralization – it will be
killed.

Point:  because the flow of
capital is no longer controlled by
a centralized authority, the na-
tions themselves will be forced
to compete on the open (honest)
market for investment capital.
The basis of that international
competition will be the degree of
freedom and education afforded
to each nation’s citizens.

If so, this international com-
petition will be determined
largely on which government
imposes the least restrictions,
taxes and lies on its people.  If
Japan charges a 20% income tax,
America will be forced to charge
a 19% income tax to win the com-
petition for investment dollars.
But if England charges an 18%
tax, the investment capital will
go to the Limeys – until Indone-
sia guarantees a 15% income tax,
Sierra Leone guarantees a 10%
income tax, and finally Red China
guarantees only a 3% income tax.
And then somebody will offer no
income tax, and so on.

It doesn’t seem possible, but
the logic of the internet implies
that in a decentralized world, in-
ternational competition will be
based on which nation has the
least government and most indi-
vidual freedom.  Big, centralized
government is not merely archaic
in the internet world, it is an
unaffordable liability.

The internet’s decentralized
structure is fostering a time
when everyone – even politicians
– will be forced espouse Thomas
Jefferson’s observation, “That
governs best which governs
least.”

Fantastic, hmm?

(And as you’ll read in the
next article,  it’s even kinda
funny.)

Douglas,Shannar 1/6 5K 101
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“The New Chew”
Chewing Brush

NO HANDS
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NO TOOTHPASTE

THE NEWEST
BREAKTHROUGH

IN DENTAL HYGIENE

Just pop the chewing brush
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KNOWLEDGE  FROM  THE  PAST
Our mission is to bring books back from the dead; much like Jesus did for Lazarus. Thanks to
modern technology, we can provide exact replica versions of books and Bibles, some which

Antiquarian Bible Literature
Geneva Bible, 1560 1st edition, 1st printing.    This is
the work of religious leaders exiled from England to
Geneva. Pilgrims and Puritans brought it to America.
Contains all 80 books with fully legible column notes.
$200
400 year Anniversary Edition of the 1611 King
James Bible, In the Olde English with all 80 books
of the Bible.  $200
The English Hexapla, 1841 This edition contains six
English translations of the New Testament.  Access
the translations from Wiclif to the Authorized KJV
1611! Also, the Greek Textus Receptus.     $200
Tyndale’s New Testament, 1536   This edition is
considered the biggest contributor to our modern En-
glish.  An exact replica of Tyndale’s original.   Tyndale
was strangled and burned at the stake for making this
contribution to Bible history!    $200
Memoirs of William Tyndale.  $20
Obedience of the Christian Man, 1528 by William
Tyndale.   $40
An Abridgement of the Institutions of the Chris-
tian Religion, 1585 by John Calvin.  $90

The Story of the first printed English New
Testament by W. Tyndale 1525 $30

All prices include shipping

are over 400 years old! It is now possible
to study materials that inspired our
forefathers!

The publications available here contain in-
formation that should be in every library,
especially of those who claim the Freedom
of being an American and those who claim
Jesus as their Savior!

We invite you to become a
part of our ministry.

RARE, HISTORIC LITERATURE

The History of the United States, the Repub-
lic of America   Published in 1829, this book
details key United States historical events from
discovery in 1492 through 1826.       $40

The Federalist Papers on the New Constitu-
tion, 1817  This selection, taken from the pa-
pers on Hamilton, Jay, and Madison, provides
insight on  our Constitution.       $40

Pre-Columbian Discovery of America  This
piece of literature discusses the peoples in
America BEFORE Columbus      $25

Chaplains and Clergy of the Revolution. $35

VIP Sales
Box 463, Owensville, Ohio 45160
(513) 641-2281 or 1-877-879-2788

MASTERCARD/ VISA ACCEPTED

Call today to order or to receive a
free literature list.

Many other selections available!




