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To:  Those Who Have Unalienable Rights To Keep Thei r Property Without 
Takings of Any Kind     

& Thos e  Who Have  No Rights  But Only Privileg e s  Enforc ed By Corrupted Courts  and Forc e  

        

Thought you might enjoy these two articles that cam e out in the Ecologic 
Powerhouse www.freedom.org .     
Seems the Law of Karma and Newton's Third Law has d ealt a different 
hand to the New London Connecticut city council and  the U.S. Globalist 
Supreme Court than they had planned. Government is like bailing twine 
that wraps itself around your axle until you are fo rced to cut it off.      
  
Jack Venrick 
Enumclaw, Was hing ton 
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Filed under: Economy, Taxe s  & Government — TBlumer @  12:12 pm  

It has  been nearly three  years  s inc e  the  Ke lo  v. New London ruling  by the  US Supreme  Court, and 
of two years  s ince  the  c ity o f New London, CT s e ttled with the  final two Fort Trumbull holdouts , 
Ke lo  and the  Cris to faro  family. 

The  Supreme Court’ s  majority, in the ir June  2005 Kelo ruling , dec lared that “ public  us e”  as  
Fifth Amendment to  the  Cons titution really means  “ public  purpos e”  — that is , ins tead o f the  
be ing  able  to  take  land through eminent domain only for the  purpos e  o f building  a public  s truc ture  
c reating  a public  s e rvic e  (road, bridg e , s choo l, park, e tc .), the  g overnment can take  land for any 
be lieve s  a worthy one . In the  cas e  of New London, the  c ity be lieved that demolis hing  oc cupied, 
hous e s  that had s tood for ove r 100 years  and deve loping  “ s omething  e ls e”  that would g arner the  
revenues  was  a worthy public  purpos e . 

What has  be en done  with the  property s inc e  then?  

As  a deve lopment-re lated deadline  loomed in mid-May, a Hartford TV s tation filed this  report, and 
the  ans wer:  

Plans  Stall In F ort TrumbullPlans  Stall In F ort TrumbullPlans  Stall In F ort TrumbullPlans  Stall In F ort Trumbull 
Land Remains  Barren Afte r Homes  Torn Down 

Next month marks  the  third annivers ary o f the  controvers ial U.S. Supreme  Court 
allowed the  c ity of New London to us e  the  power o f eminent domain. But, not much 
been made  in Fort Trumbull, leaving  s ome  wondering  whe ther the  homeowners  were  
for nothing . 

….. Channel 3 Eyewitne s s  News  reporter Kevin Hogan reported that where  homes  onc e  
the  land is  now barren. 

He reported that Corcoran and J ennis on is  having  problems  s ecuring  the  $18 million 
needed to build the  townhous e s . 

The  c ity s aid the  c lock on its  extens ion to  find the  funding  is  running  out. 

Two weeks  later, Corcoran J ennis on failed to s e cure  the  financ ing  required for the  pro je c t (New 
links  in this  po s t will las t only a few days ;  a paid s ubs c ription is  required after that):  
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‘‘‘‘ ItItItIt’’’’ s  Overs  Overs  Overs  Over’’’’     F or Corcoran J ennis on, NLDCF or Corcoran J ennis on, NLDCF or Corcoran J ennis on, NLDCF or Corcoran J ennis on, NLDC 

The  Corcoran J ennis on c ompany has  lo s t its  exc lus ive  rig ht to  deve lop nearly the  entire  
half o f the  Fort Trumbull penins ula, o ffic ials  from the  New London Deve lopment Corp. 
an interview Friday with the  editorial board o f The Day. 

” We s igned a deve lopment ag reement with CJ , and now we ’ re  without one ,”  s aid an 
unequivocal NLDC Pre s ident Michae l J oplin. “ There  is  no pre fe rred deve loper at the  

” It’ s  ove r,”  corporation Vic e  Pre s ident Karl-Erik Sternlo f s aid o f the  company’ s  
the  NLDC to  be  the  s o le  deve loper o f a hote l, a 7-ac re  offic e  parc e l and more  than 100 
units . 

That ag reement, which has  be en extended four times  s ince  2001, expired at 5 p.m. 
when Corcoran J ennis on failed to  meet a c ritical deadline  to  s e cure  financ ing  for its  
million rental c omplex o f 66 apartments  and 14 townhous e s . 

….. Corcoran J ennis on o ffic ials  have  s aid a s lowed hous ing  market and s ting y lending  
had widened the  hous ing  plan’ s  “ financ ing  gap”  to more  than $3 million. That g ap 
nearly $12 million loan and a 20 perc ent - or $4 million - inve s tment from the  Bos ton 
company. 

….. Ste rnlo f s aid the  NLDC’ s  own cons ultant be lieve s  that it may be  two to three  years  
any deve loper c ould realize  a profit by bring ing  hous ing  to  Fort Trumbull. 

A New London Day editorial tried to put lots  o f lips tick on a very ug ly pig :  

It’ s  time for a fre s h look at Fort Trumbull. Ye s , the  ec onomy is  anemic  and c redit is  
the re  may be  a deve loper out there  with a viable  plan. 

That’ s  the  potential s ilve r lining  in the  Corcoran J ennis on c loud. The c ity now has  the  
at leas t find out if the re  is  s omeone  e ls e  out the re  who has  the  wherewithal to  breathe  
into  Fort Trumbull. 

The  Munic ipal Deve lopment Plan for the  90-ac re  penins ula was  deve loped a decade  
bas ed on a comprehens ive  environmental evaluation o f the  property. The  major 
inc lude  the  hous ing , hote l, o ffic e  s pace  and a mus eum. Mr. Joplin s aid there  is  wide  
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within the  plan to tweak the  various  components . 

….. The  s tate  has  a big  s take  in what happens  at Fort Trumbull. It has  inve s ted about 
million in the  ne ighborhood - inc luding  about $80 million on the  Fort Trumbull 
Deve lopment Plan, $25 million for Fort Trumbull State  Park;  and s izeable  outlays  for 
acquis ition and remediation o f a former s c rap metal yard, was te  water fac ility upg rade s  
inc entive s  for Pfizer Inc ., which located its  g lobal headquarte rs  adjacent to  the  o ld Fort 
Trumbull ne ighborhood. 

Apparently, “ Kelo”  is  the  word that s hall not be  utte red at the  New London Day. It appears  in 
two Day artic le s  I reviewed. 

Dozens  of de s troyed homes  and s ure ly more  than $200 million later, inc luding  c os ts  and lo s t 
to  the  c ity, there ’ s  nothing . And, bas ed on current plans , if the  proje c t eve r comes  to  pas s , the  
have  replac ed a bunch o f homes  with ….. a bunch o f homes . 

Even though the  property invo lved was  the  s ubjec t o f the  cas e  that, in the  abs ence  o f overriding  
fundamentally changed the  nature  o f the  g overnment-property owner re lations hip, various  news  
indicate  that the  projec t’ s  s tarting -over s tatus  is  apparently not “ news worthy”  enough for national 

It’ s  as  if news  organizations  be lieve  that no  one  is  intere s ted in how thing s  have  really worked out 
g round. I doubt that very much. I’ ve  s een plenty o f “ years  later, nothing ’ s  been done”  s torie s  
s everal decade s  I have  fo llowed the  news . Why not this  one?  

Perhaps  it’ s  becaus e  a lo t of people  would reac t as  one  commenter did to the  Day’ s  editorial:  

People  were  forc ed from the ir homes  in order to  pleas e  the  g re edy, g oug ing  local 
que s t for more  tax money. The  comple te  dis re s pec t by the  NLDC, The NL Day, the  City 
London and the  US Supreme Court towards  the  s ove re ign rig ht to  own property mus t 
forg ive  

  

http: //www.maymin.c om/node /133 
Tue , 06/10/2008 - 22:14 — Phil Maymin  
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Orig inally  Publis hed In:  

Fairfie ld County Weekly (6/12/08) Link 

Three  years  ag o, the  State  broke  that mos t trouble s ome and Three  years  ag o, the  State  broke  that mos t trouble s ome and Three  years  ag o, the  State  broke  that mos t trouble s ome and Three  years  ag o, the  State  broke  that mos t trouble s ome and 
commandment agains t c ove ting  the  pos s e s s ions  o f o thers  c ommandment agains t c ove ting  the  pos s e s s ions  o f o thers  c ommandment agains t c ove ting  the  pos s e s s ions  o f o thers  c ommandment agains t c ove ting  the  pos s e s s ions  o f o thers      

What doe s  it mean to  cove t?  Of the  Ten Commandments  carved on the  two table ts  that Mos e s  
3,320 years  ag o  this  pas t Monday, the  one  concerning  coveting  is  the  harde s t to  unders tand. Can 
de s ire  nothing  at all?   

The  other c ommandments  e ither concern re s pec t for God (don't wors hip other g ods , don't 
build fals e  idols , keep the  Sabbath, e tc .), or re s pe c t for others  (don't murder, s teal, pe rjure , or 
adultery). But what o f the  tenth and final commandment not to  cove t your neighbor's  wife  or 
Could your mere  thoughts  alone  influenc e  reality?  

This  may remind you of The  Sec re t, that Oprah-endors ed s e lf-he lp book and film that teache s  that 
you can vividly imag ine  as  be ing  yours  will bec ome yours . Critic s  panned the  idea as  wis hful 
as  the  book be came a be s t-s e lle r. But perhaps  it's  far more  s inis ter, perhaps  the  "Law of 
alle g ed s e c re t that "has  trave lled through c enturie s  to  reach you," is  the  Biblically  banned vic e  o f 

What's  the  diffe rence  be tween an unhealthy cove ting  and a healthy but intens e  de s ire ?  Cons ider 
ug ly, lovable  barkeep on The  Simps ons . When all the  guys  are  complaining  about the ir lady 
s hare s  his  woe  too:  "The g irl I'm s talking  had me bumped back to two hundred fee t."  

By the  time s omeone  is  s talking  your wife  or your pos s e s s ions , even if they don't tre s pas s  or s teal, 
Battery is  the  c rime o f g e tting  hit, but as s ault is  nothing  more  than an apprehens ion o f impending  
Perhaps  likewis e  c ove ting  is  banned even if the  property never g e ts  taken. Perhaps  what is  be ing  
the  dis quie t you fee l watching  s omeone  e ls e  c reepily og le  your s tuff or le e r at your s pous e—
that your po s s e s s ions  could ac tually be  taken at any time. 

*  

Sus e tte  Ke lo  was  robbed o f her home in New London a few s hort years  ag o . The  Supreme Court 
voted 5-4 in Kelo  v. New London that communitie s  have  the  rig ht to  condemn homes  through 
domain and trans fer them to  o ther private  partie s  that would pay more  taxe s  to  that community.  
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The  Supreme Court ruled that s tate s  and localitie s  may c ovet your land. Government o ffic ials  c an 
and og le  your home, and if they like  it, they will take  it. 

At leas t one  writer has  s ug g e s ted that the  orig inal connotations  o f cove ting  s ugg e s ted image s  to  
audience  o f witchc raft and s orc e ry, evil e ye s  and hexe s . As  late  as  1642 right here  in Connec ticut, 
twe lve  "Capital Laws ," laws  punis hable  by death. The laws  e s s entially fo llowed and even c ited the  
Commandments . If you wors hiped any other God but the  Lord God, or you blas phemed, or you 
murder, kidnapping , rape , or fraud, or you perjured, then you would be  put to  death. One  
capital law, s e cond on the  lis t, was  ag ains t witchcraft.  

Yet there  was  nothing  about cove ting . Perhaps  cove ting  and the  black arts  had been muddled 
minds  for thous ands  o f years , and it is  only in rec ent times , when mag ic  has  begun to  mean card 
s le ig ht-of-hand, that we have  de -linked the  conc epts . 

Speaking  o f muddled mugg le s  and witche s , Harry Potter author J .K. Rowling  g ave  the  Harvard 
commenc ement addre s s  las t week, in which s he  revealed that one  o f her earlie s t influence s  was  the  
that what we achieve  inwardly will change  outer reality. And perhaps  it's  true , at leas t as  far as  
is  c once rned. Hardly a thought pas s e s  a leg is lative  body that doe s n't invo lve  taking  private  
line  be tween leg is lative  thought and leg is lative  ac tion is  thin indeed. 

Maybe  the  tenth c ommandment was  meant to  be  a re s tric tion on coveting  by the  g overnment. 
really be  a libe rtarian commandment?  

You might expec t libertarians  to  be  the  las t people  to  allow re s tric tions  on thought. After all, 
in a nuts he ll is :  Don't initiate  forc e . Thos e  thre e  words  s ubs ume laws  agains t murder, the ft, fraud, 
pe rjury and prohibit virtually any re s tric tion on s peech, re lig ion, and thought. So  how could a 
s upport a ban on coveting , which is  bare ly anything  more  than thought?  

In two ways . One , as  dis cus s ed above , require s  cove ting  to  be  as  extreme as  an as s ault on your 
s e cond is  that the  ban o f cove ting  applie s  to  g overnment, not individuals . The  orig inal Hebrew 
appears  in a handful o f other plac e s  in the  Bible  but perhaps  this  quote  in the  Book o f Micah s ays  

"Ah, tho s e  who plan iniquity And de s ign evil on the ir beds ;  When morning  dawns , they do  it, For 
the  power. They c ove t fie lds , and s e ize  them; Hous e s , and take  them away. They de fraud men o f 
And people  o f the ir land." 

Had the  Supreme Court ruled agains t New London, it could have  c ited this  pas s ag e  in ins piration. 
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They could als o  have  c ited the  s e c ond pre s ident of the  United State s , J ohn Adams , who s aid, "The 
the  idea is  admitted into  s oc ie ty that property is  not as  s ac red as  the  laws  o f God, and that there  is  
o f law and public  jus tic e  to  prote c t it, anarchy and tyranny commence . If 'Thou s halt not cove t' and 
s halt not s teal' were  not commandments  of Heaven, they mus t be  made invio lable  prec epts  in every 
be fore  it can be  c ivilized or made  free ." 

Increas ing ly, the  g overnment is  c ove ting  our po s s e s s ions . They us e  eminent domain to  trans fer our 
homes  to  the ir c rony corporations , as s e t-forfe iture  laws  to  s e ize  our money and cars  without a 
way it is  done  is  the  blacke s t modern art of all. No private  pers on can wie ld power equivalent to  
s ing le  s troke  o f a bureaucrat's  pen. It's  g overnment s orc e ry, and we 've  s topped oppos ing  it. 

On June  21, the  three -year annivers ary o f the  Supreme Court de c is ion, Sus e tte  Ke lo is  ho lding  a 
cutting  c e remony in her new home. She  s till live s  in New London. Like  us , don't you think s he 's  
looking  over her s houlder?  Don't you think s he 'll always  be  a little  worried about every piec e  of 
looking  mail, or a knock on her door?  

Pre s ident Adams , it s e ems  as  if anarchy and tyranny have  commenced.  

So  what do  we do  now?  

� Fairfie ld County Weekly  

� Phil Maymin's  blog   

Page 7 of 7

1/10/2009


