
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

State and Local Resistance to NDAA Detention Grows 
From the www.tenthamendmentcenter.com 

 

State and local resistance to detention provisions in the National Defense Authorization Act continues to snowball. 

 

On Tuesday, the Virginia House overwhelming passed “A BILL to prevent any agency, political subdivision, employee, or 

member of the military of Virginia from assisting an agency of the armed forces of the United States in the conduct of the 

investigation, prosecution, or detention of a citizen in violation of the United States Constitution, the Constitution of 

Virginia, or any Virginia law or regulation.” 

 

The House of Delegates approved HB1160 96-4. It now moves on to the Virginia Senate for consideration. 

 

Meanwhile, on Thursday, the Arizona Senate Border Security, Federalism and States Sovereignty Committee approved 

SB1182 6-1, bringing it one step away from a full Senate vote. The bill, “prohibits this state and agencies of this state from 

participating in the implementation of Sections 1021 and 1022 of the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) of 

2012 and classifies the act of attempting to enforce or enforcing these sections as a class 1 misdemeanor.” 

 

The Arizona and Virginia legislatures join lawmakers in Maryland, Oklahoma, Tennessee and Washington considering 

laws or resolutions pushing back against NDAA detention. And sources close to the Tenth Amendment Center and the Bill 

of Rights Defense Committee indicate several more states will follow suit in the next two weeks. 

 

Resistance to indefinite detention without due process is not limited to states. Six local governments have passed 

resolutions condemning sections 1021 and 1022 of the NDAA. Earlier this week, the Town Council of Macomb, N.Y. 

unanimously passed a resolution, and Fairfax, Calif. approved a similar resolution 4-1. On Wednesday, New Shoreham, 

R.I. also passed a resolution opposing NDAA detention. 
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“Most Americans recognize that the federal government rarely, if ever, relinquishes power once it grasps it. So state and 

local governments are taking James Madison’s words to heart and interposing on behalf of their citizens,” Tenth 

Amendment Center communications director Mike Maharrey said. 

 

Some argue that sections 1021 and 1022 don’t actually authorize indefinite detention of persons on U.S. soil, but 

Maharrey says their assurances shouldn’t provide much comfort. 

 

“The very fact that so many legal experts come up with so many diverse readings of those NDAA sections should give us 

all pause,” he said. “The language is vague and undefined. Are we really going to trust the judgment and good intentions 

of Pres. Obama or whichever Republican sits in the White House to protect us? That seems like a pretty bad plan.” 

 

Locally, a resolution has been submitted to the Borough Assembly and is currently under review by Natalie Howard.  

There is bipartisan interest and support for it.  This version has been forwarded, but will probably be adjusted somewhat. 

 

 

 

By: Natalie Howard 
Introduced: DRAFT 

 
 
 

FAIRBANKS NORTH STAR BOROUGH 
 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 2012 -  
 
 

A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE, GOVERNOR OF ALASKA 
AND CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION TO PRESERVE HABEAS CORPUS AND CIVIL 

LIBERTIES 
 
 
 

 WHEREAS, the Fairbanks North Star Borough Assembly, Alaska, opposes any and all rules, laws, 
regulations, bill language or executive orders, which amount to an overreach of the federal government and 
which effectively take away civil liberties; and 
 

 WHEREAS, in accordance with the Alaska State Constitution, Article 12, Section 5, ñAll public  
officers, before entering upon the duties of their offices, shall take and subscribe to the following oath  
or affirmation: "I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and defend the Constitution of the  
United States and the Constitution of the State of Alaska, and that I will faithfully discharge my duties  
as . . . to the best of my ability." and the Fairbanks North Star Borough Assembly subscribe to uphold 
this oath of office by the adoption of this Resolution, and 
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 WHEREAS, one of our most fundamental rights as American citizens is to be free from 
unreasonable detention without due process of law, a right afforded to us by our Founding Fathers 
and guaranteed to us by over two centuries of sacrifice by our men and women in the Armed Forces 
whom we daily recognize and honor; and 
 

WHEREAS, Sections 1031 and 1032 (or any other wording as the bill is modified) of the 2011 
United States Senate National Defense Authorization Act, Bill Number SB1867, as proposed, 
provide that in limited circumstances, an American citizen may be detained by our own United States 
government and by our Armed Forces, which detention could last, without trial until the end of the 
hostilities currently authorized by the Authorization for Use of Military Force; and 

 
 WHEREAS, Sections 1031 and 1032 (or any other wording as the bill is modified)of the 
National Defense Authorization Bill, SB 1867, jeopardize the fundamental rights of American citizens 
to remain free from detention without due process and the right to habeas corpus in direct 
contravention of the guarantees of the Bill of Rights and the United States and Colorado 
Constitutions; and 
 
 WHEREAS, it is indisputable that the threat of homeland and international terrorism is both 
real and viable, and that the full force of appropriate and constitutional law must be used to defeat 
this threat so that terror never wins; however, winning the war against terror cannot come at the 
great expense of mitigating basic, fundamental, constitutional rights using rules, laws, regulations, 
bill language or executive orders; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Fairbanks North Star Borough Assembly wholeheartedly supports the United 
States military and dutifully recognizes the importance the National Defense Authorization Act, 
SB1867, as an appropriations bill and as a bill necessary to support the efforts of our military to both 
serve and protect the people of this great Nation with the exclusion of sections 1021 and 1032; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Fairbanks North Star Borough Assembly wholeheartedly supports the United 
States military and dutifully recognizes the importance the National Defense Authorization Act, 
SB1867, as an appropriations bill and as a bill necessary to support the efforts of our military to both 
serve and protect the people of this great Nation with the exclusion of sections 1021 and 1032; and 

 
 WHEREAS, undermining our own Constitutional rights serves only to concede to the 
terroristsô demands of changing the fabric of what made the United States of America a country of 
freedom, liberty and opportunity; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Fairbanks North Star Borough Assembly, Alaska, opposes any and all rules, 
laws, regulations , bill language or executive orders, which amount to an overreach of the federal 
government and which effectively take away civil liberties; and 
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WHEREAS, the Fairbanks North Star Borough Assembly wholeheartedly supports the United States 
military and dutifully recognizes the importance the National Defense Authorization Act, SB1867, as an 
appropriations bill and as a bill necessary to support the efforts of our military to both serve and protect 
the people of this great Nation with the exclusion of sections 1021 and 1032; and 
 
 WHEREAS, undermining our own Constitutional rights serves only to concede to the terroristsô 
demands of changing the fabric of what made the United States of America a country of freedom, 
liberty and opportunity; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Fairbanks North Star Borough Assembly, Alaska, opposes any and all rules, 
laws, regulations , bill language or executive orders, which amount to an overreach of the federal 
government and which effectively take away civil liberties; and 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Fairbanks North Star Borough Assembly, Alaska, 
is in opposition to Sections 1031 and 1032 of the United States Senate National Defense Authorization 
Act, and does hereby support the Alaska Constitution and the Constitution of the United States of 
America and all the freedoms and guarantees as guaranteed by our Founding Fathers and as 
provided by the brave efforts of the members of our Armed Forces. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ALSO RESOLVED that the Assembly of the Fairbanks North Star 
Borough requests the Alaska State Legislature, Congressional Delegation and the Governor of the 
State of Alaska support the proposed legislation introduced by Republican Representative  Ron Paul 
as H.R. 3785, which would repeal portions the new law that allows indefinite military detention of 
individuals.  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Fairbanks North Star Borough, the 
legislature and the Governor of the State of Alaska as well as the Alaska Congressional Delegation support this 
resolution and the goals and purposes. 
 

 
 

Common People   
άNaturally the common people don't want war. But after all, it is the leaders of the 
country who determine policy, and it is always a simple matter to drag the people along, 
whether it is a democracy, or a fascist dictatorship, or a parliament, or a communist 
dictatorship. Voice or no voice, the people can always be brought to the bidding of the 
leaders. That is easy. All you have to do is to tell them they are being attacked, and 
denounce the pacifists for lack of patriotism and exposing the country to danger. It works 
the same in any country.έ  
- Hermann Goering 

  

http://www.facebook.com/pages/Hermann-Goering/110124749010757


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

THE WOODSHED PAGE 5 

 

American People: Of Course the Individual Mandate Is Unconstitutional 

by Ilya Shapiro 

 

Cato senior fellow Randy Barnett (also, of course, a Georgetown law professor and the “intellectual godfather” 

of the Obamacare litigation) blogs the results of a new USA Today/Gallup poll: 72% of Americans (including 

56% of Democrats and 54% of those who think “the healthcare law is a good thing”) think the individual 

mandate is unconstitutional. This follows a Rasmussen poll showing that a majority of Americans favor repeal 

and an AP poll from August that found 82% to opine that the federal government “should not have the power 

to require all Americans to buy health insurance.” 

 

Now, no court should rule a given way simply because a majority—even an overwhelming majority—of 

people want it to. Indeed, the judiciary is by design the non-political branch of government, one often required 

by the Constitution to reach counter-majoritarian results. But to the extent that in this unprecedented litigation 

over an unprecedented assertion of federal power, where the outcome could turn on whether something is 

“proper”—the intepretation of which term may depend on concepts such as “legitimacy” and 

“accountability”—the sustained, strong views of the public may, at the margins, matter. 

 

Are you listening, Justice Kennedy, Supreme Court? 

 

 
 

Deflation's Inflationary Source 
Mises Daily:Thursday, February 16, 2012 by David Howden 

 

A cry heard often today — both on the west and east sides of the Atlantic — is that inflation levels are 

dangerously low. While most central banks target a price inflation level of around 2–3 percent, general price 

indexes of most Western countries are falling below the lower bound of that target. A fear of deflation — 

apoplithorismosphobia, as Mark Thornton calls it — is setting in. 

 

Without getting into whether deflation is good, bad, or benign, we should assess where deflation comes from. 

(The interested reader may consult George Selgin's Less than Zero: The Case for a Falling Price Level in a 

Growing Economy and Philipp Bagus's "Who's Afraid of Deflation?" to see the positive side of a falling price 

level.) 

 

Strictly speaking, inflation and deflation can only stem from changes in the actual amount of money 

outstanding. Increases in the quantity of dollars causes, everything else being the same, an increase in prices. A 

decrease in dollars will cause the opposite effect. While bouts of inflation can occur under any monetary 

regime, deflation is constrained to a specific type — the fractional-reserve-banking system. 

 
 

  

http://www.cato-at-liberty.org/american-people-of-course-the-individual-mandate-is-unconstitutional/
http://www.cato.org/people/ilya-shapiro
http://volokh.com/2012/02/28/72-of-americans-believe-the-mandate-is-unconstitutional/
http://www.gallup.com/poll/152969/Americans-Divided-Repeal-2010-Healthcare-Law.aspx
http://www.rasmussenreports.com/public_content/politics/current_events/healthcare/health_care_law
http://surveys.ap.org/data/GfK/AP-GfK%20Poll%20Aug%202011%20FINAL%20Topline_NCC_1st%20story.pdf
/daily/author/1259/David-Howden
http://mises.org/journals/qjae/pdf/qjae6_4_2.pdf
http://mises.org/journals/qjae/pdf/qjae6_4_2.pdf
http://mises.org/resources/5301/Less-than-Zero-The-Case-for-a-Falling-Price-Level-in-a-Growing-Economy
http://mises.org/resources/5301/Less-than-Zero-The-Case-for-a-Falling-Price-Level-in-a-Growing-Economy
http://mises.org/daily/5465/Whos-Afraid-of-Deflation


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Once upon a time there was a banking system built upon the concept of the 100 percentïreserve principal. 

Someone would take their hard-earned cash to the bank, deposit it in the bank's vault, and the bank would 

promise to protect it until that same person came back to claim it. While money is fungible (i.e., we cannot tell 

one dollar bill from another, much like kernels of corn), the bank promised to keep what is called a tantundem, 

an equivalent quantity and quality of the deposited good. If you were to deposit one dollar, the bank would 

promise to hold one dollar in its vaults, but not necessarily the same one. 

 

Then the banking world switched to what we today know as fractional-reserve banking. No longer was a bank 

legally required to hold all of your deposit safely. After all, it was rare that everyone would come in and ask for 

all of their deposits at the same time. Banks loaned out a fraction of their total deposits, thus creating a larger 

amount of claims to money than actually existed. 

 

The Federal Reserve today sets what is known as the reserve requirement for banks. This is the minimum 

percentage of all deposits that must be kept in the bank's vaults for the customers. Hence, if a depositor walks in 

and opens an account with an American bank so that he can deposit $100, the reserve requirement is the amount 

that the bank must legally keep in its vaults at all times. The bank may do whatever it wishes with the rest of it. 

Typically it gets loaned out to people who want to borrow money. 

 

Today the Fed enforces a reserve requirement of close to zero percent. What this means is that American-

domiciled banks have little obligation to safeguard or hold any amount that is deposited in them. Our theoretical 

depositor from above could potentially see almost all of his deposit loaned out to someone else the moment he 

entrusts it to the bank's safekeeping. 

 

Many people think that this is a moot point. Banks keep a small precautionary reserve of money to have on hand 

when depositors come to call on their deposits. And when times are good, and markets are functioning with 

much liquidity, there seem to be no significant problems with this arrangement. Yet ask a depositor from one of 

the 92 banks that became insolvent in 2011 if they think that this "fractional-reserve" setup is a moot point. 

When markets find themselves amid falling liquidity, it becomes increasingly difficult, or in some cases outright 

impossible, to honor all these deposits. 

While this is the most commonly viewed problem with fractional-reserve banking — a problem that all 

economists agree exists — there is one additional issue that is no less important. 

 

By only insisting that a fraction of deposits be held by any bank as reserves, banks are allowed to create more 

"money" (or more correctly, fiduciary media) than the supply of base money can pay off. This increase in the 

money supply is what sets in motion the inflationary forces that central banks try to limit via the 2–3 percent 

inflation range discussed earlier. 
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The phenomenon that central bankers of the world are so resolutely scared of, and have agreed to fight with all 

their might — deflation — is a creation of their own hands. Without the period of inflation leading up to the 

present, there could be no threat of deflation. The fractional-reserve-banking system allows an expansion of the 

money supply that breeds the conditions enabling a period of deflation. If this deflation is to be seen as a bad 

thing (and I would like to place emphasis on the word "if"), then eliminating it would be sensible. By halting the 

fractional-reserve-banking system we would eliminate the source of the root cause of subsequent deflation: 

inflation. 

 

If the Fed's, and every other central bank's, actions over the past three years have seemed confused, we should 

not be too surprised. They are fighting a foe — deflation — that is of their own making. To keep from admitting 

culpability, they try to cover their tracks by enacting ever-more-tenuous and implausible policies. Perhaps what 

makes sense now is a regime change away from the fractional-reserve-banking system that created this mess. 

 

David Howden is chair of the department of business and social sciences, and associate professor of economics 

at St. Louis University, at its Madrid Campus, and winner of the Mises Institute's Douglas E. French Prize.  
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JJOOBB                                                                                                                                                          JJOOBB    

ñCareer Opportunity Availableò 
We are looking for just the right people person. 

DICK RANDOLPH AGENCY, State Farm 
This is a sales, service & marketing position in a fast paced, challenging but rewarding environment. 

Prior experience is desirable but not required. 

If this might be for you or if you know someone who might fit, call or email Dick or Clint: 

)(907) 456-7787   8clint@dickrandolph.net 
 

   

JJOOBB       12th & Cushman Fairbanks AK        JOB 
 

We sell & service most lines of insurance & financial products. Weôd like to help protect you from the risks 

of everyday life, to recover from the unexpected & to realize your dreams. 

 

COME IN ï CALL IN ï CLICK IN 

You will be glad you did! 
 

You Can Pick Up The  Woodshed from these Great Interior Alaskan Businesses  

 

 

Advanced Printing 612 30th Ave  

Arctic Fire and Safety 702 30th Ave  

Holm Town Nursery 1301 30th Ave.  

Northern Power Sports 1980 Van Horn Rd.  

ABS Alaskan Inc. 2130 Van Horn Rd.  

Altrol 2295 A Van Horn Road  

Alyeska Tire 3250 Peger Road  

Dennyôs 1928 Airport Way  

Base Camp Eatery 3226 Airport Way  

Taco Azteca 3401 Airport Way  

Model's Enterprises 3568 Geraghty Ave.  

Compeau's 4122 Boat St 

The Woodway 1830 RJ Loop on College Rd. 35  

Alaska Fun Center 1817 College Rd.  

S&W Radiator 1625 College Rd.  

Sign Pro 1060 Aspen St, #1  

Ichiban Noodle Restaurant 400 College Rd  

Siam Square, 59 College Rd # 202  

Northland Hearing River Mall, 29 College Rd. 

Seekins Ford Lincoln Mercury 1625 Seekins Ford 

Drive 

Salcha Senior Center 6062 Johnson Rd.  

Forbes Laundry 667 Saint Nicholas Dr. North Pole  

McPeaks 771 Badger Rd. North Pole  

AA Building and Maintenance 

Chowder House 206 Eagle Ave  

Ajimi Japanese Restaurant 550 3rd St  

Mayflower Buffet 414 3rd St  

Sentry Hardware & Sporting 250 3rd St. Ste. 6  

Rod's Saw Shop 127 Minnie Street  

The Diner 244 Illinois St.  

Big I 122 N Turner St  

KFAR 819 1st Avenue Suite A  

Alaska Rare Coins 551 2nd Ave. Suite B  

Soapy Smith's Restaurant 543 2nd Ave.  

Custom Leather & Gifts 535 2nd Ave  

El Dorado Bar and Grill 530 2nd Ave.  

River City Cafe 523 2nd Ave  

Elegant Memories Antiques 511 2nd Ave  

Far North Tactical 7th and Lacy  

Larson's Locksmith & Security 1249 Noble St.  

Dick Randolph Insurance Agency 12th and Cushman  

Jim Bradbury State Farm Insurance 1401 Turner  

Heindl's Automotive 1805 S Cushman  

Mr Pawn and Loan 2117 S Cushman St.  

Ranch Motel 2223 S Cushman St. 

Just Haircuts 2319 S Cushman St. 
Auto Trim Design 2550 South Cushman St.  

Six Robblees' Inc. 3060 S Cushman St.  

Gene's Chrysler Dodge Jeep 3400 South Cushman 

  


