The United States –Land of the Free?
(How the IRS changed the American Dream)
by Charles Gorman
This paper seeks to highlight some of the (many) inconsistencies and challenges presented to the private sector, courtesy of big-government, specifically the  swollen Federal Government of the United States of America.
INTRODUCTION
The draughtsmen of the US Constitution, seeking to benefit from the best aspects of the English system whilst avoiding (in their view) the worst, adopted one aspect and deliberately avoided another. 
Specifically, these draughtsmen adopted the salient principles of Magna Carta (1215) whilst avoiding the flexibility of England’s’ unwritten constitution.
The understandable fear motivating these men of history to opt for a written constitution was their desire to limit the powers of central government. Their experience taught them the dangers of an overly powerful government, leading directly to the tyranny of the State. Accordingly, it has been stated:-
“The founding father established the Constitution to do just two things:
Establish a federal government for the United States of America
Delegate to the federal government certain, limited and enumerated powers.” 
Patrick Henry Patrick Henry 1736-1799 an American attorney, orator and one of the Founding Fathers said (my underlining):-
“The Constitution is not an instrument for the government to restrain the people, it is an instrument for the people to restrain the government – lest it come to dominate our lives and interests.”
In other words, and as explained by countless political-analysts and historians, the US Constitution was not created to grant rights to the individual, because the Founding Fathers assumed that each individual was born with all rights already granted by G-d. Rather, the Constitution was created, framed and expressed in a manner needed to protect those natural rights through the imposition of necessary limitations on the powers of the federal government.
THE INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE (“IRS”) of the USA
A federal taxation authority was required under the Lincoln administration to raise revenue to pay for the Civil War (1861-1865). The Lincoln administration raised a federal annual income tax of 3% on all income over $800 and 5% on all income of more than $10,000. Enforcing this new federal power led to the establishment of a new federal department, then named the Bureau of Internal Revenue.
Once the Civil War ended, the peoples from the various States of America no longer agreed to pay these federally imposed taxes and so by 1872 this income tax completely disappeared, however the federal tax department did not.
The 16th Amendment – killing the Founding Fathers’ dream?
Congress tried unsuccessfully to impose another federal income tax in 1895, but failed when the Supreme Court, America’s final arbiter and guardian over its written Constitution, declared it unconstitutional. The politicians however did not give up, and forced through a written Amendment to the Constitution in 1913, known as the 16th Amendment, affording Congress with the power to set and collect federal taxes.
It is my contention that at this juncture the Founding Fathers would have turned in their graves. This 16th Amendment runs roughshod over the notion that a written Constitution limits the powers of federal government to guarantee the natural rights of the individual. 
This volt-face in American politics is two-fold. 
Firstly, it goes against every notion that prompted the creation of the written Constitution. 
Secondly, the notion that Congress could, with thanks to their 16th Amendment, raise and collect federal income taxes after the Supreme Court held the same to be unconstitutional is to ignore the Supreme Court decision. Passing the 16th Amendment was tantamount to overthrowing the Supreme Court as the final arbiter of power, checks and balances between the legislature and the freedom of the individual, as catered for by that very same written Constitution.
In thus overthrowing the Supreme Court, Congress (i.e. the politicians) negated the written Constitution as the guardian, limiting federal government. The Founding Father’s desire to protect the individual was well conceived but in the end, poorly executed.
It will come as no surprise that once the 16th Amendment was passed, federal income tax grew and expanded and soon thereafter Congress created a corporations tax. Congress started to rely more heavily on its federal tax authority to expand greatly in its footprint on every aspect of life in America. As politicians created so-called “Progressive” policy, it utilised its tax authority to support a much larger interpretation of the “general welfare” notion to levy its streams of taxation. By that time, “general welfare” meant far more than merely the defence of the nation and the support of a small federal government.
Excessive Growth of the IRS
Over successive years, the laws and regulations of the federal taxation bureau, became ever more complex as the Bureau of Internal Revenue expanded in its power, scope and manpower with very few checks and balances on it outside of Congress which obviously had (and maintains) a vested interest in this Bureau. 
As Barron Acton John Emerich Edward Dalberg Acton, first Baron Acton (1834-1902) famously quipped: “Power tends to corrupt, and absolute power corrupts absolutely. Great men are almost always bad men.” By the 1920s, due to a large and growing unrest at grass-roots, Congress was forced to investigate its own taxation Bureau and concluded that the cause of the problems that led to this unrest was endemic corruption inside the Bureau of Internal Revenue. No significant reform took place until the 1950s by which time the Bureau (plagued with corruption, patronage and overt favouritism) changed its name to the Internal Revenue Service. 
You can call a pig a cow and tell the nation that it is a cow, but ultimately it is and remains a pig. The change of name in 1953 to the IRS did not end its corruption, which continued in strong fashion into the 1990s by which time Congress passed the IRS Restructuring and Reform Act 1998 to reorganise the IRS. This Act established an oversight board and a Taxpayer’s Bill of Rights which sought to move the burden of proof away from the taxpayer to the IRS, in the event of any dispute between the individual and the IRS. 
These have been seen as largely cosmetic changes. The IRS has enormous powers such as its extra-judicial power to seize assets from private persons without the need to obtain judgement in court first.
Today, not only has the federal government swelled to a leviathan State system which would be both abhorred by and unrecognisable to the Founding Fathers, but of this swelled State system, by far the biggest department is the IRS.
In 2003, Chris Edwards Chris Edwards, the Cato Institute, 15th April 2003 wrote that the IRS “tax-army” is larger than the US army deployed in the Iraq war. The number of pages in the US federal tax code and regulations grew from 400 in 1913 to 54,846 in 2003 (and has grown significantly since then, especially under the Obama administration). Today, this figure stands at more than 77,030 pages CCH Standard Federal Tax Reporter as of end of 2013. Edward’s reference to an “army” was actually not tongue-in-cheek either. The IRS, by mid-2013, had more agents than the entire armed services of Germany, Spain and Canada, combined – an astounding fact. But include in your thinking the additional facts that the IRS also has control of its very own heavily armed SWAT team and its own secret intelligence service. In fact, so useful and all-seeing are the intelligence gathering resources of the IRS that, according to a Congressional Select Committee Report from April 1976 Final Report of the Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with respect to Intelligence Activities – US Senate. April 26th 1976, the FBI and CIA often request access to their database of information.
Ronald Hamowy The IRS and Civil Liberties; Ronald Hamowy; Cato Journal; University of Chicago; April 1980 in his essay on abuse by the IRS stated (my underlining);
“[T]he IRS is permitted the greatest latitude in its relations with citizens, to the point where the authority of government directly conflicts with the elementary civil liberties customarily afforded and constitutionally guaranteed to each individual.” 
Hamowy quotes Jules Ritholz who wrote in 1967 Jules Ritholz, “The Commissioner’s Inquisitorial Powers”. Taxes – The Tax Magazine 45 [1967]: 782;
“Draconianism is the succinct judicial description of the statutory scheme endowing the Commissioner with his inquisitorial powers. . . At least on the basis of the statutory language, summary powers of vast magnitude, far exceeding those of the FBI, Secret Service, CIA, Military Intelligence or of any Police Department in the land, are part of the arsenal of each one of the thousands of Revenue Agents and Special Agents employed by the Internal Revenue Service.”
The basic power of the IRS is to ignore much of the written Constitution and its attempt to protect the individual and his freedom from the tyranny of the State.  To that end, the IRS can and does issue wide ranging subpoenas for information and can obtain unreasonable search and seizure of information in stark contrast to and notwithstanding the provisions of the 4th Amendment rights which seek to protect the individual against unreasonable search and seizure. The IRS can (and does) raid bank account details, accountancy firm files and all related records as it goes on its wide-ranging fishing expeditions (ironically of course, all paid for by the tax-payer) in its quest to find and then prosecute anyone that it feels worthwhile investigating and prosecuting, even in a totally capricious way. It was William Pitt the elder who in 1753 stated:
“The poorest man may, in his cottage, bid defiance to all the forces of the Crown.  It may be frail; its roof may shake; the wind may blow through it; the storm may enter; the rain may enter; but the King of England may not enter; all his force dares not cross the threshold of the ruined tenement.” Henry, Lord Brougham, Historical Sketches of Statesmen who Flourished in the time of George III, 3 Vols. [London and Glasgow: Richard Griffin & Co., 1958], I:42
It seems, as Hamowy concludes; “[t]he King of England may not enter, but the Internal Revenue Service has free access”.
A Global Presence
Like a plague of locusts, once it has decimated the field in which it eats, it spreads to neighbouring fields, decimating them in turn. The analogy, whilst perhaps unfortunate, is all the more unfortunate for being accurate. Under the guise of anti-money laundering twinned with anti-terrorism, the US has created an environment that facilitates its expanding set of powers of the IRS (through and together with the US Treasury Department) reaching a worldwide level; FATCA being merely the latest example amongst a host of controlling power-grabs that once again flies in the face of the intentions of the Founding Fathers.
The Bahamas – an example
The author recently visited the Bahamas January 2014 and experienced the truly and dramatically negative impact the US has had on that economy, thanks to the new regulations referred to.
In the recent past, that is, prior to the US effectively ending Swiss Banking secrecy John Carney – US Government tries to Smash Swiss Banking Secrecy; Business Insider 19th Feb 2009 (and thereby the whole of the Swiss international banking reputation and industry), the Bahamas was a viable and successful centre for the legitimate offshore finance and banking industry.
To be clear, the Bahamas offshore centre was used for genuine commercial purposes, enabling corporations and individuals from different jurisdictions to pool their resources together in an efficient manner in order to create or develop and enhance a commercial venture.  Tax was neither avoided nor evaded but would be paid fully and properly in the home jurisdictions of each respective partner when the commercial venture paid out the commercial benefits to such partner (corporate or individual) as the case may be.
To facilitate and support this hitherto necessary and viable industry, people were educated, trained, employed and worked for all the support industries necessary, whether banking, company formation, legal, secretarial, accountancy, advisory and/or consultancy.
Forming a significant part of the GDP for these Caribbean islands, many of the local people also benefitted with good to high standards of living all earned from working within these industries.  My on-the-ground research suggests that the average family with at least one earner working in the private banking sector could reasonably earn between of $135,000 p.a. to $250,000 p.a Including bonuses and benefits in kind, depending on the position held by the employee. Certainly many people were earning less and many more senior staff could earn significantly more.  . The cost of living (including schooling at a good quality school) for such a family could range between $75,000 p.a. to $150,000 p.a. The quality of life was also proportionately higher since almost no direct taxation was imposed on residents in the Bahamas and therefore far more of the earned income would be equivalent to net take-home pay; affording the residents with greater spending power than their contemporaries working in (say) New York.
The Obama administration has changed all of that.
Firstly, in its zeal (actual or faux) to clamp down hard on tax evasion, it has deliberately criminalised tax avoidance; turning on its head that oft quoted maxim, paraphrased and re-quoted by Justice Learned Hand as:
“Any one may so arrange his affairs that his taxes shall be as low as possible; he is not bound to choose that pattern which will best pay the Treasury; there is not even a patriotic duty to increase one’s taxes.”
The powers created for the benefit of the IRS and US Treasury Department now impose immense burdens on the private individuals not only of the US but of all jurisdictions that want to remain in the “good books” of the US. These burdens have been twinned to the most egregious criminal and other sanctions that are stringent enough to drain the blood from the face of the most bullish advisor.
For example, money-flow in US Dollars must go through a US clearing bank. If any part of that money-flow for any client is deemed (for any reason) to be suspicious in the eyes of the US Treasury, the whole of that individual account can and will be frozen and possibly confiscated in large part (if not in whole). The bank that sought to process the flow of these funds will be sanctioned and prosecuted, regardless of its knowledge or intent.
The imposition of FATCA combined with the effects of the US breaking Swiss Banking privacy laws has effectively led to the imposition by the US of and the forced adoption by other countries of exchange agreements on taxation and related financial information and (soon to follow) details of beneficial ownership of assets held by persons around the world.  It is wholly abusive for a variety of reasons not least of which is that these exchanges of information agreements are not reciprocal; the US demands access to massive quantities of data about persons with assets outside the domestic borders of the US, but will not allow for any reciprocity of information. The effect has been a total devastation to the offshore financial industry and a massive growth in the apparent inexhaustive appetite for power by the IRS and US Treasury Department.
On the ground, in the Bahamas, being but one small example of the real tangible impact on the real life of actual people, the lives of these people have been all but ruined.  
Without naming names, I will describe the impact on one such family affected by these US imposed changes; for convenience, I will refer to my example as Mr. X.
Mr. X worked for one of the offshore banks based on the Islands. It paid Mr. X $150,000 p.a. on the basis of which he purchased (with a mortgage) a family sized house for his wife and (typically) 5 children at a cost of $1,000,000. 
Now that the US has imposed its swathe of abhorrent big-government laws and regulations, business has dropped off on the islands (as with many other places except for Singapore which has, for the time being and almost in isolation, rebuffed the US in its attempted power grab).
The bank has decided it needs either to reduce its staff levels or close down and/or relocate altogether. In the result, Mr. X was made redundant. Consequently, he can no longer afford the mortgage repayment on his family home. Mr. X decides to sell his home whilst looking for another job as quickly as possible.
However, Mr. X’s problems are far from unique, there are many who had previously worked for the offshore financial services industry and are now without a job. In the jobs market there are now far too many available employees for far too few positions.
The mortgage company applies pressure on Mr. X as it tries to secure its asset, but there are now lots of family sized houses on the market with far too few buyers. The result does not bode well for our Mr. X.
Luckily, Mr. X has found another job, at a local grocery store. The pay is miserably low compared to his previous employment, at only $40,000 p.a. equating to a drop in his earning power by $110,000 p.a. 
Now the mortgage company is really applying the pressure as they fear Mr. X will be unable to maintain his repayments. Mr. X has had his property on the market hoping for a small profit over the purchase and improvement costs but prepared to break even or even suffer a small loss on a sale, however, the best offer equates to huge a 60% loss on the value of his property which would mean the mortgage company would get repaid in part but he would be left with no equity and possibly a hangover-debt.
Foreign Direct Investment has also now been curtailed and consumer prices are not helping the many struggling families. 
At this juncture, the Peoples Republic of China (“PRC”) approach the Government of the Bahamas and make an offer to build some new infrastructure to help re-employ some of the many newly unemployed locals. In return, the Chinese government wants exclusive rights to some land it identifies to commence a giant building project with the additional condition that the building of that giant project be undertaken exclusively by workers from the PRC.
The Bahamian government has little choice and so accepts the terms of the PRC and slowly sees its employment rate increase.
However, the effects do not end there.
Now some of the more affluent Chinese move into the area to project manage different aspects of all these works and at the same time they see an opportunity to purchase some lovely family homes at incredible discounts. One such Chinese family (we will call them Family Hu) approach Mr. X and tell him that they understand his house is for sale and the best offer he received was $400,000; Family Hu will offer a cash deal of $500,000 if Mr. X will sign the contract by the end of the week.
Mr. X, seeing an opportunity to get the mortgage company off his back, accepts the offer and Family Hu purchase a million dollar property at a 50% discount.  
Now another affluent Chinese family (we will call them Family Mi) see an opportunity to undercut the local grocery stores. They buy up some “going out of business” shops in the local commercial area and bulk buy food stock from the off-shore manufacturers and producers to secure the keenest prices.
Unlike Family Mi, the local grocers do not have the cash depth to bulk buy their goods for re-sale and so sell each item for proportionately more than Family Mi can now sell the same goods for.
Although the locals would like to support local businessmen especially in these hard times, they need to save and be prudent for their family budgets too. In the end, Family Mi, who sell staples at a 20% discount to the local stores, end up selling to most of the local families. The result for the local store owners is inevitably, they get priced out of their businesses. 
Our Mr. X has once again lost his job. His children no longer attend a good school and their private health care has long been dropped as well.
The Bahamian government, fearful that its main source of revenue has (with thanks to the US federal government) been all but killed off, proposes to impose some taxation on its now impoverished citizens. The first swathe of this new taxation will, it is currently proposed, be a value added tax.
The above scenario is not fictitious but a woeful description of ground-level reality, caused by the US and its ever expanding and ruinously avaricious IRS and Treasury Department.
The United States – From “Land of the Free” to the World’s largest open prison
There has been an undoubted and remarkable shift in the life of US citizens, from the freedoms envisaged by the framers of the Constitution to something quite different today.
When one analyses this paradigm shift, it seems almost unbelievable. The Founding Fathers framed the American Constitution in such fashion to deliberately minimise the effect of an all (too) powerful federal government over the G-d given freedoms of the individual. Today, regardless of this noble intent, regardless of the spirit of the Constitution, Congress has exerted itself above the Constitution and given birth to a leviathan bureaucracy in the form of the IRS. This illegitimate child of the federal government runs roughshod over all the checks and balances intended to protect the private individual from the tyranny of the State. Today, this tyranny is extending itself far beyond the domestic borders of the United States and reeking total havoc and devastation in its wake.
In light of this, can it still be claimed that the US is the land of the free?
Holding either a US passport or Green Card will effectively draw one into the tax net of the IRS. A person could, all his life, be living outside the US but hold a US passport (for example), if that person fails to make annual tax returns to the US accounting for his worldwide income, he will be at risk of criminal prosecution and sanction.
On the flip-side, a US citizen seeking to exit the US cannot do so without paying hefty exit taxes. The American Jobs Creation Act 2004 included a provision to amend Internal Revenue Code Section 877 which imposes an exit tax. This amendment stated that any individual with a net worth (defined by the IRS) of at least $2million or with an average income tax liability of $139,000 for the previous 5 tax years, who seeks to renounce his citizenship will be deemed automatically to be doing so for reasons of tax avoidance. 
The taxation of such persons will (according to a further amendment of 2008) be based on the assumption that the person’s worldwide assets will be deemed to have been liquidated on the day prior to leaving the tax net of the US. The net gain will then be computed as being the difference between fair market value (the theoretical selling price) and the taxpayer’s cost base i.e. the actual purchase price. Any global net gain over $600,000 will be taxed in that same calendar year.
There will be a 30% withholding tax. Those items that are subject to this 30% by being a distribution to covered expatriates are most likely taxed again at the 30% rate as payments made to non-resident aliens. The effect of this treatment could cut the asset value by up to 51%.
This is punitive and in no way reflects the Founding Fathers’ intention of creating a land of the free.
Does the US adopt a domestic FATCA or equivalent?
After the G20 leaders announced the adoption of a crackdown on offshore financial centres in 2009, the Prime Minister of Luxembourg, Jean-Claude Juncker, pointed his finger at the US and declared that just as Luxembourg and other countries were to be listed as an international offshore finance centre, so should Delaware and “several other tax-friendly US states.”
Juncker was referring to a quirk in the US federal system that makes the imposition of some federal law which is incompatible with local State law, impossible to enforce without risking a major constitutional crisis in the United States.
Delaware
Delaware has a unique set of common law provisions and a special court system based on the Chancery Court with (now) more than 200 years of jurisprudence and corporate law decisions.  It is quite easy to create a Delaware corporation in a few days without the need to declare who the actual beneficial owner is. Once the corporation has been formed, it issues shares and has shareholders and directors but (again uniquely) the names of these shareholders and directors are not necessarily publicly filed.
In fact, Delaware is not unique inside the US for these additional secrecy provisions. The World Bank reported in 2011 that in approximately 150 large cases of corruption from 1980 to 2011, the US was the choice of country to host the shell companies used for these purposes.
One of the main advantages to Delaware is that its corporations pay no tax on income earned outside the State of Delaware. However, if it does earn income in Delaware it will pay a much fairer flat tax of 8.7%. It should be noted however, as a US based corporation, it must still pay federal tax.
Because of these provisions in Delaware (and several other US States) countries such as Switzerland and Cayman have joined with Juncker to point the finger at the US accusing it of a double-standard and with great justification.
The US authorities have no plan to create a genuine level playing field – why should they? It would not be to their advantage. In point of fact, they make no mention of the fact that there is neither any dividends tax, nor any tax on interest or capital gains earned by foreigners who own a Delaware “brass plate”.
The secrecy of beneficial ownership is the main reason why more than 945,000 companies are based in Delaware – it affords the owners with greater privacy than any other jurisdiction even before the US federal government went to town with places such as Switzerland, the Bahamas and Cayman. As previously stated, the US does not provide information on any of these companies or related parties to any other government outside the US, even as the US demands that those same governments open its databases to the US.
The tiny State of Delaware offers high levels of banking secrecy and maintains as private the salient details of trusts and company accounts to shield beneficial ownership away from public record. In addition, Delaware corporate law allows for the creation and use of protected cell style companies, also known as segregated portfolio companies. However, regardless of how attractive this might appear, the federal tier of tax will still be a whopping 35% Sheldon D. Pollack – Delaware: Tax Haven or Scapegoat; Tax Analysts – Viewpoint; State Tax Notes, October 7, 2013: 53-55 for that reason, as Sheldon D. Pollack argues ibid there is no tax benefit for a European corporation to move to Delaware and states convincingly that this is why Apple and Starbucks won’t move their European corporations to Delaware; however it is interesting to note that Apple does have a corporate presence in Delaware. Notwithstanding, Pollack admits that Delaware (as well as Nevada and Wyoming) do afford much stricter pro-privacy provisions.
CONCLUSIONS
The US was intended to be a bastion of freedom for the individual, a land in which not only could everyone seek to better himself but would be more able, than in any other country, to better himself. The framers of the Constitution recognised that the single greatest impediment to man’s ability to be successful and create a good quality happy life, for his family and himself, is an overly burdensome and over-reaching government.
At that point in time, America was indeed a land of the free.
As the politicians sought to increase their constitutionally limited mandate, they chaffed against the good intentions of the Founding Fathers. Ultimately when the guardian of that Constitution, the Supreme Court, upheld the protections of the Constitution and thereby maintained its protection of the individual, the State (in the guise of Congress), passed the 16th Amendment. This Amendment then formed part of the Constitution which the Supreme Court was required to uphold.
At that time, the land of the free began its decline, moving away from freedom of the individual through enforced limitations on the State to ever growing powers of the State at the immense expense of curtailing the freedom of the individual.
The creation of the Bureau of Internal Revenue enabled ever greater growth of the State, as the Bureau collected more tax revenues and allowed Congress to create more programs for the country, each managed controlled and budget by the federal government spending other peoples’ money – the monies taxed by the State.  
Corruption in the Bureau continued notwithstanding its change of name to the Internal Revenue Service. Year over year the IRS grew in extent, scope and complexity, accumulating a substantial library of laws, regulations, practice manuals, forms, guidance notes, court and tribunal decisions – to name but a few of the more obvious publications.
The biggest threats to the ever dwindling freedom of the US individual, is not only the way in which the IRS acts outside the parameters of the Rule of Law but also the way it ignores (with impunity) the Constitution’s written safeguards and guarantees for individual freedoms. The IRS has become an abusive prison-warden; the manner in which it treats the US tax payer (on a worldwide basis) is the tyranny of State, writ large.
But is it fair to accuse the US of being the world’s largest open prison? 
Ultimately, if an individual has no personal freedom and no real rights, safeguarding them from the State, they are in effect not much better off than a prisoner. Once an individual has either a Green Card or a passport issued by the US, they are responsible to report their worldwide income to the IRS. Once inside the net of the IRS they are at risk of having their property confiscated – without court order – by the IRS. 
Similarly, a prisoner has no actual property rights no Rights in Rem, the prison warden can confiscate all and any items of personalty without judicial process.
The prisoner cannot leave the prison at will but must serve his time and pay his dues.
Similarly, a US citizen or Green Card holder cannot leave the IRS tax net without suffering an enormously punitive tax charge designed to dissuade anyone from leaving the US’s tax system. That being the case, the US citizen must continue to work and pay tax to the US wherever they might live. 
Can you imagine someone with assets worth – say $20million – seeking to leave the IRS net and being required to pay (at worst) 51% of their net worth? Now include in that the need for this person to sell (probably all) his assets to raise the liquidity to pay this exorbitant tax bill. I suggest such a person would decide that he could not afford to leave the US; the would-be émigré will decide to stay inside the IRS’s tax net in order to avoid this huge diminution to his net worth. I suggest that this probable result is the very purpose to those US laws. They are designed deliberately to capture and keep all US citizens and Green Card holders working for the IRS and ultimately to pay death duties for the privilege, at the end of their respective lives.
So all their lives they will be a part of the IRS net. All their working lives they will be working to pay their IRS bills and hope to avoid an IRS (capricious)  mistake that will cause untold misery, for which they have little redress.
If that is not akin to a prison, then what is it?  
I suggest that this dream of a land of the free has become the nightmare of an IRS open prison system, if you prefer an extreme perversion of the “Hotel California” promising; “you can check-out any time you like but you can never leave…”
Since they are effectively incapable of leaving the US, they are no better than prisoners, incapable of leaving their prison compound.
That the IRS can, together with the US Treasury Department, ruin the offshore financial centres industry – a worldwide, well established and well run legitimate industry; ruining the lives of many thousands of people in its wake, is surely a perversion of power gone too far?
It is high time to end this tyranny of the modern State. It is high time that the supposed free peoples of the United States of America claim back their promised heritage; the promise of freedom for the individual; the promise of a small and limited federal government that will not interfere with the lives of its citizens; the noble promise envisioned by the draughtsmen of their written Constitution, surely the noblest of all gifts and promises – the promise and the gift of freedom. Sadly, this heritage, this gift, this promise has been torn up by successive generations of power-hungry politicians.


