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CJ's Weekly Market Memo 

Economic Backdrop and Market Sentiment 

The latest Bespoke Investment Group sentiment survey reveals a notable shift in investor 
psychology as we enter 2025. Bullish sentiment has retreated from 57.9% to 52.4%, while 
neutral readings jumped from 26.3% to 36.5%. Bears remain a distinct minority at just 
11.1%, down slightly from 15.8%. This configuration—elevated but moderating optimism 
paired with rising fence-sitting—suggests a market catching its breath rather than one 
gripped by fear. 

The survey's internals tell a more nuanced story. The bull-bear spread, while still 
commanding at +41.3 percentage points, has narrowed from the previous week's +42.1. 
More telling is the eight-week moving average, which peaked at 50.0 in late November and 
now reads 43.9. History reminds us that such elevated readings have often preceded 
consolidations, though rarely outright reversals absent fundamental deterioration. 

Yet beneath these surface readings lies something more concerning. I recently conducted 
an AI-powered analysis of institutional and experienced investor survey data that revealed 
a fascinating and troubling pattern: the psychological profile of today's market participants 
suggests we may be entering one of the most volatile periods in recent memory. Not 
because fundamentals are deteriorating—they're not—but because of how investors are 
positioned and what they believe about their own portfolios. 

The Behavioral Paradox and the Broken Wealth Effect 

The survey reveals a market of confident, bullish, heavily-invested risk-takers who are 
simultaneously uncertain, concentrated in a few sectors, and potentially facing forced 
selling when volatility strikes. This is a recipe for sharp, unexpected swings when a catalyst 
emerges—not because fundamentals change, but because positioning is uniform and 
psychological resilience remains untested. 

Here's what makes the current environment particularly unusual: the rising gloomy 
sentiment in the presence of such substantial paper gains suggests that the wealth effect 
may be temporarily broken. Traditionally, when portfolios reach record highs, investors feel 
wealthier and more optimistic. That confidence typically translates into increased 
spending, risk-taking, and general economic buoyancy. Yet we're seeing something 
different—investors sitting on significant gains while simultaneously expressing caution 
and moving to neutral positioning. 



This disconnect reveals a profound psychological shift. Investors don't fully believe in their 
own gains. Perhaps they've internalized the lesson that what goes up quickly can come 
down just as fast. Perhaps they recognize, at some level, that their portfolios are more 
concentrated and vulnerable than they appear. Or perhaps they've simply learned that 
paper wealth isn't real wealth until it's realized—and they're not confident they'll be able to 
exit their positions at current valuations when the time comes. 

The most dangerous trend: investors have convinced themselves their passive index 
approach represents active skill, their concentration in mega-cap technology represents 
diversification, and their paper gains represent tested risk tolerance. We've seen this movie 
before. In early 2000, investors believed owning the Nasdaq 100 was "diversification." In 
2007, they thought housing-related securities across multiple funds represented prudent 
spreading of risk. Today, the illusion is that owning S&P 500 index funds alongside 
technology-heavy growth portfolios constitutes a balanced approach. 

The math tells a different story. When the top seven stocks comprise roughly 30% of the 
S&P 500, and those same names dominate growth portfolios, hedge fund holdings, and 
momentum strategies, the appearance of diversification masks dangerous concentration. 
Add in the surge of retail participation through zero-commission trading and options 
strategies, and you have a market structure primed for air pockets when sentiment shifts. 

Technical Conditions and Positioning 

The S&P 500 enters the new year having delivered exceptional returns in 2025, creating 
natural profit-taking incentives even as the fundamental outlook remains constructive. The 
retreat in bullish sentiment alongside rising neutral readings reflects rational repositioning 
rather than capitulation. Investors aren't turning bearish; they're simply becoming more 
selective after a year that rewarded broad participation. 

But here's where the sentiment data and behavioral analysis converge into something 
worth heeding: the low bear reading of 11.1% indicates complacency hasn't been flushed 
from the system, while the behavioral patterns suggest that when positioning does shift, it 
may move quickly and dramatically. Markets rarely sustain advances when virtually 
everyone who wants to be invested already is. Yet the surge in neutral sentiment—those 
waiting for better entry points—provides potential fuel for further gains once direction 
clarifies. 

The broken wealth effect adds another dimension to this picture. When investors don't feel 
wealthier despite being wealthier, they don't behave like confident long-term holders. They 
behave like renters of their positions rather than owners—ready to exit at the first sign of 
trouble because they never fully embraced the gains as permanent. This creates a market 



that can reverse quickly not from fundamental deterioration, but simply from collective 
recognition that everyone is thinking the same way. 

The technical setup suggests we're in a consolidation phase—testing support levels 
established in late 2025 while waiting for fresh catalysts to emerge. Seasonality offers 
mixed signals. January has historically favored bulls, particularly in the back half of the 
month, but the market's strong December performance may have pulled forward some of 
that typical new-year enthusiasm. 

What bears watching is whether this sentiment moderation represents healthy digestion or 
the early stages of something more challenging. The combination of stretched positioning, 
concentrated holdings, untested assumptions about risk tolerance, and a broken wealth 
effect creates conditions where volatility can emerge suddenly and without obvious 
fundamental triggers. 

Outlook and Strategy 

The sentiment picture argues for tactical caution alongside strategic conviction. With bulls 
still outnumbering bears by more than 4-to-1, the path of least resistance remains higher 
over time, but the journey may prove rougher than recent experience suggests. The 
behavioral analysis doesn't predict when volatility will spike—that remains unknowable—
but it does highlight why preparation matters more than prediction. 

The broken wealth effect carries important implications for market dynamics. If investors 
holding substantial gains don't feel confident enough to add to positions or even maintain 
them through normal volatility, where does the marginal buying come from? The rising 
neutral camp represents dry powder, but powder that seems more interested in waiting for 
pullbacks than chasing momentum. This creates an asymmetry: more sellers waiting for 
excuses to lock in gains than buyers willing to pay up for positions. 

For long-term investors, this environment demands both quality and genuine 
diversification. Not the false diversification of owning multiple funds that all hold the same 
mega-cap names, but true diversification across sectors, strategies, and risk factors. The 
companies with genuine earnings power, reasonable valuations, and secular tailwinds—
particularly in AI infrastructure and related technologies—should continue to attract 
capital even if the broader market trades sideways. But concentration risk must be actively 
managed, not passively ignored. 

The fundamental backdrop—moderating inflation, resilient employment, and accelerating 
productivity growth from AI adoption—remains constructive for equities over any 
reasonable investment horizon. This isn't a call to abandon equities or embrace defensive 
positioning. Rather, it's a reminder that market structures and investor psychology matter 



as much as market fundamentals, and that today's combination suggests humility and 
preparation should trump confidence and complacency. 

Near-term volatility shouldn't surprise anyone. Sentiment at these levels, combined with 
concentrated positioning, behavioral blind spots, and a wealth effect that's failed to 
translate paper gains into psychological confidence, rarely produces smooth sailing. But 
volatility creates opportunity for disciplined investors willing to look past the noise and 
maintain proper diversification—not the comfortable illusion of it, but the uncomfortable 
reality of spreading risk across truly different exposures. 

As we've noted before, bull markets don't die of old age; they die of excesses. While 
sentiment has become stretched and positioning concentrated, we're not yet seeing the 
leverage extremes or valuation manias that typically mark cycle peaks. This suggests we're 
more likely facing periods of sharp correction and rotation rather than secular reversal. The 
key is being prepared for the corrections without abandoning the positions that will benefit 
from the eventual recovery. 

Stay invested, stay genuinely diversified, and recognize that the greatest risk may not be in 
your portfolio's holdings but in your assumptions about how you'll react when those 
holdings face their first real test. When the wealth effect is broken, it tells us something 
important: investors themselves don't quite believe the story they're living. Listen to that 
signal. The market is telling us to be thoughtful, not fearful—but also to be honest about 
the difference between confidence and complacency, between paper wealth and 
psychological conviction. 
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