
WHAT GOES AROUND COMES AROUND
Many years after Esau had sold his birthright to his

brother Jacob for a bowl of red pottage, their father Isaac was
of the opinion that he needed to perform his fatherly duty to
confer the blessing to the next generation of the covenant
seed of Abraham. He was at that time one hundred and thirty-
seven years old and he was concerned that his death might
soon occur (but he didn’t die until forty-three years later).
Nevertheless, he thought that it was time to transfer the
divine covenantal blessing that he had received from his
father Abraham to one of his sons. He chose to give it to his
eldest son—Esau. Esau was seventy-seven years old and had
been married to two Hittite (Canaanite) wives for thirty-seven
years. His twin brother Jacob was not yet married. [is there a
lesson in here for those who become impatient to marry -
then marrying the wrong women??] They were the only two
children of Isaac and Rebekah.

But these twin brothers, Jacob and Esau, were very dif-
ferent. From the time they were in the womb they struggled
with each other and it was prophesied that this conflict, as
well as their differences, would continue between their
descendants—which would eventually become two distinct
opposing nations (Genesis 25”19-34). Esau was hairy, Jacob
was smooth-skinned; Esau was an outdoorsman—a hunter,
Jacob was a dweller in tents—a quiet man who desired spiri-
tual things; Isaac was partial to Esau, Rebekah to Jacob.

JACOB ADDS TO THE BIRTHRIGHT 
THE BLESSING

Probably because of his love for Esau, partially blind
Isaac chose to impart to Esau rather than Jacob this important
divine blessing. As a preliminary to the blessing, Isaac
instructed Esau to prepare for him his favourite meal of veni-
son, after which he would bless him, even though Esau had
disqualified himself, because:

(1) He had earlier sold his birthright to Jacob (Genesis
25:27-34)

(2) Because of his two unlawful marriages to Hittite
women (Genesis 26:34) (he was called ‘fornicator’ Heb.
12:16)

But even more important than Esau’s poor behaviour was
the divine fact that God had already determined that the
“elder [Esau] would serve the younger [Jacob]” (Genesis
25:23) before they were born! Not only had God elected
Jacob over Esau, but also in two places in the Bible (Malachi
1:1-2 and Romans 9:13) it clearly states that God loved Jacob
but hated Esau! (So much for “God loves everyone the same”
CIM)

And several prophets of God wrote clearly that the des-

tiny of Esau’s offspring would be drastically different
from Jacob’s. For example, the entire book of Obadiah is
the vision that God gave to his prophet “concerning
Edom.” (v.1). Obadiah relates that Edom would “be
greatly despised” (v.2) and that in the end, “The house of
Jacob shall be a fire ... but the house of Esau shall be
stubble; they shall kindle and burn them and consume
them, and there shall be no survivor of the House of
Esau, for the Lord has spoken it.” (v.18).

Nevertheless, in spite of God’s election and Esau’s
improper behaviour, Isaac told Esau that he was going to
bless him. But when Isaac’s wife Rebekah, overheard her
husband’s conversation with Esau, instead of waiting on
the God of Abraham to prevent this blessing (for how
could Isaac bless Esau and not Jacob—who was the one
that was elected for this purpose by God?), she took mat-
ters into her own hands. She devised a plot whereby
Jacob would be blessed instead of Esau. [note that Jacob
still lived at home, at 77, and Esau certainly wasn’t very
far away]. Because Isaac’s eyesight was very poor, she
orchestrated a plan of deception that would take advan-
tage of his visual handicap:

First: Rebekah instructed her younger (77-year-old)
son to kill two young goats that she would fix to taste
similar to venison.

Second: She helped Jacob to put goat hairs on his
hands, arms and neck that would simulate Esau’s hairy
body.

Third: She told Jacob to put on Esau’s raiment so

           Christian Identity Ministries
                PO Box 146, CARDWELL  QLD  4849,  Australia

                              Ph: 07-4066 0146   Fax: 07-4066 0226   (International 61-7 instead of 07)
“Blessed be the LORD God of Israel; For  He hath visited and redeemed His people, And hath raised up an horn of salvation for us

in the house of his servant David; as he spake by the mouth of his holy prophets, which have been since the world began; That we

should be saved from our enemies and from the hand of all that hate us; to perform the mercy promised to our fathers and to

remember his holy covenant; The oath which he sware to our father Abraham, That he would grant unto us, that we being delivered

out of the hand of our enemies might serve him without fear, in holiness and righteousness before him, all the days of our lives.”

Luke 1:68-75;  the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic-Germanic-Scadinavian people are ISRAEL!

  #220                                  Covenant Messenger                 July  AD2004

IN THIS ISSUE:
An Examination of America’s Turning Point, ........1
And How Would You Like Your Tea, Sir? ............ 5
Dumber By Design ............................................... 11
Education versus Fun, ......................................... .11
Same Sex Marriage: They Don’t Really Want It, . 12
Is Speaking Against SSM, “Vilification”? ........ 13
Canada Passes Hare Crime Law ........................ .. 13
Post Modernism and The Law .............................. 13
Homosexual Book for 1st Graders, ...................... 14
The Justice of God, ............................................. 14

7KH�YLHZV�DQG�RSLQLRQV�H[SUHVVHG�LQ�WKH�DUWLFOHV�KHUHLQ�RU�KHUHZLWK�
DUH�WKRVH�RI�WKH�DXWKRUV�DQG�QRW�QHFHVVDULO\�WKRVH�RI�&,0��7KH\�DUH�
ZULWWHQ�E\�IDOOLEOH�PHQ��<RX�PXVW�DVN�-HVXV�WR�JXLGH�\RXU�VWXGLHV�

´$Q�([DPLQDWLRQ�RI�$PHULFD·V�7XUQLQJ�3RLQWµ��3DUW���
E\�3DVWRU�'RQ�(OPRUH�

A member of the 
Congregations of 

Israel

LQ�FRQMXQFWLRQ�ZLWK�1�4��)HOORZVKLS�RI�*RG·V�&RYHQDQW�3HRSOH



that he would smell of the odors of the outdoors.
But this all had to be done rather quickly—before Esau

returned from killing, dressing, and cooking the deer for his
father. Rebekah’s and Jacob’s hearts must have raced in fear
as they carried out their plan. Jacob killed the two kids, his
mother fixed them to taste like venison, and Jacob disguised
himself to feel and smell like his brother. But what about his
voice?

Isaac must have had an inward sense that something was
wrong from the beginning of Jacob’s entrance into his room.

After Isaac asked, “Who are you?”
Jacob lied saying, “I am Esau, your first-born.”
And after Isaac asked Jacob as to how he was able to so

quickly kill the deer, dress it, and cook it, Jacob lied again
stating that God had enabled him to find and kill the deer
unusually fast. But Isaac was still somewhat confused, for he
said, “The voice is Jacob’s ...” —but his doubts were almost
completely erased when he felt the “hairy” hands of Jacob.

But to be totally sure—Isaac asked his son, “Are you my
very son Esau?” Jacob again
emphatically lied, “I am.”

Isaac then asked for his son to
kiss him. As Jacob drew near in
obedience, Isaac smelled the odor
of Esau’s hunting clothes that
Jacob was wearing. Now totally
convinced that this was indeed
Esau, Isaac unknowingly blessed
Jacob and his descendants instead
of Esau with prosperity, dominion,
and with the acknowledgment that
“...cursed be every one that
curseth thee, and blessed be he
that blesseth thee” (Genesis
27:29). his blessing/cursing was a
repetition of the promise that God
had given to Jacob’s grandfather,
Abraham, one hundred sixty-two
years previously (Genesis 12:3).

But when Esau returned from
his hunting trip with the venison for his father, and entered his
room anticipating the promised blessing—both he and his
father were stunned when they realized that Jacob had just
supplanted the blessing. Isaac “trembled” and Esau became
filled with “hate” towards his brother.

As a result of Jacob’s and Rebekah’s impatience and
deceitful intervention, even though they probably had the
right intention, they reaped what they had sown. Later, Jacob
suffered by being deceived by not only his brother Esau, but
also eleven times by his uncle Laban, and then cruelly by ten
of his sons when they misled him in regards to the supposed
death of Joseph. Rebekah, on the other hand, lived the rest of
her days on this earth heartbroken because she never saw her
beloved Jacob again after he fled to her former homeland. He
went there for two main reasons: To find an acceptable racial
wife and to stay far away from his brother Esau who had
vowed to kill him.

But it was impossible for Esau to murder Jacob at that
time. Why? Because the blessing that was given to him by
Isaac required that Jacob had to find a wife and have children.
Because according to the blessing given by Isaac, Jacob’s
descendants were to:

1. Be prosperous—”plenty of corn and wine;”
2. Have dominion over the nations, including the descen-

dants of Esau; and
3. Be uniquely treated by God that whoever cursed them

would be cursed and whoever blessed them would be blessed.
So wonderful was this blessing that it is recorded in Gen-

esis 27 that Esau “...cried with a loud and bitter cry ... and
wept” over the knowledge that Jacob had received it instead

of himself. Therefore he beseeched his father for another
blessing, although an inferior blessing. And Isaac com-
plied:

“Behold, away from the fertility of the earth shall be
your dwelling, and away from the dew of heaven from
above. By your sword you shall live, and your brother
you shall serve; but it shall come about when you become
restless, that you will break his yoke from your neck.—
Genesis 27:39-40 (NASB—correct translation).

[D.E. Note: The KJV below is an inaccurate transla-
tion:

“Behold, thy dwelling shall be the fatness of the earth, and
of the dew of heaven from above; and by thy sword shalt thou
live, and shalt serve thy brother; and it shall come to pass when
thou shalt have the dominion, that thou shalt break his yoke

from off thy neck.]
It amazes me the lack of significance that the average

Christian places on the importance of this story that is
found in great detail in the twenty-seventh chapter of

Genesis. With very little infor-
mation provided from the time
of Adam till Abraham in the
Bible, why is this incident that
occurred over 4,000 years ago
in this small dysfunctional
patriarchal family of Isaac
given an entire chapter? Why
not omit this story and provide
instead more information about
Noah’s flood, the pre-Adamic
world, or the Tower of Babel?

Why was Esau so upset
about not receiving the bless-
ing if it was of such little sig-
nificance? And why is it
important for us to know about
it? Does it matter who God
said would have dominion and
who would be slaves? Would it
not be important to know that

if you blessed a certain people that you would be blessed
and if you cursed a certain people that you would be
cursed? How would you know what people you should
bless and what people you should NOT curse if you don’t
know who are the descendants of Jacob?

THE IDENTITY OF ESAU’S DESCENDANTS
The Bible indicates that Esau’s name was changed to

Edom (“Red,” Genesis 25:30) and Esau’s descendants
were known as Edomites of the Kingdom of Edom in the
land of Mt.Seir. The Edomites (also called Idumeans) are
mentioned frequently in the Bible, which provides verifi-
cation that they “would live by the sword.” 

1. The “new king [Pharaoh] over Egypt, who knew
not Joseph” (Exod. 1:8) and who commanded the death of
all new born Hebrew boys was an Edomite.

2. Doeg, an Edomite servant of King Saul, murdered
eighty-five priests of the Tabernacle for giving aid to the
future king, David (1 Sam. 22:6-19), when NONE of the
Israelite servants would do so.

3. The infamous Edomite, King Herod, son of Anti-
pater, ordered the murder of all the Hebrew infants two
years old and younger in Bethlehem in an attempt to kill
baby Jesus (Matt. 2:16).

But an important part of Edomite history occurred
during the silent four-hundred-year period of the Bible
between Malachi and Matthew (the two Testaments).
After the death of Alexander the Great of Greece, Judea
was conquered alternatively by Syria and Egypt. In 198
B.C. Judea was conquered again by the Syrians, this time
by Antiochus III the Great, and annexed (Daniel 8). But
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the excesses of Syrian rule provoked the revolt of the
Judeans under the leadership of its priest-rulers, known as
the Maccabees. In 165 B.C. the Judeans regained posses-
sion of Jerusalem, and purified and rededicated the Temple
(celebrated in the Feast of Dedication). Shortly after this
time (about 125 B.C.), the Maccabean priest-ruler John
Hyrcanus made a grievous mistake. He provided the long-
time enemy of Israel, the Edomites, with the opportunity
that is analogous to the proverbial camel getting “its nose in
the tent.”

EDOM BECOMES JEWS IN 125 B.C.
Antipater, an Idumean (Edomite) by birth, was made

procurator of all Judea by Julius Caesar. After Antipater
gained influence with John Hyrcanus, he convinced Hyrca-
nus that he should conquer Idumea in order to make Judea
and Idumea one kingdom. “John Hyrcanus conquered the
whole of Edom and undertook the forced conversion of its
inhabitants to Judaism.” (Josephus, Ant. XII, 9, 1).

It was at this point that the
Edomites became Judaized, as
they submitted to circumcision
and subjected themselves to the
religious rules, regulations and rit-
uals of the high priests and were
called for the first time, Jews:

Thenceforth the Edomites
became a section of the Jew-
ish people.—Encyclopedia
Judaica, Vol. 6, (1971),
p.378).

Thus, at this juncture of time
the Edomites were incorporated
with the Judean nation, and their
country was called by the Greeks
and Romans “Idumea.”—The
Jewish Encyclopedia, Vol. V.
(1904), p.41.

Many of the Edomite prose-
lytes became Pharisees and they soon were helping adulter-
ate the “Law of Moses” with the unwritten “tradition of the
elders” (later these oral laws were written in many volumes,
called “The Talmud” which had been concocted in Baby-
lon).

Also during this period there was created that mass
of tradition, comment, and interpretation, known as
Mishna, Gemara ((forming the Talmud), Midrashim,
and Kabbala, that was so super-imposed upon the law
that obedience was transferred from the law itself to
the traditional interpretations—”From Malachi to Mat-
thew,” The Scofield Reference Bible, p.984.

This major shift from and the altering of the Law of
Moses to the law of the tradition of the elders was the
beginning of a NEW religion—Judaism (or Mystery Baby-
lonianism). This also marked the beginning of the ascen-
dancy of Esau (Edom) over Jacob (Israel) when he “would
break Jacob’s yoke from off his neck” (Genesis 27:39-41),
as was prophesied by Isaac in the inferior blessing that he
gave to him. But, as the angel Gabriel told the prophet
Daniel in a vision, the time for “the sacrifice and oblation
[was about] to cease” and a new covenant was about to be
made with Jacob. No wonder Jesus clashed with the impost-
ers who had (1) a new name, “Jews” and (2) a new religion,
“Judaism.”

Jesus made it plain to the Pharisees that their transfer-
ence to traditions “made the commandment of God of none
effect” (Matt. 15:6). And He continually warned His disci-
ples “to beware of the doctrine of the Pharisees” (Matt.
16:11-12). And who were the recipients of Jesus’ wrath,
sharp rebukes and seven “woes”—the Pharisees (Matt.
23:13-36)! According to “The Universal Jewish Encyclope-
dia (1943)” p.474:

The Jewish religion as it is today traces its descent,
without a break, through all the centuries, from the
Pharisees. Their leading ideas and methods found
expression in a literature of enormous extent, of
which a very great deal is still in existence. The TAL-
MUD is the largest and most important single piece of
the literature ... and the study of it is essential for any
real study of Phariseeism.

ANOTHER PEOPLE BECOMES JEWS
Astonishing as it may seem to many Christians

today—according to “The Jewish Encyclopedia (1925)”,
Vol. 5, p.41: “Edom is in modern day Jewry.” That means
that the ancient enemy of Israel is now Jews. But it is
even more incredible for Christians to discover that the
Edomites were not the only people that converted en-
masse to Judaism. There was another conversion of an
entire kingdom that happened about nine hundred years
AFTER the conversion of Edom! And this kingdom was

Turkish—that is, they were
descended from Japheth and not
Shem (sons of Noah)—and that
means that they are NOT Semitic
(descendants of Shem)! These
non-Semitic people, known as
the Ashkenazim, the people of
the Khazar Empire in southern
Russia, voluntarily converted in
740 AD.

As recorded in “The Times
Atlas of World History,” p.108:

... At the western end of
the Eurasian steppe, was
the empire of the Khazars,
the most civilized empire this
region had seen since the
collapse of Scythian power
in the 3rd century B.C. Con-
verted to Judaism c. 740,

the Khazars ruled a vast territory ... 
In addition, non-Jewish historians like H.G. Wells, in

his “Outline of History,” agree. The famous historian
writes that the “Idumeans” joined with a “Turkish” people
of Southern Russia (the Khazars), who also “became
jews,” and both make up the present day “jews.” Mr.
Wells concludes, “The main part of jewry [the Khazars]
never was in Judea and had never come out of Judea!”

Even Scofield’s note on Genesis 10:3 agrees! Genesis
10:2-5, traces the genealogy of Noah’s son Japheth. One
of Japheth’s seven sons was Gomer (verse 2). And one of
Gomer’s three sons was Ashkenaz (verse 3). Notice how
the note in the Scofield Reference Bible on “Ashkenaz” in
verse 3 admits that these descendants of Japheth became
German Jews from Armenia! 

Scofield’s note on Genesis 10:3 (1967 Edition):
Jeremiah 51:27 reveals that the Ashkenaz lived in

the vincinity of Ararat, Armenia. In later Jewish litera-
ture Ashkenaz is employed as a designation of Ger-
many. Ashkenazim were Jews who had their abode
in Germanic countries, just as the Sephardim
denotes Jews of Portugal and Spain.

But earlier editions of the Scofield Reference Bible
kept that important historical information hidden. In fact,
the note of earlier editions completely contradicts the note
of the 1967 and later editions.

Scofield’s note on Genesis 10:3 (1917 edition): no
notes. Scofield’s note on Genesis 10:2 (1917 edition): 

From these seven sons of Japheth [listed in verse
2, which included Gomer, the father of Ashkenaz] are
descended the goyim, or Gentile, nations, trans.
“heathen” 148 times in the A.V. The name implies
nothing concerning religion, meaning simply, non-
Israelite, or “foreigner.”
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So, when you study with the Scofield Reference Bible,
it depends on which edition of that Reference Bible you use.
Earlier editions teach that Ashkenazim were goyim (Gen-
tiles), whilst later editions teach that they were Armenian/
German Jews!

But whether they were goyim or Jews, it doesn’t seem
to be a problem to most people that this branch of the Turk-
ish people migrated from Asia Minor to southern Russia to
Eastern Europe, particular Germany—it is believed without
question; while the historical fact that many branches of the
dispersed tribes of Israel, who originally dwelt in several
areas of captivity in ancient Syria, Assyria and Babylon,
also migrated to Europe is considered to be outside the
realm of possibilities! 

To summarize the teachings of Scofield:
IDUMEANS (EDOM) + ASHKENAZIM (NON-

SEMITIC TURKS) = JEWS!
CIRCUMCISED JACOB + UNCIRCUMCISED

JACOB = CHRISTENDOM!
The proverbial camel has

driven the owner completely out
of his own tent and the humped
animal has made it his own home!
Think about it: since modern day
Jewry are mainly the descendants
of (1) Edom and (2) a tribe of
Turks—then present day Jewry are
NOT the descendants of Jacob/
Israel! And since the Jews are
descendants of Edom and Turks,
then they are NOT the recipients
of the birthright and blessing that
was given to Jacob and  to his
father Isaac and to his grandfather
Abraham. In fact, since many of
the Jewish leaders are descended
from Esau, it should not be sur-
prising to learn that they have the
same hatred towards Jacob’s descendants as their father
Esau had towards Jacob, all because of the stolen blessing
and inheritance. (Gen. 27:41).

And as Jacob claimed to be Esau by deceit in order to
get the afore-mentioned blessing, so now do the descendants
of Esau claim to be Jacob (i.e. the Jews claim to be Israel-
ites) by deceit in order to masquerade that they have the
blessing of God. But only the God of Abraham, Isaac and
Jacob can determine to whom the birthright and blessing
was to be given—no one can nullify or change what God in
His sovereignty has determined.

THEOLOGICAL CHANGE TO APOSTASY
Once America’s theology began to turn as a result of the

catalytic effect of the revivals of Charles Finney and his
converts—the shift to radical abolitionism at Lane Semi-
nary, the socialistic theology of Oberlin College and Semi-
nary, the splitting of every major denomination in the
United States and the War of Southern Independence rapidly
followed. Soon after this evil war, the secret six continued
to work towards the destruction of Christianity (and Jacob)
with their financing of another John Brown-like-character:
Cyrus I. Scofield.

It was through the notes of this Bible that the changing
of America’s theology rapidly apostatized. Through their
deliberate misinterpretations, this Bible, copyrighted by
socialistic Oxford University in England, provided the dra-
matic shift from the teaching that “Edom is in Jewry” to
Jewry is Jacob.

For example, it is very easy to notice the new slant that
is introduced into “Christian theology” in this flawed com-
mentary by studying its notes on many verses like the ones
that are given as explanations about Genesis 12:3:

...And I [God] will bless them, who bless thee
[Abraham]; and those who curse thee I will curse:
and by thee all the tribes of the earth shall be
blessed.”

Scofield’s note on Genesis 12:3 (1967 Edition):
There was a promise of blessing upon those indi-
viduals and nations who bless Abram’s descen-
dants, and a curse laid upon those who persecute 
the Jews.
Another Scofield Bible note on Genesis 12:3 (1967

Edition):
(3) Promises to the Gentiles.
     (a)  ‘I will bless them that bless thee’ (Gen. 12:3).
           Those that honour Abraham will be blessed.
     (b)  ‘And curse him that curseth thee’ (Gen.12:3).
           This was a warning literally fulfilled in the hist-
           ory of Israel’s persecutions.  It has invariably 
           fared ill with the people who have persecuted
           the Jew---well with those who have protected

him. For a nation to commit the
sin of anti-semitism brings inev-
itable judgment. The future
will still more remarkably prove
this principle...

 As the shift to radical aboli-
tionism began at Lane Seminary
in 1834, so the shift from ortho-
dox Christian theology to dispen-
sationalism and the belief that the
Jews [i.e. The Edomites, Ash-
kenazim and Shelahites] are the
Chosen People of God and not
the Jacob/Israel/Hebrew people
accelerated with the Scofield
Reference Bible. Notice how, in
the Scofield notes given above,
the persecution of Abram’s
descendants and the history of

Israel’s persecutions are equated with Jewish persecu-
tion.  Simply put: Edom is Jacob.

And yet the words, “Jew,” “Jews,” “Jewish,” “Jewry,”
“Judaism” and  “anti-Semitism” are not found even
ONCE in the entire books of Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus,
Numbers, and  Deuteronomy---the so-called books of the
“Jewish Torah”! Amazingly the Jewish Torah is not Jew-
ish at all.  Therefore, according to the Bible, the Jews
were not in the Exodus from Egypt.  Moses was not a Jew.
The Jews were not given the Ten Commandments at Mt.
Sinai. The Jews were not promised the Promised Land,
etc.

And equally so---where in the Bible is the sin of anti-
Semitism listed? In fact, the term  “anti-Semitism” was
only invented 124 years ago!  “The word ‘anti-Semitism’
was first printed in 1880” (“The Jewish Encyclopedia,”
Vol.I, (1901), p.641).  There are many sins mentioned in
the Bible, but in no place is this sin of supposedly  “inevi-
table judgment” mentioned.

Notice how the note in the Scofield Bible that is
quoted above (Genesis 12:3) equates anti-Semitism with
the persecution of the Jews.  There are two major flaws in
their statement:

1.  The Scofield Bible contradicts its own statement.
In their note on Ashkenaz” in Genesis 10:3, they acknowl-
edge that these descendants of Japheth (therefore, not
descendants of Abraham) were Jews.  Then how could
persecuting Jews have anything to do with cursing Abra-
ham?

2.  Less than 10% of all modern day Jews are Semitic,
while all the nations of Jacob/Israel are Semitic, as well as
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the nations of Ishmael (the Arabs)!  Therefore, since the
Jewish nation, that was created by the United Nations in
1948, both curses the Arab nations and the nations of Jacob/
Israel, then are they to be the recipients of  “inevitable judg-
ment”? Truth is stranger than fiction.

When one reads the notes of the Geneva Bible [written
by the reformers of the Protestant Reformation] the contrast
with the Scofield notes are clear and distinct. No church or
denomination in America believed such nonsense as taught
in the Scofield Reference Bible until the later part of the
nineteenth century!

Was Jesus anti-Jewish? Read what the Rev. John
M’Clintock, D.D., and James Strong, S.T.D. prepared in the
“Cyclopaedia of Biblical, Theological and Ecclesiastical
Literature,” Vol IX, (1894), p.347 in regards to Jesus’ oppo-
sition to the great Sanhedrin, the highest Jewish ecclesiasti-
cal and civil tribunal: 

It was with reference to this Supreme Court that
Christ [Jesus] chose seventy
disciples (Luke x, 1), answer-
ing to the seventy senators
composing the [Great] San-
hedrin, just as he chose
twelve  apostles with refer-
ence to the twelve tribes of
Israel (Matt. xix, 28; Luke xxii,
30), to indicate thereby to the
Jews that the authority of
their supreme religious court
was now taken away and
was vested in the seventy of
his own choice, and over
which he himself was the
president and supreme Lord.

    SOME OF THE DISGUISES 
OF EDOM

Even though many of the
members of the great Sanhedrin plotted the murder of Jesus,
modern Christianity are of the mostly unchallenged opinion
that the descendants of Esau, now known as the Jews, are
Jacob (Israel)---the chosen people of God!  This is because
many of their scribes and rabbis have rewritten  “Christian “
theology.

By creating a new theology: dispensational theology
that destroys the heritage and history of God’s actual cho-
sen people.  The main goal of this heresy is (1) to convince
Christians that Edom is Jacob, and (2) to convince Christian
Jacob that they are non-Israelites, i.e.”Gentiles.”  To com-
plement and support this erroneous theology, they have also
disguised themselves as Jacob---in a similar manner as
Jacob many centuries ago disguised himself as Esau.  And
how have they disguised themselves?  Listed below are a
few of their disguises of deception:

Disguise #1:  The Jewish people celebrate Pass-
                      over, even though their ancestors
                      were not in the Exodus from Egypt.
  The Christian Israelites celebrate Easter, an inclusive

pagan-based generic holiday of the death and resurrection of
Tammuz or Jesus, even though their ancestors were partici-
pants in the Exodus from Egypt.

Disguise #2:  The Jewish people celebrate Taberna-
                     cles, even though their ancestors did
                     not begin to celebrate it until their 
                     “conversion” in 125B.C. or 740 A.D.
The Christian Israelites celebrate Christmas, an inclu-

sive pagan-based, generic holiday of the birthday of Mithras
or Jesus, even though their ancestors participated in the har-
vest time celebration of Tabernacles for centuries, awaiting
the time of Jesus’ birth and dwelling with His people.

Disguise #3   The Jewish people outwardly keep 
                     the food laws of Leviticus 11 and
                     Deuteronomy 14, even though God
                     through Moses did not give these 
                     laws to them.
The Christian Israelites eat all manner of unclean

foods---bacon, ham, pork chops, shrimp, clams, shellfish,
oysters, rabbit, squirrel, catfish---since they have been
taught that the food laws have been somehow abolished
by the crucifixion of Jesus, even though their ancestors
were the only people ever given instructions by God as to
what foods to eat and not eat.

Disguise #4:   The Jewish people eat lamb at Pass-
                     over---symbolic of the  “Lamb of
                     God”, Jesus---whom they absolutely 
                     loathe with an intense hatred.
Many Christian Israelites eat swine (ham) for their

Easter meal---a food that is an abomination to the God of
the Bible, even though it was their ancestors who ate lamb

and put its blood over and
around their door on that historic
night of deliverance and
redemption.

Disguise #5:   The Jewish
people claim that their re-
ligion, Judaism, comes from
the Old Testament---when it
actually comes from the
“tradition of the
elders”(Talmud), which
Jesus hated, and the Kab-
balah---the satanic book of
magic --- both of which had
their orgin in Babylon and
not in the Promised Land   
      The Christian Israelites

of both the former northern and
southern kingdoms are the only

parties to the New Covenant, the fulfillment of the cove-
nant that God made with Abraham , Isaac and Jacob.  New
Covenant Christianity did not come from Judaism, but
Hebraism, and is in direct opposition to Talmudic Judaism
of mystery Babylon.

Disguise #6:   The Jewish people claim that they 
                      have been persecuted all throughout 
                      their history because they are God’s
                      chosen people.
The Christian Israelites have forgotten that the reverse

is true.  Martin Luther wrote over 500 years ago: “Jerusa-
lem was destroyed more than 1400 years ago [in 70 A.D.]
and during that time we Christians have been tortured and
persecuted by Jews in all the world.”

Because of these six listed disguises and many more,
multitudes of men like Thomas Paine  (1737-1809) and
Robert G.Ingersoll (1833-1899) dismissed the validity and
veracity of the Bible and became agnostics and scoffed at
the Bible because the “Jews” had not been visited with the
fulfillment of the glorious promises, birthright, and bless-

ing given to Abraham, Isaac and Jacob and their descen-
dants.  But even though they had insight into the
impossibility of the Jews of their day fulfilling the marks
and prophecies of Israel, they failed to understand the par-
able that Jesus taught about the imitation wheat---the tares
(Matthew 13:24-30 and 36-43).  They thought that the
tares were the wheat, i.e. that Edom was Jacob!  And they
were wrong.

Long ago, Jacob said to Isaac: “I am Esau.”
Now, Edom says to the world: “We are Jacob.”

   What goes around, comes around!         *********
 (to be continued)$1'�+2:�:28/'�<28�/,.(�<285�7($��6,5"
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(A Woman’s Calling)
by Adam de Witt

Much has been written about a Man’s calling or role as a
Christian. What he should or should not do. But what of a
woman’s role? Men have been told in every newsletter (not
just ours), what behaviour they must have — often the rules
given are fitting for Saxons of both genders. Yet when we
touch on the rules only for women, then for some reason we
need to tread lightly. Understand, my Saxon-women kins-
folk, that I am not one for treading too lightly. I can come out
with sweet words, but the foe has given you 150-odd years
of sweet words and our plight as a race has only gotten
worse. So if in times of darkness, bright light seems harsh,
can you then suffer the bright light? You can .. then read
on.........

We are given over-all themes for the folk and we know
that women are to be mothers, and all that goes with that—
but much has been shaped by the Jewish religion, through its
tool called Feminism. The sad
part of Feminism is that it is
anything but feminine. In fact, it
is a Masculine movement—
everything it tells women to
strive for are manly roles of
behaviour, and often the worst
traits thereof. But that of course
is typical of the Canaanite
brood, who put bad for good and
good for bad, thus Feminism is
really the opposite of feminism.
Feminine is of course a French
word and that ought to be a dead
give-away that the movement is
not of Saxon root but of the
Canaanite, a brood so in love
with Pig-Latin. The true English
word for Feminine is “Wom-
anly.” So what is womanly behaviour?

Women may say, my behaviour is my character. The
truth is that their character is masked by a behaviour shaped
by the world around them, or put another way, by the culture
of the day. Too many women fail to see that, and it would be
hard for them to picture any other way, as they were born
into a pattern of behaviour shaped by the world. That pattern
is shown as being normal and anything else is thus deemed
wrong, outdated or any other put-down term that the estab-
lishment of the day has brewed up to keep “Its” women in
line to “Its” order. Yet God shaped women and he never
shaped them to behave as the women of the 20th and 21st
year-hundreds (centuries). Women have been hijacked by
the Jewish religion without ever having set one foot in the
‘swine-a-gogue.’ The Jews and ‘brown-nosing’ Judaized
Saxons have shaped a host of movements for all types of
Israelites to change the world to suit their ‘Utopia’; Free-
Masonry for business men, Professional Sport for average
Saxon men and Feminism for Saxon women.

(NOTE: I do not say ‘Anglo-Saxon.’ It is about time we
stop handling this divisive tool of the foe. There are no such
folk as Anglo-Saxons. England was colonized by a heap of
Semitic tribes: Kelts, Friesians, Jutes, Danes, Angli and so
on. They are also the same tribes that colonized Europe from
Portugal to the Urals. We are all Isaac-sons if we are ruddy
Europeans, so we must stop giving strength to our foes by
using their tools of splitting us and we must stop locking us
out of our inheritance. Indeed, the first English Bibles were
printed in Germany and the reformation began in Holland,
Germany and Switzerland. Great Britain may well be the
“isles” [but the word so translated can also be translated
‘coastlands’!] but Europe to the Urals is the “wilderness
made ready, Rev. 6” [Saxons wandered into a Europe

ploughed by Kelts] and the European colonies are “the
wilderness, Rev 12 [unreadied or raw and unploughed]”. If
we want to talk of Saxons in GB, then we call them GB
Saxons, English Saxons, Scottish Saxons and so on, but
not Anglo-Saxons, there is no such race. Saxons are Sax-
ons, kin is kin!)

So, let us get back to “women.” For over 100 years our
race has not been taught how to behave as saxons but as
Canaanites or better said, as twoth (second) rate Jews. I
have often highlighted how Saxon men behave as twoth-
rate Jews, this time I will be dealing with women. This
will not be easy, as Judaism for Saxon Women, commonly
called Feminism, has taught women from childhood that
any criticism of women’s behaviour is akin to being anti-
woman. The truth is, that Feminism is anti-women. There
can be no doubt that Feminism has not brought womanly
bliss or stability to women’s lives. In fact, more and more
women need crutches to get by. Crutches such as ciga-

rettes, strong drink and mind-
less and mind-wrecking en-
tertainment ... just like men
do as well. What’s more
women suffer more stress to
their harm; they can’t cope
with simple womanly tasks;
they die even younger now;
and they also turn to more
beastly, violent behaviour in
which women even beat chil-
dren to death.

So what has the modern
way for women delivered to
Saxon women? Has Femi-
nism delivered the good life?
Feminism has taught women
to be assertive, pushy, loud-
mouthed, foul-mouthed, be

suspicious, read-between-the-lines, look-our-for-number-
one (and that #1 is NOT hubby, but herself), take-it-if-
they-don’t-give-it, stand and be heard (even if one is
wrong), if anyone does anything good it is for hidden
motives, never trust anyone to be innocent, everyone is
guilty until proven innocent, and all the above are, “that’s
my character, so take it or leave it!” This Judaism-for-
Saxon-women has reaped: husbands who no longer see
themselves as guardians of womanly goodness, who now
see women as sex objects when they are pretty and trouble
when they have lost their prettiness and so porn is every-
where as pictures of pretty women don’t snap back; it
means these men feel a women’s honour is worth little; it
means many rows, and many more men beating their
wives and wives beating husbands; it means messy break-
ups and family slaughterings followed by the shattered
slayer taking his own life thereafter. It delivers ‘kids’ not
‘lamb-children’ who will do likewise when older; it deliv-
ers women to women’s shelters and a life often on hand-
outs from a government who is really not their friend, it
delivers them into a wedbroken life often into unfruitful
relationships or single life waiting until pension age and
then to spend their last years in an old folk’s home alone
and with no-one to drop by or care. Tell me then, is this
way of woman’s freedom from God’s Patriarchal system
really all that good? Of course the establishment will point
out ‘success stories,’ but these women are nothing more
than well-paid hirelings of the system who bear no fruit of
the kingdom and then certainly will not be those who
come first when God’s men will turn this ‘thing’ around.
For the first will come last and the last will come first.

So, let me ask my Saxon women folk, Do you believe
you evolved from slime and slugs, as hinted by the Jewish
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Cabala, or do you thing you have a more noble beginning:
that being made by God? If you think you were made by
God, then why do you insist that 20th and 21st year-hundred
behaviour based on the mind of those who crawled out from
under slimy rock, is apt for you? If you were made by God,
then surely His more noble way would be more worthy than
the way brewed by those who feel they came by way of
slimy mud slugs? Any Saxon woman who thinks that Femi-
nism has any merit at all in any shape or form, shoots herself
in the foot by bonding with the brood of vipers who spawned
that Cabalistic slimy tripe designed to wreck her life. She
allies herself with those who hate her. The swine-a-gogue of
this slimy brood is not some building down in the high-
street, it is a little shrine in every home. The likeness of the
Beast that was given the might to speak, the electric picture
that comes with sound, we call it, TV. Every show there-on is
either made or approved by those
who hate us. Very little can be
watched that will not shape our
thinking. The things that are 100%
no-no’s are Soaps, Sit-coms, most
movies since the 1950’s and some
before, Cop Shows and not even
those with a so-called Aussie con-
tent. All these forms of ‘entertain-
ment’ draw their success by your
watching without protesting their
content. And why do you not pro-
test? Is it because you can stomach
it, put up with it, swallow it? If
you can then you are not bothered
by it and so partake in its sins, and
Jesus tells us that those who take
pleasure in the sins of those who
sin are as guilty as those who do
the sins. Our job is to make a difference, not let them get
away with it. If we can not stop them, then at least we should
stop ourselves from being partakers in their sin. When we
see on a TV show coloureds holding office with or over Sax-
ons, switch off: when we see white women being kind to or
friendly to non-Saxons, witch off; when we see Saxon
women being assertive and pushy to Saxon men, switch off;
when we see the death of a Saxon being the sport of ‘clever-
dogs’ finding it interesting to find out who did it, witch off
(since when ought the death of our blood kin be the topic of
entertainment, it is sick!) This only leaves us with a few cul-
tural shows, and there aren’t many that show Saxon culture,
nature shows (when we block out the endless drivel of evil-
lution and the News) and then certainly not the news on
commercial TV. Only SBS news scratches the surface [sorry
to any Saxon kin in the USA, even your PBS TV is worse
than our commercial station news. As for CBS, (American)
ABC, and NBC, does one really need to comment?] The TV
can give some good (enough) things but these are few and
far between. Be shrewd, very shrewd. It is very sad that too
many Saxon women will not heed their husbands, made by
God for them to be their safe-keepers from those who see
women as spoils of war; and instead will rather listen, fol-
low, and sit down to (for pleasure), the viper spit of the Juda-
hizers on the electric swine-a-gogue.

Yes, we have some pretty dumb and nasty Saxon males
out there, but we also have a lot of Saxon men who simply
want to do as the Creator would have them do, and would
never do anything intentionally wrong to their wives. Sure,
they make mistakes, yes, but is such worthy of Feminist
wrath? Women forget that God gave men and women in
Eden two ways to get to know God’s ways: 1. by simply
heeding and doing the will of God as given; 2. the school of
hard knocks - the hard way. Our race opted for the latter.
Thus the mistakes of the male are the lessons God gives him

to bring him to the Law. If a woman condemns a man for
mistakes, she interferes with God’s teaching in our race’s
preferred method of learning. God turns bad to good. That
is the way the school of hard knocks works. Wives need to
believe this. If not, then what in the world would make a
man love, or openly love a Mental Canaanite clone wife?

That is right ... when we do not think as Israelites
ought to, but as Judahizers, then we are ‘Ghostly or Spiri-
tual Canaanites.’ If Canaanites were some of the most
loathsome beings on earth, and modern men and women
behave like them, then surely Christian men and women
could not find anything appealing therewith? When the
wed-break (divorce) rate is now over 55% and rising dur-
ing the “enlightened” age of Feminism (Neo-Canaanit-
ism), surely women must be asking, What went wrong?
Yet they do not. If two can tango, then we can safely say

that at least 27-1/2% of wed-
breaking is caused by the
women. So, if women want a
better family, they could easily
bring the wed-break rate down
to 27-1/2%, and maybe then the
“moronic” blokes causing the
other half would follow their
chaste and good behaviour.
Sounds too easy ...

Most church going women
are feminists (Spiritual Canaan-
ites). I see it all the time in the
church groups I have come in
touch with. Many of these
women most assuredly do not
have a dress-sense becoming
of Christian law, and often their
children, more so their daugh-

ters, are little High-5 clones, wearing cheesy outfits once
the gear of street-walkers only, all painted up and now
with body-piercing as well. Oh, but it’s cute ... Really,
sleazy is cute? Maybe the street walker fashion has some-
thing to do with Talmudic tastes, which teach that Talmud-
ists can wed and bed girls as young as 3 years old....
Strange how the Feminists never once speak out at this.
Their husbands do, but then they get blasted by the Tal-
mud-sleaze-defending feminists for being “Oh men” and
“what do they know? If they had their way we’d all be
walking around in burlap bags,” “you want to take away
all fun” and so on. It seems to me that when Christian men
set fashion, women and girls were hardly ever raped; but
that was more than 100 years ago. (Women were usually
only raped by barbaric invaders, and their racial kinsmen
fought for their kinswomen’s honour. Today, men no
longer fight for kinswomen’s honour. Could it be that what
bestirred feelings of honour are gone with the inroads of
Talmudic/Cabalistic spawned Feminism? A rhetorical
ask....)

Thus it behooves us to see what it was that made men
fight for a woman’s honour. If women want men to fight
for their honour, then that which he is to put himself on the
line for must be pretty darn honourable! So my kins-
woman, here follows the rules for honour for which a man
will fight, for which men will swoon, for which men will
be loyal, for which men will be loving ... for of such a
woman he will say, (and anything short of that he will not
say), “She is far above rubies ... she shall be praised!”
(gleaned from Prov. 31).

Some women will cry, “But then he’ll walk all over
me.” Well let me tell you a cold, hard, fact: If he is a Chris-
tian, he will not walk over you. But if you do not do it
God’s way, rest assured, he will walk away from you! No
Christian male can stay with a Saxon woman in a state of
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loving her, if she hampers his Christian walk. A Christian
Saxon male’s loyalty must be to his God first. God tells him
so! “It is better to dwell in the wilderness than with a quar-
relsome and angry woman” Prov. 21:19. “.. the quarrels of
a wife are an ongoing dripping” Prov. 19:13. “It is better to
live in the corner of the housetop, than with a brawling
woman in a wild house” Prov. 21:9.

The following laws for Saxon women were designed by
God for them, it means then, that Saxon women were
designed to function by them. It means they can not function
well without them. If Saxon women do not function by
them, then Saxon women are dysfunctional. Are not fami-
lies of broken wedlocks called, dysfunctional? No Saxon
woman can say this of God’s Law for Saxon women: “Oh
well, they are all very well for the meek so and so, but not
for me!” The meek so and so is meek because she has made
these laws her own, if not, then she’d live by some other
law. The meek one is so because of the law. The one who is
pushy is so because of the law system (ways of behaviour)
she has been taught , or learned, or
grew up into. Yet, like one can, and
must, live by another law system
when one goes to live in another
land, so must Saxons do when they
become Christian, this does not only
befit Saxon men but also Saxon
women! Basically, Saxons when
they become Christians go from one
kingdom to another, they go from
Neo-Babylon to New Jerusalem,
from the state of strife to the state of
frith (peace).

Some Saxon laws for both gen-
ders for Kingdom living are:

“How long halt ye between two
ways of thinking? If the Lord be
God, follow Him, but if Baal, then follow him...” (1 Kings
18:21). So, if you think you are a noble creation made by
God, heed Him, if you think you are made of slime, then fol-
low the slimy ones ... So make up your mind, choose ye this
day, God’s Law or slime law!

“Thou shalt not bow down to their gods (you shall not
behave as to their standards, behaviour as seen on TV. TV
female behaviour is thinly covered Feminism), nor serve
them (you serve them when you do not do things God’s way.
God smites unheeding Israelites, this serves the foe and the
foe laughs at you in sly mirth), nor do their works (so, do
not follow a behaviour pattern set by the slimy creeps who
gave us a world of ‘isms) ... but ye shall break down their
likeness (any semblance to the slime behaviour is something
to utterly break down) and ye shall serve the Lord (If you
love Me/God, do My will, namely do My Law)” (Exod
23:23-25).

“The graven likeness (written law, or learned behav-
iour-law written on one’s heart, thus, graven or engraved
likeness) of their gods (mighty men, namely: rulers, teach-
ers, preachers, film and TV show makers and so on) shall ye
burn with fire ... (ye shall burn these out of your heart with
the fiery law of God) ... Thou shalt not want the silver or
gold (namely, you shall not want to have or live by the
things they deem of great worth) ... nor take it unto thee, lest
thou be snared therein; for it is LOATHSOME to the Lord
thy God (yes it is loathsome to God for you to behave as
they have taught), Neither shalt thou BRING A LOATH-
SOME THING INTO THINE HOUSE (the loathsome thing
is THEIR WAYS OF BEHAVIOUR) lest thou be a cursed
thing, but thou shalt UTTERLY HATE it (Yes, you must
utterly hate their behaviour. How can you then bring their
ways into your home by way of rock music, modern art and
most TV shows. What is more, how can you actually sit and

take mirth from watching their loathsomeness when God
behests you to UTTERLY HATE their shows?) for it is a
cursed thing” Deut 7:24-26.

“Learn not the way of the heathen ... for the customs
of the people (their behaviour, their ideas of right and
wrong, their doings, their traditions) are empty ...” Jer.
10:1.

“Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy
(teachings, such as, a woman’s right to be equal to her
husband, and make sure he knows it) and empty trickery
(feminism will set you free from the overshadowing ways
of men. Yet all feminism does is free women from the
love of Saxon men and enslaves them to hidden Jewish
male masters or their underclass, bed, status-symbols of
conquest of hueling [coloured] males) ... after the tradi-
tions of men (slimy ways) ...” Col. 2:8

“... teach my folk the difference between the holy and
the foul, and cause them to discern (be shrewd) between
the unclean and the clean” ... be shrewd enough to make

the right choice, holy or slimy, Ez.
44:23. Maybe the words of your
Saxon husband are worth more
than those of the Jewish hirelings
of the media.

“And be not conformed to this
world (be not like unto the clowns
out there) but be ye transformed
(overshaped, or reshaped,
CHANGED, that means you must
not say, I am what I am - take it or
leave. GOD BEHESTS/ORDERS
you to reshape your thinking and
doings - DO IT!) by the renewing
of your mind (call it a lobotomy if
you like, but the truth is, God gives
you a healthy mindset to loboto-

mize the Jewish ways, it are the Judahizers over the past
150 years who have cut wisdom from your minds, they
have cut it out of your culture, so they have given you the
lobotomy, not God) that you may prove (test) what is that
good and acceptable and perfect will of God” Rom 12:2.

Saxon women, “... who art thou that repliest against
God (such as, “sure, well if men want to go by these laws,
let them, but they don’t have the right to have me live by
them - I can make up my own mind what is right”) ...
shall the thing formed say to him that formed it, why hast
thou made me thus? Hath not the potter might over the
clay ...?” Rom 9:18. Thus did God ask you to make up
your own mind on what is right or wrong?

So if we be ethelly (nobly) shaped, and not crawled
out of slime, then how dare we dare the Noble One who
made us? Have we crawled from slime to quarrel with
God, or are we made by God?

Yet, too many women choose not to heed all the fol-
lowing Laws from God. They are not to be refuted,
chided over or questioned. They are given so that happi-
ness, well-being, well-living, welfare and good health
will become part of daily life. Is personal pride more wor-
thy than life and happiness? Can pride lead to happiness?
If your life with a Christian husband does not offer you
happiness and well-being, then it could well be that you
are the cause of your unhappiness and lack of wealth and
well-being. By living by the principles you think are right
and not lining up your behaviour and mannerisms to the
following, you may be the lump in a funnel that withholds
the blessings you want from God .

Q: “But I have an opinion?”
A: Let your women be still in the churches, for it is

not allowed unto them to speak, but they are commanded
(not asked) to be under obedience, as also saith the law.
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And if they will learn any thing, let them ask (not tell) their
husbands at home, for it is a shame for a woman to speak in
the church. (1 Cor. 14:34).

Q: “But I feel that they do this or that ...”
A: The aged women ... be in behaviour as becometh

holiness, not false accusers, not given to much wine, teach-
ers of good things. That they may teach the young women to
be sober, to love their husbands, to love their children. To be
discrete, chaste, keepers at home, good ... 

Q: “But I don’t feel my husband always makes the right
choice ...”

A: ... to be obedient to their husbands, that the Word of
God be not blasphemed ... (women who do not obey their
Christian husbands are blaspheming God and can not expect
God to help such households go forward with blessings.
Any blessings already gained will reach a stalemate and
wither) .. (Titus 2:5).

Q: “But obedience to things I deem wrong is silly...”
A: But unto the woman God said, ... thy want shall be to

thy husband and he shall rule over
thee. (Gen 3:15). Wives submit your-
selves unto your husbands, as unto
the Lord. For the husband is the
head of the wife, even as Christ is
the head of the church and he is the
saviour of the body ... so let the
wives be subject to their husbands in
every thing ... (so you can not pick
and choose what you approve of) ..
(Eph. 5:22). Wives submit (yield)
yourselves unto your husbands as it
is fit unto the Lord ... (Col. 3:18).
Wives, be in subjection to your own
husbands, that, if any (other woman)
heed not the word, that they may
without the Word (that they, without
even reading the Bible) be won (be
converted) by the good behaviour of
the wives, while they behold your
chaste behaviour coupled with fear
(that is, your fear and not your hus-
band’s fear of what you may think, say, or do). Whose
adorning let it not be of fancy hair and wearing of gold or
putting on of fine clothing, but let the adorning be the hid-
den man (Christ in you, namely, God’s Laws) of the heart.
Let the adorning be in that which does not fade, wear out
and break down (material gain)  that of a meek and quiet
mindset .. (clearly women needed to be told this as a law, as
meekness and quiet mindset are learned behaviour, loud and
opinionated behaviour come natural to the flesh, which suf-
fers from a pride in itself rather than sacrificing personal
pride for the love of God) ... the meek and quiet mindset is
in the sight of God of great price ... (so other forms of
behaviour may be seen as, Go for it, sort of good in the eyes
of the world, but in the eyes of God these are loathsome and
withhold blessings) .. for in this manner ... (meek and quiet
mindset, that is not seeing evil in things, not looking for
things to pounce onto, or to point-score, and one-upman-
ship) ... in the old time ... (long before the 20th century) ..
the holy women who trusted in God, dressed themselves,
being in subjection to their husbands ... (so a woman shows
she believes in God by heeding her husband with fear and
meekness and quietness of mind) ... even as Sarah obeyed/
heeded Abraham, calling him lord ... (because the husband
is God’s spokesman/rep on earth, he is God’s ambassador)
... whose daughters (of Sarah) ye (Saxon ladies) are ... (so
do not as your mother or grandmother, but as your erstwhile
blessed mother, Sarah) ... as long as ye do well ... Have
compassion one for another, love as brethren, be pitiful, be

courteous, not rendering evil for evil, or railing for rail-
ing, but be otherwise and bless, knowing that ye should
inherit a blessing, for he/she that will love life and see
good days, let him/her holdback his/her tongue from evil
and lips from guile, shun evil and do good, seek peace
and ensue it. For the eyes of the Lord are over the righ-
teous and his ears open to his/her prayers ... (His ears do
NOT hear the bidding of blasphemers) ... but the face of
the Lord is against them that do evil. But if ye suffer for
righteousness sake, happy are ye ... hallow the Lord (hal-
low His will) in your hearts and be ready to answer every
man that asketh you a reason of the hope that is in you
with meekness and fear ... for it is better ... that ye suffer
for well-doing than for evil doing ... for Christ also hath
once suffered for sins for the upright and the not-upright
that he may bring us to God ... in times gone we walked in
the ways of the people in lust for all things, too much
wine, revellings, banqueting and loathsome idolatries
(living by things we hold true, right or fair but that God

does not hold as true, right or fair).
... Above all things have keen
charity among yourselves (this
does not mean only in the house-
hold but with other Israelites out-
side the family - of the family of
believers) ... for charity COVERS
a host of sins, USE HOSPITALITY
one to another without grudging
(without griping and holding it as a
feather in one’s cap against oth-
ers)... (1 Peter chapters 2 and 3).
Humble yourselves therefore
under the mighty hand of God, that
he may uplift you in due time.
Casting all your care/fretting upon
him, for he careth for you ... (your
job is not to fret or to make a big
deal of things, those who are under
someone do not need to wear wor-
ries because those who heed things
have answerability fobbed of on

those in authority over them)... (1 Peter 4:5,6). So it
means that wives are not to step over the bounds of fret-
free heeding into a state of worrisome authority;

...Let a woman learn ...(so it does not come natural to
the flesh, good behaviour is a learned thing) ... in quiet-
ness with all yielding, but I suffer not a woman to teach
(in a gathering) [or] to usurp (unlawfully take) authority
over the man, but to be still ... (1Tim 2:11,12). ... and the
wife see that she reverence her husband ... (Eph. 5:33).

And what is a wives’ calling as a help-mate to her
husband? The following answers this, it is the goal for
Saxon women. One that only Saxon women were
designed for by God, to do (non-Saxon women can not
do these!). The full Christian walk for Saxon women is
set out as follows, even though it is not fully doable at
once, it should be the goal...

“Who can find a goodly woman? For her price is far
beyond rubies (before state run welfare, husbands-to-be
had to have a Bride’s-price. This was a sum given to the
bride’s father for safe-keeping should the man, once wed,
come to an untimely death. The Bride’s price would
cover her living costs for a while. That is why Jacob wept
when he found the woman he loved, he was too poor for
the Bride’s price and had to work seven years for it - and
remember he was about 77 years at that time). The heart
of her husband doth safely trust in her (he does not need
to fear what she thinks or does, he trusts that she will deal
with matters as God deems fit, so as not to shame her
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husband, he can go about his doings without fear of her get-
ting miffed) so that he have no need of spoil. She will do him
good and not evil all the days of her life (this does not mean
in the form of great heroic deeds as such, but in simple
things, and often it is the little things that make all the differ-
ence). She is like the traders’ ships, she bringeth her food
from afar (does the shopping). She riseth also while it is yet
night and giveth food to her household, and some to her
maidens (so she gets up first and feeds the family, this is not
the husband’s job. Note also that she has maidens. These are
only affordable if the household is blessed.  The male needs
to be unhindered by behind-the-lines duties, he must do
front-line duties only, the wife does behind-the-lines work.
Nevertheless, he can not withdraw from the responsibility of
the household, which remains his. Should his hands fare
well, then in time he may afford a home help. This may not
be affordable in the early years of wedlock whilst he seeks a
path of business). She eyes up a field and sets it aside (some
translations state, “she buys it” and the margins use the pig-
Latin word, ‘procure;’ the thrust of the verse is not so much
buying but setting aside for steward-
ship, so she may already own the
land and chooses to till it. This does
not mean she can not buy land, but
she would need to be wealthy
enough and from whom would she
buy it if all land in the neighbour-
hood is already owned? It would be
unlikely that God would have her
buy a block of farming land miles
from home. Thus the thrust of set-
ting aside a corner of one’s land is
more fitting) with the fruit of her
hands she planteth a vineyard. She
girdeth her loins with strength and
strengtheneth her arms (she does not
have time to sit around in front of the
electronic sewer with a packet of
‘Cheezels,’ her work will keep her fit). She knows her wares
are good, her candle doth not go out by night (she is a light
to the family, even at night. When asleep and a child cries,
she does not turf her husband out to deal with it). She
stretcheth out her hand to the poor; yea, she reacheth forth
to the needy (in Russia of old, women kept a ‘Poor Cup-
board.’ This was a store for the poor, spare food was kept
there for the needy. This was clearly local and NOT Food
Aid for non-Saxons in Africa. Today’s Saxon women feel
sorry for animals, trees and huelings, everything but their
husbands and their race. This is a thing to be turned around.
Women need to put the needs straight and in the right order:
God, Jesus, her husband, her children, herself, her animals,
her plants, whilst other animals and plants and huelings will
be taken care of by God as He sees fit). She is not afraid of
the snow for her household for all her household is well
dressed. She maketh herself coverings of tapestry, her cloth-
ing, silk, and purple (purple was very dear to make, she is
wealthy because she does it God’s way, i.e. THE FAMILY
TITHES!, both husband and wife should know there can be
no prosperity while “stealing from God”!) Her husband is
known in the gates when he sitteth among the elders (her
husband is not to be seen as a man fearful of his wife; “oh, I
must not see you -my wife doesn’t approve,” or “I must get
back soon otherwise she’ll be angry.” Indeed the husband
must not shun believers or only have friends she approves.
She should make her husband known in the gates as one of
whom the others say, “He has his house in order”). She
maketh fine linen and selleth it and delivers girdles to the
traders (she can give to the household’s income by selling
things she makes, because this is not working for a “boss”,
otherwise the boss takes headship over her, something only

befitting of her husband). Strength and honour are  her
clothing (her strength is not her self pride or ego, but the
yielding to God’s will is her strength) and she shall cheer
in time to come (that is, she has a happy yonder-time or
future). She openeth her mouth with wisdom (what she
says must be Biblically sound) and her tongue is the law
of kindness (she speaks with kindness and if she wants
someone to do things, she does it by asking kindly, not
demanding or aggressively). She looketh well to the ways
of her household (so she is not to be skilled in, say, the
ways of understanding mating habits of wallabies and
taipans, or any other odd species, or how the timber busi-
ness impacts on the surroundings, or some other side
issue. She is to know how her behaviour impacts on the
family and if those of her household do not become an
endangered species) and eateth not the bread of idleness.
Her children rise up and call her blessed; her husband
also and he hails her saying, Many daughters have done
goodly things, but thou goest beyond them all. Favour is
deceitful and comeliness is empty, but a woman that

feareth the Lord, she shall be
praised.” These, of course, are
the words of king lemuel, the
prophecy that his mother taught
him .... Who can find a virtuous
woman? ... (this indicates that
the ideal is difficult to find.
However, it does indicate what is
to be strived for)

In closing ..........
Saxon Christian women are

to believe that if they are in a
Christian wedlock, that their
husbands are under God’s guid-
ance (which will be patently
obvious to how he “runs” his
household) and that he is rightly
picked out by God to have head-

ship over her. In this she is to be well-pleased as his head-
ship is also her safety; and cares outside the household are
not hers to bear. She is not in the frontline, that is where
her husband is. But if she usurps his authority, she has
him surrounded by frontlines - one from Babylon and one
from her. In such a state he will not succeed to bring
God’s blessing into the home. She is to be his comfort,
not his hard place. Her husband must not be caught
between a rock and a hard place. She is to be soft, not
hard. She is to be kind, not angry. She is to be ever trust-
ing, not fretful. She is to be quiet, not loud. She is to step
back from deciding for her husband, or squeezing him
until he does her will. She should be willing to do his will
rather than manipulating things for him to her will. She is
to ensure he can go about his busyness unhindred and do
what it takes to ensure this..

Few women today have role models of womanly
behaviour to follow. Mainly because families tend to fall
apart before they can really grow into extended families,
or because people are not in (church) communities, which
would give them role models. The nearest thing (for
many) was the wife in the early shows of the Waltons,
and the mother in the first old Lassie film. Basically
Babylon has put bitter for sweet. Women need to become
sweet again if the specie of Saxons is to live. If not, our
race will die out and many Saxon women will be largely
to blame because they could not be bothered to be sweet.
This has been a writ to strengthen Saxon women, not
Saxon men; although many Saxon men are also to blame
for the death of our Race. In this instance, we needed to
address Saxon women, and that is what I have done. This
has been a writ to bash Babylonian pride, not the women
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of our specie. Women need to see the difference between
learnt Babylonian behaviour and the hidden, held down
character of God in them. It is there, but can only grow when
fed truth. Only harsh light strengthens truth.

If you like tea with milk, namely, white and warm, then
you are still only so near yet so far away. You surely look
good, but what of taste? Sweetness is not seen but tasted.
White you were made, sweetness you need to cultivate. So
what’s a woman’s calling? To be sweet and white. Will you
ever look at a ‘cuppa’ the same way again?

-----------------------------------------------------------'80%(5�%<�'(6,*1
by Peter Frogley

We at Light Educational Ministries, amongst others,
have been warning for many years that a major goal of the
education ‘system’ across the world has been the ‘dumbing
down’ of the people.

The educational experts, on the other hand, have been
singing the praises of the present approach to assuring us
that the products of today’s educa-
tion system are much better educated
as they have been encouraged to be
tolerant, understanding, peace-lov-
ing, conservationally aware, etc. In
summary, they are really just plain
smarter than us oldies who are
unfortunate remnants of a past age.

When we first began to warn of
the dumbing down plan there were
many who ridiculed the idea, but it
seems that even the most sceptical
Christian thinker is now beginning
to wonder if perhaps there maybe
some truth to this idea after all.

In the past decade we have made
the following observations”

• Text books are being dumbed down
• More students are falling below their grade standard
• The young parents of school age children are far less

able to home educate than those of a decade ago
• The concentration span of children seems to be dimin-

ishing
• People, and thus children, are not reading anywhere

near as much.
TEXT BOOKS DUMBED DOWN

We observe with each re-publication of textbooks there
is a common trend to significantly reduce the content of the
course and enlarge the pictures (which must be in colour, of
course).

The tests that LEM sells are from high quality and aca-
demically high standard Christian publishers. They too are
reducing content and difficulty, not because they want to
lower standards, but because the children are no longer able
to cope with the standard and volume of work expected ten
years ago.

LEM is finding increasingly that our popular LEM
Phonics program is considered too difficult by some schools
that have attempted to use it. It is more a case of teachers
being unable or unwilling to lift the standard of their teach-
ing. Not only that, but when the programme was developed
almost ten years ago it was planned as a four year pro-
gramme for use in the school our staff were running. We are
now finding people taking five and six years to complete the
course.

STUDENTS FALLING BEHIND
We have found that students coming to LEM for assis-

tance are increasingly falling behind the state standards in
core subjects. It is highly unusual for a student coming to us
to be working at grade level for the curriculum we sell. It is
quite common, but nonetheless distressing, for parents to

find children at 12 years of age, supposedly in Grade 7 at
school, who need to go back to Grade 2 and 3 in our
materials.

YOUNG PARENTS
As we speak with home educating families we are

finding that many of the younger generation parents have
themselves received an inadequate education which
causes them to struggle with training their own children.

CONCENTRATION SPAN
In the past decade we have seen a marked increase in

children suffering ADD, ADHD and various other mysti-
cal conditions that prevent them learning or behaving as
orderly young people. I grew up in a generation where
there seemed to be a small minority of children who were
naughty, but life seemed so much easier and simpler
before these dread conditions were discovered. Some
leading psychologists consider these conditions to be fig-
ments of the imagination.

It does, however, seem that there are far more trou-
bled young people today who
seem unable to concentrate on a
task for more than a few minutes.
(are attentions spans being short-
ened by watching too much TV?
CIM)

LIMITED READING
Our observations are that

children are not reading as much
or as well as they were ten years
ago. Reading books seemed to be
a major pastime, but now it seems
few children read for pleasure
(too busy watching TV, or even
so-called ‘kids’ videos, which
does not require as much effort?
CIM). We note also that fewer

adults are reading serious Christian books and even fewer
seem to be able to cope with what was once considered a
relatively simple text.

WHAT TO DO?
It seems we have much to do as Christian educators

to restore a standard of education that will equip our chil-
dren to become the godly leaders of the future. Let us not
be discouraged, however, as this is the call of God upon
our lives. And, ‘if God be for us, who can be against us.’

(I feel that much of the dumbing down has come
about by the influx of people not of our race, who have
not been able to come up to our standard, and hence the
standard has been intentionally lowered to accommodate
them, and allow them to achieve equal results. CIM)
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by Barbara Harrison
I have been pondering the question of ‘natural learn-

ing’ for many years.
As a new home schooling mother I thought the notion

of interest-led education sounded lovely—both for my
child and myself. I doubt that many parents really enjoy
the task of disciplining their offspring in any area. Addi-
tionally, the current social pressure, to not build ‘nega-
tive’ impressions in the mind of the young, encourage
parents to continually see ‘fun’ activities as an insurance
policy for their children’s future happiness.

However, having now home-schooled one child for
five years, it seems blatantly obvious to us that, for our
child, it is in those areas of learning where his parents
enforce regular, disciplined practice that he now experi-
ences the greatest sense of accomplishment and genuine
enjoyment. Learning should be largely interest-led—but
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we still; need to direct those interests and encourage respon-
sibility and application towards assigned tasks. That is why
children need parents—to train them in good habits for life.
If human nature were not basically sinful, maybe this may
not be so, however, the Bible states that we are not born per-
fect, in any sense of the word!

My husband and I are approaching that age milestone of
the half century, so have had the opportunity to observe a
generation of children grow from babyhood to adulthood,
and in some cases enter parenthood. Those children whose
parents advocated the ‘life should be fun’ philosophy almost
exclusively feel shortchanged as adults. Many of those par-
ents who commented on the great potential shown by their
children in Kindergarten—by reading at an early age or com-
pleting tangrams in record time—now lament that their kids
never study or help with the housework. The story of ‘The
Hare and the Tortoise’ comes to mind.

So much time is wasted in a child’s life seeking ‘fun.’
Schools seem to compete for the ‘most fun’ workbooks,
activities, and excursions with which
to entertain (rather than educate)
their pupils. I am yet to read any
verses in the Bible that suggest that
life is about ‘fun,’ but there are
many that address work, training and
discipline. Isn’t that what we should
be preparing our children for?

Does work have to be the antith-
esis of ‘fun’? I do not believe so.
The sense of satisfaction gained
from a job well done is more endur-
ing and worthwhile than the fleeting
‘high’ derived from being amused.
Many educational approaches have
been developed to stimulate and feed the interest of students.
‘School’ work does not have to be ‘boring’ and different
children will prefer different approaches. However, any real
learning will take effort, and the discipline of life, for most of
us, requires that we make the effort (to work, teach, wash,
cook or whatever) whether we feel like it or not. This is a
much harder lesson to learn as an adult than as a child.

We are not doing our children any favours for life if they
do not develop a taste for the pleasure and rewards of hard
work in childhood. The art of education, I believe, is to bal-
ance the genuinely ‘hard’ work (which will differ for each
child) with those activities that they find more attractive.

There seem to be many activities in modern curricula
that have been designed solely for classroom ‘busy work’ but
do not intrinsically teach the child anything of value. As chil-
dren get older they are much more astute about the value of
educational activities. It is important that they can distin-
guish between the ‘enjoyment’ and the intrinsic ‘value’ of
any activity, and we do them a great disservice to serve up
lessons in trivia in the name of education.

Educational ‘experts’ can help to explain products,
approaches and a very wide range of non-essential ‘gizmos’
but your child’s ‘success’ in life will depend not on the
‘right’ curriculum but on the ‘right’ attitude to work. And,
whether we like it or not, they learn that by example from
their parents. If we shirk the hard stuff, they will probably do
the same thing. I believe that no amount of ‘resources’ spent
on ‘education’ will significantly alter the impression that we
pass on to them from the way we live.

So, why work? For money? For fame and prestige? For
Christians, I believe we must work ‘at whatever your hand
find to do’ because it is ‘right.’ Does that mean we can’t have
any fun? No—unless we do not apply ourselves willingly to
the tasks we have been assigned. But God never assigns an
overload—if it feels that way, maybe we are not relying in

Him to guide us.
To ‘parent’ and educate our children requires much

wisdom. I have found that the best source of wisdom,
customized for my family, has come from my Maker, and
through earnest prayer. When days start to unravel, I find
it useful to remind myself that God is in charge of the
‘Big Picture’—I just have to take it one day at a time.

And no, His goals may not be the best ever exam
result for your child. We all know children who have
acquired impressive results in various tests, but lacked
the motivation to apply themselves later in life. He has a
bigger picture than isolated tests of scholastic progress. I
now believe He desires that we educate, first and fore-
most, with the goal of producing men and women with
His character.
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by Peter Stokes
The aim of the same-sex

marriage ‘movement’ is the nor-
malization of homosexuality,
not an overwhelming desire to
get ‘married.’  Marriage as we
know it—the union of a man and
a woman to the exclusion of all
others - is not the desire of the
majority of homosexuals, espe-
cially among men. Marriage is
seen as a heterosexual construct,
not suited to the ‘homosexual’
life-style because it is too
restrictive.

In the book The new joy of gay sex, under the heading
‘Monogamy’, it states, “arguments about fidelity are the

most common reason that couples break up.”1

In Same-Sex “Marriage”: Should America Allow
“Gay Rights” Activists to Cross The Last Cultural Fron-
tier?, Anton Marco (Christian Leadership Ministries)
states “If evidence of gay male promiscuity and relational
instability is common in the scientific literature, it is also
common in the self-admissions found in self-avowedly-
gay-written publications. Philip Blumstein PhD and Pep-
per Schwartz PhD state, “If a gay man is monogamous,
he is such a rare phenomenon, he may have difficulty
making himself believed” and “Gay men can make non-
monogamy part of everyday life. They have no trouble
incorporating casual sex into their relationships. Since
their partner is male, they are not called on to honour the

female preference for monogamy.”2

Despite the truth being admitted in so many pro-
homosexual books and magazines, governments across
the world have jumped on the ‘same-sex marriage’ band-
wagon. More than half the countries in the European
Union now legally recognize same-sex couples. Two
countries, Belgium and The Netherlands, permit same-
sex marriage. The netherlands allows both national and
foreign homosexuals to legally marry. In Alberta, the leg-
islature has extended the rights and benefits of common-
law marriage to same-sex couples, even those who don’t
live in Canada. The US is currently seeing a wave of
activity in this area. From 17 May, ‘same-sex marriages’
were allowed in the state of Massachusetts. Closer to
home two Victorian homosexuals who went to Canada in
January to get ‘married’ are now attempting to have that
‘marriage’ legitimized here in Australia.

Despite an apparent mad ‘rush’ to register these ‘rela-
tionships,’ and all the subsequent press coverage, the
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actual numbers are really very small. In The Netherlands,
government agency ‘Statistics Netherlands’ reported in late
2002 that, “Same-sex couples do not seem to be very inter-
ested in marriage.” They estimate that there are about 50,000
same-sex couples in the Netherlands, of whom less than
10% (4,300) have ‘married’ so far compared to almost
190,000 heterosexual marriages in the same period (0.02%).
This is despite people being able to come from anywhere in
Europe to ‘marry.’

Recent census figures from the UK show that same-sex
‘couples’ account for less than 0.32% of all couples. In Aus-
tralia, according to the last census, 90.56% of all couples are
married, 8.9% are de-facto couples and just 0.46% were
same-sex couples - just 19,594 ‘couples.’ La Trobe Univer-
sity statistics show that people who identify as homosexual
make up just 1.2% of the population (1.6% male/0.8%les-
bian).

Although there generally seems to be half as many lesbi-
ans as male homosexuals, Dutch figures show that almost
half the ‘marriages’ were lesbian. Under the “civil union”
law operating in Vermont, USA, two-thirds of registering
‘couples’ have been lesbians. Lesbians generally seem to
prefer serial monogamy, rather than multiple partners.

If the majority don’t want marriage, why the big politi-
cal push for it? The real target is the total ‘acceptance/nor-
malization’ of homosexuality, as well as breaking down the
institution of marriage. Bob Gallagher, spokesman for the
lobby group ‘Canadians for Equal marriage’ said “I believe
it’s about making sure every law in Canada treats every

Canadian equally.”3

Through the promotion of Marxist/humanistic evolu-
tionary beliefs and ‘tolerance of everything,’ politicians and
the judiciary have ignored all the evidence that same-sex
relationships are not only harmful to the individual, but also
to the community as a whole.

This ‘normalization’ will not stop unless Christians
reject the evolutionary lies and fully accept that God made
male and female and that is the only acceptable form of sex-
ual relationship.

The two-parent, heterosexual family unit is still the best
environment in which to raise our children. We must stand
firm and not give in to this humanistic social engineering.

End notes: 1. ‘The new joy of gay sex,’ Dr Charles Sil-
verstein & Felice Picano - Harper Perenial 1992 - page 65.

2. Same-Sex “Marriage”: Should America Allow “Gay
Rights” Activists to Cross The Last Cultural Frontier?
Anton N. Marco Copyright 1996-1999, Christian Leadership
Ministries. <http://www.leaderu.com/marco/marriage/
gaymarriage1.html#godfather>

3. http://www.thestar.com       ---      SALTSHAKERS
---------------------------------------------------------------

Is Speaking Against Same-Sex Marriage “vilification”?
When Catholic Archbishop of Sydney, George Pell,

wrote an article against same-sex marriage, he didn’t expect
to be accused of vilification. The day after his article
appeared in The Australian (4 May), homosexual paper, Syd-
ney Star Observer, stated, “The Tasmanian Gay and Lesbian
Rights Lobby is seeking legal advice on whether Pell’s col-
umn condemning gay parents violates the state’s vilification
laws.”

George Pell was simply stating the case for traditional
marriage - and showing why same-sex marriage is not in the
best interests of children or the community. So why do they
claim that this might infringe Tasmania’s homosexual vilifi-
cation laws? To shut down any opposition to their agenda.

“We think there is a prima facie case that the article
incites hatred on the grounds of sexual orientation which is
against the law in Tasmania,” Rodney Croome [a homosex-
ual activist] said. “There’s no exemption in Tasmania’s law
when it comes to churches... Cardinal Pell cannot hide

behind his red robes.” The maximum fine for breaching
the law is $20,000.

So you thought that being taken to a Tribunal for
speaking out about homosexuality was still a long way off
here in Australia? This brings it a lot closer!   SALT-
SHAKERS

----------------------------------------------------------
ACTION: The federal government plans to amend

the Marriage Act to ensure that marriage is only allowed
between a man and a woman. We MUST write to our
Members of Parliament to ask them to support this. Write
to your Federal Member in the House of Representatives,
12 State Senators (2 in ACT, NT), Leader of the Opposi-
tion Mark Latham. Also encourage Prime Minister John
Howard to implement these changes. See http://www.salt-
shakers.org.au/html1/P/13/ for details of MPs. [Address:
Parliament House, Canberra, ACT 2600].
SALTSHAKERS

---------------------------------------------------------------
Canada Passes Hate-Crime Law

The Canadian Senate has voted 59-11 for final pas-
sage of the homosexual hate crime Bill C-250 which
places the undefined term “sexual orientation” into Can-
ada’s already contentious hate crime legislation.

A number of groups in Canada who have lobbied
strongly against the legislation believe that the new provi-
sion in the criminal code, passed on 28 April, could
readily allow the prosecution of individuals and groups
who express views that are considered by courts to be
“inciting hatred.” 

An offence carries a penalty of up to two years in
prison. In order to be found guilty, all a person has to do is
communicate statements, in a public place, which incite
hatred against an identifiable group in such a way that
there will likely be a breach of the peace. Legal experts
consulted by LifeSiteNews.com confirmed that the lan-
guage in the legislation is loose and open to widely vary-
ing interpretation.

Most of Canada’s major religious groups including
catholic, Evangelical, Jewish, and Muslim issued severe
warnings against the private member’s bill drafted by
homosexual activist MP Svend Robinson who was
recently caught on camera stealing a $50,000 ring from
an auction. 

They urged politicians to vote against this proposed
law. In the end Parliament ignored the pleas of many
groups and churches and passed the Bill. SALTSHAKERS

------------------------------------------------------------3267�02'(51,60�	�7+(�/$:
by Chris Whiting

Post Modernism thinking in the art, ethics and society
of our day denies any absolutes. The essence of post mod-
ern thought lies in the notion that all truth is relative. The
absence of absolutes in our civil law poses real challenges
for our society.

Imagine if you were to turn on your radio one morn-
ing to hear that our Prime Minister had, with the support
of the Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces,
decided that the current government was the best thing for
Australia for the foreseeable future. So he had the Leader
of the opposition shot and had incarcerated all non-gov-
ernment members of the parliament. Even those who
were in favour of the government’s policies would have
some misgivings about the legitimacy of such actions.

There is in Australia a recognition that law must take
precedence over power. Where did this idea come from?

It might be said that Plato’s (427-347 BC) ideas
placed law ahead of power, but for us - the beneficiaries
of a British system of laws - it is The Magna Carta of
1215 which first placed the King as subject to the laws
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(actually it was the Bible, where kings were subjected to the
same law as everyone in the land!). Writing in 1250, the
English jurist de Bracton summed up the thinking of his age
when he used the analogy of Christ’s Cross to show that the
king ought to be under the law because though there were
many ways open to Him for the redemption of His people
“... God chose not the power of force but the reason of jus-
tice.” This sentiment expressed itself later in the life of Will-
iam Tyndale (1490-1536) the English translator of the Bible,
who was martyred for advocating the supreme authority of
the Scripture over and against that of the state or the church.
In 1644, Samuel Rutherford (1600-1661) published Lex Rex
- the law is king - and the law is founded on the law of God.
Thus if the king and government disobey the laws, they are
to be disobeyed! 

We see then that the history of our land and government
are rooted in the acceptance of the Bible. This Book has con-
tributed to the stability and longevity of western thought. It
has been this Book which has set the absolutes from which
our civilization has grown (the author doesn’t understand
that western Caucasian white people are the descendants of
the Israelites of the Bible! CIM).

What happens in the absence of an absolute God-given
truth? Without absolutes, as Greek philosopher Protagoras
(490BC-420BC) said: “Man is the measure of all things.”
But without God, the common belief is that man is merely a
highly formed animal. The source of his ascendancy is evo-
lution and this is based on survival of the fittest. So now
there is no absolute principle to which we can appeal either
for the ethical framework of our legislation or for curtail-
ment of governmental power. Our relativistic age happily,
although inadvertently, places power ahead of principle and
as such heads un-impeded toward tyranny.

The mighty ruling against the weak? Tyranny an impos-
sibility in our modern age? Power subordinate to principle in
this civilization?

Just ask, if you can, the thousands of murdered children
who are aborted each year with the blessing of our govern-
ments!

(How long, before we have laws against vilifying gov-
ernment? So that speaking against government policy will be
persecuted as “inciting hatred of government” as an “identi-
fyable group”? In that case there will no longer be an ‘Oppo-
sition’ to speak out, nor any in the media, because all will
agree with the existing government.- would that be a “One
Party Dictatorship”? CIM)           SALTSHAKERS

----------------------------------------------------------------
Homosexual Book for 1st-Graders

A North carolina couple is outraged by a book their first-
grade daughter brought home from the school library in
which a prince finds his true love - in the form of another
prince.

The leading character in King & King, Prince Bertie,
waves off a bevy of eligible princes(ses) before falling for
Prince Lee, Associated Press reported. The book ends with
the two “marrying” and sharing a kiss.

The 32-page book by Linda De Haan and Stern Nijland
was published in March 2002 by Tricycle Press. The pub-
lisher says the book is intended for readers age 6 and up. A
follow-up, King & King & Family, was recently published.
The principal of the school defended the book. “What might
be inappropriate for one family, in another family is a totally
acceptable thing.” (Not acceptable, Biblically, though! CIM)

Hartsell and his wife, Tonya, said they intend to file a
written complaint with the committee that reviews library
books for the district and are considering transferring their
daughter. [World Net Daily 18/3/04]
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THE JUSTICE OF GOD
R.C. Sproul

Justice is a word we hear every day. We use it in personal rela-
tionships, in social conventions, with respect to legislation, and to the
verdicts rendered in court. As commonplace as the word is, it has per-
plexed philosophers who seek an adequate definition of it. Sometimes
we link or equate justice with what is earned or deserved. We speak of
people getting their just deserts in terms of rewards or punishments.
But rewards are not always based upon merit. Suppose we hold a
beauty contest and declare that a prize will be awarded to the person
deemed the most beautiful. If the “beauty” wins the prize, it is not
because there is something meritorious in being beautiful. Rather, jus-
tice is served when the most beautiful contestant is rightfully awarded
the prizre. If the judges vote for someone they do not deem the most
beautiful (for political reasons or because they are bribed) then the
outcome of the contest will be unjust. For reasons such as the above,
Aristotle defined justice as “giving a person what is his or her due.”
What is “due” may be determined by ethical obligation or by some
prior agreement. If a person is punished more severely than his crime
deserves, the punishment is unjust. If a perseon receives a lesser
reward that she has earned, then the reward is not just.  How then
does mercy relate to justice? Mercy and justice are obviously different
things, though they are sometimes confused. Mercy occurs when
wrongdoers are given less punishment than deserved or greater
rewards than they earned. God tempers His justice with mercy. His
grace is essentially a kind of mercy. God is gracious to us when He
withholds the punishment we deserve and when He rewards our obe-
dience despite the fact that we owe obedience to Him, and so we do
not merit any reward. Mercy is always voluntary with God. He is never
obligated to be merciful. He reserves the right to exercise His grace
according to the good pleasure of His will. For He says to Moses, “I
will have mercy on whomever I will have mercy, and I will have com-
passion on whomever I will have compassion” (Romans 9:15). 

People often complain that because God does not distribute His
grace or mercy equally on all people, He is therefore not fair. We com-
plain that if God pardons one person He is therefore obligated to par-
don everybody. Yet, we see clearly in Scripture that God does not
treat everyone equally. He revealed Himself to Abraham in a way He
did not to other pagans in the ancient world. He graciously appeared
to Paul in a way He did not appear to Judas Iscariot. Paul received
grace from God; Judas Iscariot received justice. Mercy and grace are
forms of non-justice, but they are not acts of injustice. If Judas’s pun-
ishment was more severe than he deserved, then he would have
something about which to complain. Paul received grace, but this
does not require that Judas also receive grace. If grace is required
from God, if God is obligated to be gracious, then we are no longer
speaking of grace, but of justice.

Biblically, justice is defined in terms of righteousness. When God
is just, He is doing what if right. Abraham asked God a rhetorical
question that can only have one obvious answer: “Shall not the Judge
of all the earth do right?” (Genesis 18:25). Likewise, the apostle Paul
raised a similar rhetorical question: “What shall we say then? Is there
unrighteousness with God? Certainly not!” (Romans 9:14).

SUMMARY
1. Justice is giving what is due.
2. Biblical justice is linked to righteousness, to doing what is right.
3. Injustice is outside the category of justice and is a violation of

justice. Mercy is not a violation of justice.***
Courtesy PATRIACH, PO Box 50, Willis VA 24380 USA
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
There, half the year is gone again already. Why is it

that time seems to be constantly getting faster? We have
of necessity had to raise the suggested annual donation
for the Covenant Messenger to $40 because of a change
in our postal arrangements. Sorry to those inconve-
nienced by this. We realize the difficulties this causes for
some people, and emphasize that as long as you have the
interest and keep in touch, we will keep you on our list. 

Thank you to those whose regular contributions make
it possible to continue. may our Heavenly Father bless
you for you continued faithfulness. Thank you for your
letters and clippings and for your prayers ans support.
Sorry I have been slack in answering some letters, but
time always seems to run to short. Blessings,
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