
The following article is reprinted from New Dawn Magazine
No 23, February-March 1994.

This is an age in which news has been superseded by
propaganda, and education by brain-washing and indoctri-
nation. From the advertising used to sell poor quality
goods, to the classes in schools designed to make children
into conditioned robots of the State, the art of persuasion
has displaced the simple virtue of truth.

Since the end of the Second World War we have been
bombarded from all sides with references to the Western
world’s “Judeo-Christian religion,” and “our Judeo-Chris-
tian heritage.” We are told by both church leaders and
scholars that our society is based on a supposed “Judeo-
Christian tradition.”

The notion of a “Judeo-Christian religion” is an
unquestioned —almost sacrosanct—part of both secular
and church thinking. American Christian leader Prof. Fran-
klin H. Littel, a vocal supporter of the Zionist state, frankly
declared that “to be Christian is to be Jewish,” and that con-
sequently it was the duty of a Christian to put support for
the “land of Israel” above all else. Pat Boone, the North
American singer and evangelist, said that there are two
kinds of Judaism, one Orthodox and the other Christian.

Yet such a decidedly Christian Zionist outlook is to say
the least, wildly simplistic and profoundly ahistorical. As
the astute Jewish writer, Joshua J. Adler, points out, “The
differences between Christianity and Judaism are much
more than merely believing in whether the messiah already
appeared or is still expected, as some like to say.”

The comments of Jewish author, Mr. S. Levin may well
explain the Christian’s need for the Judeo-Christian myth.
Writing in the Israeli journal Biblical Polemics, Levin con-
cludes: “‘After all, we worship the same God,’ the Chris-
tian always says to the Jew and the Jew never to the
Christian. The Jew knows that he does not worship the
Christ-God but the Christian orphan needs to worship the
God of Israel and so, his standard gambit rolls easily and
thoughtlessly from his lips. It is a strictly unilateral affirma-
tion, limited to making a claim on the God of Israel but
never invoked with reference to other gods. A Christian
never confronts a Moslem or a Hindu with ‘After all, we
worship the same God,.”

Back in 1992 both Newsweek magazine, and the Israeli
Jerusalem Post newspaper, simultaneously printed exten-
sive articles scrutinizing the roots of the sacrosanct Judeo-
Christian honeymoon!

The statement heading the Newsweek article read:

“Politicians appeal to a Judeo-Christian tradition, but reli-
gious scholars say it no longer exists.” The Jerusalem Post
article’s pull quote announced: “Anti-Semitism is a direct
result of the Church’s teachings, which Christians perhaps
need to re-examine.”

“For scholars of American religion,” Newsweek states,
“the idea of a single Judeo-Christian tradition is a made-in-
America myth that many of them no longer regard as
valid.” It quotes eminent Talmudic scholar Jacob Neusner:
“Theologically and historically, there is no such thing as the
Judeo-Christian tradition. It’s a secular myth favoured by
people who are not really believers themselves.” 

Newsweek cites authorities who indicate that “the idea
of a common Judeo-Christian tradition first surfaced at the
end of the 19th century but did not gain popular support
until the 1940s, as part of an American reaction to Nazism
...,” and concludes that, “Since then, both Jewish and Chris-
tian scholars have come to recognize that —geopolitics
apart—Judaism and Christianity are different, even rival
religions.” 

The Jerusalem Post accused the Christian Church of
being responsible for the Holocaust. The French Jewish
scholar Jules Isaac was quoted as saying: “Without centu-
ries of Christian catechism, preaching and vituperation, the
Hitlerian teachings, propaganda and vituperation would not
have been possible.”

“The problem,” concludes the Jerusalem Post, “is not,
as some assert, that certain Christian leaders  deviated from
Christian teachings and behaved in an un-Christian man-
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ner; it is the teachings themselves that are bent.”
Joshua Jehouda, a prominent French Jewish leader,

observed in the late 1950s: “The current expression ‘Judeo-
Christian’ is an error which has altered the course of uni-
versal history by the confusion it has sown in men’s minds,
if by it one is meant to understand the Jewish origin of
Christianity ... If the term ‘Judaeo-Christian’ does point to
a common origin, there is no doubt that it is a most danger-
ous idea. It is based on a ‘contradictio in abjecto’ which has
set the path of history on the wrong track. it links in one
breath two ideas which are completely irreconcilable, it
seeks to demonstrate that there is no difference between
day and night or hot and cold or black and white, and thus
introduces a fatal element of confusion to a basis on which
some, nevertheless, are endeavouring to construct a civili-
zation.” (l‘Antisemitisme Miroir du Monde pp. 135-6).

What is the Truth?
Is there then any truth in this term, “Judeo-Christian”?

Is Christianity derived from Judaism? Does Christianity
have anything in common with Judaism?

Reviewing the last two thousand years of Western
Christian history there is really
no evidence of a Judeo-Christian
tradition and this has not
escaped the attention of honest
Christian and Jewish commenta-
tors.

The Jewish scholar Dr.
Joseph Klausner in his book,
Jesus of Nazareth, expressed
the Judaic viewpoint that “there
was something contrary to the
world outlook of Israel” in
Christ’s teachings, “a new teach-
ing so irreconcilable with the
spirit of Judaism,” containing
“within it the germs from which
there could and must develop in
course of time a non-Jewish and
even anti-Jewish teaching.”

Dr. Klausner quotes the out-
standing Christian theologian,
Adolf Harnack, who in his last
work rejected the hypothesis of the Jewish origin of
Christ’s doctrine: “Virtually every word He taught is made
to be of permanent and universal humanitarian interest. The
Messianic features are abolished entirely, and virtually no
importance is attached to Judaism in its capacity of Jesus’
environment.”

Gershon Mamlek, an award-winning Jewish Zionist
intellectual, recently claimed that the “Jesus tradition” is
essentially the ultimate extension of ancient Greek Helle-
nism and is in direct conflict to Judaism’s “role as the Cho-
sen people.”

Dr. Mamlek, writing in the Theodor Herzl Founda-
tion’s magazine of Jewish thought, Midstream, maintains
that the prevailing theory that Christianity originated in the
spiritual realm of Judaism “is anchored in a twofold mis-
conception: (1) the uniqueness of Judaism is confined to its
monotheistic God-concept; (2) the ‘parting of the ways’
between the Jesus coterie and Judaism is seen as the result
of the former’s adaptation of the doctrines of Christology.”

The first misconception means: “When the affinity of
the Jesus coterie with Judaism is evaluated by common
faith in the One, severed from the believer’s duty to execute
the Law of the One and to acknowledge the Chosen Nation
of Israel as His instrument-faith in the One becomes anti-
Judaism par excellence!”

In Gershon Mamlek’s view, “The conflict between
Judaism and the Jesus tradition goes beyond the confines of

theology. [The Jesus tradition] was the cosmopolitan
renunciation of the national phenomenon in general and
extreme hostility to Israel’s idea of a Chosen nation as the
divine instrument for the perfection of the world.”

Evidently the concept of a common Judeo-Christian
tradition has more to do with post 1945 politics and a cer-
tain amount of ‘public relations’ than it does with historical
and Biblical reality. never the less a number of modern
Christian polemicists have managed to rest certain New
Testament verses in the drive to give a Scriptural basis to
their argument.

Confusion over the origin of rabbinic Judaism and
Christianity is the root of the Judeo-Christian myth.

Biblical scholars Robert and Mary Coote clearly show
in their book, Power, Politics and the Making of the Bible,
that neither is Christianity a patched up Judaism, nor is
Rabbinic Judaism automatically synonymous with the reli-
gion of Moses and the old Hebrews.

The Cootes’ illustrate the religious climate in Judea
two millenia ago: “The cults, practices, and scriptures of
both groups, rabbis and bishops, differed from those of the

temple; thus we reserve the
terms Jew, Jewish, and Judaism
for the rabbis and those under
their rule and use Judean, con-
trary to custom, for the common
source of Judaism and Christian-
ity.....”

“Despite the ostensible
merging of Judean and Jew even
in certain New Testament pas-
sages and by the rabbis who
became rulers of Palestine in the
third century and continued to
use Hebrew and Aramaic more
than Greek, the roots of Chris-
tianity were not Jewish. Chris-
tianity did not derive from the
Judaism of the pharisees, but
emerged like Judaism from the
wider Judean milieu of the first
century. (in fact, Christianity
was the religion of the Old testa-

ment - see Emry’s OLD TESTAMENT CHRISTIANS,
#224 @ $2.10) Both Christians and Jews stemmed from
pre-70 Judean-ism as heirs of groups that were to take on
the role of primary guardians or interpreters of scripture as
they developed on parallel tracks in relation to each other.”
(Power, Politics, and the Making of the Bible).

The few New Testament ‘proof texts’ utilized by Chris-
tian Zionists and secular proponents of the modern Judeo-
Christian myth are the product of poor translation. Messi-
anic Jewish writer Malcolm Lowe in his paper “Who Are
The Ioudaioi?” concludes, like Robert and Mary Coote,
that the Greek word “Ioudaioi” in the New Testament
should be translated as “Judeans” rather than the more
usual “Jews”. The Israeli scholar David Stern also came to
the same conclusion when translating the Jewish New Tes-
tament.

Few Christians are aware that the translators of Scrip-
ture often mistranslated the word “Jew” from such words as
“Ioudaioi” (meaning from, or being of: as a geographic
area, Judea). The word Judean, mistranslated as “Jew” in
the New Testament, never possessed a valid religious con-
notation, but was simply used to identify members of the
native population of the geographic area known as Judea.

Also it is important to understand that in the Scriptures,
the terms, “Israel,” “Judah,” and “Jew” are not synony-
mous, nor is the House of Israel synonymous with the
House of Judah. The course of history is widely  divergent
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for the peoples properly classified under each of these
titles. Accordingly, the authoritative 1980 Jewish Almanac
says, “Strictly speaking it is incorrect to call an ancient
Israelite a Jew or to call a contemporary Jew an Israelite
or a Hebrew.”

A writer for The Dearborn Independent, published in
Michigan back in 1922, summarized the problem thus:
“The pulpit has also the mission of liberating the Church
from the error that Judah and Israel are synonymous. The
reading of the Scriptures which confuse the tribe of Judah1

with Israel, and which interpret every mention of Israel as
signifying the Jews, is at the root of more than one-half of
the confusion and division traceable in Christian doctrinal
statements.”

Jesus Christ and the Pharisees
The New Testament Gospels reveals an intense conflict

between Jesus and the Pharisees, one of the two principal
Judean religious sects (see Matt. 3:7, 5:20, 23:13-15, Mark
8:15, Luke 11:39). Much of this controversy was centered
on what was later to become the foundation and highest
authority of Judaism, the Tal-
mud. In the time of Jesus Christ,
this more the name of “The Tra-
dition of the Elders” (see Matt
15:1-9).

The Judean historian Jose-
phus wrote: “What I would now
explain is this, that the Pharisees
have delivered to the people a
great many observances by suc-
cession from their fathers, which
are not written in the laws of
Moses ...”

While the Pharisees recog-
nized the laws of Moses, they
also claimed that there was a great body of oral tradition
which was of at least equal authority with the written Law -
and many claimed that the Tradition was of greater author-
ity. By their tradition, they undertook to explain and elabo-
rate upon the Law. This was the “Tradition of the Elders,”
to which the name of Talmud was later given. It had its
beginning in Babylon, during the Babylonian captivity of
the people of Judah, where it developed in the form of the
commentaries of various rabbis, undertaking to explain and
apply the Law. This was the foundation of Rabbinic Juda-
ism. 

This Judaism was very different from the religion of
the ancient Israelites2. The late Rabbi Stephen S. Wise, who
was the Chief Rabbi of the United States, expressed this
conclusively when he said: “The return from Babylon, and
the adoption of the Babylonian Talmud, marks the end of
Hebrewism, and the beginning of Judaism.” The Jewish
Encyclopedia tells us that the Talmud is actually “the prod-
uct of the Palestinian and Babylonian schools” and is gen-
erally referred to as “the Babylonian Talmud.”

Dr. Boaz Cohen in Everyman’s Talmud, states the Tal-
mud is the work of “numerous Jewish scholars over a
period of some 700 years, roughly speaking, between 200
[B.C.] and 500 [A.D.].”

Rabbi Louis Finkelstein in Volume 1 of The Pharisees,
the Sociological Background of their Faith, says, “Pharisa-
ism became Talmudism, Talmudism became Medieval
Rabbinism, and Medieval Rabbinism became Modern Rab-
binism. But throughout these changes of name, inevitable
adoption of custom, and adjustment of law, the spirit of the
ancient Pharisee survives unaltered.”

According to The Universal Jewish Encyclopedia, Vol.
VIII, (1942) 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 Talmud is the larg-
est and most important single member of that literature.”

Moshe Menuhin explains that the Babylonian Talmud
embodied all the laws and legends, all the history and ‘sci-
ence,’ all the theology and folklore, of all the past ages in
Jewish life - a monumental work of consolidation. In the
Talmud, Jewish scholarship and idealism found their exclu-
sive outlet and preoccupation all through the ages, all the
way up to the era of Enlightenment. It became the principal
guide to life and object of study, and it gave Judaism unity,
cohesion and resilience throughout the dark ages.

The Talmud, more than any other literature, so defined
Judaism that Rabbi Ben Zion Bokser admitted, “Judaism is
not the religion of the Bible.” (Judaism and the Christian
Predicament, 1966, p.159). It is the Talmud that guides the
life and spirit of the Jewish people.

“The Talmud is to this day the circulating heart’s blood
of the Jewish religion. Whatever laws, customs, or ceremo-
nies we [Jews] observe - whether we are Orthodox, Conser-

vative, Reform or merely
spasmodic sentimentalists - we
follow the Talmud. It is our
common law.” (A History of the
Jews, Solomon Grayzel).

Both Jewish and Christian
scholars agree that it was Jesus
Christ’s flagrant rejection of
this “Tradition of the Elders”
and his open confrontation with
the powerful Pharisees that cre-
ated the climate that led to his
death. Historically, Christian
thinkers argued that the Talmud
was directly responsible for the

rejection of Christ.
In their view these “traditions” blinded the eyes of the

people to a true understanding of the prophecies which
related to the coming of the Messiah.

Defining Christianity
If, as we have seen the Pharisees and the Talmud for-

ever defined Judaism, then most certainly the writings of
the post-Apostolic Christian church leaders help us in
understanding the relationship of the early Christian faith to
both paganism and Judaism.

Justin Martyr (c100-165 AD) was indeed the earliest
and most significant of these post-Apostolic church apolo-
gists. Following in the theological steps of Paul, who taught
that the Gospel was the fulfillment of Moses and the Proph-
ets, Justin argued that the Gospel was in the mind of God
from the beginning and it was given to Abraham and the
righteous Patriarchs long before Judaism existed. This is in
keeping with the Gospel teaching that the Hebrew Scrip-
tures find their ‘flowering’ in the life, purpose, and accom-
plishments of Jesus the Christ.

Here, the Christian faithful have traditionally under-
stood the Old Testament through the New Testament.

In his Dialogue with Trypho, Justin seeks to persuade a
Jew of the truth of Christianity. Unlike the other apologists,
he focuses mainly on the nature and meaning of Christ.
Christ was the Logos who inspired the Greek philosophers
and is present in all men as the Logos spermatikos (seminal
reason or word). Through Him, the best of the philosophers
were able to produce significant works of theology and phi-
losophy. Their ideas could serve as beacons of truth just as
much as could the inspired writings of the Old Testament
Hebrews. Those who lived according to the Logos, even
before Christ, were Christians. In the Old Testament it was
the Logos who was revealed as god, because the transcen-
dent Heavenly Father could not thus speak to man.
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Justin wrote in Apology:
“We have been taught that Christ is the first-born of

God, and we have declared above that He is the Word [or
reason] of whom all mankind partakes. Those who lived
reasonably [with the Word] are Christians, even though
they have been called atheists. For example: among the
Greeks, Socrates, Heraclitus and men like them; among the
barbarians [non-Greeks], Abraham ... and many others
whose actions and names we now decline to recount,
because we know it would be tedious.’

Christianity, seen through Justin Martyr’s writings,
takes on a ‘cosmic’ breath:

“I both boast and strive with all my strength to be
found a Christian . . . Whatever things were rightly said by
any man, belong to us Christians. For next to God we wor-
ship and love the Word, who is from the unbegotten and
ineffable God, since He also became man for our sakes,
that by sharing in our sufferings He might also bring us
healing. For all those writers
were able to see reality darkly,
through the seed of the
implanted Word within them.”
(2 Apology).

Jesus Christ had come,
argued Justin, to restore true
religion and to denounce the
hypocrisy of Judea. For that
crime Jesus had been crucified.
Consequently, Christianity is not
a form of Judaism or simply
Jewish prophecies fulfilled, but
‘the true philosophy.’

Justin’s Christianity was
eventually reducible to three
major principles: (1) worship of
God, mostly through private
prayer and communication of
being; (2) belief in an after-life
with rewards and punishments
for one’s actions in this world;
and (3) the importance of lead-
ing a virtuous life in imitation of
Christ and in obedience to His commandments.

The Romans killed Justin for his religion. He was ever
known as Justin martyr, and not as St. Justin. His works
defined Christianity as a culminating religion and a “uni-
versal” faith incorporating the essential and perennial truth
of the pre-Christian religion tradition. Christianity was the
restatement of a very old doctrine encompassing the Old
Testament and the grand verities of the ancients. Two cen-
turies later Augustine again clarified the Christian faith in
these terms when he wrote:

“That which is now called the Christian religion
existed among the ancients, and never did not exist from
the planting of the human race until Christ came in the
flesh, at which time the true religion which already existed
began to be called Christianity.”

This is to say, therefore, that the central message of the
Old Testament has been fulfilled in the New Testament. It
must be understood that this was the position of Christen-
dom for at least 1900 years. It was the position, not only of
Justin Martyr, but of such Stalwart saints as Irenaeus and
Hippolytus; a position embraced by Martin Luther and
John Calvin, the two towering figures of the Protestant Ref-
ormation.

Here we have not only a clear separation of Christian-
ity and Judaism, but a direct challenge to Judaism’s core
dogma of a Chosen Nation. A point which has not been lost
by Jewish writers.

We read in Zionist author Uri Zimmer’s Torah-Judaism
and the State of Israel: “The Jewish people, Rabbi Judah
Halevy (the famous medieval poet and philosopher)
explains in his ‘Kuzari,’ constitutes a separate entity, a spe-
cies unique in Creation, differing from nations in the same
manner as man differs from the beast or the beast from the
plant  . . . .  although Jews are physically similar to all other
men, yet they are endowed with a ‘second soul’ that ren-
ders them a separate species.”

Fraud
Traditionally Jewish scholars, as we have shown, were

highly critical of the Judeo-Christian myth. There are many
others, under the influence of modernism and secular Zion-
ism, who do see some advantage in it. 

Justin not only showed that Christ is the culmination
and completion of all the partial knowledge of truth in
Greek philosophy, He is also the culmination of the history
of ancient Israel. According to Justin, Jesus Christ is Israel

and because of Him the church
now bears the name of Israel.

Rabbi Martin Siegel, reflect-
ing a Messianic zeal, was quoted
in the 18 January 1972 edition of
New York Magazine as declar-
ing: “I am devoting my lecture
in this seminar to a discussion of
the possibility that we are now
entering a Jewish century, a time
when the spirit of the commu-
nity, the non-ideological blend
of the emotional and rational
and the resistance to categories
and forms will emerge through
the forces of anti-nationalism to
provide us with a new kind of
society. I call this process the
Judaization of Christianity
because Christianity will be the
vehicle through which this soci-
ety becomes Jewish.”

While historic Christianity
has looked to the eventual tri-

umph of the Kingdom of God throughout the earth, accord-
ing to the Zionist leaders Talmudic Judaism is zealous in
the “drive to perfect man’s earthly habitat” (Gershon Mam-
lak, Midstream, January, 1989, p.31).

Dr. Mamlak admits that “many Jews have filled the
ranks of the various revolutionary movements”
(op.cit.,p.32) in order to satisfy this urge. [But who can
agree on the terms of the social contract? Were the Zionist
Irgun and Stern gangs who terrorized and massacred the
Palestinian Arabs in the campaign to establish the Israeli
state, shining role models for young Jews? What about the
immorality of “the end justifies the means”?]

Rabbi Michael Higger, renowned Talmudic scholar, in
his book, The Jewish Utopia, discusses the reshaping of the
world into a Jewish Eden. The victory of this Utopia is
inexorably tied to the coming of the Jewish Messiah.

“And the Messianic Age,” argues the eloquent Jewish
Zionist author Leon Simon, “means for the Jew not merely
the establishment of peace on earth and good will to men,
but the universal recognition of the Jew and his God . . . For
Judaism has no message of salvation for the individual
soul, as Christianity has; all its ideas are bound up with the
existence of the Jewish nation.” (Studies in Jewish Nation-
alism).

Driven by political agendas compromising Jews and
compromising Christians began, only in this century, to dis-
seminate the theretofore unheard of doctrine that Christian-

    4 ������������������������3KRQH����������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������&KULVWLDQ�,GHQWLW\�0LQLVWULHV���32�%R[�������&$5':(//�4/'�����

Tape of The Month
A-7219 (a) The day of The Hunters. Jer. 16:16. 

God promised to send both fishers and hunters. Who 

are they today?

(b) The Eyes of The Lord. True believers in 

Israel are God’s eyes. This is a great blessing and 

responsibility.

A-7220 The Sign of The Son of Man. Matt 

24:30. What is this sign that will appear before 

Christ returns? The “sign” compared to Jonah, not 

to happen to Saxon-Israel.

A-7312 (a) That Fraud Called “The Living 
Bible.” Promoted by Billy Graham, this so-called 

“Bible” is full of deception and false teaching.

(b) The Dangers of Eating Pork. A speech by 

(late) Pastor Emry at the National Health Federation 

Convention in Phoenix.

This Month, 3 tapes sug don $12.00ppd



ity originated from Judaism and that the two share a
common worldview

Dr. Gordon Ginn, an American Christian scholar, made
a very valid point when he noted: “It is most interesting,
indeed, that rabbis as well as Jewish scholars such as Mam-
lak and White agree with orthodox, historical Christianity
that ‘Judeo-Christian’ is a contradiction in terms, even
though that truth is yet to be discovered by contemporary
evangelical and fundamentalist Christians” (Smyrna,
August, 1993).

Christianity and Judaism are two distinct religious
inheritances, despite all the superficial attempts by modern
scholars to manufacture a naive “Judeo-Christianity.” The
very term “Judeo-Christian” is a mischievous misnomer
without historical or Scriptural validity.

The religions of the world are the product of progres-
sive revelation to a diverse humanity, separately expressing
as they do the great metaphysical realities of life. Attempts
to distort or eliminate these unique, ancient and divinely
ordained patterns, through non-divine syncretism and polit-
ically-motivated concoctions, is both anti-traditional and
truly diabolical.

Appeals to a nonexistent his-
torical unity and calls for a banal,
modernist theology do nothing for
religious understanding and
mutual respect. “Judeo-Christian-
ity” should be seen for what it is -
another secular twentieth century
fraud, manufactured for narrow
political ends, that is supremely
disrespectful to all true believers.

Any fundamental unity that
does exist between world religions
cannot be appreciated by ignorant
and secular scholarship, but only
through knowledge of the great
primordial and universal truths.

As Luc Benoist aptly wrote,
“Our age is seeking a universal understanding which men
of vision can already foresee and which is the longing of all
great souls. There is ample evidence that the world’s eco-
nomic problems can be solved  without the different reli-
gions having to abandon their unique spiritual insights;
after all, brotherly agreement does not prevent the individ-
ual growth of each member of the family, bodily separate,
but united in heart and mind.” (The Esoteric Path).
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by Steve M. Schlissel
“Train up a child in the way he should go, and when he

is old, he will not depart from it.” (Pr 22:6)
Is Proverbs 22:6 a promise or a warning? The phrase,

in the way he should go, is not translated in a manner true
to the Hebrew. It should be according to his (own) way.
Thus, you have in 22:6 a proverbial prediction that a child
brought up and trained to follow his own road at the begin-
ning will be fixed in that path for life.

(I looked the verse up in Brenton’s Septuagint, LXX,

and it is not there. Bullinger says, “Train up = hedge in: i.e.
straiten him in, as cattle are guided, in the way he should
go= concerning his way. Heb: at the mouth of his way:
“mouth” being put by Fig. Metonymy (of Adjunct), Appen-
dix 6, for the opening or beginning of his way. C.H. Spur-
geon applied it to “the way you wish you had gone
yourself.”Companion Bible. CIM)

The proverb could be viewed as an encouraging
“promise” in two possible ways. One, the most common,
sees it as teaching that if you properly “parent” your child
according to his covenant calling [‘he’ is to be read as he/
she!], it will result in lifelong faithfulness. The other “posi-
tive” way of viewing it yields a different meaning.
Solomon would be speaking of the early identification of a
vocational inclination in your son. If this inclination is cul-
tivated, it will result in a lifelong and fruitful devotion to
his chosen craft. As such, the proverb could be taken as
some sort of inducement to early apprenticeships. If you
see your son loves horses, e.g., get trained early on in that
field by an expert. The phrase train up would then have the
meaning of “dedicate” or even “launch”. Get him going in

employing his natural gifts early
and he’ll use them in that field for
life.

But there is a third way to
view this verse, and that not as a
promise at all, but as a warning.
The word would be teaching us
here that if you bring up a child
according to his own (sinful, natu-
ral) inclinations, you’ve ruined
him for life. Thus, this proverb
would be a complement to many
other proverbs that treat the same
subject. For example, 22:15 says,
“Foolishness is bound in the heart
of a child; but the rod of correction
shall drive it far from him,” and
19:18 warns: “Chasten thy son

while there is hope, and let not thy soul spare for his cry-
ing.” By saying while there is hope, we find the author sug-
gesting that there will be a time when training or
disciplining will be, humanly speaking, vain, hopeless,
fruitless, and useless. If you let him follow his depraved
instincts out of the gate (as per 22:6), you’ll not get him
back onto the path later in life.

This last way of interpreting 22:6 has the most to com-
mend it. First, it permits the literal rendering to convey a
coherent message without tinkering. Second, it is supported
by the discovery of very similar instructions and warnings
when the same subject (child-rearing) is treated within the
same inspired book. Third—and this is vitally important
when testing the proper interpretation of an inspired prov-
erb—it is true to life and common experience. “There is lit-
tle hope for children who are educated wickedly. If the dye
has been in the wool, it is hard to get it out of the cloth,”
says Jeremiah Burroughs. And many have noted, as did
William Gurnall, that the Christian “religion does not grow
without planting, but will die even where it is planted, if it
is not watered. Atheism, irreligion, and profaners are
weeds that will grow without setting, but they will not die
without plucking up.” Let a child follow his own way when
young and he’ll grow up to be a “garden” of weeds.

Above and beneath all possible interpretations of
importance: How parents raise their children matters.
Those who start their thinking with election rather than
covenant can easily fall into some sort of unbiblical fatal-
ism. But since the Proverbs (not to mention the rest of
Scripture) tell us of diverse outcomes resulting from differ-
ent human actions, we are safely led to believe that the way
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we raise our children is a very important matter indeed, one
which, in more than a manner of speaking, could very well
impact where they will spend eternity.

It is never an honour to God for his people to speak of
his sovereignty in such a way as to relieve themselves of
their responsibilities. from Scripture, we are taught to
believe that we can and ought to have such an influence
over our children that it is normal for it to lead unto salva-
tion, with God’s blessing and the support of the covenant
community (cf. Gen. 18:16-19; 1 Tim. 3:4-5 and Tit. 1:6;
note also 2 Tim. 3:14-15).

Just so, we ought to know that our action or inaction
could well lead to their damnation. And if we fail to heed
God’s warnings and guidance found throughout Scripture,
at the last day we will not be able to plead God’s decree in
our defense! One would think that a parent’s most fervent
desire would be to aggressively and self-consciously train
up his children to escape perdition and find refuge and full-
ness of life in God through Christ and covenant. yet many
regard this as just too much work.

For those so utterly perverse as
to be indifferent to the matter, I
present a method to make it a cer-
tainty. Here, in 18 easy elements, is
the proven formula for how to send
your children to hell:

1. Raise your child to expect to
get his/her own way. Ignore with all
your power the Biblical counsel of
Bishop Ryle in his little classic, The
Duties of Parents:

First, then, if you would train your
children rightly, train them in the way
they should go, and not in the way
that they would. remember children
are born with a decided bias
towards evil, and therefore if you let
them choose for themselves, they
are certain to choose wrong.

The mother cannot tell what her
tender infant may grow up to be—
tall or short, weak or strong, wise or foolish—it is all uncer-
tain. But one thing the mother can say with certainty: he will
have a corrupt and sinful heart. It is natural to us to do wrong.
“Foolishness,” says Solomon, “is bound in the heart of a
child” (Prov 22:15). “A child left to himself bringeth his mother
to shame” (Prov 29:15). Our hearts are like the earth on
which we tread; let it alone, and it is sure to bear weeds.

If, then, you would deal wisely with your child, you must not
leave him to the guidance of his own will. Think for him, judge
for him, act for him, just as you would for one weak and blind;
but for pity’s sake, give him not up to his own wayward tastes
and inclinations. It must not be his likings and wishes that are
consulted. He knows not yet what is good for his mind and
soul, any more than what is good for his body. You do not let
him decide what he shall eat, and what he shall drink, and

how he shall be clothed. be consistent, and deal with his

mind in like manner. Train him in the way that is scriptural and

right, and not in the way that he fancies. 

If you cannot make up your mind to this first principle of

Christian training, it is useless for you to read any further.

Self-will is almost the first thing that appears in a child’s mind,

and it must be your first step to resist it,”

Ignore this, I say, if you would set your child on a
course bound for destruction. Instead, teach the child posi-
tive self-esteem; teach him that the greatest love is living
inside of him—teach him that the world does indeed
revolve around him.

2. Never spank him. Proverbs which suggest corporal
punishment are barbaric and outdated (I heard a nun say
so!). We are civilized. We’ve had the Year of the Child! We
raise our consciences, not paddles. proverbs 13:24, “He
who spares the rod hates his son, but he who loves him is
careful to discipline him,” is wrong. Ignore it. So is 22:15.
And forget 23:13-14 (“Do not withhold discipline from a

child; if you punish him with the rod, he will not die. Pun-
ish him with the rod and save his soul from death”).

If you are tempted to discipline corporally, try these
excuses: a) “I was beaten as a child so I won’t hit my chil-
dren.” (Of course, that’s like saying “My mother was fat so
I don’t feed my kids.”) b) It’s against the law. c) My
mother-in-law doesn’t like it. Be creative and think of other
excuses; you’ll find them easy to manufacture.

3. Almost as good as not ever spanking them is spank-
ing them senselessly and/or severely. Biblical correction is
loving, firm and controlled, and its effect life-giving. We
don’t want that now, do we?

4. This is a favourite of many parents: never use Scrip-
ture in correction. Never explain to your child what God’s
mind is on a matter. Do not take Deuteronomy 6:4-9 liter-
ally. If you leave God’s Word out of it, you can convey to
your child a belief that every conflict is nothing more than a
battle of merely human wills.

5. Never admit that you’re wrong. If you want your
children to grow up hard and hostile,
don’t ever let them see you humble
or accepting correction. Don’t ever
apologize to them; don’t ever swal-
low your pride.

6. be a hypocrite. This is a great
one to remember. teach them by your
actions that your words have no
value for you.

7. Raise them to choose their
own religion. After all, you can’t
force them to believe.

8. Don’t pray with them or for
them, publicly or privately. If you
need an excuse, remember they once
snickered at you when you tried.
That’s usually enough to stop a guy.

9. Avoid singing Psalms and
hymns with your children. But if for
some reason you find you must,

never explain the meaning to them.
10. Answer every religious question with “Because

we’ve always done it this way.” This is one of the most
effective ways of convincing them that Christianity is
merely a tradition and not the Truth.

11. Don’t warn them about evolution or other popular
myths. Don’t inform them about heresies in history or their
modern iterations. Tell them nothing about competing the-
ologies and why orthodox churches reject them.

12. Let them express themselves in any way they
choose—whether in their manner of dress, the way they
wear their hair, or the language. Fads are there to be fol-
lowed. If they want tattoos or multiple piercings, sit back
and the fat, passive idiot. Don’t interfere. After all, it’s their
life. And don’t even look at what they read. They have
rights. you know. Don’t you read ACLU bulletins?

13. Don’t make them work for anything. Love, after all,
must be unconditional, right? So give everything and
expect nothing. (That’s just what you’ll get).

14. Talk down to them  from infancy on. Don’t expect
them to reach up to maturity—they’ll meet your expecta-
tions!

15. Don’t hug them or kiss them or tickle them, and be
very stingy with telling them you love them. Avoid it alto-
gether, if possible. It isn’t very manly, after all.

16. Let them lie and get away with it. Prove by this that
truth is at a low premium in your household.

17. Let them fritter away time, aimlessly and without
purpose. Wean them from that puritanical idea that we rest
well in order to work better. Try to instill in them the mod-
ern notion that work is in order to weekends—we labor so
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we can boogie!
18. Keep the TV on, especially commercial television.

This is the easiest and surest way to direct children to the
bottomless pit. Just think! It can be their third (and only
real) parent, their best friend. Two hours of church on Sun-
day doesn’t stand a prayer  shaping their character when
put up against 25 hours of television. Every absolute, from
whatever source, will be forever relativized. Commercial
television has got to be the devil’s best friend, so let it own
the living room, and the kitchen too (and maybe even their
own bedroom?). If at all possible, keep it on during dinner
so it can have unrivaled claim to the title “lord and media-
tor of reality” in your home.

If you follow these 18 steps there is little question that
your children will be among the denizens of the lost!

But I rather think that you’ll reject all this horrid non-
sense (1-18 above) and buckle down to the most solemn
responsibility God will ever call you to: parenting. If God
gives us the ability to lead our children to perdition, why
would anyone doubt that he gives us the ability, the respon-
sibility—indeed, the privilege—of leading them to the
Kingdom? If we faithfully
follow his method of raising
covenant children, they will,
all things being equal, be
among the population of the
Kingdom for all eternity.
What an incentive to fidel-
ity!

The covenant continues
in the line of generations,
but it continues there along
the path of faithfulness, not
presumption. We have
incomparably great and pre-
cious promises from God, as
well as warnings. He warns
us that doing nothing is the
wrong thing. Train up a
child in his own way, and
when he is old, he will not
depart from it. But he promises that doing the right thing
will bring a harvest of fulfilled promises. Hear God musing
to himself concerning his friend, Abraham: For I have
known him, to the end that he may command his children
and his household after him, that they may keep the way of
Jehovah, to do righteousness and justice. To the end that
Jehovah may bring upon Abraham that which he hath spo-
ken of him. 

That promise is for you and for your children, for as
many as the Lord our God will call. It’s a promise with con-
ditions—what joy it is to fulfill them, seeing the reward
they lead to! Amen.
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by Mr. & Mrs. Ernest L. Miller

Yes, it was Sunday. But since we were so busy, and
since it was the Lord’s work, there would be no harm in
moving the furniture and getting the hall ready for Tuesday
night service. So we did this work Sunday afternoon. Mon-
day I got sick, lost a whole week from work, and never held
services in that hall again.

“Get the car, we will go pick up the eggs and take the
laundry. It’s only a small errand. And if we do it today we
can work all day tomorrow without interruptions. I know it
is Sunday, but there can be no harm in it.” So we picked up
and paid for the eggs, and delivered the laundry. We broke
most of the eggs, and made a mistake with the laundry.

Immediately following this we were sick a whole week and
spent quite a bit for medicine. But most important of all we
set a wrong example.

“Now listen, If you don’t pick apples on Sunday, don’t
come back on Monday.” That was the orders of the boss in
the big apple orchard in which I was picking apples many
years ago. Quite a number of us did not go back on Sunday.
The ones who did go back got drunk and knocked instead
of picking the nice over-ripe apples. The following Mon-
day a tornado swooped down on one end of the orchard and
went straight through the entire length of the big long
orchard taking several rows of fine trees out by the roots,
and carrying them far away. This tornado did little or no
damage anywhere in the community excepting in this
orchard. I have experienced many other instances in which
God severely punished the desecration of the first day of
the week. 

Ex. 23:10-11, “Six years thou shalt sow thy land, and
shalt gather in the fruits thereof. But the seventh year thou
shalt let it rest and lie still.”

In Lev. 26:34-35 and in many other references we are
taught that when God’s people did not give the land rest

one year out of every seven
and another year out of
every 50, they went into
captivity (Because no sab-
bath years, nor Jubilees had
been kept from the entry
into the Promised Land up
to the time of David, God
slew 70,000 people [1 Chr.
21; 2 Sam. 24]. Seventy
missed years, and a thou-
sand people killed for every
missed year. How many are
dying today for the same
reasons??? CIM) in order
that the land might enjoy its
sabbaths of rest. Here God is
teaching the great funda-
mental principles of rest for
both animate and inanimate
things. Let me say paren-

thetically that such inanimate things as shoes will give bet-
ter service and wear much longer if given periods of rest.
God was also teaching organic farming.

Ex. 20:8-9, “Remember the sabbath day, to keep it
holy. Six days shalt thou labor and do all thy work.”

Ex. 35:2-3, “Six days shall work be done, but on the
seventh day (not 7th “of the week,” but 7th after six days of
work! CIM) there shall be to you a holy (separated) day, a
sabbath of rest to the Lord: whosoever doeth work therein
shall be put to death. Ye shall kindle no fire throughout
your habitations upon the sabbath (cessation) day.”

God himself said that the man who gathered a few
sticks on the sabbath day should be stoned to death. God
who created us knew that one day out of seven is needed
for complete rest, prayer worship and meditation. Science
has now proven that no one can realize maximum health
and efficiency without keeping God’s day for rest, worship,
and Spiritual meditation.

This nation will suffer loss of health and feel that wrath
of Almighty God for its wilful and unjustified desecration
of the Lord’s day of rest. Sunday is used for the big ball
games, races, excursions, picnics, swimming, playing golf,
drinking and feasting. Even holiness people, so called, play
games, take long pleasure trips, and cook big meals for
apostate preachers. And it is just as bad to watch the big
games and the other rot, dancing, smoking, drinking and
murder over the hellevision as it is to do the things your-
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self.
Consider God’s plain Word in Isaiah 58:13-14 “If thou

turn away thy foot from the sabbath, from doing thy plea-
sure on my holy day; and call the sabbath a delight, the
holy of the Lord, honourable; and shalt honour Him, not
doing thy own ways nor finding thine own pleasure, nor
speaking thine own words: Then shalt thou delight thyself
in the Lord: and I will cause thee to ride upon the high
places of the earth.”

God said in Ex. 16:29 “Abide every man in his place.
Let no man go out of his place on the seventh day. [“And
Jesus . . . as his custom was, he went into the synagogue
(meeting place) on the sabbath day, and stood up for to read
. . .”]. How perfect are God’s ways. Nearly all of us have
been taking long trips on Sunday. This Sunday travel
necessitates the buying of gasoline and other travel essen-
tials. We thus become the direct cause of many people
working on the Lord’s Day, and their blood will be required
at our hands.

Nehemiah 10:31 “And if the people of the land bring
ware or any victuals on the sab-
bath day to sell, that we would
not buy it of them on the sab-
bath.”

Let me warn every reader in
love that God is going to require
one day out of seven. And the
sooner you realize it the better it
will be for your health and for
your soul!**IURP�7KH�1HZ�+HDOWK�(QF\FORSHGLD���QRZ�RXW�RI�SULQW�
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by Susan Burns 
Necessity is the plea of every

infringement of human freedom. It is

the argument of tyrants; it is the

creed of slaves - William Pitt.

$s you all know, when you
move from one state to another,
you have to get a new driver’s license. Each time I have
moved (and it has been often!), something annoying has
happened at each Division of Motor vehicles (DMV) I have
visited. I was assured by friends who checked the Virginia
DMV website that getting a driver’s license in Virginia was
a piece of cake—if you have another license. You turn in
your old license and presto! You have your new driver’s
license. That was the way things were before 9/11. But I
did not go for my license before 9/11.

When I told the clerk that I wanted my Virginia license,
she informed me that I needed multiple proof of identifica-
tion to verify my Social Security number and, in addition, I
needed proof of residence. I was handed a four-page bro-
chure listing all the different types of paperwork that would
satisfy the requirements. I was shocked and said, “I thought
that turning in my license was all that was required.” “Not
any more,” the clerk replied. The words “September 11”
were not spoken, but we both understood what had changed
our world.

Thanks to 9/11, the DMV tightened its grip on my life.
If you saw me, you would know that I do not have one drop
of Middle Eastern or Afghan or Pakistani blood in my
bones. If you heard one sentence from my lips, you would
know that I had been born and raised in the Appalachian
Mountains in southwestern Virginia. Perhaps the “extra
precautions” at the DMV are supposed to make me feel
safer; and if anyone asks me, I suppose I can repeat a gov-

ernmental mantra, “The DMV is doing its part in the war
on terrorism.”

 A SAFER AMERICA?
But is the world really safer because of the DMV’s new

requirements? Of course not. While I was turned away
from the DMV on the first day, had to return home and go
through boxes and files and call my Dad asking him for this
or that, and then make a second trip to the DMV with my
wad of documentation, almost any terrorist who wanted to
could have driven a car bomb to most locations in America
and killed numerous innocents. you really do not need a
valid driver’s license to do that. Well, maybe you do, if you
want to use a rental car as your explosive device, But ter-
rorists can fake ID. That happens all the time among vari-
ous sectors of our population—from illegal aliens, to
criminals, to terrorists, to underage children who want to
drink and smoke. The DMV’s new requirements will only
slow down people like me—hard working, God-fearing,
tax-paying (and that out the ying-yang!) American citizens
who are not terrorists and who do not have criminal

records.
You see it happening all

around America now; In the
name of the “War Against Ter-
rorism,” our government is tak-
ing away the liberties of its best
citizens! Our ‘Christian’ Presi-
dent has told us this would/must
happen as a vital part of the war
against terrorism and no one
challenges him. Our ‘Christian’
President has signed into law the
infamous USA Patriot Act
which, in essence, makes us a
police state. No one asks, “Mr.
President, why can’t we have
safety and liberty?” The major-
ity seems to assume that it is
impossible to live in a world
where both liberty and safety
coexist. And so, like Gulliver,
we are being tied down, one thin
rope at a time in small ways by

very tiny-minded people. Soon we won’t be able to move.
With each tightened strand, we are being told in soothing
tones, “This is for your good. This is for your safety. Your
life is so important to your government, that we must do
this for your own good.”

All bin Laden has to do is make a threat, and more
ropes are tightened around us, more liberties are taken
away, and America looks more and more like a fundamen-
talist Islamic nation whose Big Brother watches and scruti-
nizes our every move and who can arrest us and haul us
away if something about us just doesn’t seem right or
sparks a suspicion.

Most Americans smile, snuggle down under the net and
say, “Thank you!” as the sweet air of liberty is slowly
pressed from their lives.

Dollars to donuts, bin laden is rolling around in the
floor of his richly carpeted cave laughing his brains out.
Oh, I’m sorry! Self-righteous bigots (of whatever religion!)
don’t laugh. But the bottom line is, at the heart of America,
bin Laden is winning the war against terrorism.

HOW WE LOST THE BATTLE
And his victory began in the nineteenth century—years

before he was born. The stage for his triumph was set when
a group of God-less, evolution-believing “progressives”
decided that literacy among Americans produced freethink-
ing, independent individuals who would not be good citi-
zens in the socialized utopia they hoped to create. So they
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set about establishing an “educational” system that, instead
of educating, produced compliant citizens who “go along”
for the good of the utopia where only sexless, bland, color-
less people who always color within the lines can be happy.
Their efforts have resulted in an American citizenry, highly
illiterate, who ask, “What is the government doing about
it?” when faced with a problem. If you don’t believe me,
read Sam Blumenfeld’s upcoming book, The Victims of
Dick and Jane. Sam’s essays document with maddening
clarity, the development and implementation of these ideas
and programs into America’s public schools along with
their devastating effects. The result is a populace that does
not know what true liberty is, citizen’s who long for (and
vote for) cradle-to-grave “security” dangled before them
like the proverbial carrot before the donkey. (Only this time
it is the donkey holding the carrot and the humans obedi-
ently plodding toward it!) Now America is full of public
school graduates who are ready and willing to do whatever
their government says, just so they can stay alive. Better to
be alive than free.

Patrick Henry would not fit into America today. His
bold anthem, “Give me liberty or give me death!” would
sound so inappropriate on the floor
of our Senate or Congress where
our duly elected statists are hard at
work trying to bring every aspect
of our being under federal control,
all for the sake of our good and
safety. soon federal employees
will be going through our undies
(and sometimes while we are still
in them!) at airports all across
America.

So what are we to do? The
Bible teaches that a godly govern-
ment will be a terror to evildoers.
Our government should be out-ter-
rorizing the terrorists. Give them
Hell on earth so they will learn
something of what awaits them in the hereafter. Enough
said?

And, don’t punish innocent American citizens by tak-
ing away our liberties that were won in bloody battlefields
by true American Patriots. Show those God-less, evil,
tyrannical madmen that in America, our people are free and
will remain free and safe. We need to put the fangs back in
that old slogan “Don’t Tread On Me.” And we need to pun-
ish the guilty—not the innocent!

But if we want to win the ultimate war on terrorism, we
need citizens who will not stand by while their liberties are
being stolen by their government. For that to occur, we
have to train our people so that they understand why indi-
vidual liberty and safety for the individual in the family,
church, and state. to accomplish our task, we must reedu-
cate the people, and in particular Christians most who, like
sheep, plod quietly along the path to a statist “utopia”
instead of walking in their King’s Highway. We have to be
willing to fight our war one lesson at a time and with an
unflagging commitment to godly liberty, just as the persis-
tent progressives of the past century pressed forward with
their putrid programs.

The war against terrorism is indeed going to be a long
one. In part, it will be fought by civil governments in mili-
tary campaigns. In spite of who wins on those battlefields,
the greater victories or defeats will occur in the minds and
hearts of our people as they learn the Biblical foundations
for and commit themselves to “One Nation, under God,
with liberty and justice for all.”
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Did you see when Billy Graham’s daughter was being
interviewed on the Early Show a few days ago about the
September 11th terrorist attack and Jayne Clayson asked
her, “How could god let something like that happen?”

Anne Graham gave an extremely profound and insight-
ful response. She said, “I believe that God is deeply sad-
dened by this, just as we are, but for years we’ve been
telling God to get out of our lives. And being the gentleman
that He is, I believe that He has calmly backed out. How
can we expect God to give us His blessing and His protec-
tion if we demand that He leave us alone?”

Let’s see, I think it started when Madeleine Murray
O’Hare (she was murdered, her body was found recently)
complained that she didn’t want any prayer in our schools,
and we said, OK.

Then, someone  said you better not read the Bible in
school . . . the Bible that says Thou shalt not kill, Thou
shalt not steal, and love your neighbour as yourself. And
we said, OK.

Then Dr. Benjamin Spock said
we shouldn’t spank our children
when they misbehave because
their little personalities would be
warped and we might damage
their self-esteem (Dr. Spock’s son
committed suicide). And we said,
an expert should know what he is
talking about so we said, OK.

Then, someone said teachers
and principals better not discipline
our children when they misbehave.
And the school administrators said
no faculty member in this school
better touch a student when they
misbehave because we don’t want
any bad publicity, and we surely

don’t want to be sued (There’s a big difference between
disciplining and touching, beating, smacking, humiliating,
kicking, etc.) And we said, OK.

Then someone said, let’s let our daughters have abor-
tions if they want, and they won’t even have to tell their
parents. And we said OK. Then some wise school board
member said, since boys will be boys and they’re going to
do it anyway, let’s give our sons all the condoms they want,
so they can have all the (ungodly) unlawful illicit sex they
desire, and we won’t have to tell their parents they got them
at school. And we said, OK.

Then some of our top elected officials said it doesn’t
matter what we do in private as long as we do our jobs. And
agreeing with them, we said it doesn’t matter to me what
anyone, including the President does in private as long as I
have a job and the economy is good.

And then somneone said let’s print magazines with pic-
tures of nude women and call it wholesome, down-to-earth
appreciation for the beauty of the female body. And we
said, OK.

And then someone else took that appreciation a step
further and published pictures of nude children and then
stepped further still by making them available on the inter-
net. And we said, OK, they’re entitled to their free speech.
And then the entertainment industry said, let’s make TV
shows and movies that promote profanity, violence, and
illicit sex. (have you noticed the skyrocketing increase in
use of the “F” word on TV?) let’s record ‘music’ that
encourages rape, drugs, murder, suicide, and satanic
themes. And we said, it’s just entertainment, it has no
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adverse effect, and nobody takes it seriously anyway, so go
right ahead.

Now we’re asking ourselves why our children have no
conscience, why they don’t know right from wrong, and
why it doesn’t bother them to kill strangers, their class-
mates, and themselves. probably, if we think about it long
and hard enough, we can figure it out. I think it has a great
deal to do with “WE REAP WHAT WE SOW.”

Then there waqs the student who wrote, “Dear God,
Why didn’t you save the little girl killed in her classroom?
Sincerely, Concerned Student.

AND THE REPLY: “Dear Concerned Student, I am not
allowed in schools,” Sincerely God.

Funny how simple it is for people to trash God and then
wonder why the world’s going to hell. Funny how we
believe what the newspapers say, but question what the
Bible says. Funny how everyone wants to go to heaven pro-
vided they do not have to believe, think, or say, or do any-
thing the Bible says. 

Funny how someone can say, “I believe in God” but
still follow Satan who, by the way, also “believes” in God.
Funny how we are quick to judge
but not to be judged. (Judges
should remember that with the
measure they mete, so will it be
measured to them again!)

Funny how you can send a
thousand ‘jokes’ through e-mail
and they spread like wildfire, but
when you start sending messages
regarding the LORD, people think
twice about sharing.

Funny how the lewd, crude,
vulgar and obscene pass freely
through cyberspace, but the pub-
lic discussion of God is suppressed
in the school and workplace.

Funny how when you go to
forward this message, you will not
send it to many on your address
list because you’re not sure what
they believe, or what they will
think of you for sending it to them.

Funny how I can be more wor-
ried about what other people think of me, than what God
thinks of me. Are you thinking, yet???

Courtesy our local paper, The Tully Times, 20th June 2002

---------------------------------------------------------------
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by Dr. L.W. Bilkes
The time is past in which Christian norms and values

were respected and honoured. Today, people widely argue
for and practice the “right” of private morality and self-
determination. Think of the issues of abortion, euthanasia,
assisted suicide, etc. What was once determined my moral
standards as wrong is now determined to be the right of the
individual.

‘Ironically, in public morality, we are told to respect
operative norms and values, such as toleration. This
amounts to formal rule without a moral content. people
advocate a narrow social morality and a broad personal
morality. The discussion is not in terms of morality (good
and evil), but rather in terms of survival. Morality is con-
sidered a private matter. Prof. J. Douma pointed this out in
his inaugural lecture at the Free University in 1994. He
argues that the distinction between a broad individual
morality and a narrow social morality in the area of medical
ethics is not helpful. Al, sorts of moral issues need to be
addressed in society. They should not be left to the private
domain. Also in society there needs to be morality. Moral-

ity may not disappear from public life. A society without
public morality will at first be non-moral, but in the long
run becomes an immoral society.

Can we expect a democratic society to conform to
Scripture? Many today answer this in the negative. After
all, our democratic society is a multi-faith society and
many do not accept the standard of the Bible. What right do
we have to expect non-Christians to observe the law of God
or the commandments of Christ? In a recent book, the
Dutch ethicist, G. De Kruijf, gives scholarly expression to
his view. He argues that a Christian who is involved in pol-
itics may not openly refer to God’s commandments. He
may have them in the back of his mind, but he may not
openly refer to them.

Over against this position is the position of those who
argue  for a theocratic society, a society adhering to God’s
specific laws. This is the position of theonomy, which
argues that the Old Testament laws are still to govern life
today in exact and minute details. These laws, they say,
must be fully and literally applied and enforced in today’s
society, except those parts of the Mosaic law, which the

New Testament states that they
have been abolished.

The Dilemma
The question I wish to raise is

whether we are indeed faced with
the dilemma of either one or the
other of these two positions:
democracy or theocracy? We can
also consider the issue from a
more practical angle: how does a
Christian who is for instance, a
city councillor or a member of par-
liament implement, carry out his
theocratic ideals? Or must he sim-
ply compromise? Is it possible to
adhere to the Bible as the source
for our personal thinking, life-style
and activities in the Christian
church, while the society we live
in disregards the Word of God?

Clearly, there is a contextual
difference between being in
church and having a place in soci-

ety. In church we listen to the law and gospel of God; in
society we work to further the glory of God. Nonetheless,
we may not say that we are under the rule of Christ only
within the confines of the church, whereas in society we
determine our own reality. We remain the same persons
wherever we are. We cannot say, “I am a Christian in
church, but in society I am a person like everyone else. I
leave my Bible at home, when I go to work.”

It is an essential characteristic of the Christian faith that
it embraces all of life and accepts the lordship of Jesus
Christ. His Word addresses all of life, not only our inner
life, but also the outward manifestations of life. We have
one heart and that one heart expresses itself in one voice.

Both in church and in society we are to give expression
to the lordship of Christ. As Christians we wish to live by
God’s Word and we refuse to set aside our obedience to that
Word in society. There too, we are oriented to the kingdom
of God. As one theologian has eloquently put it: the “chief
drive in our lives should be to live under the authority of
the King and to see His kingdom extended in every possi-
ble way--morally, socially, and geographically, as well as
personally, internally, and spiritually.” The Lord has prom-
ised that in this way all other things will be given to us
(Matthew 6:33). After all, the kingdom manifests itself also
in all other spheres of life: in business deals, social work,
criminal justice, etc.
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If we do not live under the lordship of Christ in society,
we live under some other spiritual power, namely, human-
ism. Today’s humanism is different from the humanism of
the 15th and 16th century. That humanism was still influ-
enced by Christianity. Today’s humanism, however, totally
rejects and opposes Christianity.

There is no such thing as being spiritually neutral. The
Lord Jesus said: “He who is not with Me is against Me”
(Matthew 12:30). The lordship of Christ concerns all of
life. He is not content to be Lord of part of our life. “No
man can serve two masters” (Matthew 6:24).

The Commandment is Good
How are we to live under the lordship of Christ in the

practice of daily life? To answer this question we ought to
notice that God gives a prominent place to the command-
ments in his Word. Paul writes that the commandment of
God “is ... good” (Romans 7:12). That is, or “has our wel-
fare in mind ... It is beneficent in outlook and aim.” Moses
also refers to the ‘goodness’ of the commandments of the
LORD when he called the people of Israel to obey them, so
“that it may go well with you” (Deut. 4:40,k 6:3, 10:13).

We need to emphasize the
‘goodness’ of the commandment for
every person and for all people. That
requires more than merely quoting
the commandments of the Lord.
When referring to them, we need to
bring out the content and aim of the
commandments. They do not cir-
cumvent the needs of people. On the
contrary, they have our “welfare in
mind.” That is why we need to be
ready to explain the consequences of
our Christian ethical point of view.
Rather than simply quoting a Bible
verse, we should enter into a discus-
sion with ‘our neighbour’ in our society. We need to
explain the well-being the commandments have in view for
today. We should pray to the Lord that He give us the wis-
dom and words to that end.

Will that result in a common position? Will Christians
and non-Christians be able to build a consensus? That
depends in part on the measure in which others will cooper-
ate with us and give us space to put Christian insights into
practice. It may also be that the majority will continue to
oppose our Christian point of view.

The Threefold Function of the Law
Is it impossible to work together with non-Christians in

society? Let’s refer to the three aspects to the law of god.
(1) The law functions to restrain sin and maintain order in
the world; (2) the law functions to uncover sin and to bring
the sinner to see his need of Christ and to be saved; (3) the
law functions to instruct us for our daily lives and exhorts
us to continual obedience.

The laws in our country, as far as they are based on the
commandments of God, should have something of these
three elements in them—first, to restrain evil, secondly, to
uncover evil, and thirdly, to aim at the well-being of man
and society. When this is visible in concrete legislation,
there will be something of a consensus. If this is not visible,
there will be compromise and collaboration with evil.

Source notes:
Waakzam en Nuchter: Over Christelijke ethiek in een

domocratie (Baarn: Ten Have, 1994) [transl. Watchful and
Sober: Christian ethics in a democracy].

Sinclair B. Ferguson, Kingdom Life ina a Fallen
World: Living out the Sermon on the Mount (Navpress,
1986), 192.

Leon Morris, The Epistle to the Romans (Eerdmans,
1988), 283. Cf. John Murray, The Epistle to the Romans I

(NICNT) (Eerdmans, 1959), 253: It “promotes man’s high-
est well-being and thus expressed the goodness of God.”

Leon Morris, The Epistle to the Romans (IVP) (Eerd-
mans, 1988), 283.
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Find below a well-balanced article on the causes of cli-

mate warming. As discussed on The Hutton Commentaries
several times before, the fact that the Sun is now burning
more brightly and has more sunspots than at any time dur-
ing the past 1,000 years, seems to correlate well with this
statement in a reading that linked solar activity to the rising
of Atlantis.

(Q) Three hundred years ago Jacob Boehme decreed
Atlantis would rise again at this crisis time when we cross
from this Piscean Era into the Aquarian. Is Atlantis rising
now? Will it cause a sudden convolution and about what
year?

(A) In 1998 we may find a great deal of the activities as
have been wrought by the gradual
changes that are coming about.
These [gradual earth-change activi-
ties in 1998] are at the periods
when the cycle of the solar activity,
or the years as related to the sun’s
passage through the various spheres
of activity become paramount or
Catamount[?] [Tantamount?] to the
change between the Piscean and the
Aquarian age. This is a gradual, not
a cataclysmic activity in the experi-
ence of the earth in this period. 

The word paramount implies
“one superior to all others with

which we are familiar.” The word “catamount” seems
wholly out of place. The capitalization is strange. The ques-
tion mark indicates that the stenographer was perplexed by
its use. In the 1996 American edition of The Oxford Dictio-
nary, catamount refers to any wild cat, and in British usage
can mean “a wild quarrelsome person.” This seems to be
the state of the Sun over the last few years, with historically
unprecedented solar flares occurring from time to time.

It seems to Hutton that the primary cause of global
warming is the increasing brightness of the Sun, while the
emission of greenhouse gasses into the atmosphere is con-
tributing perhaps 20-40 percent to the total temperature
increase over the last few decades. How amazing for
cayce’s source for 1602-3 to be able to have predicted this
nature of today’s solar activity back in 1939. (In the 1970s,
scientists were predicting the beginning of a new ice age,
with imminent cooling of the global climate the situation to
be expected by now.)

The Truth About Global Warming - It’s The Sun That’s
To Blame

by Michael Leidig and Roya Nikkhah
Global warming has finally been explained: the Earth

is getting hotter because the Sun is burning more brightly
that at any time during the past 1,000 years, according to
new research. 

A study by Swiss and German scientists suggests that
increasing radiation from the sun is responsible for recent
global climate changes.

Dr. Sami Solanki, the director of the renowned Max
Planck Institute for Solar System Research in Gottingen,
Germany who led the research, said: “The Sun has been at
its strongest over the past 60 years and may now be affect-
ing global temperatures.

“The Sun is in a changed state. It is brighter than it was
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a few hundred years ago and this brightening started rela-
tively recently - in the last 100-150 years.”

Dr. Solanki said that the brighter Sun and higher levels
of “greenhouse gases,” such as carbon dioxide, both con-
tributed to the change in the Earth’s temperature but it was
impossible to say which had the greater impact.

Average global temperatures have increased by about
0.2 deg Celsius over the past 20 years and are widely
believed to be responsible for new extremes in weather pat-
terns. After pressure from environmentalists, politicians
agreed the Kyoto Protocol in 1997, promising to limit
greenhouse gas emissions between 2008 and 1012. Britain
ratified the protocol in 2002 and said it would cut emissions
by 12.5 per cent from 1990 levels.

Globally, 1997, 1998 and 2002 were the hottest years
since worldwide weather records were first collated in
1860.

Most scientists agree that greenhouse gases from fossil
fuels have contributed to the warming of the planet in the
past few decades but have questioned whether a brighter
Sun is also responsible for rising temperatures.

To determine the Sun’s role in global warming, Dr.
Solanki’s research team measured magnetic zones on the
Sun’s surface known as sunspots, which are believed to
intensify the Sun’s energy output.

The team studied sunspot data going back several hun-
dred years. They found that a dearth of sunspots signalled a
cold period - which could last up to 50 years - but that over
the past century their numbers had increased as the Earth’s
climate grew steadily warmer. The scientists also compared
data from ice samples collected during an expedition to
Greenland in 1991. The most recent samples contained the
lowest recorded levels of beryllium 10 for more than 1,000
years. Beryllium 10 is a particle created by cosmic rays that
decreases in the Earth’s atmosphere as the magnetic energy
from the Sun increases. Scientists can currently trace beryl-
lium 10 levels back 1,150 years.

Dr. Solanki does not know what is causing the sun to
burn brighter now or how long this cycle would last.

He says that the increased solar brightness over the past
20 years has not been enough to cause the observed climate
changes but believes that the impact of more intense sun-
shine on the ozone layer and on cloud cover could be
affecting the climate more than the sunlight itself.

Dr. Bill Burrows, a climatologist and a member of the
Royal Meteorological Society, welcomed Dr. Solanki’s
research. “While the established view remains that the sun
cannot be responsible for all the climate changes we have
seen in the past 50 years or so, this study is certainly signif-
icant,” he said.

“It shows that there is enough happening on the solar
front to merit further research. Perhaps we are devoting too
many resources to correcting human effects on the climate
without being sure that we are the major contributor.”

Dr. David Viner, the senior research scientist at the
University of East Anglia’s climatic research unit, said the
research showed that the sun did have an effect on global
warming.

He added, however, that the study also showed that
over the past 20 years the number of sunspots had remained
roughly constant, while the Earth’s temperature had contin-
ued to increase. 

This suggested that over the past 20 years, human
activities such as the burning of fossil fuels and deforesta-
tion had begun to dominate “the natural factors involved in
climate change,” he said.

Dr. Gareth Jones, a climate researcher at the Met
Office, said that Dr. Solanki’s findings were inconclusive
because the study had not incorporated other potential cli-

mate change factors.
“The Sun’s radiance may well have an impact on cli-

mate change but it needs to be looked at in conjunction
with other factors such as greenhouse gases, sulphate aero-
sols and volcano activity,” he said. The research adds
weight to the views of David Bellamy, the conservationist.
“Global warming - at least the modern nightmare version -
is a myth,” he said. “I am sure of it and so are a growing
number of scientists. But what is really worrying is that the
world’s politicians and policy-makers are not.

“Instead, they have an unshakable faith in what has,
unfortunately, become one of the central credos of the envi-
ronmental movement: humans burn fossil fuels, which
release increased levels of carbon dioxide - the principal
so-called greenhouse gas - into the atmosphere, causing the
atmosphere to heat up. They say this is global warming: I
say this is poppycock.”

&RXUWHV\�+XWWRQ�&RPPHQWDULHV�%XOOHWLQ��RQ�WKH�1HW�
--------------------------------------------------------------*2'�'2(6�$/:$<6�5(:$5'�*22'

by Mark R. Rushdoony
Man’s sin nature make him prone to believing the error

that he is able to please God unaided. Man’s first sin was
yielding to the temptation “to be as gods,” knowing, or
determining for himself, what was good and what was evil.
man is thus inclined to believe he is as good as he can be
and, perhaps, a little better than he needs to be. (Of course,
men with such an attitude often are willing to allow them-
selves a little moral lattitude now and then). When a man
feels he is able to please God, he tends to mete out what he
thinks will satisfy God, but no more. men who think that
are “good enough” to please God essentially elevate them-
selves above God and dole out to Him what recognition and
duty they deem sufficient.

Even God’s children must guard against this “good
enough” attitude. Though redeemed (bought back) by the
blood of Jesus Christ and empowered by His spirit, we are
still subject to the rebellious thinking and behaviour of the
rebels we once were. When we fail to think God’s thoughts
after Him in faithful obedience, we inevitably return to our
patterns of lawless rebellion. We repeat the sin of Adam
and Eve and try to “be as gods” determining for ourselves
good and evil.

It is easy enough to think of overt sins as results of our
sin nature. Yes, sometimes we justify our acts of sin if they
seem small enough to be insignificant in our eyes. Such
disobedience to God’s Law-word is certainly a frequent tes-
timony to our desire to be gods. There is, however, a more
common way in which we, as Christians, can exhibit a
“good enough” attitude and expect God to accept our
crumbs as noble deeds.

GOOD DEEDS
Christ addressed this very issue of “good” deeds, and to

what extent they are praiseworthy before God, in the Ser-
mon on the Mount at the beginning of His ministry. Chris-
tians often discuss the question of whether unbelievers can
do any good thing before God, or whether all their good
deeds are themselves sin in the eyes of God because of their
own position as rebels in His eyes. However, it is perhaps
more appropriate for Christians to recognize that even the
good deeds of Christians may receive no reward from God.
in the Sermon on the Mount, that is the more pertinent issue
addressed by our Lord.

Christ spoke regarding three forms of piety (Mt. 6:1-
18): charitable giving to the poor, prayer, and fasting. His
words were a caution that we not lose our reward for acts of
piety: “Take heed that ye do not your alms before men, to
be seen of them: otherwise ye have no reward of your
Father which is in heaven” (v.1). The key words here are
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those that refer to being seen of men as the motive for acts
of piety. The warning is clear. If our motive is recognition
by men then we “have [our] reward” (v.2). That is, the rec-
ognition we seek, the adulation, and the reputation as a doer
of good is itself our only reward. We get no more from
God.

Christ said the same of prayer. Those who make a show
of their prayers already “have their reward” (v.5). They
have the esteem of men and the reputation of piety that they
sought, but no more reward from God, not even for prayer.

Likewise, those who fast in public in order to let every-
one know they are suffering for their piety get nothing in
the way of reward from God (v.16). Their reward is the
image they cultivate in others.

Christ’s message is clear. Do not do good deeds for rec-
ognition. Give to the poor in secret; pray in secret; keep
your fasting a private act. In each act of piety, take care to
avoid any confusion about your desire to make a show for
the favor of men. If this is not done, God will not reward
any acts of piety.

Even the most legitimate acts of piety must be done as
a service to god. God does not want to be our ulterior
motive. If our motive is to serve God, we should perform
our acts of piety before Him. If we serve God for any other
reason, that reason shall be the source of our own reward.
god does not want or accept our secondary motives.

This has a seemingly infinite number of applications. If
a child does his schoolwork so he can go out with friends
on Saturday, that is his sole reward. To be praiseworthy
before God, work must be done as unto the Lord.

If a man is faithful to his wife for fear of shame to
which an illicit affair would expose him, that maintenance
of his public image is his sole reward. To be praiseworthy,
faithfulness must be in terms of obedience to God.

If a wife obeys her husband because she gets tired of
fighting, then whatever domestic tranquility her obedience
provides is her sole reward. To be praiseworthy, obedience
must be in terms of her submission to the marriage cove-
nant and her vows to God.

If an employee works hard because he anticipates a
raise, that monetary reward is the sum he can expect. to be
praiseworthy before god, work must be an outgrowth of
one’s understanding of his duty before god.

If a church has as its purpose higher attendance, then
increased numbers will be its sole reward. God sees our
hearts and judges even our acts of piety and devotion.
Those done out of any motive other than the honouring of
our duty to faithfully obey our Heavenly Father receive no
reward from him.

If we stop and examine ourselves, perhaps we would
find less cause to expect blessings from God than we think.
Even if we do not intentionally expect God to be satisfied
with what we dole out to Him, our acts of devotion often
come in small, tardy increments. 

THE GOOD DEEDS OF UNBELIEVERS
Still, the question of good deeds of an unbeliever will

continue to arise. we might define a deed itself as good (as
opposed to sinful) if it is in accordance with God’s Law.
The problems is that this requires us improperly to abstract
actions from individuals. As we can see from Christ’s
words in Matthew 6, not all “good” deeds are praiseworthy
or rewarded by god. The deeds of the unbeliever can cer-
tainly not merit salvation. that would presume that Adam
and Eve’s “playing god” could circumvent God’s righ-
teousness. But if the unbeliever means to do the right thing
in any particular instance he may at times do just that. That
is, his act or decision may have been in conformity to the
law of God. the deed may be the correct one, but not praise-
worthy or rewarded, because we cannot abstract a deed
from the moral status of the man. Not even the believer’s

good deeds are worthy of reward if they are done for the
wrong reason.

The only acts of obedience or piety that God rewards
are those done in faithful obedience to Him. Obeying God
for any reason other than the fact that He is God and
demands our obedience implies that there is merit or praise-
worthiness in our actions themselves. Without the merit of
Jesus Christ applied to us by His indwelling spirit, there is
nothing in what we do that is praiseworthy before God. In
serving Him, therefore, we must have as our sole motive
His praise and glory. Acts of piety are not to show what we
are, they are to show who we know God to be. We must
examine our motives; God does not always reward good.
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by Ian Hodge

The financial status of many states in the U.S.A. is not
good. There is never enough money to go around while
expenditure exceeds income, which is the problem that
many states have.

Yet some states have taken a creative approach to
reducing deficits. Arizona, New Jersey, and Missouri are
all considering eliminating subsidies to the arts as a means
of reducing deficits. Not surprisingly, the beneficiaries of
those subsidies are trying hard to retain as much taxpayer
money as they can.

For some of us, the arts world has become politicised.
Artists of various kinds are often at the forefront of social
change, such as Wagner was in his attempt to create revolu-
tion through music.subsidies  With the movement of the musi-
cal arts from the church to the concert hall and opera
theater, so too came a movement that despised the idea of a
Creator God who demands all people to live according to
His standards.

Subsidizing the Cultural Breakdown
Christian standards in all areas of life and thought are

challenged in a variety of shapes, forms, sounds and sights.
The modern day movie with its adult ratings, foul language,
and “anything goes” morality, is evidence of the way the
arts can be used to destroy the Christian way of life. The
result is that the arts have contributed to the breakdown in
Christian culture.

A consequence of the government art subsidies has not
been better art, if we judge art by its public acceptance. The
mere fact that subsidies exist is evidence that some artists
cannot operate in a voluntary market-place. Whereas the
bands Abba and the Beatles made it big without govern-
ment aid, other artists would starve or find another profes-
sion without subsidies.

Like any other business, subsidies are a sign of a mar-
ketplace that refuses to buy particular goods voluntarily.
Artists often survive because of the coercive nature of taxa-
tion; that is, they survive by receiving financial aid that is
not voluntarily forthcoming.

With the advance of government subsidies in the twen-
tieth century, we are hard pressed to find any improvement
in the standards of art. In 1973, the Australian government
forked out millions for a painting that made little sense to
discerning viewers. The purchase gave notoriety not only
to the government, which seemed to have more money than
sense, but it also helped the artist, Jackson Pollock, long
dead, achieve a higher standard of acceptance.

For many Australians, Pollock’s Blue Poles carried lit-
tle artistic merit. But it has long been the aim of the paint-
ing world to achieve what it thought the music world had
achieved decades earlier: complete abstractionism. Cer-
tainly taxpayers would not have voluntarily handed over
the millions of dollars so readily given by the Australian
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government for an abstraction.
The purchase of art by government is similar in effect

to subsidies by government; they reward the artist in some
form. But we do need to ask why it is that artists need to be
paid by government, which raises its money by involuntary
taxation. Why can’t artists get paid like everyone else? That
is, they create something that someone is willing to pay for
- and pay enough to keep the artist alive and in luxuries like
bread, milk and sugar.

There is little evidence to suggest that playwrights,
composers, painters, and musicians have given us better
standards of either composition or performance because of
these subsidies. In fact. modern art is keen to abolish all the
old standards and replace them with . . . well, that’s the
problem. The only standard that applies today is anything
goes (well, almost).

the result? Art that has no standard, no criteria by
which to judge itself. This has not led to an improvement in
the arts, but a downturn. This is why the subsidies are nec-
essary if such artists are to keep working.

Artists Without Taxpayer Money
Now that three states are looking down the barrel of

financial difficulties, the loss of subsidies might again chal-
lenge artists to write, paint, or compose in ways that appeal
to the ordinary people. J.S. Bach, for example, while not
receiving subsidies was paid by the church  to write music -
music acceptable to the worshippers in the church. Today,
we find the music that was governed by so many seemingly
archaic rules retains a freshness and vibrancy that escapes
many modern artists. In fact, there is little comparison
between modern subsidized art and former artists, such as
Bach or Micheangelo,  employed by the church. The
church did not subsidize these people: it employed them to
do a job. Presumably the quality of the work delivered is
what kept them employed by the church for such a long
period.

Rather than mourn the loss of art subsidies, we should
see this as a step in the right direction to restore art to its
noblest aims, that of enriching mankind with music, paint-
ings, poetry, and song that uplifts and edifies. Such music,
like a good film score, will appeal because of what it
achieves in the listener or viewer, not because it is financed
by involuntary taxation.

There is a parallel in business that is inescapable. Busi-
nesses that require subsidies do so because they fail at some
point to satisfy enough consumers with their products to
remain in business. The subsidies can be in the forms of
government handouts or loans, or the government might
become a major customer.

The subsidized business, like the subsidized artist, is in
danger. When the subsidy plug is pulled, the business fails
because it has never learned the secret of success: satisfy-
ing consumer demand.

In the long run, however, people tire of subsidized
business because of having their financial needs met by
other mechanisms, the subsidized no longer need to satisfy
the market as the means of remaining financially solvent.
In short, they drive away customers with inferior products,
just as so many artists turn away people from attending
exhibitions and concerts with inferior products.

The end of subsidies—in art or business—is thus a
welcome sign. We should discourage subsidies in any form,
and encourage artists and businesses to live without them—
unless they are voluntarily given. This idea of voluntariness
excludes government money or aid in any form.

The end result should give us better art and better
goods and services. The sooner the subsidies go,  the
sooner we will be better off. ***

1. see the book Dionysos Rising by E. Michael Jones
for details.
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From Editorial of the latest SALTSHAKERS comes:
“.... regular visitors to our web site (www.saltshak-

ers.org.au) will have seen our ‘alert’ about the ‘Great Hall’
of our Federal Parliament building in Canberra being used
for a Hindu ‘festival of lights’ on Saturday Nov 13. We
asked people to pray against the spiritual forces that wor-
ship of false gods would evoke and pray for God to forgive
our nation for allowing them to be worshipped in our par-
liament. 

Not only was the ‘festival’ held inside the parliament
but coloured lights were used on the outside to ‘adorn’ the
building in ‘celebration’ of this ‘Festival of Lights’!!

We later discovered that the ACT parliament and the
NSW parliament also ‘honoured’ the Hindu religion and its
gods.

www.hindu.org asks, Who is a Hindu? They say,
“Acceptance of the Vedas with reverence; recognition of
the fact that the means or ways to salvation are diverse;
and the realization of the truth that the number of gods to
be worshipped is large, that indeed is the distinguishing
feature of the Hindu religion.” (According to B.G.l Tilak,
who was a prominent Indian scholar).

It is not politically correct to speak about not allowing
other religions to have free access to all vestiges of our
nation including the government but the time has come for
Christiajns to be politically INcorrect. We cannot accept
other religions. Jesus said, “I am the way the truth and the
life, NO man comes to the father but by Me.”

When explaining why the early Christians faced such
fierce opposition, William Paley said, [Their] religion was
exclusive. It denied ... every article of heathen mythology,
the existence of every object of their worship. It accepted
no compromise ... it must ... overthrow every statue, altar,
and temple in the world. It [cannot] be said that a design so
bold as this could in any age ... be carried [out] with impu-
nity ...  This was not setting forth ... some new competitor
for a place in the Pantheon, whose presence might be dis-
cussed ... without questioning the reality of any others; it
was pronouncing all other gods to be false, and all other
worship vain ....  This was not what it would be in popish
countries, to add a saint to the calendar, [but] to abolish
and tread under foot the calendar itself.” (William Paley -
1743-1805, The Evidences of Christianity, pp. 12-13).

This great nation was founded upon Christian princi-
ples; “You shall have NO other gods before (or beside) Me”
not simply ‘love your neighbour, honour your father and
mother, thou shalt not murder, etc.’

Why then are governments in Australia paying homage
to OTHER gods?? - Peter & Jenny Stokes.
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Here we are again into another New Year. May our

God, the God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob make it a pros-
perous one. many thanks to those who made the effort to
help us through the first part of this financial drought
time.May our father bless you for your dedication and
faithfullness. Thanks to those who try to influence friends
and relatives and increase our mailing list. We do appreci-
ate any new contacts. Keep it up. Thanks also for all the
clippings and all those who are always there so regularly.
You are all very much appreciated. May our God be faithful
to His promises to our forefathers and deliver us from all
harm and danger during this new year, and open more of
the blinded eyes of His people - Saxon-Israel,
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