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Dear Reader,

As we go to press, the good news has come in
that the Scottish Referendum on whether
Scotland should leave the UK returned a firm
“No”, with a majority of 10% over the “Yes”
vote,

The illustration above from the “Daily Stormer”
sums up the outcome very well!

The Scottish people have been grossly deceived
by those calling for independence as had the
“Yes” vote won, they would still have remained
under the firm control of the City of London and

would find themselves in the same position as
the USA is in today, who thought when
independence from Great Britain was declared
on 4th July 1776 they were in control of their own
destiny but were in fact still a crown colony of
the City of London,.where even now General
Martin Dempsey chairman of the joint chiefs of
staff of US forces reports directly to the British
Army General, Sir Peter Wallis! Not only that,
the Scottish police forces have been merged into
one force under the control of Alex Salmon and
2 others, so Scotland is well on the way to
becoming a “police state”!

In these dangerous days we need to seek strength
and pray for guidance from Yahweh and resist
the enemy’s ploy to divide us but instead
strengthen our ties with our brethren in the UK,
continental Europe and where ever else they may
be. Praise Yahweh, may he come quickly!!

Editor
thenewensign@gmail.com

This magazine is for private subscription only
and is not in any way connected to The Ensign
Message Magazine which is a totally separate
entity.

Editorial

Dear Scotland: You’re British. Get over it
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THE DIASPORA.

WH E N
K I N G
DAVID

possessed much of
the Promised Land,
he was told by the
prophet Nathan that
God would appoint
this new interim
place for his holy

[separate] people.

2 Samuel 7:10 "Moreover I will appoint a place
for my people Israel, and will plant them, that
they may dwell in a place of their own, and move
no more; neither shall the children of wickedness
afflict them any more, as beforetime".

1 Chron. 17;9 "Also I will ordain a place for my
people Israel, and will plant them, and they shall
dwell in their place, and shall be moved no more;
neither shall the children of wickedness waste
them any more, as at the beginning.”

This in no way is about the "gathering" to the
land of Israel. It is about where Israel is placed
when cast out of the Land.

Kings 9:7, "Then will I cut off Israel out of the
land which I have given them; and this house,
which I have hallowed for my name, will I cast
out of my sight".

It is the Promised Land God has His sights on.
The land Israel is cut out from is described as
being "coasts" to the North and West of The
Promised Land, and that somewhere there would
be a monarch of the house of David on a throne,
but not ruling as an autocrat. Those who declare
that this placement was permanently outside of
Palestine base their interpretation upon an
invalid translation and failure to note what is
established is the ongoing nature of David’s
Throne-(1 Chron. 17:14), and the host of
passages that speak about the "re-gathering".

"Move" as in "move no more" in these two
verses is ragaz, a word that means "trembling"
or "disquieted" rather than "relocated". This
possibly refers to the fact that the places the
Israelites were expelled to, such as the USA,
Canada, New Zealand and Australia, do not have
strong enemies on any common border and thus
would no longer be disquieted by such enemies.
This gives the meaning to, "be moved no more",
i.e., they would be "disquieted no more" in this
way.

Neither does the word, "plant" insist on
permanence, as is claimed. Please view Deut.
29:28, "And the LORD rooted them out of their
land in anger, and in wrath, and in great
indignation, and cast them into another land, as
it is this day". This curse for Law-breaking was
to those already brought into the Promised Land.

From there and elsewhere from whence they had
been scattered, Israel is to be "gathered" to the
land promised to the descendants of Abraham
[through Isaac]. Almost every book of the Old
Testament prophesies of this event. From this
Promised Land, Israel [not what is commonly
referred to as "Jews"] will reign with Jesus over
the other nations of the earth with "a rod of iron".

Some people use such verses to say that
prophetic Zion and Jerusalem do not refer to the
old places in Palestine, so as we go along please
keep this in mind and then judge whether the
land that God sanctified and set apart "for ever",
still stands as such.

Some will claim that God’s Land means any
place where God’s people happen to be at any
one time, citing the first part of passages such
as:

Gen 28:15 "And, behold, I am with thee, and
will keep thee in all places whither thou goest",

The second half of this quote describes a much-
prophesied pattern of prophecy we all would do
well to take heed of. It reads, "and will bring thee
again into this land; for I will not leave thee, until
I have done that which I have spoken to thee of".

"The Earth Is The Lords" (2)
By:

Arnold Kennedy
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This gives weight to: Hebrews 13:5, "For he hath
said, I will never leave thee, nor forsake thee".

And also what God said to
David, "I will not take my
mercy away from him".

This means that God will
do what He says about
"And will bring thee again
to this land". The word
translated here as "again"
is translated in the KJV as
"return" 391 times and

"again" 248 times, as well as some other ways.

Others point to the USA as being Manesseh but
at the same time they claim the USA is the final
destination of ALL the tribes and do not seem to
be able to see the conflict in these statements.
There is no prophecy about all the tribes of Israel
being gathered to Manesseh, but there is plenty
about their being gathered to the land promised
to the fathers.

Then some point to: Matt. 23:37 "O Jerusalem,
Jerusalem, thou that killest the prophets, and
stonest them which are sent unto thee, how often
would I have gathered thy children together,
even as a hen gathereth her chickens under her
wings, and ye would not! Behold, your house is
left unto you desolate.

…claiming that this means that God has finished
with Old Jerusalem, but they do not choose to
put forth what immediately follows on this
passage because it does not support their thesis:

"For I say unto you, Ye shall not see me
henceforth, till ye shall say, Blessed is he that
cometh in the name of the Lord".

Ask yourself if this "For I say unto you" is
addressed to the Old Jerusalem or to a Prophetic
Jerusalem. What this verse means is that
Jerusalem is desolate only for a period " ‘till"
this stated time. That the Land is desolate to
those, "in Moses seat" does not say it is not
God’s Land still - in fact the word " ‘till" says
the opposite. The word, "desolate" simply does
not have the "forsaken-for-ever" application that
some try to place upon it, as we see in:

Isaiah 62:3-4 "Thou shalt also be a crown of
glory in the hand of the LORD, and a royal

diadem in the hand of thy God. Thou shalt no
more be termed Forsaken; neither shall thy land
any more be termed Desolate: but thou shalt be
called Hephzibah, and thy land Beulah: for the
LORD delighteth in thee, and thy land shall be
married".

The Promised Land will no more be termed
"desolate" as it is during the long diaspora..

The story about the woman of Samaria at the
well is also wrongly used to say that Jesus says
that worship was to cease at Jerusalem "forever".
To quote one with this view, "This is testimony
by Christ Himself that worship of God was to
cease in Old Jerusalem and Old Palestine". But
could this be true? Jesus pointed out that He was
speaking about the mode of worship rather than
to the place of worship, saying:

John 4:23-24 "But the hour cometh, and now is,
when the true worshippers shall worship the
Father in spirit and in truth: for the Father
seeketh such to worship him. God is a Spirit: and
they that worship him must worship him in spirit
and in truth".

After this hour that "now is", Jesus did of course
again minister in the Old Jerusalem! He did even
die there!

Then it is claimed that the USA fits the
description of Matthew 21:43-44.

Matt. 21:43-44 "Therefore say I unto you, The
kingdom of God shall be taken from you, and
given to a nation bringing forth the fruits thereof.
And whosoever shall fall on this stone shall be
broken: but on whomsoever it shall fall, it will
grind him to powder".

Hosea is not telling us about the behaviour of the
tares within Israel in the USA here, as is claimed.
Does not all the rottenness and Babylonian
behaviour within Israel, as described by Hosea,
happen within the USA before the following
verse happens?

Hosea 2:15, "She shall sing there, as in the days
of her youth, and as in the day when she came
up out of the land of Egypt"

No, 1 Peter 1:4 tells us about the "stone" and
says, "Behold, I lay in Sion a chief corner stone".
The word "stone" both here and in Matthew 21
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is "lithos", not "petros". This passage goes on to
say, "But ye are a chosen generation, a royal
priesthood, an holy nation, a peculiar people",
and then goes on to link this with Hosea’s
prophecy (V 10) about the House of Israel as in
Hosea 2:15 just above.

Where is the place of the "there in this verse"?
It is where Israel was when "she came up out of
the Land of Egypt, that is, in the Promised Land.

It is also claimed that Micah chapter four is about
the USA, as the place where this all happens.
This might be so if the USA was the final
destination and place of the re-gathering of
Israel, but the reference used (Sheldon Emry),
""For now shalt thou go forth out of the city and
thou shalt dwell in the field and thou shalt go
even to Babylon," is about going to Babylon, and
so if the USA was Zion, then Zion would be
Babylon. Would all the twelve tribes then be

gathered to Babylon in the end? No, Israel is
"brought back" from captivity in Babylon.

Likewise, Ezekiel 38:11 about "unwalled
villages" may define the USA but in no way does
it define a final place for all Israel. "Unwalled
villages" of course could equally refer to New
Zealand and Australia as being part of the
interim places where God has made an interim
"place for My people Israel". Maybe even
today’s United Kingdom could apply as a place
of unwalled villages.

Of course, to compare the territory of the USA
with the present State of Israel is meaningless as
the State of Israel does not occupy the land from
the Euphrates to the Nile Rivers.

To be Continued

Misconceptions About Josephus, The Judean (4)
Or, How To Tell the Difference Between a

Jew and an Israelite!
By Pastor Eli James

The Systematic
Substitution of the
Unscriptural Word
‘Jew’ for the Scrip-

tural Word ‘Ju-
dah.’

GIVEN these
many layers
and levels of

Jewish deception, our thoughts are thus pro-
grammed to think inside the Jewish box of their
self-serving false dichotomies and biblical inter-
polations. This subtle preconditioning goes on
with few people aware that an alien, anti-Chris-
tian society has generated these false ideas for
their own purposes of exploitation and control.
We have to learn to think "outside the box."
Unless we Christians realize what has happened
to us and how we have been duped and exploit-
ed, there will never be TRUE PEACE in this
world. We will only have Orwellian…Jewish
"peace."
One NT verse worth considering in the light of
this deception is I Corinthians 9:20, where Paul,
according to the prevailing Jewish-approved

interpolation/translation, identifies himself as a
"Jew":
"And I became as a Jew [sic] to the Jews [sic]
that I might gain the Jews [sic]; to those under
Law as under Law, that I might gain those
under Law."
Since the Edomite Pharisees who were brought
in by King John Hyrcanus in 150 BC were
non-Judahites who were NEVER under the
Mosaic Law, the Pharisees could not possibly
be the subject people under discussion. The
word ‘Jew’ is falsely translated from the Greek
‘Ioudaios,’ which had only one meaning in
those days: "Judean." Since a Judean was
merely a citizen or resident of the nation of
Judea, that word has no religious connotation,
except for the original Judeans, who were ra-
cial Judahites!! The word ‘American’ has un-
dergone the same transformation. Originally,
an American, or US citizen, was an Anglo
male. Now that we have become a motley
crew, the modern meaning of ‘American’ is
merely one who resides here or is a citizen of
the country.
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When reading the Bible, whenever you come
across the word ‘Jew,’ it is important to under-
stand that that word, with its modern connota-
tions, cannot possibly be a synonym for
‘Ioudaios.’ There is no way that the modern
conglomeration or breed of Jewish people today
can be equated with the Judahites of the Bible.
Today’s Jews are a mixed breed of Canaanites
and Khazars. The Judahites were/are White Ad-
amites. Without this historical perspective, the
inappropriateness of the word ‘Jew’ where it
appears in the Bible cannot be appreciated.

In the Old Testament, the word should have
been left untranslated as ‘Judah.’ In the New
Testament, it should properly be ‘Judean.’
Thus, modern connotations cannot be read into
these words. In the minds of people today, the
modern Jewish people are automatically associ-
ated with these New Testament words, ‘Judah’
and ‘Judean’ simply because they have been
translated as ‘Jew.’ There is no possibility that
the authors of the New Testament had such
people in mind. Rabbinical deception is de-
signed to get you to ignore these distinctions
and unthinkingly assume that ‘Jew’ and ‘Judah’
are equivalent. The New Testament has been
turned into the "Jew Testament," even though
the real Jews (the Edomites) were the arch ene-
my of both Yahshua and the Apostles.

Here is my translation of I Cor. 9:20 that will
never receive rabbinical approval: "And I be-
came as a Judean to the Judeans that I might
gain the Judeans [since Paul was a Benjamite
who grew up in Tarsus]; to those under the
(Levitical) Law as under (Levitical) Law, that I
might gain those under the (Levitical) Law."

I submit that my translation preserves the histor-
ical context in which these words were com-
posed. Since Paul grew up in Tarsus, an Israelite
stronghold away from Judea, what Paul is say-
ing is that he had to get into their Levitical
mindset in order to explain to them that the New
Covenant, which was established on the cross at
Calvary, had abolished the Levitical blood sac-
rifices. If you assume, as many well-meaning
Christians do, that Paul was something like an
ethnic Jew living in New York City speaking to
other, similar ethnic Jews, then you cannot pos-
sibly understand the historical setting involved
and captured in the verse above. In fact, you

would be hopelessly confusing two entirely
different ethnicities, two entirely different
world views and two entirely different doc-
trines.

In addition, your moral understanding of the
New Testament would be skewered as well,
because Paul was NOT, in this verse, addressing
people who were practicing Judaism!!! Paul
would thus have been trying to reason with
those who were practicing the "traditions of
men," the Jewish Pharisees, which he actually
condemns at Col. 2:8. If anybody was aware of
the hypocrisy of Judaism it was Paul! Within the
Gospel narrative, at no time did Jesus or any
of the Apostles waste a single moment or
sentence in trying to convert the Pharisees or
their tainted kinsmen. Jesus Christ clearly
regards them as His ENEMY, a people that
cannot be reasoned with. That’s why He spoke
in parables when He spoke in public assemblies,
so that those of Judah and Israel in the audience
would get the message while the Jews would be
scratching their heads in bewilderment and ask-
ing each other, "Is he condemning us?"
In contrast, Paul praises the traditions of Israel
in Gal. 1:14 and in II Thes. 2:15. This confusion
of ethnicities has been accomplished by replac-
ing the word ‘Judean’ with the modern word
‘Jew.’ These two words are NOT equivalent,
although the rabbis want you to think that both
of these verses reference THEIR people when,
in fact, they DO NOT. A Judean was a citizen
or resident of Judea, period. A Jew is one who
follows the teachings of the rabbis. So, when
Paul was addressing these Judeans, he was
clearly addressing his own racial kinsmen, not
impostor Jews.
How could Paul be addressing Pharisaic Jews
when he had renounced Pharisaism (Judaism)?
That makes no sense at all! They would be
objecting to everything he was saying! Plus, the
Pharisaic Jews forbade their followers, AS
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THEY STILL DO TODAY, from listening to
Christian doctrine!!! (The Israeli State today has
a law which imposes a five-year prison sentence
on any Christian who is convicted of proselytiz-
ing a Jew!) The only possible Judeans Paul
could have been addressing, at this juncture of
time, place and ethnicity, were his kinsmen,
Covenant Israel. Think about it. Who else
would even be interested in what he had to say?
Who else would have had the national and
Scriptural history except the Judahites of Judea?
-- for it was they, the Judahites of Judea, who
were the children of Israel in Judea, not the
Jews. The rest of the time, when not addressing
these children of Judah, he was addressing the
Israelites of the Dispersion.
Remember, the true Judeans (the historical Ju-
dahites of the Old Testament) were steeped in
the Levitical sacrificial law which, from the
year 150 BC onwards, was being appropriated
by the Pharisees. The Pharisees of that day, just
as the Judeo-Christians of today, edited the
Scriptures to suit their own theology; and they
kept the True Law under lock and key. Since
Judaism, from its very inception, was an anti-
Mosaic heresy, Paul could not possibly be talk-
ing about Judaic law. He had to be talking
about the Mosaic Law. Therefore, his audi-
ence was the Mosaic Judahites of Judea, not
the Pharisaic Jews of Idumean or mixed
blood. Paul’s writings are very anti-Pharisaic
because, having rejected Pharisaism, he under-
stood that it was this very heresy that Jesus said
was the ‘traditions of men" that made the Law
"of none effect." The Pharisees of Paul’s day
hated him just as much as they hated Jesus
Christ; and modern Jews still hate Paul, second
only to their hatred of Yahshua Messiah.
Haven’t you heard how the Jews condemn the
New Testament because it is so "anti-Semitic"?

Many Jewish authors,
such as Robert Eisen-
mann (left), are in-
volved in the debunking
of Paul, which has be-
come fashionable with-
in Christian Identity
circles. The Jews of that
day understood that the
awakened Paul was just

as much their adversary as was Jesus, but at
present the anti-Paulians within CI don’t under-
stand this because of the horrible, universal-

sounding translations of the KJV. They think
Paul actually composed these universalistic pas-
sages when it was in fact the Catholic (univer-
sal) Church that doctored his original Greek
writings, making them sound universalist, when
the New Testament Greek actually retains the
Israelite exclusivism and racial awareness of the
Old Testament Hebrew. The fact is that all of
the Apostles and Paul (or including Paul, de-
pending on your point of view) were highly
cognizant of the Jewish heresy that was inces-
santly seeking to usurp the Mosaic Law.
But the common people were not aware of this
ongoing impersonation, a fact which is still true
today.
Hebrews, Chapter 10: 1-17:
"For the law having a shadow of good things to
come, and not the very image of the things, can
never WITH THOSE SACRIFICES which they
offered year by year continually make the com-
ers thereunto perfect…For it is not possible that
the blood of bulls and of goats should take away
sins." (quoting Isa. 1:11-17)
Yet, Yahweh permitted those sacrifices as a
temporary institution for our instruction, thus
highlighting for our instruction the importance
of the Law. All of those sacrificial ordinances
in Numbers and Leviticus were exclusively re-
corded for the Levitical priesthood to follow
and observe UNTIL THE SACRIFICE OF THE
LAMB OF GOD. It is important to understand,
however, that none of the non-sacrificial laws
were abolished. Those are still fully applicable
today, especially the Ten Commandments. Oth-
erwise, how could Paul even talk of "righteous-
ness," as he constantly does? Righteousness is
obedience to the Law, plain and simple.
It is fascinating that many antinomian ministers
concede that the Law was given for Israel’s
instruction, yet they teach that those days are
over and that "the law was done away with at
the cross." Well, what about OUR instruction?
What about THEIR instruction? What kind of
"faith" can you have without any rules? Appar-
ently, the Sermon on the Mount was wasted on
these people! Their "faith" consists in believing
that they are "saved" no matter what laws they
don’t obey! Hasn’t anybody warned them about
the Judgment Day at which we will all be
judged according to our WORKS? (Acts 26:20;
Rom. 13:13 (What kind of charity is it that hath
no works?); 2Cor. 11:15; Rev. 20:12-13.)
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They simply ASSUME that Paul’s conception
of "faith" excludes the Law being written in our
hearts. They never talk about this Covenantal
connection between the Law and real Faith.
And, if there is to be a Kingdom, what kind of
Kingdom can there be without the protection of
Law and the internalisation and enforcement of
it? The antinomians are seeing the fruit of their
teaching today in the fact that Christian civiliza-
tion is collapsing under the weight of its igno-
rant bliss.
Returning to Hebrews, Chapter 10:
"Above when he said, Sacrifice and offering and
burnt offering for sin thou wouldest not, neither
hadst thou pleasure therein; which are offered
by the law [of sacrifices, not the Whole Law!!!];
Then said he, Lo, I come to do thy will, O God.
He taketh away the first, that he may establish
the second."
What is the first? It is the law and the priesthood
that was dedicated to the ritual sacrifices. It was
that part of the Law, and only that part of the
Law, that was done away with, in order to make
room for the second.
What is the second?
"For by one offering [that is, Jesus Christ offer-
ing Himself as our Kinsman Redeemer for our
past sins] he hath perfected forever them that
are sanctified."
Of course, the use of the past tense makes it
sound like Paul is saying that this "perfection"
was accomplished in us at Calvary that very
day. We have to forgive Paul for a bit of fiery
oratory, for we are still in the process of this
perfecting experience. He is speaking of the
potential that is within us. Yahshua Messiah
took away the obstacle to our perfection, our
original sin. It has taken us two thousand years
to comprehend what the Scriptures are telling
us, namely, that we, God’s Chosen People Isra-
el, are to be perfected by having the Law written
in our hearts. Paul continues by quoting Jer.
31:31-34:
"Whereof the Holy Ghost also is a witness to us;
for after that he had said before, THIS IS THE
COVENANT THAT I WILL MAKE WITH
THEM AFTER THOSE DAYS, SAITH YAH-
WEH, I WILL PUT MY LAWS INTO THEIR
HEARTS, AND IN THEIR MINDS WILL I
WRITE THEM; AND THEIR SINS AND INIQ-
UITIES WILL I REMEMBER NO MORE."

Now, is Paul confirming the Covenant with
Israel or isn’t he? The simplistic interpretation
of Paul as saying the Whole Law has been
abolished is utter stupidity!! He teaches nothing
of the sort! His context is the SACRIFICIAL
LAW ONLY and he ABSOLUTELY VERI-
FIES THAT THE LAW WILL BE WRITTEN
IN OUR HEARTS. This is the Promise, folks!
And if Yahweh promises, He delivers!
"For I speak to you "Gentiles" [true meaning:
the Israelites of the Dispersion, not "non-Jews"
as the lying scribes have led you to believe],
inasmuch as I am the apostle to the Dispersed,
I magnify mine office. [Now, ask yourself:
"Would pagan non-Israelites of that day even
have any idea what Paul was talking about, let
alone have any interest in the promises of some
religion they have absolutely no knowledge or
tradition of?"] If by any means I may provoke to
emulation THEM WHICH ARE MY FLESH,
and might save some of them."
What part of THEM WHICH ARE MY FLESH
don’t you understand?

Given Paul’s constant
references to his Isra-
elite flesh, it is amaz-
ing that so many
completely ignore
these references and
simply assume he is
either spiritualizing
or generalizing to all
nations!! Paul was a
Benjamite of the Dis-

persion. As such, he understood the plight of the
Dispersed of Israel better than Peter. That is
why Peter yielded to Paul on this account, when
Peter realized that just because a non-Judean
Israelite was uncircumcised, he is not necessar-
ily "unclean." Yahshua Messiah came to redeem
All Israel, not just those who resided in Judea,
but those Dispersed throughout Asia and Eu-
rope as well. And that is precisely TO WHOM
the Apostles went!
The universalists have totally misinterpreted
this exclusive message and they try to argue,
deliberately avoiding the Covenant teachings,
that the New Testament is about "salvation for
all." For those of you who are concerned about
the "salvation" of the other races, I can tell you
that their salvation is dependent upon OURS.
Non-Israelites are saved only through OUR
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intervention, through our ability to exemplify
and establish the Kingdom. As soon as the
blinded within True Israel step aside, the job
can proceed. This is the "White Man’s Burden,"
as Kipling so eloquently put it. Burden or desti-
ny, the challenge is yours, IF you are of the
Covenant Race.
If you cannot see that "diversity" has been a
complete failure, then you are most assuredly
blinded by rhetoric and find it impossible to see
reality. History has proven this fact over and
over again: When Whites give up their authori-
ty, chaos ensues. Just ask the Whites in South
Africa and Rhodesia (Zimbabwe) how well the

ruling clique of Blacks treats them. They can’t
even feed themselves. Can you spell ‘genocide’?
The Jews, the Judeo-Christians and the univer-
salists have all rewritten Scripture in an attempt
to deny the Covenant Message. They are the
blind leading the blind. By redefining such
words as ‘Gentile’ and ‘Judah’ to mean some-
thing not intended by the original authors, they
have convinced most Christians that they can-
not possibly be the True Chosen People, Israel.
Now, dear Christian, do you see how thorough-
ly you have been deceived by Judeo-Christiani-
ty?

To be  continued

The Mistaken J (Part 6)
Yahweh's Assembly In Yahsuha

My People Shall Know My
Name

NO other Name can
reveal the true
Heavenly Father, and

the truth of who He is, as His
personal Name Yahweh does.
This singular truth alone
renders all arguments for using

substitutes null and void.

Consider these passages that testify to the
necessity of the sacred Name:

Salvation is strictly in Yahweh’s Name and
in His Name alone.

“Neither is there salvation in any other: for there
is none other name under heaven given among
men, whereby we must be saved” (Acts. 4:12).
“And it shall come to pass, that whosoever shall
call on the name of Yahweh shall be
delivered…” (Joel 2:32) “The name of Yahweh
is a strong tower: the righteous runs into it, and
is safe” (Prov. 18:10)

We are commanded to call on Him in His
Name when we pray or praise Him:

“From the rising of the sun unto the going down
of the same Yahweh’s Name is to be praised”
(Ps. 113:3).

Those who revere and call on His Name are
special to Yahweh:

“Because he has set his love upon me, therefore
will I deliver him: I will set him on high, because
he has known my name” (Ps. 91:14). “Then they
that feared Yahweh spoken often one to another:
and Yahweh hearkened, and heard it, and a book
of remembrance was written before him for them
that feared Yahweh, and that thought upon his
name. And they shall be mine, says Yahweh of
hosts, in that day when I make up my jewels; and
I will spare them, as a man spares his own son
that serves him” (Mal. 3:16-17).

The saints will gather in His Name:

“And I will strengthen them in Yahweh: and they
shall walk up and down in his name, says
Yahweh” (Zech. 10:12). “And I will bring the
third part through the fire, and will refine them
as silver is refined, and will try them as gold is
tried: they shall call on my name, and I will hear
them: I will say, It is my people: and they shall
say, Yahweh is my Elohim” (Zech. 13:9).

His people have not denied His Name:

“I know your works: behold, I have set before
you an open door, and no man can shut it: for
you have a little strength, and have kept my
word, and have not denied my name” (Rev. 3:8).
“I know your works, and where you dwell, even
where Satan’s seat is: and you hold fast my
name, and have not denied my faith, even in
those days wherein Antipas was my faithful
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martyr, who was slain among you, where Satan
dwells” (Rev. 2:13).

His people and His future city shall know
and be called by His personal, revealed

Name Yahweh:

“Therefore my people shall know my name:
therefore they shall know in that day that I am
he that does speak: behold, it is I” (Isa. 52:6). “O
Yahweh, hear; O Yahweh, forgive, O Yahweh,
hearken and do; defer not, for your own sake, O
my Elohim: for your city and your people are
called by your name” (Dan. 9:19). “If my people,
which are called by my name, shall humble
themselves, and pray, and seek my face, and turn
from their wicked ways; then will I hear from
heaven, and will forgive their sin, and will heal
their land” (2 Chron. 7:14). “That they may
possess the remnant of Edom, and of all the
heathen, which are called by my name, says
Yahweh that does this” (Amos 9:12). “Even
every one that is called by my name: for I have
created him for my glory, I have formed him;
yea, I have made him” (Isa. 43:7). “Why should
you be as a man astonied, as a mighty man that
cannot save? Yet you, O YAHWEH in the midst
of us, and we are called by your name; leave us
not” (Jer. 14:9). “Your words were found, and I
did eat them; and your word was unto me the joy
and rejoicing of mine heart: for I am called by
your name, O YAHWEH Elohim of hosts” (Jer.
15:16).

The very Elect will be sealed in His Name:

“And I looked, and, lo, a Lamb stood on the
mount Zion, and with him an hundred forty and
four thousand, having his Father’s name written
in their foreheads” (Rev. 14:1). “And they shall
see his face; and his name shall be in their
foreheads” (Rev. 22:4).

His Name will be a test of our obedience:

“Pour out your fury upon the heathen that know
you not, and upon the families that call not on
your name…” (Jer. 10:25; Rev. 13:17 with 14:1).

His Name is the focus of those who rebel
against Yahweh:

“A son honours his father, and a servant his
master: if then I be a father, where is mine
honour? And I be a master, where is my fear?

Says Yahweh of hosts
unto you, O priests,
that despise my name.
And ye say, wherein
have we despised thy
name?” (Malachi 1:6)
“And he opened his
mouth in blasphemy
against Yahweh, to
blaspheme his name,

and his tabernacle, and them that dwell in
heaven” (Rev. 13:6). “And men were scorched
with great heat, and blasphemed the name of
Yahweh, which has power over these plagues:
and they repented not to give him glory” (Rev.
16:9).

Punishment awaits those who refuse and
shun His Name and His worship:

“But cursed be the deceiver, which has in his
flock a male, and vows, and sacrifices unto
Yahweh a corrupt thing: for I am a great King,
says Yahweh of hosts, and my name is dreadful
among the heathen” (Mal. 1:14). “Pour out your
wrath upon the heathen that have not known you,
and upon the kingdoms that have not called upon
your name” (Ps. 79:6). “Pour out your fury upon
that heathen that know you not, and upon the
families that call not on your name…” (Jer.
10:25). “He that believes on him is not
condemned: but he that believes not is
condemned already, because he has not believed
in the name of the only begotten Son of Yahweh”
(John 3:18). “And the nations were angry, and
your wrath is come, and the time of the dead,
that they should be judged, and that you should
give reward unto your servants the prophets, and
to the saints, and them that fear your name, small
and great; and should destroy them which
destroy the earth” (Rev. 11:18).

His Name Offers Protection, Salvation

The saving nature of Yahweh’s Name will be
dramatically demonstrated when the age-ending
plagues are unleashed on this world. Just as the
four angels standing at the four corners of the
earth are about to release their devastation, John
in Revelation 7 notices another angel
intervening. That angel issues a specific
command to the four others: “Hurt not the earth,
neither the sea, nor the trees, till we have sealed
the servants of our Elohim in their foreheads”
(verse 3).
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Just how are Yahweh’s servants “sealed”? We
find that answer in Revelation 14:1: “And I
looked, and lo, a Lamb stood on the mount Zion,
and with him an hundred forty and four
thousand, having his Father’s NAME written in
their foreheads.”

His Name is an identifying mark and offers
protection against the impending calamity from
a wrathful Yahweh that will devastate this earth.
How can He punish those who have His Name
in their minds and hearts? In the ninth chapter
we witness what happens to those without the
protection of His Name: “And it was
commanded them [locusts] that they should not
hurt the grass of the earth, neither any green
thing, neither any tree; but only those men which
have not the seal of Elohim in their foreheads.
And to them it was given that they should not
kill them, but that they should be tormented five
months: and their torment was as the torment of
a scorpion, when he strikes a man. And in those
days shall men seek death, and shall not find it;
and shall desire to die, and death shall flee from
them” (Rev. 9:4-6).

Again, notice what exactly it is that Yahweh’s
people, then saved and living in the Kingdom at
New Jerusalem, have sealed in their foreheads:
“And there shall be no more curse: but the throne
of Elohim and of the Lamb shall be in it; and his
servants shall serve him: And they shall see his
face; and his Name shall be in their foreheads”
(Rev. 22:3-4).

Imagine the shame of rebelling against His Name
today, only to have it in one’s forehead in the
Kingdom! This gives us serious doubts as to
whether someone who deliberately rejects His
Name will even BE in the Kingdom.

The prophet Ezekiel foretold what Yahweh
would do in the Kingdom.

“So will I make my holy name known in the
midst of my people Israel; and I will not let them
pollute my holy name any more: and the heathen
shall know that I am Yahweh, the Holy One in
Israel” (39:7).

Join those who call upon Yahweh’s Name. The
Book of Acts may yet have the final chapter, 29,
written some day, and we hope you will join us
in prayer that our names will be in that register

book of Yahweh’s people and will not be blotted
out!

His Name Is the Foundation for All Truth

Now that we have seen that Yahweh’s Name is
basic to the truth of the Scriptures, we can also
realize how it forms the foundation of True
Worship, which shapes the spiritual temple.

When Yahweh says His people will know His
Name, He means that through His revealed
Name that He Himself is revealed. By telling His
people His Name and then saving them, He
manifests His innermost character and very
nature. As the Concise Bible Handbook says,
“’To know’ in the Old Testament goes beyond
the mere possession of information, to the active
enjoyment of fellowship with the person
known,” p. 54. He is our Heavenly FATHER.
We worship Him in an intimacy that no other
name or title can possibly express. His Name
binds His people in a Covenant relationship.

For the past 2,000 years churchianity has been
constructing another building, which rests upon
another cornerstone cut from a quarry of Greco-
Roman teachings. These beliefs are cemented
with paganistic practices, humanistic
philosophies, Hellenistic and Latin customs, and
include a Savior bearing a Latinised Greek name.
This spiritual building does not rest upon the
foundation of the true Redeemer of Israel. Our
Bible is HEBREW, not Greek or Roman.

Scripture clearly reveals that salvation is
available only in “the Stone which the builders
have rejected,” Acts 4:12. That same verse also
states, “There is no other Name under heaven
given to men by which we must be saved,” NIV.
Verse one reveals that those being spoken to
were the priests and Sadducees, and Hebrew was
the language of the Temple.
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His Name is to be carried to all people as we
follow Paul’s example: “But Yahshua said unto
him, Go your way: for he is a chosen vessel unto
me, to bear my name before the Gentiles, and
kings, and the children of Israel” (Acts 9:15).
Yahweh promises that His Name shall be great
among the gentiles. All the world will honor and
offer prayers to His Name, Malachi 1:11:

“For from the rising of the sun even unto the
going down of the same my name shall be great
among the Gentiles; and in every place incense
shall be offered unto my name, and a pure
offering: for my name shall be great among the
heathen, says Yahweh of hosts.”

The last message to be given before the return
of the Savior is the proclamation of Yahweh’s
Name in the power and spirit of EliYAH:
“Behold, I will send you EliYAH the prophet
before the coming of the great and dreadful day
of YAHWEH: And he shall turn the heart of the
fathers to the children, and the heart of the

children to their fathers, lest I come and smite
the earth with a curse” (Mal. 4:5-6).

We are to believe in the Name, John 3:13, 1John
3:23. We are kept in His Name, John 17:11,
Proverbs 18:10. We are justified in His Name, 1
Corinthians 6:11. His Name dwells among us,
Deuteronomy 12:5, 2Samuel 7:13. His Name
influences and controls us in behavior and
worship, Leviticus 18:21; Romans 15. Full
worship is to be where Yahweh chose to place
His Name, Deuteronomy 12:11. And one day
ALL nations shall revere and call upon His
Name, Revelation 15:4.

Turn back to the truth first given to the
patriarchs, and come to KNOW your Heavenly
Father by calling on His personal, revealed
Name Yahweh.

The End OS21583

Adam—Father of All Men?
By

Rev. Seth Adamson

IT has often been
noted that any
concept based on

a wrong premise can
only result in error.
Perhaps the most
amazing example of
this principle is the
almost universally
accepted postulate held
by the many Christian

religious sects, both Protestant and Catholic, that
Adam was and is the father of all the people of
the earth. This premise is so widely held that to
question it seems to be rank heresy. To challenge
it is to imply that there is another explanation. If
so, what is it? Simply this, that there were people
inhabiting this planet thousands, perhaps
countless thousands of years before the time of
Adam. Modern archaeology, anthropology and
carbon dating all support this probability.
"But, by what Scriptural authority can such a
statement be supported?" demands the shocked
Bible student. Since the Bible contains the
principle account of creation let us take another

look at Genesis and see what the Record of
Records has to say. Upon re-reading chapter one
of Genesis you will note that this chapter is an
account of the creation or probably re-creation
of the physical earth, the plants, the animals,
birds, insects and finally man: "So God created
man in his own image, in the image of God
created he him; male and female created he
them." (Gen. 1:27.) This first chapter is the
record of the creation or re-creation of many
former living things including man. It is a
synopsis of a tremendous work and possibly a
very long period of time if "days" meant periods
of time as some believe.
In the second chapter of Genesis the tone seems
more retrospective and contemplative. In the
first verse it reads, "Thus the heavens and the
earth were finished (or re-finished) and all the
hosts of them." Verses 2 and 3 make it clear that
God rested on the seventh day following the six
days, during which period the earth was made
over and restored to its original form, and it was
sanctified on that seventh day. A great period
of time may have elapsed between the seventh
day and the next recorded event. In verse 5 an
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interesting fact is recorded, "... there was not a
man to till the ground." The inference is strong
that the first ‘created man’ as recorded in the first
chapter of Genesis was not a farmer. If not a
farmer or tiller of the soil then to survive he must
have been a hunter and of a nomadic nature. This
conforms with the known archeological and
anthropological evidence of ancient man.
Verse 7 of chapter 2 of Genesis is most amazing
for here is the record of the advent of Adam. The
record is clear, for it says, "And the Lord God
formed man of the dust of the ground, and
breathed into his nostrils the breath of life; and
man became a living soul." This is not just a
recapitulation of the first creation as many have
assumed but is rather the beginning of a
chronological record of the first Adamite, the
father of the Adamic race brought into the world
by the Most High God much later than the first
creation as recorded in the first chapter of
Genesis.
From this point on the Scriptural record deals
with Adam and his descendants almost
exclusively, first a description and location of
his homeland called Eden, his naming of the
animals, the appearance of Eve his wife, the
seduction by Satan, the departure from the
garden, etc. In chapter 4 it is recorded that Cain,
Eve's son—fathered by Satan—see 1 John
3:12—after having murdered his brother Abel
left the area and went to Nod, a country
immediately east of Eden where he married a
native woman of that country, a descendant of
the original created peoples, and established the
Canaanite line of ancestry. Chapter 5 of Genesis
begins by stating, "This is the book of the
generations of Adam." Beginning with verse 3
on to the end of the chapter is the genealogical
record of the Seth line of descendants from
Adam and Eve until the time of Noah. This
record is continued in Chapter 10 and 11, from
Noah to the time of Abram whose name was
changed to Abraham as recorded in verse 5
chapter 17.
The succeeding chapters of the great Book of
Genesis is the record of the activities of the
Abraham line of descent through Isaac and Jacob
and his 12 sons until the death of Joseph. As
Jacob was re-named Israel, his descendants—the
families of the 11 sons, plus the 2 sons of Joseph,
became known as the Tribes of Israel or the
Israelites. These people, at the time of Joseph,
lived in Egypt. The Bible records their migration
out of Egypt under the leadership of Moses into

the Middle East, then later their captivity and
subjugation by forces composed of some of the
ancient peoples who took them to the Assyrian
and Babylonian countries.
The Old Testament Scriptures do not record their
history from this point which has led some to
erroneously believe these tribes disappeared or
were "lost"—thus leading to the "lost tribes of
Israel" myth. This is not true because secular
history records the movement and migrations of
these people on into central, northern and
western Europe, and from there to North
America and Australia where they have in these
latter days established their identity as the great
western, Christian nations of the world such as
Great Britain, Germany, Norway, Sweden,
Denmark, Holland, Finland, the United States,
etc.

To further confuse the racial identity picture is
the presence of the black peoples. Are they too
a part of the first creation of man? We know that
the Most High God does not violate his own
laws. The basic law of genetics—"like begets
like"—is specifically stated in the first chapter
of Genesis verse 24, "And God said, let the earth
bring forth the living creature after his kind, and
creeping thing, and beast of the earth after his
kind, and it was so." With this basic genetic
principle in mind we can be sure the white race
did not originate from either the people of the
first creation, the Tatar or mongoloid race or the
Adamic, Aryan, white Caucasian race.
From the Genesis account we might conclude
that the blacks were included in the first creation,
as one of "the living creatures after his kind."
Another possibility is that they came to this
planet as axe men and swordsmen aboard
Lucifer's spaceships, which were forced down
to earth by St. Michael at the time of the great
battle for the control of the universe as recorded
in Revelation 12:7-8.
Thus we see on the earth today,
1) the descendants of the first creation, the Tatars
or Mongolian peoples.
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2) the blacks and
3) the descendants of Adam or the white race.
Here are three distinct racial groups together
with varying mixtures of each.
The mistaken premise that all people are
descendants of Adam has contributed to the false
and satanic cult of equalitarianism which holds
that all men are equal and that the only difference
between the races are the superficial ones of skin
colour and culture. The unbiased and observant
white person who has lived among the other
races knows that skin pigmentation is not
superficial but rather is a natural system of
colour coding indicative of the great difference
between the races. This observation only

confirms the many Scriptural declarations made
by the Most High God to his people Israel—
descendants of Adam—of which the following
is typical, "For thou are a Holy People unto the
Lord thy God; the Lord thy God hath chosen thee
to be a special people unto Himself above all
people that are upon the face of the earth." (Deut.
7:6.)
This and many similar Scriptural statements, by
the Most High God to his people Israel, make it
abundantly clear that there are not only different
kinds of people on the earth but that the white
people of the modern Christian nations are
indeed the direct descendants of Adam through
Jacob—Israel.

The End OS21739

Did God Build A “Nation” Or A “Race”?
By:

Edward Charles Anderson

THE “TITLE” of my thesis is directed to
those that may not be familiar with the
Christian Identity Message or to those

that “know” about it but have a different
Scriptural viewpoint of this matter because they
only use a select few verses of Scripture that they
twist out of context to “prove” their ideas. For
those in between, I hope this to be an informative
“review.”

I find my article necessary because “someone”
(and a few others) who claims to have been in
“on the ground floor” of the Christian Identity
Movement, states God was building a
“NATION” when he called Israel and NOT a
“RACE” and refers to TWO main verses of
Scripture to prove his/their doctrine, as well as
a few other “minor” verses that are twisted out
of context. The problem and confusion here lies

in the fact that “NATION” is referred to MANY
times in Scripture in regards to Israel, so I can
understand where that viewpoint comes from,
but then again, when you look at the
BEGINNING of that “NATION” and the
pertinent verses that accompany this subject, it
is CLEARLY about “RACE”!!! Yes, God
clearly built a “NATION” of Israel, but He did
it with a specific “RACE” of People, and THAT
should have been clear to the people who claim
to have studied this situation.

I will not state that those that profess a different
viewpoint are not “saved” but my concern is that
when one speaks/writes anything about/for God,
what they write/ state/ speak HAS TO BE 100%
CORRECT!!! I fear to be the one that takes
God’s Word with a flippant sloppy attitude!!! I
will start with the “MAIN” verses of Scripture
and their arguments so you can fully understand
the situation and judge the fact of the matter for
yourself.

Gen 14:14 “And when Abram heard that his
brother was taken captive, he armed his trained
servants, born in his own house, three hundred
and eighteen, and pursued them unto Dan.”

This is one of the MAIN verses used to prove
that these “servants” were pagan/heathen people
and NOT of Abram’s own blood and that they
were eventually “mixed” into Abram’s family to
form this “NATION.” There are several other
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minor verses used to “prove” these are
“pagan/heathen” people and I will list these
verses and then proceed to explain the errors that
have been used. But what I find most interesting
with this verse is that the word “servant” in the
KJV is IN ITALICS, which means that this word
has been ADDED!!! It “may be assumed” who
Abram “trained” were “servants,” but I will state
that this is NOT the case!!! You will find out
later how I come to my conclusions.

Gen 15:1 “ A f t e r
these things the word of
the LORD came unto
Abram in a vision,
saying, Fear not,
Abram: I am thy shield,
and thy exceeding great
reward.”

Gen 15:2 “ A n d
Abram said, Lord
GOD, what wilt thou

give me, seeing I go childless, and the steward
of my house is this Eliezer of Damascus?”

Gen 15:3 “And Abram said, Behold, to me thou
hast given no seed: and, lo, one born in my house
is mine heir.”

Gen 15:4  “And, behold, the word of the LORD
came unto him, saying, This shall not be thine
heir; but he that shall come forth out of thine
own bowels shall be thine heir”.

Some of the main “errors” that the people that
use these verses to “prove” that God was
building a “NATION” and not a “RACE” are
because (1) we are not TOLD that these
“servants” are of pagan/heathen people, IT IS
ASSUMED (2) Abram states: “I go
childless…You have given no seed…one born
in my house is my heir.” (3) We “believe” that
Abram only had the two sons, Ishmael and Isaac.
When one uses the Scriptures as sloppy and
careless as these people do, it is no wonder they
have a different view of the Scriptures. I don’t
have a any “Degrees or PhD” in Scripture but if
sloppy and careless reading/studying/believing
of the Scriptures is the result of having one, it’s
a good thing I didn’t waste my money!!!

I’ll examine these verses before I add any others
for clarity. The “after these things” of Gen.15:1
is the battle and defeat of the kings that had taken

Lot and the people of Sodom & Gomorrah
captive. God then gave Abram a vision
afterwards and we are told that Abram is
“childless” and a “servant born in his house is
the heir.” It is ASSUMED that these 318 men
stated in Gen. 14:14 are “servants” but I have
pointed out that that word is in “italics” and that
means it has been ADDED “for clarity”!!! But
the problem here is, how does one know
“servants” is the proper idea because it is the
word “trained” that the emphasis is on in the
Hebrew, and the word “servant” is not in the
Hebrew!!! One way around this dilemma for
them is to state that these “pagan/heathen”
people can be “ADOPTED” by Abram in order
that they could inherit all of his property
“LEGALLY,” again, a major ASSUMPTION,
and not stated in Scripture. I believe there is
ANOTHER, better explanation of this situation
that explains WHO these “servants” are, and I
will get to that after the next batch of Scripture.
I have to lay a little more “groundwork” to make
this all come together since most will not have
looked at this situation from the angle that I’m
going to show you. It will clear up the NATION
/RACE issue of the Identity Movement.

Gen 16:1  “Now Sarai Abram's wife bare him
no children: and she had an handmaid, an
Egyptian, whose name was Hagar.”

Gen 16:2  “And Sarai said unto Abram, Behold
now, the LORD hath restrained me from
bearing: I pray thee, go in unto my maid; it may
be that I may obtain children by her. And Abram
hearkened to the voice of Sarai.”

Gen 16:3  “And Sarai Abram's wife took Hagar
her maid the Egyptian, after Abram had dwelt
ten years in the land of Canaan, and gave her to
her husband Abram to be his wife.”

Gen 16:4  “And he went in unto Hagar, and
she conceived: and when she saw that she had
conceived, her mistress was despised in her
eyes.”

We are informed by Scripture that Abram was
in Canaan ten years before he took Hagar as a
wife. It is ASSUMED, as usual, that Abram had
ONLY these two wives and that was it, and all
of the other people in his household were
servants/slaves that he either bought or what
came with him when he left Haran. The problem
here is that there is too much ASSUMPTION
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when it comes to these verses!!! Abram was
living in Haran in the Land of the Chaldeans
which were ruled by the Code of Hammurabi.
Concubines were the norm under this Law and
during that time Abram was definitely a man of
the times, for we are clearly TOLD of his
“concubines and offspring” in:

Gen 25:1  “Then again Abraham took a wife,
and her name was Keturah.”

Gen 25:3 “And Jokshan begat Sheba, and
Dedan. And the sons of Dedan were Asshurim,
and Letushim, and Leummim.”

Gen 25:4  “And the sons of Midian; Ephah, and
Epher, and Hanoch, and Abida, and Eldaah. All
these were the children of Keturah.”

Gen 25:5  “And Abraham gave all that he had
unto Isaac. “

Gen 25:6  “But unto the sons of the concubines,
which Abraham had, Abraham gave gifts, and
sent them away from Isaac his son, while he yet
lived, eastward, unto the east country.”

We are CLEARLY told in Gen. 25:6 that
Abraham had CONCUBINES and CHILDREN
by them!!! We are not told WHEN he had all of
these concubines and their children but I would
surmise that a lot, if not most of those 318 men
“born in his household” came from all of these
concubines. We are also not told HOW MANY
concubines he had, but if he had six children with
what little time he spent with Keturah, it is not
inconceivable to believe that most or all of those
318 men “born in his house” came from them,
especially since he lived 175 years and that
would enable him to have that many children and
then some.

2 Ch 11:21 “And Rehoboam loved Maachah the
daughter of Absalom above all his wives and his
concubines: (for he took eighteen wives, and
threescore concubines; and begat twenty and
eight sons, and threescore daughters.)”

2 Ch 12:13 “So king Rehoboam strengthened
himself in Jerusalem, and reigned: for
Rehoboam was one and forty years old when he
began to reign, and he reigned seventeen years
in Jerusalem, the city which the LORD had
chosen out of all the tribes of Israel, to put his
name there. And his mother's name was Naamah
an Ammonitess”

As can be seen from the verses above, Rehoboam
had eighteen wives and SIXTY concubines, from
which he had produced EIGHTY-EIGHT
children and believed to be only FIFTY-SEVEN
YEARS OLD!!! Think of how many children he
could have had, had he lived to be 175 and if a
number of those wives and concubines had twins
or triplets!!! It wouldn’t take too many years for
Abraham to have had 318 children by all of the
wives and concubines that he had. Again, we are
told that he HAD concubines and CHILDREN
by them, we are not told HOW MANY, but I can
pretty much prove that most of the kings and
great chiefs of Israel had an appetite for women.
Solomon is the prize winner but Rehoboam was
no slouch when it came to collecting women and
children.

As mentioned earlier, “servants” in Gen. 14:14
are in the italics and is not part of the Hebrew
text; it has been ADDED for clarity, and Abram
did not call the “one born in my house” a
“servant,” it is ASSUMED. I feel this “clarity”
of the use of “servant” in Gen. 14:14 has been a
big mistake but with what all I have shown you
thus far, you can draw your own conclusions. I
have no choice but to believe that the 318 men
that were born in his house were the result of all
of the concubines that this “great chief” of Israel
had. And there is no need to “legally adopt”
anyone to inherit Abraham’s possessions. Sarah
and Hagar were Abraham’s WIVES, and all
others that he took were his concubines, and
then, after Sarah died, Abraham took Keturah as
a wife. But the MAIN POINT we can take from
these verses is that all of these concubines and
children of Abraham were sent to the east,
away from Isaac!!! There was no marriage
with these sons/servants with Isaac or his
children!!!
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Now the question could be asked if it was only
the concubines and their children from Abraham
that were sent away or if all of the servants were
sent also. I believe we can get a fair answer to
that question if we do a little math. We know in
Gen 14:14 that Abram had 318 “servants” that
were born in his house. He then had Ishmael,
Isaac, and then the six sons of Keturah and then
we have to add Keturah.

The Expulsion of Hagar and Ishmael

Let us say that this is ALL of the people he had
when he died for a total of 327 people. Abraham
dies, and we have to assume that all of these
“servants" are passed on to Isaac. We add
Rebecca, his wife and their two sons Jacob and
Esau. We will not count any “servants” born in
Isaac’s house during his lifetime, but as you can
see, there should have been HUNDREDS of
more people added to Isaac’s “house” if all of
these “servants” and their offspring are included
in this “nation building”!!! And when Isaac dies,
Jacob should have inherited all of these servants
and their offspring. Yes, I am well aware that
many of Abrahams’ original servants would be
dead by now, for any of you bean counters out
there that would try to nitpick my thesis to justify
your theological positions, but if each 318 man
took a wife, that would have increased Abram’s
household to 636 servants.

Now, let’s give them an average of FOUR
children per couple, a very very LOW estimate
for that age, you would have 2544 servants just
in Abraham’s household, and every year, this
total would have increased dramatically into the
THOUSANDS of people when we get to the
time of Jacob!!! But yet, when we are told when
Jacob went down to Egypt, there were ONLY
seventy souls that were counted, which included

Joseph that came from Jacob’s body-his direct
descendants!!!

Where did ALL of these “servants” disappear
from Abraham’s and Isaac’s household Jacob
SHOULD have inherited if God was trying to
build a NATION and they were all
intermarrying!!?? because it is these missing
people that are used to justify a belief in
nationhood!!!

Exo 1:5 “And all the souls that came out of the
loins of Jacob were seventy souls: for Joseph
was in Egypt already.”

 As we are clearly told in the above verse, only
the people born to Jacob were counted!!!
Where do these folks get the idea that God was
building a “NATION” and not a “RACE”
especially when you see that God CHANGED
Abram and Sarai’s names to reflect a RACE, not
a NATION!!!???

Gen 17:5  “Neither shall thy name any more be
called Abram, but thy name shall be Abraham;
for a father of many nations have I made thee.”

Gen 17:6  “And I will make thee exceeding
fruitful, and I will make nations of thee, and
kings shall come out of thee.”

Gen 17:7 “And I will establish my covenant
between me and thee and thy seed after thee in
their generations for an everlasting covenant, to
be a God unto thee, and to thy seed after thee.”

Gen 17:15  “And God said unto Abraham, As
for Sarai thy wife, thou shalt not call her name
Sarai, but Sarah shall her name be.”

Gen 17:16 “And I will bless her, and give thee
a son also of her: yea, I will bless her, and she
shall be a mother of nations; kings of people
shall be of her”.

Gen 17:19  “And God said, Sarah thy wife shall
bear thee a son indeed; and thou shalt call his
name Isaac: and I will establish my covenant
with him for an everlasting covenant, and with
his seed after him. “

Gen 17:21 “But my covenant will I establish with
Isaac, which Sarah shall bear unto thee at this
set time in the next year.”
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I left out a few verses in this narrative because
there was no need to repeat needlessly. One
should get a Bible and read ALL of the
Scriptures to flesh out the story but I highlighted
the most important verses. As can be seen,
Abram’s name was changed to “Abraham”
which means “father of a multitude” and Sarai’s
name was changed to “Sarah” which means
“Princess”!!! In short, with Sarah’s name
change, we are told in Gen. 17:16 that “KINGS
of people shall be of her”!!! KINGS of People
is ROYALTY folks, and you can ONLY pass
“royalty” down through BLOODLINE, not by
“adoption” and these “NATIONS” were to come
DIRECTLY FROM ABRAHAM’S OWN
BODY!!! PLEASE re-read Gen. 17:6 if you are

still confused about this matter because that
verse CLEARLY states TWO things: (1) I will
make thee FRUITFUL, i.e. CHILDREN are to
come directly from him, not by adopting pagans,
(2) KINGS shall “come out of thee” EXACTLY
as was stated for Sarah, and kings can only get
their Right to rule BY BLOODLINE, NOT BY
ADOPTION!!! It is apparent to me that those
that espouse the “NATION” building have
confused Roman ruling practices with the
Hebrew practice. Roman rulers could and did
“adopt” people to succeed them in rule, but in
Hebrew practice, the Right to the Throne was
through direct BLOODLINE!!!

To Be Continued

Harold Stough Notes
Nine Ladies (Stanton Moor II)

Bronze Age Stone Circle

Although
t h i s
embanked
s t o n e
circle is
known as
the Nine
L a d i e s ,
there are
in fact 10
stones here, a buried slab was discovered in 1979
and can be seen to the east of the circle, it is
possible that there were originally even more. In
keeping with many Derbyshire circles none of
the stones are particularly tall and this ring has
a diameter of about 10 metres - there is a faint
trace of the outer bank and what may have been
a small cairn or earth mound near the centre. It
is thought that there were entrances to the
northeast and southwest. Thirty five metres to
the south west of the circle is the 'King Stone' a
single graffiti covered stone that was once
thought to be an outlier but which is now known
to have formed part of a now destroyed ring
cairn. The stone was once taller but was damaged
in recent years after being hit by a vehicle.

The first thing you'll notice when visiting the
Nine Ladies is the pristine state of the turf, the
result of recent renovations at the site which was

rapidly turning
into a
quagmire due
to the pressure
of visitor
numbers. The
neatness and
tidiness of the
grass give the
circle a bit of
an artificial

modern air but once the wild grasses and flowers
have started seeding themselves in the new grass
the place will look a lot more natural but it's
already a huge improvement. The site could once
have had good views to the north (Wye valley)
and the east (Derwent valley), these views are
now obscured by a small copse of trees.

(Left) The broken
King Stone. The
19th (?) century
graffiti reads -
'Bill Stumps'

together with a
cross (or a T) and
a O underneath.

The End
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A TEAM OF SCIENTISTS in London
have carried out high-tech scanning on
eight Egyptian mummies from the

British Museum, uncovering fascinating
information about them, including the revelation
that one of the female mummies has a tattoo
symbolising Archangel Michael on her inner
thigh.

The eight mummies lived during different eras
and came from different walks of life, from
royalty to citizens living along the Nile. One of
the mummies was only around two years of age
when he died, while others lived to see their 50th
birthday. The oldest mummy tested is more than
5,500 years old, while the most recent lived
around 1,300 years ago.

The mummies underwent computerised
tomography scans (CAT scans) and infra-red
reflectography at London hospital, which
revealed what lay underneath their wrappings
for the first time.   The scans enabled the
scientists to build up a 3D image of the ancient
remains, revealing bones, tissue, and vital organs.

The results revealed that the Egyptians suffered
from some of the same health issues that plague
us today, including high cholesterol, fatty diets,
heart problems, and dental issues. But most
fascinating of all was the discovery of a tattoo
on a female mummy, aged between 20 and 35,
which Dr David Antoine, curator of physical
anthropology at the British Museum, described
as “truly a unique and remarkable find”.

A photograph, left, and an infra-red
reflectography of the tattoo found on

the mummified remains of a Sudanese
woman. Photo credit: Trustees of the

British Museum

The 1,300-year-old female mummy was
different from the others in that her remains were
found in Sudan and she had been naturally-
preserved by the hot and arid environment. Her
tattoo represents the symbol of the Archangel
Michael, who features in both the Old and New
Testaments, and who was the Patron Saint of
Medieval Sudan.

“The tattoo on her right inner thigh represents a
monogram that spells Michael in ancient Greek,”
said Dr Antoine. “We have found other examples
of the monogram, but never in the form of a

tattoo.”

A depiction
of

Archangel
Michael

High-tech Scans of Egyptian Mummies Reveal Tattoo
of Archangel Michael

April Holloway
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Michael is an archangel in Hebrew and
Christian, teachings. In the New Testament
Michael leads God's armies against Satan's
forces in the Book of Revelation, where during
the war in heaven he defeats Satan.   Christian
sanctuaries to Michael appeared in the 4th
century, when he was first seen as a healing
angel, and then over time as a protector and the
leader of the army of God against the forces of

evil. By the 6th century, devotions to Archangel
Michael were widespread both in the Eastern and
Western Churches.
The   mummies and the detailed results of the
scans will be available for the first time in a new
exhibition opening on 22nd May at the British
Museum titled “Ancient Lives: New
Discoveries”.

The End OS21683

The Lusitania And The Secrets Of War
(Quoted From The Guardian - May 2014)

By Saul David

The sinking of the Lusitania as depicted in a
propaganda poster to encourage new

recruits. Photograph: Galerie
Bilderwelt/Getty Images

ONE OF THE GREAT MYSTERIES
of the first world war – whether or not
the passenger ship Lusitania was

carrying munitions and therefore a legitimate
target when it was sunk by a German submarine
in May 1915 – has been solved in the affirmative
by newly released government papers. They
contain Foreign Office concerns that a 1982
salvage operation might "literally blow up on us"
and that "there is a large amount of ammunition
in the wreck, some of which is highly dangerous".

Yet the truth was kept hidden in 1915 because
the British government wanted to use the sinking
of a non-military ship, and the loss of 1,198 lives,
as an example of German ruthlessness. It was
also a useful means of swaying American
opinion in favour of entering the war.
It  eventually had the desired effect – the  US
declared war on Germany in April 1917 – but
the lie continued as successive governments,

worried about their ongoing relations with
America, denied there were munitions on board.
These wartime lies are inevitable. The
perpetrators – politicians, civil servants and
soldiers – would argue that the end justifies the
means, and that information that assists the
enemy must remain secret. After the conflict,
however, it's all about protecting reputations.

Take the case of the Sèvres protocol, the secret
deal between the governments of Israel, France
and the UK to topple President Nasser of Egypt
by launching a two-step invasion in 1956
(otherwise known as "the Suez crisis"). Although
reports of the deal leaked out within days, Sir
Anthony Eden, the British prime minister,
always denied its existence and even sent a civil
servant to France to collect all copies and leave
no trace. Yet the proof of Eden's engineered war
remained buried until 1996 when a BBC
documentary on the 40th anniversary of the Suez
crisis obtained a copy from a former head of the
Mossad (Israel's foreign intelligence service).

My own research into the case of the Salerno
mutineers – 191 veterans of the Eighth Army
who were convicted of mutiny for refusing to
join unfamiliar units at the Salerno beachhead in
1943 – turned up documents that proved they
had been lied to and were probably victims of a
miscarriage of justice.

Of course many, if not most, "smoking guns"
have yet to be discovered. The two Australian
officers – lieutenants "Breaker" Morant and
Handcock – executed by the British for shooting
unarmed Boer prisoners during the South
African war of 1899-1902 always claimed they
were following verbal orders approved by their
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commander-in-chief, Sir Herbert Kitchener.
Those orders, they said, were to execute any
Boers captured in British khaki. But when a
member of Kitchener's staff denied this at their
trial, their fate was sealed. Did he lie because
peace talks with the Boers were under way? It is
possible, but documentary evidence will be hard
to find (as Australian campaigners know to their
cost).

Which makes the news that diaries and
documents belonging to Italian dictator Benito
Mussolini might be hidden near the Swiss
border another tantalising prospect. The
documents are said to include important state
papers that Mussolini hoped to use in negotiating
his surrender with the Allies, and should reveal
many of wartime Italy's secrets. But we have
been here before – with the fake Hitler diaries

– and will have to be cautious if they are ever
found.

Does all this matter? Do we need to know the
truth? The answer is yes. We can forgive the lies
at the time – many are often told without malice
and, at least in theory, in the national interest –
but they must at some point be publicly
acknowledged. We need to know why
governments (and individuals) take the decisions
they do. That, to me, is the point of history..

Note: Now all is being revealed as to how both
sides were fooled by the “Money Power” in the
last World Wars into killing each other - Ed.

The End OS21741

The Word Antichrist
John Trotter – Winmalee, Australia

THE words
Antichrist or
antichrists

appear 5 times in the
Scriptures. In
Strong's Concord-
ance the number is
500. These 2 words
appear in the follow-
ing 4 verses: 1 John
2:18, 2:22, 4:3 and 2
John 1:7.

In 1 John 2:18 it is
believed by John that it is the last time or days.
I am sure that the followers of Christ at the time
would have found it very difficult to accept that
Christ was not going to return for another 2000
years. Opposition to the Faith certainly made
the followers of Christ to believe that Christ's
return was very soon.

John says that many had heard that "antichrist"
shall come. In many versions this word is in
capitals. Even Ferrar Fenton provides the capital
A for this word. Whilst I am not totally
convinced, I can still see how many believe that
there is to arise "the Antichrist" sometime in the
future. John goes onto to say that many anti-
christs are already present during his time. In 1
John 2: 22 John provides the basic teaching of

the antichrists. He says, "Who is a liar but he
that denieth that Jesus is the Christ? He is anti-
christ, that denieth the Father and the Son". In 2
John 1:7 John adds to this understanding where
he says, "For many deceivers are entered into
the world, who confess not that Jesus Christ is
come in the flesh. This is a deceiver and an
antichrist". Deceiver means imposter.   (See
Strong's 4108) In 1 John 4:3 there is a reference
to the spirit of antichrist in the King James
Version. Ferrar Fenton says "and every teacher
who does not acknowledge Jesus is not from
God. This then, is the test of the antagonist of
Christ whose coming you have heard of, and
now he is already in the world". This spirit of
the antichrist has expressed itself in many forms
throughout history. The New Age teaching of
today which has its origins in the discussion
between Satan and Eve, expresses many aspects
of the spirit of antichrist.

In 1 John 2:19 we read the following: "They
went out from us, but they were not of us; for if
they had been of us, they would no doubt have
continued with us, but they went out , that they
might be made manifest that they were not all of
us". The reference to "they" I believe refers to
those who were in constant conflict with Christ
whilst He was on earth. They were of their
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father the Devil (John 8:44).   They certainly
denied who He said He was.

To conclude this article I will refer to the mean-
ing of the prefix "anti". In the verses used by
John this prefix does not mean "against". The
word antichrist means an opponent to the Mes-
siah. The prefix "anti" means “opposite", that is
instead of or because of. A synonym for the
prefix is substitution. See Strong's number 473.
The phrase that best explains this prefix is “vy-
ing for the position of ". 2 Thessalonians 2:3-9
expresses more fully the meaning of the prefix
“anti".

When Karl Marx referred to "removing God
from His throne and authority" his intention was
to put in its place human reason and the view
that man himself would replace the need of

having a God in heaven. As a Jew himself he
fully understood the implications. It is also
within the meaning of “anti" that we can under-
stand why the Reformation leaders took the
stand that they did against the Papacy.

It is the “spirit" of antichrist that has permeated
everything in society, whether in the past or in
the future. World leaders whether spiritual or
political are most vulnerable to the persuasion
of this evil spirit. We in the meantime must
continually ask for wisdom and knowledge to
help us understand the subtle difference be-
tween the spirit of Satan and the Spirit of the
God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. May our
prayers be discerning in this matter. (Malachi
3:18, Hebrews 5:14).

The End OS21742

Tony Blair as 'Miranda’ He Who Pays The
Piper

By T Stokes

PEOPLE ASK,
‘why do
politicians get

into power and then
ignore the wishes of the
electorate' ? its quite
simple the financial
backers choose
carefully people with
character flaws that can
be bribed or
blackmailed. Look at
Winston Churchill in

the thirties, both the Times mag and Homes and
Gardens magazine voted Hitler man of the year,
Manpower mag said if Hitler can achieve such
prosperity and with full employment surely we
can do it in Britain?

Many in government admired him and Oswald
Mosely was such a talented negotiator and poli-
tician that he was asked to lead both major
political parties but knew they were too infiltrat-
ed and corrupted so started his own National
Socialists party as an alternative.

Neville Chamberlain had a team which secretly
spent 4 years studying the German model and

planned to implement part of it in Britain, sud-
denly Churchill decided the Russians are not the
threat but Germany, and agitates for war; Hitler
was shocked at this because under the Chamber-
lain agreements the Anglo Saxon family were to
join against Russia.

Churchill had huge gambling, drinking and
whoring bills, and Jock Colville claimed he
usually insisted on ginger haired prostitutes, so
they bought him a ginger tomcat as a private
joke.

Churchill’s sandhurst file, the original and prop-
er one lists him as, 'a confirmed sodomite and a
menace to the younger boys' ( Courtesy of guy
burgess diaries ) this waywardness allowed
Churchill to be used by the bankers, under the
carrot and the stick, you do as we say and you
get paid x amount, you don’t do as we say and
we ruin you. In W W 1 Churchill took bankers
cash in the name of Colonel Arden, and W W II
his secretary said several names were used, Mr.
A Conner’s was alleged to be just one.

How Britain came to be in the EU under such
disastrous terms was because Edward Heath



( Page 23 )

was allegedly a coprophiliac, he would regular-
ly take boys from certain care homes away on
his boat for weekends. His sheets had to be
perfectly white, clean ironed and perfumed,
Heaths obsession with this made the boats name
'morning cloud' the subject of many in house
jokes, nevertheless he was seriously warned 4
times by the police for hanging around public
toilets, special branch had to appoint a man
especially to protect him, it was Liberal party
Leader Jeremy Thorpes threat to bring down
Edward Heath and a big bunch of other politi-
cians, which got him off the Norman Scott
attempted murder court case. The name 'Mr.
Eddy' was well known on Hampstead Heath and
the boys home nearby in the seventies.

Labour politician Tom Driberg was said to
spend as much time in public lavatories as the
houses of parliament and he gave in 1972 a long
list of top people involved in 'blackmailable'
sexual pursuits to M I 5. This same list in the
same order would later turn up in the KGB
London office, top of this list was Sir Anthony
Blunt, who was believed to be a procurer of men
and young lads, when a person dies their bowels
tighten then release, and Blunt was said to have
strangled young boys while being sodomized in
'snuff' killings, this is supposed to heighten the
sexual climax. He would obtain boys from care
homes for David Temple, who was also known
as 'Soxon Rothschild, because he always kept
his socks on while naked.

Blunt knew actor Peter Arne who allegedly
would take food to tramps sleeping in the local
park in exchange for sex and Arne had contacts
at the top of the political tree, and was picked
out by several boys in mug shot pics as hanging
about outside boys schools.

In 1983 at Bow St Magistrates Court a certain
Charles Lynton was fined £50 for attempted
soliciting in city toilets, the police notes were to
disappear later along with several prior verbal
warnings, Charles Lynton was at university well
known as 'Miranda' a promiscuous cross dresser
who played a guitar badly. Charles Lynton is
Tony Blair’s middle names, and it was lord levy
who funded and greased Tony Blair through the
hoop into the prime minister’s office for one
reason, the Iraq war.

Peter Mandelson
and Cherie Blair
hated each other,
Mandelson as top
Rothschild appa-
ratchik for Britian
was rumoured to
boss and bully Blair,
but after a row with
the French the news-
papers were tipped
off anonymously

that Frederic Mitterrand was paying young boys
for sex, but a small security firm phone tapping
for a newspaper, claimed the tip came from
Mandelsons people.

The NSA whistleblower David Murphy-Fawkes
has said they listened in to all Tony Blairs calls,
as the US senate saw him as a lightweight
'Pinocchio' figure.

In march 2003 Peter Mandelson officially en-
dorsed Leo Gillan as his political candidate,
who then lost out to a man in a monkey suit,
'hangus' the monkey was offering a free banana
to schoolchildren, 'hangus' was an in joke on the
campaign to hang war criminals such as Sadd-
am Hussein and Tony Blair.

Mandelson while business minister showed his
true metal while holidaying on Deripaskas
yacht, now Deripaska is banned under organ-
ized crime regs in the USA, but according to the
Daily Mail 23rd May 2010, Nat Rothschild,
Deripaska and Mandelson shook hands on a
£500 million aluminium deal that cost many
Britons their jobs, much of this is said to be in
chemtrail drops. These 3 were joked about in
the MI5 canteen as 'the axis of evil' and 'the 3
jewboys' and when Mandelson was admitted
into a French hospital recently with prostate
problems, the French doctors report told of
felching injuries, felching is the gay sport where
a cardboard tube is pushed into the rectum and
a small furry animal slid down inside, our Peter
apparently was scratched internally rather bad-
ly.

Peter Mandelson is controlling director of the
NSPCC, and when Margaret Hodge ( Oppenhe-
imer) was children’s minister she lived next
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door to Tony Blair, they also knew childline
funders Sarah Caplin and Esther Rantzen, who
are connected to TV mogul Michael Grade.

The Metropolitan police tell us that a score of
scandals have hit children’s homes across the
country, and strangely all has gone very silent,
except for the Holly Greg case, now this is the
only one that involves a girl all the rest being
boys, one reporter for a newspaper asked West-
minster police why has all this not got out,? and
pointed at chief children’s minister Mrs.
Hodge?, and asked if this was a conspiracy of
silence and if so why?

Interestingly a score of names of frequent visi-
tors to these care homes including pop musi-

cians DJs and top politicians. Was a gag order
imposed by Tony Blair,? including mention that
Gordon Brown was close to several rent boys
and Sarah Macauley was paid £50,000 to marry
him and stay the course, this out of publisher
Robert Maxwell's 'black widow fund' which
went usually to Zionist activists. Maxwell's
daughter Ghislaine is said to be fund adminis-
trator and close to Prince Andrew, and all this is
why no politician does what it says on the tin,
because they have to dance to the paymasters
tune ‘He who pays the piper, calls the tune.'

‘There are 1000 hacking at the branches of
evil, but just 1 hacking at the root' - Henry
Thoreau.

The End OS21127

Behind the Balfour Declaration
Britain's Great War Pledge To Lord Rothschild

By Robert John
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To Benjamin H. Freedman, who committed himself
to finding and telling the facts about Zionism and
Communism. and encouraged others to do the same.
The son of one of the founders of the American
Jewish Committee, which for many years was anti-
Zionist, Ben Freedman founded the League for Peace
with Justice in Palestine in 1946. He gave me copies
of materials on the Balfour Declaration which I might
never have found on my own and encouraged my
own research. (He died in April 1984.)

The Institute for Historical Review is providing
means for the better understanding of the events
of our time.

Attempts to review historical records impartially
often reveal that blame, culpability, or dishonour
are not to be attached wholly to one side in the
conflicts of the last hundred years. To seek to
untangle fact from propaganda is a worthy
study, for it increases understanding of how we
got where we are and it should help people resist
exploitation by powerful and destructive
interests in the present and future, by exposing
their working in the past.

THE BALFOUR DECLARATION may
be the most extraordinary document
produced by any Government in world

history. It took the form of a letter from the
Government of His Britannic Majesty King
George the Fifth, the Government of the largest
empire the world has even known, on which --
once upon a time -- the sun never set; a letter to
an international financier of the banking house
of Rothschild who had been made a peer of the
realm.

Arthur Koestler wrote that in the letter "one
nation solemnly promised to a second nation the
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country of a third." More than that, the country
was still part of the Empire of a fourth, namely
Turkey. It read:

Foreign Office, November 2nd,1917
Dear Lord Rothschild,

I have much pleasure
in conveying to you on
behalf of His Majesty's
Government the
following declaration
of sympathy with
Jewish Zionist
aspirations, which has
been submitted to and

approved by the Cabinet:

"His Majesty's Government view with favour the
establishment in Palestine of a national home for
the Jewish people, and will use their best
endeavours to facilitate the achievement of this
object, it being clearly understood that nothing
shall be done which may prejudice the civil and
religious rights of existing non-Jewish
communities in Palestine or the rights and
political status enjoyed by Jews in any other
country."

I should be grateful if you would bring this
Declaration to the knowledge of the Zionist
Federation. Yours sincerely, Arthur James
Balfour.[1]

It was decided by Lord Allenby that the "Decla-
ration" should not then be published in Palestine
where his forces were still south of the Gaza-
Beersheba line. This was not done until after the
establishment of the Civil Administration in
1920.

Then why was the "Declaration" made a year
before the end of what was called The Great War?
"The people" were told at the time that it was
given as a return for a debt of gratitude which
they were supposed to owe to the Zionist leader
(and first President of Israel), Chaim Weizman,
a Russian-born immigrant to Britain from Ger-
many who was said to have invented a process
of fermentation of horse chestnuts into scarce
acetone for production of high explosives by the
Ministry of Munitions.

This horse chestnut propaganda production was
not dislodged from the mass mind by the short

bursts of another story which was used officially
between the World Wars.

So let us dig into the records and bury the
chestnuts forever.

To know where to explore we must stand back
from the event and look over some parts of the
relevant historical background. The terrain is
extensive and the mud deep, so I shall try to
proceed by pointing out markers.

Herzl on the Jewish Problem

Support for a "national home" for the Jews in
Palestine from the government of the greatest
empire in the world was in part a fulfilment of
the efforts and scheming of Theodore Herzl
(1860-1904), descendant of Sephardim (on his
rich father's side) who had published Der Juden-
staat (The Jewish State) in Vienna in l896. It
outlined the factors which he believed had
created a universal Jewish problem, and offered
a program to regulate it through the exodus of
unhappy and unwanted Jews to an autonomous
territory of their own in a national-socialist
setting.

Herzl offered a focus for a Zionist movement
founded in Odessa in 1881, which spread rapidly
through the Jewish communities of Russia, and
small branches which had sprung up in Germa-
ny, England and elsewhere. Though "Zion"
referred to a geographical location, it functioned
as a utopian conception in the myths of tradition-
alists, modernists and Zionists alike. It was the
reverse of everything rejected in the actual
Jewish situation in the "Dispersion," whether
oppression or assimilation.

In his diary Herzl describes submitting his draft
proposals to the Rothschild Family Council,
noting: "I bring to the Rothschilds and the big
Jews their historical mission. I shall welcome all
men of goodwill -- we must be united -- and
crush all those of bad." [2]

He read his manuscript "Addressed to the Roth-
schilds" to a friend, Meyer-Cohn, who said:

Up till now I have believed that we are not a
nation -- but more than a nation. I believed that
we have the historic mission of being the expo-
nents of universalism among the nations and

Lord Balfour
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therefore were more than a people identified with
a specific land.

Herzl replied:

Nothing prevents us from being
and remaining the exponents of
a united humanity, when we
have a country of our own. To
fulfill this mission we do not
have to remain literally planted
among the nations who hate and
despite us. If, in our present

circumstances, we wanted to bring about the
unity of mankind independent of national bound-
aries, we would have to combat the ideal of
patriotism. The latter, however, will prove
stronger than we for innumerable years to come."
[2a]

In this era, there were a number of Christians and
Messianic groups who looked for a Jewish
"return." One of these was the Protestant chap-
lain at the British Embassy in Vienna, who had
published a book in 1882: The Restoration of the
Jews to Palestine According to the Prophets.
Through him, Herzl obtained an audience of the
Grand Duke of Baden, and as they waited for
their appointment to go to the castle, Herzl said
to Chaplain Hechler, ''When I go to Jerusalem I
shall take you with me.''

The Duke gave Herzl's proposal his considera-
tion, and agreed to Herzl's request that he might
refer to it in his meetings outside of Baden. He
then used this to open his way to higher levels
of power.

Through intermediaries, he endeavoured to
ingratiate himself with the Sultan of Turkey by
activities designed to reduce the agitation by
émigré Armenian committees in London and
Brussels for Turkish reforms and cessation of
oppression [A] and started a press campaign to
calm public opinion in London on the Armenian
question. But when offered money for Palestine,
the Sultan replied that his people had won their
Empire with blood, and owned it. ''The Jews may
spend their millions. When my Empire is divid-
ed, perhaps they will get Palestine for nothing.
But only our corpse can be divided. I will never
consent to vivisection. '' [2b]

Herzl met the Papal Nuncio in Vienna and
promised the exclusion of Jerusalem, Bethlehem

and Nazareth from the Jewish state. He started
a Zionist newspaper, Die Welt, and was delighted
to hear from the United States that a group of
rabbis headed by Dr. Gustave Gottheil favored
a Zionist movement. All this, and more, in a few
months.

It was Herzl who created the first Zionist Con-
gress at Basel, Switzerland, 29-31 August 1897,
[B] There were 197 "delegates"; some were
orthodox, some nationalist, liberal, atheist, cul-
turalist, anarchist, socialist and some capitalist.
''We want to lay the foundation stone of the
house which is to shelter the Jewish nation,'' and
''Zionism seeks to obtain for the Jewish people
a publicly recognized, legally secured homeland
in Palestine.'' declared Herzl. And his anti-assim-
ilationist dictum that "Zionism is a return to the
Jewish fold even before it is a return to the
Jewish land," was an expression of his own
experience which was extended into the official
platform of Zionisn as the aim of "strengthening
the Jewish national sentiment and national
consciousness." [3]

Another leading figure who addressed the Con-
gress was Max Nordau, a Hungarian Jewish
physician and author, who delivered a polemic
against assimilated Jews. "For the first time the
Jewish problem was presented forcefully before
a European forum," wrote Weizmann. But the
Russian Jews thought Herzl was patronizing
them as Askenazim. They found his "western
dignity did not sit well with our Russian-Jewish
realism; and without wanting to, we could not
help irritating him." [4]

As a result of the Congress, the "Basic Protocol,"
keystone of the world Zionist movement, was
adopted as follows:

Zionism strives to create for the Jewish people
a home in Palestine secured by public law. The
Congress contemplates the following means to
the attainment of this end:

1. The promotion on suitable lines of the
colonization of Palestine by Jewish agricul-
tural and industrial workers.

2. The organization and binding together of
the whole of Jewry by means of appropriate
institutions, local and international, in ac-
cordance with the laws of each country.
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3. The strengthening and fostering of Jewish
national sentiment and consciousness.

4. Preparatory steps towards obtaining Gov-
ernment consent where necessary to the
attainment of the aim of Zionism.[5]

The British Chovevei-Zion Association declined
an invitation to be represented at the Congress,
and the Executive Committee of the Association
of Rabbis in Germany protested that:

1. The efforts of so-called Zionists to found a
Jewish national state in Palestine contradict the
messianic promise of Judaism as contained in
the Holy Writ and in later religious sources.

2. Judaism obligates its adherents to serve with
all devotion the Fatherland to which they belong,
and to further its national interests with all their
heart and with all their strength.

3. However, those noble aims directed toward
the colonization of Palestine by Jewish peasants
and farmers are not in contradiction to these
obligations, because they have no relation what-
soever to the founding of a national state.[6]

In conversation with a delegate at the First
Congress, Litman Rosenthal, Herzl said:

It may be that Turkey will refuse or be unable to
understand us. This will not discourage us. We
will seek other means to accomplish our end.
The Orient question is now the question of the
day. Sooner or later it will bring about a conflict
among the nations. A European war is imminent.

The great European War must come. With my
watch in hand do I await this terrible moment.
After the great European war is ended the Peace
Conference will assemble. We must be ready for
that time. We will assuredly be called to this
great conference of the nations and we must
prove to them the urgent importance of a Zionist
solution to the Jewish Question. We must prove
to them that the problem of the Orient and
Palestine is one with the problem of the Jews --
both must be solved together. We must prove to
them that the Jewish problem is a world problem
and that a world problem must be solved by the
world. And the solution must be the return of
Palestine to the Jewish people.[American Jewish
News, 7 March 1919]

A few months later, in a message to a Jewish
conference in London, Herzl wrote "the first
moment I entered the Movement my eyes were
directed towards England because I saw that by
reason of the general situation of things there it
was the Archimedean point where the lever
could be applied." Herzl showed his desire for
some foothold in England, and also perhaps his
respect for London as the world's financial
center, by causing the Jewish Colonial Trust,
which was to be the main financial instrument
of his Movement, to be incorporated in 1899 as
an English company.

Herzl was indefatigable. He offered the Sultan
of Turkey help in re-organizing his financial
affairs in return for assistance in Jewish settle-
ment in Palestine.[7] To the Kaiser, who visited

Palestine in 1888 and again
in 1898, [C] he promised
support for furthering Ger-
man interests in the Near
East; a similar offer was
made to King Edward VII
of England (left); and he
personally promised the
Pope to respect the holy
places of Christendom in
return for Vatican

support.[D] But only from the Czar did he
receive, through the Minister of the Interior, a
pledge of "moral and material assistance with
respect to the measures taken by the movement
which would lead to a diminution of the Jewish
population in Russia." [8]

He reported his work to the Sixth Zionist Con-
gress at Basle on 23 August 1903, but stated,
"Zion is not and can never be. It is merely an
expedient for colonization purposes, but, be it
well understood, an expedient founded on a
national and political basis." [9]

When pressed for Jewish colonization in Pales-
tine, the Turkish Sublime Porte offered a charter
for any other Turkish territory [with acceptance
by the settlers of Ottoman citizenship] which
Herzl refused.[11] The British Establishment,
aware of Herzl's activities through his appear-
ance before the Royal Commission on Alien
Immigration, [E] and powerful press organs such
as the Daily Chronicle and Pall Mall Gazette
which were demanding a conference of the
Powers to consider the Zionist program, [12]
somewhat characteristically, had shown a will-
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ingness to negotiate about a Jewish colony in the
Egyptian territory of El-'Arish on the Turco-
Egyptian frontier in the Sinai Peninsula. But the
Egyptian Government objected to making Nile
water available for irrigation; the Turkish Gov-
ernment, through its Commissioner in Cairo,
objected; and the British Agent in Cairo, Lord
Cromer, finally advised the scheme's
rejection.[13]

Meanwhile, returning from a visit to British East
Africa in the Spring of 1903, Prime Minister
Joseph Chamberlain put to Herzl the idea of a
Jewish settlement in what was soon to become
the Colony of Kenya, but through a misunder-
standing Herzl believed that Uganda was intend-
ed, and it was referred to as the "Uganda
scheme." Of the part of the conversation on the
El-'Arish proposal, Herzl wrote in his diary that
he had told Chamberlain that eventually we shall
gain our aims "not from the goodwill but from
the jealously of the Powers." [14] With the
failure of the El-'Arish proposal, Herzl author-
ized the preparation of a draft scheme for settle-
ment in East Africa. This was prepared by the
legal firm of Lloyd George, Roberts and Com-
pany, on the instructions of Herzl's go-between
with the British Government, Leopold
Greenberg.[15]

Herzl urged acceptance of the "Uganda scheme,"
favoring it as a temporary refuge, but he was
opposed from all sides, and died suddenly of
heart failure on 3 July 1904. Herzl's death rid the
Zionists of an "alien," and he was replaced by
David Wolffsohn (the Litvak [F]).[16]

The "Uganda proposal" split the Zionist move-
ment. Some who favored it formed the Jewish
Territorial Organization, under the leadership of
Israel Zangwill (1864-1926). For these territori-
alists, the renunciation of "Zion" was not gener-
ally felt as an ideological sacrifice; instead they
contended that not mystical claims to "historic
attachment" but present conditions should deter-
mine the location of a Jewish national
homeland.[17]

In Turkey, the "Young Turk" (Committee of
Union and Progress) revolution of 1908 was
ostensibly a popular movement opposed to
foreign influence. However, Jews and crypto-
Jews known as Dunmeh had played a leading
part in the Revolution.[19]

The Zionists opened a branch of the Anglo-
Palestine Bank in the Turkish capital, and the
bank became the headquarters of their work in
the Ottoman Empire. Victor Jacobson [G] was
brought from Beirut, "ostensibly to represent the
Anglo-Palestine Company, but really to make
Zionist propaganda among the Turkish Jews."
[20] His contacts included both political parties,
discussions with Arab members of Parliament
from Syria and Palestine, and a general approach
to young Ottoman intellectuals through a news-
paper issued by the Zionist office.[21] In Turkey,
as in Germany, "Their own native Jews were
resentful of the attempt to segregate them as
Jews and were opposed to the intrusion of Jewish
nationalism in their domestic affairs." Though
several periodicals in French "were subvened"
by the Zionist-front office under Dr. Victor
Jacobson, [22] (the first Zionist who aspired to
be not a Zionist leader but a "career" diplomat,)
and although he built up good political connec-
tions through social contacts, "always avoiding
the sharpness of a direct issue, and waiting in
patient oriental fashion for the insidious seed of
propaganda to fructify," [23] yet some of those
engaged in the work, notably Vladimir (Zev)
Jabotinsky (1880-1940), came to despair of
success so long as the Ottoman Empire control-
led Palestine. They henceforth pinned their
hopes on its collapse.[24]

At the Tenth Zionist
Congress in 1911,
David Wolffsohn,
(Left) who had suc-
ceeded Herzl, said in
his presidential ad-
dress that what the
Zionists wanted was
not a Jewish state

but a homeland, [26] while Max Nordau de-
nounced the "infamous traducers," who alleged
that "the Zionists ... wanted to worm their way
into Turkey in order to seize Palestine . It is our
duty to convince (the Turks) that ... they possess
in the whole world no more generous and
self-sacrificing friends than the Zionists." [H]
[27]

The mild sympathy which the Young Turks had
shown for Zionism was replaced by suspicion as
growing national unrest threatened the Ottoman
Empire, especially in the Balkans. Zionist policy
then shifted to the Arabs, so that they might think
of Zionism as a possible make-weight against
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the Turks. But Zionists soon observed that their
reception by Arab leaders grew warmer as the
Arabs were disappointed in their hopes of gain-
ing concessions from the Turks, but cooled
swiftly when these hopes revived. The more than
60 Arab parliamentary delegates in Constantino-
ple and the newly active Arabic press kept up "a
drumfire of complaints" against Jewish immigra-
tion, land purchase and settlement in
Palestine.[28]

"After many years of striving, the conviction was
forced upon us that we stood before a blank wall,
which it was impossible for us to surmount by
ordinary political means," said Weizmann of the
last pre-war Zionist Congress. But the strength
of the national will forged for itself two main
roads towards its goal -- the gradual extension
and strengthening of our Yishuv (Hebrew: liter-
ally, "settlement," a collective name for the
Jewish settlers) in Palestine and the spreading of
the Zionist idea throughout the length and
breadth of Jewry.[29]

The Turks were doing all they could to keep
Jews out of Palestine. But this barrier was
covertly surmounted, partly due to the venality
of Turkish officials, [30] (as delicately put in a
Zionist report -- "it was always possible to get
round the individual official with a little arti-
fice"); [32] and partly to the diligence of the
Russian consuls in Palestine in protecting Rus-
sian Jews and saving them from expulsion.[33]
But if Zionism were to succeed in its ambitions,
Ottoman rule of Palestine must end. Arab inde-
pendence could be prevented by the intervention
of England and France, Germany or Russia. The
Eastern Jews hated Czarist Russia. With the
entente cordiale in existence, it was to be Ger-
many or England, with the odds slightly in
Britain's favor in potential support of the Zionist
aim in Palestine, as well as in military power.[I]
On the other hand, Zionism was attracting some
German and Austrian Jews with important finan-
cial interests and had to take into account strong
Jewish anti-Zionist opinion in England.

But before Zionism had finally reckoned it could
gain no special consideration in Palestine from
Turkey, the correspondent of The Times was able
to report in a message published 14 April 1911,
of the Zionist organ Jeune Turc's [J] "violent
hostility to England" and "its germanophile
enthusiasm," and to the propaganda carried on
among Turkish Jews by "German Zionist

agents." When the
policy line altered,
this impression in
England had to be
erased.[34] The con-
cern of the majority
of rich English Jews
was not allayed by
articles in the Jewish
Chronicle, edited by
Leopold Greenberg,
pointing out that in
the Basle program
there was "not a

word of any autonomous Jewish state," [35] and
in Die Welt, the official organ of the Movement,
the article by Nahum Sokolow, then the General
Secretary of the Zionist Organization, in which
he protested that there was no truth in the
allegation that Zionism aimed at the establish-
ment of an independent Jewish State.[36] Even
at the 11th Congress in 1913, Otto Warburg,
speaking as chairman of the Zionist Executive,
gave assurances of loyalty to Turkey, adding that
in colonizing Palestine and developing its re-
sources, Zionists would be making a valuable
contribution to the progress of the Turkish
Empire.[37]

Notes Part 1

[A]  A letter entered in Herzl's diary on 15 May
1896 states that the head of the Armenian
movement in London is Avetis Nazarhek, "and
he directs the paper Huntchak (The Bell). He will
be spoken to."

[B]  On either side of the main doorway of the
hall hung white banners with two blue stripes,
and over the doorway was placed a six-pointed
"Shield of David." It was the invention of David
Wolffsohn, who employed the colors of the
traditional Jewish prayer shawl. Fifty years later,
the combined emblems became the flag of the
Zionist state. The "Shield of David" is of Assyr-
ian origin: previously a decorative motif or
magical emblem. It appeared on the heraldic flag
of the Jews in Prague in 1527.

[C]   On the latter trip he was accompanied by
his Empress. Their yacht, the Hohenzollern, put
in at Haifa, and they were escorted to Jerusalem
by 2,000 Turkish soldiers.

[D]  Pope Pius X told him that the Church could



( Page 30 )

not support the return of "infidel Jews" to the
Holy Land.[10]

[E]   In 1880, there were about 60,000 Jews in
England. Between 1881 and 1905, there was an
immigration of some 100,000 Eastern Jews.
Though cut by the Aliens Bill of the Balfour
Government, which became law in the summer
of 1905, immigration continued so that by 1914
there was a Jewish population in England of
some 300,000. A leader of the fight against the
Aliens Bill and against tightening up naturaliza-
tion regulations in 1903-1904 was Winston S.
Churchill.[18]

[F]  The Eastern Jews referred to each other as
"Litvaks" (Lithuania), "Galizianers" (Galicia),
"Polaks," "Hungarians," and geographical re-
gions of their ancestral origin, e.g., "Pinskers";
never by the term Jew.

[G]    (1869 -- 1935). Born in the Crimea, and
nurtured in the atmosphere of assimilation and
revolutionary agitation in Russia, Jacobson had
organized clubs and written about Zionism in
Russian Jewish newspapers. After the First
World War, the era of the direct and indirect
bribe and the contact man gave way to one in
which the interests of nationalities, represented
by diplomat-attorneys, had to be met, wrote
Lipsky: "In this new world into which Jacobson
was thrown, he laboured with the delicacy and
concentration of an artist . . working persistently
and with vision to build up an interest in the

cause. He had to win sympathy as well as
conviction." [25]

[H]  In the Zionist Congress of 1911, (22 years
before Hitler came to power, and three years
before World War I), Nordau said, "How dare
the smooth talkers, the clever official blabbers,
open their mouths and boast of progress ... Here
they hold jubilant peace conferences in which
they talk against war... But the same righteous
governments, who are so nobly, industriously
active to establish the eternal peace, are prepar-
ing, by their own confession, complete annihila-
tion for six million people, and there is nobody,
except the doomed themselves, to raise his voice
in protest although this is a worse crime than any
war ... '' [31]

[I]  Approximate annual expenditure for military
purposes by the European Powers in the first
years of the century were: France -- £38,400,000;
Germany -- £38,000,000; Italy -- £15,000,000;
Russia -- £43,000,000; United States --
£38,300,000; Great Britain -- £69,000,000 at
pre-1914 values of sterling.

[J]    Its business manager was a German Jew,
Sam Hochberg. Among invited contributors was
the immensely wealthy Russian Jew Alexander
Helphand who, as "Parvus," was later to suggest
to the German left-wing parties that Lenin and
his associates be sent to Russia in 1917 to
demoralize still further the beaten Russian ar-
mies.

To be Continued

Letters and Views

The English
Constitution

Letter To The
Master of the

Rolls

The High Court
London WC2A 2LL
9th May 2014

My Lord,

I am enquiring as to which of Her Majesty's
Courts is the correct one to place matters of
breaches of the English Constitution and

Common Law and Custom as they relate to
matters of major constitutional importance
before?

For example the authority of the King originates
in common law, which itself goes back way
beyond the normal definition of time before
memory. The last time the authority of the King
was formally discussed in this country was in
the reign of King George III when a vote was
taken in Parliament which itself is governed by
the common law, as to where ultimate
Sovereignty lay with the lawfully anointed  King
or with the House of Commons as the elected
House. King George III won the vote and it was
decided Ultimate and Supreme Sovereignty lay
with him. Prior to that the Question was
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discussed at the Convention (which was not a
Parliament) of the Estates of the England where
they produced the Declaration of Rights 1689
which left the authority of the King as the
Supreme Governor of England untouched, it
remained as it had always been. The Declaration
of Rights was passed into law as the 1689 Bill
of Rights.

Matters touching the authority of England's
Kings/Queens impact upon each and everyone
of Her Majesty's subjects.

Parliament was formed when the first Kings
chose advisors to assist them in the government
of their Kingdoms, this was put on a formal basis
in 1297 when King Edward I summoned
commoners to form the House of Commons. It
was to vote taxes.

Changes to the roll and authority of Parliament
or to the composition of Parliament or to its
composition, or the superiority of one House
over the other or the roll of the Sovereign in
Parliament are of immense interest to each and
every one of us, and these questions touch us
deeply.

 My Lord I have laid out my concerns as clearly
as I can in plain English, I am not asking for you
to give an opinion on my concerns, I have had
the run around from the Royal Courts this
morning with no one able to answer my question
and all claiming to be ignorant of the law. Which
begs the question why are they employed there.
What I do require is an answer to my question.
On matters of major constitutional importance
touching the above mentioned concerns would
the case be heard by a Red Judge sitting in a
Queens Bench court, with a jury? Which is my
belief. Respectfully Submitted, Albert Burgess

—--------

Sweden & WW2

Sir___, Lots of Jews went to Sweden before
WWll. Sweden was used as an experimental
sterilisation project with babies being sterilised
at birth by Jewish doctors and surgeons.

It was rumoured at one time that there were more
American bombers sitting on Sweden's airfields
that in the whole of the USAAF, crews just didn't
fancy fighting and being killed. Yours truly,
PJT, Lincoln.

Letter to The Daily Telegraph

Dear Matthew,

Though many years later than would have
been ideal, your article
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/politics/uk
ip/10839448/My-rivals-should-be-hanged-
for-treason-says-Ukip-candidate.html is to
be commended for all that it contains.  There
is one flaw however.  The death penalty for
treason has never been abolished as it was
far beyond the grasp of Tony Blair to do that,
even though he sought to avoid the gallows
for his known treasonous actions against
Britain.

Hidden behind promises of a common
market with Europe, when Edward Heath
signed the European Communities Act in
1972 he knowingly and wilfully tricked,
deceived and betrayed the British people into
foreign rule by the EEC/EU.   His was the
most calculating and grievous treason in
British history.  He gave away his country,
its sovereignty and its people, receiving
£16,000 for his effort.   Upon signing, his
treason instantly removed him from lawful
office and his treasonous act failed to become
legally binding because treason has no
legitimacy and cannot do that.   His then
treasonous government immediately became
an unlawful assembly as a treasonous
government is not lawful.   It too, has no
legitimacy.

No parliament can bind a successor.  But no
following parliament has ever reversed
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Heath’s treachery.  Instead, every following
prime minister and parliament has
consciously and deliberately lied to reinforce
Heath’s outrageous, unthinkable pretence
that Britain had knowingly and willingly
consented to foreign rule.   As public
servants, neither he nor they ever had such
authority and their actions are treasonable
contrary to English Constitutional and
Common Law for acting against the nation’s
known interests, intent to surrender its
sovereignty, using wilful deception to
deliberately betray the nation and for acting
in the political interests of a foreign power
for others’ benefit.  It is effectively to declare
war on the British Crown and the British
nation.

Every single
p a r l i a m e n t
since Heath’s
therefore, is
and has been
an unlawful
a s s e m b l y
commit t ing
the most
atrocious act
of treason

against their own people, inviting and
imposing foreign rule over their own
country.  Not one has ever acted within the
law.  Having solemnly sworn lifetime oaths
of loyalty and allegiance to Britain, each has
conspired in this treason and they continue
to deceitfully conceal the truth of their illicit
activities from the public as it has long been
known that the British people would never
accept it and would object most violently
were they ever to find out.  But the people
are finding out.   A considerable volume of
Foreign and Commonwealth Office
documentary evidence to prove this
criminality exists in the public domain.  Over
600 pages of it can be read at
http://www.acasefortreason.org.uk/index.ph
p/the-evidence-files and similar evidence is
also to be found in Hansard as a record of
parliamentary activity over the years.

No law or other binding obligation can result
from treason or intent by an unlawful
assembly.  English law therefore, stands as
it was prior to signing of the 1972 Act.  Thus
Britain is not and can never have been part
of the European Union as every Act, EU
Treaty and every statute since 1972 whether
or not given the Royal Assent, is treasonous,
illegal, null and void.  Not one has the force
of law.   The European Union has no
legitimate influence in Britain whatsoever.
Neither does its Napoleonic European Law.
They exist only in certain political minds.
In any case, the supremacy of English law in
this country automatically intercedes and
strikes down any attempt to repeal, subvert,
overrule or replace it.   The pretence of
European influence is none other than
parliamentary make-believe and pure theatre
designed at the highest levels of Westminster
to deceive and subjugate the people to
foreign rule against their will for others’
political purpose, contrary to law.   It is
WILFUL TREASON.

To date, a succession of unlawful British
parliamentary assemblies therefore, having
no legitimacy, illegally and without mandate,
wilfully import and impose upon their own
people, foreign rule and influence that has
no legality in Britain.

But the criminality does not stop there.

In English law, those who support the
commission of treason   -   the voters who
keep the three main parties Lib-Lab-Con in
office at Westminster   -   are guilty of the
same offence which means that they commit
Misprision of Treason (knowing of treason
committed but doing nothing to report or
prevent it) and Compounding (the) Treason
at common law (any act or inaction which
effectively condones, supports or allows the
treason to continue).  These are tried in court
as the original treason.  The legal obligation
to report known treason extends to every
British national from birth.

In addition, members of the British public
have for some years recognised and reported
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the politicians’ treason to the police.  Fifteen
police forces across the country have
accepted and referred these evidential treason
reports to the Metropolitan Police
Commissioner for investigation and
prosecution.   This means the police forces
have examined the evidence to establish that
prima facie cases exist and have then
recorded the allegations, each with a crime
number before referring them to the
Commissioner for action to be taken.   But
the Commissioner refuses to take any action
whatsoever on this unmistakable evidence.
Instead, he disregards the reports as
vexatious and fanciful.   Very clearly, he
attempts to sweep this clear proof under the
mat.

So governmental and the Commissioner’s
corruption are not just criminal, serious
misconduct in public office and dereliction
of duty, but appear to be co-ordinated
according to some other agenda set against
the people of this country.

Gordon Ferguson is totally correct is his
assertions.  The saddest thing being that until
now, it has not gained press publicity even
though the British public have become
increasingly aware that these officials
commit the most serious offence in law,
against them.   If you ever wish to become
newspaper correspondent of the year, I
would recommend concentrating on this one
subject  - Treason.  It will be very much at
the nation’s heart and in the nation’s interest,
will further increase newspaper sales and it
has a very long way to run.  And who knows
how many villains will fall because of it!
The country will owe you an immense debt
of gratitude. Yours sincerely,  Rex Poulton

 _______
The Russian Naval Flags

Sir__, Yet again the Jews, with motor mouths
and keyboards blazing, are making our blood
brothers our enemy.

It worked for them so many times in the past,
they just can’t help themselves. To the tried and
true, is their trumpet’s call.

Known as the 'Andreevsky Flag', for Russia's
patron saint, St. Andrew, it has seldom been
struck in surrender, save for some unfortunate
events in the early 20th century. The Andreevsky
flag is a source of great pride to Russian sailors
and strikes fear into Russia's enemies when it
appears on the battlefield at the head of the
Regiments Equippage, or naval infantry.

The naval jack is similar to the flag of the United
Kingdom, featuring a combination of the St.
George's cross and St. Andrew's cross on a red
field.

Yours truly,  A Belfast NE Reader.

The Highlands

Sir__, The aristocracy have always known about
the Highlands - Salmon from the Dee and
Venison from the hills. When Victoria and
Albert bought Balmoral the newly wealthily
manufacturing classes began to come too, such
as Ian Aukenhead who studied agriculture at
Leeds University and stayed with his mother to
help her over cash problems. He was a real
gentleman and took me as a child for a ride in
his MG sports car and then gave me the bus fare
back to home. He told me that many woollen
mills had machinery, but the machines were too
close together. Insufficient room caused
horrendous accidents. After many years the
politicians passed an act requiring mill owners
to comply with safety standards.
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Most mill owners were put to considerable
expense, but not the Aukenheads. So many of
the manufacturing class are not respectable
people.

Such a lady took her seat at the breakfast table
at the Inn where I was staying, where a Highland
lassie served her a plate of porridge. “What’s
this?” She demanded. “Porridge is made from
oatmeal” “Huh” she smiled, “in England we feed
that to the horses.”

“Oh” said the lassie. “That's why you English
have such fine horses! And we have such fine
men”

I am not a Scottish Nationalist! Yours truly, An
Ancient Mariner.

__________

May 2014 Election Fiasco

The people’s choice
The Borough of Tower Hamlets

Sir__, Although the Islamification of the UK
was not the people’s choice, indirectly they are
accountable for its implementation. It was our
people’s choice at the Ballot Box who placed in
charge the treacherous, treasonous criminals who
are deliberately responsible for the painfully
slow replacement of its indigenous people.
Giving the people the benefit of the doubt the
native Briton was perhaps genuinely naively
complicit in their descent into a minority status.

I could show you pictures of the bomb damage
around the East end of London and show you the
Phoenix that rose from those ashes called Tower
Hamlets. London landmarks like Peckham,
Newham and towns like Oldham, Bradford and
Peterborough also rose from debris of our

bombed out towns and cities and were reborn
as foreign enclaves.

I was going to write about Manchester but
decided not to bother as one can select any one
of a dozen English towns and cities and they
would all look like a tourist snapshot taken
anywhere in the Middle East or beyond. The
people are the same, the only missing feature in
the tourist snapshots are unpaved roads, cattle
pulling ploughs, Holy Cows wandering the
streets, open sewerage and people scavenging
on rubbish heaps. The rest has been brought with
them, child marriage, honour killing, acid
attacks, Halal torture of animals, and Female
Genital mutilation, the common practise of
marrying first cousins and much more.

A freeze frame of the Borough of Tower Hamlets
in 2011 depict a population of about 254,000
which includes one of the highest ethnic
populations of Bangladeshi, which in turn has
placed the “White British” in a minority
status. The “White British” population are a
sub group of 31.2% of the population.
Bangladeshis make up 32% of the population of
Tower Hamlets.

Another piece of news is that there are 21 active
churches in Tower Hamlets affiliated with the
Church of England, including also churches of
many other Christian denominations. Although
the “White English” are now a minority the
really good news for the celebration of diversity
coming out of Tower Hamlets is that there are
now around 40 mosques including Islamic
centres, I assume that includes Madrassas.

To explain diversity to a native of the
Amazonian Forest, a Hottentot or Mud Person
from Mt Hagen in New Guinea it can be
explained as thus. Diversity is a potpourri of
primitive ‘Third World’ communities of
differing cultures and standards of behaviour,
some still practising medieval beliefs living with
a host nation, an advanced society.

They live separate lives, even apart from other
ethnic groups in their own tribal communities or
‘visible ethnic clusters’. They are particularly
suspicious of the people of the host nation but
they have to rely on them heavily as an economic
life-raft or as a parasite might thrive as it feeds
off its host. There are NO redeeming features of
Muticulturalism, I repeat, for the ordinary Briton
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there are none.

I never ceased to be amazed and saddened at the
frailties of human beings when I read of The
Ukraine people wanting closer ties with the
European Union. The carrot was a loan of 13
Billion Euros being offered from the World and
European banks to rebuild its economy. Sound
familiar? Spain, Greece and Ireland have also
been there before. The people of the Ukraine
should understand it is not AID as Russia have
offered, it is a loan and has to be repaid or the
Peoples Presidium in Brussels will institute
austerity measures as Greece and Spain found to
their horror.

I wish that were all but it is not. It would pay the
Ukraine to look closely at the social nightmare
affecting the rest of Europe, the race riots, the
social fragmentation, particularly the incredibly
high number of schools full of children of
immigrants. Still sound attractive? Do you have
a constitution? You are also going to have to
exchange your constitution with the European
constitution or Lisbon Treaty as it is called and
open up your borders to the Third World as the
other member countries have had to do.

I have saved the best part to the end; you will in
a very short space of time be defined to an ethnic
grouping called ‘White Ukrainian’. Your next
door neighbour could well be a Pakistani
Ukrainian or an Indian Ukrainian, Bangla, or
even a black Ukrainian. If you are part of the
European Union no exemption will be made for
you. As a Ukrainian you will be categorised into
a sub grouping and your laws and general
governance will be made in consultation by a
consortium of 21 other countries that will decide
your future.

To the good people of the Ukraine I would like
to add a word of caution if I may. Looking over
the EU wall to what appears on the surface as
Peace, Western Freedom, democracy and
Prosperity which might appear attractive, things
are never what they seem and there is no such
thing as a free lunch.

Brick Lane E.1.
You must be prepared in due course to lose your
freedom of speech and expression as a raft of
cleverly designed laws enacted and emanating
from Brussels purely to silence expressing your
alarm and resentment as the Sub-Saharan

immigrant hordes arrive in their hundreds of
thousands and descend on your towns, cities and
villages like Locusts as we have experienced in
the other occupied European countries. It might
be better to stick with the devil you know rather
the devil you do not know. Welcome to our world.
Yours truly, Albion.

The End

Steven Books
League Enterprises

49, Lodge Lane
Grays
Essex

 RM17 5RZ

For books by identity authors –
Kenneth McKilliam, Ria Splinter

and Richard Porter  plus many
other subjects and difficult to

obtain books.
http://www.stevenbooks.co.uk/category/341/Religion

http://www.anglosaxonisrael.com

http://www.anglosaxonisrael.com
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This article originally appeared circa 2009. The
author, T Stokes, was deeply informed of many
hidden aspects of the power structure and the
manipulation of public perceptions through
organised deceit. When Cicero wrote of the
“Traitor within” he surely had characters such
as Churchill in mind.

WE tend to think of the truth
movement as something modern, but
an amazing piece of graffiti

discovered only days ago, has shocked historians
and truthers alike, and is expected by Churchill
memorabilia collectors to fetch a fair price at
auction.
The Bishops palace at Ely Cathedral during the
recent renovations had some floorboards taken
up which were put down during the 1941-42
renovations and excited workmen called the
foreman who thankfully, realising the
importance of the find, took it straight for safe
keeping to management.
The find was authenticated by David and Roger
Collier and Jeffrey Solomons, as being the right
age the right style and the right black pencil for
the early forties, and the fact that as the boards
had not been up since that time period, has got
collectors excited.
The graffiti shows a wartime soldier turning his
back on Churchill while muttering; “hmmm you
warmonger Churchill” and underneath the words
“Drink and Smoke while we die” while over
Churchills head are the words;” You stinkweed
churchill you C**t ”

It should be said that “Stinkweed” was the
wartime nickname given by Lord Halifax for
Churchill who, while drunk, was apt to soil his
pants. His secretary John Colville had a special
quick release jump suit made like a babies pair
of rompers and is on record as saying; “Strange
to think a babies jumpsuit may have helped us
win the war, by helping our leader not sh*t
himself.”
The wartime aeroplane is a well drawn spitfire
with RAF markings from the period on the
wings, and is shown machine-gunning a mother
with 2 small children standing near a German
flag, and could be depicting cities like Dresden
or Hamburg, where Allied aircraft were told to
target civilians and refugees trying to pass
through the ruins.
This colossal war crime was hid up at
Nuremberg where 1000 bomber raids would
come several times a day, not targeting buildings
because nothing was left standing, just civilians,
women and children, long after Hitler had made
many peace offers even sending his deputy
Rudolph Hess to negotiate.

Churchill: Hidden Truth In Ely Cathedral
The Late T. Stokes - London

The graffiti found at Ely
Cathedral circa 2009
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The fact that this wartime piece of memorabilia
was found in Ely Cathedral is particularly
important because, the Fenlands, the agricultural
area of East Anglia had all the farmlands. Many
poorly paid farm workers were envious of the
high standards of living in Hitler’s Germany,
even among the Queens estate workers at
Sandringham there was an unwillingness to join
another Churchill war on fellow Anglo Saxons.
Churchill sent 5th columnists to mix with these
land workers and farmhands, and wherever
money is offered stories will appear, and because
the German bombing in the general Norwich
docks area was so accurate, it was said these
Norfolk farm hands were signalling to German
aircraft with torches, and that tractor wheel ruts
in the ground were pointers for German aircraft.
So Churchill actually drew up plans to bomb his
own people in the Fens area. The full hatred of
Churchill is shown in the picture and the star of
David emphasises the belief at the time that he
was in the pay of the bankers evicted from
Germany, and this is partly why with his initials
W.C. (W.C. in England stands for Water Closet,
another name for toilet or bathroom) he was
known as the “shit-house”
Footnote: The Norfolk landowner Sir Andrew
Fountaine after the war stood for parliament on

a right wing ticket, which would give all his
estate workers economic parity with their
German counterparts, he won the election but a
fraudulent vote count slipped in the Labour
candidate by 5 votes.
The famous Churchill impersonator Norman
Shelley who actually used to appear as Churchill
when he was too drunk to appear in public used
to joke;

We will fight them on the beeches
you will I won’t

We shall fight them on the land
you will I won’t

We shall fight them in the air
you will I won’t

And when it’s all over we shall smoke
expensive cigars and drink champagne

you won’t I will

With acknowledgement to Eurofolk radio:

The End OS21742

The Marijuana Conspiracy
The Real Reason why Hemp is Illegal

Doug Yurchey

And I will raise up for them a plant of renown,
and they shall be no more consumed with hunger
in the land. — Ezekiel 34/29

POT is NOT harmful to the human body
or mind. It typically does NOT send users
into addiction rehab programs.

Marijuana does NOT pose a threat to the
general public. While marijuana users have
every right to check into high-end drug
rehabilitation facilities if they want, the dangers
of marijuana are more directed towards big
business. Marijuana is very much a danger to
the oil companies, alcohol, tobacco industries
and a large number of chemical corporations.
Various big businesses, with plenty of dollars
and influence, have suppressed the truth from
the people. pot is illegal because billionaires
want to remain billionaires.

Introduction
Did you know, it is estimated that hemp has
approximately 25,000 uses? From food, paint
and fuel to clothing and construction
materials, hemp is used. There are even hemp
fibres in your Red Rose® and Lipton® tea bags.
And several cars made today contain hemp  The
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oldest relic of human industry is a piece of hemp
fabric (canvas) found in ancient Mesopotamia
dating back to approximately 8000 B.C. The
oldest surviving piece of paper was made over
2000 years ago in China and was also made from
hemp fibre. In 2500 B.C. the pharaohs used
hemp in the construction of the great pyramids.

Hemp was so important in England in the 16th
century that King Henry VIII passed a law in
1553 which fined farmers who failed to grow at
least one quarter acre of hemp for every 60 acres
of arable land they owned. There was even a time
in history for over 200 years when you could pay
your taxes in America with hemp. In 1850 there
were more than 8,300 hemp farms in the United
States.
Every 3.6 seconds someone in the world dies of
hunger. Hemp seeds are the most nutritious and
economical solution to end world hunger. With
an 80 percent concentration of “good fats” our
bodies need for good health maintenance and
protein with all eight amino acids plus optimum
dietary fibre, hemp truly is a “perfect balance”
food source [ Health Benefits of Hemp Seed ].
Nature has provided the essential nutrients for
restoring and maintaining optimal health in a
power-packed seed that is gluten, cholesterol
and sugar free. Pure, natural, raw shelled hemp
seed – the best single food source of protein,
essential fats, vitamins and enzymes on the
planet. [ Online source of hemp foods:
http://www.healing-source.com ]
The first diesel engine was designed to run on
vegetable oils, one of which was hemp oil. In the

1930's Henry Ford produced an automobile
composed of 70 percent hemp plastic which also
ran on hemp based fuel and oil. In 2001 the
“Hempcar” circled the North American
continent powered by hemp oil.
The paintings of Rembrandt (1606- 1669),
Vincent Van Gogh (1853-1890) and Thomas
Gainsborough (1727- 1788) were painted
primarily on hemp canvas, often with hemp oil
based paint. Over 50 percent of all chemical
pesticides sprayed are used in the cultivation of
cotton. Hemp is eight times stronger than cotton
and more air-permeable. Hemp can grow
vigorously (up to 16 feet) in 100 days without
the use of harmful pesticides and herbicides…
healthier for your skin and the environment.

One acre of hemp can produce as much raw fibre
as 4.1 acres of trees. Pulping hemp for paper
would produce a strong paper that lasts
incredibly long and doesn’t yellow with age.
Also, using hemp as a raw source for paper
would eliminate the need to cut down our
dwindling old-growth forests which contribute
to climate control and clean the air we breathe.
[ Source: the Hempola Trivia Trail ].

The real reason Cannabis has been
outlawed has nothing to do with its
effects on the mind and body.

To be continued

Eurofolk Radio is now
broadcasting - Check out its

Website
Streaming Radio - Videos and

Articles
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A wide range of Literature and rare
book reprints in hard copy, reasonably
priced, now available from the Christ's

Assembly web site:
http://christsassembly.com/literature.htm

IF THE TRUTH BE
KNOWN

CD 127 minutes [Listen to audio clip]  $16.00

Here you will find the ignored story of the
massive deportations of the German peoples
from Eastern Germany, Poland, the Baltic
States, and the Sudetenland and its attendant
horrors.

The entire library of many more audio programs
is available as a bundle. All told, this is nearly 14
hours of great historical commentary! Plus, you
realize a savings of $20 dollars. For full details
and to purchase go to the website:—

http://www.iftruthbeknown.net/index.php/about/

Eurofolk Radio

Is now on air!
24 hr streaming of items

of interest to identity
believers including live
broadcasts on matters
of national interest and

much more!!
TUNE IN NOW!

http://eurofolkradio.com/category/ge
neral/

FOR THE REAL
NEWS

http://www.youtube.com/user/ukcol

Pastor Eli James
Sundays 16.00 hrs

(British Summer time)

Live on Eurofolk Radio and
Eurofolk YouTube - Tune in and

join in the chat
http://eurofolkradio.com/category/general/

http://www.iftruthbeknown.net/index.php/download_file/view/50/127/
http://www.iftruthbeknown.net/index.php/about/
http://eurofolkradio.com/category/general/
http://eurofolkradio.com/category/general/
http://www.talkshoe.com/tc/30258
http://www.youtube.com/user/ukcolumn
http://eurofolkradio.com/category/general/
http://eurofolkradio.com/category/general/
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Announcements
The Christian Defence

League
New Christian Crusade Church

PO Box 25
Mandeville, LA 70470. USA.
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The Chronicles Of The
Migrations Of The

Twelve Tribes Of Israel
From The Caucasus

Mountains Into Europe
By

Pastor Eli James

The above PowerPoint presentation is
available at Pastor Eli’s website:

www.anglo-saxonisrael.com

Parts 1 - 6 plus a short introduction
can now be viewed or downloaded -
the latest addition part 6  covers the

German people in relation to the
migrations of the Tribes of Israel.

GERMANY’S OWN
IDENTITY MAGAZINE

CONTACT

pia-6@t-online.de

Lawful Rebellion
Meetings

Reclaim Our Sovereignty

Watch this space for
future events

The British Constitution Group

7 Holland Road

Wallasey
Wirral

CH45 7QZ
Telephone 07813 529 383

Emailinfo@thebcgroup.org.uk


