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Lawrence Hargrave 5

allowed his inventions to fall into the
hands of those who were to kill his
own people, but more tragic still to
destroy his own beloved son.

If ever a man died of a broken
heart it was Lawrence Hargrave. Two
months after his son was killed, on July
6" he himself died. It was a pathetic
ending to a noteworthy career.

Although unhonoured and scarcely
known by the people of his own
country, Hargrave’s machines, which
caused so much ridicule in Sydney in
the ‘80’s and ‘90’s, were the ancestors
of the streamlined aircraft of today.
A monument stands to his memory
at Bald Hill, near Stanwell Park, not
far from the beach where he made his
famous ascent in a kite, a memorial to a
man who stuck to an idea in the face of
the greatest of all obstacles — ridicule;
the man of whom T.C. Roughley says,
“He probably did as much to bring
about the accomplishment of dynamic
flight as any other single individual in
history”.

Compiled By Eve Bennetts.

“QUALITY AND
EQUALITY”

“We have nearly all fallen into
the clutches of six myths . .

. the myth of equality . . . the
myth that work is intrinsically
good and beneficial to the
workers’ soul, whereas it is the
curse of Adama. The myth that
heredity is in some way (hard
to define) superseded. Shall we
call this the illusion of merit?
The myth that there are no rare
spirits whereas society is held
together and all movements are
the perpetual movement of the
Gadarene swine. The myth of
the more the merrier. The myth
of the desirability of uniformity.
Whereas individualism is
the basis of all equality, and
can only flourish in freedom.
Equality is the great enemy of
quality.”

Excerpt - The Nineteenth Century,
March 1945

Some

Logic!

One day, when a seamstress
was sewing while sitting close to
a river, her thimble fell into the
water.

When she cried out, the Lord
appeared and asked, “My dear
child, why are you crying?”

The seamstress replied that her
thimble had fallen into the water
and that she needed it to help her
husband in making a living for
their family.

The Lord dipped His hand into
the water and pulled up a golden
thimble set with sapphires.

“Is this your thimble?” the Lord
asked.

The seamstress replied, “No.”
The Lord again dipped His hand
into the water. He held out a
golden thimble studded with
rubies. “Is this your thimble?” the
Lord asked.

Again, the seamstress replied,
“No.” The Lord reached down
again and came up with a leather
thimble. “Is this your thimble?”
the Lord asked. The seamstress
replied “Yes.”

The Lord was pleased with the
woman’s honesty and gave her
all three thimbles to keep, and
the seamstress went home very

happy.
\_

Light-Hearted

Some years later, the seamstress
was walking with her husband
along the riverbank, and her
husband fell into the river and
disappeared under the water.
When she cried out, the Lord
again appeared and asked her,
“Why are you crying?” “Oh Lord,
my husband has fallen into the
river!”

The Lord went down into the
water and came up with George
Clooney. “Is this your husband?”
the Lord asked. “Yes”, cried

the seamstress. The Lord was
furious. “You lied! That is an
untruth!”

The seamstress replied, “Oh
forgive me, my Lord. Itis a
misunderstanding. You see, if |
had said ‘no’ to George Clooney,
you would have come up with
Brad Pitt. Then if | said ‘no’ to
him, you would have come up
with my husband. Had | then said
‘yes’, you would have given me
all three.

Lord, 'm not in the best of
health and would not be able to
take care of all three husbands,
so THAT'S why | said ‘yes’ to
George Clooney.

And so the Lord let her keep him.

Perhaps the moral of this story
is that when a woman lies it is
usually for the best of reasons?

v,

-
aaTas ASSEKILES 'Im

"Repent, and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of
sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost.” Acts 2:38

CHRISTIAN ASSEMBLIES INTERNATIONAL
Preaching the Kingdom Message,
Salvation through The Blood of Jesus Christ
and the baptism of The Holy Spirit
throughout Australia, New Zealand, Great Britain,
USA, Canada, South Africa, Western and Eastern Europe.

For more information, see our website: www.cai.org
email us at info@cai.org or phone us at: 02 66 538 489
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THE EARTHLY DECLINE OF THE .
CHRISTIAN DOCTRINE or USURY RZginald S. Schubert

PREFATORY REMARKS

Not many people in this country
have heard of, or know much about,
Dr. Carl Ferdinand Wilhelm Walther
(1811-1878). He has been called “the
most commanding figure in the Lutheran
church of America during the nineteenth
century”. Walther, the founder of the
Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod,
was a true Lutheran in every sense of
the word. He trod in Luther’s steps and,
among other things, vigorously upheld
and defended the Christian Doctrine of
Usury. Walther’s lectures to his followers
on the question of usury was published in
1869 under the title ‘Die Wucherfrage’.

Theologically speaking, Walther’s
presentation of the subject was strongly
biblical and above criticism; but contrary to
what is said by some so-called Christians
about the Bible being the Word of God,
parts of the Bible are stretched, minimised
or ignored if it suits carnal opinion. And
so an attempt was made to denigrate
‘Die Wuchterfrage’. The attempt was
successful because most Christians were
only too happy to follow carnal opinion.
What they achieved by their efforts, in
actual fact, was to demonstrate their
appalling ignorance of modern money
and the system that sustains it.

Christ, whose superb command of
language is beyond questions, said:
“ end, hoping for nothing in return”.
Christ's words, not only cut the notion
of ‘one hand washing the other’ down to
size, but also cut usury, or the taking of
interest, down to nothing. In other words,
usury is plainly forbidden here as it is
throughout the Old Testament.

Walther’'s weakness lay in his minimal
understanding of modern banking and to
that extent his presentation of the subject
suffered.

The following treatise has peen
prepared to vindicate Walther, and is an
apologia in defense of ‘Die Wuchterfrage’.
For the sake of completeness, some
of the subject matter covered by
Walther is restated here and is thereby
acknowledged. )

Usury or the taking of interest
is contrary to common sense — the
creation of credit proves this. It is almost
inconceivable that the fiction that dollars
are ‘ewes and rams’ could co-exist with
the rigorously precise calculations in
modern technology. The practice of usury
is an absurdity supported by, among
other things, superstition, cupidity and, of
course, doltishness.

The undersigned makes no apology
for the fact that he uncompromisingly
holds to the immutable doctrine of Usury.

Reginald S. Schubert
Lobethal, S.A. June 1981.

THE CHRISTIAN DOCTRINE
N THIS post-Christian era, when
Christian ethics are used as a

mask to disguise all manner of nefarious
objectives, and what is worse, when
‘situationism’ is widely accepted as
a handy device for self-justification,
this short exposition of the Christian
doctrine of usury will have an up-hill
battle to gain acceptance, Nevertheless,
the lesser-known facts concerning this
doctrine do need an airing, and it is
hoped that, extreme condensation of the
subject matter notwithstanding, if this
work succeeds in sowing the seeds of
understanding in but a handful of fertile
minds, it will have more than achieved
its purpose.

No-one of course, expects the non-
Christian to take much notice of the
Christian doctrine, but since collectively
we carry our increasing proportion of the
usury-burden, the subject at any rate, is
of significance to most of us — Christian,
Pagan or whatever.

It can be stated quite categorically
that of all the foolishness and wickedness
of mankind, no single thing has caused
more human misery than the practice of
usury.

First of all, an important point must
be made — the dividend which is received
through the purchase of shares e.g. in
manufacturing, mining or similar venture,
is NOT usury. Even when the dividend is
quite high, it would not on that account
be usurious. The argument therefore, that
a continued observance of the Christian
doctrine of usury would have inhibited
Man’s progress is so much nonsense.

THE FORMER INTEREST

To understand the problem of usury
it is necessary to have some idea of the
nature of the former Interest.

By Roman law, where one party to
a contract made default, the other could
enforce, over and above the fulfilment
of the agreement, compensation based
on the difference (id quod interest) to
the creditor’s position caused by the
default of the debtor. This difference
could be reckoned according as to actual
loss had accrued. (‘The Encyclopaedia
Britannica’ 11" Ed. Vol.14)

Justice of course requires that . . . the
interest of the creditor be safeguarded.
This is the origin of the expression

INTEREST. Interest does not belong
in the sphere of borrowing — but in the
sphere of justice. With this good word
the usurers want to adomn their evil
case. (‘Die Wuchterfrage, Protokoll der
Verhandlungen’).

For even though a creditor ‘loses’ a
possible profit, yet it is not profit-losing
as far as interest is concerned, because no
one loses that which he never had. For
this reason it was called an accruing loss
and a failing gain (damnum emergens
et lucrum cessans), to indicate an actual
loss, not one that merely appears as such.
(Martin Chemnitz, “Loci Theologii’.

Interest is name of an honourable
affair and seeks equity. But in usury you
strive after gain; there the complete risk
rests with the borrower; indeed you pile
up the usury in an astonishing manner.
And it is a well-known fact that, if equity
is not observed, whole nations will be
impoverished.

(Philip Melanchton. ‘Ethic Doctr.

Element 1.2.1.)

The Unholy Trinity: Debt, Taxation,
Banking.

A Problem for Statisticians.

- New York “Times.”

If he who lends suffers no loss thereby,
and would not care to earn as much-with
honour-in another way, then the former
interest (Compensation) degenerates
into usury. (Philip Melanachton, ‘Philos.
Moral, Epit. Corpus Reform’, Vol.
XV1)

From the above it can be seen that the
former interest had nothing whatsoever to
do with usury-cum-interest; it was purely
a matter of justice. The creditor lent
gratuitously but the debtor was compelled
by law to compensate the creditor for any
costs involved in default.
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The Earthly Decline of the Christian Doctrine of Usury 2

USURY ACCORDING TO
PAGANS

The Christian doctrine of usury does
not depend for its validity upon the
testimonies of Pagans, but as Walther
says: “If a heathen recognised that the
taking of interest was such an abominable
and harmful sin, should not we, who have
the Bible, recognise this even more so?
That Christians defend usury, which the
heathen have condemned as a terrible
vice, is indeed a bad sign, showing how
sad is the situation of the Christians at
present”. (‘Die Wucherfrage’).

On the question of usury, the civilized
Pagans were intellectually far superior to
the modern Christian, and we could learn
much from reflecting on the declarations
of Pagans.

Aristotle: “Very much disliked also
the practice of charging interest; and
the dislike is fully justified, for interest
is a yield arising out of money itself, not
a product of that for which money was
provided. Hence of all ways of getting
wealth this is the most contrary to
nature”. (‘The Politics’).

Cato: “Our predecessors maintained
the practice, and fixed it by law, that a
thief was to be condemned two-fold and
a usurer four-fold. From this one can see
to what extent they considered a usurer
10 be a worse citizen than a thief”. (‘De
Rustica, Praefat’).

Tacitus: “After that this was reduced
to one-half per cent according to law
put forward by the tribunals. Finally
usury was forbidden, and through many
resolutions of the people the fraudulent
evasions of the law were restrained,
which however, no matter how often they
were checked. Appeared again and again
through alien skills.” (‘ Annal V1°.

The same Tacitus writes concerning
the ancient German people:

“To practice usury and to seek after
interest is a matter unknown to them, and
this is therefore, observed more strictly
than if it had been forbidden”. (‘De Situ,
Moribus et Populis Germaniae’).

Cicero: “Do we not see what
confusion of everything follows in this
way? What disorder? All benevolence
ceases, all thankfulness, which is the
bond of unity, is stifled. For if you lend
someone something for your own sake,
this is not to be looked upon as a favour,
but as usury”. (‘De Finibus 11°).

Lycurgus, of ancient Sparta 888 B.C.,

completely abolished usury according to
Plutarch in his biography. (‘Plutarch’).

It has been said that ancient usury
was cruel, and so it often was. But take
the case at present of the person who is
paying off a house. Consider what the
house will finally cost him. Consider the
usurious strata in the rates, taxes, goods
and services, which he must pay during
those years- and for life, for that matter —
and compare the barbarity.

Another thing — those who belittle
Aristotle’s theory of the sterility of money
should ask themselves where, since ‘all
new money comes out of a bank in the
form of loans’ and ‘as loans are debt,
then under the present system all money
is debt’ (Minutes of Proceedings and
Evidence Respecting the Bank of Canada
etc. Evidence of Mr Towers, Governor of
the Central Bank etc.”)

does the usury come from? Can you
imagine your body covered in leeches
until the day you die” You are being
financially bled ad infinitum.

USURY ACCORDING TO THE
FATHERS OF THE CHURCH,
THE SCHOLASTICS, AND THE
REFORMERS.

Lacantius: “If @ man, who revere’s
God, lends out money, he dare not accept
any usury for this, so that his favour
also remains untarnished, and that this
assistance may remain completely clear
of the property of others”. (‘Institut. 1.
16.C 18).

Basil the Great, in his explanation of
the 15% Psalm: writes:

“And one sees that blame is attached
10 this vice in many passages of Holy
Writ. For Ezekiel places usury and the
acceptance of more than the capital into
the category of the most evil things, and
the law manifestly forbids it by saying:
“You are not to practice usury on your
brother or your fellow-man”. (‘Opp.
Basilii M. per W. Musculum Castigata.
Etc.1, 229.°).

Gregory: “On the other hand [
admonish also to lend. For lending is
the other way of making a present, but
I add that this giving must be without
usury and the demand of interest — as the
word of God enjoins. For he that does not
lend is just as deserving punishment as
the man who gives under the condition of
having it restored with usury.” (Oratio c.
Usurarious. OPP. Omniz. Tom, 121.%)

Ambrose, in his ‘Capitulorum Libri
de Tobia’ writes:

“Everything that may be added
to the capital is usury. If the name is
permissible, why do you shun it? Why
do you cover it up?” (‘D\Divi Ambrosii
Omna opp.fol.203.’).

Augustine, in his ‘Ennarratio’ to the
129 th Psalm, says: “Do not practise
usury; for if you accuse Scriptures when
they say: “He that putteth not out his
money on usury”. You have nothing with
which to excuse yourself when the Word
of God speaks — it speaks to you. Because
you cannot destroy the Word of God, you
endeavour to accuse those through whom
the Word of God speaks to you. But if this
admonition is loudly proclaimed, they
say: “If this is the state of affairs, we shall
not come here; besides if that is so, we
shall not go to church”. (V111,1500°)

Theodoret: “it is to be noted that not
only the perfection of the New Testament,
but also the stand taken by the Law (the
Old Testament econony) condemns usury,
because it is connected with unfairness,
injustice and misrepresentation”. (‘Opp.
Ed.Colon 1567. Tom.1, 193°).

Bernhard, in his explanation of the
Ten Commandments says: “By theft
we mean robbery, usury, burglary;
ultimately, everything that is possessed
to the detriment of others”. (Serm. Super
Salve etc. fol. 177444’).

Luther, in his Admonition to the
Clergymen to Preach Against Usury
writes:

“Therefore, preacher, stick to the text
... He who lends, and accepts something
in return for it is a usurer. Do not depart
Jrom the text, even though there should
be a hundred objections. Take no notice
but adhere to the text. When lending
one should not accept anything more or
better. If anyone accepts anything more or
better he practices usury, and that is not
rendering your fellow-man a service but
harming him, as it happens with stealing
and robbing”. (See Walch X, 1024.£f)

Chemnitz: “It (the prohibition of
usury) is to be established on the basis of
certain and clear testimonies of Scripture
that usury is not a good thing in itself; and
according to its manner, neither, in that
sense is it a matter of indifference though
it must be judged according to its use or
abuse — and indeed is to be sanctioned
if practised in moderation, and only the
extreme is to be condemned - but that
is in itself and according to its manner
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The Earthly Decline of the Christian Doctrine of Usury 4

One hundred years later, Edmund Burke
was to write: “Nations are wading deeper
and deeper into an ocean of boundless
debt”. The whole situation was getting
out of hand. Conscientious clergymen
were flabbergasted.

During the eighteenth and nineteenth
centuries, repeated requests were made
to Rome for guidance — especially on
whether Catholics might lend money at
interest as and when allowed by the law
of the land. Rome always refrained from
settling this question in principle. (‘Why
Not End Poverty’. E.H. Drinkwater’).

C.F.W. Walther has this to say: “As
a rule by usury, interest is meant, which
is contrary to the law of the Government.
If this were true the Government could
create sin and abrogate it, minimise it
or enlarge it. If the Government were to
allow six per cent, then seven per cent
would be sin, but if it allows ten per
cent, then seven cent would no longer
be sin ... now, since God has forbidden
usury, usury must be something which
must be regarded as sin, not because of
the law of the Government, but because
of a commandment of God”. (‘Die
Wucherfrage’).

Writing in 1901, Benedictine Fr.
Scherer. O.B.S. said: “Concerning
usury, religious instructions has become
mute, legislation keeps quiet, the Church
keeps silent. (‘Bibliothek Fur Prediger’,
Vol.1V). The Situation ethic had run its
course.

USURY AND SOPHISTRY

Christians, who still had some doubt
about the Bible being out of date as far as
usury was concerned, grasped at ‘straws’;
the first being: “Unto a stranger thou
mayest lend upon usury; but unto thy
brother thou shalt not lend upon usury”.
Deut. 23:20.

The only passage (in the Bible) in
which usury upon certain people is
permitted is Deuteronomy 23:30. Many
allow themselves to be misled through
the misunderstanding of this passage.
But it proves absolutely nothing against
our doctrine. Does he possibly mean the
strangers from the heathen nations who
lived amongst the Israelites? Never!
As strictly were they also forbidden to
oppress the poor, so strictly were they
also forbidden to oppress the stranger. We
must take notice of the Hebrew word —
NOCHRIM. They called the descendents
of the Canaanites NOCHRIM. (‘Die
Wuherfrage’) The Nochrim were the

enemy. Strangers in general were called
GERIM. The two names were not mixed
up by mistake.

Ambrose, too, gives this explanation
in some detail. Canon law sums it up this
way: “Therefore, where the right to wage
war exists, you may also have the right
to practice usury”. (L.C.C.12). The odd
thing about the excuse that interest may
be taken from a stranger is not in that
other total prohibitions are ignored, but
in that the word ‘brother’ is ignored.

The second, because Christ uses the
word usury without disapproval in the
New Testament, therefore it cannot be
too bad, and is indeed permissible when
practiced in moderation. This reasoning
is not only fallacious, but also childish.
Christ twice used the word usury-
Mathew 25:27 and Luke 19:23. Here, in
these parables, those of limited ability,
and of timid natures which are not suited
to independent labour, are counselled at
least to attach themselves to other stronger
characters, under whose leading they can
utilize their talent for the advancement
of the Kingdom of God. These parables
were not given for instruction in money
lending. Moreover, as stated in Luke
6:34-35, Christ not only wants Christian
lending to be gratuitous, but also of such
perfection that even the thought of ‘one
hand washing the other’ should not come
into it.

BANKING AND THE GOLDEN

AGE OF USURY

Is it possible in these days of disbelief
in physical miracles really to caricature
institutions which pretend to lend money,
and do not lend it, but create it? And
when it is paid they de-create it? And
who achieved the physically impossible
miracle thereby, not only getting
something for nothing, but also of getting
perennial interest from it? (Frederick
Soddy, Oxford University).

At any rate, the situation now is
that modern Usury in the post-war
years has reached fantastic heights of
successful injustice; at the same time its
operations are no longer secret, having
been uncovered in evidence before
Parliamentary Committees and published
in Government reports, not to mention
books by authorative writers.

Any English citizen with a clear
head and a little serious reading may
understand for himself how interest-
bearing credits are created out of nothing;
how all money begins its existence as a
debt; how the money-lenders by means

of national and municipal debts have
the whole community in pawn to them
forever; how the alternative expansion
and contraction of credit is the cause of
booms, depressions and recessions, of
high prices and low prices; how in short,
the Usurer has learned to make full use of
modern progress ‘and commit the oldest
sins the newest kind of ways’. (‘Why Not
End Poverty’).

Ezra Pound goes to the point when
he says: “The doctrine of Finance
Capital, in short, has shown itself as
little else than the idea that unprincipled
thieves and anti-social groups should be
allowed to gnaw into rights of ownership.
This tendency ‘to gnaw into’ has been
recognised and stigmatised from the time
of Moses. Indeed USURY has become the
dominant force in the modern world”.
(‘What Is Money For?’ Ezra Pound).

The following statements may test
your knowledge, or go some way to
explain why the world acts seemingly
with imbecility:

That no bank lends money deposited
with it.

That when a bank lends money it
CREATES it out of nothing.

That bank loans are merely credit
columns of a bank’s ledger. They have no
other existence.

That money loaned by a Government is
just as much a debt to the people as if it
were loaned from a private bank.

That ‘fixed deposits’ are a plausible
screen to hide the creation of credit. They
create FINANCIAL credit against the
REAL credit created by the people.

That every time a Government
borrows money for a public work the
people are debited with the liability (in
perpetuity) but are never credited with
the value of the asset.

That every repayment of a bank loan
cancels the amount of the loan out of
existence.

Most people labour under the
impression the only money in the
community is notes, gold, silver, nickel
and copper, but this a small part of the
community’s money. In fact, legal tender
is used for less than five per cent of all
the purchases. Over 95% of all business
is still done by cheque. Banks go to great
pains to perpetuate the fiction that they
are merely custodians of their customer’s
deposits-that they lend these deposits,
and their profit consists of the difference
in the rate of interest which they pay to
depositors and the interest they receive
from borrowers.
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The Earthly Decline of the Christian Doctrine of Usury 6

Three hundred years ago, money
was only a medium of exchange. Today,
money is not only a medium of exchange,
but also primarily a ticket system, and this
fact must never be forgotten. Tickets, that
is credit and currency, are created out of
nothing to finance all sorts of ventures: to
sink oil and gas wells, to mine the land,
to build factories and plant, to finance
farms and their implements, to build
houses, schools, churches, hospitals and a
thousand and one other things, including
indirectly, tickets for the poor just to exist
in the battle for survival.

Banks, in fact, exercise more clout
in a nation than does the Government.
The Government, if it were to question
the operations of the banks, or stood up
to them on certain issue, would soon find
the media against it, and the Government
would soon find itself out in the cold.

Those people, who are elderly, will
have no trouble in recalling the Great
Depression when the banks held the
world to ransom, when money was
withdrawn, overdrafts were called in,
tickets were issued with the greatest
of reluctance, and great hardship was
practically universal, not to mention the
countless suicides when people could
not meet their commitments. Needless
to say, the financiers made a colossal
killing, raking in assets right and left. The
Great Depression was one of the greatest
anti-social crimes that a few people have
perpetrated on the majority of mankind.

Even in ordinary times there is an
anomaly in society that requires a constant
and regular supply of new tickets: No
farm, no processing, no manufacturing
or any other business pays out in wages,
salaries and dividends enough money to
buy the goods et cetera that they produce.
In other words, prices always exceed
income; this is an irrefutable fact. Profits
play only an insignificant part in this
anomaly. The everlasting drive for export
markets is a minor proof that money and
prices are not self-liquidating.

A remedy for this anomaly has been
known for over fifty years, but rarely
even partly acted on, except during war

time. If parliamentarians had the brains
that they think they have, they would
know that exporting goods of more value
than the value of the goods imported is a
stupid way of impoverishing a nation.

There is no argument here over
the fact that banks do create credit and
currency out of nothing; somebody has
got to do it, or our civilization would
collapse. What is questionable, in the

light of the foregoing, is whether banks
have the right to suck the life-blood of
the nation with their usury. The banks,
whether they are state owned or private,
are virtually agents of the people and are
entitled to no more than agent’s fees. By
fees we mean ample remuneration for the
valuable services rendered, plus profits.

Monetary affairs need a Christian
policy in place of the present international
policy, not to mention private competitive
enterprise.

There is no Government of any
country in the world today that looks
upon the citizens of the nation as being
voluntary shareholders in a national
co-operative, that publishes an annual
national balance sheet showing the sum
total in prices of all goods and services
provided and in demand, that shows
the money available to shift all of these
goods and services from producers to
consumers.

The Government must do two things.
One, issue an annual national dividend,
and, two, subsidize the items in the cost
of living index. Such action would
not only make prices and money self-
liquidating, but also it would cut inflation
down to zero. If the Taxation Department
can keep track of income, there is no
problem in keeping track of the prices of
production and services. Of course, it is
no valid objection to say: “Where will the
money come from?” Because money is
created out of nothing now. Money is not
a god; its value lies in the fact that people
BELIEVE that it can be exchanged for
goods and services et cetera, otherwise it
has no other intrinsic value whatsoever.

The Commonwealth Bank for
example, could easily create all of this
necessary credit. The proposition put
forward in this paragraph is the exact
antithesis to Communism, Socialism
and now Globalism. Moreover, if the
country, any country, could be governed
scientifically and morally (that seems a ot
to ask for, because political thought is so
far behind technological thought that we
must marvel that they could co-exist on
the same planet) the resulting prosperity
would be so great as to be inconceivable
by past experiences. Technology is so far
advanced that fewer and fewer people
are now needed, and the number will
decrease still further, to provide goods
and services. Full employment is one of
the most stupidest things that could be
advocated today, only those whose are
weak in the head would even think of it.

The problem is — can the perverted
world change from the Golden Age
of Usury to the Golden Age of Leisure
without strife or bloodshed? It is possible,
but is it probable? By leisure we do not
mean loafing; some people loaf when they
should be working, others work when
they could be loafing. Leisure is not a
question that can be morally pontificated
upon.

USURY AND PROTESTATION

In this perilous situation, and it is
perilous, there is not much point in
‘whipping the cat’ and blaming something
for the mess that we are in. Certainly the
indubitable sloth of the clergy, the greed
of the masses, the long-term aims and
financial cunning of the international
financiers, the science of discovery of
the Renaissance-time, the Industrial
Revolution (the so-called ‘godsend to the
money changers’) the rise of the modem
Banking System all played some part,
small or great.

The important thing is to try and get
from minus ten to minus eight, and so on.
It will probably take at least one hundred
years to get to plus one. But even so,
the situation is now so grave since the
Usurers are doing their utmost to socialise
(globalise) what is left of the free world.
They know that a free people are likely to
wake up sooner or later. But, according to
them, we must not wake up until it is too
late to do anything about it.

Communism was imposed upon
Imperial Russia with the help of
international Jewish money of New
York, and it has been sustained from
that time by massive help from the
West, including complete motorcar and
truck factories et cetera, not to mention
all of the technological know-how
stolen from Western countries through
espionage. Communism (Globalism) and
Socialism are so ideologically ridiculous
and pitifully inadequate that countries
cannot even properly feed themselves.
But this is the planned scarcity which
the Usurers would like to impose on the
Free World, just to maintain their power.
It is interesting to note that Communists,
Socialists and now Globalists have never
criticized the Money System; extreme
wealth and the gutter go hand in hand.

What we have to ask ourselves is —
is it possible for Christians to reverse the
present usurious trend? The short answer
is no, because they are just as foolish as
other people in this matter. Nevertheless,
the long answer is yes, because they have
God and the Bible to back them up. All
they have to do is go back to the Bible,
the Bible is the last thing to put one on
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