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When the Criminal Becomes a Hero 3

Heep replied, “Tougher yesterday than
I could wish . . .” This brought forth a
murmur, partly of indignation against the
Contractor. Says Copperfield, “Twenty-
Seven stood in the midst of us as if he felt
himself to be the principal object of merit
in a highly meritorious museum”

When we read some of the reports
and articles in the newspapers and watch
the reporting on TV about present day
criminals it will be found that this is
another attitude ‘taken up by criminals
that has not changed much at all.

Prisoner Number Twenty-Eight was
Littermer who walked forth reading a
good book and who remarked that a
gentleman present was acquainted with
him in his former life. He proceeded to
preach a sermon at Copperfield: “Ir may
be profitable to that gentleman to know,
sir, that I attribute my past follies entirely
to having lived a thoughtless life in the
service of young men, and to having
allowed myself to be led by them into
weaknesses, which I had not the strength
to resist”.

Today, Littermer would have blamed
his downfall on to society (though
the general standard of society was
much higher than his own) and on to
a bad environment for which he held
society responsible. Though usually
it is those who live in any particular
social environment who have most to
do in creating its character; but many
respond to such accusations much as did
the lovers of criminals of Dickens’ time.
Says Copperfield, “. .. several gentlemen
were each shading their eyes, each with
one hand, as if they had just come into
church”.

“You are quite changed?” said Mr.
Creakie. “Oh dear, yes sir! . . . “You
would not relapse if you were going
out?” asked someone else. “Oh dear, no,
no, sir” .,

Copperfield remarks that it would
have been in vain to represent that
Twenty-Seven and Twenty-Eight were
perfectly consistent and unchanged, that
the hypocritical knaves were just the
subjects to make that sort of a profession
in such a place; that they knew its market
value at least as well as we did.

“Perhaps it is a good thing Traddles,”
said Copperfield, “f0 have an unsound
Hobby ridden hard, for it's sooner ridden
to death.”

Dickens, speaking through David
Copperfield, was over-optimistic there.
Today is ridden the same old Hobby,
though with a different coat of paint! The

Hobby of today is even more unsound
than it was in his time, for then it was the
supposedly reformed criminal who was
admired by the social worker in his time,
but today, though, there are many naive
ladies and gentlemen who have a warm
pleasure in the show of sham rehabilitation
of the case-hardened criminal, to many,
many others, the unreformed criminal,
defiant in his wrong- doing while whining
about the wrongs inflicted upon himself
is the object of admiration and a hero.
Few men are more worthy of
respect than he who, after having made
a bad start, pulls himself together and
becomes a good citizen, calling as that
does for considerable will-power and
more than ordinary self-discipline. It
is the sentimental esteem in which the
bad citizen is being held that is, in the
words of Copperfield, “a rotten, hollow,
painfully suggestive piece of business” .

ATTACK ON AUTHORITY

Thus we have today, giving mutual
support together, the worship of the
flamboyant, anti-hero and the hero
criminal’s own vanity, and from that a
set of false social values. The Warrior
Hero must be set against a Villain;
and the Villain of the Hero Criminal is
the Police; and this the police force is
represented to be by those who should
know better. There are good and bad
policemen; but all criminals are bad. If
it were the individual, the bad policeman
who is regarded as the villain, should in
all justice be allowed the same excuses as
other criminals — that he is a poor, to-be-
pitied, mixed-up fellow who came from
a broken home and was never loved by
anyone and so forth; but it is the police
force as a body that is held up to the
detestation of the general public.

As a matter-of-fact, the incidence of
a bad policeman is far graver than the
existence of the criminal, for a corrupt
Police means a corrupt society. Still,
the Hero to be set up against the bad
policeman should never have been the
criminal, but the good policeman. Here
is your true Hero — the police officer who
resists the impulse to abuse his power
or to yield to the more than average
temptations that come his way, and
who is the conscientious guardian of
good citizens. Instead of this we have
as popular reactions inform us, not the
idea of a Ned Kelly in conflict with the
policeman, but of a Ned Kelly the Hero,
battling against the Police, and so on
down the ladder of false values till at the

bottom, in the moral sludge, the Hero, the
applauded perpetrator of civil wrongs.

Incidentally, but not irrelevantly, the
safeguards to the administration of justice
were devised to ensure as far as is possible
that the innocent be not found guilty and
not, as some lawyers, newspapermen,
social workers and others seem to believe,
to give the criminal a sporting chance of
getting away with his crimes.

Humanism, divorced as it often is
from a worship of God (or Spirit or Truth
and Wisdom) has led to a love of the
neighbour unrelated to a love of moral
principles; to a vast charity towards the
evil of the neighbour which, to the lover,
has become indistinguishable from a love
of the neighbour’s evil, to a worship of
the Hero Criminal.

Yes, love can sometimes be an evil
thing.

PROVERBS 28-29: Chapter 29: Verse 2.

When the Righteous are in authority, the
people rejoice: But when the Wicked beareth
rule, the people mourn:

George Bush is my shepherd;
| dwell in want.
He maketh logs to be cut down
in national forests.
He leadeth trucks into the still
wilderness.
He restoreth my fears.
He leadeth me in the paths of
international disgrace
for his ego’s sake.
Yea, though | walk through the
valley of pollution and war,
| will find no exit, for thou art in
office.
Thy tax cuts for the rich and thy
media control,
they discomfort me.
Thou preparest an agenda of
deception
in the presence of thy religion.
Thou annointest my head with
foreign oil.
My health insurance runneth
out.
Surely megalomania and false
patriotism
shall follow me all the days of
thy term,
And my jobless child shall dwell

in my basement forever.
Anon
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"FOREVER. (EARAING ®RUT
NEVER. COMIANG TO RtEe
KANOWLEDGE OF TRUR"

Remember when grandparents and great-grandparents
stated that they only had an 8th grade education? Well,
check this out. Could any of us have passed the 8th grade

in 1895?

(St Paul)

This is the eighth grade final exam from 1895 in Salina, Kansas, USA. It was taken from the original document on file
at the Smokey Valley Genealogical Society and Library in Salina, KS, and reprinted by the Salina Journal.

BY JOHN BRETT

GRAMMAR (TIME, ONE HOUR)
1. Give nine rules for the use of capital letters.
2. Name the parts of speech and define those that have no
modifications.
3. Define verse, stanza and paragraph.
4. What are the principal parts of a verb? Give principal parts of “lie”,
“play”, and “run.”
5. Define case; illustrate each case.
6. What is punctuation? Give rules for principal marks of punctuation.
7-10. Write a composition of about 150 words and show therein that
you understand the practical use of the rules of grammar.

ARITHMETIC (TIME, 65 MINUTES)
1. Name and define the Fundamental Rules of Arithmetic.
2. Awagon box is 2ft deep, 10ft long, and 3 ft wide. How many bushels
of wheat will it hold?
3. If a load of wheat weighs 3942lbs, what is it worth at 50/cts/bushel,
deducting 10501bs for tare?
4. District No 33 has a valuation of $35,000. What is the necessary
levy to carry on a school seven months at $50 per month, and have
$104. for incidentals?
5. Find the cost of 6720Ibs coal at $6.00 per ton.
6. Find the interest of $512.60 for 8 months and 18 days at 7 per
cent.
7. What is the cost of 40 boards 12 inches wide and 16ft long at $20
per meter?
8. Find bank discount on $300 for 90 days (no grace) at 10 per cent.

9. What is the cost of a square farm at $15 per acre, the distance of
which is 640 rods?

10. Write a Bank Check, a Promissory Note, and a Receipt.

US HISTORY (TIME, 45 MINUTES)
1. Give the epochs into which US History is divided.
2. Give an account of the discovery of America by Columbus,
3. Relate the causes and results of the Revolutionary War.
4, Show the territorial growth of the United States.
5. Tell what you can of the history of Kansas.
8. Describe three of the most prominent baftles of the Rebellion.
7. Who were the following: Morse, Whitney, Fulton, Bell, Lincoln, Penn
and Howe?
8. Name events connected with the following dates: 1607, 1620, 1800,
1849 and 1865.

ORTHOGRAPHY (TIME, ONE HOUR)
1. What is meant by the following: alphabet, phonetic, orthography,
etymology and syllabication?
2. What are the elementary sounds? How classified?
3. What are the following, and give examples of each: trigraph, sub
vocal, diphthong, cognate letters, and lingual.
4. Give four substitutes for caret ‘u’.
5. Give two rules for spelling words with final ‘e.’ Name two exceptions
under each rule.
6. Give two uses of silent letters in spelling. lllustrate each.
7. Define the following prefixes and use in connection with a word: bi-,
dis-, mis-, pre-, semi-, post-, non-, inter-, mono-, and sup-.
8. Mark diacritically and divide into syllables the following, and name
the sign that indicates the sound: card, ball, mercy, sir, odd, cell, rise,
blood, fare, last.
9. Use the following correctly in sentences: cite, site, sight, fane, fain,
feign, vane, vain, vein, raze, raise, rays.
10. Write 10 words frequently mispronounced and indicate
pronunciation by use of diacritical marks and syllabication.

GEOGRAPHY (TIME, ONE HOUR)
1. What is climate? Upon what does climate depend?
2. How do you account for the extremes of climate in Kansas?
3. Of what use are rivers? Of what use is the ocean?
4, Describe the mountains of North America.
5. Name and describe the following: Monrovia, Odessa, Denver,
Manitoba, Hecla, Yukon, St Helena, Juan Fernandez, Aspinwall and
Qrinoco.
6. Name and locate the principal; trade centres of the US.
7. Name all the republics of Europe and give the Capital of each.
8. Why is the Atlantic Coast colder than the Pacific in the same
latitude?
9. Describe the process by which the water of the ocean retums to the
sources of rivers.
10. Describe the movements of the earth. Give the inclination of the
earth.

Notice that the exam took FIVE HOURS to complete. Gives the saying
“he only had an 8th grade education” a whole new meaning, doesn't
it? This also shows one how poor our education system has become.

continued over
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The British At Bay 3

such and such, this and that is replaced
by that and the other. That means: for
the 400 regulations enunciated here, a
journalist, citizen, or parliamentarian
would practically have to sit down and
place the European Constitutional Treaty
and these formulations side by side, and
then map them against each other, in order
to understand this. And it is entirely, of
course, in legal terminology, which most
people do not understand. This is, in my
view, the actual intention of the authors,
who want this treaty forced through
without debate and without commotion.’

Zepp-LaRouche summed up the
situation as follows: ‘This is thus, in
reality, a constitution for dictatorship,
which no longer maintains the pretence
of a democratic process, and where a
bureaucracy, which does not have to be
held accountable democratically, makes
the decisions.” She quoted expert opinion
unfavourable to the Treaty, including
that of Professor Hans Klecatsky, one of
the fathers of the Austrian Constitution
and former justice minister of Austria,
and former German federal president
Roman Herzog. She added that the
EU ‘would be turned completely into
an imperial entity.” She quoted Robert
Cooper, former colleague of EU Foreign
Policy Representative Javier Solana, as
saying that ‘the EU would be the greatest
imperial extension in history and should
take action against rogue states.” Zepp-
LaRouche concluded: ‘I can thus only
underscore that a real mobilization should
occur in the population against this
attempted change.’ She supported this
very serious advice by quoting paragraph
4 of Article 20 of the current Basic Law
of Germany, which states ‘that if someone
should attempt to change this character
of Germany, then the population has the
right of resistance.’

BRITISH OPPOSITION

It is worth noting, first of all, that
the mini-polls in selected marginal
constituencies in Britain referred to
above (which showed that 88% of those
voting wanted a UK referendum) were
carried out for the ‘I want a referendum’
campaign by Electoral Reform Services,
‘a leading firm of independent election
scrutineers recognized by the United
Nations, the British Government and
used by all the three main parties for their
internal elections.” (EUnow.eu) Saxon
Books have published on their own
website lists of arguments for and against
a referendum on the Treaty. Those

against are revealing of the attempted
smokescreens erected by powerful
interests to frustrate expression of the
popular will. Here they are: -

(1) Ordinary citizens have not read
the Treaty so how can they judge it? (2)
Ordinary citizens can’t understand it, so
how can they judge it? (3) Sovereignty
(the right to decide what should be done in
a country) rests with Parliament, so it’s no
business of ordinary people. (4) Treaties
are always decided by governments, not
the people. (5) Referendums are a waste
of time and money, because the important
thing is to get the agreement settled so
that the EU can get on with governing and
deciding what to do about such things as
energy and climate change. (6) There is
an urgent need for this treaty. Already six
years have been wasted. No time should
be wasted holding a referendum.

If Saxon Books have reported this
side of the debate in the UK fairly, then
the case against a referendum seems
flimsy indeed. Here are the twelve points
adduced in favour of a referendum:

(1) A full, coherent, intelligible,
stand alone text that can be read by
MPs and ordinary citizens has not been
published, so it is doubtful if any MP
has read it (the Treaty). It is doubtful if
any have taken the necessary months of
study to properly evaluate it and so be in
a position to judge its suitability for the
UK. (2) MPs will be told how to vote by
the party bosses. There will not be a free
vote. (3) If there were a free vote, they
would still be advised how to vote and
not vote out of knowledge and conviction
in most cases. (4) It is true that ordinary
citizens have not read or understood
the Treaty. They would rationally vote
against it on the basis that you should
not agree to something you haven’t read
or cannot understand. (5) The general
opinion of the public is known. It would
be wrong for MPs to agree to something
so important against the will of the
people. (6) Sovereignty (the right to
decide what should be done in a country)
rests with the people. They alone should
give any of this power away to a superior
state. This treaty cannot be compared to
other treaties. (7) The people should be
given the chance to reject a forfeiture of
sovereignty that is unnecessary. The EU
has functioned normally without it for 50
years, so there can be no pressing need
for it. (8) There are real reforms needed
in the EU - like ending corruption,
making the EU open and understandable,
making it democratic so that people can

vote for alternative policies at the EU
level. This Treaty does not deal with
real needs. People do understand this
and should have the opportunity to reject
an inappropriate treaty. (9) European
countries should indeed be meeting to
discuss such important matters as energy
and climate change. They should and
will do this regardless of this Treaty or
referendums. To bring in the matter
of topics like these is irrelevant to the
referendum debate. (10) The Treaty
was written without public involvement
or knowledge. People should have an
opportunity to reject this approach to the
making of major agreements that concern
the sovereignty of a country. (11) The
fact that the Treaty is incomplete (i.e.
it needs to be integrated into two othel:
treaties before there is a coherent text)
is a reason for both people and Mps to
reject it. As we cannot rely on MPs tq
have a free vote or exercise informed
Judgment in this matter a referendum is
essential to allow the people to decide
(12) In the UK the present Govemmené
promised to hold a referendum on the
European Constitution. Whilst there have
been some f:hanges to the Constitution
by re-organising the contents into the
Treat?', the substance of the Constitution
remains intact. Therefore, the promise
should be kept and the UK should hay

a referendum. ©

It seems that the case for g

UK referendum :
overwhelming. s mtellectually
WHAT DOES THIS MEAN FOR

AUSTRALIA?

Australia is essential i
brought into being by Bll'i);islil pf;ztl?n
Its language and political institutize.
are British. Britain is the foundationnsl
culture resource for our community .
matter that, largely as a result of char; :3
immigration policies since the Menzgie
era; many Australian citizens do not ha X
blood ties with Britain. The re i
free way of life all Australjans e
heritage of the Constitution we adopted
in 1901 and which is itself 3 producg ef
our British tradition of constitution:l

monarchy within the Christi
a ristian
tradition. sacred

This means that all Australians
should be deeply concerned to learn that
what is still, in very profound senses of
the term, our mother country is in danger
of dissolution by means of assimilation

into a superstate under circumstances
which strongly suggest that a coalition

latively
njoy is a

Heritage - Vol. 32 No. 124 2008 - Page 14



The British At Bay 4

of elites and powerful minority interests
is operating a programme in flagrant
disregard of the welfare of the majority
of the people of Britain and of the other
peoples of Europe. We are surely called
upon to give whatever support we can to
the British people, meaning in this context
all the people of the British Isles including
the independent Irish, who appear to
have been given a historic opportunity to
strike a great blow for truth, freedom and
the continuity of Europe’s many cultures
and languages by rejecting this Treaty.

There is a vast literature that has
accumulated over the last two centuries
suggesting that men of power have been
working clandestinely to bring about a
World Government, sometimes called
the New World Order, which would in
fact inevitably become a world tyranny.
There is good reason to fear that the
Treaty of Lisbon is an important step in
that programme.

It is extraordinary that so little
coverage of this great struggle in Europe
has been given by the major Australian
media during the past few months. This
appears to be a further evidence that our
political order is seriously deformed
by having a corrupted press which is
working surreptitiously in the interests
of the World Government programme.
There is plenty of evidence from other
contexts that such is the case.

Australians also need to recall that
former Prime Minister Bob Hawke
*spilled the beans’ a few years ago by
stating that in the 1960’s there had
been a secret agreement by the two
major political parties (t?); ALP and
the Liberal-National coalition) to end
the ‘White Australia’ policy and enable
Jarge-scale immigration from non-
European nations without referring the
issue to the Australian people through a
referendum. The secret agreement was
required because both parties knew that
such a referendum would maintain the
old policy.

Perhaps we have to adapt a famous
quotation from Shakespeare’s Hamlet
and acknowledge that something is rotten
in the state of the world. Two questions
come to mind. How is it that affairs have
reached this dreadful state? How can an
effective movement of reform be initiated
and implemented?

Perhaps the burgeoning prosperity
of the Western world that followed
from the scientific, industrial and IT
revolutions has made our peoples soft.
The promotion of various forms of public

entertainment, especially involving
sport, sex, food and travel, together with
the cult of vacuous celebrities, may have
assisted this softening. In this case a call
to harden up is required, with appropriate
supporting arguments from history.
Secondly, it may be that the developing
complexity of the modern world, with its
global interlinking of trade and transport,
has made it more difficult for individual
persons and well-motivated groups to
understand the overall situation, let alone
respond to it. In that case, it seems that a
valid response may be the creation of an
elite cadre or order to supervise defensive
action on behalf of the individual nations
and their peoples. This is where the
shibboleth of ‘democracy’ may need
to be exposed. It is plain that the men
of power have endeavored to hide
their machinations beneath a veil of
‘democratic’ propaganda. We may be
wise to consider again opting for a more
traditional structure of society based on
caste, class, hierarchy and aristocracy.

On what spiritual and intellectual
foundation could such a cadre or order
be brought into existence? This, 1
believe, is where the fundamental cause
of the current ‘decline of the West’
needs to be identified and opposed. Our
sacred tradition of Christianity, whether
Orthodox, Catholic or Protestant, has
been shown by much research in many
fields over the past two centuries to be
deeply flawed. A profound Reformation
is required, greater than that of the 15t
Century, as indicated especially by
the writings of the Perennialist school
initiated by Rene Guenon and Ananda
Coomaraswamy. Christianity in the West
is in astonishing disarray at the present
time; nor will the problem be solved by
some sort of Gadarene rushing together
of old-fashioned Roman Catholics or
fervid Protestant evangelicals of various
kinds. The needed Reformation will
be painful for many Christians; but it
is indispensable, I believe, if we are to
save the present situation and develop the
necessary schools of resistance to provide
leadership. [End]

POSTSCRIPT:

From the Author: The above article was
written on the 24™ March 2008. As is now
well-known, the Irish did in fact vote NO to
the Lisbon Treaty by 54% to 46%.

This dramatic event called forth some
remarkable responses from certain leaders
of European states and other members of
what can loosely be called the contemporary

European political elite. The general gist of
these responses was that either the Irish should
be enticed into holding a second referendum
(with a few carrots offered to sway certain
voting clusters from No to Yes) or else the EU
leaders should ‘find some way’ to ensure that
the EU project continued on its chosen path
regardless. In the Australian press, only a few
voices sympathetic to the Irish NO vote could
be heard, usually in paragraphs near the end
of news stories, although The Australian did
publish an editorial warning of the need for the
EU to take more account of the common will,
and a letter from a British citizen remarking
that now, in its reaction to the NO vote, the
EU would be forced to show once and for all
whether it is genuinely democratic or not.

An important commentary on the situation
was published in the British news journal The
Spectator on the 21% June. This was titled
‘EU leaders will never consult us again’ and
subtitled ‘Daniel Hannan, who predicted the
Irish NO vote in this magazine, now says that
the EU will simply implement the Lisbon
Treaty and never risk a referendum again’.
Hannan referred to a statement made by Jose
Manuel Barroso, President of the European
Commission, during the Irish referendum
campaign ‘that Brussels had no Plan B’.
Explained Hannan: ‘Many Irish commentators
innocently took this to mean that, in the event
of a NO vote, the Lisbon Treaty would be
dropped. But what Mr. Barroso actually
meant was that Plan A would be bludgeoned
through, with or without popular consent.’
Commenting on various post-referendum
statements by EU officials and hangers-on,
Hannan added: ‘Listening to these statements,
it suddenly hit me that the speakers didn’t
expect to convince anyone. They were simply
giving the party line, with all the perfunctory
woodenness of Brezhnev-era officials’.

Hannan argued that ‘Euro-federalists,
like Cold War communists, believe that
their ruling ideology is more important than
either democracy or the letter of the law.’ As
one of a number of proofs of the bludgeon
policy he listed, he referred to the especially
contentious proposal in the text of the Lisbon
Treaty calling for the creation of a European
foreign minister with attached embassies.

‘Listening to the arguments of both sides,
you would never guess that this is already
in place. The EU’s diplomatic corps — The
European External Action Service — was
brought into being two years ago. Go to
any non-EU country and you will find an
EU mission that towers over the national
legations.’

Hannan is the Conservative Member
of the European Parliament for South East
England and blogs every day at www.hannan.
co.uk

The latest news as 1 write this postscript
on the 27 July is that the Irish millionaire
who funded much of the NO campaign
is now organizing candidates to stand
throughout Europe in coming elections for
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The Story of Arthur Phillip 2

THE GREAT SOUTH LAND -
AUSTRALIA

The recent loss of the American
colonies had caused a serious problem
in England, and that was what to do with
the convicts who were now crowding
the prisons, and who had hitherto been
transported to America. Following the
reports that Captain James Cook had
brought back about the great land in the
southern hemisphere, later to be called
Australia, it was decided that here would
be a good place to start a penal settlement.
For some reason, Phillip was chosen as
Governor-elect for this new colony. It is
not clear why he was actually selected,
except, perhaps, that his knowledge of
farming, coupled with his experience at
sea and his ability to handle men, swayed
the government’s
decision to give
him this fateful
appointment.

There was much
criticism of Phillip’s
selection. “I cannot
say,” wrote Lord
Howe to Lord
Sydney, “the little
knowledge 1 have
of Captain Phillip
would have led
me to select him
for service of this
complicated nature.”

But it so happened that Phillip was the
right man for the job, and it is doubtful
whether another could have carried it out
so effectively.

From September, 1786, when Phillip
knew of his appointment, he set about,
quietly and efficiently, to organise and
arrange details for the voyage and early
settlement... He made innumerable
suggestions to ensure the scheme
should run smoothly, some of which
were accepted, but many of which,
unfortunately, were rejected. Among the
latter was his request that ships carrying
artisans should precede the convicts, and
so prepare the colony for their reception.
If this had been done much of the
subsequent suffering and inconvenience
could have been avoided. As it was when
the First Fleet set out there were very few
men aboard skilled at any useful craft.

The Voyage
of the First Fleet

TO THE ENDS OF THE EARTH
On April 27", 1787, Phillip received
his formal commission and instructions,
and on May 13" the fleet comprising
eleven ships, set sail. There were 1486

people aboard, of whom 778 were
convicts, and the rest marines and crew.
Trouble began before they had even
cleared the Channel, as the convicts on
board the Scarborough made a united
effort to seize the ship. The uprising was
quelled, and the fleet proceeded on its
voyage to the ends of the earth.

The first ship dropped anchor in
Botany Bay on January 18", 1788, and
the rest arrived two days later. The voyage
had been a most successful one, with
only thirty deaths aboard the eleven ships
— satisfactory by prevailing standards.

Phillip decided that Botany Bay was
unsuitable for the new settlement, and
set out to explore nearby substitutes. He
finally selected the site known as Port
Jackson,on what is now Sydney Harbour,

Phillip’s early troubles were legion.
While the convicts would not work under
the strictest supervision, the marines
who were in charge of them, found many
attractions in the women’s quarters, and
needed themselves to be watched.

The wood which was to be used for
building washard,unseasoned,unyielding
and difficult to work, especially in the
hands of the unskilled. And scurvy was
prevalent amongst all classes.

At first Phillip was inclined to treat
offences lightly, but he soon found that
the attitude of the convicts generally
made such mercy undesirable, and
stricter measures were needed. The worst
crime of all was that of stealing from the
stores, and for this a severe flogging was
imposed. There was also trouble with
the military men,
who were eager for
large grants of land,
but Phillip stuck to
his arrangement that
each should receive

(=3

so on January 26" a few convicts and
marines landed there, and the first colony
was at last established.

From the very first confusion reigned
paramount, There were so few who
understood anything about building
shelter or growing food for the settlers.
Fresh vegetables were a desperate need,
as the supplies taken aboard at Rio de
Janeiro and the Cape were long since
exhausted. The convicts themselves
were not eager to work, and sickness
was growing amongst all members of the
party.

On February 7%, Captain Collins, the
judge-advocate, read the commission
appointing Arthur Phillip as captain-
general and governor, with powers
unlimited. Phillip himself addressed the
convicts, pointing out that each must
play their part and share in the work of
the settlement, and those who did not
would not eat. He promised justice to
all, and punishment to those who did
wrong. The new city, for which he had
selected the site, he named Sydney, after
Thomas Townshend, Viscount Sydney,
the Secretary of State.

just two acres for
the cultivation of
grain. The greatest
thorn in his flesh
was, however, the
lieutenant-governor,

who should have
been his greatest
help and support.

This was Major Ross, and differences
between them continued for two years
until Phillip appointed him to take charge
of Norfolk Island.

Even in these early days of settlement,
Phillip undertook exploration. On March
2" of the year they landed he set out in the
long boat to examine the country north of
Port Jackson with the hope of finding a
better locality. He discovered Pitt Water,
which he named after the Prime Minister
of England, and walked there unarmed
among the armed indigenous natives.
This was always Phillip’s policy; he was
determined not to cause trouble with
or to harm in any way the aborigines.
Unfortunately, many of the marines and
convicts were not of the same mind, and
skirmishes between the old and new
settlers blotted these early days.

FEARFUL OF BEING THE
FORGOTTEN PEOPLE
The food position was becoming
worse and worse and severe rationing
had to be enforced. In vain the little band
of exiles watched for a ship to make the
settlement, but during that first year none
appeared. In October, Phillip sent his own
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sanction for criminal acts against blacks.
Christian theology can only arise from
oppressed communities. Since God is
not the God of white religion but the God
of Black experience, Cone abhors racial
integration because it robs blacks of their
identity.

WORLD IMPROVEMENT

Dr. Cone understands that his thinking
owes a debt to the liberation theology
that has plagued the Catholic Church
in Latin America, where Marxists have
cloaked the notions of oppression and
liberation in Christian imagery to turn
the people against their governments.
Likewise Cone’s theology has embraced
Marxist humanism as the vehicle to right
the wrongs of white oppression. Cone
has adapted the Marxist theories on class
warfare as one of race warfare. Cone
believes that merging Jesus with Marx
will improve the world.

Professor Harvey Cox, the author of
the seminal book The Secular City, is
one of the most influential theological
exponents of Marxist liberation. A
Harvard Divinity School professor, Cox
is notorious for his participation in pro-
communist causes related to the Vietnam
War, violent student protests, and national
liberation struggles in Central America.
Another influential thinker is the
controversial Harvard professor Cornel
West, who espoused a critical integration
of Marxism and black theology in his
1979 essay, Black Theology and Marxist
Thought. West highlights their strong
correlation because of the shared human
experience of oppressed peoples as
victims.

ADARK HORSE

One astute observer of the
transformation of black religion into a
jaded form of socio-politics has been
the founder of the Californian Biblical
University and Seminary Robert A.
Morley. In his dissertation, The Truth
about Black Liberal Theology, Morley
believes that black ideology wants to
turn religion into sociology . . . Jesus
into a black Marxist rebel, and the gospel
into violent revolution. Morley believes
the power politics interests black
liberationists more than salvation.

No American election has illustrated
Dr. Morley’s thesis better than the 2008
presidential campaign. Senator Barack
QObama has been the centre of a firestorm,
created largely by Reverend Jeremiah
Wright. Reverend Wright has emerged as

someone who has thrust black liberation
theology onto a national stage. Born in
Philadelphia, in 1941, Wright’s parents
instilled in him a deep religious faith and
a positive image of his black heritage. In
1972 he became pastor of Trinity United
Church of Christ congregation in the
inner city of Chicago.

In just 30 years his congregation
increased to about 8000.

Trinity’s affiliation with the liberal
United Church of Christ provides the
ideological context for Wright’s impact
on the election. Trinity is part of one of the
most liberal church systems in America.
It was the first to ordain homosexuals,
women and blacks as ministers. Under
Wright, Trinity has pushed the religious
envelope to the extreme left with its
amalgamation of black power and
liberation theology.

Preaching in his culture’s traditional
style, Wright’s fiery sermons focused
primarily on black social issues, with
victimology and conspiracy theories
at their core. They are marinated in
Wright’s bitterness toward the country of
his birth. Wright cleverly exploits their
deep-seated belief that blacks are the
perpetual victims of white oppression.
Wright relied on his erroneous belief
that 40 years after the Civil Rights Act,
white oppression has prevented any
social progress among black people. His
preaching reached its controversial nadir
during a fiery 2003 speech in which he
asked God, not to bless America ...but to
damn it for killing innocent people. James
Cone has identified Wright’s church as
embodying his teachings better than any
other one in America.

THE WRONG CONNECTION

The political firestorm that Reverend
Wright’s radical statements have caused
his former congregant, still lingers as
the election approaches. Barack Obama
joined Trinity in the 1980’s while he
was working as a community organizer
in Chicago before attending Harvard
Law School. Since then he has endowed
the Church with about a quarter million
dollars of His books’ royalties. Wright
officiated at the wedding ceremony of
Barack and Michelle Obama in 1992 and
years later at their daughters’ baptisms.
The Senator took the title of one of his
memoirs, The Audacity of Hope, from
one of Wright’s sermons.

It was ABC News that first publicized
several of Wright's racially charged
sermons in March 2008. Since their

public revelations, Obama has shied
away from his Wright Connection. In late
April, Wright increased his tirade against
white America and casually dismissed
Obama protestations as just the words
of a politician. At first Obama was
tepid in his response to the Reverend’s
fulminations. But at his April 29" news
conference Obama finally denounced
Wright’s remarks as a bunch of rants that
aren’t grounded in the truth. His tardy
response to Wright’s radicalism focused
only how wronged he felt by Wright’s
personal attacks. Unfortunately, his
reticence to condemn Wright’s teachings
implied, at best, a passive acceptance of
his pastor’s radicalism.

To date Obama still has not explained
his failure tocondemn Wright’s radicalism
during the twenty years that he attended
Trinity. It took another inflammatory
sermon by a visiting preacher, Father
Michael Pfleger, a white Catholic priest
in the Chicago Archdiocese for Obama
to finally sever his connection with the
Trinity Church.

THE PINNACLE OF HISTORY

Barack Obama was born on August
4, 1961, in Honolulu, Hawaii, to mixed
parents, Barack Obama, Sr. a Kenyan,
and Ann Dunham of Wichita, Kansas. His
father deserted Obama and his mother
when he was two years old. Dunham later
married Lolo Soetoro, who moved them
to his native Indonesia in 1967. When
he was 10 years old, Obama was sent
to live with his maternal grandparents
in Honolulu where he stayed until he
graduated from high school in 1979.

After two years at Occidental College
in Los Angeles, Obama transferred to
Columbia University in New York City,
graduating in 1983. After three years as a
community organizer in Chicago, where
he was schooled in Chicago’s simmering
radicalism, Obama entered Harvard Law
School and in 1990 he became the first
black president of the ‘Harvard Law
Review’. After graduating magna cum
laude in 1991,0bama returned to Chicago
where he led a voter registration drive
and began writing his first book, Dreams
from My Father, a memoir published in
1995. Obama met Michelle Robinson in
June 1989 while an intern at a Chicago
law firm.

In just over a dozen years, Barack
Obama has gone from relative obscurity
in college teaching and as a legislator in
state government to become a United
States Senator. And now, four years later,
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he is the Democratic Party’s nominee
for the President of the United States.
Even a cursory look at his intellectual
pedigree should alarm even his most
ardent supporters. As the most liberal and
pro-abortion member of the senate, his
extremism was derived from the usual
socialist mentors, urban agitators Saul
Alinsky and Marxist Frank Marshall
Davis. Now at the pinnacle of history,
Senator Obama’s long relationship with
Reverend Wright is alarming, shocking
and scandalous.

STILL WATERS OF BELIEF

Authentic Christianity transcends
race and ethnicity. There is no black or
white cultural value system in the Bible.
Human beings of all shades are made
in the image and likeness of God and
redeemed through the saving ministry
of Jesus Christ. The good news is that
there is not unanimity among the black
churches on liberation theology. Many
black ministers view it as misguided, if
not a deviant form of Christianity.

The Marxism embedded in Reverend
Wright’s preaching and Senator Obama’s
passivity should raise serious doubts
about his religious beliefs. Before
attending Wright’s church, Obama’s
religious sentiments appear to have
been a blank slate. In Audacity of Hope
Obama describes his mother as detached
from religion, yet in many ways the most
spiritually awakened person that I have
ever known. He says that his Kenyan
father, who was raised a Muslim, was
a confirmed atheist who saw religion as
not particularly useful.

Contrary to all the above, Obama
says that he has found Jesus in Wright’s
church. Is Obama’s Jesus the one on the
cross, or the one of black liberation?
Does he really believe in the saving
ministry of Jesus, or in the racialist
hopes of his former pastor? How deeply
do the still waters of black liberation run
in his spiritual veins? Does Obama fully
accept Dr. Cone’s belief that together,
black religion and Marxist philosophy
may show the way to build a completely
new society? [s that the change Obama
believes in? In Cone’s amalgamation of
Marx with Jesus, is it only Marx who
motivates him? Or maybe the Senator
is just another pragmatic politician who
finds religion to be useful? The country
deserves the answers to these questions.

Source: The Mindszenty Report:
Published Monthly by the Cardinal
Mindszenty Foundation.

CROSSING E RUBICON

THE DECLINE OF THE AMERICAN EMPIRE
AT THE END OF THE AGE OF OIL

By MICHAEL C. RUPPERT

HE RUBICON signifies a point of no return. Peak oil

and 9/11 are two such points that signal so profound
a change in the course of world events that no one will
remain unaffected.

The attacks of September 11, 2001 were accomplished
through an amazing orchestration of logistics and personnel.
Crossing the Rubicon discovers and identifies key
—suspects — finding some of them in the highest
echelons of American Government - by showing
how they acted in concert to guarantee that the
attacks produced the desired result. A superbly
detailed scrutiny of the events of 9/11, the book also ranges
across the terrain of rapidly diminishing hydrocarbon
energy supplies, geopolitics, narco-traffic, intelligence and

Lo
PMICHAR L ¢ ryjp

PLRT
militarism — without which 9/11 cannot be understood. s

Crafted as a criminal investigation of a homicide, Crossing The Rubicon examines;

*  the motives for the 9/11 attacks, including the Pentagon’s need for a pretext for
war that would enable an all-out drive for the planet’s last reserves of oil and gas;
Wall Street’s need for liquid cash from restored fraffic in Afghani heroin; and the
administration’s need for legal domestic repression during severe and imminent
resource shortages;

o the personnel, including Dick Cheney, the Pakistani Intelligence Agency (ISI),
the Taliban, al- Qaeda, the bin-Ladens and elements of the government of Saudi
Arabia;

o the intelligence, including covert software, the full complexity of the US intelligence
community; the connections with Wall Street and the Isragli government;

« the carefully designed opportunity on the day of the attacks, the role of the Secret
Service and the US Vice President;

e the cover-up; and
e the outcome: “The War on Terror” as pretext for the loss of civil liberties and

domination of world oil reserves.

.... at the end of three years of conducting a really independent investigation, Ruppert is
not only heading in the right direction, but also touching the inner sanctum of the hidden
government agenda:

After three years of research and writing, Ruppert said “ In my new book | will name
Vice President Cheney as the prime suspect in the mass murders of 9/11 and will establish
that, not only was he a planner in the attacks, but also that on the day of the attacks he was
running a completely separate Command, Control and Communications system which was
superceding any orders being issued by the FAA, the Pentagon, or the White House Situation
Room: | will establish conclusively that in May 2001, by presidential order, Dick Cheney was
put in direct command and control of all war game and field exercise training and scheduling
through several agencies especially FEMA. This also extended to all of the conflicting and
overlapping NORAD drills — some involving hijack simulations- taking place on that day; I will
also demonstrate that the TRIPOD!! Exercise being set up on September 10 in Manhattan was
directly connected to Cheney’s role in the above; | will also show that the Israeli and British
governments acted as partners with the highest level of the American government to help in
the preparation and, very possibly, the actual execution of the attacks.” This book places
9/11 at the centre of a desperate new America, created by specific, named individuals in
preparation for Peak Qil: an economic crisis like nothing the world has ever seen.

Softcover-674 pages — Price $46.00 Posted.
Order Direct From: The Australian Heritage Society - PO Box 163, CHIDLOW, WA 6556.
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