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THOUGHT FOR THE WEEK 

Targets for the Week 

Balance or “homeostasis” is the key to 

health as it is to realistic economics!  In a 

Social Credit dispensation the tendency 

would be toward balance in life activities 

and experiences, impossible to achieve in 

the present phrenetic debt-driven society.  

I think Social Credit ideas are making 

some progress in the race to the finishing 

line—salvation or oblivion for the human 

race.  Let’s make certain that we win in 

that rush to destiny! - Wallace Klinck, 

Canada 13 May 2014 

“Regarded purely as an element of 

Descriptive Economics the phenomenon 

of the localisation of industry may not 

seem particularly relevant to Social Credit.  

However, regarded as a manifestation of 

the binding forces of society our 

understanding of it is of importance – 

“Society is primarily metaphysical” (C.H. 

Douglas) and it must be relegated by its 

traditions and mores to its roots if it is to 

survive in any recognisable form.  

Localisation therefore has a social as well 

as an economic significance and embodies 

much of the traditions and culture of a 

people.” 

 - -  Anthony Cooney in “Social Credit 

Politics” revised edition 2007 

 

http://www.veritasbooks.com.au/social-credit/social-credit-politics-anthony-cooney-detail 

After Coalition ‘back-bench’ Members, 

new Senators should also cop a 

hammering over the increased taxes 

and broken promises.  

The political situation is developing into 

sometime like the latter half of 1975 

when Sir John Kerr prorogued the 

Parliament leading to an election. Will 

Sir Peter Cosgrove have the courage to 

repeat the November 1975 actions of 

Sir John Kerr. Write and ask him but do 

not expect too much as his mail is 

intercepted by government 

bureaucrats.   It is also time to switch 

your focus onto the State leaders. Any 

support for an increase in the GST 

should be opposed with ‘tooth and 

nail’. The States are ‘sovereign states’ 

and should use their own powers to 

raise finance from sources other than 

increasing debt. The Premiers will be 

looking for ‘easy’ answers  to their 

financial problems so slugging taxpayers 

pockets should be clearly indicated as 

‘out of bounds’ and at their peril! ND 

The twelve lectures in this booklet were originally published as a correspondence course - "A Second Course on Social Credit" and 
were based on the lecture notes of the advanced Social Credit course conducted in Liverpool by the "Anti-Debt League," in the 
early 1960's. In 1985, after some further editing they were published in booklet form by The Gild of St. George and distributed to 
subscribers to "Liverpool Newsletter." The first three lectures in the study course covered some fairly elementary economic 
associations and the relevance of these to the Social Credit. It is hoped that this new publication by the Australian Heritage Society 
will bring a greater understanding, among those already familiar with its monetary aspects, of the wider relevance of Social Credit 
to the contemporary world. - Anthony Cooney, 2007, Liverpool, U.K. 
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HOW THE FINANCIERS DESTROYED THE KING by James Reed 

IS A LEFT-WING INTELLECTUAL SHOWING HIS “COLOURS”? 

“Whether or not I could have prevented 
World War II, had I remained King, is an 
imponderable.  At least I used any 
influence I had to warn against the folly 
of another hollocaust (sic).  Where I 
clashed with Baldwin and his cronies was 
that I was not really of the Establishment 
which I was supposed to be.  That 
aroused their suspicions that I would not 
always “yes” them, which indeed I would 
not have!” 

An article in the International Express of 
25 December 2013 had the headline: 

 

 

 

“Edward VIII: As 
King I may have 
prevented the 

war” 

 

 

King Edward VIII, who abdicated may 
have prevented war if he had remained 
king.  The former king wrote in a note to 
an author in January 1970 that he may 

have been able to talk Hitler from war if 
he had remained on the throne.  His 
notes also said of Winston Churchill that 
he had “insatiable ambition” and was not 
an “outstanding peace time politician; 
only war seemed to inspire him to 
brilliant leadership.” 

The standard view of the abdication is 
that a man who couldn’t control his 
sexual urges had to marry socialite Mrs. 
Wallis Simpson.  No doubt sexual 
weakness was at play here, but that is not 
the full story. 

The New Times 11 December 1936, Vol.2 
No50, has the front page article by C.H. 

Douglas “The Real Issue Is: The King 
Versus the Oligarchy” 

And the sub-title “This King demands that 
the abundant gifts of God be distributed 
– that is why the Financiers drove him 
out.”  The issue contains many eye-
opening pieces of information.  For 
example, in Melbourne the Town Clerk 
refused permission for concerned citizens 
to hire the Town Hall for the purpose of 
holding a meeting about the 
“Constitutional crisis,” as “the time is 
inappropriate for a public discussion of 
this matter.” 

The Australian government, according to 
an article by N.R. Worrall, had made 
representations to Britain against the 
King.  The King had outraged the financial 
elite by condemning the poverty that he 
had seen in the south of Wales and 
elsewhere.  This was totally unacceptable 
and the Establishment felt that he had to 
go.  Further, the financiers were itching 
for another war to make more “Mother 
Courage” profits and the King could 
prevent this.  Even worse, the King, as 
Prince of Wales, had said in 1932 that the 
problem of production had been solved 
and the problem of distribution should 
not cause too much problem, perhaps 
having Social Credit in mind. 

An article on page five of The New Times 
is just as relevant if written today:   

“Finance, the impersonal power, with no 
body to be kicked and no soul to be 
damned, has, and has had, no other 
inspiration than to become all-powerful 
and to be above the King, above the 
State, and, above all, God.  It recognises 
no responsibility, and where possible, 
skulks back stage, and has its dirty work 
performed by hirelings.” 

Continue reading the Friday, December 11, 1936 New Times article on our website. –  
go to http://www.alor.org/New%20Times/index.html and navigate. 

UNCIVIL SOCIETY AND THE CONSERVATIVES by Chris Knight 

British philosopher Roger Scruton is in 
Australia speaking about the rebuilding of 
civil society from the culture of 
resentment produced by the Left.  He has 
much good to say about winning back the 
school, restricting the power of the 
bureaucrats and abandoning centralised 
curriculums.  Likewise the Left favours Big 
State and opposing that is also good. 

However missing from his conservatism as 
far as my reading goes, is a critique of 
economic globalisation and the economic 
system.  Like all conservatives Scruton 
values the “free market”, but he admits 
that it does not create institutions and 
culture.  Indeed – but free globalised 
markets are one of the great forces 
destroying cultures and communities 

across the world.  Thus John Howard, 
Abbott, etc., are portrayed as 
conservatives and yet their globalist 
policies effectively destroy the institutions 
they purport to support.  So they are not 
conservatives, but if so, there are few if 
any, orthodox people who are.  And we 
haven’t even got to the financial system 
and social credit issues yet!     

One of our jobs at this site is to expose 
internal inconsistencies in our opponents, 
especially Left-wing intellectuals.  As we 
all know the reigning religion of the Left is 
anti-racism, multiculturalism and ethno-
racial diversity.  Immigration for them is 
fantastic because it brings in the diversity 
- which is useful for the captains of 
capitalism because in the short-term it 
brings in money (making the white 
natives rent payers with no homes).  In 
the longer-term, immigration chews up 

societies and spits them out. 
In this spirit consider the remarks made 
by Left-wing intellectual Bob Ellis on his 
blog, quoted at “Cut and Paste” The 
Australian 12 May 2014 p.11: 
 
“Bob Ellis contributes to national 
harmony on his blog on Friday:  There is 
growing evidence that Joe Hockey is the 
dumbest Australian politician ever…  It is 
not his country, of course.  Though born 
here, he has a Middle Eastern way of 

looking at things.  He believes the 
heathens do not deserve help, and if the 
children throw stones, well, rubber 
bullets is what they will suffer in return.  
He believes inequality is deserved.  It is in 
his DNA.  If this is unfair, I am sorry.  I do 
not wish to be unfair.” 

We wonder how far this argument could 
be extended. 

http://www.alor.org/New%20Times/index.html
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HOCKEY’S RETIREMENT PITCH OVERLOOKS A WORLD OF ABUNDANCE 
Is it finally dawning on some of ‘them’?  Better late than never!  The following article, written from a philosophical basis we may not 

agree with, is important because it shows some of the people are catching on.  
From The Conversation by Michael Rafferty, ARC Future Fellow 2012-2016, School of Business at University of Sydney and Dick Bryan, 
Professor, Department of Political Economy at University of Sydney, 12 May 2014. 

“In recent weeks, Joe Hockey has been 
floating the idea that in an “age of 
personal responsibility”, and in the context 
of a budget “crisis”, people will have to 
work longer before they receive the age 
pension.  And to do so, they may also need 
to have used up all their superannuation 
and housing assets. 

Naming a “crisis” is always a good way to 
introduce a hostile and unwelcome policy, 
for it engenders a taste for the 
unpalatable.  But crises – real rather than 
contrived ones – are often also the times 
when real visions of a better future arise.  
1930 wasn’t a great year to be looking 
optimistically forward and to be 
speculating about a bright future ahead.  
Indeed, it was in the middle of a major 
economic crisis, the Great Depression.  
Output for both investment and 
consumption was, by any criterion, 
“scarce”.  But in 1930 John Maynard 
Keynes wrote one of his most famous and 
perhaps his most audacious essays: “The 
Economic Possibilities of our 
Grandchildren”. 

To envision a world of high social 
productivity, Keynes directly challenged 
the way economists had conceived of 
“scarcity”: the idea that there are 
unlimited wants and needs, but only 
limited resources.  Having marvelled at the 
growth in the productive powers of society 
up to the Depression, Keynes contended 
that in the next hundred years, if society’s 
productive powers continued to expand, 
we would see the early-1930s as “…only a 
temporary phase of maladjustment”. 

His central point was that the long-run of 
human history was of growing capacity to 
produce wealth.  In Keynes’ future, the 
problem would not be scarcity in the sense 
of insufficient funding for a basic standard 
of living for all.  As he puts it the challenge 
in such a society would be that:  …for the 
first time since his creation man will be 
faced with his real, his permanent problem 
- how to use his freedom from pressing 
economic cares, how to occupy the leisure, 
which science and compound interest will 
have won for him, to live wisely and 
agreeably and well.  Much shorter working 
hours and working lives would not just be 
possible but probably socially necessary to 

share around the work.  Wider 
transformations would follow, in terms of 
social priorities. 

Eighty years on, we have enjoyed the 
productivity growth, but not the outcomes 
Keynes imagined.  Perhaps that wasn’t the 
case until the mid 1970s or even the mid 
1980s, for standards of living were growing 
significantly, albeit not evenly.  But from 
around the mid 1980s, that changed.  
Nowhere perhaps is this more evident 
than in the area of retirement. 

A key international turning point was the 
publication in 1994 of the World Bank’s 
Averting the Old Age Crisis.  It argued that 
as societies were ageing, and ageing 
rapidly, governments were facing an 
impending fiscal crisis if they didn’t 
radically change their retirement policies – 
and it advocated forms of retirement 
privatisation.  This meant self-funded 
retirement: compulsory savings out of 
wages. 

Hockey’s apparent crisis is that these 
compulsory savings are not sufficient to 
fund retirement, and people will stay, on 
his reckoning, too state pension 
dependent.  Hence, the need to increase 
the period of life over which they save, 
and reduce the period of life over which 
they live off savings (private and public).  
The supposed answer is to increase the 
retirement age.  The Productivity 
Commission recommends it to go to 70. 

Saul Eslake, Bank of America economist 
and former Director of the Grattan 
Institute recommends a more complex 
calculation of “longevity risk”, so as to give 
an average of 10 years between ending 
work and expected death.  Significantly, 
leading economists such Nicholas Barr at 
the London School of Economics, and 
Nobel Prize winners Peter Diamond and 
Joseph Stiglitz have criticised the supposed 
looming fiscal crisis of an ageing 
population as one of the great myths of 
the pension reform agenda. 

Like Keynes, they focus on the centrality of 
future output as a means of funding 
retirement obligations.  There are many 
ways of increasing future output, of which 
delaying retirement age or the 
privatisation of pension financing are just a 

couple – and perhaps not the best options 
we have. 

But in framing the current debate Joe 
Hockey wants to shape a cultural change – 
ending what he calls a “culture of 
entitlement” and replacing it with an era 
of “individual responsibility” or financial 
self-management.  In building a similar 
agenda before the global financial crisis, 
then-President George W. Bush talked 
about financial self-responsibility as if it 
were the key to the good life and building 
the social good.  But as we can now see 
quite starkly after several million US 
citizens lost their homes during the sub-
prime mortgage meltdown, and billions in 
retirement savings were lost in the 
subsequent stock market collapse, 
financial responsibility isn’t so much about 
the social good but about personal risk 
management – it’s about individuals and 
households managing a growing range of 
costs and risks that are being shifted from 
governments and employers.  The idea 
here is that we must manage these risks 
and of course if we don’t it is our fault that 
we didn’t work hard enough, save enough, 
spent too much or weren’t “savvy” 
enough.  Social and economic risks and 
responsibilities are being individualised.  
This is the modern agenda of re-imposing 
scarcity, amidst possible abundance.  
Extending the retirement age is a corollary 
of that agenda… 

One of the most important battle lines in 
this contest will be what sort of life 
including retirement we dare to imagine.  
Joe Hockey and the Grattan Institute want 
you to think we live in a world of 
permanent scarcity so that selling yourself 
for the means of life for as long as possible 
is all you can expect.  They want you to 
think about the future in terms of the 
economic and financial responsibilities of 
our grandparents.   

It will be up to others to identify the 
possible conditions of abundance already 
in our midst and still emerging, and to 
encourage us to dare to imagine what 
Keynes referred to as the art of life.  To do 
this we will once again have to re-imagine 
what the economic possibilities are for us 
– Keynes’ grandchildren.” 

The authors wish to thank Scott MacWilliam for discussions and comments on an earlier version of the paper 
Source: http://theconversation.com/joe-hockeys-retirement-pitch-overlooks-a-world-of-abundance-26514 

http://theconversation.com/joe-hockeys-retirement-pitch-overlooks-a-world-of-abundance-26514
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THIS BUDGET SAYS 

SOMETHING TERRIFYING 

ABOUT AUSTRALIA… 

So writes Andrew Bolt on his Blog, 14 
May 2014.  For those who have woken up 
to the fact that all the rhetoric is part of 
the ‘dialectics’ of modern politics, Joe 
Hockey’s Budget was in line with what 
was to be expected.  The “frightening” 
news, according to most mainline reports 
is that the incoming government found 
upon inspecting the nation’s accounting 
figures, which are according to Andrew 

Bolt’s report, “terrifying”, Australia is 
“hooked on handouts” and now we must 
all suffer!   

Sorry Andrew, I don’t accept what you 
have written 

If the foundation of a nation’s FINANCIAL 
accounting system is itself based on a 
false premise, how can any thinking 
Australian trust what any modern 
government presents as an accurate 
reflection of the Australian people’s real 
position in the real world?  Why do Joe 
Hockey’s accounting figures NEVER take 
into account our REAL WEALTH?  Why do 

we only ever hear about the Financial 
Debt figures?    

The League’s website has a wealth of 
historical material, stretching back in time 
over the last eighty to ninety years, which 
has dealt with the fundamental 
philosophical, political and even religious 
issues involved in this matter.  Gentle 
reader do yourself a favour and spend 
time reading and/or listening to some of 
the following documents – you will learn 
the truth – and be set free in your 
thinking, in your understanding! 

 

SO MUCH FOR “DEMOCRACY” by James Reed 

The elites were upset by last year’s Senate 
election which has diluted the power of 
the two parties, Tweedle Dum and 
Tweedle Dumber.  The Joint Standing 
Committee on electoral matters has 
suggested the introduction of partial 
preferential voting below the line so that 
six boxes or more are numbered rather 

than every single box.  This is to stop the 
minor parties using group voting tickets to 
make preference deals.   

Reform will allegedly give “full power 
back” to the voter.  Be the judge of that – 
The WE Australian 10-11 May 2014 p.4 is 
right to observe “Vote Reform to ‘Finish’ 
Minor Parties”.  Power to the two major 

parties will be tightly secured. 

Editor’s comment:  Of course, it’s okay for 
the main parties to make preference deals 
– and have done so for many a year - they 
just don’t like minor parties gaining an 
advantage by such a move. 

“Mending a Mortgaged World” by Jeremy Lee 

http://www.alor.org/NewTimes%20Survey/A+B%20Mending%20a%20Mortgaged%20World.htm 

“How Can the Whole World Be in Debt?” by Jeremy Lee 

MAYO MP3 Library- http://www.alor.org/MAYO.html 

“Debt and World Control” http://www.alor.org/Volume23/Vol23No30.htm -7 August, 1987 

“The Struggle for Money” Chapter 8 http://www.alor.org/blog/entry/chapter-eight-the-remedy “… a few people, 
like Mr. John Leard, did attempt to warn before the Federal Elections that Australia's external debt has soared… 
Because the Opposition parties are also mesmerised - or frightened? - by the black magic of debt finance, they 

have failed to warn Australians that the "restructuring" of Australian industry, both primary and secondary, and a 
lowering of real living standards, is designed primarily to meet the requirements of the International Debt 

Merchants…” 

BASIC FUND 
A BIG THANKYOU to supporters who 
have lifted the ‘Basic Fund total to 
$27,445.51 at as 15th May 2014. 
Joe Hockey has shown that there is no 
salvation for a nation managing with 
orthodox financial policies. 
I am reminded of the story of the 
travelling salesmen who used to move 
out into the country from Monday to 
Friday to sell their wares . Each night 
during the week, the salesmen would 
gather at the ’commercial travellers’ 
hotels and swap stories  of their business 

conquests each day.  It would be ‘10 Mix 
Masters at $30’ or ‘3 encyclopedias at 
$100’  and they boasted on and on. One 
chap sitting quietly alone was asked, 
“how many sales did you make today”? 
and he replied “none”!  
They asked “what are you selling and 
what does it cost”? “Well”, he said, “I am 
selling an idea but I don’t know what it 
costs but if I make ONE sale it will be 
worth so much all my worries will be 
over”. The travelling salesmen looked at 
him askance and said “You will never 

make your fortune selling an  idea like 
that and you will be working forever. He 
smiled and said “I am selling an idea  and 
I know if I can make the sale, my life will 
have been worth living; will that apply to 
your sales”? He had Faith in his product! 
And so it is with Social Credit; we have 
Faith in our product and if we keep 
chipping away like a pile-driver  
hammering a post into the hardest  
ground then we will succeed. I urge all 
our readers to keep ‘hammering away’ so 
there will be a better tomorrow. ND 

http://www.alor.org/Volume23/Vol23No30.htm
http://www.alor.org/blog/entry/chapter-eight-the-remedy
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LEISURED LIFE BASED ON CORRECT PRINCIPLES? OR BECOME A CYBORG?  
Andrew Smart warns: “Don’t be afraid of robots—be afraid of becoming one”, 7 May 2014 

Andrew Smart is a research scientist and author of "Autopilot: The Art and Science of Doing Nothing" and the 
forthcoming, "Beyond Zero and One." 

Our fantasies about 
becoming cyborgs 
are getting ever 
closer to reality.  
Recently in the 
resurrected version 
of Newsweek (which 

I suspect is a robot), Kevin Maney wrote 
an excited article on “brain apps” which 
monitor EEG signals and allow you to 
automatically detect when your brain is 
in a state of “peak productivity.”  What’s 
more, the grandiose claim of these apps 
is that they will train you to be able to 
enter peak productivity at will.  By 
analyzing brainwaves and teaching you 
how to mimic the brain activity of 
experts, these apps can make you into an 
expert with minimal training in a fraction 
of the time it normally takes.  In a few 
years this type of technology may be 
implanted, making us truly cyborgs. 
We have moved beyond creating robots 
and software to do work for us.  We now 
want to become robots ourselves so that 
we can even more work – all the time, in 
a heightened state of “peak productivity.”  
Our cyborg fantasies have been 
completely co-opted by the cult of 
productivity.  The much-hyped 
Singularity, in which machine intelligence 
becomes super-intelligence and 
surpasses human intelligence, and then 
merges with it (or something), is not 

about some deep philosophical and 
technological barrier—it’s about 
becoming a super-worker: a cyborg of 
extreme productivity. 
Since the dawn of the robotic age we 
have dreamed of a utopian future where 
benevolent yet super powerful and 
intelligent robots do all of our menial 
jobs, handle our daily affairs and allow us 
to generally take it easy and explore the 
higher pleasures of leisure.  Long before 
the digital revolution in 1891, Oscar 
Wilde wrote, “All unintellectual labour, all 
monotonous, dull labour, all labour that 
deals with dreadful things, and involves 
unpleasant conditions, must be done by 
machinery.”  Isn’t this why we invented 
robots in the first place? 
Wilde thought that the purpose of life 
was amusement, enjoying cultivated 
leisure, making beautiful things, or simply 
contemplating the world.  He naively 
thought that the spread sufficiently 
advanced machinery would allow 
everyone, including and especially the 
poor, to be liberated from street 
sweeping and other degrading types of 
manual labour (like working at Starbucks 
today).  Wilde continues, “On mechanical 
slavery, on the slavery of the machine, 
the future of the world depends.” 
Ever since the Czech playwright Karl 
Capek gave us the word “robot,” which 
means worker in Czech, humans have 

been tantalized by the idea that an 
intelligent machine could indefatigably 
and perfectly perform monotonous and 
dull labour.  Indeed, robots now form a 
critical part of almost all forms of 
industrial production. 
There is a cruel irony in the fact that as 
machine intelligence increases, as robots 
become more human-like, one of the 
only growing job sectors even for 
university educated people is menial 
labour.  What’s more we are busier than 
ever, and our working hours have been 
increasing.  Which forces the question, 
what the hell are all the robots doing? 
Despite this we are warned that robots 
will replace 70% of occupations by 2020.  
This is often presented as a threat, but 
wasn’t this the intention all along?  To 
build machines capable of doing our 
bullshit jobs for us? 
Apparently fearing the robot takeover 
and the potential for a society of 
“cultivated leisure” we are now 
desperately trying to become robots 
ourselves in order to boost our 
productivity. While Silicon Valley pumps 
billions of dollars into realizing the 
Singularity, app developers, the military 
and many others are busy trying to 
decode our brains in order to hijack them 
into efficient robotic productivity. 

 

Tricked into making ourselves better slaves? 

Could it be that we’ve been tricked into 
pouring our innovative energy into making 
ourselves better slaves?  If the digital elite 
achieves its dream of a perfect union with 
machines, what becomes of the rest of us 
who either can’t afford cyborgification or 

who actually enjoy life as a regular human 
being?  Would one Singularitized human 
be expected to handle the workload of 100 
unenhanced workers?  Robots will have of 
course taken the rest of the jobs. 
Robots were ostensibly meant to allow us 

to work less (I write about the many 
benefits of working less in my book 
Autopilot).  Yet we seem now to be 
attempting a fusion with robots in order to 
brute force our brains into a persistent 
state of “peak productivity.”   

Not only is this questionable from a scientific perspective, but just because we can does not mean we should. 

http://qz.com/205880/dont-be-afraid-of-robots-be-afraid-of-becoming-one/ 
Further reading:  C.H. Douglas’ “The Delusion of Super-production” which appeared in an English Weekly during December of 1918. 

>http://www.alor.org/Library/Super%20Production.htm< 

JUST RELEASED -  
“Social Credit: Economics” 

by M. Oliver Heydorn. 
If you would like to know why the present financial 
and economic systems are dysfunctional, how the 
dysfunction manifests itself and what can be done 
to restore a due order, I would encourage you to 
obtain a copy of the just released book “Social 
Credit Economics” by M. Oliver Heydorn. 

Professor Heydorn has brought together Douglas’ 
works in a comprehensive and understandable 
whole for the modern reader.  

This book is a ‘must read’ if you wish to 
challenge the hollow rhetoric of the 
Abbott Government treasurer, Joe Hockey, 
with sensible argument. 
 

$40.00 posted from USA—order through VERITAS 
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LETTER TO THE EDITOR 
Dear Editor, 

You correctly mention that around Easter 
time, “... articles will appear in the 
mainstream media sneering at their 
(Christian) values and beliefs and at Christ 
Himself.”  If I read you correctly, “the 
following article” you speak of, is a 
reference to Peter Ewer’s article, 
“Inventing the Jewish People”.  I must say 
that his article has the same effect as the 
“mainstream media sneering” type of 
article, and Peter basically affirms this with 
his closing comment of, “ Nevertheless this 
much not only undermines the foundation 
myth but also challenges many views of 
the historicity of the Old Testament.” 
Quite possibly it will have a greater effect 
than the “sneering” articles because it not 
only lacks their usual venom, but has an air 
of authority as coming from a historian and 
his labours.  However, as a retired minister 
of Christ, I cannot let Professor Sands 
assertions pass without comment to the 
contrary.  My opposition to his claims are 
based on two points.  The first takes the 
form of a question; is the Jewish 
nationalism that we observe today 
inherent in the “foundational myth” (the 
OT), or is it a result of misinterpreting that 
“myth”?  
I believe that Sands is pushing the point 
that the present day Jewish nationalism 
and its effects are deleterious to human 
affairs, and that such nationalism is 
groundless and should cease because their 
foundation narrative is essentially fiction.  
I.e. A false foundation equals an 
unjustifiable nationalism.  Here I must 
point out that I have not read Sand’s book, 
but only Peter’s article.  
I submit that it is not necessary for the 
foundational narrative to be false for the 
nationalism to be invalid, or even to arise.  
Only a mis-perception of a true narrative is 
necessary.  This wrong conception about 
Israel can be seen in Christ’s disciples even 
after the resurrection of Jesus; “Lord, will 
You at this time restore the kingdom to 
Israel?” Acts 1:6.  Jesus did not answer the 
question, but countered it with a new 
vision and mission for them.  “But you shall 
receive power when the Holy Spirit has 
come upon you; and you shall be witnesses 
to Me in Jerusalem, and in all Judea and 
Samaria, and to the end of the earth.” v. 8.  
Christ was to be the focus in their future, 
not their restoration to and sovereignty 
over the land.  This new focus was 
exemplified in Peter, Paul, and John and 
many others.  
This nationalistic bent can be seen in the 
crowds when Jesus feeds five thousand 
plus of them. “...when Jesus perceived that 

they were about to take Him by force and 
make Him King, He departed again to a 
mountain by Himself alone.” John 6:15.  I 
have read that this area was a hotbed of 
nationalism, which explains their actions, 
but that was not what He wanted them to 
understand.  This nationalistic concept and 
fervour can be seen in James and John 
vying for pre-eminence besides Christ in 
requesting those positions in His expected 
earthly Kingdom. Mark 10:35-45.  Cleopas 
and friend on the Emmaus road were also 
expecting a physical, national deliverance, 
in that they “were hoping that it was He 
(Jesus) who was going to redeem Israel.” 
Luke 24:21.  The roadside crowds at the 
triumphal entry cried out “Hosanna!” 
which means in the Hebrew, “Save, we 
pray!” THEIR King was coming! John 12:12-
16, Matt. 21:1-9, Mark 11:1-10, Luke 19:29
-38. 
While the above is to press the point of the 
Judeans mis-interpreting their 
foundational narrative in not seeing their 
Messiah Jesus as He wanted them to see 
Him (and thus they would have an 
alternative and inferior vision), it is Jesus’ 
response to the two dispirited disciples 
that acknowledges their misconceptions, 
and also begins to answer the second 
challenge to the trustworthiness of the Old 
Testament record.  
Which leads me to my second point, which 
is; if the Old Testament is myth, as Sands 
asserts, then so is the New Testament.  
The New is founded on the veracity or 
truthfulness of the Old. The Scriptures are 
an integrated package, and cannot be used 
as salad bar where the reader takes 
whatever bits he or she likes, and rejects 
the rest.  The New Testament is the post-
resurrection account of God working for 
the salvation of His human creatures, just 
as He was doing in the pre-resurrection 
Old Testament record.  If the Old 
Testament is false, then Christ the Son of 
God is found a liar.  Why?  Look back with 
me to Jesus’s response to Cleopas and 
friend.  
25. ‘“O foolish ones, and slow of heart to 
believe in all that the prophets have 
spoken! 26. Ought not the Christ (Messiah) 
to have suffered these things and to enter 
into His glory?” 27. And beginning at 
Moses (the first five books) and all the 
Prophets, He expounded to them in all the 
Scriptures the things concerning Himself.’  
Here Jesus acknowledges their 
misconceptions (“O foolish ones”), and 
then gives the reason for their folly, (“and 
slow of heart to believe in all that the 
prophets have spoken!”) 
Then He begins the process of correction. 

(“and beginning at...”)   
The disciples’ response?  “Did not our 
hearts burn within us while He talked with 
us on the road, and while He opened the 
Scriptures to us?”  
Further on in v. 44ff, He reiterated His 
teaching in more detail, 44. “These are the 
words which I spoke to you while I was still 
with you, that all things must be fulfilled 
which were written in the Law of Moses 
and the Prophets and the Psalms (this is 
the entire Old Testament) concerning Me. 
“ 
45.  And He opened their understanding, 
that they might comprehend the Scriptures 
(Old Testament only at that time). 
46.  Then He said to them, “Thus it was 
written, and thus it was necessary for the 
Christ to suffer and to rise from the dead 
the third day, 47.  “And that repentance 
and remission of sin should be preached in 
His name to all nations, beginning at 
Jerusalem.” 
Nowhere does Christ doubt the Word He 
expounded, but He speaks of it as if every 
word was true.  It can be seen in Christ’s 
words that His attitude and belief re the 
Old Testament is utterly different to Sand’s 
assertions.  Even though the Hebrews 
figure greatly in the narrative, the Old 
Testament is not about them, it’s about 
Him. I Pet. 10-12.  As sons and daughters 
of God, whose words are we to follow, 
God’s or Shlomo Sand’s? 
Jesus charged those who opposed Him 
with these words, “For if you believed 
Moses, you would believe Me; for he 
wrote about Me.  For if you do not believe 
his writings, how will you believe My 
words?” John 5:46, 47.  Right here, Jesus 
affirms the reality and historicity of Moses, 
and the authenticity and reliability of his 
writings.  He also affirms that the Judeans 
to whom He spoke had the wrong 
conception (apparently by choice) of the 
right Word.  
A false “foundational narrative” is not 
necessary for an invalid nationalism, just 
human disobedience to Divine revelation.  
This is why Timothy (and us) are 
encouraged to “rightly divide (comprehend 
and preach) the word of truth.”  2 Tim. 
2:15.  If we don’t, we end up like Israel, in 
the wrong spiritual place, without God in 
Christ. Romans 10:1-4.  Paul’s charge is still 
true of them today.  We see in that world 
of yesteryear, a wrong nationalism that 
was built not on the word of God, but on 
their wrong conception of it.  
My objection to the “myth” assertion is 
that one cannot dispense with the Old 
Testament as it is written without 

(Continued on page 7) 
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CHRISTIANITY AND JEWISH FOUNDATION MYTHS by Peter Ewer 

shattering the trustworthiness of the New, 
and then the trustworthiness of the only 
One who can save us from the guilt and 
power of sin, and into the kingdom of 
heaven.  The Testaments stand together as 
a coherent whole, whether we have 
difficulty with certain parts or not.  One 
only has to read the New Testament to see 
that it is peppered with Old Testament 
quotes that are explained, or used as the 
authority to give further light. 
E.g. Hebrews Ch s.1-3.  If Jesus, as God in 
the flesh, and filled with the Spirit of Truth, 
accepts them as the authoritative word of 
God (as God), then so should we.  Our 
starting point for truth should not be 
archaeology, but the Scriptures as they 
proclaim themselves to be.  
Perhaps I should more correctly say that 
we should start with the sinless Son of 
God, and His perception of the Old 
Testament narrative, and how He connects 
it with the New.  We are to be like Him, 
dependent on Scripture for guidance, 
(Luke 4:1-13) and one day, we shall be fully 
like Him, when He completes our 
transformation. 1 John 3:2, 1 Cor. 15:51, 
54.  
So how do I answer Shlomo Sands, and 
perhaps even Peter Ewer?  I credit them 

with good intentions, but if Christ is true, 
then one or both are mistaken.  Perhaps 
regarding the archaeological issue, it is not 
the lack of evidence, but that the evidence 
cannot be seen because of his (Sand’s) 
prior assumptions. Like many others, I am 
not qualified in that field and so have to 
respond from my field of knowledge when 
his assertions attack (unintentionally or 
not) what God sets forth to be believed for 
our saving and wholeness. John 20:31, Col. 
2:10.  
If Professor Sands would have us believe 
that the founding narrative is myth, being 
a ‘“conscious ideological composition 
made hundreds of years later.” (p.117)’, 
then this raises more problems than it 
solves.  If true, one question is, how does 
such a composition of alleged ideologically 
driven lies lead men and women to the 
truth of Christ? Gal. 3:24, 2 Tim. 14-17.  
It is remarkable that Paul treats the Old 
Testament as, “able to make you (Timothy) 
wise for salvation through faith which is in 
Christ Jesus. 16. All Scripture is given by 
inspiration of God, and is profitable for 
doctrine (right teaching to be believed), for 
reproof, for correction, for instruction in 
righteousness,” (this tells of where it 
comes from, and what its purpose is), 17. 
“That the man of God may be complete, 
thoroughly equipped for every good work 

“(this is the result, which is personal 
transformation with a practical and 
blessed result in oneself and for others). 2 
Tim. 3:15-17. 
Peter also affirms the trustworthiness of 
the word that we have today. 2 Pet. 1:19-
21.  If those who conspired to write an 
“conscious ideological composition” 
apparently about their pre-eminence 
among men, then they didn’t do a very 
good job, for it dovetails so well into the 
New Testament, where Christ is central, 
and where every Jew is called to submit to 
their Messiah.  If they had done so, how 
different their history and that of the 
Middle East would now be.  So in summing 
up, I have not answered all the questions 
that arise from the article, but point out 
some of the logical effects and necessary 
conclusions that come from his 
perspective.  The Christian revelation is 
essentially God revealing Himself in the 
flesh of the Man called Jesus, His Son. And 
God says of Him, “This is My beloved Son 
in whom I am well pleased ... Hear Him.” 
Matt. 3:17 with Mark 9:7 and Luke 3:22.  It 
behoves us well to do just that.  Theories 
change, facts suddenly emerge that alter 
the picture, ideological positions shift and 
change as maturity and new information 
impact, “but My word shall never pass 
away.” Matt.24:35. 

(Continued from page 6) 

I am pleased to respond to a very fine letter by Mr. Robert 
Greggery in response to my article “Inventing the Jewish People”.  
That article was a review of a book by Israeli Professor Shlomo 
Sands, the book attempting to refute the foundational myths of 
Zionism.  A large part of the book reviewed archaeological 
evidence indicating that many of the people and events of the Old 
Testament did not exist or did not occur – or at least there is no 
archaeological evidence of them.  Thus Exodus, the wandering of 
the Jewish people, should have left many remains but nothing has 
been found. 
Mr. Greggery makes many important points in his article.  But I 
must say that he is a little unfair to basically equate my review to 
the “mainstream media sneering” type of article which usually can 
be found at Easter.  It is not “sneering” to point out that Sand’s 
critique “challenges many views of the historicity of the Old 
Testament”.  This is what the book, and other literature in fact 
does, without “sneering”.  Real problems need to be addressed 
rationally.   
Mr. Greggery makes the argument that it is not necessary for the 
foundation narrative to be false for Jewish nationalism to be 
invalid.  I agree, but of course Sands goes further, which is our core 
issue.   
Then Mr. Greggery drops his bomb: if the Old Testament is a myth, 
then so is the New Testament.  He says: “The New is founded on 
the veracity or truthfulness of the Old.  The Scriptures are an 
integrated package, and cannot be used as a salad bar where the 
reader takes whatever bits he or she likes, and rejects the rest.”   I 
must admit that I had certainly done this with the Old Testament, 
seeing Noah’s worldwide flood (and, contrary to Creationists) and 

the lack of scientific evidence for it, as establishing a mythic basis.  
Genesis also seemed to me conflicting with evolution (not 
necessarily Darwin); insofar as it is difficult to fit say the dinosaur 
into this scheme.  Were they real?   If men co-existed with them, 
how would they have survived?  Why did God “create” using a 
process such as evolution involving suffering?  And so on. 
Mr. Greggery points out that Jesus affirms the reality and 
historicity of Old Testament figures such as Moses.  What then if 
archaeological evidence conflicts with this: what do we do?  I am 
afraid I am not really sure because before reading Mr. Greggery’s 
letter, I didn’t believe that the Old and New Testaments were 
mutually intertwined, seeing the New Testament as basically more 
of a “replacement” for the Old.  But I now feel I have got my 
theology wrong.   
I have thought long and hard about this, but I don’t see a way of 
resolving the conflict.  Maybe this suggests that there really is not a 
conflict, that the archaeological critique is somehow flawed.  
Perhaps other readers can aid me here and help me find my way.   
Editor’s comment: I hesitated to publish Mr. Greggery’s response-
letter to Peter Ewer’s article, followed by Peter Ewer’s response.  
Why?  There are so many issues and viewpoints in such a 
discussion; I could be swamped with letters by readers wanting to 
have their say.   
I came across a BBC Youtube debate which included Atheists, 
Humanists, Anglicans, Academics, and a Rabbi, on the subject of “Is 
the Bible Still Relevant Today?”  I thought the programme would 
serve the purpose of providing our readers with a good tool for 
further thought.  Go to BBC’s The Big Questions: 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5hxR0lQzNSI 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5hxR0lQzNSI
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Red Over Black : Essential Reading Today 

$2.72 

Geoff McDonald in his classic book “Red Over 

Black : Behind the Aboriginal Land 

Rights” (1982), sets out the historical case 

about how the Aboriginal land rights 

movement was used by the communists and 

what we would call ‘globalists of the Left’ to 

attack and undermine traditional Australia.  It 

was most definitely a “divide and conquer” strategy.  

  

“The Evidence” by Geoff McDonald 

$2.18 

“The psychological war hots up against Australia 

with tormenting propaganda about Australians 

being ‘racists’. The Federal Labor government 

and its opposition cannot find a word to defend 

the good name of Australia against the charge of 

racism. Lie after lie is thrown at Australia but 

politicians will not muster the strength to 

answer on behalf of the people who elect them. Liberal and 

Labor politicians whose perception is asleep, reach a level of self 

abasement in placing themselves as decoy ducks to those who 

are, in broad daylight, promoting the independent nation 

objective. Even when Left controlled United Nations agencies 

multiply their slanders against Australia this abuse is still met 

with stone silence. In September, 1983, a joint parliamentary 

senate committee of Labor and Liberal politicians brought down a 

recommendation to the Federal government that they should 

enter into negotiations with ’representatives' of the Aboriginal 

people of Australia for a treaty or ’Makaratta' to make peace with 

the Aborigines. We are not at war with the Aborigines. As the 

white man’s Treaty Committee headed by Fabian Socialist Dr. 

H.C. Coombs admitted on a number of occasions, the call for a 

treaty was a white man's invention.“ Geoff McDonald  

 

Rights, Birth Rights by Peter English 

$6.54 
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