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F R O M  T H E  E D I T O R

Last November’s mid term elections marked a di-
saster in American history.

President George W. Bush won the last two presi-
dential elections by razor-thin margins. Republicans 

have dominated both chambers of Congress for 12 years. But 
in November, the American government underwent a sea 
change. I believe the 2006 midterm elections changed Ameri-
can politics forever.

In the run-up to the elections, it seemed that nearly every 
critical race could go either way. But 
on Election Day, the Democrats made 
virtually a clean sweep. 

God may well have had a hand in 
these results.

You don’t need deep biblical un-
derstanding to realize that something 
is dreadfully wrong in this country. 
America is being cursed! 

Times have never been more dan-
gerous for America. We face wars on 
multiple fronts. Do you think a govern-
ment dominated by antiwar politicians 
can save America from its enemies?

The election of the Democrats, I be-
lieve, reveals the desperate lack of will 
in our people more than any other sin-
gle event. This election sent a message to terrorists just as sure-
ly as Chamberlain sent a message to Hitler when he traveled to 
Munich before World War ii and accepted a paper promise of 
“peace for our time.” Most of the British people were hysterical 
with joy! But oh, how short-lived that “peace” was.

President Bush has not been successful in Iraq, but at least 
he used some measure of force. He could have achieved more 
if our people had supported him. Now extreme liberals domi-
nate our government.

Time will prove this to be a deadly curse on the United 
States!

War, What War?
In these elections, the United States surrendered to Iran and 
the terrorists.

The Democrats won because they vehemently attacked Presi-
dent Bush over the war in Iraq. But the Democrats have no plan 
to fight these raging enemies. Many don’t even believe we are 
in a war with radical Islam. How can they defend this nation 
against an enemy they don’t even believe exists?

Do you think these new leaders see the gravity of the problem 
in Iran? Tehran is run by a madman and is the obvious king of 
radical Islamic terrorism—yet Democrats do not comprehend 
the seriousness of this situation. Even most Republicans do not!

Three days after the election, Iran’s supreme leader, Ayatol-
lah Ali Khamenei, called Bush’s defeat a victory for Iran. He 
said the election was “not a purely domestic issue for America, 
but it is the defeat of Bush’s hawkish policies in the world. … 
Since Washington’s hostile and hawkish policies have always 

been against the Iranian nation, 
this defeat is actually an obvious 
victory for the Iranian nation”
(Reuters, Nov. 10, 2006; empha-
sis mine throughout). America 
doesn’t see the victory it has hand-
ed to Iran, but this man does. 

Reuters also reported on how 
al Qaeda “gloated over the res-
ignation of Defense Secretary 
Donald Rumsfeld,” and vowed to 
attack Washington. “I swear by 
God we shall not rest from jihad 
until we … blow up the filthi-
est house known as the White 
House,” declared the leader of 
Iraq’s al Qaeda wing. 

We are in a war against terrorism, and top terrorist 
leaders are rejoicing and celebrating with the Demo-
crats. What is happening in America? What does this mean?

Liberals attacked Mr. Rumsfeld as a warmonger, but the fact 
is, as imperfectly as President Bush and Mr. Rumsfeld have 
conducted their campaign against radical terrorism, their ef-
forts and their perseverance have meant America hasn’t suf-
fered a terrorist attack at home since 9/11. 

This is why Iran and its terrorist henchmen rejoiced when 
President Bush was politically punished and Donald Rumsfeld 
was removed from the picture. 

Have you considered why terrorists would be happy about 
the electoral success of the Democrats? 

Could it be that President Bush and the Republicans made 
it very difficult for Iran and the terrorists to attack Ameri-
ca? And now the terrorists are excited because they know the 
Democrats will have a soft approach to radical Islam? 

Former President Clinton recently joked that Republicans 
see a terrorist on every block, and when they start to run away, 
they trip over an illegal immigrant. But these problems are 

REJOICING Iran’s supreme leader, Ayatollah Ali 
Khamenei, called Bush’s defeat a victory for Iran.
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MIDTERM ELECTIONS
A Disaster for America

The elections that awarded Democrats control of Congress marked a
turning point in American history. You need to understand why.
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not funny. We are at war with radical Islam, and our nation is 
being overrun by immigrants—some of whom are hardened, 
violent criminals and terrorists!

America is surrounded by nation-destroying crises. Is this the 
time for our leaders to be joking about these problems? Remarks 
like this should make us wonder if the Democrats truly compre-
hend the gravity of the crisis threatening the United States. 

San Francisco Values
The new speaker of the House is a Democrat from San Fran-
cisco, Nancy Pelosi. This woman, who is now second in line 
for the presidency after Vice President Dick Cheney, is pro-
abortion and pro-homosexual marriage; she wants to allocate 
federal spending for stem-cell research, which involves experi-
menting on unborn babies.

Democrats are excited by the fact that endorsements of 
“San Francisco values” now echo through Washington’s halls. 
Is this what America needs? Prior to the elections, one news-
paper stated, “If Democrats win, Minority Leader Nancy Pe-
losi will be speaker and her far-left San Francisco values—gay 
marriage, cutting and running from Iraq, coddling terrorists, 
raising taxes, amnesty for illegals—will become the House 
agenda” (Augusta Chronicle, Oct. 28, 2006). San Francisco 
values will now permeate every major decision made by the 
American government. 

San Francisco is the homosexual capital of America. It is a 
seat of liberalism and one of the most morally and spiritually 
bankrupt cities in the country. Now a leader saturated in San 
Francisco values and beliefs is one of the most powerful politi-
cians in the land.

Pelosi has sharply rebuked the president, calling him an “in-
competent leader” and saying he is “not a leader” at all (San Fran-
cisco Chronicle, Nov. 10, 2006). She has called Bush “immoral” 
and his administration a “freak show.” This from the mouth of a 
strong liberal who hails from the immoral city of San Francisco.

Pelosi is also very ambitious. A 2003 story in the National 
Catholic Reporter said that her mother “encouraged her to pur-
sue a religious vocation,” but she had her doubts. “I didn’t think 
I wanted to be a nun,” Pelosi said. “But I thought I might want 
to be a priest. There seemed to be a little more power there ….”

She once told Time magazine, “Anybody who’s ever dealt 
with me knows not to mess with me.” 

At the same time, Nancy Pelosi is strongly antiwar.
Whether we accept it or not, radical terrorists are waging 

war on America. How can a politician be antiwar when, like 
it or not, we are in a war?

Lame-Duck Presidency
Prior to the midterm elections, when it was obvious that Re-
publicans would suffer serious losses, Dr. George Friedman 
wrote, “George W. Bush is a lame duck in the worst sense of the 
term. Not only are there no more elections he can influence, 
but he is heading into his last two years in office with terrible 
poll ratings” (Stratfor, Oct. 31, 2006). If the Republicans lost the 
House, commented Friedman, this would be a “loss that will 
generate endless hearings and investigations on foreign policy, 
placing Bush and his staff on the defensive for two years. Mak-
ing foreign policy in this environment will be impossible.”

Massive crises loom over our shores, yet our government, 
weighed down with internal crisis and friction, has become a 
lame duck. 

The American legislature has been taken over by a political 

party with a history of weak, inept foreign policy. 
In an October 10 piece, Dr. Friedman wrote, “Diplomacy 

without a realistic threat of significant action, in the event that 
diplomacy fails, is just empty chatter.” You can be sure that’s 
all we will hear from the U.S. over the next two years—empty 
chatter—because President Bush doesn’t have the power to 
do anything. 

Meanwhile, foreign threats such as Iran, Iraq, North Korea, 
China, Russia, radical Islam and Europe will intensify unabat-
ed. That is an indescribable disaster for America—and the 
world!

What Is a Liberal? 
The U.S. midterm elections were significant from a foreign 
policy and national security point of view. There is a point of 
view that is far more important, however. 

What did God think of these elections? What does 
God think of the liberals now dominating the American 
government?

The answer to these questions can be found in Isaiah 32. 
Read the entire chapter. The first four verses show that this is 
a prophecy for the end time, the time just before Jesus Christ, 
the “king [that] shall reign in righteousness,” returns to Earth 
to establish His perfect government.

Verse 1 is speaking about Christ’s Second Coming. But God 
allows some terrible things to unravel just prior to that mag-
nificent event.

Notice that! This election marks the final chapter for the 
United States. We mourn to see America’s downfall. We are 
about to see a tsunami of problems sweep over the world! But 
it should not discourage us. God is going to bring purpose 
and direction and hope out of that chaos! These problems are 
prophesied to occur just before the greatest event in history: 
Jesus Christ’s Second Coming.

Verse 5 reads, “The vile person shall be no more called lib-
eral, nor the churl said to be bountiful.” The word liberal im-
plies goodness—something noble or generous. 

Democrats are often called liberals, and their values and 

SAN FRANCISCO VALUES A 
Muslim gay pride parade in the 
homosexual capital of America.
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beliefs are called liberal. Time 
magazine quoted Nancy Pelosi 
saying, “I pride myself in being 
called a liberal,” and “I don’t 
consider myself a moderate.” The 
problem is, much of what we call 
liberal is actually vile! Democrats 
have some of the vilest values 
and beliefs there are. 

Isaiah 32:5 is about God mak-
ing sure that people with vile 
values will no longer be called 
liberal. God calls them repugnant 
and vile, because that’s what 
they are. 

Vile values predominate 
in Washington today, but they 
are foisted off on a naive people 
as being good and noble. “San 
Francisco values” could not be 
further from what the word lib-
eral actually means. 

Vile means wicked or ungodly. 
It means to become withered or 

faded; it implies falling down, fainting or losing strength, or 
the decay associated with acting foolishly and impiously. This 
word applies to America and the other modern nations de-
scended from ancient Israel, as well as to God’s unrepentant 
people. According to God’s values, America is decaying and 
withering like a dying flower—rotting at the core—losing its 
strength to survive!

Churl means withholding or stingy. American society is all 
about getting, not giving. The word also implies fraud and 
deceit—something we see today in both political parties in the 
U.S. The Republicans often tout their “family values,” for ex-
ample, while committing shamefully immoral acts.

“For the vile person will speak villainy, and his heart will 
work iniquity, to practice hypocrisy, and to utter error against 
the Lord, to make empty the soul of the hungry, and he will 
cause the drink of the thirsty to fail” (verse 6). Gesenius’ Lexicon 
defines villainy as a shameful act of wickedness such as rape or 
incest! God likens the vile views and beliefs of prominent lead-
ers to some of the most hideous acts a human being could com-
mit. These leaders “work iniquity”—they are lawless, doing 
all they can to force their San Francisco values on this nation 
and on this world! They “utter error” against God, openly defy-
ing His law and biblical truths. They “make empty the soul of 
the hungry.” As people hunger for purpose in life, these leaders 
provide vile values, leaving them spiritually empty. 

This is the party Americans elected in November.
Verse 8 is clearer in the Revised Standard Version: “But 

he who is noble devises noble things; and by noble things he 
stands.” The beliefs and values of a true liberal—a person seek-
ing to live by God’s standards—are noble and good. Godly 
beliefs are the foundation of a true liberal—someone who is 
upright, wholesome and noble. 

Who behaves this way today? Who stands by God’s noble 
values? 

Do you see that in Washington today? Many of America’s 
leaders are lawless; their foundational beliefs and values are as far 
from being noble as you can get. This spiritual and moral crisis 
worsened dramatically on November 7, the day “liberal” Demo-

crats gained massive influence in the American government. 

The Way of Rome
It is a law of history that nations rife with vile beliefs and values 
will be overpowered and conquered. Barbarians from north-
ern Europe overpowered ancient Rome in the fourth and fifth 
centuries when Roman leaders, preoccupied by wealth, ma-
terialism and vile and lascivious behavior, became disunited 
and distracted. 

When “San Francisco values” dominated Roman society, 
the empire fell!

Nobody talks about this history today. Winston Churchill 
said nations that neglect history are destined to repeat it. His-
tory today has become despised and maligned in America’s 
educational system.

A 1999 survey showed that students could graduate from 
78 percent of America’s elite colleges without taking one his-
tory course. None of these top 55 schools required American 
history. College students are graduating without understand-
ing history. Embarrassingly, many of our leaders lack even a 
mediocre understanding of history!

There is a war against history in education and politics to-
day. Why would anyone attempt to destroy history?

The main reason is, without history as a guide, there is no 
one to tell a nation or people what is right and what 
isn’t, what works and what doesn’t.

History teaches that San Francisco values and beliefs do not 
work. People who fail to look to history do not learn the les-
sons it provides.

In an introduction to Winston Churchill’s biography of 
his ancestor Marlborough, Henry Steele Commager wrote, 
“[Churchill] cherished as a law of history that a people who 
flout these virtues [order, justice, resoluteness, magnanimity] 
is doomed to decay and dissolution, and that a people who re-
spect them will prosper and survive.” 

Learning lessons from great leaders of the past is critical to 
our national well-being. If we flout those heroic virtues, our 
nations are doomed to “decay and dissolution.” But if we re-
spect and emulate them, we will “prosper and survive.” 

What would Churchill say about America’s recent 
election?

Loss of Will
History shows that leadership defines national success. High-
quality leadership is a blessing from God that results in wealth, 
peace and prosperity. Poor leadership is a curse that destroys 
nations. 

In The United States and Britain in Prophecy (which we will 
give you for free upon request), Herbert W. Armstrong showed 
how America and Britain received spectacular national bless-
ings because of the obedient example and quality leadership 
of Abraham. 

Today, America sits at the opposite end of the spectrum. 
God is cursing America for its rank vileness by taking away 
quality leadership. 

The leaders sweeping into power today are the opposite 
of the God-fearing leaders that made this nation great. Their 
widely touted vile values and beliefs are blatantly anti-God.

God specifically talks about the state of America and Brit-
ain today in another prophecy in Isaiah 1: “Ah sinful nation, a 
people laden with iniquity, a seed of evildoers, children that are 
corrupters: they have forsaken the Lord, they have provoked the 
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Holy One of Israel unto anger, they are gone away backward” 
(Isaiah 1:4). America is laden, or worn down, with sin! 

This has provoked God to anger!
People like to think God doesn’t care much about this world 

and that He isn’t really involved with the affairs of nations. 
Americans talk about God a lot, but few really believe He is 
involved in their affairs. This is a false and twisted belief. 

God loves this world beyond what you can imagine—and it 
pains Him to see it unraveling like it is. But He is also angered 
by what He sees. Rampant sin is tearing the United States 
apart, and this provokes God to anger! 

Twisted San Francisco values and beliefs are flowing like a 
river out of America today. Such sin infuriates God. 

Does it infuriate you? Does it provoke you to anger? It 
should!

“Why should ye be stricken any more? ye will revolt more 
and more: the whole head is sick, and the whole heart faint” 
(verse 5). God is telling us that America’s leaders are sick, and 
the people who elected them are faint! The whole head is 
sick! The whole heart is faint! 

God is cursing America today by removing quality leader-
ship and destroying the collec-
tive willpower of the people. In 
Leviticus 26:19, God specifically 
warns that if we disobey Him, 
He will break our pride in our 
power and take away our cour-
age to stand up to our enemies. 
This prophecy is unfolding 
right now—just as deadly threats like Iran, North Korea and 
radical Islam are mounting and threatening our peace and 
well-being.

In the November elections, God took away a leadership that 
was at least prepared to confront these threats, and allowed it 
to be replaced by antiwar, morally bankrupt leadership. 

America is facing a kind of war unprecedented in its his-
tory. A terrorist attack could occur at any moment, in any lo-
cation. But we are now led by a liberal leadership that refuses 
to acknowledge the threat of war. 

Winston Churchill believed that the test of greatness is 
war. “All great struggles of history have been won by supe-
rior willpower wresting victory in the teeth of odds,” he 
wrote in Marlborough. “The story of the human race is war.” 
Churchill knew that possessing strong willpower is critical to 
winning wars. 

When the American people handed antiwar Democrats 
control of Congress, they revealed their unwillingness to stand 
in the face of adversity. They exposed a massive deficit of will-
power and determination!

In 1938, one of Britain’s lords wrote in a letter to Churchill 
this comment, which shamefully applies today: “The public 
is so terrified of being bombed that they will support anyone 
who keeps them out of war. I always knew they had no desire 
to stand up to the dictators, and I always knew that when there 
was a sharp issue of peace or war, 95 percent of the electors 
would rally to the peace policy, however humiliating such a 
policy might be.”

The Democrats’ post-election celebrations will be terribly 
short-lived. A person only has to know a little bit about leader-
ship and history to know that this nation cannot handle the 
problems America is about to face! 

Saddam Hussein said, “You Americans can’t take the 

blood.” He is right! The majority of Americans have prov-
en that they cannot handle some of our soldiers—the best of 
our best citizens—spilling their blood. That lack of willpower 
means the nation is destined to die! Rather than a few soldiers, 
the blood of the whole nation will flow in rivers!

Loss of Leaders
A prophecy in Isaiah 3 speaks even more specifically to Amer-
ica’s problem today. “For, behold, the Lord, the Lord of hosts, 
doth take away from Jerusalem and from Judah the stay and 
the staff, the whole stay of bread, and the whole stay of wa-
ter, The mighty man, and the man of war, the judge, and the 
prophet, and the prudent, and the ancient, The captain of fifty, 
and the honorable man, and the counselor, and the cunning 
artificer, and the eloquent orator” (Isaiah 3:1-3). Quality lead-
ership in the U.S. today is gone—wiped away! America lacks 
a great war-time leader like Winston Churchill. There is no 
great orator rousing the American people to action. 

“And I will give children to be their princes, and babes shall 
rule over them” (verse 4). That is precisely what we have. And 
these latest elections may have helped pave the way for this na-

tion to have its first woman pres-
ident take office in two years.

The government in our na-
tion has been overturned and is 
upside down, from the highest 
levels of federal government all 
the way down to the family unit. 
Look at the mainstream media, 

the movies, the music, the clothing, television—it is all teen-
dominated. Society is upside down; adults are subject to chil-
dren and teenagers. 

“The shew of their countenance doth witness against them; 
and they declare their sin as Sodom, they hide it not. Woe unto 
their soul! for they have rewarded evil unto themselves” (verse 
9). America trumpets its sins before the whole world! 

This nation is defying God in the most repugnant ways 
possible. Ms. Pelosi called President Bush “immoral.” What 
standard is she using? She is judging with “San Francisco val-
ues,” which God likens to those of Sodom and Gomorrah!

Why is God talking about Sodom in this prophecy? Because 
that was a society so sick with homosexuality and other sins 
that God destroyed it!

This is a terrifying warning! 
“Hear the word of the Lord, ye rulers of Sodom; give 

ear unto the law of our God, ye people of Gomorrah” 
(Isaiah 1:10). God says America’s leaders must receive this 
warning!

God is provoked—and so should we be. We ought to be 
provoked enough, angry enough, to deliver this warning 
from God to the rulers of Sodom and the people of 
Gomorrah! 

All Fall Together
Biblical prophecy reveals that Britain and the nation called Is-
rael today will rapidly decline at the same time America falls. 
Britain, its dominions and Israel are suffering from the same 
leadership crisis as America. 

“And the pride of Israel doth testify to his face: therefore shall 
Israel and Ephraim fall in their iniquity; Judah also shall fall 
with them. … Ephraim shall be desolate in the day of rebuke: 

See ELECTION page 13 

When the American people handed
antiwar Democrats control of Congress, 

they revealed their unwillingness to stand 
in the face of adversity.
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N
ancy Pelosi and Harry 
Reid were giddy as lottery 
winners. As November’s 
election night results tipped 
the balance of power in both 
chambers of the United States 

Congress in favor of the Democrats, these 
two looked to become the next speaker of 
the House and Senate majority leader. 
Supporters cheered; their faces glowed. 
Confetti fell; their hearts soared.

They weren’t the only ones celebrat-
ing. Halfway around the world, Iran’s 
leaders were also wreathed in smiles. 
Ayatollah Khamenei, the nation’s su-
preme spiritual head, called the election 
result “an obvious victory for the Ira-
nian nation.” He viewed it as “the defeat 
of Bush’s hawkish policies in the world.” 
Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadine-
jad said the election showed “that the 
majority of American people are dissat-
isfied and are fed up with the policies of 
the American administration.”

Amazing: Not only were the Demo-
crats and mullahs celebrating the same 
thing, they were celebrating for the same 
reasons. Expectations are high in both 

circles that an era of perceived American 
belligerence and warmongering is over.

What that means for the future, how-
ever, is where the two camps differ. Dem-
ocrats believe this will open the door to 
a golden age of diplomacy—the mullahs 
believe it’s a step toward a golden age of 
their brand of Islam. The Dems see the 
election leading to peace—the mullahs 
see it as giving them the breathing room 
they need to take over the Middle East 
and beyond.

Which vision is correct will become 
clear quite soon, because the U.S. truly 
is entering a new, less militaristic phase. 
This is a milestone with massive global 
ramifications.

“A Whole Fresh Look”
The day after the election, President Bush 
announced the resignation of Secretary 
of Defense Donald Rumsfeld—the man, 
after the president himself, most closely 
associated with the “hawkish policies” 
so despised in Tehran. The White House 
chief of staff said the president wanted to 
“take a whole fresh look” at its war effort.

“Whole fresh look” is huge. “Whole 

fresh look” speaks volumes.
An indication of what that “fresh look” 

might produce came in the choice of 
Rumsfeld’s replacement. Robert Gates is 
widely believed to favor a pragmatic poli-
cy, one that would include negotiating with 
Iran and Syria to fix Iraq’s problems.

Such policy is actually not so fresh. It 
is essentially the same policy that in 1983 
shuttled Donald Rumsfeld—then the Rea-
gan government’s Middle East envoy—to 
Baghdad to shake hands with Saddam 
Hussein as part of an effort to check Iran’s 
growing power. Though Washington 
knew at the time that Saddam had used 
chemical weapons, the handshake repre-
sented, in the words of author Michael Ru-
bin, “a triumph for diplomatic realism.”

That handshake didn’t play so well 
leading up to the Iraq war. In its Sept. 
23, 2002, cover story, “How We Helped 
Create Saddam,” Newsweek featured the 
Saddam-Rumsfeld photo as a symbol 
of a hypocritical, opportunistic foreign 
policy that supported dictators as long as 
it was convenient.

The Afghanistan and Iraq campaigns 
that Rumsfeld oversaw as President 
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Every indication is that the U.S. will never fight again. Here is why. BY JOEL HILLIKER
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CHANGE OF COURSE The day 
after elections, Defense Secretary 
Donald Rumsfeld was replaced by 
former CIA Director Robert Gates. 

Bush’s secretary of defense nearly repre-
sent the opposite policy—not winking at 
dictators but wiping them out. But that 
approach is, of course, now condemned 
by both Democrats who disdain the 
president and Iranian leaders who don’t 
want to be wiped out. 

Thus, “Today,” Rubin commented in 
the Wall Street Journal, “progressives and 
liberals celebrate not only Mr. Rumsfeld’s 
departure, but the resurrection of realists 
like Secretary of Defense-nominee Rob-
ert Gates …. Mr. Gates was the cia’s dep-
uty director for intel-
ligence at the time of 
Mr. Rumsfeld’s in-
famous handshake, 
deputy director of 
Central Intelligence 
when Saddam gassed 
the Kurds, and dep-
uty national security 
adviser when Saddam 
crushed the Shiite 
uprising.” In other 
words, he represents 
the old-school, once-
ma l igned, prop-
ping-up-d ic tators 
program.

In addition to 
promoting Gates to 
defense secretary, the 
president is considering the recommen-
dations of the congressionally appointed 
Iraq Study Group, led by James Baker 
(another Reagan-era “diplomatic real-
ist”) and Lee Hamilton. This group also 
recommends opening up talks with Syria 
and Iran. Rubin aptly concluded, “In ef-
fect, Mr. Baker’s proposals are to have 
the White House replicate the Rums-
feld-Saddam handshake with both Syr-
ian President Bashar Assad and Iranian 
President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad.”

That’s “a whole fresh look”: accepting 
the election as a rebuke of the war policy 
and moving in a softer direction. Even 
the president’s British ally, Tony Blair, 
implied that a deal with Syria and Iran 
is a possibility.

The Democrats are eager to gloat 
over what they see as a chastised Repub-
lican administration. Sen. Carl Levin, 
who will likely lead the Senate Armed 
Services Committee, came on strong 
in a post-election Sunday morning talk 
show appearance. “The people spoke 
dramatically, overwhelmingly, resound-
ingly, to change the course in Iraq,” he 
said. Change course how? “We have to 
tell Iraqis that the open-ended commit-

ment is over,” he said, calling for troops 
to begin coming home within four to six 
months. Senator Reid agreed that with-
drawal “should start within the next few 
months.” The president appears dead-set 
against such plans, but these are the kinds 
of ideas that play in the minds of his de-
tractors when they see him backpedal.

If the president’s actions appear to 
Levin to be a signal of political weak-
ness, they read differently in the Middle 
East. Ayatollah Khamenei sees a military
defeat, plain and simple. That being the 

case, what kind of ideas are playing in 
his mind?

Lack of Will
Clearly the president is concerned about 
the election results sending a message of 
defeat. So he tried to replace it with an-
other: “I have a message for [America’s] 
enemies,” he said. “Do not confuse the 
workings of American democracy with a 
lack of American will. Our nation is com-
mitted to bringing you to justice, and we 
will prevail.”

Given the election results and the 
effects rippling through Washington, 
it is easy to see how America’s enemies 
could confuse the workings of Ameri-
can democracy with a lack of American 
will. That’s pretty much what a massive 
congressional makeover, a defense secre-
tary getting jettisoned, talk of deals with 
Iran and Syria, and demands from new-
ly empowered congresspersons to pull 
troops out of Iraq asap look like. These 
signs certainly can’t be interpreted as a 
strengthening of American will.

The voices of the new leading party in 
Congress, compelled to prove they aren’t 
soft on defense, say they will implement a 

smarter, tougher military policy. But the 
truth is, Americans did not elect them to 
make the military tougher.

In the Boston Globe, columnist James 
Carroll urged America to win by los-
ing. He argued that the big problem with 
Vietnam was the fact that the U.S. didn’t 
concede defeat way back in 1968. Fighting 
for America’s honor in Iraq today is futile, 
he wrote, because we lost it the day we 
set foot there. “For all of the anguish felt 
over the loss of American lives, can we ac-
knowledge that there is something proper 

in the way that hu-
bristic [arrogant] 
American power has 
been thwarted? Can 
we admit that the 
loss of honor will not 
come with how the 
war ends, because 
we lost our honor 
when we began it? 
This time, can we 
accept defeat?”

No one disputes 
that America is 
caught in a bramble 
bush in Iraq. But to 
say American de-
feat is proper? That 
the U.S. deserves to 
lose? Traces of such 

thinking clearly seeped into the congres-
sional election results.

In commenting on the Globe article, 
tcsDaily’s Josh Manchester quoted Ger-
man scholar Wolfgang Schivelbusch’s 
book The Culture of Defeat, a study on 
“the stages of defeat through which na-
tions pass upon losing a large war.” Com-
paring examples such as France’s defeat 
in the Franco-Prussian War and Germa-
ny’s defeat in World War i, Schivelbusch 
documented a pattern in how peoples 
deal with such losses: first denying it, 
then awakening to reality, then protesting 
the tactics of the victorious enemy—then 
“the stage of seeing the nation as being 
a loser in battle, but a winner in spirit.”
Schivelbusch spoke of how these losers 
came to see “victory as a curse” and “de-
feat as moral purification and salvation.”

Some Americans may view “accept-
ing defeat” as salvation, but Islamists 
recognize it as perdition. Even the faint-
est signs of American frailty are sweet, 
intoxicating wine for imperialist Mus-
lims—proofs of Islam’s destined global 
conquest, prods to press on in the vio-
lent cause. In his book America Alone,
commentator Mark Steyn quotes an 
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Arabic proverb: “A falling camel attracts 
many knives.” Donald Rumsfeld once 
expressed the same idea: “If we know 
anything, it is that weakness is provoca-
tive.” America does not have the luxury 
of “accepting defeat” as if lying on a 
comfortable psychiatrist’s couch. With 
Islamist radicals, surrender, prostration 
and defeat lead not to purification, but 
to destruction. Any notion that there is 
honor in such a defeat is a delusion. 

In the context of the present war, “ac-
cepting defeat” is, in effect, expressing the 
belief that the world would be better off 
ruled by Islam.

The Futility of Talk
What happens when America’s enemies 
don’t fear American action? The last 
several months already 
provide a clue as to the 
nightmarish answer: 
Hezbollah launches war 
against Israel; Hamas 
does everything but; 
North Korea freely tests 
long-range missiles and 
nuclear weapons; Iran 
spurns international pressure to refrain 
from doing the same; Iraqi and Afghan 
insurgents brazenly attack, emboldened 
by even surviving to fight another day.

These are growing forces in the world 
that have proven time and again that 
they cannot be talked into giving up 
their destructive agendas. But the gen-
eral policy in international bodies—and 
in American politics, with a couple of 
brief exceptions—is still to forego action 
for the sake of talk, indefinitely.

In Civilization and Its Enemies, Lee 
Harris exposes the fundamental cause 
for this approach and explains why it is 
doomed to fail. It is the difference between 
one side wanting to do anything (short of 
dying) in order to hold on to things as 
they are, and the other side willing to do 
anything (including dying) for the sake of 
the cause. One side has everything to lose; 
the other side has nothing to lose.

The diplomacy-at-all-costs mind does 
not comprehend the victory-at-all-costs 
mind. It is unwilling to believe any na-
tion would be so crazy as to risk plunging 
the globe into large-scale war. Consider: 
World War i was called “the Great War” 
because people assumed it would end war-
fare forever; having witnessed the horrors 
of that conflict, it seemed unthinkable 
that anyone would ever tread that path 
again. Harris calls this idea “the Grand 
Illusion”—and Hitler exploited it master-

fully. He “grasped the enormous opportu-
nity that the aftermath of the Great War 
gave to any power that could plausibly 
threaten to bring about another great war. 
For as long as he could even imply such 
a threat, those who were not prepared to 
commit themselves to such a conflict … 
would be forced to compromise over is-
sues that they would otherwise have been 
willing to fight for, if only they could have 
been certain that the fight would not im-
mediately escalate into total war.”

In other words, the party willing to 
risk even death has an incalculable advan-
tage over the party willing to do anything 
to preserve life. And the nation unwilling 
to wage total war will always be forced to 
appease the nation that has no such fears. 
Thus a paradox: The more the world turns 

to instruments of international diplomacy 
and justice—the more that nations invest 
their confidence in the ability of such or-
ganizations to prevent large-scale war—
the greater the rewards become for the 
nation, terrorist group or religious faction 
that is willing to risk total war.

Mahmoud Ahmadinejad has stated 
his belief that world war must come be-
fore the Islamic messiah can return. He 
simply does not fear Armageddon. His 
willingness to risk having even nuclear 
bombs dropped on his country gives him 
a tremendous advantage: He can pursue 
his provocative agenda fearlessly. He will 
not change his course unless an outside 
power changes it for him, using force.

International bodies such as the Unit-
ed Nations simply are not capable of ac-
tion on that scale. They are designed to 
address problems through talk alone. 

America is embracing the same ap-
proach—retreating to the illusory bunker 
of multilateralism. The Democratic vic-
tory merely poured in concrete a reality 
that had already existed for perhaps two 
years: A shift toward subjugating national 
interest to the will of the UN, of “manag-
ing” dangers through diplomacy without 
threat of action. Look how Washington 
has handled the nuclear threats from 
Iran and North Korea: Semi-tough talk 
backed up by firm, muscular patience. 
Belligerent tolerance. Repeatedly re-

drawing lines in the sand. Shuffling re-
sponsibility onto the UN, or the Security 
Council, or the EU, or six-party talks. 
Anyone can see the drastic adjustment 
in attitude from the administration that 
knocked out the Taliban in seven weeks 
and Saddam Hussein in three. It is show-
ing itself firmly committed to always 
finding another option short of war.

By subjugating itself to the interna-
tional community in this way, the U.S. is 
giving up the use of its military as a gen-
uine instrument of national sovereignty. 
Given the fact that, in recent years, it has 
been the only nation willing to fight—
even limited, small-scale battles against 
petty dictators—this trend is opening up 
a massive opportunity for any party ea-
ger to embrace war.

And now, after an 
election that empow-
ered the party that has 
incessantly criticized 
virtually every aspect 
of those campaigns 
the president did un-
dertake, the trend will 
only accelerate. 

Once disentangling itself from Iraq, 
will the U.S. recommit troops in order to 
solve other conflicts by military means? 
Not outside the confines of UN or nato 
action, surely.

Will it go after Iran, North Korea, or 
somewhere else? No, no and no.

Will it, instead, look for every pos-
sible diplomatic avenue in addressing 
new global problems, to the point of ef-
fectively taking robust military options 
off the table? It already has.

Is it possible, in fact, that the United 
States will never fight another war?

The Last Helicopter
To a mind saturated with hatred for the 
U.S., convinced that Islam will soon rise 
to dominate the world, the answer is ob-
vious. The “Great Satan,” so powerful 
and arrogant, has been humbled. It will 
not rise again.

In a Chicago Sun-Times column after 
the election, Mark Steyn wrote, “What 
does it mean when the world’s hyper-
power, responsible for 40 percent of the 
planet’s military spending, decides that 
it cannot withstand a guerrilla war with 
historically low casualties against a rag-
bag of local insurgents and imported 
terrorists? You can call it ‘redeployment’ 
or ‘exit strategy’ or ‘peace with honor’ 
but, by the time it’s announced on al-
Jazeera, you can pretty much bet that 

The voices of the new leading party in Congress, 
compelled to prove they aren’t soft on defense, 

say they will implement a smarter, tougher 
military policy. But the truth is, Americans did not 

elect them to make the military tougher.
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Snatching Defeat From Victory
T

HE hornet’s nest of Afghanistan has gotten bad. So bad, in fact, 
that Washington is mulling an astonishingly unsavory option for 
restoring order: allowing the Taliban some of its power back.

The Taliban, of course, is the radical Islamist government 
that the United States ousted in the months after the 9/11 terrorist at-
tacks, and which it has been fighting ever since at the cost of over 500 
U.S. and coalition soldiers’ lives. That it would now take steps toward 
legitimizing these fighters is a bitter acknowledgement of its lack of 
success in defeating them.

It is also merely the latest in a series of signs illustrating the extent 
to which the United States is militarily and financially overstretched and 
overwhelmed by crises.

Since being kicked out of Kabul in 2001, Taliban fighters have 
grown in strength and sophistication in their attacks year by year. 
Enjoying substantial support among tribes on both sides of a wild 
500-mile stretch on the Pakistan-Afghanistan border, they have eas-
ily eluded NATO troops (presently numbering 31,000), since NATO has 
agreed not to take the fight over onto Pakistani soil.

On September 5, Pakistan made an agreement with what was re-
ported to be local tribesmen in the Pakistani border province of North 
Waziristan. This rugged area—in addition to being home base for 
Jalaluddin Haqqani, one of the masterminds behind the Taliban offensive 
in southern Afghanistan—has supported a flood of Talibani soldiers to 
fight coalition troops in Afghanistan. Under the accord, the Pakistani 
government agreed to halt air and ground attacks on tribal militants 
linked to the Taliban, to withdraw the Pakistan Army from checkpoints in 
the province, to release captured militants and return their confiscated 
weapons, and to pay compensation for civilian deaths and property 
damage in the region. In exchange, foreign militants agreed to stop at-
tacking Pakistani military and crossing the border into Afghanistan.

Pakistani President Pervez Musharraf acknowledged his powerless-
ness, saying the deal was his only option. He said it was “worth a try 
because there is no other way” to solve the problem than to accommo-
date the Taliban. “[I]f we think that military will succeed, we are sadly 
mistaken. We will suffer,” he said.

Western media attacked the deal. According to the 
Times of India, strategists sharply criticized it as “a 
sell-out to extremists at the expense of U.S. and NATO 
ground troops in Afghanistan” (Oct. 5, 2006). As PBS’s 
Frontline reported, “Critics paint the agreement as a 
victory for al Qaeda and the Taliban because it grants 
militants a safe haven from which to launch more 
cross-border attacks” (Oct. 3, 2006).

Ismail Khan, of the premier Pakistani English-lan-
guage daily Dawn, says the accord was actually signed 
not with tribal elders, but with Taliban militants who 
were on Pakistan’s wanted list but pardoned after the 
deal. “As such,” Khan wrote, “the argument that the peace agreement 
is against the Taliban, and not with the Taliban, just does not hold wa-
ter” (Oct. 14, 2006).

Furthermore, Khan reported that no provision had been put in place 
to ensure the militants’ compliance. Unsurprisingly, eyewitnesses 
documented increased Taliban activity in Pakistan after the deal was 
signed, and NATO officials in Afghanistan said attacks around the bor-
der tripled.

Husain Haqqani of Boston University told United Press International, 
“It is clear that the Taliban is not negotiating [with the Pakistani gov-
ernment] to end the conflict, but to increase their leverage in the con-
flict” (Oct. 12, 2006).

It is clear, though, that the U.S. and NATO acquiesced to the deal. 
The Oct. 14, 2006, Weekend Australian reported on clues the U.S. and 
Britain had actually authorized Musharraf’s negotiations. Washington 
reportedly convinced Afghanistan’s President Hamid Karzai not to op-
pose it, but to “wait and see” whether it would work out. According to 
the Australian, Indian reports said the U.S. had “clearly bought General 
Musharraf’s ‘if you can’t beat them, join them’ argument ….”

And despite the obvious failure of Taliban representatives to uphold 
their end of the bargain, it is still being hailed as a success and a model 
for more such deals.

Indian papers quoted the commander of NATO troops in Afghanistan 

whatever official euphemism was agreed 
on back in Washington will have been 
lost in translation. … [I]f the Great Satan 
can’t win in Vietnam or Iraq, where can 
it win? That’s how China, Russia, Iran, 
North Korea, Sudan, Venezuela and a 
whole lot of others look at it.”

Is that fair? In one sense, the ques-
tion is moot. These nations are already 
basing their foreign-policy decisions on 
America’s diminished stature.

Last March, an article appeared on 
OpinionJournal.com by Iranian journal-
ist Amir Taheri, explaining how the Mid-
dle East is anticipating the day that Presi-
dent Bush leaves office. Called “The Last 
Helicopter,” it described a powerful im-
age burning in the minds of many Mus-
lim leaders: that of a helicopter whisking 
the last of the “fleeing Americans” out of 
a hot war zone—an image that has played 
out repeatedly in history: “It was that im-
age in Saigon that concluded the Vietnam 

War under Gerald Ford. Jimmy Carter 
had five helicopters fleeing from the Ira-
nian desert, leaving behind the charred 
corpses of eight American soldiers. Un-
der Ronald Reagan the helicopters car-
ried the corpses of 241 Marines murdered 
in their sleep in a Hezbollah suicide at-
tack. Under the first President Bush, the 
helicopter flew from Safwan, in southern 
Iraq, with Gen. Norman Schwarzkopf 
aboard, leaving behind Saddam Hussein’s 
generals, who could not believe why they 
had been allowed to live to fight their 
domestic foes, and America, another 
day. Bill Clinton’s helicopter was a Black 
Hawk, downed in Mogadishu and deliv-
ering 16 American soldiers into the hands 
of a murderous crowd.

“According to this theory,” Taheri 
wrote, “President George W. Bush is an 
‘aberration,’ a leader out of sync with his 
nation’s character and no more than a 
brief nightmare for those who oppose the 

creation of an ‘American Middle East.’ … 
Ahmadinejad [and others] have conclud-
ed that there will be no helicopter as long 
as George W. Bush is in the White House. 
But they believe that whoever succeeds 
him, Democrat or Republican, will re-
vive the helicopter image to extricate the 
U.S. from a complex situation that few 
Americans appear to understand.

“Mr. Ahmadinejad’s defiant rhetoric 
is based on a strategy known in Middle 
Eastern capitals as ‘waiting Bush out.’ … 
Mr. Bush might have led the U.S. into ‘a 
brief moment of triumph.’ But the U.S. 
is a ‘sunset’ (ofuli) power while Iran is a 
sunrise (tolu’ee) one and, 
once Mr. Bush is gone, a 
future president would 
admit defeat and order a 
retreat as all of Mr. Bush’s 
predecessors have done 
since Jimmy Carter.”

Considering the pres-
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as saying that it could 
serve as a blueprint 
for how to deal with 
the Taliban. Several 
media reports said it 
paved the way for a 
peace deal in Afghani-
stan. The Australian 
article said it “could 
form the basis of an 
accord aimed at end-
ing the insurgency 

and bringing the Taliban into the government in Kabul,” and called it a 
blow to President Karzai, “who has been opposing efforts to bring the 
Taliban into his government” (emphasis mine).

In the weeks after the deal, coalition troops made similar, smaller 
arrangements with Afghan tribal militias, soliciting their help in check-
ing Taliban militants so NATO troops could withdraw.

Even after a suicide bombing November 8 killed a record 42 Paki-
stani army recruits (in retaliation for a government missile strike on a 
school training Islamic insurgents), neither Pakistani nor U.S. officials 
appear to be put off. “The [Pakistani] government would continue its 
‘policy of political settlement’ and work to promote North Waziristan-
like peace deals with ‘non-violent peace-loving locals and the Taliban,’ 
with an objective to ‘marginalize militants,’ Maj. Gen. Shaukat Sultan, 
spokesman for Pakistani Military, was quoted as saying by the News”
(Xinhua, Nov. 10, 2006). As for America’s response, the very day after 
the horrific attack, U.S. Assistant Secretary for South and Central Asian 
Affairs Richard Boucher declared, in relation to whether the strategy 
was working, “I think the jury is still out.” 

These shocking facts point to a substantial softening of the U.S. and 
NATO position against the Taliban. They were substantially confirmed 
in early October, after a visit to Afghanistan by members of the U.S. 
Senate. Sen. Bill Frist acknowledged the U.S. was being overwhelmed 
by the Taliban’s insurgency in that nation. He described Taliban fighters 

as being “too numerous and too popular” to be defeated, and said that 
pragmatism demanded that they be invited to participate within the na-
tional government. “You need to bring them into a more transparent type 
of government,” he said. “[I]f that’s accomplished, we’ll be successful.” 
(A spokesperson later clarified that he did not mean Taliban fighters, but 
“tribes often targeted by Taliban recruitment.” The track record shows 
that coalition forces aren’t skilled at discerning the difference.)

“Approaching counterinsurgency by winning hearts and minds will 
ultimately be the answer,” Frist said. “Military versus insurgency one-
to-one doesn’t sound like it can be won. It sounds to me … that the 
Taliban is everywhere.”

Republican Sen. Mel Martinez agreed, saying, in the words of CNN, 
that “negotiating with the Taliban was not ‘out of the question’ but 
that fighters who refused to join the political process would have to be 
defeated” (Oct. 5, 2006). “A political solution is how it’s all going to be 
solved,” he said.

A columnist at the Malaysia Star drew the obvious conclusion that this 
type of thinking is powerful evidence of a superpower in decline. “[T]he 
U.S. State Department has given up on differentiating between different 
rebel ideologies, interests and demands, the Pentagon has given up on 
bombing them back to the Stone Age, and the White House is just about 
to give up on Hamid Karzai as the sole alternative to the enemies at the 
gates” (Oct. 22, 2006). That is a lot of giving up—and a massive conces-
sion to the anti-democratic, radical Islamist forces in the region.

For many Americans, the war in Iraq has considerably overshad-
owed the conflict in Afghanistan, which the Trumpet has labeled “ The 
Forgotten War.” But the enemy’s advances are reaching a point where 
the situation can no longer be overlooked. And now, with the U.S. and 
NATO assuming a posture of appeasement and capitulation, the sacri-
fices made over the past five years appear set to be nullified.

This development is a shocking example of what happens when a 
nation’s pride in its power has been broken (Leviticus 26:19). To under-
stand the nature of the biblically prophesied curses under which the 
United States military in particular is suffering today, read “ How to Lose a 
War” from our September 2006 edition. JOEL HILLIKER

NO SOLUTION 
Will the U.S. allow 
Taliban fighters 
back to power in 
Afghanistan?

ent political scene in Washington, per-
haps Iran’s mullahs don’t have that long 
to wait.

The loss to the world of an America 
willing to undertake the difficult busi-
ness of preventing violent, imperialist 
Muslims from pursuing their vision of 
a worldwide Islamic empire would truly 
be a profound one. 

With renewed fervor and increasing-
ly lethal weaponry, Iran and its proxies 
are destined to push and to keep push-
ing their program. They will score suc-
cess after success as long as the Western 
world continues to negotiate, equivocate, 

second-guess and surrender, meekly ac-
cepting defeat as some feeble type of 
moral purification and salvation. 

Is the seriousness of this historic mo-
ment real to you?

The Days of Vengeance
Remember the difference between the 
Democrats’ and the Iranians’ visions 
of where the world is headed following 
America’s recent congressional elections.

The fact is, neither vision is right. On 
one hand, anticipation of a new golden 
age of diplomacy reflects a spectacular 
misunderstanding of the mullahs’ aims 
and underestimation of the mullahs’ will. 

But on the other, the “golden age” of 
Islam will be checked before it arrives. 

The Bible foretells a crisis point, a wa-
tershed, when Iran will push too hard, 
too far, and a power—not America but 
a European power—will lash back with 
unprecedented ferocity. That Islamists 
can be stopped only by force will ring 
powerfully true. You can read about this 

in our January 2006 article, “The Os-
trich, the Warriors and the Whirlwind.”

It will be at that point—the biblically 
prophesied “great tribulation”—that the 
enormous tragedy of America’s depar-
ture from the scene will truly become 
apparent. “For these be the days of ven-
geance,” Jesus Christ prophesied of this 
time of unendurable savagery, “that all 
things which are written may be ful-
filled” (Luke 21:22). 

But the wonderful and imminent end
of this nightmare Christ spoke of im-
mediately after, in verses 27-28: “And 
then shall they see the Son of man 
coming in a cloud with power and 
great glory. And when these things 
begin to come to pass, then look up, and 
lift up your heads; for your redemption 
draweth nigh.” ■

For more information on 
America’s future, order a free 
copy of our book The United 
States and Britain in Prophecy.
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HOSNI 
MUBARAK 
seeks nuclear 
power for his 
nation, Egypt.

Exploding 
Fictions

N
orth Korea detonated a 
nuclear bomb, and America 
shrugged. Oct. 9, 2006, Kim 
Jung Il’s nation became the 
ninth member of the nuclear 

club. Within two weeks this was ancient 
history, buried by other news.

It’s as if, as British historian Niall Fer-
guson says, the United States has atten-
tion deficit disorder. 

A North Korean nuke is a monumen-
tal development. Never has a nation so 
unpredictable been known to possess 
such a lethal weapon. Its reckless leader 
simply doesn’t think in a rational man-
ner—he has prioritized gaining nuclear 
weapons above feeding his own abys-
mally impoverished people. Last July 4, 
he “tested” a new missile system by fir-
ing a rocket in the direction of Hawaii. 
(Thankfully, this time, it dropped into 
the sea 40 seconds into its f light.) This 
man now has the bomb.

We can’t afford not to contemplate 
North Korea’s new status. Its nuclear test 
did more than rattle the Korean Penin-
sula. It exploded fictions. It atomized 
the careless notion that this nation can 
be ignored. And when the dust settled, a 
clearer view of the future lay revealed.

October 9 exposed several unsavory 
truths about our world. Here are five of 
those truths.

       Nonproliferation efforts are dead.
Though Cold War fear of nuclear war has devolved into 
indifference, the threat is greater now than ever. Despite 
all efforts to halt the spread of weapons of mass destruc-
tion, nuclear material and know-how is making its way into 
more and more hands, some of which could well be extraor-
dinarily unstable.

North Korea represents the greatest danger to date. 
And nuclear weapons are like the backyard 

swimming pool: One family gets one and all 
the neighbors feel compelled to follow. Prolif-
eration begets proliferation.

Kim Jung Il’s nuclear test comes as several 
other nations are pushing for nuclear pro-
grams, including South Africa, Venezuela, and, 
of course, Iran. Evidence proves strong links 
between those involved in North Korea’s pro-
gram and those in Iran and Venezuela. 

Within a month of Pyongyang’s nuclear test, six Arab 
states announced their intent to start nuclear energy pro-
grams. Experts suspect that nuclear weapons aren’t far from 
their thoughts, since these states, which include Egypt, 
Saudi Arabia and Algeria, are likely trying to protect them-
selves from the Iranian nuclear threat. This sudden reversal 
of a longstanding nuclear-free Middle East policy among 
these states (with the singular exception of Israel) shows 
just how dead the notion of nonproliferation truly is. 

During the Cold War, the United States limited the power of 
the Soviet Union’s nuclear arsenal by simply trying to out-arm 
it. The potential of mutually assured destruction prevented 
both powers from launching the first weapon. With some of 
these newer nuclear powers or aspiring nuclear powers, how-
ever, state survival does not seem nearly as important.

The nonproliferation solution—simply to keep wmd out 
of their hands—was bound to last only so long. Today, in the 

Information Age, knowledge can 
spread through countless means. As 
Charles Krauthammer once wrote, 
“Anyone with a reasonable educa-
tion in modern physics, chemistry 
or biology can brew [weapons of 
mass destruction]. Doomsday has 
been democratized.”

It’s true that global diplomatic 
activity continues at a frenzied 

pace—but at the end of the day, that is just talk. Meanwhile, 
global military expenditures are approaching a trillion dollars 
annually. This amounts to a full-blown, breakout arms race on 
a scale never before seen in history.

Nonproliferation efforts—noble as they are—have all but 
fulfilled their lifespan. We live in a new age of proliferation. 
A near-sighted superpower can shrug, but wmd buildup as we 
see today can have only one end: world war on a massive scale. 
It is a mere matter of time.

North Korea’s nuclear test destroyed several 
widely held myths about our world. BY JOEL HILLIKER
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NUCLEAR FALLOUT In October, Kim 
Jung Il’s North Korea tested a nuclear 
bomb underground, much like the 
underground test pictured here.

Iran’s
Ahmadinejad

UN talks on
North Korea

The United Nations is as
impotent as ever.

Few international objectives have en-
joyed as much unanimity among nations 
as the desire to keep nuclear weapons 
out of the hands of North Korea. That 
being the case, one would think that the 
UN would be the 
ideal instrument for 
ensuring that this 
objective was met, 
decisively.

Not so.
For years, as 

North Korea trum-
peted its intentions 
to build a nuclear 
arsenal, the world 
witnessed the spectacle of the UN—sup-
posedly intent on preventing this from 
happening—undergoing an elaborate dip-
lomatic dance that, in essence, did nothing
to hinder North Korea from its goal.

When Kim’s country successfully 
demonstrated it had achieved its ambi-
tion on October 9, the spectacle moved, 
for a short time, into a fancier phase, 

while achieving precisely the same result: 
that is, nothing. The United Nations Se-
curity Council agreed to apply sanctions 
against North Korea for detonating the 
weapon. North Korea responded by label-
ing the sanctions a declaration of war. It 
said it would not be cowed by such pres-
sure since it was now a nuclear power.

History has already proven that eco-
nomic measures do nothing to curb 
North Korea’s behavior anyway. The 
UN’s sanctions were doomed to fail be-
fore they were even discussed.

On top of that, China and Russia 
quickly made clear they would not com-
ply with the sanctions, rendering useless 
whatever small effect they might have 
had. China and Russia, both nuclear 
powers themselves, do not see a serious 
threat in even a nuclear-armed North 
Korea. Stratfor argued convincingly that 
for both nations, the benefits actually 
outweigh the problems. China liked the 
fact that “the test f louts America’s will 
and the United States is unable to do 
anything about it. … American impo-
tence is of direct interest to China. The 
United States has maneuvered itself into 
a position of taking primary responsibil-
ity for dealing with North Korea’s threat. 
China, seeking a dominant position in 
Asia, welcomes anything that makes the 
United States appear incapable of carry-
ing out this role. The weaker the United 
States appears, the greater the vacuum 
for China to step into. Beijing is going 
to make the appropriate sounds, but will 
also make certain that the United States 
looks as helpless as possible” (Oct. 13, 
2006). Russia has a similar goal in mind, 
mostly because of its competition with 
the U.S. over territory in Central Asia. 

But both powers ap-
pear bent on maxi-
mizing the discomfort 
of the U.S. while they 
further squeeze out 
its presence in their 
part of the world. 

Thus, these two 
permanent members 
of the UN Security 
Council, while mak-

ing public statements that appear to be 
in line with America’s position, are bas-
ing their decisions on criteria directly at 
odds with those of the U.S.

Not a good foundation for a strong 
multilateral response against North Ko-
rea’s provocative act. If anything, North 
Korea’s new nuclear status only high-
lights the profound differences between 

Iran has nothing to fear by 
seeking nuclear weapons.

The Islamic Republic—which is 
only half a step behind North 
Korea in announcing its own en-
trance into the nuclear club—
watched this unfolding drama 
with a Cheshire grin on its face.

American politicians spoke in-
cessantly of the fact that anything 
less than a firm response to North 
Korea would embolden Iran. And 
yet—in both the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
sphere (through 
instruments like 
the UN or the 
vaunted “six-par-
ty talks” that were 
intended to keep 
nuclear weapons 
out of North Ko-
rea’s hands in the 
first place) and 
individually as a 
nation—the reality that the Unit-
ed States simply could not manage 
anything close to a firm response 
quickly became abundantly clear.

The fact is, even a firm response
to North Korea would be unlike-
ly to convince Iran to give up its 
nuclear weapons program. Iran’s 
president has plainly said that 
nothing would prevent his nation 
from achieving that ambition. He 
possesses a mythic belief that any 
catastrophes that his aggressive-
ness provokes will only hasten the 
advent of the Islamic messiah and 
the global ascendancy of his faith.

With Iran’s leader already de-
void of scruples, perhaps it is a 
moot point to suggest that North 
Korea—whose nuclear scien-
tists are in cahoots with those of 
Iran—successfully detonating its 
first nuclear device and facing no 
penalties would hasten the day 
that Iran would do the same.

But perhaps it isn’t.

America’s national interests and those of 
Russia and China.

Thus, for having detonated a nuclear 
weapon and thumbed his nose at the 
entire world, Kim Jung Il faced, in ef-
fect, no consequences from the UN. His 
success spotlighted the irrefutable truth 
that this organization is truly unable to 
accomplish anything.
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China’s Hu Jintao 
(right) meets 
with Japan’s 

Shinzo Abe

The U.S. is too overstretched 
to handle new threats.

The United States is in crisis overload. 
Wars in Iraq and Afghanistan are ab-
sorbing far more money, manpower 
and resources than the U.S. ever ex-
pected to expend on them. A volatile 
Iran and several other smaller emer-
gencies also command attention: Isra-
el and the Palestinians, Lebanon, Ven-
ezuela, Cuba, immigration and so on. 
On top of all that, Kim Jung Il’s test 
occurred while America’s entire polit-
ical scene was consumed with prepa-
rations for congressional elections.

Certainly one must acknowledge 
that Kim figured U.S. overstretch 

Asia is likely both to accelerate its
arms race and grow in cooperation.

Russia, China and Japan are three powers on the rise, in-
creasingly pushing their presence internationally. Kim Jung 
Il’s nuclear test provides a pretext for accelerating their 
military endeavors. South Korea, too, will likely take the 
opportunity to begin embracing a military policy more in-
dependent of the U.S.

As Peter Beck, head of the Seoul office of the Interna-
tional Crisis Group think tank, stated, “There’s no equalizer 
like the bomb. … It’s safe to say [North Korea’s nuclear test] 
will lead to an arms race—will push all the governments in 
the region to increase defense spending.” 

Immediately after the nuclear test, Ja-
pan said it did not want a nuclear weapon, 
having personally witnessed its horrors 
in Hiroshima and Nagasaki at the end of 
World War ii. Government officials re-
ferred to their dependence upon Ameri-
can promises to retaliate against any foe 
that would attack their nation.

But with America’s military presence 
in Asia diminishing in order to engage 
radical forces in the Middle East and 
elsewhere, for how long can the U.S. 
guarantee Japan’s and South Korea’s 
safety? Many Japanese apparently view 
their alliance with Washington as shaky at best. Since the 
October 9 test, several high-ranking Japanese officials have 
advised reigniting the national discussion over whether Ja-
pan should have nuclear weapons capability. Japan’s new 
prime minister, Shinzo Abe, says he sees his country under 
direct threat from North Korea and has spoken of the need 
to speed up plans for a missile defense shield. 

Another trend that North Korea’s acquisition of nuclear 
weapons is sure to accelerate is the growing of cohesion 
among Asian states. How to deal with North Korea is now a 
question common to all Asian countries, driving increased 
political cooperation particularly among China, Japan and 
South Korea. 

Though America has typically headed efforts to curb 
North Korea’s nuclear program, recently the real linchpin 

negotiator has come to the surface: China, the region’s eco-
nomic powerhouse—together with Russia. On more than one 
occasion, Chinese and Russian empathy for North Korea has 
prevented America from forcing tougher penalties on Pyong-
yang. In turn, North Korea has shown more willingness to 
embrace China than any other nation. If there is a voice that 
insular North Korea hears, it is the voice of the Chinese.

This fact has not gone unnoticed by the Japanese or South 
Koreans. Though relations remain stable between Japan and 
America, and South Korea and America, both Tokyo and Seoul 
seek better relations with China. North Korea is a mutual con-
cern to both Japan and China; what better way to repair and 

improve relations than by meeting 
Pyongyang with a united voice?

While North Korea was detonat-
ing its nuclear device, newly elected 
Shinzo Abe was making history. His-
torically, new Japanese leaders, in a 
symbolic gesture of their faithfulness 
to America, have made their first 
out-of-state visit to Washington. Not 
Abe. He visited Chinese President 
Hu Jintao, conducting the first sum-
mit between China and Japan in five 
years. This summit, as the Wall Street 
Journal noted, “marked the end to a 
long standoff between Asia’s two big-

gest powers” (Oct. 9, 2006). Abe next traveled to South Korea. In 
the world of international diplomacy, this unconventional itiner-
ary was hugely symbolic—a sign of his desire to prioritize rela-
tions with his neighbors over those with America.

North Korea’s nuclear test couldn’t have been timed more 
perfectly for Sino-Japanese relations. Abe’s historic visit 
to China became even more momentous as news of the test 
emerged and the two leaders took the opportunity to make 
a public show of their newfound will to draw closer together. 
Thus it was with blended voices that Abe and Hu responded to 
North Korea’s nuclear test, expressing that they were “deeply 
concerned” and promising to work together to check North 
Korea’s nuclear endeavors.

As America’s presence in Asia wanes, we can expect Asian 
nations to increasingly work together in such ways.

into his calculus for choosing his mo-
ment to detonate a nuclear weapon. As 
Dr. George Friedman said, it was “the 
perfect time to jerk Washington’s chain” 
(Stratfor, Oct. 10, 2006).

The success of Kim’s gamble is re-
flected in the weakness of Washington’s 
response, which amounted to little more 
than fussy condemnations. President 
Bush explicitly responded, “[W]e have 
no intention of attacking North Korea.” 

As Fraser Nelson wrote in The Business
on Oct. 13, 2006, “Three years ago, Presi-
dent Bush said that he ‘would not tolerate’ 
a nuclear North Korea—exactly the same 
form of words he uses for Iran now. But 
on Monday, the president moved the goal-

posts. He said it would be a ‘grave threat’ if 
North Korea were to sell its nukes to any-
one else. A nuclear North Korea, it seems, 
will be tolerated after all.

“This is the lesson for Iran: Dictators 
with the bomb are treated differently to 
those without it.”

Friedman explained the problem fac-
ing Washington: “[T]he military reality 
on the ground in Iraq severely constrains 
U.S. options around the world. That, in 
turn, constrains U.S. diplomacy. Diplo-
macy without even the distant possibil-
ity of military action is impotent” (op. 
cit.). It is possible that Kim, in his mega-
lomania, believes the U.S. is poised and 
ready to attack his nation on a moment’s 
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among the tribes of Israel have I made 
known that which shall surely be” (Ho-
sea 5:5, 9). Because of their sins, all three 
of these nations will fall together.

Many observers believe that the 
results of the midterm election mean 
America’s support for Israel could 
wane in the coming months. Israel is 
surrounded by an arc of hate-filled en-
emies whose hearts are committed to 
bulldozing the Jews into the Mediterra-
nean Sea. Only America’s support over 
the years has prevented Israel’s demise. 

Who will Israel turn to when 
America removes its support? “There-
fore will I be unto Ephraim as a moth, 
and to the house of Judah as rotten-
ness. When Ephraim saw his sickness, 
and Judah saw his wound, then went 
Ephraim [and Judah] to the Assyrian, 
and sent to king Jareb: yet could he not 
heal you, nor cure you of your wound” 
(verses 12-13). This prophecy tells us 
that both Ephraim (Britain today) and 
Judah (the nation of Israel) will run to 
the Assyrian (Germany) for assistance. 
This prophecy speaks of a time when 
the U.S. will lack the power and the 
will to assist its allies. 

November’s election results prove 
we are witnessing the demise of Amer-
ican global leadership. President Bush 
will not be able to accomplish anything 
of substance again. Internal crisis and 
division will prevent the U.S. from con-
ducting a respectable foreign policy. 

America’s geopolitical decline will 
create a global leadership void. As Ho-
sea and many other biblical prophecies 
note, another nation will step up and 
fill this void: Germany. This nation is 
about to replace America as the global 
superpower.

After World War ii, Mr. Armstrong 
said the U.S. would never win another 
war. 

I believe that after we retreat 
from Iraq, America will never 
FIGHT another war! 

We simply don’t have the fortitude 
to survive. Our new leaders are afraid 
to even call a war a war! 

In Ezekiel 7:14, God says that the 
warning trumpet will sound, but no-
body will run to battle. That is because 
God’s wrath is upon us! 

This election marked a monumen-
tal turn in America’s history. We live 
in the midst of the most eventful 
moment in human history! God’s 
warning must be delivered before this 
tidal wave of catastrophes descends. ■

 ELECTION  from page 4

OVERSTRETCHED With troops in Iraq 
and Afghanistan, U.S. options on new 
threats like North Korea are limited.

notice. Realistically, however, it isn’t 
feasible. Already, in order to bolster its 
presence in the Middle East, the U.S. has 
reduced its force on the Korean Penin-
sula. “Superpower” status notwithstand-
ing, its options regarding North Korea 
are extraordinarily limited.

Critics blast the Bush administration 
for its “unilateral” handling of the Iraq 
threat, which is perceived to have creat-
ed the unwinnable situation that nation 
is in today. To whatever degree this view 
may be correct, North Korea illustrates 
the difficulties posed by the opposite ap-
proach—rigid multilateralism.

Dr. Friedman continued, “North Ko-
rea is a perfect example of what multi-
lateral diplomacy without a unilateral 
military option looks like: The United 
States has recruited Russia, China, Japan 
and South Korea for diplomatic initia-
tives with North Korea as it partnered 
with Russia and European powers for 
dealings with Iran. Since the interests of 
these powers diverge, the possibility of 
concerted action, even on sanctions, sim-
ply does not exist. Since the possibility 
of unilateral action by the United States 
also does not exist, neither North Korea 
nor Iran need take the diplomatic initia-
tives seriously. And they don’t” (ibid.).

Though the U.S. jet-sets its officials 
around Asia, pushes for tougher sanc-
tions on North Korea and reaffirms ties 
with South Korea and Japan, the truth 
stands: Unless it is prepared to use its su-
perior military might to stop North Korea 
(which it refuses to do) America wields 
very little influence over the situation.

Unable to respond to any new threats 
militarily, America can only talk tough. 
But its bluff is being called. North Ko-
rea’s nuclear test clearly exposed just 
how overstretched the U.S. has become. 
This fact is far from being lost on other 
nations, including Iran, Russia, China 
and Germany.

This reality has enormous implica-
tions. It appears the days of America 
being able to maintain the status quo in 
international relations are past—and no 
signs exist that it can ever recover this 
ability. The door is thus open for other 
nations and coalitions of nations to be-
gin to assert their wills and act aggres-
sively in their own interests.

This portends dramatic changes in 
the world order, economically, politi-
cally, militarily.

Whatever direction this geopolitical 
restructuring takes, clearly it will be rad-
ically different from what we see today.

At the Doors
All the realities uncovered by North 
Korea’s power move—the failure of non-
proliferation efforts, the ineffectiveness 
of the United Nations, the opportunities 
open to Iran, the rise of a more heavily 
armed and unified Asia, the limits of 
America’s geopolitical options—illus-
trate the urgency of the time in which we 
live. Checks on more such power grabs, 
and on war-making on a devastating 
scale, are proving ineffective. The mus-
cularity and confidence of new, unpre-
dictable powers is growing stronger.

Jesus Christ once warned of certain 
signs of the end of this age, and cau-
tioned: “[W]hen ye shall see all these 
things, know that it is near, even at the 
doors.” To the student of those proph-
ecies, recent events in Asia cannot be 
shrugged off. They represent a hasten-
ing toward the climactic conclusion of 
the present age. ■

With reporting by BRAD MACDONALD

To learn more about those prophecies, we 
recommend you read 
these free booklets: 
The King of the South
and Russia and 
China in Prophecy.
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BY DAVID VEJIL

G
ermany finally threw away 
all semblance of post-World War 
ii remorse with the release of its 
latest “white paper” on defense. 

The new policy document removes re-
strictions on the German military’s for-
eign and domestic deployment. 

“We have gone from a defense army 
to the army of unity to an army in ac-
tion,” said Defense Minister Franz Josef 
Jung when he presented the document 
on Oct. 25, 2006. 

The policy paper outlines the future 
of the Bundeswehr and defines the foun-
dation of German security policy do-
mestically and internationally. 

It is the first of its kind since the fed-
eral government released a similar docu-
ment in 1994. That paper allowed for the 
German military to be used in foreign 
theaters. The German government wast-
ed no time implementing it: Within a 
few years, the world saw the Bundeswehr 
deploy in the Balkans, Afghanistan, the 
Horn of Africa and the Congo.

The new white paper takes the recent 
history of the Bundeswehr into account 
and delineates a new robust internation-
al role for the German military. It calls 
for an expansion of the “constitutional 
framework for the deployment of the 
armed forces.”

“The national level of ambition is to 
deploy up to 14,000 service men and 
women at any one time, distributed over 
as many as five areas of operations,” the 
paper states.

This restructuring will facilitate the 
international peacekeeping role Ger-
many has assumed. Clearly the govern-
ment expects to keep receiving requests 
to help resolve international crises—es-
pecially as anti-American nations grow 
more cautious of perceived U.S. impe-

rialism and as the over-
stretched United States 
encourages Europe to 
grow its military.

The white paper 
opens the opportunity 
for German troops to 
deploy virtually any-
where in the world by 
defining vital German 
“interests.” These interests in-
clude free, unhindered access to world 
markets and raw materials, and control 
of any regional crises that could nega-
tively affect Germany’s national securi-
ty. The paper allows Germany to defend 
these interests not only through diplo-
matic and economic means, but also 
“policing measures as well as military 
means and, where called for, also armed 
operations.”

As one of the world’s largest exporters 
in an economically intertwined world, 
it wouldn’t be hard for Germany to feel 
threatened in any of its many markets 
that span the globe. And as it proved in 
Africa during World War ii, it is quite 
willing to use armed deployments to 
safeguard its markets.

Just as it expands the German military’s 
role internationally, the paper also calls 
for removing the last shackle of post-war 
guilt: amending the constitution to allow 
for Germany’s military to deploy domes-
tically. This constitutional safeguard was 
created to prevent a politician from using 
the military to force the government into 
submission, as Hitler managed to do.

However, faced with the growing ter-
rorist threat, Germany’s “foreign and 
domestic security can no longer be sepa-
rated,” said Mr. Jung. In the words of the 
white paper, “[T]he need for protection 
of the population and of the infrastruc-
ture has increased in importance ….”

If the grand coalition that encom-
passes all sides of Germany’s political 
spectrum can adopt a changed constitu-
tion, a German government of any com-
position could amend the constitution in 
the future, especially with the threat of 
terrorism bearing down.

The terrorism threat provides a per-
fect pretext for amending the constitu-
tion: The revision would not only satisfy 
government and military desires, but 
also salve public fears of Islamist ex-
tremism, which have continued to be 
stoked by the Catholic Church.

It is inevitable that Germany will 
amend its constitution. The adoption 
of the white paper shows Germany is 
quickly moving in that direction.

German leadership is known for tak-
ing advantage of crises to further its 
goals. The timing of this new military 
policy is an example.

Germany will chair both the Euro-
pean Union and the Group of Eight in 
2007, giving the government tremen-
dous international prestige. Mr. Jung 
said the white paper’s emphasis on send-
ing troops around the world had added 
significance as Germany prepares to en-
ter its new roles.

The world can expect a similar result 
with this white paper as did the 1994 pa-
per: a dramatic increase in Germany’s 
military deployment around the world.  ■

A FORCE FOR 
THE FUTURE
Post-World War II guilt is history. Germany 
has unveiled a new “white paper” on 
defense that will unshackle its military.
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Looking back over the 17 years since the 
momentous evening of Nov. 9, 1989, the politi-
cal progress Germany has made as a united na-
tion is quite amazing.

On that heady autumn night, when the citi-
zens of Germany took to the Berlin Wall with 
sledgehammers, picks and crowbars, and East 

Germans poured through Checkpoint Charlie onto the pave-
ments of affluent West Berlin, the mood was one of jubilation. 
The Germany that was divided up among the victorious Allies 
following World War ii was once again united. 

And as history shows, a united Germany is a real force to 
be reckoned with! 

Yet, really, who has a mind to think on history in the light 
of this rapidly changing world order of today?

To view the political rhetoric, gossip, scandal and pseudo-
news that fill our airwaves nightly, the mind of the public is be-
ing led to dwell on anything but connecting the repetitive his-
tory of the major nations with that which is developing today. 
Yet the very best of geopolitical strategists—Winston Churchill 

being a prime example—constantly had the history of a nation 
in mind when deciding foreign policy. One of the most brilliant 
of 20th century thinkers in the foreign-policy arena was Hans 
Morgenthau. He stated, “What was important 2,000 years ago 
is still important today.” Yet, tell that to our shallow journalists 
of the 21st century and they would laugh in your face! 

Following recent American elections, the key issues of dis-
cussion were, inevitably, Iraq, Iran, Afghanistan, the Pales-
tinians, China, North Korea and the forthcoming 2008 U.S. 
presidential election—anything but Europe, anything but
Germany! Apart from the media briefly noting the signs of 
Europe’s jubilation at the Bush administration’s humiliation 
in the congressional elections, the subject of what is develop-
ing on the European continent did not even enter the political 
debates that swept the newswires, the radio and tv talk shows, 
the Web commentaries and blogs, as elect congressional lead-
ers began considering changes to America’s foreign policy. 

Meanwhile, tremendous tensions are building below the 
surface of global geopolitics—tensions that track right back to 
that seminal event of the fall of the Berlin Wall—events that 

Tracing the militaristic history of this rising European powerhouse BY RON FRASER
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have their real genesis in a history that falls right within the 
span of time that Morgenthau maintained we should take into 
consideration today when considering foreign policy. For that 
which is developing in Europe’s heartland today really does 
have a 2,000-year history behind it!

It’s as though the English-speaking nations breeze along, 
spoiled by generations of abundance, oblivious to the real-
ity that something peculiarly significant to them is about to 
break—something akin to World Wars i and ii, only far big-
ger. Bigger by far than the continuing military campaigns in 
Iraq and Afghanistan, or the skirmishes in Israel and northern 
Pakistan—far, far bigger than the perceived threat from an up-
start leader of a third-rate nation testing nuclear devices and 
popping missiles across the bows of Japan. 

In fact, what is increasingly looming on the geopolitical ho-
rizon, what went underground at the close of World War ii, will 
be larger by far in its total effect on the nations than any 
of the plethora of skirmishes, famines, catastrophes and 
plagues increasingly rampant on this long-suffering globe. 
And when it breaks—which will be soon, very soon—it 
will shake all nations with the most powerful geopolitical 
earthquake in history!

It will flow primarily from the European continent, and 
will revolve around one nation in particular—Germany!

Seeds of a Nation
The seeds of this great future world event were sown long 
ago with a group of mixed tribes that established them-
selves over 4,000 years ago as a nation having as their 
capital, at the height of the Assyrian empire, the city of 

Nineveh. In the process of their history, they earned a repu-
tation for war. A certain type of war—blitzkrieg! As the poet 
Byron wrote in reference to those progenitors of the German 
nation, the ancient Assyrians, at the time of the siege of Jerusa-
lem in 701 b.c. by their King Sennacherib, “The Assyrian came 
down like the wolf on the fold.” 

Following the destruction of the Assyrian army as recorded 
in ii Kings 19, a mixed multitude of Assyrians and kindred 
tribes emerged, over time, from the great migrations north-
ward of Mesopotamia, to settle initially at the Black and Caspi-
an seas. Then, trekking west, they followed Europe’s great river 
systems to eventually settle between the Oder and the Rhine 
rivers, their southern border being the Alps, and to their north, 
the Baltic and North seas. They became virtual mercenaries in 
the employ of the Roman Empire, helping to secure the impe-
rial borders as the empire stretched Rome’s resources beyond 

its capability 
to provide Ro-
man military 
forces for that 
purpose. This 
was to prove 
Rome’s nem-
esis. The Ger-
ma ns took 
over the Ro-
man Empire! 
In the pro-
cess, they ad-
opted Rome’s 

GERMANY takes over the presidency of 
the European Union for the first half of 
2007. It promises to be quite a dramatic 

time for the EU, and, in particular, for Germany. 
The greatest ceremonial event Germany 

will host during its EU presidency is the 50th 
anniversary celebration of the Treaty of Rome. 
Although the creation of the European Coal 
and Steel Community (ECSC) in 1951 laid the 
foundations for European unity, it was the 
Treaty of Rome in 1957 that established the 
European Economic Community (EEC) and the 
European Atomic Energy Community (Eura-
tom). The signing of this treaty marked the 
birth of the European Union.

The original treaty was signed in its spiri-
tual home, Rome. In recognition of that organ-
ic connection, the European Constitution that 
morphed out of the Treaty of Rome was also 
signed, by the then-25 EU member nations, in 
Rome in 2004. 

Yet the jubilee celebration of the original 
treaty will be celebrated in the national capital 
of another of the member nations of the EU—
Germany. This time, instead of “the mountain 
coming to Mahomet,” Mahomet, in the form 
of the EU’s spiritual leader Pope Benedict XVI, 

will come to the 
mountain. On 
this celebrated 
occasion, this German pope will grace the 
stage, not in Rome, but in Berlin, flanked by 
assembled EU dignitaries, hosted by fellow 
German Angela Merkel, chancellor of the na-
tion holding the EU presidency at the time. 
Also at the forefront will be the leader of the 
most Catholic of Germany’s political parties, 
Bavarian Prime Minister Edmund Stoiber.

Organizers plan a special European Council 
session in Berlin for March 25, the 50th an-
niversary of the signing of the Treaty of Rome. 
“As the venue for the anniversary celebra-
tions, Berlin is the symbol of a transformed 
Europe that has overcome the Cold War,” said 
Regierung Online (Oct. 11, 2006; emphasis 
mine). The same day, the European Parliament 
and Commission will issue a joint declara-
tion “intended to inspire hope in the future of 
Europe—a culturally diverse, social and eco-
nomically strong Europe.

“[European Commission President Manuel] 
Barroso praised the federal government’s 
plans. The ‘Berlin Declaration’ could be the 
symbol of a new, united Europe” (ibid.). 

Not only 
that, it will be 
hugely symbolic 

for Germany! This 
celebration will be a coming-of-age ceremony 
for the united Germany as the nation reflects on 
its transition from a divided country throughout 
the Cold War era to what is now the EU’s lead-
ing economy and most strident political voice. 

The transfer in 1999 of Germany’s national 
capital from the innocuous Bonn (which has 
no real attachment to past Teutonic glories) to 
Berlin makes for an intriguing setting for these 
grand anniversary celebrations. Berlin, a city 
perfumed with memories of Imperial Germa-
ny’s past glories, allows for appropriate pag-
eantry against the backdrop of a refurbished 
national capital, spic and span, clothed in both 
new and revived old architecture. The city has 
reinstalled the statuary of German military 
heroes that was removed after World War II 
due to its being perceived as an inappropriate 
reminder of Germany’s warring habits. 

It is thus intriguing that, as this grand cel-
ebration approaches, war is once again on the 
German mind. Given Germany’s history as a 
united nation, that ought to be of major signifi-
cance to us all.

New President in Town
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WORLD WAR II-ERA 
GERMAN EMBLEM

religion as well. (Request our booklet Germany and the Holy 
Roman Empire for a fuller explanation of this remarkable piece 
of history.)

Having settled in central Europe, the Germanic tribes ulti-
mately evolved into numerous petty statelets, each posing no 
real threat to the world at the time, yet which together within 
the 17th century were responsible for 30 years of bloody and 
horrendous warfare—religious war—among themselves and 
other nations in Europe. This Thirty Years’ War finally termi-
nated with treaties of exhaustion famously known as the Peace 
of Westphalia, concluded in 1648 between the Holy Roman Em-
peror Ferdinand iii, the numerous German princes, France and 
Sweden, and between Spain and the Netherlands. 

These warring factions in central Europe consisted largely 
of the Teutons, the Deutschevolk, that grand mix of Germanic 
tribes that longed for identity, for unity as a people, for a na-
tional soul. Recovery from their exhausting religious warring 
of the first half of the 17th century took the whole century and 
a half that followed. It was a significant setback for the Ger-
man peoples. Yet, as has happened periodically throughout 
their history, finally a singularly strong leader emerged from 
the state of Prussia, an aristocrat intent on reviving German 
hopes for unity. The people were finally welded into a single 
nation courtesy of that great statesman Count Otto von Bis-
marck, master of the art of treaty making. In fact, not only did 
he deliver the German peoples a national identity, they also got 
an empire to boot! 

From National Unity, to Empire, to War!
In 1867, Bismarck became chancellor of the North German 
Confederation. His striving for German unification, together 
with the German lust for Lebensraum (an expansion of ter-
ritory giving more “room to live”), was to set a pattern to be 
repeated in the future. 

By 1871, this confederation of Germanic states had quickly 
expanded into the German Empire following Bismarck’s suc-
cessful challenge to France’s supremacy in Europe via the 
Franco-Prussian War. In that year, Bismarck became the first 
chancellor—the “Iron Chancellor”—of the German Empire. 
This empire grew intercontinentally in the remaining decade 
of the 19th century to include regions of Africa, South Ameri-
ca, the Caribbean and the Pacific Islands.

By 1914, Kaiser Wilhelm had led Germany into the greatest 
war this world had ever witnessed. Though figures vary, well 
over 8 million souls were slaughtered in that Great War. It was 
billed at its end as “the war to end all wars.”

It didn’t. 
Barely 20 years after the guns fell silent on the Western 

Front, Germany was enmeshed yet again in conflict, but one 
that would end with far greater loss of life, far greater trauma 
and destruction of property than was possible through the 
weapons of destruction employed in that first world war. The 
term holocaust took on a newly horrific meaning. 

What began with Hitler rolling into Poland on Sept. 1, 1939, 
ended with Germany’s surrender on May 7, 1945. The German 
nation, less than 75 years on from its creation under Bismarck, 
lay in ashes.

To ensure that a unified Germany, with a cadre of top mili-
tary brass at its helm, would not pose a threat to world peace 
again, the three world leaders of the victorious Allied nations 
met at Potsdam in the summer of 1945. They carved Germany 
up among them, eliminated the German High Command, and 

declared 
that never 
again would 
Germany be per-
mitted to rise as a mili-
tary threat to the peace 
of the world. 

It did not last long.

Vanquished
and Revived
Barely 10 years from 
Germany’s surrender fol-
lowing World War ii, on May 6, 1955, the Federal Republic of 
Germany joined the North Atlantic Treaty Organization. The 
Western Allies felt that without a strong continental army on 
Germany’s eastern flank, all Europe lay exposed to Commu-
nist domination. Naively thinking that West Germany was on 
the road to becoming a genuine and willing democratic na-
tion, Britain and America allowed, encouraged and cajoled 
the Federal Republic of Germany, amid great debate, to rearm! 
The result was the creation of the German Bundeswehr only 
months after Germany entered nato.

There followed 35 years of German involvement under the 
nato umbrella as part of the great Cold War standoff, dur-
ing which Germany and the Soviet Union stared at each other 
across the divide that split Berlin between East and West. 

Governing the evolution of the German nation from that of 
a divided, disarmed, vanquished “enemy of the world” in 1945, 
to the growing status it has today of an active peacekeeper, has 
been a series of three government “white papers” issued over 
a period of 50 years. A white paper (the name comes from the 
color of the cover) is an official government document inform-
ing the public of government policy.

In 1969, the government of West Germany produced its 
first white paper review of the nation’s defense forces. The goal 
of rearming as a member of a Western, anti-Soviet security 
community had, in part, been fulfilled. But the prime goal of 
post-war German administrations—the reunification of Ger-
many—remained elusive. 

This white paper publicized a watershed transition of Ger-
man defense and security policy: from one solely supportive of 
the Western Alliance to one that, while remaining under the 
nato umbrella, reflected uniquely German goals. This policy 
prepared Germany for that which the nation believed was in-
evitable: the reunification of the German nation.

Then came Nov. 9, 1989. The Berlin Wall tumbled. Within 
a year, Germany was officially united once again as a single 
nation. 

By the end of 1991, the united Germany’s first foreign policy 
move, recognizing Slovenia and Croatia as nation states inde-
pendent of greater Yugoslavia, fueled civil war in the Balkan 
Peninsula.

The Balkan wars are now history, as is the fact that they 
were used to legitimize the use of the German Air Force, and 
later ground forces, in combat zones outside of their home bor-
ders for the first time since Germany was vanquished, never 
again “able to disturb the peace of the world,” over 60 years 
ago. A German politician is now high commissioner to the EU 
for Bosnia-Herzegovina. The European Union is well advanced 
in its plans to swallow up the whole of the strategic Balkan 
Peninsula through its highly undemocratic, gaping maw!

DREAMSTIME
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 From the Balkans to Beirut
After the newly united Germany’s success in sparking the Bal-
kan wars, another white paper followed in 1994. This reflected 
Germany’s desire to be involved in a wider security and de-
fense role and to secure territorial gains in the crucial Balkan 
Peninsula for the EU. 

This white paper carried the evolutionary process of Ger-
man rearmament from the prior-stated intention of being 
solely for self-protection within its own national borders, to 
beyond, into foreign theaters. The result was a federal vote 
that removed constitutional objections to German military 
personnel being deployed in peacekeeping missions outside
the country.

The upshot?
During remarks at the Bundeswehr Commanders’ Confer-

ence, Dec. 1, 1999, at Hamburg, U.S. Secretary of Defense Wil-
liam S. Cohen pointed out, “[I]n recent years, Germany has 
proven that the past need not bind a people and their leaders in 
perpetuity. Germany, the Bundeswehr, has embraced missions 
the world over, from Cambodia to Somalia and today even in 
East Timor. When ethnic animosities were stoked until they 
ignited in all of Bosnia, Germany responded; supporting air-
lifts to the Bosnian people, sending your soldiers to keep the 
peace” (emphasis mine throughout). The secretary failed to 
point out that it was Germany that stoked those ethnic ani-
mosities by unilaterally recognizing Slovenia and Croatia as 
sovereign nations separate from greater Yugoslavia!

Since then, the Bundeswehr has deployed to Africa, the 
Mediterranean, the Caucasus, the Balkans, and the Middle 
East. Its most recent deployment is off the coast of Israel, en-
gaged in the peacekeeping force in Lebanon, right on the door-
step of Jerusalem!

But, there is a third white paper—this one produced just a 
few months ago.

In October, following a decade of publicly decrying any 
prospect of increase in its military forces, and highly publiciz-
ing budget “cuts” to military expenditure, Germany set about 
revolutionizing its army in order to boost its global presence. 
The former chairman of the National Institute for Public 
Policy explained, “[T]he fact that Berlin is about to approve a 
reorganization of the German Army is going to heighten that 
country’s role in international peacekeeping and thus world 
politics. The Bundeswehr, with a total of 250,000 personnel 
(the regular U.S. Army now has about 490,000 soldiers), will be 
reorganized primarily into a combat-capable intervention and 
security force, as opposed to its original mission of assisting in 
defending its borders. This mission change will require not only 
a near complete alteration of [its] current training and doctrine, 
but it also will demand a reordering of its equipment and sup-
ply structure. … The objective of the reorganization is to pro-
vide the Bundeswehr with the ability to assign a total of 14,000 
troops to five international missions simultaneously” (Ameri-
can Spectator, Oct. 31, 2006; emphasis mine throughout).

The German government has laid out its strategy for de-
veloping a military force capable of intervening in any theater 
deemed vital to German interests anywhere on the globe! This 
“White Paper 2006 on German Security Policy and the Fu-
ture of the Bundeswehr” outlines a strategy for Germany fast-
tracking the nation’s military machine into one of world-class 
status. 

Under the headline “Germany in Radical Shake-up of Mili-
tary,” the Financial Times of London reported, “Germany will 

on Wednesday adopt the most radical restructuring of its mili-
tary since 1945, turning the Bundeswehr into an international 
intervention force, according to an internal cabinet strategy 
paper …. The 133-page strategy paper argues that the capacity 
of the Bundeswehr must be expanded to allow for the deploy-
ment of a total of 14,000 troops to five international missions 
simultaneously. … The paper confirms conscription will be 
retained” (Oct. 24, 2006). 

Regarding this latest review of German security and defense 
policy, Associated Press concluded, “It amounts to another 
step away from the caution and isolation born of Germany’s 
World War ii legacy” (Oct. 25, 2006).

To those who followed the broadcasts and writings of Her-
bert W. Armstrong throughout his long ministry—and who 
still remember—those words ring as an electrifying endorse-
ment of the power of biblical revelation. 

He Was Right
One can only imagine—61 years ago, while Germany lay as a 
beaten hulk in its own ashes—the faith required for a man 
to declare that Germany would arise one more time to wreak 
havoc on this world, in a gigantic sign of the imminence of the 
return of Jesus Christ! 

Herbert Armstrong was one who believed Morgenthau’s 
dictum that “what was important 2,000 years ago is still im-
portant today.” More than that, he had the “more sure word of 
prophecy” (2 Peter 1:19) that allowed him to match history with 
current events and determine their ultimate outcome. With 
boldness and complete faith in the inerrancy of Scripture, Her-
bert Armstrong declared that that old nation of Assyria, in its 
modern Germanic form, would be the instigator of the most 
horrific of “wars to end all wars”! He repeatedly broadcast 
and wrote that a united Europe, led by Germany, is destined 
to lead a world-ruling empire of stupendous power, economi-
cally, militarily, even religiously. He powerfully underscored 
that though its rule is prophesied to be brief—less than a few 
years—the havoc it will wreak during that time will leave oth-
er nations reeling in awe at the swiftness of its deployment 
and the destructiveness of its power over its enemies, chief of 
which will be those that, in their supreme ignorance of history, 
rearmed it after the last great global conflict!

To those who still have ears to hear, this most recent ac-
tion by the German government to upgrade and expand its 
military machine illustrates the powerful foresight of a mind 
willingly led, influenced and guided by God in its analysis of 
world events through the revelation of Bible prophecy.

The world may gloat, but Herbert Armstrong WAS right! 
Just how right is daily becoming apparent as we teeter on the 
brink of huge global events leading to the greatest geopolitical 
intervention of all time, the return of Jesus Christ to this war-
torn, war-weary Earth!

If you understand this clear message of currently unfold-
ing world events even now building to a great climax at the 
close of one age of man and mankind’s introduction to a new, 
unbelievably peaceful, glorious age of abundant, unheard-of 
blessings, then it’s time to really pray, “Thy king-
dom come”!

Request your own copy, gratis, of Mr. Arm-
strong’s book Mystery of the Ages. It will give you 
the true sense of this rapidly developing global 
crisis, and will give you great hope for the future 
that lies beyond it!  ■
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GLOBAL WARNINGGLOBAL WARNING
Serious environmental disasters besiege every continent on Earth.

Is global warming the cause—or the effect?  BY BRAD MACDONALD

G
lobal warming has been
a hot topic in recent months. 
Politicians have grafted the 
subject into their political 
platforms; scientists’ warnings 

are penetrating more minds; the main-
stream media are paying the subject a lot 
of attention. But with all this coverage, 
the issue has become highly contested 
and highly politicized.

Though many politicians are no 
doubt genuinely concerned, how many 
are simply using this subject as a po-
litical weapon to maim the opposition? 
Many scientists firmly believe global 
warming is hurting our environment; 
other scientists don’t. How serious is 
the problem? Politics clouds the issue so 
much that answering this question has 
become incredibly difficult.

But there is clarity buried in the confu-
sion about global warming and its impact 
on the environment if we are prepared to 
set aside politics. Firstly, there is no de-
nying that planet-wide environmental 
degradation is occurring and is a serious 
concern. Secondly, as we will show, glob-
al warming is not the root cause of this 
degradation. Rather, global warming is a 
component of a more dire issue.

Effects of Environmental Degradation
The extent of global environmental deg-
radation today is evidenced by the bar-
rage of natural catastrophes occurring 
around the world.

Look at Europe. This past summer, 
Britain and much of continental Europe 
were wracked with devastatingly hot and 
dry conditions that ruined large swaths of 
cropland. British gardeners were warned 
in September that the English country 
garden will be a memory of the past 
within 20 years. In Italy, melting glaciers 
mean that skiers will soon have to climb 
beyond 2,000 meters to find snow. Even 
as far north as Greenland, temperatures 
got so warm that barley began to grow in 
the normally ice-clad nation—an occur-
rence not seen since the Middle Ages.

Farther south, in the Mediterranean 
Sea, water temperatures warmed to the 
point where swarms of jellyfish plagued 
tourists along the coast of Spain. In the 
famous water city of Venice, rising wa-
ter levels are spurring urgent meetings 
on how to prevent the city from drown-
ing. Such meetings are also being held by 
worried engineers in the Netherlands.

Similar problems plagued Africa, al-
ready the poorest continent on Earth. 
As the Independent reported, “Natural 
disasters, extreme weather, f loods and 
droughts have always been common in 
southern Africa, but the severity of the 
wet and dry periods is intensifying with 
disastrous results” (Sept. 15, 2006). Mas-
sive droughts in the Horn of Africa in 
the past year killed much of the region’s 
wildlife and disrupted the migration 
patterns of animals and birds.

In Kenya, soaring temperatures and 

drought conditions drove herdsmen to 
war over the few surviving cattle. On the 
other hand, extreme drought in Ethiopia 
was broken by torrential rain and devas-
tating flooding that caused river banks 
to overf low, drowning more than 800 
people.

North America also suffered. “In Alas-
ka there has been millions of dollars of 
damage to buildings and roads caused by 
melting permafrost. The region has been 
blighted by the world’s largest outbreak 
of spruce bark beetles, normally confined 
to warmer climes. Rising sea levels have 
forced the relocation of Inuit villages, and 
polar bears have been drowning because 
of shrinking sea ice. The caribou popu-
lation is in steep decline due to earlier 
spring and the west is suffering one of the 
worst droughts for 500 years” (ibid.).

For much of the summer, more than 
60 percent of the United States suffered 
from drought or abnormally dry con-
ditions. Other areas had devastating 
floods that caused millions of dollars in 
damage. In Hawaii, the island’s famous 
coral reefs are being destroyed by large-
scale bleaching.

South America is walking the same 
path. “Last year, the largest river in the 
world [the Amazon] was reduced to a 
trickle by an unprecedented drought. 
This year sand banks have already ap-
peared in the deltas of the Amazon and 
fears are rising that a drought cycle that 
was previously measured in multiples of 
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Contrary to popular belief, global warming is not the 
fundamental cause of all these environmental crises.

The basis of these laws is outlined in 
God’s instruction manual, the Bible.

decades may now be an annual event” 
(ibid.). Unusually dry conditions are dis-
turbing the fragile ecosystem of the Ama-
zon forest, driving animals and plants to 
extinction and ruining the health of the 
forest known as the lungs of the Earth.

“In the Peruvian Andes the alpacas 

that have for centuries provided indig-
enous farmers with a means of survival 
have died in cold snaps where tempera-
tures plummeted to -30°c. In the sum-
mer, melted glaciers revealed rock faces 
burnt red by their first contact with di-
rect sunlight” (ibid.).

Then there is Australasia. Large sec-
tions of Australia’s traditionally produc-
tive agricultural regions are drying up. 
Farmers are being forced to buy water 
and truck it to their farms. The drought 
is rampant from one end of the nation to 
the other. In some states, it is the worst 
in decades; in others, such as Western 
Australia, it is the worst on record.

In New Zealand, floods, snowstorms 
and harsh weather caused millions of 
dollars in damage this past winter.

Then there is Asia, where climate 
change is notably evident. Rivers in Af-
ghanistan have dried up. Crops in India 
have failed so consistently that farmers are 
committing suicide. Potentially the worst 
damage is occurring in the Himalayas, 
where glaciers are melting. “Several gla-
cier lakes have already burst in Nepal and 
Bhutan. The disappearance of the glaciers 
could dry up major rivers as far away as 
China, India and Vietnam” (ibid.).

It is impossible to deny that serious 
and alarming environmental crises are 
impacting every corner of the Earth. 
Weather disasters and their resulting 
crises are killing hundreds of thousands, 
even millions of people, and wreaking 
billions of dollars’ worth of damage.

Contrary to popular belief, however, 
global warming is not the fundamental
cause of all these environmental crises. 

Rejection of Law
The issue of global warming is blinding 
the media, scientists and politicians to 
the real cause of our environmental and 
agricultural catastrophes. Though glob-
al warming is producing environmental 
disaster, it is not the primary and funda-
mental cause of these problems.

The root cause of global environmen-
tal disasters lies in mankind’s f lagrant 

rejection of the physical laws governing 
environmental and agricultural manage-
ment. Added to this, the weather and en-
vironmental curses besieging our globe 
are a result of mankind’s widespread 
disobedience to God’s spiritual law.

Our planet, together with all of its 

physical components and processes, is 
governed by physical laws. Weather pat-
terns, animal reproduction, agriculture, 
forests, oceans—all these are governed 
by physical laws, the laws of chemistry, 
physics, biology and so on.

These laws were designed by God 
when He created Earth.

God is the mastermind behind the 
successful and healthy operation of this 
planet. He is the author of its physical 
laws. The Apostle Paul taught that God’s 
creative abilities are evident in the mag-
nificent and intricate physical creation 
that is Earth (Romans 1:19-20). Envi-
ronmental blessings and success come 
from obedience and a willingness to live 
within and respect the physical laws that 
govern our planet.

The basis of these laws is outlined in 
God’s instruction manual for operat-
ing His creation. In the Bible God pro-
vides specific environmental laws such 
as how to care for fruit trees, when to 
plant crops, when to rest the land, even 
laws designed to protect nesting birds. 
There are laws about property and land 
rights. Added to these laws about man-
aging the environment and agriculture 
are laws about economics. God revealed a 
definite and practical economic system.

The overriding principle these laws 
are based upon is the principle of give. 
For 6,000 years, in relation to the envi-
ronment, as in all other areas, mankind 
has operated on the principle of get.
Whether he is stripping the soil of its 
fertility through monoculture, chemi-
cal use and wrong farming practices, 
the deforestation of huge swaths of land, 
or churning out into the environment 
vast quantities of pollutants, man has 
abused his environment in order to pro-
duce more—to get more—all the while 
neglecting to take care of it. Greed has 
led man to destroy the environment God 
gave him to dress and to keep.

Mankind today thinks it can get away 
with ecological law-breaking. Rapid 
technological development and intel-
lectual advancement have caused men 
to believe they can break physical laws 
without penalty. We have been breaking 
the laws that govern the environment 
and agriculture for so long that we think 
there are no penalties—but there are. It 
has taken years, even hundreds of years, 
but mankind’s history of raping the en-
vironment and abusing the physical laws 
that govern its stable and healthy exis-
tence is catching up with us.

That’s what these global environmental 
crises are: the results of our law-breaking.

Beyond suffering the consequences 
for our poor environmental and agricul-
tural management and rejection of the 
physical laws that govern this Earth, the 
environmental catastrophes plaguing 
mankind are also curses brought upon 
us for our individual and national sins. It 
is a godly principle that men are blessed 
for obedience and cursed for disobedi-
ence (Leviticus 26; Deuteronomy 28). 
Read these chapters and see the envi-
ronmental and agricultural destruction 
that God specifically tells us are curses 
for disobedience. Devastated crops and 

infertile land are curses 
for disobedience (Deuter-
onomy 28:16-18). Debili-
tating temperatures and 
rampant drought are also 
curses (verses 23-24).

The root cause of the 
widespread environmen-
tal devastation overtak-
ing this planet is not 
global warming. The root 
cause is mankind’s wide-

spread rejection of the 
physical laws governing the Earth, and 
of the spiritual law of God. Therefore, 
the fundamental solution to our natural 
disasters does not lie in managing car-
bon dioxide emissions or driving our 
cars less. The solution to these crises lies 
in mankind respecting the physical laws 
that govern this planet—and, far more 
importantly, repenting before God and 
embracing the spiritual laws designed by 
God to bring health and happiness into 
our lives.  ■

For a scriptural study on 
how to implement that 
solution in your own life, 
order a free copy of our 
booklet Repentance Toward 
God.
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Whatever happened to

Herbert W. Armstrong?



Do you remember Herbert W. Armstrong?

During the era of televangelism in the 1980s, he was bigger than Jimmy Swaggart, Oral Roberts 

or Robert Schuller. His television program, The World Tomorrow, reached more people than any 

other religious program in America. He distributed a mountain of free literature—8.4 million 

monthly copies of the Plain Truth newsmagazine alone. The budget for his international work of 

Bible-based humanitarianism was larger than Jerry Falwell’s and Billy Graham’s combined. He 

was known globally as “an unoffi cial ambassador for world peace.”

learn the 

truthtruth

AVAILABLE IN

BOOKSTORES

The question is, what happened?
Today, the Worldwide Church of God is doctrinally unrecognizable as the church Mr. Armstrong 

founded. The three liberal arts colleges he established are gone. His cultural foundation has been 

dismantled. His television program is history; all of his writings, trashed. The reason: Those who 

took control of his work after his death in 1986 deliberately and deceitfully tore down everything 

he built—and kept the money for themselves. Backed by extensive research, Trumpet executive 

editor Stephen Flurry tells the shocking, gripping untold story of the doctrinal hijacking of the 

Worldwide Church of God—and of a faith-fi lled few who held fast to his mission, and won an 

against-all-odds court battle to keep Herbert W. Armstrong’s legacy alive.

Buy your copy of the 

most astonishing story

in modern religion

Find out what really happened to the religious empire of 
Herbert W. Armstrong. Purchase your copy of Raising the 
Ruins—now available in bookstores and at Amazon.com.
For more information, visit RaisingtheRuins.com.



shocking 

“Mr. Armstrong contributed to sharing the word of the Lord 
with his community and with people throughout the nation.

You can take pride in his legacy.”
Ronald Reagan, U.S. President



W O R L D W A T C H
a Su rv ey of Gl oba l Ev e n ts a n d C on dit ions to K eep a n Ey e on  

Britain’s Sovereignty at Risk
European Union mem-

bership comes with a 
steep price: national sover-
eignty. Member states have 
already signed over criminal 
law and air space. But the 
price is getting higher and 
will soon be 
too much for 
Britain.

The EU is 
now proposing 
the creation 
of a border-
less maritime 
space for all 
EU members—meaning the 
Union may rule members’ 
territorial waters.

The European 
Commission is currently 
assessing reaction to the 
idea in preparation for 
drafting a formal proposal 
in 2007. If the plan is ad-
opted, then crossing the 
English Channel would no 
longer be considered an in-
ternational trip, since pas-
sengers would never leave 
EU waters.

For Britain this would be 
more than a loss of sover-
eignty: It would be the loss 

E U R O P E

Germany Mediates in Mideast

Under a veil of secrecy, 
an officer of Germany’s 

Federal Intelligence Service, 
the bnd, is once again acting 
as a key negotiator between 
Israel and the Shiite terrorist 
group, Hezbollah.

The Trumpet has long 
warned its readers to watch 
for Europe, particularly 
Germany, to muscle its way 
into the peace process.

One influential role 
Germany has filled is that of 
chief negotiator in prisoner 
swaps between Hezbollah 
and Israel. In January 2004, 
for example, it brokered the 
swap of more than 400 Arab 
prisoners for an Israeli busi-
nessman and the bodies of 
three soldiers.

Now, once again, 
Germany’s secret service is 
mediating between Israel 
and Hezbollah in efforts to 
secure the release of the two 
Israeli soldiers taken hostage 
by Hezbollah in July 2006.

Regarding the chief ne-
gotiator, Spiegel Online 
reported, “The German 
analyst is known as ‘Mr. 
Hezbollah.’ He lives in Berlin 
and speaks fluent Arabic, 
English and French. He was 
educated as an Arabist, and 
he has qualifications which 
neither high-level diplomats 
nor seasoned statesmen can 
offer, in the eyes of the UN 
leadership. Since he’s taken 
part in previous German-ne-
gotiated prisoner exchanges, 
he knows the bizarre rules 
of hostage-trading as well as 
the main people involved. 
… Very few people have 
more experience than the 
German intelligence of-
ficer. ‘Mr. Hezbollah’ has 
been present at almost every 
previous negotiation involv-
ing Hezbollah, and he’s met 
[Hezbollah chief] Hassan 
Nasrallah personally. He 

enjoys a good reputa-
tion in the Hezbollah’s 
Beirut headquarters 
as well as in Israeli 
Prime Minister Ehud 
Olmert’s office” (Oct. 
23, 2006).

Germany has clearly 
secured itself a slot in 
Middle East negotia-
tions—those involving 
hostage taking—that 
the parties involved, 
as well as the United 
Nations, feel no other nation 
can adequately fill.

Whether these negotia-
tions will be as “successful” 
as previous rounds remains 
to be seen. But even in the 
event they are not, they will 
still serve Berlin’s purposes. 
The prospects for success 
being somewhat dim, given 
the hardened positions of 
both sides, Germany at first 
appeared hesitant to take 
up the challenge. Berlin 
did not want to “tarnish 
Germany’s latter-day im-
age as a peacemaker” (ibid.). 
It did, however, willingly 
come to the party when re-
quested to do so personally 
by UN Secretary General 
Kofi Annan. Working un-
der the auspices of the UN, 
Germany can palm off any 
responsibility for failure, 
while its involvement still ce-
ments its position among key 
players in the Middle East. 
As Spiegel explained, “Any 
failure in talks will lie at the 
UN’s feet, but a success will 
bring at least some credit 
back to Germany.”

Of note is the fact that, 
though the official invitation 
for German mediation came 
from the UN, the initial 
suggestion for Germany’s in-
volvement came from Israel 
itself. When the two soldiers 
were first kidnapped back in 
July, a spokesman for Israel’s 

HISTORIC ROLE Germany played a key part in the 2004 swap of over 400 
prisoners—some seen here before a German plane arriving in Beirut.
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of a vital national symbol. It 
was Britain’s supremacy of 
the seas that catapulted the 
island nation into rulership 
of a world-spanning empire.

Control of the English 
Channel has been England’s 

greatest de-
fense from 
European inva-
sion. Napoleon 
once wrote to 
his admiral: “If 
we can be the 
masters of the 
narrows for six 

hours, we shall be masters of 
the world.” However, Britain 
maintained mastery of its 
waters, turning back not 
only the army of Napoleon, 
but also, later on, the Nazi 
armies of Hitler.

The EU has already chal-
lenged Britain’s maritime 
sovereignty by opening up 
Britain’s fishing zones to 
European rivals and by seek-
ing to replace the historic 
“Red Ensign,” flown from 
merchant ships of Britain’s 
great empire since the 17th 
century, with the EU flag. 
Giving up the Channel and 

Foreign Ministry, Yigal 
Palmor, openly asked for 
Germany’s negotiating help. 
That Israel is open to—and 
seeking—Germany’s help is 

a trend that is prophesied 
to have detrimental conse-
quences for the Jewish nation 
in the future, when Germany 
betrays that trust.
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Muslims 
Create Intifada 
in France

A year on from the 
devastating riots that 

plunged France into a state 
of emergency, the Muslim 
immigrant populations in 
parts of the country remain 
as volatile as ever. A surge of 
violent attacks against police 
in France’s housing estates 
has engendered warnings of 
an undeclared intifada, or 
uprising, with fears of worse 
to come.

France’s Interior Ministry 
reported that, through 
September, nearly 2,500 of-
ficers had been wounded 
in violent clashes in 2006. 
In October alone, Muslims 

WEAPON? A 
Galileo satellite 
sits in a hanger.

the Red Ensign would 
amount to Britain symboli-
cally relinquishing a vital 
key to its security.

Britain already faces the 
prospect of a tremendous 
loss of national sovereignty 
if the EU constitution is 
ever ratified. The constitu-
tion would put Brussels in 
ultimate power over Britain: 
The EU would be able to 
conduct Britain’s foreign 
policy; make treaties on be-
half of Britain; draw up laws 
dictating Britain’s workers’ 
social security and social 
protection rights; pass laws 
outlining investigative tech-
niques British police must 
use; dictate how schools are 
run; and give Britain a su-
preme court in Brussels. In 
effect, Britain would cease 
to exist in all but name.

Will Britons allow their 
government to continue to 
give up national sovereign-
ty to maintain EU member 
status? Unlikely. Watch 
for the British to reject EU 
membership to preserve 
their national institutions, 
history and identity.

sparked three major clashes 
in Paris suburbs, including 
an incident where three of-
ficers were set upon by a mob 
of around 50 young people 
with stones, steel bars and a 
gun, resulting in one of the 
officers being hospitalized.

The level and intensity of 
attacks, taking place in low-
income housing estates with 
large populations of Muslim 
youth, have led Michel 
Thoomis, the secretary gen-
eral of the Action Police trade 
union, to demand that officers 
be provided with armored 
cars in certain areas. “This is 
not a question of urban vio-
lence any more, it is an inti-
fada, with stones and Molotov 
cocktails. You no longer see 
two or three youths confront-
ing police, you see whole tow-
er blocks emptying into the 
streets to set their ‘comrades’ 
free when they are arrested” 
(Telegraph, Oct. 5, 2006).

The number of attacks has 
increased by a third in the last 
two years and is still rising. 
In September, Muslims un-
leashed 480 attacks on police 
and other officials, a 30 per-
cent increase over August.

The mood in many parts 
of France is such that a repeat 
of something on the scale of 
the three-week rampage of 
a year ago—which spread to 
hundreds of French towns 
and cost $500 million—could 
be sparked by a single inci-
dent such as the death of a 
rioter or police officer.

However, “one of the big-
gest sources of dynamite,” in 
the words of the New Zealand 
Herald, is the upcoming pres-
idential election campaign. 
Interior minister and presi-
dential candidate Nicolas 

Sarkozy advocates harsh 
measures to deal with such 
violence. “With the vote only 
six months away, Sarkozy 
has declared the ‘cleanup’ of 
the suburbs as his rallying 
cry, and is stepping up high-
profile snatch operations and 
patrols by crs riot police and 
gendarmes” (Oct. 19, 2006).

The ongoing unrest and 
violence in France illustrates 
the failure of immigrant 
Muslim populations in 
Europe to integrate. The re-

sult will be further alienation 
of Muslims and increased 
support for those political 
parties that promise solutions. 
The increasing popularity of 
far-right parties across Europe 
demonstrates that Europeans 
are starting to get fed up with 
the inaction of the main-
stream parties. When Europe 
does eventually go after the 
Muslim problem in force, the 
current violence in French 
housing estates will pale into 
insignificance.

EU Admits Military Use for Galileo
fort to recoup 
the massive costs 
of the project, 
there should be 
little question that 
military use for the 
system was always 
intended. “For 
some EU officials,” 
London’s Financial 

Times stated, “Mr. Barrot 
was simply stating explicitly 
what they already knew: The 
end-users of Galileo’s highly 
sophisticated navigational 
and mapping systems would 
almost certainly include the 
military” (Oct. 14, 2006).

The implications of a 
European military force 
guided by the state-of-the-
art Galileo, set to become 
operational in 2008, are 
no small matter. Consider: 
America’s gps has been an 
important factor in the U.S. 
being able to maintain its 
global military supremacy. 
Soon, Europe will have its 
own system, even more ad-
vanced than gps. Galileo 
promises, for instance, to be 
accurate within one meter, as 
opposed to gps’s 10 meters.

As the Trumpet pointed 
out nearly two years ago in 
February 2005, “Galileo will 
be used as a key component 
of the EU’s military resourc-
es, and the U.S. will have lost 
the advantage provided by 
its gps.”

In a significant 
policy shift, 

the European 
Commission stated 
in mid-October 
2006 that military 
uses should be con-
sidered for Europe’s 
Galileo satellite 
navigational system 
despite prior commitments 
to limit its use to civilian 
applications.

Speaking in Luxembourg, 
Jacques Barrot, European 
commissioner for transport, 
declared that “the idea of 
only using Galileo for civil-
ian purposes will not persist 
into the future because I 
think that our military can-
not do without some sort of 
[navigation] system.”

In proposing military 
applications for Galileo, 
rival to the United States’ 
Global Positioning System 
(gps), Barrot has “crossed a 
new threshold” that sets the 
EU “on a collision course 
with Britain and the United 
States,” reports the Belfast 
Telegraph (Oct. 14, 2006). 
The U.S. originally opposed 
the project based on the very 
fact that it could have mili-
tary uses. Floating the idea 
will “help to boost the EU’s 
ambition to develop a larger 
military capability to back 
up its foreign policy” (ibid.).

Though billed as an ef-
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PARIS BURNING Muslim unrest 
hits Paris yet again.
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W O R L D W A T C H

America. In the words of the 
iht: “The invasion of Iraq has 
put Baghdad into Iran’s orbit; 
the insistence on democratic 

elections allowed Hamas 
to gain power in the 
Palestinian areas; and, 
more recently, the refus-
al to press for a speedy 
end to Israel’s bombard-
ment of Lebanon helped 
lionize Sheik Hassan 
Nasrallah, the leader 
of the militant group 
Hezbollah” (ibid.).

This view of events truly is 
interesting—and not a com-
pletely unfair representation 
of the unpleasant effects of 

M I D D L E  E A S T

Egypt’s leader knows 
he is in trouble. Hosni 

Mubarak is the secular-
ist president of a country 
turning radical. His already 
shaky position appears 
less secure by the day. 
Worried by rising support 
for Islamists among his 
people and the sidelining of 
Egyptian influence within 
the region in favor of an 
ascendant Iran, Mubarak is 
anxious for a solution—and 
a place to lay the blame.

For both of these, he has 
found what he is looking for 
in the United States.

On an October visit to 
Egypt by the U.S. secretary 
of state, Egyptian officials 
pushed for the U.S. to resolve 
what they consider the pri-
mary problem in the region. 
The International Herald 
Tribune reported, “… Egypt 
is pressing the United States 
for an aggressive promotion 
of Palestinian statehood as a 
means of strengthening itself 
and other Arab governments 
allied with Washington, 

senior officials say. 
Egyptian officials 
told Secretary of State 
Condoleezza Rice on 
her recent visit here that 
the United States should 
move straight ‘to the 
endgame,’ with a major U.S. 
policy initiative tackling the 
most contentious Palestinian 
issues: borders of a future 
state, the site of the state’s 
capital, and the so-called 
right of return for Palestinian 
refugees” (October 22, 2006).

Why a Palestinian state? 
Given the unlikelihood of 
Palestinian statehood under 
present circumstances— 
Palestinian politics con-
trolled by Hamas, southern 
Lebanon and the Gaza Strip 
becoming armed camps, 
Syria agitating to gain con-
trol of the Golan Heights—
this request could merely be 
Mubarak trying to deflect 
Islamist hostility toward his 
own government.

Why the U.S.? Essentially, 
Cairo is pinning the blame for 
the Middle East’s problems on 

Pushing for Palestinian State

Record Drops in House Prices

If you purchased a new 
home after September 

2004, odds are it is now 
worth less than you origi-
nally paid for it.

According to the U.S. 
Commerce Department, 
the median price for newly 
constructed homes fell 9.7 
percent from September 
2005 to September 2006—a 
drop of magnitude not seen 
since 1970, and the fourth-
largest year-over-year drop 
on record. Median home 
prices as of September were 
down 15.5 percent from 
their record high posted 
last April (cnnMoney.com, 
Oct. 26, 2006). At the same 
time, the volume of new 
home sales has also plunged 
14 percent from levels a 
year ago, according to 
the U.S. Census Bureau.

The big danger, ac-
cording to Jim Jubak, 
senior markets editor 
for msn Money, is that 
this housing slowdown 
might continue to build 
on its own momentum.

“It was surprising just 
how quickly the market 
seemed to turn,” says Mark 
Zandi, Economy.com’s chief 
economist. “It was like, 
boom, boom, bust. It was 
like, ‘What happened?’ The 
psychology in the market 
place unraveled very rapidly” 

“TO THE ENDGAME” Egypt’s president 
asks the U.S. secretary of state to tackle 
the Palestinians’ most contentious issues.
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(USA Today, Oct. 26, 2006).
When home prices are 

soaring, nobody wants to 
wait to buy a home in fear 
that they will have to pay 
more for it later. And sellers 
don’t mind waiting for higher 
bids because they think they 
can get more money later. 

Conversely, however, 
when market temperaments 
change and people begin 
to anticipate lower future 
prices, the incentive to make 
a quick purchase disappears. 
“Bids are drying up. Many 
potential buyers are simply 
waiting for lower prices. 
The word is that ‘it pays to 
wait,’” says economic ana-
lyst Richard Russell (Daily 
Reckoning, Sept. 19, 2006).

Michael Shedlock of 
Mish’s Global Economic 
Trend Analysis agrees, call-
ing this “a procrastinator’s 
market” and saying, “Prices 
have only one way to go and 
that is down.” Why buy a 
house today when you can 
buy it for less next month or 
maybe much less next year?

Iran launched dozens of missiles, including the 
Shahab-3, which can reach Israel, during military 

maneuvers on Nov. 2, 2006. Though the world’s leading 
powers reacted with indifference, the tests should cause 
concern, especially in light of Iran’s nuclear program—as 
the Shahab-3 can carry a nuclear payload. 

Tehran said the exercise was defensive. This statement 
loses credibility when compared to Iranian President 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad’s calls for wiping Israel off the map.

The missile tests “should bother not only Israel. It should 
bother the Arab countries, Islamic countries, the Gulf 
region, North Africa and Europe,” Israel’s Infrastructure 
Minister Binyamin Ben-Eliezer said. “We are always warn-
ing the world about this phenomenon called Iran.”

Yet the world does nothing. The United Nations can’t 
even agree to impose sanctions on Iran, because of Russia’s 
and China’s support of Iran’s nuclear program. Americans—
divided over their policy—are not in a position to act.

Biblical prophecy shows that one power will finally 
stand up to Iran. To learn which nations will comprise 
that power, read our January 2006 article, “The Ostrich, 
the Warrior and the Whirlwind.”
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U N I T E D  S T A T E S

Leaving South Korea?

A proposal 
recently 

signed in 
Washington 
indicates 
America is 
trying to 
cut its losses 
globally, say 
some experts. 
In October, 
defense secre-
taries for the 
United States 
and South 
Korea met to 
seal an agree-
ment “to pass 
more military responsibility 
to South Korea in the event 
of war” (Wall Street Journal, 
Oct. 23, 2006). The change, 
scheduled to take place 
between 2009 and 2012, will 
give South Korea wartime 
control of its military—
something the U.S. has had 
since the Korean War.

The war between North 
Korea and South Korea never 
officially ended. The two 
sides signed an armistice, but 
the 38th parallel, dividing the 
two Koreas, has remained the 
most heavily guarded border 
on the planet.

Many, especially in South 
Korea, view America’s ced-
ing control of the wartime 
armed forces to South Korea 
as a sign of an impending 
American pullout, thus 
leaving the tiny democratic 
nation to stand on its own 
against hostile enemies. 
“As soon as the control 
is passed,” said a retired 
Korean naval officer, “the 
U.S. will leave.”

South Korea has reason to 
be worried. With America’s 
armed forces diffused to the 
farthest reaches of the globe 
and the level of troop com-
mitment required in Iraq 
so high, the U.S. military is 
losing the ability to respond 

to other crises. It has reason 
to want out of South Korea. 
“For the U.S., a speedy tran-
sition [of power to South 
Korea] will more quickly 
allow it to send personnel 
associated with Korean war 
planning and logistics to 
other places,” wrote the Wall 
Street Journal.

Whereas America wants 
to rescind wartime control 
as soon as possible, the 
South Koreans are happy 
to put any American with-
drawal as far into the future 
as they can. Former U.S. 
Secretary of Defense Donald 
Rumsfeld, for instance, said 
South Korea “has the abil-
ity to assume responsibility 
for wartime operational 
control roughly in the time 
frame of 2009,” while South 
Korean Defense Minister 
Yoon Kwang Ung is looking 
to 2012 as being the best year. 
The deal is not popular with 
the Korean public either. Just 
days after signing the deal, 
Yoon offered his resignation.

That the powerful U.S. 
would want to pull out of 
South Korea when many 
South Koreans have no de-
sire to direct their wartime 
operations is a sign that the 
American superpower is 
overstretched.

FEWER GOOD MEN? Marines conduct joint 
exercises with South Korean troops.
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America’s most robust efforts 
to stabilize the Middle East. 
The fact is, Mubarak’s rela-
tionship with the maligned 
U.S. is in some ways hurting 
his political fortunes more 
than helping them.

The iht article described 
Egypt as being “in a mo-
ment of political twilight.” 
That certainly describes 
Mubarak’s regime. But it 
isn’t the case for the Muslim 
Brotherhood, Egypt’s of-
ficially banned but most 

popular and only cred-
ible opposition political 
party, whose wagon is firmly 
hitched to the rising star of 
radical Islam.

The Trumpet has long 
believed Egypt would even-
tually throw in its lot with 
the radical politics of Iran. 
Watching Mubarak’s politi-
cal squirming and his tacit 
acknowledgement of the in-
creased pressures he is facing 
shows that, in one sense, this 
is already becoming reality. 

Even with the housing 
downturn in what could be 
its infancy, some analysts are 
already forecasting that prices 
have hit bottom. “The worst 
is behind us as far as a mar-
ket correction—this is likely 
the trough for sales,” said 
David Lereah, the National 
Association of Realtors’ chief 
economist. “When consum-
ers recognize that home sales 
are stabilizing, we’ll see the 
buyers who’ve been on the 
sidelines get back into the 
market” (Associated Press, 
Oct. 25, 2006).

Where exactly this 
sideline for buyers is that 
Lereah refers to is unclear. 
Homeownership is already 
at record levels. Additionally, 
according to some estimates, 
40 percent of houses pur-
chased in 2005 were second 
homes or investments.

Moreover, over the past 
few years it has become 
much more commonplace to 
buy a house without a down 
payment. If prices continue 
to remain weak, the mar-
ket could be flooded with 
people trying to get out of 
their mortgages with what 
little is left before prices 
weaken more. According 
to Shedlock, the market is 
already “flooded with inven-
tory from those who now 
want to cash out” (op. cit.).

Perhaps the clearest indica-
tor of the end of the housing 
bubble, from a contrarian 

point of view, is that people 
can now, along with pork 
bellies, soybeans and stocks, 
invest in a home-futures 
market. This past May, 
the Chicago Mercantile 
Exchange created a home-
price-futures market that 
gives people and investors 
the ability to speculate on 
home prices across 10 major 
U.S. cities, including Boston, 
Miami, San Diego and 
Chicago, without actually 
purchasing any property.

This kind of specula-
tor excitement—typified 
by a plethora of new and 
improved investment ideas 
like home-futures con-
tracts, interest-only mort-
gages, negative amortiza-
tion home loans, 50-year 
mortgages, widespread ad-
justable-rate mortgages and 
other products—is char-
acteristic of the froth that 
usually surrounds bubble 
peaks—like that of the dot.
com mania in 2000.

The noise of a deflat-
ing housing bubble is get-
ting louder. For the U.S. 
economy, which has be-
come so dependent on the 
many jobs surrounding the 
home-construction, real-es-
tate and property financing 
sectors, this is certainly not 
a good economic develop-
ment. If you haven’t started 
preparing for post-bubble 
economic trouble, now 
might be a good time. 
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Bleak Picture for UK Children

England’s 12 million 
children and teenagers 

rank near last in general 
well-being among the 25 
member nations of the 
European Union, according 
to a recent study.

“Research comparing 
children’s well-being across 
25 countries paints a picture 
of dysfunctional British 
families failing to talk to 
each other or eat together,” 
the Daily Mail reported 
Aug. 6, 2006. “Youngsters 
in Britain are most likely to 
come from broken homes 
and have among the poor-
est relationships with their 
parents and friends. Young 
Britons also have some of 
the worst eating habits and 
freely admit binge-drink-
ing, taking drugs and in-
dulging in underage sex.”

The study, led by John 
Bradshaw, a professor at 
York University, also found 
that only 60 percent of chil-
dren spoke to their parents 
regularly and a third did 
not eat meals with them.

But how clear is the link 
between dysfunctional 
families and the general 

well-being of children? 
Can such simple things 
as eating dinners and 
spending time with 
parents really have a 
positive impact on childhood 
well-being?

The University of York 
report cited evidence of a 
connection between fam-
ily breakdown and the 
performance of a child in 
school. “There is substantial 
evidence that children in 
single-parent as well as in 
step families tend to have 
worse outcomes than peers 
living with both biological 
parents,” it said.

Another study, conducted 
by Columbia University and 
cited by the July 29, 2005, 
Opinion Journal, stated, 
“[T]eens from families that 
almost never eat dinner to-
gether are 72 percent more 
likely to use illegal drugs, 
cigarettes and alcohol than 
the average teen.”

Helen Altman Klein also 
illustrates the importance 
talking with children and 
eating dinner with children 
has on their personal develop-
ment and well-being in her 

book Childhood Education. 
She writes, “The power of 
sharing food and social time 
does not stop in infancy. 
Research shows that chil-
dren who eat dinner regu-
larly with their families are 
more successful in school. 
Scientists are not sure why 
this happens, but we can 
guess. The order and disci-
pline needed to maintain a 
family dinner tradition may 
be one of the keys. Parents 
who make an effort to eat 
with their children may have 
a greater commitment to 
their family. Furthermore, 
dinner conversation may 
support verbal skills and 
healthy self-regard. Family 
dinners deserve our attention 
as a contributor to children’s 
well-being” (emphasis ours).

Stipends can help to feed 
hungry stomachs, but it ap-
pears that only British fam-
ilies can begin to feed the 
hungry hearts and minds of 
Britain’s unhappy children.

ernment has 
proven that, 
while those 
concerned may 
have the best 
of intentions, 
social programs 
and tweaked 
monetary policy 
are not enough 
to reverse the 
trend toward 
increasing fam-
ily breakdown. 
The government 
simply can-

not enact solutions radical 
enough to bring about sig-
nificant results.

This problem must be 
tackled at the root: 

Britons must come to under-
stand the incredible spiritual 
purpose of family, marriage 
and children.

If understood and ap-
plied, this knowledge would 
revolutionize family life in 
Britain. For that matter, it 
could bring a new level of 
understanding, harmony 
and love to your own family. 
After all, solving this prob-
lem will take one family at 
a time—one good example 
at a time. Take the time 
to read about the solution 
the British so desperately 
need by requesting Herbert 
W. Armstrong’s book The 
Missing Dimension in Sex.

F A M I L Y

A juvenile crime wave 
in Britain can be traced 

to family breakdown, accord-
ing to former Conservative 
Party leader Iain Duncan 
Smith. His interim report 
on the Social Justice Policy 
Group titled “Breakdown 
Britain,” released Oct. 3, 
2006, makes the case that the 
breakdown of British fami-
lies is destroying the fabric of 
British society.

The group, commissioned 
by Conservative Party leader 
David Cameron in December 
2005, has an ambitious agen-
da. It was commissioned to 
study the causes and conse-
quences of poverty in Britain; 
examine the challenges fac-
ing families and teens; supply 
fresh ideas to treat and re-
habilitate youths affected by 
drugs and alcohol; examine 
ways to take care of the el-
derly; and support neighbor-
hood renewal, among other 
things (Conservatives.com, 
Dec. 7, 2005).

Chaired by Mr. Smith, the 
group claims that “Britain 
has the highest rate of fam-
ily breakdown in Europe. 
This in turn is fueling a 
crime wave, with 70 percent 
of young offenders coming 
from broken homes” (Times 
Online, Oct. 3, 2006).

Also, the group says, 
“[D]rugs are taking a fear-
ful toll of young lives and 
… one in three children 
under the age of 15 have 
taken drugs in the past year. 
Across the whole population, 
alcohol-related deaths have 
trebled in the past decade. 
Unprecedented levels of per-
sonal debt are dragging more 
people into poverty …” (ibid.).

Considering the as-
sault that British family life 
has endured for decades, 
these effects are not sur-

prising. And though the 
Conservative Party is pro-
posing solutions to this hor-
rendous picture of British 
family life, the British gov-

Family Break-
down in Britain
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Married Homes a Minority in U.S.

Marriage is no longer 
at the center of the 

majority of U.S. homes. Of 
America’s 111 million house-
holds, 55.8 million—50.2 
percent—are marriageless: 
headed by single moms, 
single dads, or couples living 
out of wedlock, including 
homosexuals. The figures do 
not include the 30 million 
single American men and 
women who live alone.

These statistics, released 
last August by the U.S. 
Census Bureau, represent the 
first time in U.S. history that 
marriage hasn’t dominated 
the social landscape. In 1930, 
fully 84 percent of American 
households included a mar-
ried couple.

The 20th century, how-
ever, saw momentum build 
within such anti-marriage 
trends as fornication and 
out-of-wedlock parenthood, 
cohabitation, divorce, single 
parenthood and homosexu-
ality—at the same time that 
the stigma of all of these 
phenomena shriveled. Thus, 
over that period, the number 
of marriageless households 
increased, and the percent-
age of married households 
dropped: By 1990 it was 56 
percent; in 2000 it was 52 
percent.

An Agence France Presse 
report on the study quoted 
an American Enterprise 
Institute sociologist, Douglas 
Besharov, as predicting that 
“cohabitation and temporary 
relationships between people 
[are] likely to dominate 
America’s social landscape 
for years to come.

“‘Overall, what I see is a 
situation in which people—
especially children—will be 
much more isolated, because 
not only will their parents 
both be working, but they’ll 
have fewer siblings, fewer 
cousins, fewer aunts and 
uncles,’ the scholar argued. 

‘So over time, we’re moving 
toward a much more indi-
vidualistic society’” (Oct. 15, 
2006).

The rise in marriageless 
households is to be expected 
in a society that, having al-
ready lost its understanding of 
the spiritual meaning behind 

marriage, is also spurning the 
traditions that governed its 
social order for generations. 
Most simply do not under-
stand the biblically prescribed 
purposes of marriage.

If you have never studied 
this subject but have an in-
terest in it, you will find our 
free booklet Why Marriage! 
Soon Obsolete? a fascinating 
read. It explains how mar-
riage is far more than a re-
lationship of convenience: It 
is a God-ordained, spiritual-
plane covenant that, properly 
governed, produces not only 
personal spiritual growth, a 
stable environment for chil-
dren, and societal security, 
but also contains within it a 
transcendent spiritual vision. 

A September 2006 study 
of the Intercollegiate 

Studies Institute showed that 
college students across the 
United States lack a rudi-
mentary knowledge of his-
tory. One finding, however, 
was left out of virtually every 
news report. The study stat-
ed: “[W]e found that family 
matters. … [S]tudents from 
intact families—those who 
report having two parents 
married and living togeth-
er—demonstrated greater 
civic learning than did stu-
dents whose parents are sepa-
rated or divorced or where at 
least one parent is deceased. 
Furthermore, parental edu-
cation and the frequency of 
family discussions of current 
events are associated with 
higher civic learning.”

At the two lowest-ranking 
colleges—Berkeley and Johns 
Hopkins—“only half of all 
families engaged in discus-
sions of current events or 
history on a weekly or daily 
basis,” the report stated.

Though the media ignored 
this conclusion, the family 
approach to education is a 
defining principle. Not that 
children must have a mother 
and father to understand his-
tory; rather, the study shows 
that the interaction young 
people have with parents has 
a profound effect on their 
education. 

Time spent with children 
helps determine whether they 
are ignorant of history—and, 
consequently, of what has 
shaped current events—and 
whether they can apply the 
lessons of history in their 
lives. If we want our children 
to ignore history, we need 
simply do nothing. 

Home Life and 
Education

Youth, Cutting and the Family
An astonishing number of teens and young adults

are performing a shocking form of self-inflicted bru-
tality: cutting. Numbers are hard 
to pin down, but studies show as 
many as 10 percent of teenage girls 
in England and 17 percent of college 
students at Cornell and Princeton 
in the United States are involved in 
some form of self-injury (Medical 
News Today, Aug. 26, 2006). 

Why are youths doing this? 
Health officials call it an unhealthy 
coping mechanism—a misguided 
attempt to seek release from life’s pressures. The cause is 
often a feeling of isolation, being left out. The nhs Health 
Encyclopedia explains, “People who self-harm often de-
scribe feelings of numbness or deadness or they may feel 
detached from reality, as if they are not part of the world.”

Why do these teens feel this way? 
God intended family to be the main support for young 

people as they grow. The biblical model is one of parents 
being deeply involved in their children’s lives—loving, in-
structing and disciplining in love (e.g. Deuteronomy 6:6-7; 
Luke 15:11-31; Ephesians 6:4); and at the same time, chil-
dren honoring and obeying their parents (Ephesians 6:1-2).

Western culture, by stark contrast, barrages us with 
anti-family messages. In far too many cases, materialism, 
independence, personal privacy, moral relativism and oth-
er values that saturate modern life all take precedence over 
family. Parents prioritize careers or personal pursuits over 
family, and children feel increasingly ostracized from their 
families as they enter teenagehood. As one cutter reasoned, 
“I didn’t want to burden my mom with my problems.” 

While cutting is a sign of a violent force in society, it is 
also a powerful symptom of an ailing family life.
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B O O K  E X C E R P T

Credentials
S T E P H E N  F L U R R Y

In his book Raising the Ruins, now available in bookstores, Trumpet executive editor Stephen Flurry 

exposes the reality of what happened to the Worldwide Church of God. Here is the fourth chapter.

“In conducting his studies, however, Armstrong had no seminary 
training and lacked any disciplined study of church history, 
biblical interpretation and original languages of Scripture.”

— Michael Feazell 2002

Besides wanting to be an apostle,
Joseph Tkach Sr. also liked the idea of 
having an impeccable resume. “They were 
trying to create a legend out of him from 
the word go,” Aaron Dean remembers. 
Ellen Escat, Mr. Tkach’s administrative 
assistant, even asked Aaron to “make Mr. 
Tkach look like Mr. Armstrong” when 

discussing him in sermons or conversations.
If, in fact, Tkach was self-conscious about his qualifica-

tions for being pastor general, you can understand why. Mr. 
Armstrong, in addition to having established the church, 
was a prolific teacher and writer, a distinguished author, a 
famous television personality and an unofficial ambassador 
for world peace who was known among kings, prime min-
isters and presidents.

Mr. Tkach wasn’t even well known within the Worldwide 
Church of God. He rarely wrote for church publications. Wcg
ministers knew him because of his position in Church Admin-
istration. But most of the church membership had never even 
heard him speak before he became pastor general in 1986.

■  T K A C H ’ S  L I F E  I N  T H E  C H U R C H

What little background information there is about Tkach 
was mostly written around the time he became pastor gen-
eral. The most informative piece is a short article that ap-
peared in the Worldwide News, “Passing the Baton,” by Jeff 
Zhorne and Michael Snyder. 

Mr. Tkach was baptized in 1957 and spent his early wcg
years in the city of his birth—Chicago, Illinois. He became 
a deacon in 1961 and a local elder in 1963—the same year the 
church employed him to work full time in the ministry.

His three years as a local elder in Chicago were unusually 
productive, according to the Worldwide News synopsis: “The 
pastor general established churches in South Bend, Fort Wayne 
and Indianapolis, Ind.; Rockford and Peoria, Ill.; Davenport, 
Iowa; Grand Rapids, Mich.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Cincinnati, 
Ohio; and St. Louis, Mo.” That a local elder—and a new one 
at that—would establish 10 congregations across seven dif-

ferent states, is something that just didn’t happen in the wcg
during the 1960s. My own father started attending services in 
St. Louis in 1961—two years before Mr. Tkach even became a 
minister. So there is no way he could have “established” that 
congregation. “The only time I remember seeing him in St. 
Louis was for softball tournaments,” my father remembers.

Someone might have alerted the wcg’s editorial staff 
about this attempt to pad Mr. Tkach’s resume after “Pass-
ing the Baton” ran in the Worldwide News. By the time the 
information appeared in the Good News four months later, it 
had been revised, saying Mr. Tkach “helped” establish those 
congregations—which might be closer to the truth, but still 
seems like a stretch.

In 1966, according to the Worldwide News, the wcg
moved Mr. Tkach and his family to Pasadena so he could go 
to Ambassador College (ac). The article says “he attended 
for three years before being assigned to serve with [Roder-
ick] Meredith in the Los Angeles, Calif., church.” Tkach Jr.’s 
book says his father and mother “took classes for three years, 
intending upon graduation that my dad be sent out to pastor 
a church. Instead, he remained in Pasadena and eventually 
pastored a church there.”

The way Tkach Jr.’s book is worded gives the impression 
that his father graduated from Ambassador, which he didn’t. 

As it happens, my father also went to Pasadena in the late 
1960s and took classes for three years. He enrolled in the 
summer of 1967, one year after Tkach started his ac career. 
Both of them would have attended a small liberal arts col-
lege of about 500 students for at least two years together. 
And like Tkach, my dad was married at the time. And since 
most students were single, the Tkaches and the Flurrys 
would have been part of a fairly exclusive married student 
community between 1967 and 1969.

My father was photographed as a freshman in the 1968 
Ambassador College envoy. Because he had previous college 
credit transferred to ac, he was on the three-year graduate 
program. So the following year, in the 1969 envoy, he can be 
found within the junior class. And in the 1970 edition, he is 
included within Pasadena’s graduating senior class.

Mr. Tkach, however, cannot be found in any of the col-
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lege envoys between 1966 and 1970. “I don’t remember ever 
seeing him in a class,” my father says. He does recall seeing 
Tkach from time to time around the Pasadena campus, but 
not as a regular student. 

In fact, Mr. Tkach did not come to Pasadena in 1966 as an 
ac student. The church had experienced rapid growth dur-
ing the 1960s. It wasn’t like the 1940s and ’50s, when nearly
all the leaders of the church were young men in their 20s who 
graduated from Ambassador College. During the 1960s, with 
bigger field congregations, there were more potential leaders, 
many of them already married and with grown children, who 
had developed in the local area without Ambassador train-
ing. To provide these men with some headquarters training, 
the superintendent of the U.S. ministry at the time, Roderick 
Meredith, established a one-year program for their benefit. 
Approved by Mr. Armstrong, the program called for a hand-
ful of local elders to come to headquarters for a year, where 
they could audit Ambassador College classes and receive 
on-the-job training in Meredith’s Los Angeles congregation, 
which had 1,100 members. The idea was for them to get a year 
of training at headquarters before rotating back out into the 
field to work as an associate pastor and eventually a pastor. 

Meredith says Tkach did sit in on some of the Bible class-
es, but not for credit. He can’t remember if he audited any 
classes after that initial year, but during his “three years” at 
Ambassador, according to his boss, he never attended full 
time, he didn’t take any classes for credit and “he definitely 
did not graduate.”

So the impression the Tkaches gave, that Sr. went to Am-
bassador College for three years before being assigned to 
pastor congregations, is not true. Tkach was assigned to Mr. 
Meredith in 1966 upon his arrival in Pasadena. And for the 
next several years, he worked with widows so as to not be a 
liability elsewhere.

He was raised to the rank of preaching elder in 1974, after 
being a local elder for 11 years. Throughout the 1970s, Tkach 
continued as an assistant pastor in various congregations in 
Southern California.

When California’s attorney general’s office tried to seize 
control of church operations in January 1979, Joseph Tkach 
was an assistant pastor for the Pasadena a.m. congregation. 
After church members spontaneously descended upon the 
headquarters property to show their support for a church 
under fire, Mr. Tkach and a deacon named Joseph Kotora 
hastily set up the Hall of Administration lobby for a make-
shift church service. Dean Blackwell gave a sermon before 
the “sit in” congregation that day, and Mr. Tkach closed the 
service with prayer. 

Tkach’s involvement in the 1979 crisis did not escape 
Mr. Armstrong’s attention, even though Mr. Armstrong 
was living in Arizona at the time. In July 1979, he appointed 
Mr. Tkach as director of Ministerial Services (later named 
Church Administration). Then, on September 27, 1979, in 
Mr. Armstrong’s Tucson home, the church founder raised 
three individuals to the rank of evangelist—the highest ec-
clesiastical office in the church (besides Mr. Armstrong’s). 
The new evangelists—Ellis LaRavia, Stanley Rader and Jo-
seph Tkach—had all played a role in defending the church 
against the state’s unconstitutional attack. 

Besides heading up Church Administration, Mr. Tkach 
also became associate pastor of the Pasadena p.m. congrega-
tion—the headquarters congregation Mr. Armstrong pas-

tored. In 1981, Mr. Armstrong selected Mr. Tkach to serve 
on the Advisory Council. These were Mr. Tkach’s primary 
responsibilities for the final years of Mr. Armstrong’s life.

■  S K E T C H Y  E D U C A T I O N

Besides adding to his exploits in the church, it appears that 
Tkach’s handlers also wanted to create a legend out of his life 
before conversion—particularly his academic background. 
In light of Mr. Armstrong’s views about modern educa-
tion, one wonders why Mr. Tkach seemed so self-conscious 
about his formal education. Mr. Armstrong viewed his lack 
of training at an “assembly line” university or seminary as 
an advantage. Mr. Tkach, however, wanted scholarly creden-
tials, even if he had to invent them.

After becoming pastor general in 1986, for some reason, 
he wanted the brethren to think that he was born in 1926. 
“Passing the Baton” gives precise dates for Tkach’s baptism, 
ordinations and marriage. But no birth date is given—it just 
says he was 59 at the time he became pastor general. 

The wcg’s personal correspondence department pro-
duced a “Letters Series” in 1989 in which there is a fact sheet 
about Mr. Tkach’s background for people who requested 
such information. That letter, prepared three years after Mr. 
Tkach took charge, says he was “born in 1926,” but does not 
give the exact day or month of his birth.

According to his birth and death certificates, however, Mr. 
Tkach was born on March 16, 1927, which means he would 
have been 58 when Mr. Armstrong died—not 59. By the time 
Mr. Tkach died in 1995, after critics had exposed these birth 
date inconsistencies, the wcg got the date right in a Worldwide 
News article by Jeff Zhorne. Tkach Jr. also corrected the date 
in Transformed by Truth, justifying the mix-up this way: “As 
was common in those days, the doctor didn’t get around to 
filling out a birth certificate until a few months after my dad’s 
birth.” In fact, according to the birth certificate, the doctor 
filed the information just eight days after Tkach was born.

As far as why they wanted him to be a year older, it’s hard 
to say. With the correct date, he would have finished high 
school early, soon after his 17th birthday. So maybe they 
wanted him to be an 18-year-old graduate. In any event, he 
did finish high school in 1944. He graduated 155th in a class 
size of 349, from Tilden High School in south Chicago.

The following year, in January 1945, he ran off and joined 
the Navy as a 17-year-old. So maybe they tried to make him 
18 for that reason. But Tkach admitted to Plain Truth read-
ers in 1986 that he ran away from home and was “under age” 
when he joined the Navy. 

It’s just an odd “fact” to lie about. But why they stuck with 
the 1926 birthday for the first several years of Mr. Tkach’s 
pastor generalship, when they could have gotten the correct 
date from his driver’s license, is inexplicable.

Continuing with the timeline, according to Jeff Zhorne, 
Tkach served in the U.S. Navy during World War ii, from 
January 17, 1945, to July 22, 1946. Mr. Tkach, however, wrote 
in the Worldwide News that he returned from the war to 
Chicago on December 21, 1945, which would have limited 
his service in the Navy to 11 months.

From 1946 to 1950 is when the biography gets real sketchy. 
In reading what the wcg produced, you are left with the dis-
tinct impression that Mr. Tkach went to college during those 
four years. In “Passing the Baton,” for instance, it says that af-
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ter Tkach received a naval certificate in “basic engineering” 
in 1945, he then returned home to attend the Illinois Institute 
of Technology in Chicago, where he studied industrial man-
agement. After that, he was hired by Hupp Aviation in 1950.

Upon searching their archives, however, representatives at 
the Illinois Institute found no record of Joseph Tkach ever hav-
ing attended there. His career at the Illinois Institute, appar-
ently, was not unlike his “training” at Ambassador College.

■  L A C K  O F  S C H O L A R S H I P

Writing in 2002, Michael Feazell criticized Mr. Armstrong 
because he “had no seminary training and lacked any dis-
ciplined study of church history, biblical interpretation and 
original languages of Scripture.” In his book, Feazell said 
that “Herbert Armstrong and scholarship did not mix well.” 
As if it mixed well with Tkach. Feazell wrote, “Many of Arm-
strong’s doctrinal errors sprang directly from his ignorance 
of biblical scholarship and sound methods of biblical inter-
pretation.” In Transformed by Truth, Tkach Jr. criticized Mr. 
Armstrong for his lack of training in “hermeneutics, episte-
mology, or apologetics.”

Of course, Mr. Armstrong would have responded to 
those criticisms thunderously, by pointing to the rank ig-
norance about God within scholarly circles. Critics may 
scoff at Mr. Armstrong’s supposed lack of scholarship, but 
hundreds of thousands—including a great many world lead-
ers Mr. Armstrong visited—would have considered Herbert 
Armstrong a Bible scholar and expert educator. Look at the 
fruits: Perhaps thousands of pamphlets, articles and letters, 
hundreds of booklets and seven books. Thousands of ser-
mons. He produced and delivered 1,500 radio programs and 
nearly 200 television programs. He developed the curricu-
lum for three colleges—giving what must have been thou-
sands of class lectures himself. Objective observers, even 
if they disagree with his theology, would at least give him 
credit for all that he produced.

Compare that with Tkach Sr.’s exploits, even counting 
his fabricated academic record. Before taking over in 1986, 
he hardly ever wrote or spoke publicly. According to Aaron 
Dean, Mr. Armstrong actually took comfort in Tkach’s av-
erage intellectual capacities, believing it would make him 
more prone to rely on the Advisory Council. After becom-
ing pastor general, Tkach’s own son even admitted that his 
“dad was not known as a theologian.” Tkach’s former boss, 
Roderick Meredith, evaluated Mr. Armstrong’s successor 
more bluntly, saying he “did not speak well, and I didn’t re-
alize how little he understood the doctrines.”

In light of Tkach’s sketchy educational background, it’s 
astonishing how often Tkach Jr. and Feazell have found oc-
casion to ridicule Mr. Armstrong’s lack of scholarship. But 
if Mr. Armstrong was uneducated, where would that leave 
Joseph Tkach?

■  T H E  R E A L  C H U R C H  H I S T O R I A N

In a 2002 deposition, we pointed Tkach Jr. to the statement 
about Mr. Armstrong’s lack of seminary training and disci-
plined study of church history and then asked, “Could the 
same thing be said of your father?” That question caught the 
younger Tkach completely off guard.

“No,” he stammered, “not as precisely as that, no.” Accord-

ing to Tkach, his father spent more time studying church histo-
ry than Mr. Armstrong. He later said that Mr. Armstrong “read 
mostly on philosophy,” as if Joe Jr., who was born the same year 
Mr. Armstrong turned 59, knows everything the founder of the 
church read. When he spoke and wrote, Mr. Armstrong did, at 
times, refer to the written works that had made an impression 
on him. But how Tkach Jr. took these many comments to mean 
he read mostly philosophy, I’ll never know.

In his Autobiography, Mr. Armstrong discussed his earliest 
plunge into the study of church history. His wife had challenged 
him to prove the biblical truth on the question of the Sabbath. 
In response to her challenge, he “spent a solid six months of 
virtual night-and-day, seven-day-a-week study and research” 
trying to prove that Sunday was God’s day of worship. “I even 
studied Greek sufficiently to run down every possible question-
able text in the original Greek.” He used Robertson’s Grammar 
of the Greek New Testament. He also relied upon a number of 
other commentaries and Greek and Hebrew lexicons. He delved 
into several encyclopedias—Britannica, Americana, as well as 
the Jewish and Catholic encyclopedias.

“I read Gibbon’s Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, es-
pecially his chapter 15 dealing with the religious history of the 
first four hundred years after Christ,” Mr. Armstrong wrote. 
“I left no stone unturned.”

From that alone, you get the impression he read quite a lot 
more than just philosophy. 

In Mystery of the Ages, Mr. Armstrong wrote, “Schol-
ars and church historians recognize that events in the early 
Christian Church between a.d. 50 and 150 can only be seen 
in vague outline—as if obscured by a thick mist.” To support 
his conclusions, Mr. Armstrong relied upon the noted English 
scholar Samuel G. Green in his Handbook of Church History. 
He quoted from William Fitzgerald’s Lectures on Ecclesiastical 
History, William McGlothlin’s The Course of Christian History 
and Philip Schaff ’s History of the Christian Church.

In his booklets The Plain Truth About Easter and The Plain 
Truth About Christmas, Mr. Armstrong relied on Alexander 
Hislop’s The Two Babylons.

Mr. Armstrong’s study of church history is also reflected 
in the many writings he produced on the subject. In Mystery 
of the Ages, his longest chapter by far was titled “Mystery of 
the Church.” He also wrote an eight-part Plain Truth series in 
1979 on the “Proofs of God’s True Church” and a 1984 booklet, 
Where Is the True Church? Included among his more than 1,500 
radio broadcasts is an eight-part series on “The True Church.”

Tkach Jr. boasted that his dad “read books” about church 
history, some of which weren’t even published until after Mr. 
Armstrong died. Among the works Tkach Jr. cited were those 
of Methodist minister Justo Gonzalez. 

Mr. Armstrong studied Gibbon, Schaff, Fitzgerald, Mc-
Glothlin and Green and wrote extensively about the history 
of the church. Tkach Sr. studied Gonzalez and never wrote a 
thing about church history.

Of course, deep in his heart of hearts, Joe Jr. knows Mr. 
Armstrong’s extensive research and training, as well as his 
productive life, towers above his own father’s intellectual 
achievements. But the reason he raises the “uneducated” card 
in reference to Mr. Armstrong is because he doesn’t agree with 
Mr. Armstrong’s explanation of church history. Had he put it 
that way, at least it would have been honest. But to say that his 
dad studied church history and Mr. Armstrong didn’t—that 
he read mostly philosophy?
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Every present and former member of the Worldwide 
Church of God should know that is a lie.

■  D I S C I P L I N E D  S T U D Y

In the deposition quoted above, to support his father’s cre-
dentials as being superior to those of Mr. Armstrong, Tkach 
Jr. claimed that besides his father’s grasp of church history, 
Tkach Sr. went to Ambassador College. Our attorney then fol-
lowed up with the question everyone on our side of the table 
almost blurted out: “Well, it would be sort of difficult to dis-
tinguish your father’s educational background from Mr. Arm-
strong’s wouldn’t it, to say that he attended a college that Mr. 
Armstrong created and supervised?”

Unbelievably, Tkach responded, “Not at all. Because in the 
college milieu, there was disciplined study. Mr. Armstrong 
never had that.”

For the sake of argument, let’s suppose Mr. Tkach actually 
attended Ambassador College for three years as a full-time 
student and then graduated in 1969. Let’s assume he was an 
active participant in the “disciplined study” of Ambassador 
life. How does that—attending what Tkach Jr. now calls an 
“indoctrination camp” started by a heretic—qualify as disci-
plined study, while establishing, teaching at and supervising
that same college does not?

■  H E R B E R T  A R M S T R O N G  A N D  J . H .  A L L E N

In Transformed by Truth, Mr. Tkach Jr. wrote, “In fact, it is no se-
cret that Herbert Armstrong’s The United States and the British 
Commonwealth in Prophecy was copied from a book titled Ju-
dah’s Scepter and Joseph’s Birthright by J.H. Allen.” He offers no 
support for this plagiarism charge. It’s just true because he says 
so—it’s “no secret”—everyone knows Mr. Armstrong “copied” 
it. But if you actually take the time to examine the two books, 
you will find that they are entirely different. Yes, entirely.

Just because both books discuss the modern identity of the 
lost 10 tribes of ancient Israel does not mean Mr. Armstrong 
“copied” Allen. If William Manchester and Martin Gilbert 
both write biographies about Winston Churchill, does that 
mean one plagiarized the other?

And it’s not like Mr. Armstrong tried to conceal the fact that 
he read Allen’s book when studying the subject of ancient Israel’s 
migration into Europe. He said, “It’s true that I had read one 
or two other writings and that book of J.H. Allen on the truth 
about the lost 10 tribes.” But it would be a “bald-faced lie” for 
anyone to say it was copied, Mr. Armstrong said.

“I examined this so-called Anglo-Israel theory,” he contin-
ued. “But I checked it very carefully with the Bible, and I only 
believed what I saw in the Bible. I didn’t believe and I threw out 
a lot of what they had.” Isn’t that the way any honest theologian 
would study a biblical commentary or history? If it squares with 
the truth of the Bible, then Mr. Armstrong was entitled to ex-
pound upon it just as much as any other theologian.

J.H. Allen introduced his book by writing, “Although it is 
not generally known, it is nevertheless true that God made two 
covenants with Abraham ….” Compare that to the introductory 
statement in The United States and Britain in Prophecy: “A stag-
gering turn in world events is due to erupt in the next few years. 
It will involve violently the United States, Britain, Western Eu-
rope, the Middle East.” These opening remarks, like the titles 
for both books, highlight the vast difference between the two. 

J.H. Allen organized his work into these three sections: 1) 
the birthright promise; 2) the scepter promise; and 3) the veil 
being lifted from the Abrahamic nations. The first two sec-
tions revolve around the promises God made to Abraham in 
Genesis 12 and how they played out in history. And to Allen’s 
credit, he tried to be honest with the Bible as compared with 
secular history. 

The third section is also mostly historical and secular. 
And when Allen does venture into explaining the prophetic 
significance, he veers way off course.

Mr. Armstrong’s book, on the other hand, is about a 
prophesied captivity to come upon our peoples unless 
we repent of our sins. That is the book’s central focus from 
beginning to end. 

In expounding on these end-time prophecies, Mr. 
Armstrong devoted some space in the book, between chap-
ters 3 and 8, to establish Israel’s present-day identity based 
upon Bible and secular history. These are crucial historical 
facts that must be explained for readers to understand the 
truth about end-time prophecy. J.H. Allen is to be credited 
for teaching the truth about some of these historical facts. 
But he certainly did not grasp the tremendous significance 
of this history as it relates to Bible prophecy.

And yet, that’s what the last six chapters of Mr. Arm-
strong’s book are devoted to—expounding upon the real sig-
nificance of this history as it relates to end-time prophecy. 
In chapter 10, for instance, Mr. Armstrong wrote about how 
the birthright promises were withheld for 2,520 years. There 
is nothing like this in Allen’s book. Another chapter asks the 
question, “Why did Israel lose its identity?” J.H. Allen not 
only failed to answer that question, he never asked it. Then 
Mr. Armstrong concluded his book by discussing what is 
prophesied to happen to the American and British peoples 
in the very near future—a conclusion that is not only differ-
ent, but at complete odds with J.H. Allen’s conclusions.

While it is true that Mr. Armstrong read Judah’s Scepter and 
Joseph’s Birthright, along with other books about the “Anglo-
Israel” theory, he did not copy those works. Joe Jr. made that 
dishonest claim without any supportive evidence whatsoever, 
simply because he dislikes Mr. Armstrong and doesn’t agree 
with the book that more than 6 million people requested.

■  T H E  G H O S T  W R I T E R S

On page 66 of his book, Tkach Jr. wrote, “When my dad did 
give a major sermon on doctrinal changes, he always read 
major portions of it, confirming in these people’s minds that 
he was a mere dupe of the ‘gang of four.’ They circulated 
rumors that others were writing his articles for church pub-
lications and publishing them either without his knowledge 
or against his will.”

And that’s true. I remember listening to a number of Mr. 
Tkach’s taped sermons from the late 1980s and early 1990s—
I even reviewed a few videotaped sermons. He would read 
and read, and oftentimes trip over words. I also remember 
the rumors vividly: Who prepared this for him? And why 
doesn’t he pull away from his notes?

Later on in the book, after referring to these “rumors,” 
Tkach Jr. wrote, “It didn’t seem to occur to people that if my 
dad didn’t like or agree with material Mike Feazell (who was 
his executive assistant and editorial advisor) or others pre-
pared for him, he could have changed it or not used it at all.”
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THE KEY OF DAVID

Broadcasting to a potential worldwide audience of over 400 million
people each week, Gerald Flurry discusses world events in the light of
Bible prophecy. For over a decade, he has analyzed today’s news from a
unique perspective, providing answers to life’s most pressing questions.

U N I T E D  S T A T E S
Nationwide satellite Galaxy 3 Trans. 21 11:30 am 

ET, Tue/Th u; Galaxy 5 Trans. 7 8:00 am ET, Sun
Direct TV DBS WGN Chan. 307 8:00 am ET, Sun
Dish Network Ch. 181 6:00 am ET, Fri
Dish Network DBS WGN Chan. 239 8:00 am ET, 

Sun
Nationwide cable WGN 8:00 am ET, Sun
Alabama, Birmingham WPXH 5:00 am, Fri
Alabama, Dothan WBDO 8:30, Sun
Alabama, Montgomery WBMY 8:30, Sun
Alaska, Anchorage KWBX 8:30 am, Sun
Alaska, Fairbanks KWFA 8:30 am, Sun
Alaska, Juneau KWJA 8:30 am, Sun
Arizona, Yuma KWUB 9:30 am, Sun
Arizona, Phoenix KPPX 5:00 am, Fri; KAZT 7:00 

am, Sun
Arkansas, Fayetteville KWFT 8:30, Sun
Arkansas, Fort Smith KWFT 8:30, Sun
Arkansas, Jonesboro KFOS 8:30 am, Sun
Arkansas, Rogers KWFT 8:30, Sun
Arkansas, Springdale KWFT 8:30, Sun
California, Bakersfield KWFB 9:30 am, Sun
California, Chico KIWB 9:30 am, Sun
California, El Centro KWUB 9:30 am, Sun
California, Eureka KWBT 9:30 am, Sun
California, Los Angeles KPXN 6:00 am, Fri
California, Monterey KMWB 9:30 am, Sun
California, Palm Springs KCWB 9:30 am, Sun
California, Redding KIWB 9:30 am, Sun
California, Sacramento KSPX 6:00 am, Fri
California, San Francisco KKPX 6:00 am, Fri
California, Salinas KMWB 9:30 am, Sun
California, Santa Barbara KWCA 9:30 am, Sun
Colorado, Denver KPXC 5:00 am, Fri
Colorado, Grand Junction KWGJ 10:30 am, Sun
Colorado, Montrose KWGJ 10:30 am, Sun
Connecticut, Hartford WHPX 6:00 am, Fri
Delaware, Dover WBD 9:30 am, Sun
Florida, Gainesville WBFL 9:30 am, Sun
Florida, Jacksonville WPXC 6:00 am, Fri
Florida, Miami WPXM 6:00 am, Fri
Florida, Orlando WOPX 6:00 am, Fri
Florida, Panama City WBPC 9:30 am, Sun
Florida, Tallahassee-Thomasville 9:30 am, Sun
Florida, Tampa WXPX 6:00 am, Fri
Florida, West Palm Beach WPXP 6:00 am, Fri
Georgia, Albany WBSK 9:30 am, Sun
Georgia, Augusta WBAU 9:30 am, Sun
Georgia, Brunswick WPXC 6:00 am, Fri

Georgia, Columbus WBG 9:30 am, Sun
Georgia, Macon WBMN 9:30 am, Sun
Georgia, Savannah WBVH 9:30 am, Sun
Hawaii, Hawaii Na Leo Chan. 54 6:30 am, Sun; 8:30 

am, Wed
Hawaii, Maui/Lanaii/Molokai/Niihau Akaku Chan. 52 

6:30 pm, Sun; 3:30 am, Mon
Hawaii, Kaui Ho’ Ike Chan. 52 9:30 am, Tue
Idaho, Boise KWOB 10:30 am, Sun
Idaho, Idaho Falls KWIB 10:30 am, Sun
Idaho, Pocatello KWIB 10:30 am, Sun
Idaho, Twin Falls KWTE 10:30 am, Sun
Illinois, Bloomington WBPE 8:30 am, Sun
lllinois, Chicago WCIU 9:30 am, Sun; WCPX 5:00 

am, Fri
Illinois, Peoria WBPE 8:30 am, Sun 
Illinois, Rockford WBR 8:30 am, Sun
Indiana, Fort Wayne WBFW 8:30 am, Sun
Indiana, Indianapolis WIPX 6:00 am, Fri
Indiana, Lafayette WBFY 8:30 am, Sun
Indiana, Terra Haute WBI 8:30 am, Sun
Iowa, Cedar Rapids KPXR 5:00 am, Fri
Iowa, Des Moines KFPX 5:00 am, Fri
Iowa, Keokuk WEWB 8:30 am, Sun
Iowa, Kirksville KWOT 8:30 am, Sun
Iowa, Ottumwa KWOT 8:30 am, Sun
Iowa, Mason City KWBR 8:30 am, Sun
Iowa, Rochester KWBR 8:30 am, Sun
Iowa, Sioux City KXWB 8:30 am, Sun
Kansas, Joplin-Pittsburg KSXF 8:30 am, Sun
Kansas, Lincoln KWBL 8:30 am, Sun
Kansas, Topeka WBKS 8:30 am, Sun
Kentucky, Bowling Green WBWG 8:30 am, Sun
Kentucky, Lexington WUPX 6:00 am, Fri
Louisiana, Alexandria KAXN 8:30 am, Sun
Louisiana, El Dorado-Monroe KWMB 8:30 am, 

Sun
Louisiana, Lafayette KLWB 8:30 am, Sun
Louisiana, Lake Charles WBLC 8:30 am, Sun
Louisiana, New Orleans WPXL 5:00 am, Fri
Maine, Bangor WBAN 9:30 am, Sun
Maine, Presque Isle WBPQ 9:30 am, Sun
Maryland, Salisbury WBD 9:30 am, Sun
Massachusetts, Boston WBPX 6:00 am, Fri
Massachusetts, Holyoke WBQT 9:30 am, Sun
Massachusetts, Springfield WBQT 9:30 am, Sun
Michigan, Alpena WBAE 9:30 am, Sun
Michigan, Cadillac WBVC 9:30 am, Sun 
Michigan, Detroit WPXD 6:00 am, Fri
Michigan, Grand Rapids WZPX 5:00 am, Fri

Yes—in the very same book Tkach 
Jr. accuses Mr. Armstrong of copying 
J.H. Allen, he admits that his own fa-
ther had his sermons prepared for him. 
Then he justifies that by saying his fa-
ther didn’t have to use those prepre-
pared sermons if he didn’t want to.

And it wasn’t just Tkach’s sermons
that others prepared. Tkach Jr. con-
tinued, “My dad hired Mike Feazell 
to assist him, especially in writing
and theology, and he could have fired 
him at any time. My dad spent hours 
every day with Mike, working out de-
tails of letters, articles and sermons.” 
In 2002, Feazell admitted that as Mr. 
Tkach’s assistant, he was primarily 
“responsible for editing and drafting 
his written material.”

Rod Meredith remembers how 
awkward and embarrassing it was to 
see Tkach Sr. ramble on using some-
one else’s material: “In the sermons 
in Pasadena, when he got away from 
his manuscript—which was written 
at times by Larry Salyer, at times by 
Robin Webber, and most of the time 
later by Mike Feazell, who wrote 
virtually all of his articles—why 
then, he would start shouting and 
they would bawl him out backstage, 
‘Dad, why did you get away from 
the script?’ And so it was kind of 
embarrassing.”

The men who assisted Mr. Tkach 
justify these actions by saying that 
he just wasn’t a good communicator. 
Mike Feazell wrote, “Because Tkach 
Sr. did not possess the same facil-
ity of written and oral expression as 
Armstrong, he had to rely heavily on 
others for his written communica-
tion to pastors and church members.” 
His own son admitted that Tkach Sr. 
wasn’t a theologian—and that others 
prepared his sermons and articles—
that when he gave sermons, he was 
“anchored to his [actually someone 
else’s] notes.” Mr. Tkach’s personal 
assistant, the one who prepared his 
sermons and articles, readily admits 
that Tkach was not a good communi-
cator—whether in writing or verbally. 
And the wcg’s own website says Mr. 
Tkach didn’t have the “magnetic per-
sonality that Mr. Armstrong did.”

It’s all kind of pitiful, isn’t it? Tka-
chism has worked so hard to make 
Mr. Armstrong out to be an unquali-
fied, uneducated ignoramus. And yet, 
look at the one who led them through 
their transformation. ■

B O O K  E X C E R P T
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West Virginia, Charleston WLPX 6:00 am, Fri
West Virginia, Clarksburg WVWB 9:30 am, Sun
West Virginia, Oak Hill WBB 9:30 am, Sun
West Virginia, Weston WVWB 9:30 am, Sun
West Virginia, Parkersburg WBPB 9:30 am, Sun
West Virginia, Wheeling WBWO 9:30 am, Sun
Wisconsin, Eau Claire WBCZ 8:30 am, Sun
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Wisconsin, Milwaukee WPXE 5:00 am, Fri
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Wyoming, Riverton KWWY 10:30 am, Sun
Wyoming, Scottsbluff KCHW 10:30 am, Sun
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Nationwide cable WGN 8:00 am ET, Sun; Vision 
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L A T I N  A M E R I C A
Regional satellite Galaxy 3 Trans. 21 11:30 am ET, 

Tue/Th u
Colombia WGN 7:00 am, Sun
El Salvador WGN 6:00 am, Sun
Guatemala WGN 6:00 am, Sun
Honduras WGN 6:00 am, Sun
Mexico WGN 7:00 am, Sun
Panama WGN 7:00 am, Sun

C A R I B B E A N
Regional satellite Galaxy 3 Trans. 21 11:30 am ET, 

Tue/Th u; Galaxy 5 Trans. 7 8:00 am ET, Sun
Aruba WGN 8:00 am, Sun
Bahamas WGN 8:00 am, Sun
Barbados CBC Chan. 8 1:00 pm, Sun
Belize WGN 7:00 am, Sun
Cuba WGN 8:00 am, Sun
Dominican Republic WGN 8:00 am, Sun
Haiti WGN 7:00 am, Sun
Jamaica WGN 9:00 am, Sun
Puerto Rico WGN 8:00 am, Sun 

E U R O P E
Malta Smash TV 4:30 pm, Sat; 10:00 pm, Tue

A F R I C A / A S I A
South Africa CSN 6:30 am, Sun
Philippines nationwide Studio 23 8:30 am, Sun

A U S T R A L I A / N E W  Z E A L A N D
Australia nationwide Network Ten 4:30 am, Sun
Adelaide, South Australia Chan. 31 11:30, Sun
Perth, Western Australia Chan. 31 11:30 am, Sun
Tasmania Southern Cross TV 6:00 am, Sun
New Zealand nationwide TV3 6:00 am, Fri

Still no program in your area?
View or listen to the program,

or download transcripts at
www.KeyofDavid.com

Michigan, Lansing WBL 9:30 am, Sun
Michigan, Marquette WBMK 9:30 am, Sun
Michigan, Traverse CityWBVC 9:30 am, Sun 
Minnesota, Duluth-Superior KWBD 8:30 am, Sun
Minnestoa, Mankato KWYE 8:30 am, Sun
Minnesota, Minneapolis KPXM 5:00 am, Fri
Mississippi, Biloxi WBGP 8:30 am, Sun
Mississippi, Columbus WBSP 8:30 am, Sun
Mississippi, Greenville WBWD 8:30 am, Sun
Mississippi, Greenwood WBWD 8:30 am, Sun
Mississippi, Gulfport WBGP 8:30 am, Sun
Mississippi, Hattiesburg WBHA 8:30 am, Sun
Mississippi, Laurel WBHA 8:30 am, Sun
Mississippi, Meridian WBMM 8:30 am, Sun
Mississippi, Tupelo WBSP 8:30 am, Sun
Mississippi, West Point WBSP 8:30 am, Sun
Missouri, Columbia KJWB 8:30 am, Sun
Missouri, Jefferson City KJWB 8:30 am, Sun
Missouri, Hannibal WEWB 8:30 am, Sun
Missouri, Quincy WEWB 8:30 am, Sun
Missouri, Kansas City KPXE 5:00 am, Fri
Missouri, St. Joseph WBJO 8:30 am, Sun
Montana, Billings KWBM 10:30 am, Sun
Montana, Bozeman-ButteKWXB 10 :30 am, Sun
Montana, Glendive KWZB 10:30 am, Sun
Montana, Great Falls KWGF 10:30 am, Sun
Montana, Helena KWHA 10:30 am, Sun
Montana, Missoula KIDW 10:30 am, Sun
Nebraska, Hastings KWBL 8:30 am, Sun
Nebraska, Kearney KWBL 8:30 am, Sun
Nebraska, North Platte KWPL 8:30 am, Sun
Nevada, Reno KWBV 9:30 am, Sun
New York, Albany WYPX 6:00 am, Fri
New York, Binghamton WBXI 9:30 am, Sun
New York, Buffalo WPXJ 6:00 am, Fri
New York, Elmira WBE 9:30 am, Sun
New York, New York City WPXN 6:00 am, Fri
New York, Syracuse WSPX 6:00 am, Fri
New York, Utica WBU 9:30 am, Sun
New York, Watertown WBWT 9:30 am, Sun
North Carolina, Durham WRPX 6:00 am, Fri; 9:00 

am, Sun
North Carolina, Fayetteville WFPX 6:00 am, Fri
North Carolina, Greensboro WGPX 6:00 am, Fri
North Carolina, Greenville WEPX 6:00 am, Fri; 

WGWB 9:30 am, Sun
North Carolina, Lumber Bridge WFPX 6:00 am, Fri
North Carolina, New Bern WGWB 9:30 am, Sun
North Carolina, Raleigh WRPX 6:00 am, Fri; 9:00 

am, Sun

North Carolina, Washington WGWB 9:30 am, Sun
North Carolina, Wilmington WBW 9:30 am, Sun
North Dakota, Bismarck KWMK 10:30 am, Sun
North Dakota, Dickinson KWMK 10:30 am, Sun
North Dakota, Fargo WBFG 8:30 am, Sun
North Dakota, Minot KWMK 10:30 am, Sun
North Dakota, Valley City WBFG 8:30 am, Sun
Ohio, Cleveland WVPX 6:00 am, Fri
Ohio, Lima WBOH 9:30 am, Sun
Ohio, Steubenville WBWO 9:30 am, Sun
Ohio, Zanesville WBZV 9:30 am, Sun
Oklahoma, Ada KSHD 8:30 am, Sun
Oklahoma, Lawton KWB 8:30 am, Sun
Oklahoma, Oklahoma City KOPX 5:00 am, Fri
Oklahoma, Tulsa KTPX 5:00 am, Fri
Oregon, Bend KWBO 9:30 am, Sun
Oregon, Eugene KZWB 9:30 am, Sun
Oregon, Klamath Falls KMFD 9:30 am, Sun
Oregon, Medford KMFD 9:30 am, Sun
Oregon, Portland KPXG 6:00 am, Fri
Pennsylvania, Erie WBEP 9:30 am, Sun
Pennsylvania, Philadelphia WPPX 6:00 am, Fri
Pennsylvania, Wilkes Barre WQPX 6:00 am, Fri
Rhode Island, Providence WPXQ 6:00 am, Fri
South Carolina, Charleston WBLN 9:30 am, Sun
South Carolina, Florence WFWB 9:30 am, Sun
South Carolina, Myrtle Beach WFWB 9:30 am, 

Sun
South Dakota, Mitchell KWSD 8:30 am, Sun
South Dakota, Rapid City KWBH 10:30 am, Sun
South Dakota, Sioux Falls KWSD 8:30 am, Sun
Tennessee, Jackson WBJK 8:30 am, Sun
Tennessee, Knoxville WPXK 6:00 am, Fri
Tennessee, Memphis WPXX 5:00 am, Fri
Tennessee, Nashville WNPX 5:00 am, Fri
Texas, Abilene KWAW 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Amarillo KDBA 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Beaumont KWBB 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Brownsville KMHB 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Corpus Christi KWDB 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Harlingen KMHB 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Houston KPXB 5:00 am, Fri
Texas, Laredo KTXW 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Longview KWTL 8:30 am, Sun 
Texas, Lubbock KWBZ 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Midland KWWT 8:30 am, Sun 
Texas, Odessa KWWT 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Port Arthur KWBB 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, San Angelo KWSA 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, San Antonio KPXL 5:00 am, Fri
Texas, Sherman KSHD 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Sweetwater KWAW 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Tyler KWTL 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Victoria KWVB 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Weslaco KMHB 8:30 am, Sun
Texas, Wichita Falls KWB 8:30 am, Sun
Utah, Salt Lake City KUPX 5:00 am, Fri
Virginia, Charlottesville WBC 9:30 am, Sun
Virginia, Harrisonburg WBHA 9:30 am, Sun
Virginia, Norfolk WPXV 6:00 am, Fri
Virginia, Roanoke WPXR 6:00 am, Fri
Washington D.C. WDCW 8:00 am, Sun; WPXW 

6:00 am, Fri
Washington, Kennewick KWYP 9:30 am, Sun
Washington, Pasco KWYP 9:30 am, Sun
Washington, Richland KWYP 9:30 am, Sun
Washington, Seattle KWPX 6:00 am, Fri
Washington, Spokane KGPX 6:00 am, Fri
Washington, Yakima KWYP 9:30 am, Sun 
West Virginia, Beckley WBB 9:30 am, Sun
West Virginia, Bluefield WBB 9:30 am, Sun

Watch The Key of David on your iPod!
The Key of David is available as a free podcast on iTunes. To find it, search 
for The Key of David in the iTunes store, and click the subscribe link. It’s 
free—and you can view the program on your computer or iPod.
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Comments?

L E T T E R S

Letter to a British Soldier
It was only within the last month 
that I had remarked to family, friends 
and colleagues at work that the Middle 
East situation, with the British military 
involved in high-intensity guerrilla wars 
in Iraq and Afghanistan (where they 
are undermanned, ill-equipped and, to 
a large extent, on a learning curve each 
day of operations), would start to feel 
the pressure of unlimited terms of duty. 
On the ground in operations with the 
constant fear of attack any moment, any 
time and where the nerves of even the 
hardest would start to snap and morale 
soon drops. The worst is not being ap-
preciated by the people whom you are 
serving to protect, who have absolutely 
no inkling of what you go through in a 
fire fight or each night and day, your fear 
of being shot, hit by a mortar or rocket, 
and they simply really don’t care. Your 
aching heart for friends killed in action, 
dear Johns from a girlfriend or wife. …

Back home you have a country with 
three political parties so similar you 
can’t even get a piece of paper between 
them. They chase the far left liberal 
ground trying to out lib the other. They 
lie and deceive the electorate keeping 
on the gt gravy train looking forward 
to that big fat pension to strap around 
that big fat waist. … The one party says 
that a marriage between a man and 
a woman is the same as that between 
a man and a man or a woman and a 
woman. … In the Middle East, the cul-
ture you fight against is totally against 
this and would put you to death for 
sleeping with someone of a similar sex.

In your home country of the UK, a 
country with a 2,000-year-old Christian 
culture, people are not allowed to wear 
a cross at work. All the major historical 
religions (e.g. Presbyterian, Protestant, 
Church of England and the rest) are run 
by people who have twisted and watered 
down the Word of God to suit their 
politically correct masters; in fact, they 
have become anti-God and antichrist in 
their teachings. These major historical 
religions, having lost the Word and the 
way, have totally confused the nation’s 
spiritual values, which is what the po-
litically correct wanted as they have in-
filtrated them from the bottom up. …

None of today’s leaders are ex-mili-
tary; they are all career politicians in 
charge of a country and social order 
that is perverse, loving of itself, forget-
ting and not appreciating the heroism 

of their forefathers in two world wars 
who laid down their lives and put 
their lives on the line for this modern, 
corrupt, immoral, politically corrupt 
society. Where same-sex couples are al-
lowed to bring up children from babies 
to adulthood. Where children in school 
of a very young age are taught alterna-
tive lifestyles and told to try and hug 
someone of the same sex as they reach 
13 years of age, just to try it out; toss it 
about a bit, you might like it.

So, some time in the not too distant 
future, while the Americans bash their 
head against a rock in frustration in Iraq 
and Afghanistan, the British military 
will, intact, return home to a country 
not exactly of its liking. They will find 
a nation subdued by a resurgent fifth 
column of Muslim fundamentalists 
intent on destroying, in time, the whole 
culture and fabric of this nation. They 
will find this Islamic fundamentalism is 
in competition with a clique of liberal, 
politically correct fundamentalists.

They will also find a nation without 
hope, no direction, no sense of histori-
cal pride (as these liberals gave them a 
guilty conscience on their great colonial 
history) and no spiritual pointer. …

I fear no good will come out of the 
present situation in the Middle East. 
America is in decline; they certainly 
don’t look as if they will appreciate this. 
If they fight for it, we’ll have World 
War iii. If they don’t, our liberal leaders 
will hand us all over to our new Islamic 
fundamentalist leaders or their own 
anti-God/antichrist. We are caught in a 
catch-22 situation ….

Bill Moylan—England
■

Corporate Crown Jewels
Robert Morley’s exhaustively re-
searched article “Selling Britain’s Cor-
porate Crown Jewels” (October 2006) 
can probably be summarized by citing 
1 Timothy 6:10: The love of money is the 
root (or a root) of all evil. It appears that 
the majority of the leaders of Britain’s 
major corporations and their counter-
parts in the Anglo-American world are 
deliberately selling out, literally, their 
countrymen for the sake of personal 
profit and power. What I believe to be 
most incredible about this form of eco-
nomic betrayal is that it hasn’t caused a 
political firestorm in any of the afore-
mentioned countries; it’s as if this global 
free-for-all marketplace is totally nor-
mal when it’s actually unprecedented. 

While I strongly disagree with two of 
Mr. Morley’s historical claims in his ar-
ticle, the facts he presents are alarming. 
The very wealthy merchants of the Earth 
are working hard, along with their allies 
in government and news media, doing 
their best to build their New World Or-
der. But there’s nothing really new about 
it, for it goes back to the Tower of Babel. 
If all is not yet lost, maybe some British 
mps will read Mr. Morley’s article and 
realize that a nation’s people and their 
freedom come before exorbitant profits 
for a few plutocrats.

Kenneth Reynolds—Bronx, N.Y.  
■

 Sickness in Britain’s Heart
Having just finished reading “ The 
Sickness in Britain’s Heart” (November-
December 2006), the following comes to 
mind. We need not look across the pond 
to Europe or Britain to see this cancer 
metastasizing. We can just look around 
our own towns and cities to see the 
gross failure of our leaders to keep our 
own country safe and free. What we are 
seeing in England is what happens when 
God-fearing men and women cease 
to be hardcore citizens, and choose to 
kneel before this onslaught of barba-
rism. This too will come to pass right 
here in America, and has been well un-
derway for some long while now. …

Ian A. Millar—Kernersville, N.C.
■

“The 19-Minute Mother”
Your story on the 19-minute moth-
er (November-December 2006) repeats 
one journalist’s misunderstanding of 
our report. What our data showed was 
the average time spent by all work-
ing adults on a range of activities. So 
19 minutes is the average time spent 
looking after children by all working 
adults, including those who have no 
children and those whose children are 
no longer at home. So it is correct to say 
that the average working adult spends 
19 minutes a day looking after children, 
it is not correct to say that the average 
working adult spends 19 minutes a day 
looking after their children.

Tom Lynch, Office for 
National Statistics—London
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A scandal reveals America’s breezy tolerance of sexual corruption. BY JOEL HILLIKER

Open, Dirty Secrets
C O M M E N T A R Y

The casualness of it is appalling. “He loved par-
ties and making jokes; he did a wicked Bill Clinton im-
itation; he loved to talk about sex. He had to be a little 
bit careful however. A gay man, he might bring a boy-

friend to private parties, friends say, but when he appeared on 
the official cocktail circuit, he went alone or with a woman.”

This is Newsweek’s description of a man who, until Septem-
ber 29, was a United States Congressman. 

Investigations into the Mark Foley scandal uncovered a cul-
ture of breezy tolerance of sexual corruption in the nation’s 
capital. Foley’s sexual orientation was an “open secret” in Wash-
ington, where homosexuals are accepted, even in the “family 
values” Republican Party, as long as they aren’t too flirtatious, 
too open, too brazen. For the public, Foley played the role.

His homosexuality would not 
have threatened his office at all—
nor, presumably, his adolescent 
crudeness or his philandering—had 
he not leveraged his position to pur-
sue an improper relationship with a 
teenaged congressional page. When 
the scandal broke, Foley promptly 
resigned (though he won’t be pros-
ecuted unless it is proved he actually 
had sex with underage men). How-
ever, politicians and media alike are 
quick to trumpet their belief that 
there is nothing wrong with his ho-
mosexuality—only his preying on teens.

When the previous American president had an adulterous 
sexual relationship with a White House intern, this made some 
people uncomfortable, but it was not a firing offense. The cause 
for which William Jefferson Clinton was impeached (though 
later acquitted by the Senate and allowed to serve out his presi-
dency) was lying under oath.

Don’t these uncrossable lines seem a bit oddly placed? Cer-
tain details turn a mere peccadillo into a political crime: the 
age of the recipient of a salacious e-mail; hair-splitting over the 
word “is.” Meanwhile, adultery, trysts with young adults, ho-
mosexual affairs—these are simply part of life in the beltway. 
Open secrets. Wink, wink.

The notion is, as long as it doesn’t hurt a man’s ability to gov-
ern, it’s fine. Foley was praised, by some accounts, for his love of 
the party scene, even for showing his crass side. Bill Clinton, at the 
end of 1998, the same year he was impeached, registered on a cnn/
USA Today/Gallup poll as the most admired man in the country.

But are we so sure the loose sex doesn’t hurt anyone? No 
harm in the lost time and emotional distraction in trying to 
seduce assistants and later dump them—no harm in having 
to navigate the perilous waters of cutthroat politics under the 
scrutiny of press and public while hiding blackmail-worthy 
secrets—no harm in saying one thing, doing another, publicly 
playing the selfless servant while privately noshing on selfish 
lusts? What about the effect of this lechery on staff morale? Or 
on hormonal, impressionable junior high schoolers who catch 

it on the evening news? No harm?
The truth is, there is something terribly wrong with this 

nonchalance over immorality. One telling episode in history 
illustrates the point: that of King David.

If marital fidelity were a criterion for holding public office, 
David wouldn’t qualify. He lusted, committed adultery and im-
pregnated a woman, and then in the cover-up made sure her 
husband would be killed in battle. Ugly stuff.

In today’s political climate, though, it’s hard to say what the 
fallout would be. If the story hit the tabloids, it would likely have 
legs simply because of David’s well-publicized proclamations 
that he served God and loved God’s law—in which adultery is, of 
course, a serious no-no. Few things juice the press more than an 
opportunity to expose hypocrisy in a conservative. But would it 

get David kicked out of office? Infidel-
ity is tame by today’s standards, and 
it would be ridiculous to try to pin a 
murder charge on the commander in 
chief for sending a soldier into battle.

But God wasn’t impressed. He con-
fronted David: After all I’ve done for 
you, this is how you repay me? In His 
eyes, David had killed a man with his 
own hands and stolen his wife. As pun-
ishment, he cursed David to a life of vi-
olence and family hostility, and of hav-
ing his own wives taken by other men. 
You did your act secretly, God charged, 

but I will punish you openly, in the eyes of the whole nation.
Does character matter in a leader? Clearly God says yes. He 

expects an upright example, one that inspires people toward 
greater virtue in their own lives. He knows a wrong example is 
poison to a people’s morale and its morals. On top of that, when 
a leader who claims to represent God slips up, it opens him up 
to those sanctimonious cries of hypocrisy, and even exposes 
God to criticism. God railed against David: By committing this 
sin, you’ve given my enemies great occasion to blaspheme me!
That’s why the public chastisement. God wanted to make sure 
the whole nation knew He would not stand for such behavior.

If that is God’s response to leaders who sin, Washington’s 
nonchalance represents the devil’s view. Yes, there are lines still 
in place that, if crossed and publicly exposed—most likely with 
relish by political enemies at the opportune time—can force 
a congressman to resign. But behind those lines is a world of 
relaxed iniquity. Open secrets.

Interestingly, God didn’t impeach David. The king deeply 
repented, embraced the strong correction from his Maker, and 
recommitted himself to living according to the law he loved. He 
ended his life in strong standing with his (in the end, one) wife, 
his subjects and his God. Scripture eulogizes him honorably, as 
a man after God’s own heart, and prophesies that he will rule 
Israel again in God’s coming Kingdom.

What made that spectacular ending possible? God’s rebuke. 
In today’s culture of breezy tolerance of sexual corruption in 
our leaders, King David never would have had a chance. ■

FORMER REP. 
MARK FOLEY
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