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FROM THE EDITOR

HE QUESTION “Is GOD CURSING US?” WAS ASKED ON

a recent radio talk program. The entire show was

opened up to answer that one question. Not one of

the callers said that God is cursing us. On the con-
trary, several of the callers said God does not do such things.
Most of them seemed to be religious.

Considering the three massive weather disasters that
smashed the U.S. in the past two months, this often-asked
question demands an answer.

It is amazing how little religious people know about the Bi-
ble. And the Bible is supposed to .
be the source of Christianity. The
Bible is Jesus Christ in print.

People are called Christians
because they supposedly follow
Christ. Christ said that we are to
live by every word of God (Mat-
thew 4:4). That includes both the
Old and New Testaments.

The problem is, most Chris-
tians today talk a lot about Christ,
but they reject His message.

The Bible is also a book about
Israel. We often talk about the lost
tribes of Israel. Why were they lost?
Because God punished them for
their evil ways. Not only were they
conquered, but they were also re-
moved from their own land! Then
they lost their own identity and
thought of themselves as Gentiles.

Today Israel is comprised of sev-
eral nations. Bible prophecy tells
us that the most powerful nations
of Israel will be in captivity when
Christ returns—again, because of
their sins. And again, they will be
removed from their own nations.
(Request our free book The United
States and Britain in Prophecy for more information.)

Jesus Christ will destroy the remaining world powers when
He returns!

The truth is, most people are biblical illiterates—that in-
cludes Christians.

God’s Word contains over 100 prophecies warning us
about Israel being destroyed in this end time. Let me give you
one from an end-time book (Daniel 12:4, 9). “As it is written in
the law of Moses, all this evil is come upon us: yet made we not
our prayer before the Lord our God, that we might turn from
our iniquities, and understand thy truth. Therefore hath the
Lord watched upon the evil, and brought it upon us: for the
Lord our God is righteous in all his works which he doeth: for
we obeyed not his voice” (Daniel 9:13-14). These verses clearly
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‘UNNATURAL DISASTER

Hurricane Katrina spirals toward New Orleans
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Is God Cursing Us?

tell us that God is bringing disasters upon us—Ilike hurri-
canes—to get us to change our evil ways. The Bible is filled
with such prophecies.

The Bible says we are more evil than the nations around us.
God is not about to remain silent! Study the Bible and learn
what your Creator thinks of our evil.

God also tells us in these two verses that the Law of Moses
(the first five books of the Bible) prophesies about these curses
coming upon us in the end time. In those prophecies, God sets
before us a choice: good or evil—blessings or curses. Then He

2 tells us to choose life and bless-

&0 ings. God even lists the bless-

ings and the curses that will

come upon us—depending on
our choice.

Those people who say God
wouldn’t send those hurricanes
to punish us need to be asked a
question. Since God obviously
has the power to stop the hur-
ricanes, why didn’t He do so?

If we are a righteous people,
God promises to protect us. He
isn’t doing that. Why? Because
we lead the world in evil—in
every major pathology!

I see God’s mercy in hurri-
canes Katrina, Rita and Wilma.
The heart of America’s oil pro-
duction was only slightly dam-
aged in these hurricanes. What
if the oil rigs and many refiner-
ieshad been virtually destroyed
as some authorities expected
to happen? Then America’s
economy would have been seri-

@ ously crippled and might never
T #% have recovered! It would have
caused a serious oil crisis in the
U.S., and we all know how bad the oil crunch is even now.

America (and the world) is only one deadly hurricane away
(not to mention a terrorist attack or a war in the Middle East)
from an energy crisis.

In these hurricanes, God extended mercy, giving us a
chance to change our evil ways. This magazine makes that evil
extremely clear in every issue.

When will hurricane-type suffering stop? When
we heed God’s warning. If we don’t heed, Bible
prophecy clearly outlines what our end will be.

But even if we don’t repent, a new and wonder-
ful world is about to be ushered in. To learn about
it, request our free booklet The Wonderful World
Tomorrow—What It Will Be Like.

e
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COVER STORY
Historically, Bavaria and

Bavarians have greatly influence

the destiny of Germany. The scene is set

for two powerful Bavarians to dominate the
German nation—and the whole continent

of Europe—in the very near future. By RON FRASER

The Bayarian

ERMANY FACES A WINTER
of extreme discontent.
The six leading economic
institutesin Germanyhave
declared that the nation is
enteringrecession. During
October, growth forecasts
for next year were revised down by 0.3
percent to 1.2 percent. This economic
crisisin Germany, exacerbated byitsmain
fallout—escalating unemployment—has
evolved as the principal political concern
within the nation.

The failure of attempts by former
Chancellor Gerhard Schroder to gain
either political or public support for
needed structural reforms in the Ger-
man economy led him to seek a vote of
confidence in his government in May.

2

Realizing that he would lose this vote,
the chancellor knowingly forced the
German electorate to the polls to vote
for a government of their choice.

The result was a stalemate, with oppo-
sition leader Angela Merkel of the Chris-
tian Democratic Union (cpu) claiming
the chancellorship by an extremely slim
majority and Schroder initially failing
to step down. With his hand forced,
Schroder finally caved in after having
closed-door sessions with party leaders.
Efforts to assemble a grand coalition of
competing political parties followed.
This proved to be a debacle.

Relative unknowns were suddenly
propelled into the forefront of German
politics as party members combed their
ranks for any semblance of leadership in
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attempts to cobble together a workable
deal with which to effectively govern the
country.

By November, Schroder’s partyleader,
Franz Mintefering, resigned leadership
of the Social Democrats (spD). Merkel’s
conservative coalition partner, the Ba-
varian Prime Minister Edmund Stoiber,
then packed his bags, withdrew from the
melee and trotted back to his home state
of Bavaria to view the outcome of Ber-
lin’s political fiasco, temporarily, from
the sidelines.

A day later, Stoiber was in Rome for
a previously scheduled audience with
Bavarian Pope Benedict xvi. With some
media pundits accusing him of political
cowardice and others declaring that his
federal political career was over, Stoiber



must have simply been laughing all the
way to Vatican City. Here is one tough
politician whose goal is set much higher
than the bullring of Berlin. Stoiber’s vi-
sion is pan-European, and it has a strong
spiritual underpinning.

Poisoned Chalice?

Pundits may have scratched their heads
over why Edmund Stoiber would have
left what appeared to be, on the sur-
face, a prime position from which to
further his push for leadership in Ger-
many. He was already being touted as
the real power behind the throne in any
prospective grand coalition. At the very
least he could have just bided his time,
waiting for Merkel’s first major false po-
litical move in the chancellorship, then

Bavarian Premier Edmund
Stoiber presents Benedict XVI
with a miniature of the Munich
Square Madonna at a private
audience in the Vatican.

struck to seize the leadership. With the
proposed chancellor having such a slim
power base, she would have been easy
meat for the Bavarian “pit bull.”

However, such a scenario ignores
three very vital facts, each relating very
directly to Edmund Stoiber’s vision of
his own personal political future.

First, Stoiber had earlier made it
known that he coveted the position of
foreign minister. Following the closed-
door negotiations between the party
leaders as they sought agreement on
sharing political portfolios, only two
ministries were announced as hav-
ing been decided—the chancellorship
(Merkel) and the Economics Ministry
(Stoiber). At that point, although the
doling out of ministerial portfolios was
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agreed to in terms of which party got
what ministry, no other names were
publicly attached to any of them.

At the time, on our website,
theTrumpet.com, we wrote that the Eco-
nomics Ministry was a poisoned chalice.
Whoever received that job may face the
same end as Chancellor Schréder. Given
the moribund state of the German econ-
omy, necessary structural reforms to
stimulate growth are going to cut deeply
into Germany’s high-wage, social-welfare
state. As Schroder found out, this is an
extremely hard deal to sell to parliament,
let alone the public. Reforms to the Ger-
man economy will cut deep and cause
real hurt governmentally, corporately
and personally. Germany has grown fat
and soft through prior decades of being
the mighty engine of the European col-
lective economy. The deep reforms that
are necessary will come with a signifi-
cant political and public backlash.

The question has to be asked: Was the
pit bull of Bavaria deliberately saddled
with that portfolio in hopes of forcing
his political failure and removing any
threat to Merkel?

Stoiber is outspoken to the point of
accusing East Germans of being less in-
telligent than their West German coun-
terparts. Merkel hails from the former
East Germany. Stoiber has not been
beyond powerfully criticizing his con-
servative coalition partner, even during
her election campaign, which she ran
with Stoiber as her deputy. (This was a
complete reversal of the 2002 election
when Stoiber, running with Merkel as
his deputy, was just pipped at the post by
Schroder for the chancellorship.)

Stoiber is certainly politically astute
enough to realize quite early that the
way the grand coalition was emerging
was destined for failure. Holding a se-
nior portfolio in such a situation does
nobody’s political career any good,
particularly when handed the portfolio
saddled with the most unpopular task in
German politics today.

It is also possible that Stoiber may well
have remembered that his political men-
tor, Franz Josef Strauss—also a Bavar-
ian—was, in principle, against such grand
political alliances as the opposing parties
were trying to put together in Berlin. In
recalling discussions with Chancellor Ad-
enauer in 1949, Strauss commented, “In
principle I am against this idea of a great
coalition. ... I came out against it. The
arguments I used then are, I think, still
valid” (The Grand Design: A European
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Solution to German Reunification, 1965).
Strauss indicated then that the ba-
sic problem inhibiting formulation of a
grand coalition was an absence of a com-
mon denominator in economic policy.
As it was then, so it is today. The words
of Franz Josef Strauss may well have rung
warning signals in Stoiber’s mind!

A Relationship to Watch

WORLD GERMANY

Wider Vision

A second reason for Stoiber’s withdraw-
al may well have to do with his wider
political vision. A vocal advocate of the
return of the Sudetenland to Germany
and powerful promoter of the progres-
sive commercial and corporate takeover
of Poland by German interests, Stoiber

is firmly committed to the grand design
for Europe propounded by Strauss, his
mentor. Here is a politician molded for
this moment in history by one Bavarian
who foresaw the future of a German-
dominated European continent with
powerful global sway.

Strauss shaped post-war politics in
Germany like no other
politician since. He had

See STOIBER page 12 »

hen Bavarian Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger was elected
pope, a fellow countryman and the leader of Germa-
ny’s most Catholic province said, “l am certain that
the new pope will be able to win over and rally all the
world’s Catholics, not only because he is the most brilliant theologian
of all time, but also because of his human and pastoral qualities.”
Clearly, Edmund Stoiber is a faithful admirer of the new pope.
What'’s interesting is that Bavaria’s Edmund Stoiber and now-
Benedict XVI are two men the Trumpet has closely watched for sev-
eral years now. We forecasted that both would likely take the lead of
their respective governments. That already happened for one of them.
Now, Benedict XVI has visited with Ed-

The world is staring down the barrel of another resurrection
of the Holy Roman Empire. Based on key prophecies scattered
throughout the Bible, we at the Trumpet have been looking for a
Germanic resurrection of such an empire.

That is why we strongly speculated on the appearance of a Ger-
man pope before he was elected (in our May 2005 issue, which
arrived in mailboxes around the time that white smoke ascended
from Vatican City that cloudy day in April). And that is why we have
tracked the career of the Bavarian premier loyal not only to the Vati-
can but also to his political mentor, Franz Josef Strauss.

Our editor in chief, Gerald Flurry, wrote in one of the Trumpet’s
sister publications back in the summer: “We

mund Stoiber. After the official meeting with
Stoiber’s complete entourage on November 3,
the pope met privately with Stoiber for about
10 minutes. No “official statements,” no
political hobnobbing, no cameras—just two
Bavarians behind closed doors.

What intriguing timing. Stoiber has just
turned down a cabinet post in a messy grand
coalition that seems to have been doomed be-
fore it even started. He has no portfolio in the
new government. Yet he is the only German
politician to have an audience with the most
powerful man in the world’s largest single
religion. Is it not strange?

“I think the Vatican is going
to be working behind the
scenes. They may have a

pope to help them do it who
really knows the German
system and begins to get

the leader in there that can
really swing things around,

a good strong Catholic ....”

GERALD FLURRY, January 5, 2005

need to watch the European Union for a man
stepping in and seizing control of that entity
through flatteries.” He based this statement
on a prophecy in Daniel 11:21, which indi-
cates this political leader of the Holy Roman
Empire will not be voted in. “I truly believe
the Vatican will help bring that political
leader on the scene, and that’s when we will
really see the fireworks. We know from these
prophecies that the Vatican will become very
powerful and instigate some radical changes”
(Royal Vision, July/August 2005).

This was written before the stalemate
occurred in Germany’s elections.

There is no doubt the pope is interested in
the political crisis in his homeland. What does he have to say about
it? What influence is he wielding to forge a solution?

Look at the facts. Both men think alike (somewhat similar to how
Iran’s new president, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, and the Iranian clerics
think). Both want increased Catholic influence in European politics.

If Benedict sees in Stoiber a man with the fervor and influence
to help bring about these spiritual changes, is it possible these two
men have forged some kind of agreement—the pope to get more
involved in German politics and work to boost Stoiber’s bid for
power—and Stoiber to implement the bidding of “the most brilliant
theologian of all time”?

No relationship may be more necessary to watch than that nur-
tured on this November 3 visit.

PAST PREDICTIONS

Bavaria was home soil not only for the present pope and a staunch-
Catholic premier, but also European influentials like Otto von
Habsburg and Adolf Hitler.

Now, combine recent events with past analysis from the Trum-
pet, Those familiar with us know that we refer to Bible prophecy to
determine which events to highlight and which to make strong as-
sertions about.

What’s even more captivating, this Royal
Vision piece was based on comments by Mr. Flurry at a January
2005 conference—Ilong before the installment of a German pope

or even the death of Pope John Paul Il! He asked publicly, about the
coming pope, “What would a German do in that office? He certainly
would know quite a lot about German politics, | would think. ... |
think the Vatican is going to be working behind the scenes. They may
have a pope to help them do it who really knows the German system
and begins to get the leader in there that can really swing things
around, a good strong Catholic ....”

As the Trumpet declared just after Benedict’s installment, “Now
that a Bavarian pope reigns in the Vatican, we must wonder how
Europe would change were a Bavarian premier to take the German
chancellorship—or, more significantly, a position at the top of the
European Union. We have been looking for a strong church-state con-
nection to take hold in Europe, steered by the Vatican and Germany.
Would it not be natural for these two powerful men—nboth from the
same religiously charged region in Germany—to make this happen?”

With the Bavarian Benedict able “to win over and rally all the
world’s Catholics” and a rising political twin who will likely lead Ger-
many and even Europe, it appears Europe’s future as a resurrection
of the Holy Roman Empire is coming very close to fruition.

RYAN MALONE
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The Vatican is alledgedly
protecting this man,
Ante Gotovina, a fugitive
war criminal.

WORLD

claimed the Vatican is sheltering a Croatian war criminal.
For those familiar with post-World War Il history, this
case resurrects memories of the ratlines. BY RON FRASER

TUDENTS OF VATICAN HISTORY
are familiar with the Vatican’s
involvement with an orga-
nization known as Odessa
that bankrolled the escape of many
a Nazi from Europe following World
War 11. They are also familiar with an
underground network of safe houses and
escape routes used by the Nazis in the
closing stages of and years immediately
following the war. This network became
commonly known as “the ratlines.”

The general public remains basically
ignorant of the high level of involvement
of the Vatican hierarchy in the operation
of the ratlines. This covert network al-
lowed safe haven in monasteries and other
church facilities, and used church man-
power to facilitate the escape of countless
thousands of Nazis to Latin America, Af-

rica, the Middle East, Canada, Australia
and even the United States of America.

The average person is also probably
unaware that the current pope, Joseph
Ratzinger, was connected to the opera-
tions of the Vatican ratlines network of
Nazi escape routes.

To anyone familiar with this sponsor-
ship by the Vatican State of the Nazi es-
cape routes, it will come as no surprise
that Carla del Ponte, the United Nations’
chief prosecutor for war crimes, claimed
in late September that the Vatican is shel-
tering Croatian war criminal Ante Goto-
vina. “T have information he is hiding in a
Franciscan monastery and so the Catho-
lic Church is protecting him,” she said. “I
have taken this up with the Vatican and
the Vatican refuses totally to cooperate
with us” (Reuters, September 20).
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Reuters further indicated that Del
Ponte claimed “Gotovina, a former gen-
eral wanted for atrocities against Croa-
tian Serb civilians by his troops in 1995,
was being sheltered in one of 80 monas-
teries in Croatia and the Vatican could
probably find out where ‘in a few days.”

Del Ponte, a Roman Catholic herself,
is in a prime position to make such a
statement. Her office allows high-level
contacts that enable her to be patently
aware (like all top-level officials in-
volved in international politics, security
and defense) that, as she declared, “the
Catholic Church has the most advanced
intelligence services” (ibid.).

Gotovina is no petty criminal. As
the BBC reported, “Forces under Gen-
eral Gotovina’s command are accused of
killing scores of Serbs and expelling up
to 200,000 from the Krajina region, now
part of Croatia. Many in Croatia regard
him as a national hero” (September 20).
Whereas Croatia is overwhelmingly Ro-
man Catholic, Serbs subscribe mainly to
the Orthodox religion.

Although Del Ponte now claims the
Vatican is cooperating, finally, with her
investigations, when she raised the is-
sue last July in Rome with Archbishop
Giovanni Lajolo, the Vatican’s equivalent
of foreign minister, the Vatican informed
her that it had no obligation to help the
UN track war crimes suspects. Ordinarily
such a stance would be regarded as simply
obstructing the process of justice; how-
ever—as with Pope Benedict xvT’s stance
on charges of the Vatican’s complicity in
pederasty in the priesthood—he simply
regards the church as being above the
civil law. As the Vatican State informed
the nation of Israel when it complained
about Ratzinger’s failure in a recent
speech on terrorism to condemn Pales-
tinian terrorist acts against that country,
no power may dictate to the pope!

So itis that the Trumpet sees the shad-
ow of the old Nazi ratlines rising to once
again cloud the prospects of true jus-
tice being imposed in bringing Catholic
fascists to book. We have consistently
warned of this past repeating itself. Now
we are not only witnessing an approach
by the Vatican to the Gotovina case
identical to that applied to the shelter-
ing of Nazi war criminals 60 years ago,
we see none other than the pope himself
directly involved, once again, in frus-
trating the course of true justice. Such
a stance by Benedict, so early in his pa-
pacy, bodes ill for the future of Europe,
and indeed the rest of the world.
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the United Nations

The oil-for-food scandal was an international embarrassment—nbut it’s just one
example in an organization rife with corruption. By MARK JENKINS

APE. MURDER. BILLIONS

of dollars in fraud and
embezzlement on a global

scale. The United Nations,

formed to “save succeeding
generations from the scourge

of war,” has instead become more like a
movie too graphic to show your children.
In the last year, the reputation of the
UN has been shredded by allegations
of kickbacks, billions of dollars in graft
in the oil-for-food scandal, the rape of

minors in the Congo sex scandal, and a
total lack of accountability. United Na-
tions officials know it’s time for serious
reform.

Theindependentreport on the oil-for-
food scandal, produced by a committee
led by former U.S. Federal Reserve Bank
Chairman Paul Volcker, was finally re-
leased in September. Criticizing the UN
from top to bottom, the language of the
report was crystal clear: “The inescap-
able conclusion from the committee’s

work” is that the UN “needs thorough
reform—and it needs it urgently.” We
will see exactly how serious the lapses in
judgment were at every level.

But with a goal as noble as saving our
children from war, how did the idea of
the UN go so terribly askew? What’s
wrong with the United Nations?

0il for Food
After the 1991 Gulf War, sanctions im-
posed against Iraq were intended to

6
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restrict international trade with that

country. Although these sanctions did
not prevent the import of food and med-
icine, the Iraqi people did not have the
money to purchase what they needed
under Saddam Hussein’s rule.

The oil-for-food program began in
1996 as a humanitarian effort to feed the
Iraqi people. It was entirely unique, be-
ing the first UN humanitarian program
ever to be financed by the resources of
those it was serving; it was funded en-
tirely by the sale of Iraqi oil. The idea
seemed good: The Iraqi people were in
genuine need of humanitarian aid, and
oil-for-food was a way of providing that

OVINI ALLID/HHV
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aid without drawing on the resources of
other countries.

It also, however, tightened Hussein’s
grip on the Iraqi people. The UN said
that 6o percent of the Iragi popula-
tion was receiving rations through this
program; in other words, 60 percent
of the population was now dependent
on Hussein just to have enough to eat.
Other than food and medicine, the only
commodity that could be exported or
imported legally was oil, which was
solely controlled by Hussein. This also
meant that the UN itself was on Saddam
Hussein’s payroll to the
tune of billions of dollars,
because the UN collected
a commission on every
barrel of oil sold. Many
countries were receiving
Iraqi oil at discount prices
through this program—
not surprisingly, some of
the same countries that
opposed the war on Iraq
so vehemently.

So the result of oil-for-
food was that the Iraqi
people became even more
dependent on Hussein, a ty-
rant whom the UN was helping
to fund; meanwhile, the world commu-
nity received oil at bargain prices while
indebting themselves to Hussein. As hu-
manitarian programs go, this one was
questionable at best, even if the program
had been run properly. But the structural
setup, unfortunately, left the door wide
open for corruption on a massive scale.

While oil-for-food did accomplish its
goals for the Iraqi people to some degree,
the program also resulted in billions of
dollars of graft and was subject to cor-
ruption in businesses, governments and
at every level of the UN.

Thus, the most vaunted international
institution in history enacted the largest
financial scandal in history.

At the beginning of oil-for-food, Vol-
cker’s report shows some slight overpric-
ing, but by 2003, humanitarian goods
were selling for nearly three times the
expected price.

The report stated, “[T]he total illicit
income the Iraqi regime extracted un-
der the program from oil buyers and
humanitarian suppliers was $1.8 bil-
lion. This figure reflects $229 million
in oil surcharges, $1.06 billion in after-
sales-service fees, and $527 million in
inland transportation fees paid to the
Iraqi regime” (“The Management of the
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Paul Volcker

United Nations Oil-for-Food Program,”
September 7). This was just the money
gained directly through manipulation of
the program.

In addition, during the period of
sanctions on Iraq (1991-2003), investiga-
tion shows that about 12 percent of Iraqi
oil was available for smuggling, which
produced nearly $11 billion in addition-
al income. This oil was sold at below-
market rates—outside the oil-for-food
program—to Jordan, Syria, Turkey and
Egypt, as well as private entities.

In total, the report identified $12.8
billion termed “illicit
income,” not including
interest. And that is only
what Iraq managed to
skim off in this scandal.

Perhaps most dis-
turbing of all is that it
may not be possible to
trace where some of
the kickbacks from the
scheme went. The UN,
for instance, authorized
Hussein to sell oil to at
least 70 companies in
the United Arab Emir-
ates. “One authorized oil
buyer ... was a remnant of
the defunct global criminal bank, Bccr.
Another was close to the Taliban while
Osama bin Laden was on the rise in Af-
ghanistan; a third was linked to a bank
in the Bahamas involved in al-Qaeda’s
financial network; a fourth had a close
connection to one of Saddam’s would-be
nuclear-bomb makers” (Wall Street Jour-
nal, April 28, 2004). In other words, this
didn’t just finance Hussein; it financed
other terrorists as well.

The fact that a humanitarian pro-
gram had ties to a global network of ter-
ror financially administered by Saddam
Hussein with the complicity of UN offi-
cials should have been a top news story!
But when the evidence began surfacing in
April last year, it was quickly overshad-
owed by the Abu Ghraib prison scandal.

No one can really be shocked that
Saddam Hussein would steal from a hu-
manitarian program. The story is that
the UN not only let it happen, but also
actually had its officials actively partici-
pating in the graft.

This program was run by a UN offi-
cial: Benon Sevan, whom the Volcker re-
port identifies repeatedly as having failed
to fulfill his duty regarding oil-for-food.
In fact, as head of the program, Sevan
“compromised his position by secretly so-
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liciting and financially benefitting from
Iraqi oil allocations during the course of
the program” (Volcker, op. cit.).

As problems were reported to the
UN deputy secretary general and Secre-
tary General Kofi Annan himself, these
individuals essentially ignored or dis-
missed them. Then, further hindering
the probe, the Iraqi official in charge of
auditing the scandal was killed, courtesy
of a bomb strapped to his car.

Thus, Iraqi theft continued.

The Procurement Scandal

As the Volcker commission investigated
oil-for-food, it uncovered another, re-
lated scandal.

A former UN procurement official,
Alexander Yakovlev, was taken into cus-
tody in August; he has pleaded guilty to
conspiracy, wire fraud and money laun-
dering charges. Then, in September, fed-
eral prosecutors in Manhattan indicted
the head of the UN budget oversight
committee, Vladimir Kuznetsov, on
money laundering charges. Now author-
ities believe at least some of Yakovlev’s
theft—much of which may have nothing
to do with oil-for-food—was done with
Kuznetsov’s help.

The biggest problem with this scan-
dal is its scope: The procurement depart-
ment touches every program at the UN
(it is through procurement contracts that
the UN spends the billions of dollars its
members contribute). These two men
wielded a lot of influence. Line items in
the UN budget were judged by Kuznetsov.
Yakovlev worked in the UN for over 20
years and dealt with contractors in Af-
rica, Asia and the Middle East—all over
the world. He even managed the archi-
tectural contract for the new proposed
$1.2 billion renovation of UN headquar-
ters in Manhattan.

Volcker also said that Ya-
kovlev had received in excess of
$950,000 in bribes from compa-
nies that were responsible for more than
$79 million in UN contracts and pur-
chase orders, unrelated to oil-for-food.

The Volcker Report

In the independent report, which was
based on more than 12 million docu-
ments, the committee spoke about the
UN’s reputation and the connection
with its ability to function effectively:
“At stake is the United Nations’ ability to
respond promptly and effectively to the
responsibilities thrust upon it by the re-
alities of a turbulent, and often violent,

LOST CAUSE

"%m  Secretary General Annan

. delivers a speech on the

' need for UN reform.

The most vaunted international institution in history

enacted the largest financial scandal in history.

world. In the last analysis, that ability
rests upon the organization’s credibil-
ity—on maintaining a widely held per-
ception among member states and their
populations of its competence, honesty
and accountability.

“It is precisely those qualities that too
often were absent in the administration
of the oil-for-food program.”

That report came as the UN was about
to meet on the subject of reform, Septem-
ber 14-16. The results of that summit? The
Age reported that “it is easier to say what
the summit did not achieve than what it

did” (September 20). Despite a resolution
calling on states to ban the incitement to
terrorism, UN members did not agree
on a definition of terrorism itself. They
reached no agreement on nuclear non-
proliferation and disarmament. Clearly,
despite the Volcker report, UN reform is
not really progressing. The Volcker re-
port itself shows us why.

Secretary General Annan was at the
top of the list of those subject to criticism.
“The report is critical of me personally,
and I accept the criticism,” Annan said.
He accepted that criticism; however, in

SADVNI ALLID/HAV
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typical UN fashion: “I don’t anticipate
anyone to resign. We are carrying on
with our work.” In the middle of what
needs to be sweeping UN reform, that is
a grossly understated response.

This scandal happened under Sec-
retary General Annan’s watch. At one
point, his own son—Kojo Annan—was
implicated, and the report specifically
states that Annan “was not diligent and
effective in pursuing an investigation ....”

The secretary general’s lack of dili-
gence and effectiveness in correcting his
own son is hardly surprising. After all,
Kofi Annan was himself guilty of rank
incompetence and mismanagement—
even fraud.

The interesting thing is, Annan has
“reformed” the UN before, and the
deeply corrupted institution we see to-
day is the result. The reforms currently
under proposal—“a culture of greater
openness, coherence, innovation and
confidence ... more stringent standards
for judging the performance of peace-
keepers, in the field and at headquar-
ters”—were taken straight from a UN
dossier released in June 2002. Anyone
can see how much good those reforms
did the first time around.

Since the last time reforms intended
to revolutionize UN headquarters were
discussed, the oil-for-food scandal has
cost billions of dollars—some of which
likely ended up in the hands of terrorist
organizations. In terms of dollars, this
was quite possibly the biggest con job in
human history.

Even more sickening, the Congo sex
scandal, first uncovered in February
2004, continued for over a year even af-
ter UN officials knew of allegations that
their peacekeepers had raped children as
young as 12 and committed numerous
other sex crimes. There were over 150
accusations of rape, child abuse, solicita-
tion and other sexual crimes—yo in the
town of Bunia alone. Hundreds of images
of child pornography involving Congo-
lese children were found on the laptop of
a French UN civilian working in Goma
(Independent, London, January 11).

“It was clear that the investigation
did not act as a deterrent for some of the
troops, perhaps because they had not
been made aware of the severe penal-
ties for engaging in such conduct, nor
had they seen any evidence of a negative
impact on individual peacekeepers for
such behavior,” the UN oversight agency
report said (ibid.). More specifically, not
one UN soldier was charged, although

the allegations in at least six cases were
fully substantiated. Rather, the report
recommended that the countries which
sent the peacekeepers take action.

Such ineptitude indicates that the UN
is beyond reform.

Perhaps the ineptitude of the UN
in solving such problems would be less
glaring if this vaunted institution had
actually proved itself capable of pre-
venting war. Instead, its 6o-year history
stands as a testament of massive failure.

A Pattern of Failure

These scandals are the UN at its worst,
but any honest analysis shows that the
United Nations was a failure even with-
out the oil-for food scandal, the newest
procurement scandal, or the Congo sex
scandal.

While no world war has transpired
since the UN’s founding, there has been
war all over the world—more than 250
armed conflicts since 1945—an average of
more than four per year! By that one sim-
ple criterion, we can see that the United
Nations has failed in its mandate.

The UN failed to act in Liberia, when
Charles Taylor (who became president in
1997) launched a seven-year civil war in
1989 in which 200,000 people were butch-
ered. In 1994, the 270 UN peacekeepers
sent to Rwanda failed to prevent the mur-
der of 800,000 Rwandans. The UN failed
to condemn slavery in Sudan; failed mis-
erably in Sierra Leone; failed to uphold
the rights of white farmers in Zimbabwe
(which has resulted in a massive famine).
The UN failed in Angola, in Kashmir, and
in Colombia. The UN failed to act against
Saddam Hussein, claiming that diplo-
macy and inspections would provide the
answer. The UN has refused to address
North Korea’s nuclear brinkmanship and
ignored human rights violations through-
out the Near and Far East.

The United Nations’ role as a human
rightsagencyisaninternational disgrace.
At a meeting of the UN Human Rights
Commission in April this year, Secretary
Annan expressed concerned that “the
commission’s declining credibility has
cast a shadow on the reputation of the
United Nations system as a whole.”

Things are so murky within the UN
that a shadow might actually brighten its
reputation at this point. Take a specific
look at the Human Rights Commission.
Sudan—perpetrator of the world’s most
recent genocide—is a member; Zimba-
bwe—home to land grabs, internation-
ally condemned elections, and a state-
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controlled press—is a member. China
and Russia are members; both are also
accused of rights abuses.

Can we really expect wisdom on
how to improve global human rights to
emerge from such a group?

Why the UN Fails

But again, the idea of an international
body to keep peace seems to be a noble
one. What went wrong?

Men act according to their own hu-
man nature. Saddam Hussein acted ac-
cording to his interests. The United Na-
tions officials acted according to their
own selfish interests. Businesses were
looking for profit. Rather than following
God’s way of love—of outflowing con-
cern—these men looked out for number
one—themselves!

Jeremiah 17:9 tells us the heart is de-
ceitful above all things and desperately
wicked. Greed affects every level of so-
ciety. Even when we see an organization
that should embody ethics, morality and
the highest standard of human virtue as
an example to the entire world, we see
instead a perfect depiction of human na-
ture at its worst. Instead of a godly, righ-
teous institution, we see a carnal one.

Rather than effective management at
the top, the UN has no true leadership.
Secretary General Annan has proven
that he is not up to the task and that he is
unwilling to step down—or even to re-
place those under him when they fail.

That’s what happens when you leave
God out of your plans. “Except the Lord
build the house, they labour in vain that
build it” (Psalms 127:1). God certainly
had no part in this failed attempt at
world government.

If God had built the United Nations,
every nation would follow a common
law—God’s law. Every nation would
follow the principle of love, showing
outflowing concern for other countries.
Everyone would work for the benefit of
all concerned. Rather than human na-
ture, we would see godly nature at work.
That would produce peace and abun-
dance all over the Earth!

The UN will never bring world peace—
no human organization will. That will re-
quire intervention from God Himself.

Soon, we will see a world government
with Jesus Christ at the head. And instead
of a deceitful, desperately wicked heart,
God will give man a new heart (Ezekiel
36:26) and pour out His Spirit on all flesh
(Acts 2:17). Then the nations will be truly
united, and corruption will cease.
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After almost 15 years in the doldrums, signs show

WORLD

that the land of the rising sun is rousing to action.

BY RON FRASER
OLLOWING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
sary of the defeat of Japan in World
War 11, the Western press is not
reading Japan’s future well at all. It
seems the U.S. administration is likewise
blind to Japan’s developing future.

This economic giant, having wal-
lowed since 1991 in a financial bog large-
ly of its own making, is finally showing
signs of turning the corner into mod-
est—at present, very modest—growth.

In addition, the nation appears to
be more readily coming to terms with
shedding its post-war pacifist cloak and
preparing itself for a stronger defense
posture.

Of themselves, these twin phenom-
ena might appear well overdue. Japan
certainly needed to show some sign of
positive economic growth in order to
regain its position as an effective con-
tributor to the global economy. In terms
of post-9/11 defense and security, the
amendment of its constitution to permit
a stronger military role, long encour-
aged by the U.S., would seem appropri-
ate in these times of heightened terrorist
activity and geopolitical change.

However, when we add a third wor-
risome ingredient to this equation, one
must certainly consider history a valid
guide as to where this may lead. Japan
is also showing overt signs of increasing
nationalism.

Economic Upswing

Concerning Japan’s economy, according
to Oxford Analytica, “The Nikkei in-
dex and interest on 10-year government
bonds have been rising, and business
rebounding. Corporate confidence is up
on improving capital returns. This can
be expected to have a positive knock-on
effect throughout the economy, rein-
forcing the gentle recovery underway
this year and improving the outlook be-
yond” (August 17).

Think tank Stratfor, although more
cautious in its assessment, concurs that
things are beginning to brighten on
Japan’s economic horizon. To the news
that Japan’s economy expanded at an an-
nualized rate of 1.1 percent in the second
quarter of 2005, Stratfor wrote: “It might
not sound like much—particularly to
Americans, whose economy has been
growing in excess of 3 percent a quarter
for the past two years and who have not
experienced a recession since 2001—but
for Japan this marks the third consecu-
tive quarter of growth after 15 years of
economic malaise” (August 12).

Referring to Japan’s structural defi-
cits, its “crushing debt, the inflexible la-
bor market and the inability of the Japa-
nese to invest their money where they
want,” Stratfor opined, “This is actually
a humming little recovery, once you fac-
tor out all of Japan’s problems.”

If Japan’s economy is, indeed, turning

the corner, what impending policy deci-
sion could really kick the economy back
to life? Simply to implement the plan to
remove the pacifist clauses from its basic
constitution. This would legitimize a re-
tooling of Japanese industry, allowing for
anupswinginarmaments manufacturing.
No matter that Japan is, even in its “paci-
fist” mode, the second-largest spender on
military hardware already (only the U.S.
spends more on national defense).

The proposed amending of its con-
stitution would also give to this Eastern
nation, which boasts the second-largest
navy in the world, something with which
to greatly embellish even its existing ar-
senal of military hardware—prestige!

Remilitarizing

Asia Times recently reported, “Given a
rapidly changing Asian security scenar-
io wherein China and India loom large
as future military powers, Japan has
seen fit to take the first steps to carve
out a more active role in international
defense, according to experts. Japan has
preferred to play a low profile in post-
war security, but this is changing steadi-
ly, Japanese military analyst Toshiyuki
Shikata said. ‘Today, Japan is paving
the way to becoming a respected power
in Asia. Japan unveiled its new defense
white paper this week. In it, the govern-
ment defines the future role of its Self
Defense Forces (SDF) as one that is better
able to deal with new threats to national
security such as ballistic missile attacks
and terrorism” (August 5).

The defense white paper is predicated
on Japan’s ruling Liberal Democratic Par-
ty deleting from Article 9 of the Japanese
Constitution a sentence stating that mili-
tary “forces as well as other war potential
will never be maintained” and another
sentence stating that “the right of belliger-
ency of the state will not be recognized.”

Such an ability as the white paper pro-
poses would place Japan, for the first time
in 60 years, on an equal footing with the
world’s greatest military powers. The na-
tion could then look Russia, China, the
European Union, even the United States
in the eye—finally—as an equal on the
international political scene.

Observers might consider such a
scenario as providing a more balanced
equation geopolitically in the Far East.
If so, they would either be ignorant of, or
willingly avoiding, the reality of Japan’s
history. For the grave danger of such a
set of circumstances is posed by that
third phenomenon becoming increas-
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JAPAN

ingly extant in the nation of Ja-
pan—nationalism.

0ld or New Nationalism?
Consider Junichiro Koizumi’s
landslide re-election as the na-
tion’s prime minister on Sep-
tember 11. The victory gave his
Liberal Democratic Party (LDP)
and its coalition partner—the
New Komei Party—the two-
thirds majority needed to over-
ride any votes in the less coop-
erative upper house.

Koizumi’s popularity and the
longevity of his political career
are significantly attributable to
the fact that he fans the flames of
Japanese nationalism. On multi-
ple occasions during his admin-
istration, he has visited the con-
troversial Yasukuni war shrine, a
memorial honoring Japan’s war
dead. Other Asian nations con-
sider the shrine a symbol of Japa-
nese right-wing militarism.

“Itis true that Japan’s national-
ism is becoming more evidentand
obvious to the world,” wrote one
commentator in 2003. “What is
not clear, however, is if Japan’s na-
tionalism is a new phenomenon,
or if the rest of the world is only
now awakening to a Japanese na-
tionalism that has been brewing
for decades, if not longer” (Daily
Yomiuri, Dec. 9, 2003). That
opinion was expressed by Steven
Clemons, executive vice president
of the New America Foundation,
a centrist policy institution in
Washington.

Clemons went on to answer N
the conundrum he had posed:
“Japan’s nationalism, brewing for
decades beneath a cosmetic veil of paci-

1

fism, seems to be going with the flow of

the return of the nation-state. It would be
incorrect to argue that Japan’s
recent nationalistic flirtations
have anything to do with 9/11. If
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nation’s 60-year-old
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views on Japan’s rising nationalism, the

Japan Times reported, “History is a com-

bination of continuity and discontinu-
ity, Hidaka says, but in Japan
a thread of continuity is inor-
dinately strong because ... this

. For more on .
there has been any impact at all, Japan’s coming | Country has never really tried
9/11 has only helped to slightly role, read to break with its past” (August

accelerate a trend that was al-
ready well under way” (ibid.).
The view that Japanese na-
tionalism is not a recent phe-
nomenon was supported by
Rokuro Hidaka, an 88-year-old Japanese
sociologist, himself a witness to the hor-
rors of Japan’s treatment of the Chinese
in World War 11. Concerning Hidaka’s

“Japan’s Place in| 15)-
the Future” from
the February
2003 Trumpet

The Times continued, “Hi-
daka expresses concern over
the Liberal Democratic Party’s
push for constitutional revi-
sion. Looking closely at the LDP’s propos-
al released earlier this month, he warns:
‘If this is adopted, Japan will enter a dan-
gerous time’™ (ibid.).

Astute analysts of Japan’s history
would agree with Rokuro Hidaka’s
warning. They would also note an
amazing paradox: The very nation that
has pushed hardest for Japan to take on
a more aggressive military role is the
same nation that saw the cream of its
naval fleet largely blown to bits by Japan
at Pearl Harbor just 64 years ago.

If these three components mesh into
a common equation in Japan—a reviv-
ing economy, driven by a resurgent mili-
tancy, spurred by a reviving national-
ism—not only will Japan, as Hidaka puts
it, “enter a dangerous time,” but also the
U.S. itself will have contributed to that
very danger.

1
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massive influence on public opinion
during his entire political career. A ra-
bid opponent of liberals, Strauss mold-
ed Edmund Stoiber politically into the
same ultra-conservative shape as him-
self. Thus the vision that Stoiber inher-
ited goes far beyond the bounds of his
Bavarian home state. It stretches beyond
the Elbe, the Danube and the Rhine to
the furthest reaches of the European
continent. Corporately, it is a global vi-
sion—with its political center in Germa-
ny and its spiritual heart in Rome.

Thus we may deduce that Edmund
Stoiber was far from content when faced
with the intransigence of spp Finance
Minister Peer Steinbriick. During coali-
tion talks, the couand spD parties agreed
that Stoiber’s extended economics min-
istry would comprise large European
Union competencies, thus placing him
into a more powerful position than just
holding a portfolio of domestic nature.
This would have given Stoiber consider-
able clout within the EU on its collective
economic policy. However, Steinbriick
resisted the shift of policy areas former-
ly of his own ministry to Stoiber’s. This
may have been a straw that helped to
break the camel of the grand alliance’s
back for Stoiber. If the Bavarian prime
minister is to move to Berlin, it will be in
an office that carries his power beyond
the reaches of Germany.

The Road to Rome

The third reason that may have inspired
Stoiber to extract himself from the Ber-
lin melee has to do with his deep-seat-
ed Catholicism. A committed Roman
Catholic, Stoiber has thumbed his nose
at German legislation seeking to ban re-
ligious symbols in the nation’s schools
and ensured that there is a crucifix in
all of Bavaria’s school buildings. He is
most aware that the present pope hails
from Bavaria. This religio-cultural at-
tachment is a tie that binds the destiny
of these two Germans together.

“Pope Benedict xvI1 paid homage to
the cultural patrimony of his native Ba-
varia on November 3 as he met with a
delegation of parliamentarians from the
Christian Social Union, led by Bavarian
minister-president Edmund Stoiber. Ba-
varia, the pope said, ‘unites a heritage of
generosity and a rich religious harmony:
elements which hold real promise for the
future™ (Catholic World News, Novem-
ber 3; emphasis mine throughout).

This pope does not treat words light-
ly. That statement is loaded with a mes-
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sage for the future.

With a mind to Bavaria’s successful
high-tech economy, the most economi-
cally viable among all states in Ger-
many, the pope continued, “That future
... poses ‘difficult social and economic
challenges, and as science creates new
possibilities, leaders must be careful to
make the proper choices. ... Speaking in
German, the pope said that technology
should be assessed within the framework
of a philosophical tradition that is also a
part of the Bavarian heritage. He alluded
to his own tenure as a theology profes-
sor at the University of Regensburg, and
said that the people of Bavaria today
should draw on the intellectual founda-
tion of a tradition ‘that reflects the names
of Athens, Jerusalem and Rome’” (ibid.).

That tradition, to any student of his-
tory, bespeaks one great amalgam that
became an empire which has held sway
in this world repeatedly throughout the
past two millennia—the Holy Roman
Empire! Philosophically, that ever-re-
viving empire welded the pagan thought
of Greece and Rome together, under a
religiosity borrowed from Jerusalem, to
become the most powerful of spiritual
and political forces in all civilization.

We declare that this old empire is
on the rise again. Even now, as Europe
(Germany in particular) appears on the
surface to be in great disarray, power-
ful forces are at work in Brussels, Berlin,
Rome and, dare we say, Bavaria, that are
destined to continue to shape the geopol-
itics of Europe and the rest of the world
into an order within which, yet once
again, the most influential politics will
emerge from Germany, and the most
powerful spiritual influence from Rome.

Keep your eyes on Edmund Stoiber.
Watch his developing relationship with
Rome. Germany, and Europe, yet await a
powerful leader with the political vision
and the spiritual backing to coalesce the
Continent’s fractious nation-states into
a huge conglomerate that is destined to
rule this world just one more time—the
Holy Roman Empire!

What’s ahead
for Germany and
the Vatican? To
find out, request

BERRJANY

B i:
our free booklet,
Germany and
the Holy Roman
Empire.

HOLY ROMAN
EMPIRE
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___VIEW
Crippling

Division and hostility
pervade American
politics. The timing
couldn’t be worse.
BY BRAD MACDONALD

EORGE ORWELL ONCE SAID,

“In our age there is no

such thing as ‘keeping out

of politics.” All issues are
political issues, and politics itself is
a mass of lies, evasions, folly, hatred
and schizophrenia” (Politics and the
English Language). Critics of Orwell’s
statement need only look at the pres-
ent state of American politics to see its
truth.

Divisions within the U.S. govern-
ment are becoming more vicious.
Politicians from both major parties
are increasingly expressing unwar-
ranted criticism, blind bias, arro-
gance and even hatred for those they
oppose. Crude and offensive remarks
are commonplace. Politicians have
grown more passionate and personal
in their assassination of opponents’
character and principles.

Former members of Congress,
both Republican and Democrat, say
the political atmosphere is worse than
ever and has become so poisonous and
hostile that it is actually hurting the
government’s ability to manage crises.

Timothy Roemer, a former Demo-
cratic congressman from Indiana,
said, “There is not only a poisonous
partisan attitude in Washington, butit
seems to be paralyzing Congress from
acting on some of the most important
national security, economic and ener-
gy-related issues facing Americans. ...
It is more divisive than I have seen in
my 20 years in Washington” (Wash-
ington Times, June 27).

The American government is under
intense pressure from many varying
forces, including terrorism and natural
disasters. Of all the problems it faces,
however, internal division is the most
debilitating—and unnecessary.

Retired New Hampshire sena-
tor Warren Rudman recently high-
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lighted the growing wedge between the
Republicans and Democrats: “There is
a lack of trust and a lack of collegial-
ity between people. I saw it on occasion
when I was in the Senate, but nothing
like it is now. The whole atmosphere
has changed. You walk onto the Senate
floor and in many ways it’s like walking
into a fire pit, literally” (ibid., June 30).
This is an embarrassing condemnation
of the state of American politics.

“Washington seems to be totally im-
mersed in a ‘gotcha’ kind of gamesman-
ship that is not in any way con-
ducive to finding solutions to
these kinds of problems,” stat-
ed former White House chief of
staff Leon Panetta. “Everybody
is locked in this battle for pow-
er, as opposed to any effort to
govern the country. When I go
to Washington and talk to my
former colleagues on both sides
of the aisle, they don’t see any
effort to try to deal with these
major issues. It is really all about
how you can beat the other side”
(ibid.; emphasis mine).

The disunity among Wash-
ington’s politicians was further
exposed by Hurricane Katrina. The ca-
tastrophe was an opportunity for both
parties to unify in leadership—to set
aside personal and party interests and
work together for the good of the Gulf
Coast and the nation. Instead, the con-
duct of both parties exacerbated the
festering wedge of disunity between
them. While Democrats exploited Ka-
trina as an opportunity to kneecap
Republican leadership, many Republi-
cans circumvented accountability and
largely ignored criticism.

Selfishness and personal bias are in-
creasingly becoming the pervading at-
titudes. Too many politicians care more
about “assassinating” each other than
about destroying terrorists and oth-
ers that threaten national security. Too
many pay more attention to handicap-
ping and shredding the opposing party
than about establishing and maintain-
ing a prosperous, free and safe America.

These problems are particularly on
parade before elections. Remember the

hostile atmosphere surrounding the
2004 presidential race: Over a period of
months, politicians from both parties
worked tirelessly—and expensively—to
tear down the character, in addition to
the policies, of their opponents. Using
the media as their primary instruments
of brutality, they fired verbal assaults,
gashed open old wounds, and peppered
television screens with openly hostile
commercials.

Charles Krauthammer summed up
American election politics this way:
“[E]very two years the American poli-
tics industry fills the airwaves with the
most virulent, scurrilous, wall-to-wall
character assassination of nearly every
political practitioner in the country—
and then declares itself puzzled that
America haslost trust in its politicians”

Democratic Congressman John Lewis speaks against appoint-
ing John Roberts as chief justice of the U.S. Supreme Court.

(Chicago Tribune, Oct. 28, 1994).

Robert Reischauer, former director
of the Congressional Budget Office,
pointed out the part the media plays in
this. “There has been a steady deterio-
ration in the level of discourse and the
standards of politeness that are used in
discussion. The participants don’t seem
to care what their opponents think of
them as politicians and individuals,”
he said. “Part of it quite frankly is at-
tributable to the media. To glean the at-
tention of the media, you have to shout
louder and have more extreme views”
(Washington Times, June 27).

This torrent of hostility, divisiveness
and arrogance among America’s poli-
ticians is sweeping away the govern-
ment’s effectiveness. The United States
faces a stinging leadership crisis, and it
is hurting the health of the nation.

Divided We Fall
Over 2,500 years ago, the Prophet
Amos highlighted the importance of
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unity in leadership to the health of any
nation, community or family. Con-
sider, in light of the present condition
of America’s government, his state-
ment—“Can two walk together, except
they be agreed?” (Amos 3:3).

The U.S. government was designed
with a checks-and-balances system in
order to foster fair and equitable govern-
ment—but this has made the very nature
of American politics one of opposition,
criticism, debate and compromise.

Strong, fair and righteous leadership
is increasingly difficult to find in Amer-
ica. This leadership crisis is described in
Isaiah 3: “For, behold, the Lord, the Lord
of hosts, doth take away ... 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
honourable man, and the coun-
sellor, and the cunning artifi-
cer, and the eloquent orator”
(verses 1-3). Our leaders have
degenerated to a child’s level in
judgments and decisions. “And
I will give children to be their
princes, and babes shall rule
over them” (verse 4).

Isn’t this an apt analogy?
Politicians are becoming more
childish in more ways than
one. Seeing our nation’s lead-
ers lambast one another with
childish names and personal
abuses—doesn’t this remind
you of children arguing?

A leadership crisis is the last thing
that America needs right now. The na-
tion faces a mounting tally of internal
and external crises. To face these, the
government needs to be more united,
stable and efficient than ever. Instead,
political dissent is only intensifying.

The selfish nature within humans is
the foundational cause of this leader-
ship crisis. The conduct of our leaders
and politicians is simply a manifestation
of the carnal nature inherent within all
humans. Until this inherent selfishness
is banished, American politics will grow
increasingly hostile and disunited.

Our free book The Incredible Hu-
man Potential reveals the source of
human nature. It also discusses the
only way this carnal influence can be
removed. It reveals that the
time is quickly approaching
when politics will be con-
ducted, at long last, with a
prevailing spirit of unity,
agreement and love.
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LA SURVEY OF GLOBAL EVENTS AND CONDITIONS TO KEEP AN EYE ONJ

More Suicide Attacks Likely

CONCERNED L.A. officials arrive at a news conference August 31
to discuss the indictments of four men planning terror attacks.

ON JULY 7, A NEW TYPE OF
terrorist group attacked
London—English natives
who were sucked into an
angry, anti-British sub-
culture that drove them to
attack their own homeland.
Afterward, many analysts
said that because Muslims
in America tend to be bet-
ter integrated than those in
Britain, the chances of such
an event happening in the
U.S. were slim.

On September 1, reality
displaced faulty assumptions
when the U.S. attorney gen-
eral said that though some
believe attacks like those in
London could not happen in
the United States, “today we
have chilling evidence that
it is possible” (Associated
Press, September 1).

The attorney general was
referring to a foiled terrorist
attack in Los Angeles that
would have assaulted U.S.
military facilities, the Israeli
Consulate and synagogues
throughout the area. Four
men were indicted on charg-
es of plotting these attacks
from inside the California
State Prison in Sacramento.
The instigator was Kevin
Lamar James, who founded
the radical Islamic group
Jamiyyat Ul-Islam Is-Saheeh
(y1s) inside the prison in 1997,
encouraging violent attacks
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on the U.S. government and
supporters of Israel—or any
so-called enemy of Islam.

He encouraged his fol-
lowers, upon their release, to
recruit supporters without
criminal convictions, which
they did. Two of his follow-
ers robbed a string of gas
stations in Los Angeles and
Orange counties to finance
attacks, which were to take
place on Jewish holidays to
maximize casualties in the
synagogues. If one of the
radicals had not accidentally
left his cell phone behind
during one of the robberies,
the plot would likely have
never been detected until
the attacks were launched.
Without that one stroke of
random coincidence, investi-
gators would not have known
this terrorist cell was opera-
tional, much less that deadly
attacks were imminent.

“Make no mistake about
it—we dodged a bullet here,
perhaps many bullets,” Los
Angeles police chief William
Bratton said.

The FBI is concerned that
prisoners are converting
to the most radical forms
of Islam. Agents have been
ordered to conduct “threat
assessments” of those who
may engage in acts of violence
in the name of Islam upon
release from prison. The act-
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ing assistant chief of the FBI's
Los Angeles office, Randy
Parsons, wrote that “recent
investigations have identified
a clear need to increase the
FBI’s focus and commitment
in this area” (ibid., August
31). In February, I direc-
tor Robert Mueller warned
the U.S. Senate Intelligence
Committee that prisons are
“fertile ground for extrem-
ists.” But the Senate was
updated on the influence of
radical Islam in prisons in
October of 2003—almost two
years prior to the foiled Los
Angeles attack; clearly, the
fact that investigators know
the problem exists has not
quashed it.

The U.S. is the preferred
target for terrorists. The
RAND Corporation noted in
September 2004 that suicide
attacks have made a steady
increase in the last decade

5,000 Suicide Bombers in Germany?

BETWEEN 3,000
and 5,000
potential Islamic
suicide attackers
are in Germany,
Guenther
Beckstein, inte-
rior minister of
Bavaria, told an
online newspaper.

In an interview with
Netzeitung on September
12, Beckstein exhibited
concern that small terror-
ist cells were capable of
preparing attacks without
being detected.

“In Germany we have
between 3,000 and 5,000
of these Islamists who are
prepared to use violence
and do not shrink from
suicide attacks,” Beckstein
said (Associated Press,
September 12).

Beckstein, a member of
Bavaria’s Christian Social
Union (csu) maintains that
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BECKSTEIN

and warned that the U.S. is
next in line for more attacks.
In the first quarter of 2004
alone, more than 100 suicide
attacks were launched. Last
year, the number of attacks
deemed “significant” by the
U.S. government more than
tripled. This does not include
attacks on military person-
nel, such as those in Iraq.
With a rising threat of
terrorism worldwide, and a
now proven potential for ter-
rorism to grow from within
the U.S. prison system, ter-
rorism in the U.S. is more
likely than ever. When see-
ing these attacks take place
in other countries, we would
do well to remember: The
terrorists’ number-one tar-
get is not Britain or Egypt
or Bangladesh; they want to
bring down the United States
of America. Next time, they
might not drop a phone.

anti-terror laws in
Germany are still
too lax to deal with
security threats.

Currently,
Germany’s constitu-
tion strictly limits
domestic troop
deployment to de-
fensive missions and
prohibits state surveillance ex-
cept in extreme situations. In
response to the July 7 terrorist
bombings in London, the csu,
sister party to Angela Merkel’s
Christian Democratic Union
(cpv), proposed a constitu-
tional amendment to allow
the government to place fed-
eral troops on patrol in cities
during times of emergency.
The proposal has received
fierce opposition from other
parties.

The cpu/csu also insists
on creating an “anti-terror
database,” that would provide
information on individuals,
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MESSY BORDER Palestinian riot police attempt to prevent Pales-

tinians from crossing Gaza’s border into Egypt, September 17.

Europe’s Help Welcomed in Gaza

ISRAELIS HAD A DEVILISH
time controlling the bor-
der between Gaza and Egypt
even while they controlled
the Gaza Strip. Terrorists
were so intent on getting
weapons into Gaza that
they dug smuggling tunnels
under the border.

It should have come as no
surprise, then, that as soon
as Israeli forces retreated
from the territory in mid-
September, border controls
between Gaza and Egypt

to help investigators avert
terrorist threats. Disputes
between the cpu/csu and
the Social Democratic Party
over how much information
should be included in the
file has prevented its cre-
ation so far.

Watch for the growing
fear of terrorist attacks in
Germany to motivate Berlin
to find new ways to secure
its country. Right now the
debate is in the domestic
realm—whether or not to
use the German military
within German borders.
But watch for the nation to
increase the use of its mili-
tary outside its borders to
stem the terrorist threat.

Soon Germany will
exert the will to take out
terrorism at its very head.
For more information see
our September-October
article “The New Islamic
Superpower.”

collapsed, with tens of thou-
sands of Palestinians flocking
across the border into Egypt,
and an unknown number of
guns, missiles and terrorists
making the reverse trip.

Now, Israel is backed
into a corner. Having
made the concession to the
Palestinians, the Jewish gov-
ernment is loath to step in
and take control of the bor-
der again. And Egypt is cer-
tainly no help. Israel needs
outside intervention.

Enter the European Union.

Israel has agreed in prin-
ciple to an EU security force
assisting with policing the
Gaza-Egypt border.

According to Reuters, the
French foreign minister said
that “the EU had offered to
help oversee Gaza’s cross-
ings with Egypt as a third
party to enable people and
goods to pass without being
subject to Israeli control”
(September 19).

But is Europe a trustwor-
thy ally for Israel? That Israel
would even consider inviting
Europe in to ensure its se-
curity is a remarkable, even
startling, scenario.

Europe has an intense
interest in the Middle East,
Israel in particular. The
Trumpet has consistently
forecast that despite Europe’s
blatant pro-Palestinian and
anti-Israel bias, its ties with
Israel would strengthen as it
muscles its way into a larger
role in the region.

Though Israel has, under-
standably, been somewhat
suspicious of the EU’s moves,
it has nevertheless tolerated—
if not welcomed—Europe’s
involvement in its affairs. As
we stated in a Trumpet article
last September, “Israel has
few friends—and few options.
The time will come when it
will welcome Europe’s in-
volvement in its security.”

Indeed, we now see Israel,
as it becomes more desperate
and comes under increasing
international pressure, pre-
pared to invite EU forces in
to help in a security capacity.

Senior Israeli officials said
that an agreement has been
made for EU personnel to
work with Palestinian secu-
rity forces and Egyptian po-
lice, though the exact extent
of participation by EU forces
had not yet been decided.

Also, according to EU
officials, Israel is consider-
ing an EU offer to take over
control of customs at Gaza’s
seaport and airport.

Certainly, that Europe
would make such offers is no
surprise. Last year, the EU
had already drafted plans to
deploy a peacekeeping force
in the Gaza Strip following
the Israeli withdrawal. And
EU foreign policy chief Javier
Solana confirmed in July that
European law enforcement
experts were already helping
train the Palestinian security
forces (Der Spiegel, July 11).

But that Israel would be
open to such offers demon-
strates just how worn down
and desperate the Jews are.

After its retreat from
Gaza—itself demonstrating
Israeli weakness—Israel, to
fill a security void, is now
looking to an entity that has
consistently taken the side
of its enemies! This exposes
an Israeli mindset that is
destined to bring about that
nation’s destruction.

In the past several years,
the EU has increasingly
involved itself, much of the

THE PHILADELPHIA TRUMPET DECEMBER 2005

time behind the scenes, in

the Middle East peace pro-
cess. At the same time, it has
strengthened its economic
and other ties with Israel. In
September, for example, Israel
and the Palestinian Authority
signed an agreement to oper-
ate a joint transportation of-
fice with the EU’s assistance.
Because the EU has agreed to
fund the project, it will “play
a major role” in large trans-
portation projects within
Israel and the Palestinian ter-
ritories (IsraelNationalNews
.com, September 22).

Though Europe is inter-
ested in Israel for reasons of
both resources and security,
the real prize it is after is
Jerusalem.

The Bible speaks of a
time when European forces
will embark on a peacekeep-
ing mission in Jerusalem.
Speaking of the “king of the
north”—a European power
bloc—Daniel prophesies, “He
shall enter also into the glori-
ous land, and many countries
shall be overthrown” (Daniel
11:41). The “glorious land” is
the Holy Land. The language
employed here indicates that
this is a peaceful entry—not
forced. It appears the Jews
will invite those European
armies in as peacekeepers.

But this sequence of
events is prophesied to lead
to a massive double-cross
against the Jewish state.
Jesus Christ described it in
Luke 21:20: “And when ye
shall see Jerusalem com-
passed with armies, then
know that the desolation
thereof is nigh.”

This is speaking of a time
yet future, but even now
we can see Israel acquiesc-
ing to a security role for the
EU. Though it is now just
to assist securing the Gaza-
Egyptian border, this is nev-
ertheless a truly momentous
development.

Watch for the time to
come when such forces will
surround Jerusalem.
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Russia, China Stand Up to EU

THREE WORLD EMPIRES
are forming—and are
destined to clash in the
near future. An incident in
September encapsulates this
coming reality.

The European Union’s
three biggest nations—
Germany, France and
Britain—have represented
the Western world in nego-
tiations with Iran over its
nuclear program. Not sur-
prisingly, talks haven’t dis-
suaded Iran from pursuing
nuclear technology.

The EU’s big three
planned to take the issue to
the United Nations Security
Council, but Russia and
China stood in the way.

A September 21 Reuters
report, headlined “Russia,
China may force EU retreat
on Iran,” stated: “Both Russia
and China, which as perma-
nent, veto-wielding members
of the council could block
any action, warned the West
against antagonizing Iran
with a council report.”

The pressure seems to be
working. On September 23,
after pulling a U.S.-backed
draft resolution that called
on the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA) to
report Tehran’s nuclear
program to the Security
Council, the EU delivered a
watered-down version of the
resolution to the 1IAEA.

It is not difficult to see
why Russia and China are
pressuring Europe: Both
have strong ties to Iran.

Russia has historically
supported Iran’s nuclear pro-
gram. It signed an agreement
with Iran to help complete
the construction of the con-
troversial Bushehr nuclear
reactor by 2006.

China, meanwhile, has
always been willing to over-
look Iran’s nuclear activities
as long as it could be guaran-
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teed oil. Iran is one of China’s
top four crude-oil suppliers.

Russia and China do not
want Europe interfering
with Iran. As Russia’s foreign
minister said, the EU could
be escalating the situation
into a confrontation of “the
West vs. the rest” (Telegraph,
September 22).

That confrontation is ex-
actly what is coming.

These three empires—
Europe, Iran and China/
Russia—are mentioned in a
single passage of Scripture
that tells us exactly how the
situation will play out.

Daniel 11:40 states that
the “king of the south” (led
by Iran) will “push at” the
“king of the north” (a united
Europe). This push has al-
ready begun. Iran defies the
West by actively pursuing
nuclear energy despite hav-
ing ample energy via oil and
gas. It is the world’s fourth-
largest oil producer. Tehran
is using its resources as le-
verage to “push” Europe.

According to Reuters,
Iran’s top nuclear negotia-
tor said Tehran “might link
countries’ access to its oil to
whether they support Iran”
in this dispute (September
20). That is a direct threat to
Europe: Keep complaining
about our nuclear program,
and we’ll cut off your oil.
Pushy, indeed!

The prophecy in Daniel
shows where this push will
lead: The “king of the north
will come against him like a
whirlwind” and deal a devas-
tating blow to Iran (verse 40).

Where do Russia and
China fit? Verse 44: “But tid-
ings out of the east and out of
the north shall trouble him.”

Once the EU takes out
Iran, it will have an angry
Asia to deal with, with
Russia and China at the helm
of a massive eastern alliance.
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ON THE JOB Russian engineers work on a plan inside the reac-
tor building of the Bushehr nuclear power plant in Iran.

Russia’s and China’s present
threats to veto any Security
Council resolution against
Iran are but a tiny indication
of the disagreement they will
have with Europe then.
These three powers are

storming onto the scene.
They are gaining strength.
And they are beginning to
clash. For more on these de-
velopments, request our free
reprint article “The Times of
the Gentiles.”

Will Iran’s Qil Hurt the Dollar?

FOR HALF A CENTURY,
the American dollar has
been the world’s reserve
currency: Seventy percent
of all currency reserves are
in dollars.

This has a lot to do
with the fact that oil, the
most important commod-
ity traded in the world, is
mostly priced in U.S. dol-
lars. This, together with
related economic consid-
erations, encourages the
majority of countries—be-
ing oil importers—to keep
most of their foreign cur-
rency in dollars.

The debt-burdened U.S.
economy is dependent
upon this high demand
for its currency in order to
remain afloat. The day this
demand comes to an end
will portend disaster for the
American economy.

There is a move under-
way, however, to end the
dollar’s reign. Behind it is
the world’s fourth-largest
producer of crude oil—and
declared enemy of the
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United States—Iran.

In August, Tehran re-
confirmed that it plans to
create a euro-based exchange
in oil—to compete with the
London and New York dol-
lar-denominated oil exchang-
es, both American-owned.

The proposed March
2006 launch of the Iranian
oil bourse (10B), if successful,
would give the euro a foot-
hold in the international oil
trade, solidifying its status as
an alternative oil-transaction
currency. This, in turn, could
be a catalyst for a major cur-
rency flight from the dollar
to the euro—and a disaster
for America.

The 10B will see crude oil,
petrochemicals and other
commodities of the same
kind traded in euros.

Iran no doubt has mul-
tiple motives for making
this move. For one, it makes
sense economically, especial-
ly since the European Union
is Iran’s biggest trading part-
ner. But more importantly,
it would strike a blow to



Petitioning for
EU Withdrawal

HE UK INDEPENDENCE
Party (uk1p) launched

a nationwide campaign
on September 12 to take
a question to British citi-
zens: Should the United
Kingdom withdraw from the
European Union?

The party hopes to gather
2 million signatures in order
to petition for a referendum
on the UK’s EU membership.

Though Britain has no
written constitution akin
to that of the U.S., nor
anything codified regard-
ing the rules for holding
referenda, UKIP feels that 2
million signatures should be
enough to get the leadership
on Downing Street to take

Iran’s archenemy;,
America—and,
by helping Iran
become the main
hub for oil deals
in the region, help
drive the Islamic
Republic forward
in its quest for re-
gional supremacy.
George
Perkovich, an
Iran expert at
the Carnegie
Endowment for
International Peace
in Washington, stated it
frankly: “It’s part of a very
intelligent, creative Iranian
strategy—to go on the of-
fense in every way possible
and mobilize other actors
against the U.S.” (Christian
Science Monitor, August 30).
For Iran, which foresees
a “clash of civilizations” be-
tween Islam and the west—
particularly America—un-
dermining the dollar could
prove to be its best and most
effective strike against a
more capable military foe.

note of the British populace’s
growing anti-EU sentiment.

David Lott, campaign
organizer for the party,
said that “such a significant
amount of votes would be
enough to expose their argu-
ments and put pressure on
UK Prime Minister Tony
Blair, even if a referendum
will probably not be the end
result” (EUobserver.com,
September 14). “With this we
want to raise the temperature
of the debate,” Lott stated.

EUobserver.com broached
the question of where such
a referendum would leave
Britain, should Britons vote
to leave the EU: “[I]t is un-
clear how the withdrawal
would actually come about.
Under the current EU trea-
ties, there are no rules on
how and if a country can
leave the union” (ibid.).

But as this maga-

ON FIRE An Iranian oil production platform represents
the huge clout Iran holds because of this hot resource.

Asia Times reported that
only one major actor stands
to lose if oil-trading in euros
takes hold: the U.S. By con-
trast, “Oil in euros would
benefit millions ... in the EU
and its trading partners ....
And it would loosen the grip
the U.S. has on oPEC mem-
bers” (August 26).

“One of the Federal
Reserve’s nightmares may
begin to unfold in the spring
of 2006,” one expert on the
subject stated, “when it ap-
pears that international
buyers will have a choice of

zine—and its
predecessor (the
Plain Truth un-
der Herbert W.
Armstrong)—
have been insist-
ing for years,
Britain will
ultimately leave
this union of
European na-
tions. The indi-
cations in Bible
prophecy of this
outcome are very
strong, and can
be studied in our
free book The
United States
and Britain in
Prophecy.

UKIP, gaining popular-
ity in Britain—as reflected
in last year’s European
Parliament election results—
could have a great deal to do
with getting the UK to with-
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buying a barrel
of oil for $60 on
the NYMEX [New
York Mercantile
Exchange] and
IPE [London’s
International
Petroleum
Exchange] or
purchase a bar-
rel of oil for €45
to €50 via the
Iranian bourse”
(Global Politician,
September 2).

If oil-trading
in euros were to get going, the
current global trend of for-
eign currency reserves being
shifted from dollars to euros
would rapidly accelerate. In
turn, “countries switching
to euro reserves from dollar
reserves would bring down
the value of the U.S. currency.
Imports would start to cost
Americans a lot more .... As
countries and businesses con-
verted their dollar assets into
euro assets, the U.S. property
and stock market bubbles
would, without doubt,
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CAMPAIGN A UKIP member holds copies
of the party’s manifesto—its key platform
being Britain’s secession from the EU.

draw from the EU. It could
help breed enough discontent
with the EU among British
voters that the country’s lead-
ers are forced to bow to the
will of their people.

burst” (Foundation for the
Economics of Sustainability,
Nov. 15, 2004).

The snowballing effect
of a reserve currency switch
would be catastrophic for
the U.S., according to the
Global Politician. The U.S.
“would simply have to stop
importing” (op. cit.).

Considering how
America’s industrial and
agricultural heartland has
been gutted over the last
half century, this possibil-
ity would be grave. As one
commentator put it, the
impact of the Iranian oil
bourse on the U.S. dollar—
and the follow-on effect on
the U.S. economy—could
be worse than Iran launch-
ing a direct nuclear attack.

Though many econo-
mists consider the chances
of Iran’s ambition succeed-
ing as remote, we can know
from Bible prophecy that
the U.S. financial system
will be brought down—
along with the U.S. dollar
as the reserve currency.
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PROMISES

From Jackson Square,
President Bush promises
federal funds to rebuild
New Orleans.

HE UNITED STATES OF
America is in the midst of
an unprecedented spend-
ing spree. Yet, in com-
ments made about the
federal budget he submit-
ted to Congress in February, President
Bush told a group of U.S. governors,
“I presented a good, lean budget to the
Congress—it sets priorities, it meets
priorities. It ... says, if a program isn’t
working, don’t fund it; or if it duplicates
efforts, streamline” (February 28).

The truth is exactly the opposite.
The $257 trillion spending plan was
America’s biggest ever—about $330 bil-
lion more than would be generated by
tax revenue. How anyone can describe
a $330 billion deficit as a lean budget is
beyond me.

And if you think the emergency re-
lief the government has now ponied up
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to repair the wreckage from three dev-
astating hurricanes will jolt the govern-
ment into curbing its federal spending,
THINK AGAIN.

Unanswered Questions

President Bush said rebuilding the Gulf
Coast after Katrina would be “one of the
largest reconstruction efforts the world
has ever seen.” Criticized by the liberal
media for not responding to tragedy fast
enough, the president seemed to be mak-
ing up for lost time by sending cash—Iots
of it. “Federal funds will cover the great
majority of the costs of repairing public
infrastructure in the disaster zone, from
roads and bridges to schools and water
systems. Our goal is to get the work done
quickly” (September 15). But in the rush
to throw blank checks at the rebuilding
project, a number of critical questions
were barely considered.
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For example, what exactly is the feder-
al government’s role in rebuilding entire
communities or cities after natural disas-
ters? As Stephen Moore wrote for Opin-
ionJournal.com, “Chicago was burned to
the ground in 1871; San Francisco was
leveled by an earthquake in 1906; and
in 1900 Galveston, Texas, was razed by
a hurricane even more ferocious than
Katrina. In each instance, these proud
cities were rebuilt rapidly and to even
greater glory—with hardly any federal
money” (September 19). Of course, a lot
has changed since those disasters. Today
we live in the era of big government and
ever-expanding entitlement programs.
If something bad happens, welfare re-
cipients simply expect the government to
take care of it—plain and simple.

Another question that has been
shoved aside is, how can we make sure
the free flow of money into places like




STDOVINI ALLID/AAV/MSMOTVINS NvANIHE

New Orleans will be spent wisely? When
you hear commentators talk about the
history of political corruption at the
state and local levels in Louisiana, it is
almost accepted as part of the region’s
cultural charm. The Washington Post
even labeled Louisianan police forces as
“famously corrupt.” Last year, the head
agent at the FBI's New Orleans bureau
described the corruption among Louisi-
ana’s local and state officials as “epidem-
ic, endemic and entrenched,” saying that
“no branch of government is exempt.”
According to Opinionjournal’s John
Fund, the number of Louisiana state
elected officials per capita convicted of
crimes is the third highest of any state
in America (September 26). Of course,
the mainstream media are
much too fixated on exposing
President Bush’s faults to give
any serious attention to state
and local officials stealing or
wasting billions of dollars. As
columnist Peggy Noonan rightly asked,
“How much of the s100 billion coming
its way is going to fall off the table? Half?
OK, let’s not get carried away. More than
half” (September 22).

In the same speech where President
Bush promised truckloads of money for
the Gulf Coast states, he referred to the
“persistent poverty” all of us witnessed
on television during the New Orleans
flood. This poverty, he said—echoing
the sentiments of his left-wing crit-
ics—had its “roots in a history of racial
discrimination ....” Thus, in an effort to
confront widespread poverty and rac-
ism with “bold action,” the president
promised to send lots of money—not for
merely replacing what was destroyed,
but to build up even “higher and better”
than before. He promised tax breaks,
government-funded accounts of up to
$5,000 for education and childcare for
each evacuee seeking a job, etc.

Never mind the corruption—just
throw money at the problem and hope for
the best. One Missouri congressman even
complained about being forced to sign off
on the president’s initial $62 billion re-
building bill “even though we knew a lot
of the money may go to waste.” Isn’t this
a much bigger problem than poverty or
racism? Government handouts for poor
people amount to 14.6 percent of Presi-
dent Bush’s overall budget, nearly twice
the dollar amount that President Clin-
ton spent on poverty. Yet, if much of the
money intended to help storm victims
disappears or is wasted away in bureau-
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cracy, are these programs really serving
their intended purpose? Poverty, after
all, is at about the same level it has been
for the past 40 years, even though we are
dumping money into these programs by
the hundreds of billions.

That brings us to another question
that has not been answered, although
several media outlets and a few maver-
ick politicians have at least asked it. That
is, HOW ARE WE GOING TO PAY FOR ALL
or THIS? The day after the president
promised the moon to the Gulf Shore, he
admitted that rebuilding will cost a lot
of money. “It’s going to mean that we’re
going to have to make sure we cut un-
necessary spending.” It makes for a great
sound bite. But politicians have been

If something bad happens, welfare
recipients simply expect the government
to take care of it—plain and simple.

saying things like this for years—even
as they continue to spend more money,
start new programs and expand the size
of government bureaucracy.

Nowhere to Cut?

According to Stephen Moore’s column,
a few dozen congressmen proposed an
amendment be added to the initial $62
billion hurricane relief bill that the presi-
dent pushed through Congress. The idea
was to cut other government programs
by 2.5 percent—just 2% pennies trimmed
from every dollar spent by a federal agen-
cy. According to Moore, “The Republi-
can leadership would not even allow it to
come to a vote, on the grounds that there
was no waste which could be easily iden-
tified and cut” (op. cit.). The amendment
didn’t even make it to the floor.

When asked later about possible
budget cuts that Congress could make,
House Majority Leader Tom DeLay (who
later temporarily resigned from his top
position in the House after a Texas in-
dictment) said he would be glad to make
cuts, but that “nobody has been able to
come up with any yet.” A reporter then
asked DeLay, whom many consider to be
one of the most conservative politicians
in Washington, if that meant govern-
ment operations were running at peak
efficiency. DeLay’s response: “Yes, after
11 years of Republican majority, we’ve
pared it down pretty good.”

Can he be serious? Federal spending
has increased by 79 percent since “con-
servatives” gained control of the House in
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1994. Yet, presumably with a straight face,
Mr. DeLay went on to declare “victory”
against wasteful government spending.
He told reporters there is simply no fat
left to be cut from the federal budget.

DeLay’s astonishing remarks prompt-
ed a number of conservative columnists
to put forward long lists of suggested
budget cuts—many of them singling out
the $286 billion highway bill Congress
passed in August. That bill contained
a record amount of pork—more than
6,000 pet projects tacked on by politi-
cians from both sides of the aisle, which
will cost American taxpayers $24 billion.

The most publicized of these addi-
tional “earmarks,” as politicians affec-
tionately call them, is the infamous Alas-
kan “bridge to nowhere”—a
$223 million project, spon-
sored by Rep. Don Young. A
career politician and member
of Congress for more than 30
years, the Alaskan Republican
bragged that the highway bill was “stuffed
like a turkey” with all sorts of treats for
his state. The bridge will be named after
Congressman Young, but to honor what?
His skillful lobbying for pork?

President Bush had originally said
he would reject any bill above $256 bil-
lion. Later, he raised the spending limit
to $284 billion, before finally signing
on—as he has for every congressional
spending bill since becoming president—
at $286 billion.

Going back to the early 1990s, when
Democrats controlled Congress, the av-
erage number of pork projects stacked on
top of spending bills amounted to about
4,000 annually—in itself, an embarrass-
ment. Today, with a Republican majority
in both the House and Senate (as well as
the White House), there are more than
15,000 pork projects each year.

And vyet, neither the president nor
the House majority leader can find any
room in the budget to cut costs?

Ryan Sager wrote in the New York
Post, “The point of the debate among
the Republicans isn’t about whether to
spend the money needed to rebuild after
Katrina—that’s a given. The question is
whether, even under the most extreme of
circumstances, they can make EVEN THE
MOST MINOR OF CUTS TO THE SIZE OF
GOVERNMENT” (September 19, emphasis
mine throughout).

Indeed, if our leaders won't reduce
their standard of living even in the
midst of a national tragedy, when will
they ever do it?
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Dangerous Precedent

Politicians throw around the terms bil-
lion and trillion so often these days that
it can seem like spare change. To help put
the estimated cost for Katrina ($200 bil-
lion) in perspective, Stephen Moore said
it amounted to about $400,000 for every
family displaced by the hurricane. Think
about the standard of living each of those
families could have if starting off with
$400,000 to invest! Of course, there’s
also the infrastructure to build up—par-
ticularly in New Orleans—but still, 200
billion dollars? That’s a lot of money to
go around—more than we’ve spent on the
war in Iraq.

Moore wrote, “Politicians from seem-
ingly every congressional district appear
to be elbowing their
way to the orgy table
for a slice of this $200-
billion pie. At last
count, 12 governors
declared their states
emergency disaster areas, and thus eli-
gible for federal aid. Iowa, Michigan and
Utah, for example, states nowhere near
the hurricane, are lining up for disaster
relief funds” (op. cit.).

And why not? It’s free money. If poli-
ticians won’t sign off on a highway bill
unless they GET hundreds of millions
of dollars for unnecessary “projects” in
their state, why should they sign off on a
bloated hurricane-relief bill unless they
get some sort of compensation?

Isn’t it a wonderful system?

Following up on the president’s $62
billion of initial relief, Louisiana’s two
senators (a Republican and a Democrat)
authored the Hurricane Katrina Disas-
ter Relief and Economic Recovery Act,
hoping to push it through Congress
while politicians are in the mood to
“give.” The $250 billion bill, according to
the Washington Post, would cost more,
on an inflation-adjusted basis, than the
entire Louisiana Purchase of 1803. The
bill actually calls for the Army Corps
of Engineers’ annual budget to be in-
creased by 900 percent—from $4 billion
to $40 billion. Besides rebuilding the in-
frastructure of New Orleans and helping
rebuild other destroyed communities in
Louisiana, the bill also calls for $14 bil-
lion to go toward ecosystem restoration
and another $13 billion for the Louisi-
ana Department of Transportation and
Development. According to the Post, “It
also includes hefty payments to hospi-
tals, ports, banks, shipbuilders, fisher-
men and schools, as well as $8 million
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for alligator farms, $35 million for sea-
food industry marketing, and $25 mil-
lion for a sugar-cane research laboratory
that had not been completed before Ka-
trina” (September 26).

Senators Vitter and Landrieu ad-
mitted it was a lot of money when they
introduced the bill. But they said an
unprecedented tragedy requires an un-
precedented response.

Speaking of precedent, assuming this
bill is approved (or some variation of it),
what will it signal to other regions rav-
aged by future disasters? If the federal
government is now obligated to rebuild
New Orleans better than before, and
without regard to cost, what happens if
hurricanes intensify? What if the “big

Federal spending has grown by 7 percent this
year—and that’s not counting costs for the Iraq
war or the relief needed for Katrina and Rita.

one” finally splits Southern California?
Or a nuclear bomb obliterates a major
U.S. city? How much would it take—
how long would it be—before our fragile
economy grinds to a halt?

As we told you in last month’s Trum-
pet, Jesus prophesied that weather di-
sasters would take a VIOLENT TURN FOR
THE WORSE in the days leading up to
His Second Coming. “And great earth-
quakes shall be in divers places, and
famines, and pestilences; and fearful
sights and great signs shall there be from
heaven” (Luke 21:11; see also Matthew
24:7). Weather disasters, as they increase
in frequency and intensity, are actually
fulfilling Bible prophecy.

This prophecy, along with other geo-
political factors, will ultimately lead to a
worldwide economic crisis brought on by
the collapse of the U.S. dollar. When that
happens, it will clear the way for a danger-
ous new world force to emerge out of the
heart of Europe. The Trumpet, basing its
analysis on the sure word of Bible proph-
ecy, has made this prediction for years.

Debt Threatens Economy

Last year, the leftward-leaning USA To-
day ran an article on the astronomical
debt our nation is plunging into. “$53 tril-
lion is what federal, state and local gov-
ernments need immediately—stashed
away, earning interest, beyond the $3 tril-
lion in taxes collected last year—to repay
debts and honor future benefits prom-
ised under Medicare, Social Security and
government pensions,” it said. “And like
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an unpaid credit card balance accumu-
lating interest, the problem GRows BY
MORE THAN $1 TRILLION EVERY YEAR
THAT ACTION TO PAY DOWN THE DEBT IS
DELAYED” (Oct. 3, 2004). Unless action
was taken soon, the paper warned, the
consequences could be “catastrophic.”

The article quoted Glenn Hubbard,
who used to serve as chairman of the
Council of Economic Advisors for Presi-
dent Bush. “Political leaders know this is
a big problem. ... I know the president is
keenly aware. But in an election year, it’s
not easy to talk about. The solutions may
be very painful. If he is re-elected, I think
he will make this a top priority next year.”

Sadly, that has not happened. Federal
spending has grown by 7 percent this
year—and that’s NoOT
counting costs for the
Iraq war or the relief
needed for Katrina and
Rita. Under President
Bush’s watch, the fed-
eral government has undergone its larg-
est expansion since Lyndon Johnson’s
Great Society.

In our May issue, we referred you to a
comment made last November in a pri-
vate meeting by Morgan Stanley’s chief
economist, Stephen Roach. According to
the Boston Herald, Roach suggested the
United States had less than a 10 percent
chance of avoiding ECONOMIC ARMAGED-
DON! “It struck me how extreme he was—
much more, it seemed to me, than in pub-
lic,” one source who attended the meeting
was quoted as saying (Nov. 23, 2004). Ac-
cording to the Herald, “Roach’s analysis
isn’t entirely new. But recent events give it
extra force.” That was a year ago.

More recently, an Associated Press sto-
ry picked up on this same theme. Accord-
ing to journalist Robert Tanner, “A chorus
of economists, government officials and
elected leaders both conservative and lib-
eral is warning that America’s NONSTOP
BORROWING has put the nation on the
road to a MAJOR FISCAL DISASTER—oONe
that could unleash plummeting home
values, rocketing interest rates, lost jobs,
stagnating wages and threats to govern-
ment services ranging from health care to
law enforcement” (August 27). The article
featured an interview with David Walker,
who audits the federal government’s books.
He said, “I believe the country faces a crit-
ical crossroad and that the decisions that
are made—or not made—within the next
10 years or so will have a profound effect
on the future of our country, our children
and our grandchildren. The problem gets



bigger every day, and the tidal wave gets
closer every day.”

Two days after that Ap story was post-
ed, Katrina slammed into the Gulf Shore.
And how have we gone about getting out
of that $200 billion mess? Borrow more
money. Just charge it to the deficit.

“Certainly, there are those who
feel such comments bring to mind the
preachers who predict the end of the
world at a specific time and place, and
have always been wrong .... But some-
thing has changed. More than two cen-
turies ago, Benjamin Franklin warned:
‘He that goes aborrowing, goes asorrow-
ing”” That’s not the Trumpet’s warn-
ing—it’s from the Associated Press!

The article projected this year’s deficit
to be $331 billion—about $100
billion less than expected—be-
fore the hurricanes, that is.
The nation’s overall debt has
now surpassed the $8 trillion
mark—and it grows by about
$1.5 billion every single day. Making mat-
ters unbelievably worse, politicians have
promised Americans many trillions more
in entitlement programs like Social Se-
curity, Medicare and Medicaid. As men-
tioned earlier, we would need another
$40 to $50 trillion in the bank to follow
through on all those promises.

One congressman suggested that
simply delaying the new, multi-tril-
lion-dollar prescription drug benefit for
seniors would save us $40 billion this
year—money that could then be re-di-
rected to hurricane relief.

Can’t do it. Seniors gotta have drugs.
Our troops gotta have guns. Poor people
gotta have welfare. We can’t leave any
child behind in education. Louisiana
has to have $250 billion to rebuild ev-
erything from roads to alligator farms.
And how will Alaskans survive without
a bridge to nowhere? Everyone—poor,
middle class, wealthy, young and old,
every special interest group, every politi-
cian, every state, every victim of disas-
ters—EVERYONE rust get paid.

There is simply no room to make any
significant cuts in the federal budget.
We mUsT keep borrowing.

Day of Reckoning

According to an Associated Press sur-
vey, at least 7o percent of Americans
consider themselves at least somewhat
or significantly worried about America’s
addiction to deficit spending. Seventy
percent—that’s an OVERWHELMING MA-
jorIiTY! Ah, but here’s the kicker—only

35 percent of those surveyed were in fa-
vor of the government making spending
cuts that would reduce government ser-
vices! And only 18 percent were willing
to have their taxes raised to keep gov-
ernment services where they are. And
get this: A measly 1 percent of respon-
dents were willing to raise taxes and re-
duce spending.

As the AP article noted, “The nation’s
political leaders could hardly be said
to have a mandate calling for fiscal re-
sponsibility” (ibid.). That’s because most
Americans themselves are living far be-
yond their means! On average, we save
NOTHING from what we earn. Debt con-
sumes about 20 percent of the money
Americans have left over to spend after

Most Americans themselves are living
far beyond their means. On average,
we save nothing from what we earn.

taxes and payments for food and hous-
ing. We are a nation of deficit spenders.
And while I haven’t conducted a survey,
I’ll bet a majority of those who are up to
their eyeballs in debt worry about their
deficit spending, either “some” or “a lot.”

But instead of making cuts in the
family budget, we go right on spending.
And why not? There’s always free money
available. There’s always a way to bump
up the spending limits. There’s always
another credit card we can add to the
plan. There’s always another loan. And
we had better be grateful for all these
high-interest handouts, because there are
always—aLways—a lot of things that we
absolutely must have.

It’s the exact same, greed-is-good men-
tality that paralyzes politicians in Wash-
ington and practically every other state
and local governing body in America.

A vast majority of Americans are wor-
ried about where our deficit spenders are
leading this country. But a pathetically
miniscule number of people are willing
to make any kind of sacrifice, whether
personally or nationally, in order to avoid
disaster! And for that reason, politicians
will continue looting the Treasury—run-
ning up astronomical debt for oncom-
ing generations. They do it for the same
reason looters raided Wal-Mart during
the New Orleans flood—because they
can. NO LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY IS
THERE TO STOP THEM.

But there will be a day of reckoning.
American voters may not hold their
leaders accountable for their reckless
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spending—but one day, in the not-too-
distant future, foreign creditors will. “In
a very real sense,” the AP story contin-
ued, “the U.S. economy is dependent on
the central banks of Japan, China and
other nations to invest in U.S. treasuries
and keep American interest rates down.
The low rates here keep American con-
sumers buying imported goods.”

To this point, foreign investors are
willing to finance our debt because of
how dependent their economies are on
Americans consuming foreign goods. As
long as there is something in it for them,
they will continue financing our debt.
And as long as they do that, we will go
right on spending. And when bad things
like Katrina happen, we’ll borrow more
to dig ourselves out of a hole.

But the party will not go
on forever. Eventually, outside
“law enforcement” will show
up, and the looting will come
to an abrupt halt.

Are you prepared for that reality? If
not, you had better wAKE UP!

And if you don’t like hearing that
from the Trumpet, then please heed
the warning from the Associated Press:
“There’s no way we’re going to grow our
way out of our long-range fiscal imbal-
ance,” said David Walker, the one who
audits the government. “I really do not
believe the American people have a real
idea as to where we are and where were
headed, and what the potential implica-
tions are for the country if we don’t start
making some tough decisions soon.”

Are you worried about what’s ahead?
If so, judging by surveys, youre not
alone! A large American majority is
worried. The question is, Are you pre-
pared to make tough decisions? And will
you follow through with sacrifice?

T ———

regularly features
articles on American and
global economies. For the
latest economic news, visit
theTrumpet.com/economy
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BY MARK JENKINS
ALWAYS LIKED GOVERNMENT
cheese. Government housing was
another matter though; there was
a definite roach problem and only
the one bedroom for two people.

The other kids at school made fun
of me endlessly when I wore dark blue
government-supplied shoes with three
distinctive stripes going down the sides;
of course, the other kids only knew what

have said the welfare state in New Or-
leans helped create the anarchy and cha-
os we saw after the storm. If that’s true,
we should really sit up and take notice.
New Orleans isn’t all that unique among
U.S. cities.

Louisiana’s pre-disaster unemploy-
ment rate was 5.8 percent, up from 5.3
percent at the beginning of the year. The
national average is 5.5 percent, so we can
see that Louisiana is a fair representation

Caring for

re

-#

they were deriding because so many of
them had received government assis-
tance themselves. We were all, literally,
walking in the same shoes.

But as welfare recipients went, we
were doing pretty well. My mom and I
never really went hungry. I imagine a lot
of the people we all saw on television in
the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina had
experienced a lot worse even before the
disaster than we ever did.

Some, like the Washington Times,

of the entire country. Even worse than
the unemployment rate, 12 percent of
the national population lives below the
poverty line. If we are a compassionate,
caring nation, shouldn’t we get to the
root cause of poverty and eliminate it?

And yet, how? Many would say the
answer is to enlarge the welfare state.
But is this a viable solution to the prob-
lems of the poor?

Others, perhaps equally compassion-
ate, would say the welfare state should

be dismantled altogether so people can
learn to take care of themselves.

One thing is for sure: The United States
welfare system doesn’t work; thousands of
impoverished people stranded on bridges
after Katrina struck showed us that.

The Creation of Soft America

A hundred years ago, the United States
had no welfare program. The origins of
the types of social programs that led to

Is WELFARE
the solution?

its modern welfare programs lie in the
Great Depression. In reaction to the
greatest economic disaster in U.S. histo-
ry, President Franklin Roosevelt sought
to stabilize the country, largely by ini-
tiating social programs. By 1964, when
Lyndon Johnson declared his War on
Poverty, social programs in the U.S. were
greatly expanding. This had a definite
side effect though: what author Michael
Barone, in his book Hard America, Soft
America, calls the softening of America.
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Some parts of our society are what he
dubs “Hard”—those that involve compe-
tition and accountability. The military by
necessity remains firm. Large portions
of the economy are and have become
more adamantine in the last 20 years,
with increased market competition and
the success of entrepreneurs leading to
the growth of companies like Microsoft,
Wal-Mart and General Motors.

But as Barone points out, “Soft Amer-
ica lives off the productivity, creativity
and competence of Hard America, and
we have the luxury of keeping parts of
our society Soft only if we keep enough
of it Hard.”

Clearly, U.S. welfare programs are
part of Soft America—and not one of the
more successful parts. When President
Roosevelt created welfare programs, the
recipient worked for the check. But as
the welfare state grew, welfare receipt re-
quired no work and provided more remu-
neration than some jobs. Thus, incentive
to work dropped and de-
pendency on welfare sky-
rocketed. By 1970 it was
financially better to go
on welfare than to take a
minimum-wage job. Wel-
fare dependency approximately tripled
between 1965 and 1975, and remained high
into the 1990s. Welfare, rather than help-
ing people out of a bad situation, created a
culture of government dependency.

This was especially true in the Afri-
can-American community. “The prob-
lem blacks faced was not that American
society was too Hard for them, that they
suffered from too much competition and
were being held too accountable. The
problem was that they were shut out of
Hard America altogether, unable to reap
the rewards available in a Hard system
for those who achieve. The Softening of
American society that started in the mid-
1960s—the Softening of criminal justice,
welfare, racial quotas and preferences,
and education—had the effect of confin-
ing most blacks to Soft America. They
were left unprotected against crime,
deterred from forming stable families,
deincentivized to achieve” (ibid.).

Human nature—everyone’s human
nature—is happy to take a free lunch. To
the uneducated and untrained, taking
personal responsibility is as difficult as
it is important. How much easier is it to
allow the government to prop you up—
whether you need it or not? It is clear to
see how the welfare system becomes a
trap for many people.

The Problem With Dependency

When the government in London passed
laws to keep prices low for the poor, Ben-
jamin Franklin reacted strongly: “I think
the best way of doing good to the poor,
is not making them easy in poverty, but
leading or driving them out of it. In my
youth I traveled much, and I observed in
different countries that the more public
provisions were made for the poor, the
less they provided for themselves, and
of course became poorer. And, on the
contrary, the less was done for them, the
more they did for themselves, and be-
came richer. ... In short, you offered a
premium for the encouragement of idle-
ness, and you should not now wonder
that it has had its effect in the increase
of poverty” (The Writings of Benjamin
Franklin, Volume 3).

Similarly, when Abraham Lincoln’s
own stepbrother asked for a loan, he
was denied; rather, Lincoln offered him
a matching grant. For every dollar the

Human nature—everyone’s human nature—
is happy to take a free lunch. Taking personal
responsibility is as difficult as it is important.

man earned, Lincoln would match it be-
cause he wanted his stepbrother to learn
avaluable lesson rather than become de-
pendant on the charity of others.

These great men in American history
understood that creating dependency
would never have the kind of results any-
one—especially the poor—would want.

Today, though, people have come to
expect government benefits. Just note the
reaction when cuts to Medicare, Social Se-
curity and other social programs are sug-
gested. No one wants to give up anything.

Supporters of a welfare state believe,
in effect, that people cannot take care of
themselves and therefore need the gov-
ernment to do so.

Germany suffered a political cri-
sis this fall because many of the vot-
ers simply did not want to tighten their
belts. In September, Chancellor Gerhard
Schroder’s party, the Social Democrats,
did far better in elections than expected.
Analysts attributed that to a desire on the
part of the German people to hold on to
social benefits and worker protections.
Associated Press said Schroder was able
to revive his campaign by portraying
challenger Angela Merkel’s top econom-
ic adviser and potential finance minister
as “a bogeyman who would destroy the
social welfare state” (September 12).
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Like Benjamin Franklin observed,
when the government takes care of peo-
ple, many don’t even try to take care of
themselves.

It cannot be denied, however, that
there is a negative effect on the economy
as a direct result of welfare. After all, as
columnist Michael Hurd observed, busi-
nesses cannot sell something the gov-
ernment gives away for free.

Perhaps the worst effect of the welfare
state has been on the American family.
In his 1992 book The Tragedy of Ameri-
can Compassion, Professor Marvin
Olasky showed that more women were
married prior to 1960. Eighty-five per-
cent of teenage mothers were married
by the time their babies were born in
the 1950s. Once the welfare state reached
full swing, however, some women saw a
welfare check as an alternative to a male
paycheck and a father in the home. Ac-
companying the rise in welfare was a
dramatic rise in single motherhood.

People often expect
something for nothing.
But worse than that, too
many are willing to ma-
nipulate the system. I re-
member all too well that
my home town had improvised store
fronts set up to sell non-consumable
products—clothes, books, televisions,
etc.—in exchange for food stamps, cer-
tainly an illegal use of the food stamps
and an abuse of an already deeply flawed
system.

There is no doubt that this problem
of welfare dependency was—and is—re-
versible. In fact, the problem is nowhere
near as pronounced as it once was.

In Wisconsin, changes to the welfare
laws brought the number of recipients
down by over 9o percent in the early
1990s. Similar initiatives succeeded in
Indiana, Michigan and New York.

The biggest impact came when the na-
tional welfare laws were changed in 1996,
resulting in a drop from 14.2 million
welfare recipients in 1993 to 5.4 million
in 2001. The main difference: a five-year
limit on the receipt of welfare benefits.

Barone gives an account of people
changing their minds about applying
for welfare: “In Fond du Lac County, I
saw women walk out the door when the
five-year limit was explained to them:
better not to use up the benefits now, but
to save them up for when they might re-
ally be needed, and go out and get a job”
(op. cit.).

See POOR page 33>
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MV
A Galifornia Department of
Transportation sign warns
motorists—an admonition
that could also help Washing-
. ton’s policy-makers.

“The Tré)'uble With
IMMIGRATION

Foreigners can bring more than just their luggage. By TRUMPET STAFF

VER1.2 MILLION LEGAL AND

illegal immigrants settle on

American soil each year.

Since 1990, the number of

aliens living in the United
States has mushroomed 43 percent; the
Latino population alone doubled between
1980 and 2000, constituting 40 percent of
all U.S. growth. Today, 1 in 10 people in
America is a foreigner.

The immigration explosion is not
exclusive to the U.S. Fully 40 percent
of today’s Canadians were either born
abroad or are the children of Canadians
born elsewhere. By 2011, immigrants are
projected to account for all net popula-
tion growth in Canada.

Over the next 25 years, 84 percent of
the United Kingdom’s population growth
is expected to come from immigration.
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As for illegal immigration, national
borders are more porous than ever. In
Canada, “gaps in Canada’s border secu-
rity are so severe that an airport accepts
international passengers without on-site
immigration checks, a marine border
unit has no boat, a computer glitch sys-
tematically hides information about ter-
rorists, and officers at 62 border cross-
ings are unable to link to a computer
to screen incoming travelers” (National
Post, April 11).

In the crowded UK, where the popula-
tion is roughly 6o million, an estimated
500,000 workers are thought to be ille-
gal. If spouses, dependents and those not
working are added, the “illegal” popula-
tion is close to 1 million and climbing.

Governments are polarized over the
issue. In America, some yearn to liber-
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alize immigration laws. Others assert
that uncontrolled immigration has bur-
geoned into a huge disaster that is rapidly
getting worse.

The debate in England over immigra-
tion and multiculturalism has taken on
extra meaning since London’s terrorist
bombings in July. In a few states in the
U.S,, illegal immigration has become so
prevalent and its negative effects so dire
that the state government has declared
certain counties to be in a “state of emer-
gency”—a protocol generally used in the
wake of hurricanes, floods, mass riots or
other catastrophes.

In this globalized world, immigration
has become a global quandary.

This issue is a two-edged sword. What
was once seen as a blessing to many na-
tions has become a terrible curse with
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seemingly unsolvable repercussions. Too
few understand the crux of this complex
problem.

Two areas affected by immigration
cause particular concern: the economy
and crime.

Economic Impact

The hard work and perseverance of
America’s early immigrants did much
to help the U.S. become the richest and
most powerful nation in the world. By
1869, in no small part thanks to the in-
dustrious nature of its immigrant popu-
lation, America had attained the highest
per-capita income in the world. That
phenomenal wealth, together with a bur-
geoning population, created the world’s
first consumer-driven economy.

Buteconomic tragedy struck. The stock
market crash of 1929 gutted the American
economy and thrust the nation into un-
precedented hardship. It was in the midst
of this economic depression that Ameri-
can politicians laid the foundation for a
welfare state. From this time forward, the
American government became the crutch
on which needy citizens could lean.

Concurrent with the rising popularity
of the federal welfare programs was the
burgeoning of immigration. Immigrants
began streaming into America, where
many of the poorest and least educated
were no longer required to subscribe to
the traditional American work ethic and
instead could rely on the federal govern-
ment to take care of them. Similar prob-
lems occurred in Britain, Canada, New
Zealand and Australia.

This trend continues today, and the
economic impact of immigrants on the
federal government is phenomenal. Im-
migration analyst Norman Matloff stat-
ed, “The reason for this increased reliance
on welfare is that for many immigrant
groups, welfare in recent years has lost its
stigma and has instead become a magnet,
drawing them to the United States. As one
Chinese senior in Oakland puts it, a com-
mon point of view is mh hou sit dai, Can-
tonese for ‘Don’t miss this great oppor-
tunity’” (Sacramento Bee, Dec. 14, 1994).
Matloff cited census data showing that,
for example, 55 percent of the Chinese se-
niors who immigrated to California from
1980 to 1987 were on welfare by 1990.

In the era of Big Government, bur-
dening the middle class and the rich
with heavy taxes and giving handouts
to an increasing number of poor depen-
dents is heightening the ethnic strife and
racial stereotypes. In this respect, even

legal immigrants are placing an increas-
ing burden on the U.S. economy. When
we factor in the economic cost of illegal
immigrants, the picture grows increas-
ingly dire. Illegal and legal immigration
is costing America billions.

The Center for Immigration Studies
(c1s) estimated the total impact of ille-
gal immigration on the federal budget:
“[Wlhen all taxes paid (direct and indi-
rect) and all costs are considered, illegal
households created a net fiscal deficit at
the federal level of more than $10 billion
in 2002. We also estimate that, if there
was an amnesty for illegal aliens, the net
fiscal deficit would grow to nearly $29
billion” (“The High Cost of Cheap La-
bor,” August 2004).

No state has been more impacted fi-
nancially by both illegal and legal im-
migration than California. “Analysis
of the latest census data indicates that
California’s illegal immigrant popula-
tion is costing the state’s taxpayers more
than s10.5 billion per year for education,
medical care and incarceration. Even if
the estimated tax contributions of illegal
immigrant workers are subtracted, net
outlays still amount to nearly $9 billion
per year. The annual fiscal burden from
those three areas of state expenditures
amounts to about $1,183 per household
headed by a native-born resident” (Fed-
eration for American Immigration Re-
form, “The Costs of Illegal Immigration
to Californians,” November 2004).

The economic costs associated with
immigration are hitting the UK as well.
The influx of immigrants has profoundly
cost the government. The budget of the
Immigration and Nationality Department
of the Home Office in the fiscal year of
1998-1999 was £300 million; by 2003-2004
that amount had risen to £1.9 billion—a
jaw-dropping increase of 633 percent.

Many of these immigrants are asylum
seekers. More people apply for asylum
in Britain than in any other EU country.
Why? Because it’s easier to enter, remain
and claim asylum status there compared
to other EU countries like Germany or
France. Anyone can claim asylum upon
arriving in the UK and cannot be ex-
pelled until his claim is rejected and
he has exhausted any right of appeal.
“Meanwhile, the claimant is entitled to
free accommodation, emergency health
care, children’s education, a cash allow-
ance and free legal aid” (www.migra-
tionwatch.org, February 2005).

Families that are denied asylum “con-
tinue to receive benefits worth an average
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of £15,000 a year tax-free” (ibid., Janu-
ary 2004). Britain’s shadow immigration
minister admitted to the presence of over
250,000 failed asylum seekers in the UK
(Express, May 18).

An added economic consequence of
immigration is the bleeding of cash from
host countries. Upon locating work in
their host nation, many immigrants (le-
gal or illegal) send a portion of their pay-
checks back home to their families. In
the U.S,, for example, Mexicans will send
home $20 billion this year alone, accord-
ing to projections by Mexico’s Central
Bank. This flood of cash will probably be
the largest source of foreign exchange in
Mexico. The cash from Mexicans work-
ing in the U.S. is a driving force behind
Mexico’s economy: It amounts to the
equivalent of 2 percent of its gross do-
mestic product. No wonder the Mexican
government has done little to curb the
flow of illegal immigrants into the U.S.
and, in many documented cases, has ac-
tually condoned their illegal entry.

In 2004, India received $17.5 billion in
the same manner. China, Pakistan and the
Philippines also receive substantial wads
in remittance. For these nations, illegal
immigration is paying off quite nicely.

Crime
Heather Mac Donald, in an article titled
“The Illegal Alien Crime Wave,” wrote,
“Some of the most violent criminals at
large today are illegal aliens. Yet in cities
where the crime committed by aliens is
highest, the police cannot use the most
obvious tool to apprehend them: their
immigration status” (City Journal, Win-
ter 2004; emphasis ours throughout).
Mac Donald highlighted Los Angeles as
an example: The city is home to numer-
ous gangs, many of which are comprised
of illegal immigrants from around the
world—particularly Asia, Latin America
and South America. Alone and often
without money or a place to live, illegal
immigrants in big cities are prone to
joining gangs in order to acquire food
and shelter. Feeling secure among people
of his own race or status (illegal), the new
immigrant oftentimes embraces the gang
as a surrogate family, and crime becomes
his new occupation.

Mac Donald highlighted the follow-
ing examples:

In Los Angeles, 95 percent of all out-
standing warrants for homicide (which total
1,200 to 1,500) target illegal aliens. Up to two
thirds of all fugitive felony warrants (17,000)
are for illegal aliens.
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A California Department of Justice study
reported in 1995 that 60 percent of the
20,000-strong 18th Street Gang in Southern
California was illegal; police officers said the
proportion was actually much greater. The
bloody gang collaborated with the Mexican
Mafia—the dominant force in California pris-
ons—on complex drug-distribution schemes,
extortion and drive-by assassinations, and
committed an assault or robbery every day in
L.A. County. The gang had grown dramatically
over the previous two decades by recruiting re-
cently arrived youngsters, most of them illegal,
from Central America and Mexico.

The leadership of the Columbia Lil’ Cycos
gang, which uses murder and racketeering
to control the drug market around L.A.’s Mac-
Arthur Park, was about 60 percent illegal in
2002. A Mexican Mafia member and an illegal
alien controlled the gang from prison while
serving time for felonious reentry following
deportation.

Referring to another L.A. gang, Mac
Donald stated, “[D]ozens of members of
a ruthless Salvadoran prison gang have
[sneaked] back into town after having
been deported for such crimes as murder,
assault with a deadly weapon and drug
trafficking. Police officers know who they

are and know that their mere presence in
the country is a felony. Yet should a cop
arrest an illegal for felonious reentry, it is
he who will be treated as a criminal for
violating the LaPD’s [Los Angeles Police
Department’s] rule against enforcing im-
migration law.

“The LAPD’s ban on immigration en-
forcement mirrors bans in immigrant-
saturated cities around the country, from
New York and Chicago to San Diego,
Austin and Houston. These ‘sanctuary
policies’ generally prohibit city employees,
including the cops, from reporting immi-
gration violations to federal authorities.”

Making matters worse than the fact
that illegal immigration contributes to
high crime rates in many of America’s
larger cities is the reality that many of
the illegal immigrants committing the
crimes are protected by misguided poli-
cies set up by city and state governments.

“[Sanctuary] laws testify to the sheer
political power of immigrant lobbies,
a power so irresistible that police offi-
cials shrink from even mentioning the
illegal alien crime wave. ‘We can’t even
talk about it says a frustrated LAPD
captain. ‘People are afraid of a backlash
from Hispanics.” Another LAPD com-

When Is [llegal Legal?

hough it is increasingly easy for illegal immigrants to become legal by simply
“laying low,” the attempt is now underway to remove the term “illegal” from any
person of foreign birth who skirts the law to enter the United States.

In June last year, the Center for Immigration Studies (CIS) reported on this
trend in California. “Hispanic advocates have successfully pushed the idea that to distinguish
between a legal and illegal resident is an act of irrational bigotry, not a consequence of the
law,” the report read. “‘These are hate, wedge issues, cried Dolores Huerta, a regent of the
University of California, as the California State Senate repealed a recently enacted law giving
driver’s licenses to illegal aliens. In signing the ill-fated law, former California Governor Gray
Davis had explicitly renounced any distinction between illegal and legal immigrants.”

In that CIS backgrounder, Rep. Luis Gutierrez (D-IIl.) was quoted as saying, “‘Amnesty—
there’s an implication that somehow you did something wrong and you need to be forgiven.’
It’s the border that is illegal, not the crossing of it without permission. ‘No person is illegal.”

These politicians would brand anyone calling for immigration controls as a racist.

The CIS article continued to show that in 13 states, illegal aliens can get driver’s li-
censes. Many states grant them college tuition and scholarships. “One hundred banks,
over 800 law enforcement agencies, and dozens of cities accept an identification card
created by Mexico to credential illegal Mexican aliens in the United States” (ibid.).

When is illegal not illegal? The answer is, when those in government treat them both
the same, and the standing laws of the land are not enforced.

In its conclusion, the CIS report stated, “Advocates for amnesty argue that it is the
only solution to the illegal alien crisis, because enforcement clearly has not worked. They
are wrong in their key assumption: Enforcement has never been tried. Amnesty, however,
has been tried—in both an industrial-strength version in 1986, and in more limited doses
ever since—and it was a clear failure. Before we proceed again to the ultimate suspen-
sion of the nation’s self-definition, it is long past time to make immigration law a reality,

not a charade.”
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mander in a predominantly Hispanic,
gang-infested district sighs: T would get
a firestorm of criticism if I talked about
[enforcing the immigration law against
illegals].” Neither captain would speak
for attribution” (ibid.).

James R. Edwards, an author who
specializes in immigration, stated, “The
impact [of illegal immigration] is seen
particularly in crime: Record-high auto
thefts in Arizona, drug trafficking in Salt
Lake City, human smuggling rings in Los
Angeles, D.C. sniper Lee Malvo, money
laundering, prostitution, gang murders,
and even slavery” (The Claremont Insti-
tute, Nov. 22, 2004). The evidence proves
thatillegal immigrants are a driving force
behind high crime rates in many Ameri-
can cities, particularly those close to the
southern border.

Reflecting the impact illegal immi-
grants are having on America’s crime
statistics is the impact they are having on
the U.S. prison system. America’s prisons
are chock-full of illegal immigrants. The
facts and figures are stunning.

“In 2002, nearly 29 percent, or 39,000
inmates, in the federal prison system
were non-citizens. Based on prior re-
search, we estimated that 59 percent of
this total are illegal aliens. This trans-
lates into 17 percent of the federal prison
population, and thus 17 percent of the
$4.1 billion prison budget can be attrib-
uted to illegal alien households” (cr1s, op.
cit.). The fact that 17 percent of America’s
prisoners are illegal immigrants demon-
strates the vast extent of their involve-
ment in crime and criminal activities.

In Britain, illegal immigrants simi-
larly contribute to crime. The large
numbers of illegal immigrants seeking
to work in the UK give rise to organized
criminals who recruit and supply cheap
labor foragricultural, catering, construc-
tion, food processing and manufactur-
ing job markets. The majority of illegal
immigrants entering the UK would not
be able to do so without forged or stolen
travel documents, transportation ac-
cess, fraudulent sponsorship and other
benefits provided by these crooks.

“Serious and organized criminals in-
volved in both smuggling and traffick-
ing make extensive use of bribery and
corruption to support their activities.
They exploit border guards, police and
customs officers, and a range of political
and official contacts in order to operate
unhindered. They also collude with pro-
fessionals who can assist them, including
those in the legal profession” (National



Criminal Intelligence Service report,
2003). Some illegal immigrants work for
months or years to pay off the fee that
these criminals charge.

Evidence also shows that illegal immi-
grants are used by organized criminals in
drug trafficking, vehicle theft and even
aggressive begging and pick-pocketing
(especially in bigger cities like London)
in order to obtain credit cards that can be
used for further criminal activity.

Some believe immigration restric-
tions would not help solve crime prob-
lems and that the focus rather needs to
be on dealing with the crime itself. They
argue that crime is an inherent part of
any society. While this argument has
some validity because it recognizes that
crime will exist as long as human nature
remains unchanged, it is flawed.

Consider the gang situation in Cali-
fornia. If every illegal immigrant was
deported out of California and if ille-
gals were prevented from coming in and
joining gangs, would gang-related crim-
inal activity stop? No. But would it drop?
Yes—and probably quite dramatically.

While prevention of illegal immigra-
tion wouldn’t cure our crime problems,
it would definitely reduce the number of
crimes occurring in many of our larger
cities, particularly those closer to our
borders.

Because our enforcement agencies
are handcuffed by lack of resources, as
well as bureaucracy and political cor-
rectness, criminal activity conducted by
illegal immigrants will only grow worse.
Our cities will increasingly be robbed of
peace and safety.

Terrorists in Our Midst

The economic and criminal impact of
poorly managed immigration is hijack-
ing the economies and largely peaceful
societies of the U.S., Australia, Britain
and Canada. Uncontrolled immigra-
tion, however, presents an even more
sobering threat.

“After decades of attempting to dam
the flow of Mexican immigrants cross-
ing into the United States illegally, fed-
eral agents say a new crisis is emerging
along the southern border, and they are
helpless to stop it. Non-Mexicans are
spilling over the border in record num-
bers—some from countries with terrorist
ties—and most are set free soon after be-
ing captured” (Christian Science Monitor,
July 26). America’s porous borders have
become an attractive option for terror-
ists seeking entry into the nation.

LONDON

B At least 85 percent of those
seeking asylum in England live in
London.

m About 70 percent of England’s net
international migration is to Lon-
don. A net 100,000 immigrants per
year arrive in this city, while about
the same number of existing Lon-
don residents move to other parts
of the United Kingdom.

B Ininner London, 55 percent of all
births are to foreign-born mothers.

® Almost 30 percent of London’s
population is made up of ethnic
minorities.

H Children in London schools speak

more than 300 languages.

“Already this year the number of
non-Mexican apprehensions has far
outpaced last year’s total in just eight
months” (ibid.). Illegal immigrants from
nations other than Mexico are flooding
into America at an unprecedented rate.

“Other than Mexicans” (0TMs) must
be returned to their country of origin.
Officials cannot just send them back
across the southern border, as they do
most Mexicans. U.S. law dictates that
they be detained in the U.S. pending
a deportation hearing. “The problem
is, immigration detention centers are
packed, so most oTMs are given a court
summons and told to return in three
months. A full 85 percent don’t” (ibid.).

According to the U.S. Border Patrol,
465,000 OTMs have exploited this “catch
and release” program and settled illegally
in the United States. The Christian Science
Monitor quoted T.J. Bonner, president of
the National Border Patrol Council: “It’s
an insane policy which encourages oT™ms
to come into the country illegally, and we
shouldn’t be shocked that they are com-
ing in record numbers.” While most oT™ms
come from Central and South America,
more than 600 of them entered the U.S.
in 2004 from “countries of concern”—
countries that support terrorists.

There is no mistaking the fact that
weak immigration policies and practic-
es are contributing to the economic and
societal destruction of America, Britain
and Canada. Combine these facts with
the probability that terrorists are pen-

etrating our porous borders and setting
up camp, and we should easily recognize
the severity of the immigration issue.
This is a serious problem. National se-
curity is on the line.

The solution lies beyond politics. The
curses immigration has thrust upon the
Western world were prophesied in the
Bible. The reasons behind the failure of
our immigration practices are spiritual.

In our book The United States and
Britain in Prophecy (free to Trumpet
readers upon request), we explain that
the nations of America, Canada, Aus-
tralia, New Zealand and the UK com-
prise the peoples of biblical Israel. This
is important to understand, because the
Bible has specific prophecies concerning
these nations. One of those prophecies
discusses the problem that these nations
would have with immigration.

God gave a dire warning to the Israel-
ite peoples concerning immigrants from
other cultures (the Bible uses the word
strangers). He said that if the children of
Israel were to rebel against His laws—to
turn away from His commandments and
embrace the practices of the heathen—
they would suffer terribly (Deuteronomy
28:15-19). The curses included this proph-
ecy: “The stranger that is within thee shall
get up above thee very high; and thou
shalt come down very low. He shall lend
to thee, and thou shalt not lend to him:
he shall be the head, and thou shalt be
the tail. Moreover all these curses shall
come upon thee, and shall pursue thee,
and overtake thee, till thou be destroyed;
because thou hearkenedst not unto the
voice of the Lord thy God, to keep his
commandments and his statutes which
he commanded thee: And they shall be
upon thee for a sign and for a wonder, and
upon thy seed for ever” (verses 43-46).

The imminent fulfillment of the
stranger rising up in great numbers and
overwhelming the Israelitish people is a
sign of God’s curses being poured out
on these nations. Lax immigration poli-
cies and weak borders are playing an
instrumental role in the fulfillment of
Bible prophecy. God is cursing the na-
tions of biblical Israel for their failure to
hold fast to His laws. God is humbling
us—imploring us to turn to Him.

Unless the people of Israel repent,
“strangers” will continue to pourthrough
their ports of entry and get above them
until they lose the inheritance afforded
them by Almighty God. IT 1S PROPHETIC
FULFILLMENT. IT IS HAPPENING EVEN AS
YOU READ THIS MAGAZINE.
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Proud to Be an
American?

BY RYAN MALONE
HAT DOES IT MEAN TO
be “American”? Do im-
migrants strengthen or
weaken the broad sense of
national identity?

Few questions would elicit a more di-
verse and emotionally charged range of
opinions than this one.

Whatever our opinion on the subject,
we must acknowledge that, in fundamen-
tal ways, the American identity has bro-
ken loose from its historical moorings. In
its infancy, the national identity included
a specific religious-moral belief system
and a particular political ideology. Its
central elements included, in the words
of Samuel P. Huntington in his book
Who Are We?, “the Christian religion,
Protestant values and moralism, a work
ethic, the English language, British tradi-
tions of law, justice and the limits of gov-
ernment power, and a legacy of European
art, literature, philosophy and music.”

A distinction must be made. Amer-
ica as we know it today was conceived
through settlement, NoT immigration. We
must distinguish between migration of
settlers—or colonizers—and immigration
that occurs once a country is established.
Settlers leave one society to create a new
community in a new and often distant
place. Settlers, “imbued with a sense of
collective purpose ... have a decisive and
lasting impact on the culture and institu-
tions of that society” (ibid.). Immigrants,
by contrast, move from one society to an-
other, rather than creating a new society.

Culture, as Huntington defines it,
refers to “a people’s language, religious
beliefs, social and political values, as-
sumptions as to what is right and wrong,
appropriate and inappropriate, and to
the objective institutions and behavioral
patterns that reflect these subjective
elements” (ibid.). Unlike skin color or
ethnic heritage, someone’s culture can
change. People can convert to other re-
ligions or systems of values and beliefs.
They can learn new languages.

Initially, this was the basis of U.S. im-
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migration: There existed an American
identity, and people of all creeds and races
could take on that identity. In other words,
they could Americanize.

The Melting Pot

This Americanization process was given
a metaphor in Israel Zangwill’s 1908 play
The Melting Pot. In the play, a youth-
ful Russian-Jewish composer in New
York calls America a pot where everyone
melds together and re-forms. Theodore
Roosevelt, to whom the play was dedi-
cated, called it a “great play”; he agreed
with Zangwill’s concept. He, like presi-
dents before him, welcomed large-scale
immigration into the U.S., as long as
those immigrants became Americans.
“Either a man is an American and noth-
ing else, or he is not an American at all,”
Roosevelt famously proclaimed.

Another U.S. president, John Quincy
Adams, said that for immigrants to suc-
ceed in this land, they had to “cast off
the European skin, never to resume it.”

Until the 1960s, that is largely what
immigrants did.

The height of immigrant assimilation
occurred between about 1870 and 1920.
Almost every city with a large immi-
grant population had Americanization
programs through local schools and
businesses.

The heart of the Americanization
process revolved around LANGUAGE.
The idea that language is an identifier of
nationality can be seen in Genesis 10:31-
32 and Genesis 11:7-9, where God divided
the nations by separating their languag-
es. Unable to communicate, humankind
split along linguistic lines.

Though during America’s assimila-
tion years immigrants came from various
language backgrounds, they underwent a
vigorous education to learn the American
tongue. Contrast that with Congress’s
1975 amendment to the Voting Rights Act
that introduced bilingual ballots in cer-
tain districts. Or San Francisco’s 1980 tri-
lingual voter pamphlets, ballots and reg-
istration forms (in Spanish, Chinese and
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English). In 2002, some 335 jurisdictions
in 30 states had to provide electoral ser-
vices in non-English languages; 220 were
required to do so in Spanish. Huntington
shows that this service is also often pro-
vided for very small language minorities:
“In 1994, for example, Los Angeles Coun-
ty spent over $67,000 on voting services
for 692 Tagalog speakers.”

Immigration Education

Another central part of the American-
ization process was the public school
system. That has also changed dramati-
cally since the early 20th century.

In 1974, the U.S. Supreme Court de-
termined that schools could not “simply
provide non-English-speaking school-
children with the same instruction as
English speakers and instead must pro-
vide some remedy to compensate for this
deficiency in their knowledge” (ibid.).

Soon bilingual education came into
vogue. And before long, as Huntington
points out, it evolved from a transitional
step—a way to help children learn Eng-
lish—into “an emblem of cultural pride.”

The assimilation that schools once
provided American immigrants no
longer exists. Even the extent to which
young people view themselves as Ameri-
can is declining. One study during the
1990s at a San Diego school showed that,
of schoolchildren born to at least one
immigrant, the proportion identifying
themselves as “American” after three
years of high school dropped by half.
Even the proportion identifying them-
selves as hyphenated Americans (e.g.
Mexican-American) fell 30 percent. But
the amount identifying themselves with
another nationality (e.g. Mexican) in-
creased 52 percent (“Children of Immi-
grants: Health, Adjustment, and Public
Assistance,” 1999). The public school sys-
tem actually diminished these students’
sense of national belonging!

Looking at a brief history of educa-
tion since the mid-2o0th century, we can
see why American students have come
to this point.



During the 1960s—a time of civil strife
and moral erosion—came a dramatic rise
in immigration. It represented a chang-
ing ethnic mix: For the first time, most
immigrants were coming from non-Eu-
ropean regions, and not because they
wanted to “be Americans.”

Meanwhile, educators became bent
on cracking the melting-pot ideal and re-
placing it with multiculturalism. Though
parts of this doctrine seemed laudable—
celebrating the diversity and good in
other cultures and learning from those
attributes—its implementation nurtured
a kind of contempt for traditional ele-
ments of American identity. Not only
did “equal treatment” of other cultures
come at the expense of teaching Ameri-
can values and culture, it even did away
with teaching simple facts about Ameri-
can history. Consider: By the mid-1990s,
students could graduate from 78 percent
of American colleges without taking one
course in the history of Western civiliza-
tion. Not one of the top 50 colleges and
universities required a course in Ameri-
can history. And 9o percent of Ivy League
students, as polled in the early 1990s,
could identify Rosa Parks while only 25
percent could identify the author of the
phrase “government of the people, by the
people and for the people.”

“Multiculturalism is in its essence
anti-European civilization,” Huntington
opines. The more disturbing agenda of
multiculturalists was not necessarily to
teach about diverse cultures the world
over, but to study only those cultures
deemed once oppressed by the Europe-
an-American cultures. It thus became a
disparagement of the “evil white race.”

Multiculturalists look forward to a
time when America “may never again
be culturally ‘united,” if ‘united” means
‘unified’ in beliefs and practices” (Betty
Jean Craige, American Patriotism in a
Global Society).

Multiculturalists are getting their
wish: Never before has America been so
divided.

Disunity and Disaster

Modern education says Americaniza-
tion is un-American—that it implies
differing cultures are inferior—when,
in the past, all it meant was uniting the
people of the land under one moral sys-
tem and creed.

Education isn’t completely to blame.
Many immigrants now enter America
with no intention to become Ameri-
can. Because many of them are Latin

American, a large number come to join
a separate Latino culture existing within
the nation. The rising growth and influ-
ence of this group in the U.S. has driven
some Hispanics to advocate two goals,
explained by Huntington: “The first is
to prevent the assimilation of Hispan-
ics into America’s Anglo-Protestant so-
ciety and culture, and instead create a
large, autonomous, permanent, Spanish-
speaking, social and cultural Hispanic
community on American soil”; the sec-
ond goal stems from the first and seeks
to “transform America as a whole into a
bilingual, bicultural society” (ibid.).

These goals, if realized, guarantee
disunity and disaster!

As the Prophet Amos asked, “Can two
walk together, except they be agreed?”

American politics is already riddled
with division; consider the state of poli-
tics should the nation form into two sep-
arate cultural camps!

gions, languages and loyalties. The more
each of these groups puts its own identity
and loyalty above the national identity,
the weaker becomes the moral and politi-
cal fabric of society.

Ethnic hatred, racial strife and re-
ligious divisions are destined to grow
more fierce. The 1992 race riots in Los
Angeles, Calif., and Christian-Muslim
clashes recurring in Dearborn, Mich.,
are only precursors to what is coming.

These tensions will also explode on
the world scene and spark a cultural
clash unlike any in humanity’s history.

The End of Immigration Troubles!

Thankfully, however, we are not far from
the time when these massive problems
will be solved—when Jesus Christ returns
to save mankind from self-annihilation
and usher in a world where immigra-
tion troubles will cease to exist. They will
not be solved through man’s melting-pot

Incorrect immigration practices are deepening the
racial and cultural divisions within America today.

One of Abraham Lincoln’s most fa-
mous statements—actually quoting Je-
sus Christ—was that a house, or nation,
divided against itself cannot stand. The
division America faced in Lincoln’s day
involved the lamentable mistreatment of
the “strangers” within its gates—some-
thing God’s Word expressly forbids. But
a century later, the cause for division had
become the crusade to preserve immi-
grants’ cultural uniqueness by not assimi-
lating. And this more recent problem has
come to not only threaten American iden-
tity—but even to threaten internal PEACE
AND STABILITY. Incorrect immigration
practices are deepening the racial and
cultural divisions within America today.

Theodore Roosevelt knew of these dan-
gers. Years after the premiere of The Melt-
ing Pot, aware of the potential for ethnic
strife in such a diverse land, he warned:
“The one absolutely certain way of bring-
ing this nation to ruin, of preventing all
possibility of its continuing to be a nation
at all, would be to permit it to become a
tangle of squabbling nationalities, an in-
tricate knot of German-Americans, Irish-
Americans, English-Americans, French-
Americans, Scandinavian-Americans, or
Italian-Americans, each preserving its
separate nationality.”

Roosevelt’s fears are in danger of being
realized. America has become a complex
patchwork quilt of races, ethnicities, reli-
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metaphors or his versions of multicultur-
alism. They will be solved by the direct
supernatural help of our great Creator.

Note how this new world will operate:

Debates over language will be ob-
solete because all will speak ONE PURE
LANGUAGE (Zephaniah 3:9).

Morally and religiously, all will sub-
scribe to ONE belief system—one perfect
way of life based on God’s law (Isaiah
2:2-3).

There will be no crime, no disease.

Gone will be the desire to leave one’s
own land for one with more opportu-
nity—for every nation will have plenty!
Each man will enjoy the blessing of own-
ing his own plot of land (Micah 4:4).

Relations between nations and eth-
nicities will be characterized by coop-
eration and peace. Cultural diversity
will be celebrated, and the right kind of
multiculturalism will be used to uphold
the strengths of all peoples.

And though there will be no melting
pot on the physical level—but rather an
appreciation of the variety God created
within the diverse cultures—AaLL will be
GoD’s PEOPLE, eventually assimilated
into one spiritual nation.

For more on this subject,
request our free book The
Wonderful World Tomorrow—
What It Will Be Like.




Is the Bible religious myth or accurate history? Some highly educated
people say the Bible’s history cannot be trusted. What do you think?
Here is an important article to help you clarify your thoughts. By DENNIS LEAP

HE BIBLE IS THE ONLY AN-
cient, well-organized and au-
thentic framework in which to
fit all the facts of history. The
Bible does not record all history. In fact,
there are huge gaps in the history con-
tained in the Bible. Yet, without the Bi-
ble and what it reveals from prehistory,
ancient history and prophecy—which is
history written in advance—you cannot
truly understand any history. No world-
ly source can help us as the Bible does!

But what do modern men say about
the Bible? Most agree it is a book for the
religious, but think its history cannot
be trusted.

For centuries, until the so-called Age
of Enlightenment—also known as the
Age of Reason—the Western world ac-
cepted without question the historical
accuracy of the account of the Garden
of Eden, the Flood, the Tower of Babel,
the history of the patriarchs and the Ex-
odus from Egypt. However, in the 17th
and 18th centuries, European intellec-
tuals began to claim that only through
human reason could true knowledge be
obtained. Rather than the Bible, scien-
tific reasoning became the source of au-
thority—the ultimate judge of all truth.
The Bible came under direct attack.

Then in the 19th and early 20th cen-
turies, the theory of evolution—the fa-
ble of a creation without a Creator—and
higher Bible criticism spawned by anti-
Semite German rationalists, came on
the scene and succeeded in completely
removing God and the Bible from the
picture. German Bible critics argued
that the Bible was unhistorical and had
no reliable basis in fact. They stated
that the Bible was merely Jewish fable
and folklore fabricated in the sth and
6th centuries B.c.—in other words, that
most of the Old Testament books were

not contemporary records, but rather
had been written centuries after the
events took place. Many scholars came
to deny the existence of Adam and Eve,
Noah, Abraham, Joseph, Moses, David
and Solomon.

So today, most theologians and min-
isters look askance at the Bible and its
history. The real tragedy is that these
men refuse to study into and teach the
vital lessons taught by these histories.

Foolish Scoffers

The great men of the Bible prophesied
accurately that highly educated men
and women who scoff at God and His
revealed Word would dominate our
world. Although men have sneered at
God in every generation beginning with
Adam, ours was to be the worst. The
Apostle Paul wrote, “Because that, when
they knew God, they glorified him not as
God, neither were thankful; but became
vain in their imaginations, and their
foolish heart was darkened. Professing
themselves to be wise, they became fools
.... And even as they did not like to re-
tain God in their knowledge, God gave
them over to a reprobate mind, to do
those things which are not convenient”
(Romans 1:21-22, 28). Although Paul is
speaking specifically about the earliest
men, we have not changed for the better;
we have grown worse.

Since the 17th and 18th centuries,
men have produced an amazing fund
of knowledge in the industrial and sci-
entific areas. Yet pursuing knowledge
about God has been left out. Our gen-
eration knows less about God and what
God is doing than any prior generation.
Modern leaders in education, science
and industry have created a science-cen-
tric world. They have pushed religion
into the outer fringes of our civilization.

Oursis not areligious age—though some
may think it to be so. Paul saw into our
day and said that end-time religion has
“a form of godliness,” but that men deny
its power (2 Timothy 3:5). Most of the
world’s educated believe that mankind
has outgrown the need for God. God has
been made to seem powerless. This fact
should alarm us. It is time we turn back
to the all-powerful God.

Many believe that science will save us
from our problems. Why can’t we recog-
nize that science is about to destroy us?
Soon the need for God will come crash-
ing back upon us. Then all men will have
to admit that only God can save us.

The Apostle Peter wrote, “Knowing
this first, that there shall come in the
last days scoffers, walking after their
own lusts .... For this they willingly are
ignorant of, that by the word of God
the heavens were of old, and the earth
standing out of the water and in the wa-
ter: Whereby the world that then was,
being overflowed with water, perished”
(2 Peter 3:3, 5-6). Peter states clearly that
one of the hallmarks of our day is a will-
ing ignorance of God. The truth is, men
could know much more about God but
choose not to. What does this mean? Pe-
ter warns that willing ignorance of God,
along with a great expansion in all other
fields of knowledge, is the cause of the
soon-coming, final global disaster (verse
7). Mankind, assuming self-rule without
God, will bring itself to the brink of an-
nihilation. Thankfully, God promises to
intervene and stop our self-destruction.

Here are some perfect examples of
what Paul and Peter are talking about.
Bertrand Russell, the late British philoso-
pher and avowed agnostic, wrote this in
his History of Western Philosophy: “The
early history of the Israelites cannot be
confirmed from any source outside of
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the Old Testament, and it is impossible to
know at what point it ceases to be purely
legendary.” Mr. Russell dismisses the Bi-
ble as unreliable legend in just a few sen-
tences. Even though first printed in 1945,
his book is still widely read by university
students and is considered one of the best
books of its kind. Young, bright minds
have been and still are being prejudiced
against the Bible, the foundation of true
knowledge. Historian R.G. Collingwood,
in his book The Idea of History (printed
posthumously in 1946), tagged the Bible
as “theocratic history and myth.”

Most scholars
lower the Bible to
the level of Hom-
er—mythology
in poetic form.
Unfortunately,
many Bible schol-
ars, ministers
and theologians
agree. Yet, there
are mountains of
evidence to prove
otherwise.

The Bible is a
book of accurate
history. Con-
trary to what Mr.
Russell had to
say, there is evi-
dence outside the
Bible that proves
the reality of its
history. However,
we hear very little about this evidence.

New Science: Archaeology

Most scholars have been ignoring perti-
nent facts. The willing (and sometimes
willful) ignoring of the truth has been
happening for decades. Even while Rus-
sell and Collingwood were writing their
books, other scholars were unearthing
spectacular discoveries that cast a bright
light on the truth of the biblical record.
Even prior to the mid-20th century, the
new science of archaeology—the dig-
ging-up and study of the remains of
man’s bygone years—caused an earth-
quake within the anti-God scholarship
of the critics. The facts are amazing.

As a science, archaeology has ex-
panded to include the study of all cul-
tures. However, at its earliest stage of
development, the infant science was
concerned most with ancient civiliza-
tions. For centuries, robbers, religious
pilgrims, even Napoleon had unearthed

and carried away multiple thousands of
ancient artifacts from sites throughout
the Near East and Egypt. It was dur-
ing Napoleon’s military expedition in
Egypt in 1799 that the vitally important
Rosetta stone was dug up.

Yet, it was not until the end of the
19th century that a systematic study and
evaluation of the Near East began. This
geographic region is known as the Fer-
tile Crescent. Egyptologist James Henry
Breasted first used the term “Fertile
Crescent” to describe the lush, well-wa-
tered, crescent-shaped geographic region

e b ¥ N A
A SR LR, e Sy R i

Detail of the Behistun rock, a carving containing inscriptions in three ancient languages.

starting at the Persian Gulf moving up
the Tigris-Euphrates valley, then west-
ward over Syria and southward along
the Mediterranean Sea through Pales-
tine. The productive Nile valley is often
included within the boundaries of the
crescent. It is in this geographic region
that the lands and peoples of the Old
Testament history are located. For near-
ly two centuries, the Fertile Crescent has
been the focus of intense archaeological
scrutiny. Even Herbert W. Armstrong
supported critically important digs in
Jerusalem by sending Ambassador Col-
lege students there as workers.

There should be strong public interest
in the archaeological findings of this re-
gion. Although at one time archaeologi-
cal findings did spark sharp interest by
both secular and religious scholars, much
is now forgotten or goes unnoticed.

Archaeology has confirmed without
question the historical accuracy of the
Bible.

Gainsaying Not Stopped

The scholars’ main attack on Bible his-
tory in the early 20th century was that
no secular records existed to provide
evidence of the Flood, the Exodus, or
the lives of David and Solomon. Many
claimed that Moses could never have
written the first five books of the Bible,
since writing had not been invented at
that time. But when the curious, ener-
getic men and women dug up the past,
these commonly held ideas were proved
to be without foundation.

Modern archaeology has challenged
the world of educa-
tion to admit that
the Bible is factual.
Solid, documented
evidence outside the
Bible record con-
firms events and
persons that were at
one time considered
to be suspect or plain
false.

Still, some people
work tirelessly to
discredit the Bible
as a God-inspired
record of critically
important  history.
Some have stub-
bornly overlooked
overwhelming evi-
dence. Others have
purposely  misin-
terpreted the facts
to hold on to pet theories. Are we sur-
prised? Not really. Why?

The Bible has the answer. No man
of himself can accept or submit to
the authoritative Word of God. Paul
wrote: “Because the carnal mind is en-
mity against God: for it is not subject
to the law of God, neither indeed can
be” (Romans 8:7). Men have been suc-
cessful in getting rid of God and His
great authority (though in reality, God
is very much present). They don’t want
Him back! To admit that the Bible is
accurate historically would mean ac-
cepting that God does exist—and that
His Word holds authority over the lives
of all men. The brightest minds know
that if the Bible is exact in its history,
then its commands are in full force.
You cannot separate Bible history from
Bible law! The entire Bible is true, or it
is false. It cannot be both.

Let’s be plain: You can rely on the
historical accuracy of the Bible.
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Behistun Rock Deciphered

Let’s look at several of the more impor-
tantarchaeological finds that confirm Bi-
ble history. Not all of these artifacts have
been as publicized as some of the more
spectacular ones like the Rosetta stone or
the tomb of King Tut of ancient Egypt,
yet they are momentous in regards to the
evaluation of the Bible chronicle.

The deciphering of the Behistun in-
scription in the 19th century was one of
the most remarkable archaeological ad-
vancements and the most vital to
understanding ancient writings
uncovered in the Fertile Crescent.
The discovery opened the door
for archeology to further confirm
the Bible’s historical accuracy.

The inscription, like a bill-
board about the size of half a
football field, is situated on a cliff
about 300 feet above the base of a
mountain in the Zagros Moun-
tains of western Iran. The site lies
along the road that connected the
ancient capitals of kingdoms of
Babylonia and Media: Babylon
and Ecbatana. The inscription
dates back to 516 B.c. and is an ac-
count of Darius I's assumption of
the Persian throne (521-486 B.C.).
This account was written in cu-
neiform in three languages (Baby-
lonian, Elamite and Old Persian).
In 1835, Sir Henry C. Rawlinson
copied and began to decipher the
text, finishing the Persian transla-
tion in 1846. He and other schol-
ars were soon able to translate the
Babylonian and Elamite portions.

Many ancient cultures in the Middle
East used cuneiform, but these works
were a mystery until the trilingual Be-
histun inscription was deciphered—the
discovery made possible the translation
of other cuneiform writings.

The Behistun breakthrough led to
others, including the translation of
22,000 tablets at the ruins of Nineveh,
Shalmaneser’s Black Obelisk, Shen-
nacherib’s Prism, and the epic poems
of Gilgamesh and Enuma Elish. (These
poems contain accounts of the Flood,
creation and the tower of Babel that
closely parallel the Bible.)

The Fabled Hittites

Bible critics had long sneered at refer-
ences in the Bible to a people called
the Hittites (Genesis 15:20; Exodus 3:8,
17; Numbers 13:29; Joshua 1:4; Judges

1:26 and elsewhere). Their opinion was
that the Hittites were simply one of the
many mythical peoples made up by Bi-
ble writers. Some critics said they may
have been a small and unimportant
tribe. But the critics were off the beam!

Toward the end of the 19th century,
Hittite monuments were uncovered at
Carchemish on the Euphrates River in
Syria, proving the Bible right. Later, in
1906, excavations at Boghazkoy (ancient

Still-flowing water courses through what archeologists
claim remains of the Siloam Pool in East Jerusalem.

in Turkey uncovered thousands of Hit-
tite documents, revealing a wealth of
information about Hittite history and
culture. The centuries-old Hittite rub-
bish showed they were a real and formi-
dable power. They were once one of the
dominant peoples of Asia Minor and the
Near East. They exercised considerable
control south into Syria and Palestine.
The Bible was right all along! Today,
no one questions the existence of the
Hittites. Volumes of books exist on the
history, art, culture and society of the
Hittites. Yet an anti-Bible prejudice still
exists. Scholarly people usually believe
that if it’s in the Bible, it’s wrong. But the
Bible is right and has always been right.
In 1974, Italian archaeologists found
approximately 17,000 cuneiform tablets
and fragments at the site of ancient Ebla
in northern Syria. The inscriptions on
these artifacts date them prior to the

24th century B.c. Noachian Flood. Sim-
ilar finds were uncovered in Egypt and
Mesopotamia. The tablets show that
writing was common centuries before
Moses. The critics can no longer claim
that Moses and his contemporaries were
illiterate or that the Pentateuch was
written by Ezra in the sth century B.c.

No Jewish Captivity?

One of the most ridiculous claims of
the critics has been that the Babylonian
captivity did not take place. This
is on a par with those who believe
the Holocaust of World War 11 did
not happen. The Bible gives spe-
cific details about the captivity of
Judah by the armies of Babylon
early in the 6th century B.c. (I1
Kings 24-25). Scholars have said
it’s all just another Jewish myth.
However, between 1935 and 1938,
important discoveries were made
30 miles southwest of Jerusalem at
a site thought to be ancient Lach-
ish. Lachish was one of the cities
recorded in the Bible as being be-
sieged by the king of Babylon at the
same time as the siege of Jerusalem
(Jeremiah 34:7).

Twenty-onepotteryfragmentsin-
scribed in the ancient Hebrew script
were unearthed in the latest pre-ex-
ilic levels of the site. Called the Lach-
ish Ostraca, they were written dur-
ing the very time of the Babylonian
siege. Some of them are exchanges
between the city’s military com-
mander and an outlying observation
post, vividly picturing the final days of Ju-
dah’s desperate struggle against Babylon!
Since the 1930s, there has been more un-
earthing of Babylonian historical texts
describing the conquest of Jerusalem by
Nebuchadnezzar. The historical fact of
the Babylonian captivity is firmly es-
tablished.

We could discuss literally hundreds
of archaeological finds that corroborate
Bible history. Noah’s Flood, the Exo-
dus, David, Solomon and the kings of
Israel and Jerusalem as described in the
Bible are proven to be historical by non-
biblical sources. If you desire to know
more, go to your local library and do
some self-study. You may be surprised
to find how much information is actu-
ally available to you. Unfortunately,
you will not find this information on
your nightly news. Two books we can
recommend are The Bible as History by
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Werner Keller and On the Reliability of
the Old Testament by K.A. Kitchen.
There are numerous biblically related
artifacts in the British Museum located
in London. They are breathtaking to see.
Even though you may never be able to go
to London, it is possible to log on to the
museum website (www.thebritishmu-
seum.ac.uk) and see pictures of the arti-
facts. Here is a short list of some of the
more important treasures of antiquity:

The Black Obelisk of Shalmaneser Il (858-
824 B.C.) shows Jehu, king of Israel, bowing
before the Assyrian king. This is the only
known picture of an Israelite king.

Tablets from the time of Tiglath-Pileser
(744-727 B.C.) state that he received tribute
from Jehoahaz of Judah. This is the full name
of Ahaz (2 Kings 16:7).

A wonderfully detailed limestone relief
from Sennacherib’s palace at Nineveh shows
the siege of Lachish.

One of the most important is the cylinder
of Nabonidus (555-539 B.C.). He was the last
ruler of the Neo-Babylonian Empire. This stele
proves that his son Belshazzar was co-regent
with him (Daniel 5; 7:1; 8:1). Scholars previ-
ously scoffed at Belshazzar’s existence.

In his book A Survey of Old Testa-
ment Introduction, Gleason Archer Jr.
quotes author John Elder as saying, “It
is not too much to say that it was the
rise of the science of archaeology that
broke the deadlock between the histori-
ans and the ... Christian. Little by little,
one city after another, one civilization
after another, one culture after another
whose memories were enshrined only
in the Bible, were restored to their prop-
er places in ancient history by the stud-
ies of archaeologists .... Contemporary
records of biblical events have been
unearthed and the uniqueness of the
biblical revelation has been emphasized
by contrast and comparison to newly
discovered religions of ancient peoples.
Nowhere has archaeological discovery
refuted the Bible as history” (emphasis
mine). That last statement is the most
important. Archaeology has proven
that the Bible is accurate history!

A Recent Find

The contribution of archaeology to the
Bible record is far from over. In August
this year, an incredible find was un-
earthed in the Old City of Jerusalem.
The event did not make national news.
It should have!

Workers repairing a sewage-pipe
break uncovered the Pool of Siloam in
Old Jerusalem. This pool was a major
gathering site for the Jews. The Pool of
Siloam is central to the account of the
miracle of Christ healing a man blind
from birth (John 9:1-7). Christ put clay on
the man’s eyes and then told him to wash
at the Pool of Siloam. Obeying Christ by
washing in the pool completed the mir-
acle (verse 11). This created an incredible
stir among the Jewish elite of Christ’s
day (verses 14-41). Why? Jesus Christ had
made the clay with His own spit on the
Sabbath day. The Jews considered this
act a breaking of the Sabbath command.
Jealous and insecure, the Pharisees de-
clared that Christ was not of God for
healing the blind man on the Sabbath
(verse 16). A study of the whole chapter
makes plain that the entire incident was
used by God to show the Pharisees how
blind they were to God and what God
was doing on this Earth. Of course, they
failed to learn that lesson.

Why is all this important today?
Here is what the Los Angeles Times re-
ported about this incredible archaeo-
logical find: ““Scholars have said that
there wasn’t a Pool of Siloam and that
John was using a religious conceit’ to
illustrate a point, said New Testament
scholar James H. Charlesworth of the
Princeton Theological Seminary. ‘Now,
we have found the Pool of Siloam ... ex-
actly where John said it was.” A Gospel
that was thought to be ‘pure theology is
now shown to be grounded in history,’
he said” (August 9). Do we get it? The
scholars are wrong—again. The Bible
is accurate—always!

Unfortunately, this archaeological
eventreceived verylittleattention. What
ifithad? Think about what this find tells
us. It not only establishes the historical
accuracy of John’s Gospel, it reinforces
the historicity of Jesus Christ. The find
also establishes that it is God’s desire to
heal mankind of seemingly impossible
health crises. God is very real and very
powerful. Our modern scholars have
their part in making many men, wom-
en and children as spiritually blind as
the Pharisees of Christ’s day.

It’s time for all people to seriously
question Bible critics. It is time for
all Bible critics to stop pointing their
finger at God—to quit casting doubt
on the Bible record and start learning
the true knowledge that will solve all
humanity’s problems.
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God’s Welfare Program
What is God’s view on welfare? Believe it
or not, He commands it.

God gave the Israelites a specific com-
mand regarding welfare: “And the Levite

. and the stranger, and the fatherless,
and the widow, which are within thy
gates, shall come, and shall eat and be
satisfied; that the Lord thy God may bless
thee in all the work of thine hand which
thou doest” (Deuteronomy 14:29). God
does expect us to take care of widows and
orphans; He has special provisions in the
Bible to take care of those who cannot
care for themselves. James 1:27 tells us
that visiting the fatherless and the wid-
ows in their affliction is pure religion.

It may surprise some to learn, though,
that there is no similar provision for the
poor. Rather, God says if an impover-
ished man needs help, we should LEND
him what he needs—without interest: “If
there be among you a poor man of one
of thy brethren ... thou shalt open thine
hand wide unto him, and shalt surely
lend him sufficient for his need, in that
which he wanteth” (Deuteronomy 15:7-
8). God’s way helps the man get back on
his feet as a productive member of soci-
ety. That’s the kind of welfare that ben-
efits everyone involved.

God’s method of welfare is an ex-
pression of outflowing concern for our
fellow man. It provides for those who
cannot provide for themselves—widows
and orphans—and provides a means of
helping people in times of emergency.

If a society were living by God’s laws,
that is how the welfare system would
work—and society would prosper.

God wants us to be prosperous. He
inspired the Apostle John to write: “Be-
loved, I wish above all things that thou
mayest prosper and be in health, even as
thy soul prospereth” (3 John 2).

In order to receive those financial
blessings, though, God expects everyone
to work if they are able: “If anyone will
not work, neither shall he eat” (2 Thes-
salonians 3:10). When we do work dili-
gently and obey God’s financial laws, He
rewards us accordingly—as anyone who
follows God’s laws can attest.

The time when everyone will live the
right way—the way that brings every
kind of blessing—is not very far off!

If you want to learn more about
how to prosper materially

and spiritually, you may find
our free booklet on The Seven
Laws of Success of interest.
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Record Number of Single Moms

Vv

N SEPTEMBER 8, THE
U.S. National Center

for Health Statistics released
its 2003 birth data report,
which for many has been
cause for great celebration.
But, while the director of
the National Campaign to
Prevent Teen Pregnancy
hailed the 33 percent decline
in teen births over the past
12 years as “a huge American
success story” (if you could
call 35 percent of girls in the
U.S. getting pregnant at least
once before age 20 a success),
the 4 percent overall increase
in births to unwed women in
just one year provides a little
more realistic perspective.

Births to unmarried
women in the United States
increased to a record 1.4 mil-
lion in 2003—a staggering
34.6 percent of all births—
also a new record.

An analyst at the Family
Research Council pointed to
the obvious reason for the
higher unwed birthrates be-
ing that unmarried women
are relying too much on
contraceptives rather than
abstinence. But the fact that
teen birthrates (not to be
confused with teen sexual
activity), by contrast, have
declined—itself a reflection
of the increasingly wide-
spread availability of contra-
ception—indicates that it is
more than a matter of inef-
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fective use of contraceptives.

The fact is, more and
more women are simply
choosing to reproduce out
of wedlock. No longer is
the stigma attached to il-
legitimacy. Gone are the
days when the preferred
family model was a husband
and wife with children. A
Time/cNN poll taken some
years ago found that fully
61 percent of single women
ages 18 to 49 said they would
consider rearing a child on
their own. More and more
women are choosing either
to be single parents or to
just not get married, rather
opting for the more flexible
“family” arrangement of just
living together.

As people do what seems
right to them, the wellbe-
ing of future generations is
ignored. The lifestyle choices
of today have resulted in
over 3 million children in the
U.S. living with an unmar-
ried parent and the parent’s
cohabiting partner. About 20
million children live in sin-
gle-parent households. And
with 1,415,995 American chil-
dren born to unwed mothers
in 2003, and 1,365,966 the
year before that, these over-
all numbers are certain to
mushroom.

Numerous studies over
the years clearly show that
what God says in His Word

I-IMIAT

is true: To have the best
chance of success in life, a
child needs a stable home
life, with two married, com-
mitted parents. “Honour thy
father and thy mother: that
thy days may be long upon
the land which the Lord thy
God giveth thee” (Exodus
20:12). Ideally, a child needs a
mother and a father who are
honorable in order to fulfill
this commandment and reap
the benefits. Anything less
than that, while the situa-
tion can be made to work if
necessary, is simply less than
the ideal.

The results of children
being raised by single par-
ents or unmarried partners
abound: Children who live
absent their biological fa-
thers are, on average, at least
two to three times more like-
ly to be poor, to use drugs,
to experience educational,
health, emotional and behav-
ioral problems, to be victims
of child abuse and to engage
in criminal behavior than
are their peers who live with

their married parents (www
fatherhood.org). Not to men-
tion that children who grow
up without the example pro-
vided by a stable, two-parent
home have a much greater
chance of perpetuating the
debilitating cycle themselves.

Despite the evident failure
of modern “family” models,
it seems the majority still be-
lieve that marriage isn’t nec-
essary for raising children.
Since 1960, the marriage rate
has plunged 43 percent. Less
than a quarter of U.S. house-
holds are made up of mar-
ried couples with children.

As students of history are
well aware, as goes the fam-
ily, so goes the nation. As
family becomes a broken in-
stitution in Western society,
we cannot expect our nations
to be strong.

For more on just how im-
portant the marriage institu-
tion is—and its overlooked
spiritual purpose—request
Herbert W. Armstrong’s
Why Marriage! Soon
Obsolete?

The Lobbying Industry Boom

FEW INDUSTRIES HAVE
experienced as much
growth as lobbying these
last few years. The number
of registered lobbyists in the
U.S. has doubled to more
than 34,750 since 2000.
Along with that has
come an increase in the
amount of money being
channelled into lobbying by
corporations, labor unions
and interest groups. The
overall spending on federal
lobbying—evidently an
extremely lucrative busi-
ness—has risen 30 percent
to $2.1 billion since 2000,
but that only gives a small
picture of how much mon-
ey is actually spent.
Lobbying regulations
are not tightly enforced.
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According to a study pub-
lished by the Center for
Public Integrity in April, at
least 14,000 disclosure docu-
ments required by law had
not been filed since 1998. And
what is really misleading is
that indirect lobbying is left
out of official calculations.
Countless dollars are spent
by companies to try to profit
from tax breaks, loosened
regulations, and any other
government handouts. Some
companies eagerly watch for
any opportunities to squeeze
more dollars from the gov-
ernment, hiring lobbyists and
lawyers to merely keep up
with any changes in regula-
tions and in Washington.
But let’s not forget the oth-
er side of the coin. Lawmakers
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Squanderville

MERICA IS A NATION
living beyond its

means. Investment guru
Warren Buffet, one of the
world’s richest men, has
taken to calling America
“Squanderville” for the
way Americans have trans-
formed wealth into liability.

Household debt now ex-
ceeds disposable income by
a record amount. From the
early 1980s to the early 1990s,
the personal savings rate
plummeted from 10.4 per-
cent to 6.5 percent. It fell fur-
ther, to 2.2 percent, by 2000
and remained there until
last year, when it dropped to
1.8 percent. As of July 2005,
it is negative. According to
the Bureau of Economic
Analysis, the July personal
savings rate nose-dived to
minus 0.64 percent.

Surprisingly, this nega-
tive rate occurred against
a backdrop of record-high

are accepting billions of dol-
lars, allowing money to in-
fluence their decisions. It is
doubtful that lawmakers will
institute stricter regulations
or enforcement of regula-
tions when they are some of
the biggest benefactors. The
growing industry means more
lavish meals and private trips
paid for, and more campaign
dollars and fund-raisers.
Adding to the greed

cycle are former members of
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seasonally adjusted earn-
ings of $10.3 trillion. Out of
that amount, $1.2 trillion
was paid in personal taxes,
leaving $9 trillion in dispos-
able income. But of that,
Americans spent $9.14 tril-
lion—$58.8 billion more than
they earned (Washington
Times, September 4). In
other words, for every $100
earned, Americans spent
$100.65.

Only one other time since
the Great Depression have
Americans had such a dis-
mal savings rate. That was
during the month following
the September 11 terrorist
attacks, when the savings

LOBBY LOBBY Lawmakers mingle with lobbyists during a
recess at the State House in Augusta, Maine.

Congress routinely becom-
ing lobbyists themselves.
This growing industry
does not bode well for the
nation of America and its
taxpayers. It means govern-
ment spending will con-
tinue to mushroom out of
control as lawmakers spend
more and more money;,
putting a higher priority
on the interests of lobbyists
than the people they should
be representing.

rate fell to minus
0.2 percent. It was
then attributed to
consumers hold-
ing back from
spending during
the uncertainty
immediately fol-
lowing the attacks
and consequently
increasing spend-
ing in October.

How is a negative sav-
ings rate possible? Debt.
Consumers finance expendi-
tures by borrowing on credit
cards or home equity, selling
investments (stocks, bonds
and other assets), or by us-
ing savings from previous
months.

According to the Daily
Reckoning, Americans’ nega-
tive savings rate has been
supported by extra debt.
Since 1990, median house-
hold income has risen only
11 percent after adjusting
for inflation, but household
spending has jumped almost
three times that—by 30 per-
cent. Between 1992 and 2004,
household debt doubled
to more than s1o trillion.
Instead of producing more to
offset the increased spend-
ing, Americans are borrow-
ing more.

What does this mean for
America?

As a nation, we have been
over-consuming. As a result,
we have not planned for re-
tirement, especially this last
generation. The majority of
Americans have less than
$25,000 accumulated for re-
tirement, while many experts
recommend figures around
$500,000.

People have also been
skimping on emergency sav-
ings. A Gallup poll recently
found that only 41 percent of
people have an emergency
fund; 31 percent of those said
that it would not last as long
as three months.

Americans’ indebtedness
does not bode well for future
economic growth, since sav-

ings fuels investment and a
nation’s subsequent growth.
Borrowing to finance in-
vestment can work, as long
as the profits from that
investment pay the inter-
est on the borrowed money.
Unfortunately, investment
has not been the purpose
of recent debt in America.
Americans are going deeper
into debt for more toys.

All this debt is leaving
the nation’s economy over-
exposed to disasters. Peter
Schiff, an economist at Euro
Pacific Capital, asks whether
Hurricane Katrina will be
the pin that pops America’s
“savings-starved economy”
(www.europac.net, September
1). Since the United States
lacks the domestic savings
required to rebuild New
Orleans, it once again has to
rely on the kindness of for-
eigners buying our debt to
fund the reconstruction.

It appears that indebted
American consumers won’t
regret all that debt until for-
eigners stop being so eager to
finance their bad spending
habits. When that happens,
rising interest rates will help
pop the housing bubble;
refinancing will stop; con-
struction will grind to a halt;
unemployment will rise;
bankruptcies will escalate.

How long could you af-
ford to be out of a job and
still make your mortgage
and credit card payments?
As Paul Kasriel, senior vice
president and director of
economic research at the
Northern Trust in Chicago,
said, “America is going to
become reacquainted with a
lost value, something called
thrift or saving” (Beloit Daily
News, Nov. 12, 2004).

To contribute possible items

for this column, send them to
SOCIETYWATCH, P.0. Box 1099,
Edmond, OK 73083, or e-mail
societywatch@theTrumpet.com.
If you e-mail a story from a website,
be sure to include the URL address.
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Hurricane Katrina
[O]NE WOULD HAVE BEEN PARDONED
for believing that the unbelievable
television images of human misery
wrought by Hurricane Katrina were of
an African nation, like Zimbabwe, with
a white minority or a Caribbean island
nation. There is always the uncomfort-
able feeling in many minds that perhaps
the response to the hurricane would
have been far swifter had it struck such
white-dominated states as New Hamp-
shire or North Carolina. However, the
sight of pre-industrial images coming
out of New Orleans will do one thing:
They will help Americans and others in
the Western world understand and feel
intimately what for us in Africa is life as
usual—lived for so long that it comes as
news to us that this could be a disaster.
That is how much most of the world
suffers, every week, for generations.
Timothy Kalyegira—UGANDA

The Big Men
THANK YOU SO MUCH FOR YOUR ARTICLE
“The Big Men” (September-October). It
is obvious that the bane of Africa’s prob-
lem is leadership. Africa is a continent
blessed with enormous natural and hu-
man resources, and it’s capable of attain-
ing great heights only with a disciplined,
responsible and honest leadership. So
instead of the G-8, UN, and other inter-
national agencies, etc. giving aid or orga-
nizing aid concerts for Africa, it would
be more reasonable for them to enact a
law banning these “big men” and their
families from saving or investing these
stolen funds in their countries—because
most of the Western countries, like the
UK, U.S. and Switzerland, have provided
a safe haven for these stolen and looted
resources from Africa.

Dozie Doodoo—LAGos, NIGERIA

Salvation for All Religions?
THIS IS REGARDING THE ARTICLE “CAN
People of All Religions be Saved?” (Sep-
tember-October). First I would like to
thank you for writing such an article
because I was always asking myself the
same question, and this article helped
me straighten my thoughts. For a
couple of years, I have studied religions,
and my main focus is Islam. I am try-
ing to understand why so many people
turn to become Muslims and forget
what God has said. I wanted to find out
the truth that blinded so many people.
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I talked to many Muslims and new
converts and the sad truth is that they
are blinded. ... Today I am sad because
so many people turn to be Muslims at
an alarming rate, and because I know
Islam and understand it, it frightens me
.... I am waiting for the day of the com-
ing of our Lord Jesus Christ, so He can
show the whole world the truth ....
Florina—E-MAIL RESPONSE

Eyes Have Been Opened
I WANT TO SAY THAT I AM DEEPLY IM-
pressed with the quality of work being
done at the Trumpet. It is so refresh-
ing to know that you are one of the few
(Christian) media organizations giving
unbiased, honest and three-dimensional
reporting on world events. When I watch
TV here in the U.S. sometimes, I am ap-
palled at the fact that the media and this
generation have become like the pro-
verbial ostrich with its head in the sand.
The media take one activity and stick
with it like that’s what makes the world
go round. A lot is happening around us,
and most people are so buried in their
personal worlds and plugged in to their
iPods and Discmen sets and reality Tv
that we cannot see. But then, once again,
thanks a million for opening our eyes,
and keep the good work going. ...

Toyin Adebola—BRronx, N.Y.

I AM WRITING TO COMMEND YOUR
magazine for the glorious work you
have been providing since the days of
the Plain Truth.Iam aregular and a
committed reader of your monthly
work. ... American media have demol-
ished the average mind and reduced the
majority of the population to unparal-
leled levels of sub-intelligence with
dumbed-down chat shows and reality
TV programs. The press that is the pri-
mary tool of the liberal and evil minds
ensured a complete destruction of intel-
lect and ability to foster independent
thinking. ... Thanks to your work, I
have been able to find solace in ... this
evil-driven world. Only your magazine
has the courage to tackle the disastrous
issues that no one wants to know and
understand. ... Perhaps most crucial of
all is the collapse of the family and re-
lated values under our very own noses,
which will cause the collapse of the
Western world in no time. Sadly, people
will not heed the warning; neither will
your work penetrate the ubiquitous
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blind hearts and minds as the forces of
trivia and deception consume the rest
of the population. A minority is there
following, believing and urging you to
continue your message.

Simon Adams—AUSTRALIA

I HAVE BEEN GETTING THE TRUMPET
for a while now. When I read my first
magazine I was hooked. I knew there was
a reason for all the events that are hap-
pening in the world. I didn’t know how to
analyze it until I read your magazine. 'm
not a religious person, but I do believe in
a higher spirit. A lot of people do keep
their head in the ground like they don’t
see what is happening. But I do know it’s
going to get worse before it gets better.
Thanks for keeping me informed, and
keep up the good work. You can’t reach
all, but the ones you do appreciate it.
Willie Wrice—ILLINOIS

THANKS FOR THE INFORMATIVE AR-
ticles in your August 2005 issue, espe-
cially the one on Europe’s clay nations
(“Clay Nations Trouble Europe™). I
like the Trumpet’s realistic approach to
prophecy. You do not teach unscriptural
doctrines such as the rapture or tell the
masses the coming antichrist is a clone.
George Taylor—CASSATT, S.C.

Man With a Mission

I HAVE JUST RECENTLY BEGUN TO READ
your magazine .... I found it quite edu-
cational and foresighted, which helps
me to accept God in an enlightened and
informed manner. Your article on [Ira-
nian President Mahmoud] Ahmadinejad
(August) is quite lucid and touching.
However, I feel it was slightly tilted to
suit the feelings and expectations of some
hidden authority. Come to think of it,
every nation gets the kind of leadership
it deserves. Iran has a right to have its
country ruled by whosoever it desires.
Just because it does not conform to the
yearnings of the U.S. and the Western
powers does not make its choice of lead-
ership and processes less acceptable. ...
Shafi Ahme—E-MAIL RESPONSE

Comments?

letters@theTrumpet.com
or: The Trumpet, P.0. Box 1099,
Edmond, OK 73083



COMMENTARY

O How Love I Thy Law

In a country with no respect for law, illegal immigrants fit right in. sy mark JEnKINS

MAGINE WHAT A FANTASTIC COUNTRY AMERICA WOULD

be if everyone acted with a profound respect for law. Il-

legal drug use would be nonexistent. You wouldn’t need

alock on your door. Those commercials about protecting
yourself from iden-
tity theft would
make no sense at
all.

What kind of
respect do you
have for law? The
Trumpet often dis-
cusses problems in
society that could
be cured with one
simple change in
mentality: respect
for law. The Bible
always speaks with
profound  respect
for law—whether
God’s law or man’s
law. A true Chris-
tian doesn’t dodge
his taxes; rather,
he or she will “ren-
der therefore unto
Caesar the things
which are Caesar’s” (Matthew 22:21).

Today, products are available with no purpose other than
to circumvent law: radar detectors, programs to remove copy
protection from DVDs, pirated copies of software, and so on.

One message the mass media clearly, consistently sends is
a disrespect for law and authority. Movies, video games and
other media often show the criminal as the hero, measuring
success by how much money he can steal and how much gov-
ernment property he can destroy doing it. Even the more law-
abiding heros still tend to disdain other authority figures.

And when one of those movies is released, pirated copies
show up all over the world and all over the Internet within
hours—if not before the movie is even in theaters.

In all too many cases, U.S. law can be broken with no fear of
repercussion. When the Supreme Court ruled against medical
marijuana in June, for example, law enforcement officials said
they wouldn’t bother enforcing the ruling, and marijuana sup-
pliers said the ruling would have no effect on their business.

Even the most shallow observation shows that our society
does not respect our government as a whole, our leaders as
individuals, our laws or our international reputation.

Then we wonder why illegal immigration is so out of con-
trol. How can anyone expect an illegal immigrant to respect
the law in a country that itself continually disdains the law?

The breaking of law is at the core of the illegal immigration

issue. There is often debate about whether crime rates go up
because of illegal immigrants. This overlooks the fact that il-
legal aliens have already broken immigration law. Do we really
want people to enter our nation who exhibit, simply by their
presence, disrespect
for our laws?

Rather than dis-
cuss how severe the
penalties should be
for illegals, politi-
cians discuss which
benefits they should
be provided. In-
state college tuition
has been at the cen-
ter of such debate;
so have medical
benefits.

Instead,  there
are generally two
appropriate  ben-
efits they should
be discussing: (1) a
monetary penalty
and (2) a trip home.

Legal immigra-
tion, of course, is
a different matter.
When people enter a country within the bounds of the law,
they belong in our national home and should be treated with
all of the hospitality we have to offer. But when people enter
the country illegally, they are trespassing.

The truth is, the reason illegal immigration hasn’t been
curbed is that the government doesn’t respect its own laws
enough to enforce them.

Historically, when disdain for government and law becomes
widespread, societies fall. When that happens in the U.S., the
result of disrespecting law will be apparent to everyone.

With Bible prophecy as our guide, we can look ahead to the
return of Jesus Christ and think about how wonderful society
will be when it is under His perfect leadership. And what will
make a Christ-led Earth into a utopia? The number-one thing
that will revolutionize this Earth is the enforcement of God’s
PERFECT LAW. Christ’s return would not effect positive change
on Earth if He didn’t bring this law with Him—and enforce it!

When Christ does return, every man, woman and child
on Earth will find out why King David was in-
spired to write: “O how love I thy law! it is my
meditation all the day” (Psalms 119:97). What a
fantastic time that will be!

For more explanation on this subject, request our
free booklet No Freedom Without Law
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Alabama
Birmingham, Dothan, Montgomery

Alaska

Anchorage, Fairbanks, Juneau

Arizona
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Arkansas
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California

Bakersfield, Chico, Redding, Eureka,
Los Angeles, Monterey-Salinas, Palm
Springs, Sacramento, San Francisco,
Santa Barbara

Colorado
Denver, Grand Junction-Montrose

Connecticut
Hartford

Delaware
Salisbury

Florida

Gainesville, Jacksonville, Miami,
Orlando, Panama City, Tallahassee,
Thomasville, Tampa, West Palm
Beach

Georgia
Albany, Augusta, Brunswick, Colum-
bus, Macon, Savannah

Hawaii

Honolulu, Oahu, Maui, Molokai, Lanai
Idaho

Boise, Idaho Falls-Pocatello, Twin Falls
lllinois

Chicago, Peoria-Bloomington, Rock-
ford

Indiana

Fort Wayne, Indianapolis, Lafayette,
Terra Haute

lowa

Cedar Rapids, Des Moines, Ottumwa-
Kirksville, Rochester-Mason City-Aus-
tin, Sioux City
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Bowling Green, Lexington, Louisville
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Montana
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Nebraska
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Nevada
Reno

New York

Albany, Binghamton, Buffalo, Elmira,
New York City, Syracuse, Utica, Wa-
terton

North Carolina

Asheville, Fayetteville-Lumber
Bridge, Greensboro, Greenville, New
Bern-Washington, Raleigh-Durham,
Wilmington

North Dakota
Fargo-Valley City, Minot-Bismarck-
Dickinson
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Casper-Riverton, Cheyenne-Scotts-
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