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“The wicked worketh a deceitful work: but to him that soweth righteousness shall be a sure reward. As righteous-
ness tendeth to life: so he that pursueth evil pursueth it to his own death.” (Proverbs 11:18-19)

AMERICA BETRAYED BY NEW MEXICO GOVERNOR

Governor Toney Anaya, on March 29, declared New
Mexico a “state of sanctuary” for fugitives from Mexico
and Central America. The influx of illegal aliens was
already alarming. Now, that flow across the border will
increase.

The declaration does not forcibly stop the border
patrol from catching and returning the fugitives, but it
does urge New Mexico

the governor’s un-American loyalties, but it will possib-
ly open the eyes of the citizens along the border that
their biggest problems are in their own government,
not on the border.

The issue of illegal immigration is not a new one. It
has been a problem from the very founding of our
country. No one can deny that it is necessary to have
laws governing immigration

citizens to not cooperate
with the authorities and
when possible to try to
thwart their efforts in arrest-
ing and deporting the
illegals back to their own
lands. The declaration itself
does not make any laws. It
does, however, mold public
sentiment, encouraging the
illegal aliens to enter New
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into the United States.
Without immigration laws,
and enforcement, our na-
tional border is meaning-
less. Perhaps America’s
current lack of appreciation
for borders could be
corrected by a little study
into the writings of our
forefathers and the War of
Independence. Back then

Mexico and eventually other
states.

Anaya’s action is a breach of his oath of office and
betrayal of his position of public trust. His purpose is to
look after the welfare of the citizens of New Mexico and
the United States, not fugitives from Central America
and Mexico. However, the outcome of this move may
be beneficial in the long run. Not only has it exposed

they understood full well
that Christians could never enjoy freedom and in-
dependence without good borders and solid laws to
protect them.

For more information and updates on current
happenings on our southern borders you can contact
Pastor Earl Jones, St. Rt. 2, Box 39, Deming NM
88030.

NATIONALISM: National borders and national laws
precipitate independence. Internationalists hate
nationalism. Communism, therefore, is anti-
nationalist. The following article from the September
1982 issue of "The Observer” shows how Communists
must constantly suppress nationalism, even in Russia:

A senior official in the Soviet publishing
world has been arrested after coming under

suspicion of being involved in a clandestine
youth group espousing extreme Russian
nationalist and antisemitic views.

The official, Dr. Sergei Semanov, was
both a chief editor of the Soviet Communist
youth organization's publishing house
“Youth Guard,” and editor-in-chief of the
Jjournal "Man and Law,” which is published



the Soviet Justice Ministry.

Semanov’s arrest represents the most
important move by Soviet authorities
against unpalatable forms of Russian
nationalism since the imprisonment of the
Slavophil dissenter, Viadmir Osipov, in
1974.

\ WHILE | WAS DOWN

\" ON MY KNEES LOOKING

~ FOR MY CONTACT
LENSE, A GOVERNMENT
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. THOUGHT | WAS
PATRIOTICALLY KISSING
THE SOIL OF THE
MOTHERLAND. HE
ACCUSED ME OF BEING
A NATIONALIST.”

Russian nationalists stress the spiritual
supremacy of Russian culture - as opposed
to Soviet culture - and often embrace the
Russian Orthodox church. They are often
virulently antisemitic.

It's no surprise that the Soviet government is anti-
nationalist. It is the nature of that beast. However, we
see definite forms of the same thing being practiced
right here in America, in Washington D.C.. One of the
most recent evidences of this was their ratification of
the international Genocide Treaty: an anti-nationalist,
anti-independence compact with several other
nations. Why are the tendencies and goals of the U.S.
government paralleling those of the Soviets?

The Genocide Treaty was, without question, the
product of anti-nationalist thinking. The appeal was a
spinoff of the well-worn “Jewish Holocaust” propa-
ganda also labeled “genocide.” Raphael Lemkin, a
Polish Jew, coined the word “genocide.”

That the Genocide Treaty came from Talmudic
mentality is indicated further by its close resemblance
to the recent bill introduced into the Israeli Knesset
(legislature) to outlaw so-called “racism.” It is obvious-
ly intended to censor Palestinians who might speak out
against the Zionists. This parallels the measures being
instituted in Canada and America to censor Christians.

Here are some of the points contained in the Israeli
bill:

1. “Racism” is defined as any act causing persecu-
tion, hatred or humiliation directed against a ra-
cial or religious group.

2. Anyone who publishes any incitement to
“racism” whether it contains truth or not, can be
sentenced to up to five years in prison.

3. Anyone who possesses a publication with in-
tent to distribute it to incite "racism” can be
sentenced to one year in prison and confiscation
of the publication.

4. Any spoken words of “racism” which may be
heard by persons, or the display of writings,
drawings, pictures intended to be seen by
persons can result in one year in prison.

What constitutes “racism” is always determined
from the standpoint of those in control of a nation’s
legislature and courts. The Jewish rulers in Palestine
obviously do not view anti-Arab prejudice as “racism.”
On the other hand, anti-Jewish prejudice is considered
not only “racism,” it is called the greatest evil on earth.
Orwell coined the term “doublethink” for this strategy
of using a double standard to control people’s minds.

The pattern is typically communistic. Communist
revolutionary movements climb to power by demand
ing “civil rights,” and then once they are in power they
stay there by suppressing those same “civil rights.”
Zionists have occupied Palestine the same way
Communists have occupied Russia.

WHO IS LYNDON LAROUCHE? Lyndon LaRouche,
the pariah of the current U.S. political scene, is the
head of the National Democratic Policy Committee, an
organization apparently set up by LaRouche himself.
He publishes “"New Solidarity, ” a bi-monthly newspaper
with a large intelligence-gathering network. He also
publishes numerous other writings dealing with politi-
cal issues and economics. He ran for president three
times and plans to run again in 1988.

Research indicates that LaRouche was a Commu-
nist (Trotskyite) before he switched to be a Democrat.
His political and economic views tend toward inter-
nationalism. However, he has carefully chosen some



of the right foes to make him look as if he were a con-
servative patriot. He is not! He is a radical liberal.

Some of the ostensible foes he has named are
Henry Kissinger, international bankers, the FED, and
AIDS. At first glance, LaRouche is an enigma, saying
some of the right things but seasoning them with other
things that don’t make sense. However, upon further
investigation it becomes apparent that his incon-
sistencies only disguise his true motives. We only see
his public image, not his real self.

By carefully reading his publications one can see
that he is not against the idea of central banks or inter-
national cartels, he only wants them reformed to his
way. He is not for free trade, he is for usury and capita-
lism. His writings portray him as a Humanist, not a
Christian. His brand of politics seems to be a type of
national socialism. He certainly is not a "great white
hope” for America. By the same token, he is probably
no worse than many of the other politicians already in
government.

Several members of his committee are running for
state and national government around the country on
the Democratic ticket. Recently, in Illinois, Mark
Fairchild and Janice Hart, two of his people, won
positions in the primaries on the party ticket. Fairchild
won the nomination for lieutenant governor, and Hart
won the nomination for secretary of state. The result-
ing shake up has caused tremors that were felt in politi-
cal circles all across the country. All of a sudden, the
media and the politicians are taking LaRouche serious-
ly.

Mark Fairchild's nominated running mate for
governor, Adlai Stevenson, doesn't want to share the
ticket with “one of LaRouche’s disciples.” He has
renounced his Democratic nomination rather than run
on the same ticket with Fairchild. Stevenson will
apparently try to run on an independent ticket with a
different lieutenant governor running with him. If noth-
ing else worthwhile comes from this perhaps it will at
least neutralize Stevenson.

STATE KIDNAPPERS: The scene is nasty and
heart-rending. State or local officials can force their
way into your house and take your children. You need
to be aware and prepared!

I have talked to homeschoolers and other parents
who suspect that their home may be unlawfully
violated by State or local officials trying to confiscate
(steal) their children. They have learned how to keep

careful watch for any signs of such an invasion. Often,
direct confrontations have been avoided and thus
parents have kept their children out of the hands of
abusive “agencies.” They've done this by staying alert
and getting their children out of the house at the first
sign of possible trouble, preferably long before the
agents pull into their driveway. These parents are
arranging for their children to be quickly taken to a
nearby home of a trusted friend or relative. Of course,
these arrangements are kept strictly confidential.

The State does not have the authority to steal
children, but unfortunately it does have the power.
Parents have the God-given responsibility to look after
their children and protect them. What would you do if a
county worker with a local deputy showed up at your
door with orders to arrest you and take your children?
It's something to think about.
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LAW OF THE LAND: American patriots are often
heard talking about “the supreme law of the land.”
Most will tell you it is the Constitution. In fact I think I've
said it myself in the past. In a recent lecture by R.J.
Rushdoony, 1 was reminded of the inaccuracy of that
statement. We must be careful not to confuse this im-
portant fact.

The Constitution is the highest MAN-MADE law in
America. However, in a Christian society, man’s laws
are not supreme! There are higher laws! In a Christian
society, the Constitution is merely a covenant between
men - UNDER the laws of God.

God's law, His word, is the supreme law of this land.
This is proven by the law of creation. A creator is always
superior to his creation. Man created the Constitution,
but God created man. Therefore, where men are, there
is of necessity also the higher laws of their Creator.

In our Pledge of Allegiance, the phrase “under God”
clearly places God and his law over all our man-made
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authorities.

Another witness to the above premise is the well-
known fact that everyone who serves under the Con-
stitution must take an oath of office. The oath of office
places that officer under God’s authority. The oath is
sworn to God. If the Constitution were supreme, in-
stead of God, then the oath would be sworn to the Con-
stitution. But it is not. It is sworn to God. For an oath to
be binding, it must be sworn to a higher power. The
Constitution is not higher than man who created it.

Bouvier's Law Dictionary defines “oath” as:

An outward pledge given by the person tak-
ing it that his attestation or promise is made
under an immediate sense of his responsibi-
lity to God.

The essential idea of an oath would seem to
be, however, that of a recognition of God's
authority by the party taking it, and an un-
dertaking to accomplish the transaction to
which it refers as required by his (God’s)
laws.

The oath is often taken with one hand upon the
Christian Bible. In other words, the oath requires a
man to perform the duties of his constitutional office
under God's authority and according to God's rules of
conduct and morality. Without God’s law the Constitu-
tion has no basis for existence, nor enforcement.

The Bible tells us that the land belongs to God (Lev.
25:23), and that we belong to God (I Cor. 6: 19-20).
Until the day when people are sworn into office by tak-
ing an oath to a document, or to men, we and our man-
made laws are still under God who alone is sovereign.

THE STEALTH OF COMMUNISM

by Virginia Thurman

In 1959, while attending the University of
Wisconsin, 1 went to Russia with a group of fellow
students. We were told this was the second year that
Russia had opened its country to tourists, and that we
were lucky to be invited. Furthermore, we were warned
that for no reason other than “suspicion” of tourists,
certain individuals may not be allowed to enter Russia
and would be turned back at the border of Finland and
Russia. In the group of 25 immediately ahead of us,
only 6 were allowed into the country. This filled us with

trepidation since we had come so far already and
possibly some of us would have to go back without see-
ing Russia.

Had we thought about it, we would have realized
that anyone from the University of Wisconsin would
have been without suspicion as far as the USSR is con-
cerned. In fact, Milwaukee, Wisconsin boasted a
“training school” for Communists only one and one-
half hours away from Madison where the University is
located. I don't know if the school exists today, but at
that time the U of W was a hot-bed of Communists.
When our group got to the border, all 29 of us walked
across without trouble.

Inside Russia, we were amazed and then annoyed
at the posters and slogans, large and small. They were
plastered on the buildings everywhere. Some posters
had letters large enough to be read from the bus if you
knew the language. We saw innumerable statues of
Lenin “pointing the way.”

Our unfamiliarity with the language precluded
most of us from reading the posters. When we went to
the University at Kiev, once again the hall was full of
messages. One of our guides from the U of W, Dr,
Petrovitch, was the son of an Orthodox Priest and
spoke Russian like a native. I asked him, pointing at
random to one of the posters, to tell me what it said. He
read, "HOW TO AGITATE,” and it gave the points step
by step. Then I pointed to another sign across the hall.
He read, "THE DARK CONTINENT MUST BE OURS. WE
MUST WIN AFRICA.” The rest of the poster gave the
details. _

That was in 1959. Since then, most of Africa has be-
come Communistic through “the people’s revolution.”
What we see unfolding before our eyes in South Africa
is not coincidence, but the well-planned and directed
take-over of a nation.

In the last 68 years we have witnessed world revolu-
tion via Communism, backed by billions of U.S. dollars
the taxpayers have given almost unknowingly. Without
question, much of this money has gone to supply war
material which is used against those countries who are
fighting for freedom. If Russia’s plans are successful,
those same guns and war equipment may be turned
against us via Central America.

Shortly after returning home, I found a booklet in
my mailbox, type written, and copied from the original.
Whoever left this booklet was sure [ was a Communist.
The booklet gave instruction to the reader on how to
behave as a Communist. For instance, it said “Join
every group you can, then ask disruptive questions.






