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Personal from...

Hope for the Future

o you see a bright future ahead? For you? For
humanity? Personally, I do—and if you can join
me in saying that, you are one in a hundred
thousand!

Where is any good news today? Where is any future to
be found in nations developing nuclear weapons which
can erase all human, animal and plant life from the earth?
Where is any hope to be found in the wretchedness,
ignorance, poverty, squalor and filth in which more than
half the world’s population lives? Where is any joyous
anticipation to be found in prosperous “have” nations
where sources of drinking water—the rivers and lakes—are
being polluted, where the air we breathe is being befouled,
the soil is worn out and contaminated, and the foods are
being robbed of nutrition in food factories; where homes
and families are being broken up, crime is rapidly
increasing, racial problems and violence are erupting, and
sickness and mental disturbances multiplying?

Where is happiness today? Sixty years ago, driving
along country roads in lowa, I saw and heard farmers
plowing behind teams of horses, singing happily as they
walked. Today, the farmers ride tractors—but where did
the singing and the happiness go?

Can we find encouraging reassurance for tomorrow on
university campuses where the leaders of tomorrow are
consigning morality to the limbo of an outmoded past,
where suicides are on the increase, and where unproved
doctrines are being absorbed by impressionable minds?

Where do we find inspiration in the assertions of world
leaders and the so-called “great,” who are warning us that
we must adjust to a future of growing problems and
dangers where there are NO SOLUTIONS?

Well, for those who hold the above prevailing concepts,
the future must indeed appear discouragingly bleak—if
they take a look at it instead of kidding themselves into
assuming that by ignoring the dangers they will somehow
g0 away.

There is a cAUSE for every effect.

There is a cAUSE for the state of the world today. And
there has to be a CAUSE that will produce the peaceful and
happy world tomorrow. There had to be a first cause for

the very existence of matter, of life, of forces and energies.
But today, it is considered “intellectual” to be willingly
IGNORANT of that. I have said before, that in the first two
centuries of the so-called Christian era, it was popular to
embrace gnosticism—meaning, “we know.” But today, it is
popular to embrace agnosticism—meaning, “we don’t
know—we are ignorant.” Today, ignorance is embraced
and labeled “knowledge.”

Is it IGNORANCE to recognize the facts of the great First
Cause who reveals the true cause of all of today’s ills? Is it
wise, intellectual and knowledgeable to be deliberately
ignorant of basic facts and truth?

There are two main ways of life—two basic principles—
two fundamental philosophies. One is the way of GIVING,
the other of GETTING. One is LOVE, the other LUST. One
believes it is more blessed to give than to receive. The
other insists that acquiring, taking, accumulating, through
the ways of competition, leads to progress and happiness.

The one way is God-centered, the other is SELF-centered.
The one accepts the golden rule, the other says, “Do it to
others before they do it to you.” The one is the way of the
divine nature; the other, the way of human nature. The
one is the way of humility; the other, of vanity.

This world—all civilization—this world’s society—is
based on the hostile, competitive, SELF-centered way. It has
produced every wail of human woe. It is the way that now
threatens the extinction of humanity.

This all means one thing. Man, imbued with human
nature, is utterly UNABLE to solve his problems. He can
only worsen problems and create new ones. By the
“knowledge” and efforts of man, this world is doomed and
hopeless.

Is there, then, nothing to live for? Is there no hope for
the future? Not within the knowledge, the skills and
abilities of this world’s great minds. Of self-professed
“great” men, God says, “Professing themselves to be wise,
they have become fools!”

But there emphatically is a bright future ahead! The
world tomorrow—which The Plain Truth proclaims—will
bring world peace, universal prosperity, universal right
education, universal good health. (Continued on page 45)
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A very large segment of the population of the Western world attends
churck on Sunday mornings. Why do they go? What do these churchgoers believe, and
why? The plain truth is a little shocking—and illuminating!

AND

WHAT DO

CHURCHGOERS

BELIEVE?

WHY

othing is so aston-
ishing as the truth!
It is often stranger
than fiction. Most
people who attend
church regularly,
or even occasion-
ally, would be really surprised if
they should probe into their own
minds far enough to ask why they
go, and just what is their religious
belief—and why?

Do You Know?

As a baby, I was taken to church. As
a child, I was taken to Sunday
school and church. It was a Quaker
church. I attended church until I
was eighteen. Then I began attend-
ing the theater, athletic contests,
and dances instead.. But when we
were married, my wife and I felt we
ought to attend church. We looked
over the churches in the general
area of our home, selected one that
was convenient and respectable,
with a modern building, a friendly
and personable pastor, and mem-
bers we liked socially.

But way did we join? Way did
we attend church?

Well, we just felt we ought to—
that’s about all. Did we stop to ana-
lyze why we ought to attend church?
Well, no. We supposed all people
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should attend church, should they
not? Hasn’t everybody always heard
that one should go to church? It
seems we had.

Most people simply assume, take
for granted, and accept without
question what they’ve always heard.
Usually they don’t know why.

What Did We Believe?

Did we have a definite religion? Re-
flecting back, my answer would
have to be “No.” How about you?

What did we believe? Well, we
had no deep-rooted convictions. We
believed, of course, those things we
had most often heard in church. We
supposed there was a heaven and a
hell—an ever burning hell. We be-
lieved—or supposed we did—in the
immortality of the soul. We believed
in observing Sunday as the weekly
day of worship, in celebrating
Christmas, New Year’s and Easter.
From boyhood I had heard the pas-
tor talk about a few weird things, or
names, that had absolutely no
meaning to me—‘‘Pentecost,”
“grace,” “Antioch,” “sanctification,”
“justification,” “dead in trespasses
and sins.” Of course I knew all those
things came out of the Bible—but
then, I always said: “I just can’t un-
derstand the Bible.”

And, speaking of the Bible, what

does the average churchgoer think
about the Bible? 1 think that in
those years I was typical of many. It
was “the good book.” 1 did, in a
way, regard it with a certain super-
stitious awe. It was beyond my com-
prehension. Of course I assumed
our church got its beliefs out of the
Bible. The preacher alone could un-
derstand it.

Did I look on the Bible as “the
Word of God™? Well, yes, I suppose
so. But then I never thought of it in
specific terms as the message, the
instruction of God, to give man the
explanation of what he is, why he is
here, where he is going, how he
ought to live, and how he can be
happy. prosperous, and enjoy life
more.

Somehow religion was for Sunday
morning—except that I had been
taught that its prohibitions lasted all
day Sunday. It was sin to go to the
theater on Sunday—and probably at
any time, since it was regarded as
worldly—and it was a sin ever to
dance, smoke, swear, or drink. Play-
ing cards was sin, too. Aside from a
few such things, I had no idea what
my church believed.

Except for a few such church
teachings, religion was for Sunday
morning and had no connection
whatever with my life otherwise. Of
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course church membership often
supplies a portion of one’s social
life, and many men attend to make
valuable business contacts.

Religion? Well, 1 vaguely remem-
bered hearing that Adam was the
first man, and that he sinned, and
“fell”—whatever that meant. As a
result I hazily conceived that life
was like a one-way trip on a train.
Because of Adam, the switch in the
track at the end of the line was
thrown to shoot us all down to hell.
So I supposed we needed to “get
saved,” although I had been taught
that I had a “birthright member-
ship” in the church, so I guessed I
probably was already “saved”—at
least I don’t remember that I ever
worried about it. When one was
“saved,” the switch in the track at
the end of life’s journey was then
thrown so that when one got to the
end of the line he would be shot
instantly up to heaven, “to be with
the Lord in mansions above,” “over
the river,” or “on the other shore,”
wherever all that was. Anyway, it
was “up yonder,” and when they
called the roll, I took it for granted I
was going to be there.

And what was my idea of God—
and of Christ—and of the devil?
Well, God was One to fear and be
appeased, in a way—and yet, if we
pleased Him, He could make things
break our way for us. If we faced a
frightful tragedy and possible death,
crying out to Him might save us.
But generally, I think I rather took it
for granted that God didn’t want us
to be happy or enjoy life—He cer-
tainly frowned on all worldly plea-
sures. Christ, however, was more
kind and loving—He was our Savior.
Above all, neither God nor Christ
were REAL to me—they were in real-
ity “far off.”

Now these were not definite, con-
crete beliefs or deep-rooted con-
victions. They were just ethereal,
vague assumptions. I never gave
them deep or specific thought. I
just took them for granted, suppos-
ing everybody believed these
things. My mind was focused on
the material interests of the mo-
ment—things closer to hand. As I
said, religion was for Sunday. It
had no relation to or connection
with the rest of life as a whole—my
school, fun, play, hobbies, and, as I
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grew older, business, philosophies
and beliefs.

What a ““Bible Christian™ Is Like

But when I was 34 years of age, my
religious nonchalance was rudely
jolted. My wife and I were visiting
my parents in Salem, Oregon. Mrs.
Armstrong returned from a visit
with one of my mother’s friends—a
neighbor. This woman seemed to be
a sort of “Bible Christian.” She had
handed her Bible to my wife and
asked her to read a certain passage
aloud. Then, without any comment
whatever, she asked my wife to turn
to another passage and read it
aloud—then another and another.
All these passages seemed to con-
nect in an orderly sequence.

“Why!” exclaimed my wife in as-
tonishment. “This is not what I've
always been taught! Have I always
been led to believe just the opposite
of what the Bible teaches?”

“Well, don’t ask me,” smiled my
mother’s neighbor. “I didn’t teach
you a word. You just read it yourself
out of the Bible.”

Mrs. Armstrong came running to
tell me what she had discovered.
Suddenly her religious belief had
been changed. To me, she had be-
come a religious fanatic. What she
had read out of the Bible was dia-
metrically contrary to the general
teachings of the churches. I was
angered, furious. Argument did no
good. She had all the answers—and
right out of the Bible. This was the
incident that challenged and ang-
ered me into the first real study of
the Bible of all my life.

I said, “You can’t tell me that all
these churches are wrong. 1 know
they get what they believe out of the
Bible!” So I devoted six months to
intensive, almost night-and-day re-
search and study to try to find, in the
Bible, what I had been taught in
church. I, too, was astounded to find
just the opposite. I obtained the lit-
erature of churches supporting their
beliefs. I searched the com-
mentaries, the lexicons, the Bible
encyclopedias. I searched out the ar-
guments of higher criticism on these
points. I tried my best to overthrow
my wife’s new Bible beliefs—but
they definitely were in the Bible.

Now I was no longer carelessly
assuming or taking for granted

without question what I had heard
or what others accepted. I was prov-
ing what was true. And it was not
what I wanted to accept. Rather, it
wounded my pride. It was humili-
ating. It was traumatic. It brought
me to the most difficult decision of
my life—to admit not only that I had
been wrong—but to see my own self,
for the first time, as I really was—an
abhorrent, rebellious, vain human
who was guilty of sin and unworthy
of God’s grace and mercy and love.

It was a bitter decision—I now felt
my life was worthless—but I told
God that if He could use such a
worthless life, I would give it to Him
in unconditional surrender.

At last, once I swallowed my
pride, admitted defeat, was hum-
bled, had repented, and accepted
the Christ of the Bible—a different
Christ than I had previously pic-
tured—I had found the true SOURCE
for belief.

What a difference there is between
professed “Christians” who are
churchgoers, and true BIBLE Chris-
tians! I know that difference because
I have been both!

An Honest Approach

Regardless of whether one has been
angered into an honest study of the
Bible, as I was, or whether he has
never been to church or heard any-
thing else in the first place, regard-
less of wHY he looks into the Bible
for himself, he will find the same
thing there that I found—if he is
honest and willing.

If a person born and reared on a
faraway uninhabited island in mid-
ocean, who had never heard any re-
ligious belief, had a Bible and was
able to read, he would be a total
stranger to many of the things I was
taught in church. He would see, in
the Bible, just what everybody else
does who looks into it honestly.

What'’s wrong, then? When today’s
“enlightened” clergy, and the theo-
logical seminaries where young min-
isters are educated, spend more time
trying to determine how much of the
Bible they wish to classify as myth,
and how little as truth; when only one
percent of theological students, by
actual survey, believe in any second
coming of Christ which is stated and
affirmed repeatedly in the Bible;

(Continued on page 45)
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From Garner Ted Armstrong's new book

THE GREATEST STORY
NEVERTOLD

“Jesus was born sometime in the late summer or early autumn of 4 B.C.”" The first
time I ever made this statement I was received with a combination of doubt, incredulity, hostility
and outright pity. “How in the world could Jesus have been born before Christ?” I was
asked. This article, excerpted from my new book The Real Jesus, will show you just how Christ
could have been born B.C. and recount more of the fascinating
circumstances surrounding His nativity.

rom early on, Mary understood

that she was pregnant—after

all, hadn’t an angel told her
this would happen?

And naturally, she and her new
husband Joseph had been living
with the pain of growing notoriety
ever since it became obvious to
friends and relatives that she had
“jumped the gun.” They were fully
prepared to accept this social dis-
grace, but still it was tough—they
were as human as you and I.

There were, though, close friends
and relatives who knew the truth.
Joseph and Mary could spend time
with such people, away from the
smirks and knowing stares of the
others. For example, Elizabeth and
Mary were cousins, and Elizabeth
was carrying a baby who would
grow up to become John the Baptist.
Both remembered the remarkable
occasion when this unborn child had
reacted so obviously when the two
expectant mothers met (Luke 1).

Even though Mary and Joseph
had probably spent many sessions
poring over the scriptural proph-

by Garner Ted Armstrong

ecies referring to the baby within
her body—explaining this remark-
able transformation in their own
private lives which had turned their
world upside down—they did not
have perfect understanding of many
vague scriptural references which
only later came into focus after the
events they referred to had tran-
spired.

So they suffered when friends
talked behind their backs; they hurt
when former friends shunned them;
they probably had second, or even
third, thoughts about the tremen-
dous burden they had assumed. Still
they had the courage to see it
through.

But now yet another trial faced
them: the need to travel to Bethle-
hem, Joseph’s family’s city of origin,
to be counted in the vast worldwide
census decreed by the Roman gov-
ernment.

Since Joseph was of the lineage of
David (as genealogical records in
both Matthew and Luke prove), he
had to journey with his wife in an
advanced state of pregnancy from

Nazareth to Bethlehem, which is
called the “city of David.”

It may have seemed a cruel twist
of fate—to be required by the Ro-
mans to travel all that distance dur-
ing Mary’s final, crucial month of
pregnancy. It is clear that Joseph
and Mary were not deliberately act-
ing out any Old Testament proph-
ecy, or, knowing that the Christ was
to be born in Bethlehem, they
would have tried to travel earlier, at
an easier time, and would have ar-
ranged accommodations more suit-
able than the hasty, last-ditch
improvisation of a stable.

Neither could they have known
that at the end of a terribly difficult
trip they would become exiles in a
foreign country, waiting for Herod
the Great to die.

Christ Was Born B.C.

The census in Palestine took place,
according to faulty modern
chronological reckoning, about the
year 4 B.C.

It so happens that in the Western
Christian-professing world the

4 From the book The Aeal Jesus by Garner Ted Armstrong, Copyright @© 1977 Garner Ted Ammstrong,
Published by Sheed Andrews and McMeel, Inc., Shawnee Mission, Kansas




present system of counting years as
either prior to or subsequent to the
Savior’s birth was established by
Dionysius the Little six centuries
this side of the event. Most early
Christian sources place the birth of
Christ anywhere from one to five
years “before Christ.” (See part two,
section III A 1 of the Handbook of
Biblical Chronology by Jack Fine-
gan.)

And Christ was not born on De-
cember 25, either.

Abundant evidence exists proving
Christmas is utterly pagan in origin;
as pagan as belief in Dagon, Vishnu,
Baal, or Isis and Osiris.

Jesus was born in the autumn,
though the exact date has been care-
fully concealed. Even Herod didn’t
know exactly when Christ was born,
or he would not have risked a mas-
sive uprising by the people as a re-
sult of his brutal edict to butcher
helpless babies up to two years of
age! (For more on this subject, write
for the free booklet The Plain Truth
About Christmas and the free re-
print “When Was Christ Born?”)

Most people have never heard the
true facts surrounding Christ’s
birth; lodged in their minds is a
purely mythological tale based on
fantasy and erroneous religious tra-
dition.

The traditional picture of Jesus’
birth includes the loveliest manger
imaginable on the face of the earth;
sadly smiling shepherds leaning on
their crooks; Magi, gorgeously ar-
rayed in kingly robes and crowns,
opening up little gold boxes con-
taining precious spices; a tiny baby
nestled in the arms of a mother who
stares reverently at Him with a halo
around her head and a sweet smile
curving at her mouth; cherubs flit-
ting through the heavens; and a
bright star hovering in the distance
outside the stable. All of this is re-
peated endlessly in millions of
Christmas cards, religious books,
journals and magazines, illustrated
pages in Bibles, on people’s front
yards, rooftops, and in displays and
plays in churches at Christ-
mastime—yet it bears little resem-
blance to the way it really
happened.

The shepherds were not there at
the birth; they came later—and
there is no reason to suspect that the
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shepherds and the wise men ever
crossed trails.

There is no way to determine the
exact length of time that transpired
from the moment the “star” (an an-
gel, as shown by Scripture) ap-
peared to the Magi “in the east”
(most authorities believe Persia) un-
til their arrival in Jerusalem. It
could have been several weeks, or
even months.

Following their interview with
Herod, and his request that they
“search diligently for the young
child,” the Magi went outside, saw
the “star” again, and followed it un-
til “it came and stood over where
the young child was” (Matt. 2:8-9).
This was in Bethlehem, a short dis-
tance over steeply plunging trails
from Jerusalem. Contrary to the as-
sumption of millions, Jesus and His
parents had found more permanent
accommodations following the
hasty emergency quarters in the
stable, and the Magi came “into the
house, [and] saw the young child
with Mary his mother, and fell
down, and worshipped him...”
(verse 11).

Escape to Egypt

That night, the wise men had a “bad
dream,” a warning from God, and
sneaked out of the country without
going back to Jerusalem. After they
left, Joseph also had a dream. “And
when they were departed, behold,
the angel of the Lord appeared to
Joseph in a dream, saying, Arise,
and take the young child and his
mother, and flee into Egypt, and be
thou there until I bring thee word:
for Herod will seek the young child
to destroy him” (verse 13).

Joseph got up, hustled Mary and
the baby and any other servants or
family members who might have
been with them into their clothes,
packed and loaded the animals and
took off that same night, hitting the
caravan route to Egypt. They proba-
bly stopped at little-known camp-
sites, avoiding the usual watering
places and towns or villages along
the way. Little did Joseph know that
inadvertently he was fulfilling
another prophecy which said,
“I...called my son out of Egypt”
(Hosea 11:1).

Since it was the major trade and
commercial capital, Joseph proba-

bly had business interests in Jerusa-
lem. His own building trade
required that he deal from time to
time with importers, distributors
and craftsmen who were located
there. So he and his family may
have remained in Jerusalem up to
about one year following Jesus’
birth, though there is no actual
proof. However, the murder of the
children by Herod, risky even for a
despotic king, offers some proof that
Herod suspected Jesus would have
been about one year of age, or even
slightly older.

After Joseph and his family had
been somewhere in Egypt for a time,
another dream occurred. An angel
said to Joseph: “Arise, and take the
young child and his mother, and go
into the land of Israel: for they are
dead which sought the young child’s
life” (Matt. 2:20).

The following verses indicate Jo-
seph probably would have gone to
live in Jerusalem or its environs as
his first choice. “But when he heard
that Archelaus did reign in Judaea
in the room of his father Herod, he
was afraid to go thither; notwith-
standing, being warned of God in a
dream, he turned aside into the
parts of Galilee: and he came and
dwelt in a city called Nazareth: that
it might be fulfilled which was
spoken by the prophets, He shall be
called a Nazarene” (verses 22-23).

Being a ‘“Nazarene” merely
meant Jesus was a citizen of the city
of Nazareth. He is called “Jesus
Christ of Nazareth” several times in
the Bible. Jesus was not an uncom-
mon name (only the Greek form of
Joshua); no doubt there were any
number of individuals bearing the
same name. It was quite common to
name children after various at-
tributes of God, or to include names
of God (the prefix E/ and the suffix
Yah were very commonly applied)
in a person’s name. The real Jesus
was a Nazarene in the same sense a
citizen of Chicago is a “Chicagoan,”
or someone living in Los Angeles is
an “Angelino,” or those in Paris are
“Parisians.” It was not a religious
title of any sort, but a geographical
and political term.

His Coming Predicted

But let’s ask a few questions about
Jesus’ birth. How did God manage
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to convince the lowly and humble
classes that in fact a Savior was that
day being born?

He did so by a number of divine
miracles, intricately inverwoven into
the fabric of history, extending so
far back in time that it boggles the
mind.

Although we cannot cover them
here in detail, the miracles having to
do with Jesus’ birth—the decree of
Augustus, the building of the
Temple, the beginning of His minis-
try, the decrees of Cyrus and Arta-
xerxes, and many other events (see
Daniel, chapter ll)—are tightly
meshed into a network of Old Tes-
tament prophecies, and testify in-
controvertibly to one fact: Jesus
Christ of Nazareth was in truth the
Son of God.

All the religious leaders knew,
and the common folk believed in-
tensely in, Isaiah’s prophecy: “Be-
hold, a virgin shall conceive, and
bear a son, and shall call his name
Immanuel [which means ‘God with
us’]” (Isa. 7:14). They knew Isaiah
had said: For unto us a child is
born, unto us a son is given: and the
government shall be upon his shoul-
der: and his name shall be called
Wonderful, Counsellor [wonder of a
Counselor], The mighty God, The
everlasting Father, The Prince of
Peace. Of the increase of his govern-
ment and peace there shall be no
end, upon the throne of David, and
upon his kingdom, to order it, and
to establish it with judgment and
with justice from henceforth even
for ever” (Isa. 9:2, 6-7).

But how would God manage to
avoid the contemptuous slander of
“impostor” heaped upon Jesus, not
only by His detractors, persecutors
and religious antagonists, buteven by
His own closest disciples and personal
friends? How would the common
people be convinced utterly that Jesus
was in fact fulfilling the many proph-
ecies of Isaiah, Daniel and elsewhere,
and wasin fact the promised Messiah,
that “Prophet” who would come to
deliver Israel and to qualify to inherit
the throne of David?

First, God sent a humble group of
shepherds from sufficiently far away
so that no one could claim collusion.

An angel appeared to them and
said, “Unto you is born this day in
the city of David a Saviour, which is
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Christ the Lord” (Luke 2:11). They
were not given any address—only a
sign that they would find the baby
wrapped in swaddling clothes, lying
in a manger. This meant He would
be so newly born that there would
be no opportunity for either the
purchase or making of clothes for
Him, that He would still be
wrapped in a soft blanket, lying on a
bed of straw, and would not yet be
moved to an inn or a private home.

They were no doubt quite excited
about the vision they had seen, and
it is inconceivable that they were
not elated with a combination of
awe, fright, and yet subdued joy
over having actually heard the voice
of an angel, and seen an over-
whelmingly bright light seemingly
coming very near to them out of the
heavens. Because of these miracles
they fully expected to find the Sav-
ior of mankind lying in swaddling
clothes in a manger. They probably
asked any number of people around
the streets and marketplaces of
Bethlehem where they could find a
baby who had been born in a man-
ger, and repeated time and again
to the excited questions they were
asked precisely what had happened.

Finally, with the question having
been asked sufficiently about the
town, perhaps oneservantata nearby
inn recalled that Joseph or a friend
had come urgently asking aid and
that one of the women in the kitchen
had rushed off to help during the
birth. Several of them may have ex-
claimed about the fact that a woman
had to be turned away from the inn in
such an advanced state of pregnancy
when a lot of other people had been
put up in more suitable accom-
modations, and there no doubt was
some tongue-wagging about the un-
fortunate circumstances that led to
her giving birth in a stable.

Actually, the Creator was suc-
ceeding in announcing the birth
through three separate groups of in-
dividuals: the shepherds themselves,
all the citizenry and townfolk they
queried and who subsequently be-
came involved, and Joseph and his
own family.

Herod's Persecution

The events of the first few weeks
after Jesus’ birth caused widespread
attention. It is evident that Herod

was terribly shaken by what he had
heard. The Bible says “he was trou-
bled, and all Jerusalem with him”
(Matt. 2:3), and claims he “gathered
all the chief priests [who probably
were Sadducees] and scribes of the
people together” and “demanded of
them where Christ should be born”
(verse 4). All of the scholars were
aware that this very likely was the
time of the birth of Christ.

Pious frauds and sincere schol-
ars—astronomers, astrologers, seers
and soothsayers alike—were almost
universally expecting that some
great event would occur at about
this time in history, and were look-
ing for the Messiah.

When Herod called together the
“chief priests and scribes of the
people,” this was tantamount to the
President of the United States hav-
ing a combined meeting of the Cab-
inet and Supreme Court. The
“Supreme Court” of the Jewish na-
tion, the Sanhedrin, the greatest re-
ligious body of the nation, declared
in unanimity that Jesus the Savior
would be born in Bethlehem, a city
of David! (This they determined
from the prophecy of Christ’s birth
found in the Old Testament book of
Micah [5:2].)

Herod waited awhile, and then, in
a fit of insane rage, “sent forth, and
slew all the children that were in,
Bethlehem, and in all the coasts
thereof, from two years old and un-
der, according to the time which he
had diligently inquired of the wise
men” (Matt. 2:16).

But by that time it was too late.
Joseph and Mary had escaped to
Egypt, taking the young Jesus with
them and remaining until this
vicious despot passed from the
scene.

From the young lad’s return with
His parents from Egypt to the
northern Palestinian city of Naza-
reth, there is no further mention of
Jesus until the moment He is seen
sitting in the Temple at Jerusalem,
both listening to questions and ask-
ing His own questions of the most
learned doctors of the law, and as-
tonishing them with His under-
standing and His answers (Luke
2:46-47).

(Another excerpt from The Real
Jesus will be coming next
month.) O
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David Burnett—Confact

“Korea serves as the front line of the United
States. This should be the last place to pull out

U.S. troops.” Former Prime Minister Paik

Too-chin, now a delegate to the Republic

A NEWof Korea’s National Assembly, leaned for-
ward in his chair in his spacious office and

added: “I am very worried. I oppose the [U.S.

ground force withdrawal] schedule of Mr. Carter.

Without continued U.S. participation and determi-

nation”—he placed heavy stress

on “determination”—‘‘peace |
cannot be maintained.” Presi-

dent Carter, of course, ear-

lier this year announced that the
present 33,000-man U.S. ground force
in South Korea would be withdrawn in stages over a five-year period.

About 8,000 air force men and technicians would remain in the country.
Mr. Paik spoke from profound and broad experience. He served the first
of his two separate terms of office as prime minister during the Korean War.

by Gene H. Hogberg and Keith W. Stump

== S Zibs B e =1
For nearly a quarter century American ground forces have served as the ‘finger in the dike” in main-
taining an uneasy peace in northeast Asia. Now they are to be systematically withdrawn. The result could
shake world power relationships to their very foundations.




He was present at the signing of the
armistice on July 27, 1953, which
terminated three years of bitter and
destructive fighting. However, his
signature is to be found nowhere on
the treaty. South Korea, preferring
to fight on to victory but overruled
by the United States, was not a
party to the cease-fire.

No one knows more than Mr.
Paik that nothing substantial has
changed in the relationship between
the two Koreas since the armistice
of 24 years ago. The overriding aim
of North Korea’s dictator Kim Il-
sung—who has been the Pyongyang
government’s head of state through-
out its 32-year existence—is to com-
munize the South by force of arms,
hopefully in his lifetime. To Kim,
the war of 1950-53 was merely a
round-one standoff. The final round
with his intended knockout blow is
yet to come.

Yet with the U.S. Second Infaniry
Division positioned astride two val-
leys leading to the South Korean
capital of Seoul. which lies a scant
30 miles south of the border, the
North Koreans would have to fight
their way past American soldiers
during the initial attack. The frus-
trated Mr. Kim has not risked in-
viting an all-out retaliation from the
U.S. military. Thus, for nearly a
quarter century, the strategically
placed “trip-wire” U.S. ground
forces have prevented a second Ko-
rean War from taking place. Little
wonder dictator Kim has demanded
repeatedly since 1953 that U.S.
ground forces leave South Korea.

Booming Economy

While nothing has changed in the
political relationships between the
two Korean states, the same can’t be
said for their internal economic con-
ditions. During our recent visit to
the Republic, we were amazed at
the furious pace of nation-building.
In Seoul, despite that city’s pre-
carious location, high-rise office
buildings and luxury hotels are
springing skyward. Traffic jams are
becoming increasingly common as
more and more automobiles take to
the streets. Subway and highway
construction further add to the con-
gestion. International bankers and
foreign businessmen move through
the country in hordes.
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NORTH AND SOUTH Korean soldiers
eye each other at Panmunjom.

Looking at the country today. it is
difficult to realize that 24 years ago
the Republic of Korea lay in near-
total devastation, numb from three
years of warfare against Chinese-
supported North Korean invaders.
But following the bloodless military
coup staged by General (now Presi-
dent) Park Chung-hee in May 1961,
South Korean industrialization for-
ged ahead in earnest. The results in
the years since have been nothing
less than spectacular.

Though South Korea is a nation
poor in natural resources, its hard-
working citizens are determined to
catch up economically with their
chief rivals in free Asia, the pros-
perous Japanese. “Our human re-
sources -are_abundant and well
educated,” Tae Wan-son, president
of the Korea Chamber of Com-
merce and Industry, told us. “This is
our wealth.”

Mr. Tae, a former economic-plan-

The authors recently re-
turned from a three-week,
six-nation fact-finding trip in
Asia. This is the second re-
port in their series on current
conditions in that part of the
world.

Da w‘d.Bu rnatt—Contact

ning minister, outlined to us in a
one-hour interview the current eco-
nomic state of affairs of South Ko-
rea. Per capita GNP now stands at
over §700, up dramatically from a
mere $83 in 1961. By 1981 it is ex-
pected to hit $1500. South Korean
exports have increased over 200
times since 1961, now standing at
over $10 billion. Total trade is twice
that figure. By 1980, exports alone
are expected to reach the $20 billion
mark. This year’s target growth rate
is ten percent, but it will probably
be higher.

In stark contrast, Communist
North Korea’s economy is a
shambles. Its GNP—$6 billion in
1976—is barely one-fourth that of
the South. Its economic perfor-
mance is so poor that its diplomats
in Europe have reportedly been re-
duced to trading in black-market
drugs and cigarettes. The North is
intensely jealous of South Korea’s
success—adding to Kim Il-sung’s
compulsive obsession to communize
the South by force of arms.

Putting “Human Rights”
in Perspective

Mr. Tae assured us the U.S. ground
forces are still necessary to deter war
launched by the North Koreans—a
war which, even if won, could set
the Republic’s hard-earned prosper-
ity back many years. And the surest
way to deter war is to leave the
American troops right where they
are. “They make Kim think twice,”
he said. South Korea, he added, is
one of the few nations that has said
“Yankee welcome™ rather than
“Yankee go home.”

Mr. Tae said Americans obvi-
ously find it difficult to understand
the precarious position the Republic
of Korea is in, and has been in, for
27 years. “Korea is still in the stage
of protecting freedom, not enjoying
it as you are in America,” he said.
“You have no Communist enemy
directly facing you, say, in Canada,”
he reminded us.

One National Assemblyman we
talked to drew a similar parallel: “If
Communists took over one-half of
the United States—up to the Missis-
sippi River, for example—do you
think the other half could maintain
its present type of democracy?”

(Continued on page 10)
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PANMUNJOM

Laffont—SYGMA

Not Even a Nice Place toVisit

taste of North Korea is avail-
Aible by means of a visit to the
truce city of Panmunjom in
the Korean demilitarized zone
(DMZ), the only place in Asia
where American and Communist
troops directly confront each other
on a daily basis. About 30 miles
north of Seoul, Panmunjom lies as-
tride the demarcation line that di-
vides the two Koreas.

We were driven there in a private
car by a representative of the Ko-
rean Chamber of Commerce. (It is
also possible to visit the village, as
do about 1,000 tourists a month, via
one of the daily, six-hour bus tours
arranged by the Korean Tourist Bu-
reau and conducted under the su-
pervision of the UN. Command.)

The atmosphere in Panmunjom is
tense. An eerie quiet pervades the
area. Stern-faced, jack-booted
North Korean guards carefully scru-
tinize all incoming visitors, watching
closely for any actions which they
might construe as a “provocation”
against the North. For example, in-
side the Military Armistice Com-
mittee (MAC) building, in which
most of the talks between the two
sides take place, we were solemnly
warned by a U.S. officer against
touching even the microphones on

the table, since they were North Ko-
rean property.

A few yards south of the MAC
building is South Korea’s Freedom
House, complete with a tower one
may climb to see over into the
North. Not to be outdone, the North
Koreans not long ago erected a
counterpart building of their own. It
is exactly one meter taller and one
meter wider than the Freedom
House. Nevertheless it is a sham
building, as phony as the facades on
a movie lot at Universal Studios.
Ostensibly two stories tall, it has
only one room downstairs, we were
told, that has actually been com-
pleted. The nonrooms on the second
story are all covered with drapes.
Otherwise one might peer through
to the rolling North Korean coun-
tryside.

It was in the DMZ near Pan-
munjom that two unarmed U.S. of-
ficers were axed to death by North
Korean soldiers in August 1976,
while attempting to trim a tree near
the “Bridge of No Return,” which
links North and South Korea. Last
July, tensions were again height-
ened along the DMZ when North
Koreans shot down an unarmed
U.S. helicopter which had inadvert-
ently strayed over the border. A to-

tal of 57 Americans have died in
incidents along the DMZ since the
signing of the 1953 armistice.

The abrupt and drastic reactions
of trigger-happy North Korean
troops in these incidents bear wit-
ness to the “shoot-first, ask-ques-
tions-later” mentality instilled into
them by a regime filled with irra-
tional and all-consuming hatred of
both South Korea and the Ameri-
can “imperialists.”

After having visited Panmunjom,
we could well appreciate the senti-
ments of Glasgow L. Reynolds, an
American teacher in Seoul, who
wrote recently in the Korea Herald:
“I have seen such spitting, maniac
laughter and gesturing by the brain-
washed North Korean soldiers [at
Panmunjom] to convince me that we
cannot expect Kim Il-sung [North
Korea’s dictator] to act rationally to a
troop withdrawal. Will my country’s
leaders and decision-makers be so
naive as toexpectarational response?
The only way to deal with irrational-
ity is to restrain or subdue it, which
has been the role of the American
forces since first setting foot on Ko-
rean soil. Polished language in Wash-
ington will never solve anything. It
will never make the withdrawal safe
and right.”
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SEOQUL’S SKYLINE reflects booming South Korean economy.

Another Assemblyman, Mr. Oh
Jung-keun, observed that in this
precarious position the Republic of
Korea simply cannot be expected to
live up to America’s high standards
of human rights at this time. Na-
tional security has to be the num-
ber-one priority. There have to be
more controls against subversive
and disruptive elements in the so-
ciety. Agents of the North are con-
stantly trying to infiltrate the South.

Moreover, the picture of life in
South Korea often painted by the
Western press gives a completely
false impression of the true state of
affairs. South Korea, for all intents
and purposes, is a free and open
society. Travel within the country is
unrestricted. Few soldiers are seen
in the streets or at airports. And
speaking of airports, it has been esti-
mated that more foreign visitors
pour through South Korea’s Kimpo
Airport in one day than have been
permitted to enter North Korea in
the past decade!

Despite some limitations, Korea
still retains all the basic elements of
a democratic government—an
elected president, a plural political
party system, the people’s participa-
tion in the political process through
representation, and the division of
power among the executive, legisla-
tive and judicial branches of gov-
ernment. Freedom of press and
speech are also guaranteed to the
maximum that the Korean govern-
ment feels it can afford under the
circumstances.
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But the situation in the North—
virtually ignored in statements by
Washington and in the Western
press—is another matter altogether.
Above the demilitarized zone, there
are no human rights whatsoever.
North Korea is one of the most bru-
tally regimented and repressive po-
lice states in the world. Every aspect
of life in the North is rigidly con-
trolled. Education concentrates on
one principal theme—hatred of the
South and of American “imperial-
ism.” (Kim Il-sung once told Harri-
son Salisbury of the New York
Times: “The most important thing
in our preparation for war is to edu-
cate all the people to hate U.S. im-
perialism.”)

Humanitarian ideals simply are
not taught up north, we were told by
South Korean legislator Shin Sang-
cho, who holds the portfolio of edu-

COLLAPSIBLE OVERPASS is designed
to impede enemy wartime advance.

Keith Stump

Keith Stump

cation in his government. That’s
why the North Korean soldiers
acted so viciously when they at-
tacked American soldiers in the no-
torious tree-trimming incident in the
demilitarized zone last year. Two
Americans were hacked to death
with axes.

What else can we expect from ro-
bot-like human adults? As little chil-
dren, they had been taught to sing
such songs as, “We will mutilate any
American soldiers we catch today.”

Yet, despite the day-and-night
differences between the two Koreas,
there is hardly a peep of human
rights criticism of the North’s re-
gime emanating from Washington’s
highly selective human rights activ-
ists. This puzzles men like Mr. Shin,
who asks: “Why is it that they are
silent about North Korea, where
even a semblance of civil liberties
has long ceased to exist, and are
both nosy and noisy only about
South Korea, where people enjoy
more liberties and human rights
than do the people of most of the
Third World countries? What re-
strictions we might have are self-
imposed because that is the only
way to avoid greater misfortunes.

“Why is it that [certain] elements
in the United States, who are so
concerned about the human rights
of the Koreans, do not care about
the fate of 35 million Koreans who
face a greater risk of a war as a
result of the withdrawal?”

Talking about human rights and
suggesting troop withdrawal in con-
nection with them—as some U.S.
congressmen have done