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Preface

“The Anti-Historical Church and Nation”

“We don’t usually in this century go back to the 13th century to
decide how we should continue to run things.” So said Mrs. Barbara
Mills, the Director of Public Prosecutions, in supporting restrictions
on trial by jury in July 1993. “Magna Carta was enormously
important in its day, but we aren’t still in 1215, and talk of
‘inalienable rights’ is largely irrelevant.”” As a Sunday Telegraph
editorial observed, ... the problem with Mrs. Mills and her kind is
not that they are historically inaccurate but that they are anti-
historical.”

In a small booklet, The Monarchy in Peril, published by Spirit of
‘88 in 1994, and included in the appendix of this book, it was
argued that our country’s participation in the Maastricht Treaty is
anti-historical. It is hard to represent this treaty, at odds with the
hard-learned lessons of our past, as anything but an irresponsible
abandoning of our tried and tested constitution centred on the
Protestant Throne. Ironically, lessons from that same spurned
thirteenth century and the unhappy reign of King John have caused
many who look to learn from such things to draw another
comparison.

Two years before Magna Carta, in 1213, King John, under
considerable pressure from across the channel, had ignominiously
placed the crown of England at the feet of the Pope’s legate. On the
very same date, May 21, in 1993, the Maastricht bill passed through
the House of Commons after its Third Reading. Her Majesty’s
Accession Oath was dispensed with, as the “Crown in Parliament”
was in a very real sense laid at the feet of those who rule in Brussels.
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Ironically, it was two other men named John—the Prime Minister,
John Major, and the late Leader of Her Majesty’s Opposition, John
Smith—who were primarily responsible for this.

With Parliament’s assent to Maastricht, Britain carelessly threw
away the true crown jewels and discarded those great pri'ncip]es
centred on the institution of Monarchy and the Protestant Throne,
which have safeguarded and guided our integrity and very existence
as a nation for several centuries.

The years have passed, and another government is in power, one
now led by a Prime Minister who is contemptuous of our nation’s
institutions, and whose “New Labour” administration is thoroughly
anti-historical. Maastricht has led on to Amsterdam, Amsterdam t;)
Nice, and Nice to the proposed EU Constitution, signed by Tony Blair,
but stalled by its rejection by French and Dutch voters. |

Restrictions on trial by jury have been extended. “Habeas
corpus”, the presumption of innocence in our justice system, would
not long survive the implementation of Corpus Juris. Magna Carta,
fount of our freedoms, scarcely merits mention in our professcdly
“free” press, nor does The Bill of Rights. The prospect of our ancient
liberties being altogether subsumed into a Roman-Catholic-dominated
federal Europe', anti-historical as this would be, looms large.
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Foreword

The current controversy between the KJV in English and the modern
bible versions is the same old conflict fought by the early church
with the Gnostics and in the Middle Ages by the Waldensians with
the Papists; as well as by the Protestants with the Jesuits in the
sixteenth century. The battle over God’s Word, its providential
preservation, and the correct identification of Antichrist is a crucial
one. It is the spiritual battle fought by followers of Christ against
followers of Antichrist, the true faith against the counterfeit, the
Reformation versus the Counter-Reformation.

The abandoning of the Protestant identity of our nation is
reflected in the loss of patriotism and by an increasing disregard
for our history and heritage. There has been departure from the
certainties of our only truly Protestant and Authorised Bible, now
replaced by a plethora of corrupted modern versions, and further
undermined by the repudiation of the doctrines of grace by a man-
centred gospel. The rejection through the centuries of the old
orthodoxy by influential Arminians such as Archbishop Laud, John
Wesley, and Charles Finney paved the way for the successes of the
Counter-Reformation and the “ecumenical” acceptance of the old
spiritual enemy, the Church of Rome. Through it all we no longer
know quite who we are and what we stand for. Our established Church
is losing its identity, as is our nation. Together with our sovereignty
and independence, we are abandoning our hard-won freedoms; and
few péople know or seem to care.

The King James Version of the Bible was conceived at the
Reformation and given birth soon after in 1611. The Revised
Version of the Bible of 1881, which has spawned the many modern
versions, was the product of an era during which Darwinism,
Liberalism, Higher Criticism, and the Romanising Oxford Movement
were in fashion among opinion formers in the Church. That revised
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Bible has proven to be an historic break-through for the Counter-
Reformation. Largely lost in its rendering is the prophetic and
historical identification of Papal Rome as the Antichrist. The differing
renditions of the Scriptures, based on manuscripts that were rejected
by the Reformation, obscure and conceal the true meaning of the
prophetic passages; instead exonerating Rome and substituting a
Futurist identification of Antichrist. The importance of Church
history therefore is difficult to overestimate. Faced with such
widespread ignorance in today’s church, we set out in this book to
demonstrate just how important the knowledge of history is. For if we
ignore the lessons of History we are destined to repeat its mistakes.
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Introduction

“New Lamps for Old”

A feature of the future-orientated times in which we live is a
remarkable lack of knowledge of history, especially among younger
people. In the age of the sound bite and the TV image, for most
people there is little time for reading books of any kind, and even less
patience for the application and study that history requires. Besides,
the spirit of the age reassures us that we’ve graduated from our past.
What is now, and even more what is to come is seen as innately
superior to what was then; after all, we have evolved as well as
progressed. In this spirit, the twentieth century’s doyen of
consumerism, Henry Ford, made his best-known contribution 'to
twentieth-century thought by announcing that, “History is more or
less bunk.”® Orwellian “designer babies™ are now joining designer
cars and clothes. New products in a new age are conditioned with a
new philosophy and life-style, and we can dismiss the past.

Sadly, this subtle and alluring new thinking has greatly affected
the church. Very few Christians have more than a scant knowledge
of Church history or of the precious legacy of our Christian heritage
handed down to us by our forefathers. The Charismatic movement is
convinced, in step with the New Age movement, that the Lord is
“doing a new thing.” Renewal, it is thought, has rescued us from our
past, from the unpleasantness, the strife and the bloodletting. The
old conflicts over doctrine and error are no longer relevant nor is the

* Court record, Chicago Tribune libel case, 1919, quoted by Samuel T.
Williamson, Saturday Review, January 22, 1955, as an entry in the book by
George Seldes: The Great Quotations, 1983, Citadel Press, p. 253.
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