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“Let us be alert to the season in which we are living. It is the season of the Blessed Hope, calling for us to cut our
ties with the world and build ourselves on this One who will soon appear. He is our hope—a Blessed Hope
enabling us to rise above our times and fix our gaze upon Him.” Tozer
NOTE: The following article was published in The Economist in early 1988, right about
the time I started really digging into a global currency in light of bible prophecy. They
have republished it this week, almost 30 years later, and it’s interesting to get their
perspective on a subject that in reality has taken 100 years to develop by way of a
pretty significant technology infrastructure. Obviously they did not envision the
digital age and cryptocurrencies, but nevertheless, what a time to be alive!

The Economist: "Get Ready For A World Currency By 2018"
Get Ready for the Phoenix
January 9, 1988, Vol. 306, pp 9-10
THIRTY years from now, Americans, Japanese, Europeans, and people in m any other rich countries,
and some relatively poor ones will probably be paying for their shopping with the same currency. Prices
will be quoted not in dollars, yen or D-marks but in, let’s say, the phoenix. The phoenix will be favoured
by companies and shoppers because it will be more convenient than today’s national currencies, which
by then will seem a quaint cause of much disruption to economic life in the last twentieth century.
At the beginning of 1988 this appears an outlandish prediction. Proposals f or eventual monetary union
proliferated five and ten years ago, but they hardly envisaged the setbacks of 1987. The governments
of the big economies tried to move an inch or two towards a more managed system of exchange rates
– a logical preliminary, it might seem, to radical monetary reform. For lack of co-operation in their
underlying economic policies they bungled it horribly, and provoked the rise in interest rates that
brought on the stock market crash of October. These events have chastened exchange-rate reformers.
The market crash taught them that the pretence of policy co-operation can be worse than nothing, and
that until real co-operation is feasible (i.e., until governments surrender some economic sovereignty)
further attempts to peg currencies will flounder.
The new world economy
The biggest change in the world economy since the early 1970’s is that flows of money have replaced
trade in goods as the force that drives exchange rates. as a result of the relentless integration of the
world’s financial markets, differences in national economic policies can disturb interest rates (or
expectations of future interest rates) only slightly, yet still call forth huge transfers of financial assets
from one country to another. These transfers swamp the flow of trade revenues in their effect on the

demand and supply for different currencies, and hence in their effect on exchange rates. As
telecommunications technology continues to advance, these transactions will be cheaper and faster
still. With unco-ordinated economic policies, currencies can get only more volatile.
In all these ways national economic boundaries are slowly dissolving. As the trend continues, the
appeal of a currency union across at least the main industrial countries will seem irresistible to
everybody except foreign-exchange traders and governments. In the phoenix zone, economic
adjustment to shifts in relative prices would happen smoothly and automatically, rather as it does today
between different regions within large economies. The absence of all currency risk would spur trade,
investment and employment.
The phoenix zone would impose tight constraints on national governments. There would be no such
thing, for instance, as a national monetary policy. The world phoenix supply would be fixed by a new
central bank, descended perhaps from the IMF. The world inflation rate – and hence, within narrow
margins, each national inflation rate- would be in its charge. Each country could use taxes and public
spending to offset temporary falls in demand, but it would have to borrow rather than print money to
finance its budget deficit. With no recourse to the inflation tax, governments and their creditors would
be forced to judge their borrowing and lending plans more carefully than they do today. This means a
big loss of economic sovereignty, but the trends that make the phoenix so appealing are taking that
sovereignty away in any case. Even in a world of more-or-less floating exchange rates, individual
governments have seen their policy independence checked by an unfriendly outside world.
As the next century approaches, the natural forces that are pushing the world towards economic
integration will offer governments a broad choice. They can go with the flow, or they can build
barricades. Preparing the way for the phoenix will mean fewer pretended agreements on policy and
more real ones. It will mean allowing and then actively promoting the private-sector use of an
international money alongside existing national monies. That would let people vote with their wallets for
the eventual move to full currency union. The phoenix would probably start as a cocktail of national
currencies, just as the Special Drawing Right is today. In time, though, its value against national
currencies would cease to matter, because people would choose it for its convenience and the stability
of its purchasing power.
The alternative – to preserve policymaking autonomy- would involve a new proliferation of truly
draconian controls on trade and capital flows. This course offers governments a splendid time. They
could manage exchange-rate movements, deploy monetary and fiscal policy without inhibition, and
tackle the resulting bursts of inflation with prices and incomes polices. It is a growth-crippling prospect.
Pencil in the phoenix for around 2018, and welcome it when it comes.
Just to be clear: This is NOT “fake” news.

Emmanuel Bonaparte: Macron Declares He Will Govern Like a Roman God
by JACK MONTGOMERY

4 Jul 2017

breitbart.com

French president Emmanuel Macron has declared he will govern France like Jupiter, the Roman king
of the gods, shortly after officials told the media his thought process was “too complex” for journalists
to understand.
Summoning over 900 politicians from both houses of the French parliament to a rare Congress at the
palace of Louis XIV – the ‘Sun King’ – in Versailles, he threatened to overrule lawmakers with a
referendum if they try to frustrate the “reforms” he wishes to impose on the legislature. Such

assemblies are usually reserved for times of national crisis.
Reuters reports him as saying he desires to reign as a “Jupiterian” president – “a remote, dignified
figure, like the Roman god of gods, who weighs his rare pronouncements carefully”.
This bizarre statement of intent comes just days after Macron scrapped the president’s traditional
Bastille Day press conference, with an Elysée Palace
official claiming the 39-year-old’s thoughts are “too
complex” for journalists.
Macron’s “complex thought process lends itself badly to
the game of question-and-answer with journalists”, the
spokesman explained – prompting much mockery in the
French press.
It has been speculated that Macron is keen to cultivate an
aloof, almost imperial aura after being derided as a
placeman for the unpopular socialist François Hollande, in
whose government he served as economy minister, or as
a poodle for Angela Merkel, the German chancellor widely
regarded as the European Union’s driving force.
“You are the heir of François Hollande,” scoffed nationalist rival Marine Le Pen during their
head-to-head election debate. “W e now call you Baby Hollande; Hollande Junior!”
She added that, whatever the outcome of the election, “France will be led by a woman: either me or
Mrs. Merkel.”
Much of the commentary on Macron’s alleged natural submissiveness hints at his relationship with his
wife – twenty-five years his senior – with Italy’s larger-than-life former president Silvio Berlusconi
teasing that he is “a nice lad with a good-looking mum”.
Efforts by the EU loyalist to strengthen his public standing by picking fights with the governments of
Central Europe, who have been resolutely defiant in the face of attempts by Brussels to impose
compulsory migrant quotas on them, have been less than successful.
Hungarian premier Viktor Orbán gently dismissed him as “a new boy” who had yet to find his feet.
“Macron’s entrance wasn’t too encouraging, as he thought the best way to show friendship was to
immediately kick Central European countries. This isn’t how we do things around here, but he’ll soon
get to know his way around,” he added.
Posing as the EU’s champion against President Donald Trump has also backfired, with a pointed,
public snub of the U.S. leader in favour of Angela Merkel and other Europeans at a G20 summit ending
in embarrassment when the 70-year-old manhandled him with a powerful handshake.
Macron was clearly rattled by the exchange, granting a brief interview with journalists in order to
emphasise that another handshake with President Trump – in which the Frenchman clung on for dear
life – was a “moment of truth” in which he supposedly demonstrated that he “would not make small
concessions, not even symbolic ones”.

The End of All Things
Monday, July 10, 2017

Pete Garcia

For as in Adam all die, even so in Christ all shall be made alive. But each one in his own
order: Christ the firstfruits, afterward those who are Christ’s at His coming. Then comes the end, when
He delivers the kingdom to God the Father, when He puts an end to all rule and all authority and
power. For He must reign till He has put all enemies under His feet. 1 Corinthian 15:22-25
It’s amazing to me (but not surprising), that there are so many views out there on the study of
Eschatology (study of last things). I tend to harp on this a lot, but only because the confusion is
rampant amongst Christianity, and in growing number, amongst Evangelicals. While most of the world
could care less, he were are, squabbling over which view is right or which view is wrong.
I’m not saying that the squabbling is unwarranted, because there are very legitimate reasons why
having the proper understanding is important, but the fact that there is squabbling and division
amongst Christians over this, is telling in and of itself. And if this one topic is so ‘divisive’ that
congregations abandon the study altogether, then Satan’s strategy of putting to bed the discussion
altogether, has in large measure, succeeded.
Let me just state in a brief summary, why there is different points of view on this topic, and why it
matters in the long run.
The early Church started out almost exclusively Jewish. I mean, Jesus and the Apostles were all
Jews, and Jesus instructed His disciples prior to His death, burial, and resurrection, to ‘only go to the
lost sheep of Israel’. (Matt. 10:5-6) Even after the resurrection and the ascension of Christ, we have in
Acts 1-2, Peter preaching to the crowd of Jews gathered at the Temple for Pentecost, and about 3,000
Jews came to faith that day. (Acts. 2:41)
In reading, we don’t necessarily see the amount of time that transpires over the book of Acts, but it’s
around forty years. So in a nutshell, the Church went from being exclusively Jewish, to increasingly
not-Jewish. Compare Matt. 13:8 (written to a Jewish audience), to Mark 4:8 (written with a Gentile
audience in mind), and you can see that Christ foresaw this transition.
From then (the cross plus forty years) to about the third century, we have a transformation taking place
within the body of Christ. Jerusalem is sacked by the Romans in AD70 and the temple is destroyed in
the process. Both in AD70, and AD135, Jews are being displaced from their ancient homeland and
spread out over the face of the earth. But simultaneously, the Church is spreading throughout the
Roman Empire, albeit, undergoing periods of intense persecution. The Church is becoming less and
less Jewish, and more and more Gentile.
From a contemporary standpoint of a third century Christian theologian, the Jews were finished. After
all, they crucified their Messiah, they rejected the Gospel, and because they had been hostile to the
Gospel (Romans 11:28), two things were happening: they were hardening their hearts, and the
Gentiles were increasingly assuming the promises and blessings that had belonged to the Jewish
(Hebrew/Israel) peoples.
So one’s Ecclesiology (the study of the Church) overwhelmingly drives your understanding of
Eschatology. If one thinks the Church is Israel, well then that really and fundamentally changes how
you view the prophetic passages concerning the end times. And hindsight is usually a perfect 20/20,
and it’s easy for us today (20 centuries removed) to sit back and point fingers at the early church

fathers for allowing this to happen. They had a lot going on back, and were at that present time,
dealing with varying levels of persecution, as well as attacks over core doctrines by the Judaizers and
later the Gnostics who were trying to hijack the new Christian faith.
So there was a lot of confusion over not just eschatology, but over a lot of subjects and doctrines within
the Scriptures. The Church would not begin to recover some of the even basic understandings of our
faith until the time leading up to the Reformation. I will caveat that previous statement by saying, there
has always been remnants who were saved, and had a good working knowledge of Biblical doctrines,
but I’m speaking more for the majority of the body of Christ. We just have to remember a couple of
things about back then: not everyone had a Bible (complete or otherwise), and nobody had 20
centuries of teachings to glean over and learn from.
While the Reformation era certainly had its positive highlights, it still carried over with it, a lot of
baggage from the predominantly Roman Catholic middle ages. Like a man awakened from a long
slumber, the Church was ‘getting its wits’ from the 13th-16th centuries. There was the good (Five
Sola’s) and the bad (growing Protestant anti-Semitism) that came from that era, and they certainly
didn’t have it all figured out…especially in the area of Bible prophecy.
The reason for that is, Israel had not yet been brought back as a nation. People had no concept of
when they were on God’s calendar of time. People still travelled at the speed of horse, and general
knowledge (while growing), was still being hashed out at the philosophic, econom ic, and theological
levels.
It wasn’t until the Dispensational movements in the 18th-19th centuries that believers would begin to
grasp where we were on God’s calendar. There is no secret formula or creating anew of doctrines or
teachings, it is simply to treat the entire Bible equally when it comes to interpretation. When you do
this, the grandeur and beauty of the Bible becomes even more relevant and understandable when
placed in its proper context. When you do this, you are understanding one, fundamental truth that puts
into perspective ALL doctrines that are contained within our Bible, and that is, the Bible was not written
by men, for people of a specific era, but was written by inspiration of God, who exists outside of time,
for all mankind, in all era’s.
John Nelson Darby didn’t invent some kooky new doctrine in his mother’s basement, he simply
rediscovered (just as the Reformers had done a few centuries before), the fundamental truths that had
existed in the Bible all along. People don’t accuse Martin Luther of creating justification by grace
through faith…neither should they accuse John N. Darby of creating Dispensationalism. John N.
Darby, C.I. Scofield, and Clarence Larkin didn’t get their ideas from reading the “Late Great Planet
Earth”. All they had was their Bibles, and all they did, was interpret all of it, with the same measure of
interpretative integrity, that those before them had done when systematizing salvific doctrines.
So it is, that God works through a system known as “progressive revelation”. God didn’t give Adam the
entire Bible to write, but spread it out over 1,600 years, and by over 40 different men on three different
continents. There was a reason for this. God the Holy Spirit, moved upon men to write what He
wanted them to say. He didn’t want the Bible to be exclusively a Jewish book, or otherwise Gentiles
wouldn’t have contributed (Nebuchadnezzar in Daniel 4, and Luke who wrote the Gospel of Luke and
the book of Acts), but He also didn’t want there to be any doubt about, from whom our common faith
came out of (ie…the Jewish people). And I say all this to end by saying that we as a body of Christ,
have been in a maturing process over the last 2,000 years.
We know more now about the 1st through 19th centuries collectively, then many of them living in that
time knew of themselves. A dispensational understanding of Scriptures, which in its essence, seeks to
apply the literal style of biblical interpretation equally (but not woodenly), to all Scriptures, is the mature

way to handle the passages contained therein.
That is not to say, that someone who doesn’t have a dispensational understanding of Scriptures is not
saved. It just means, that they (those who hold to other interpretational styles) will NEVER fully mature
in a spiritual understanding of Scripture. This is not an attempt to belittle or put them down, but is a
theological truth. And why is that? Because ONLY the Dispensational view, treats the ENTIRE bible
equally in its interpretation. We don’t categorize certain portions of Scripture, and then give
precedence over which section has more weight or is more worthy of taking literally, than others.
All Scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for
instruction in righteousness, that the man of God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every
good work. 2 Timothy 3:16-17
Do Dispensational teachers have it ALL figured out? Absolutely not. None of us will, this side of
eternity. But, I believe (and I’m not alone in this belief) that Dispensationalism is the best system we
have for understanding our entire Bible, and gives the best understanding to Eschatology, (along with
all the other doctrines) that can be understood this side of the Rapture. And I’ve heard those who say
they’ve come out of Dispensationalism for one reason or another, either because of a bad experience
in a dispensational church or from a certain dispensational teacher, and/or they couldn’t mentally or
theologically overcome certain passages of Scripture from a Dispensational perspective.
This shouldn’t come as a news flash to anyone, but Dispensationalists are humans too, and are like
everyone else, flawed sinners. I’m sure you could point to any given view (religious or otherwise), and
find a few nuts tucked away somewhere. But that doesn’t mean the system of interpretation is flawed,
it just means people are. And even if there are passages we don’t fully understand just yet, doesn’t
mean it won’t happen. For example; look at how the disciples reacted when they saw the resurrected
Christ, even after Christ told them on numerous occasions (Matt. 16:21) that He was going to
Jerusalem to be accused, abused, crucified, and then rise again on the 3rd day:
Now as they said these things, Jesus Himself stood in the midst of them, and said to them, “Peace to
you.” But they were terrified and frightened, and supposed they had seen a spirit. And He said to them,
“Why are you troubled? And why do doubts arise in your hearts? Behold My hands and My feet, that it
is I Myself. Handle Me and see, for a spirit does not have flesh and bones as you see I have.” When
He had said this, He showed them His hands and His feet. But while they still did not believe for joy,
and marveled, He said to them, “Have you any food here?” So they gave Him a piece of a broiled fish
and some honeycomb.And He took it and ate in their presence. Luke 24:36-43
How many times had Christ told them of what was going to happen ahead of time and they still didn’t
understand? The truth is, there are things in Scriptures that we don’t fully understand, but they will
happen, not because John Nelson Darby or Hal Lindsey says so, but because the Bible says it’s going
to happen. Will there be a future Jewish temple in Jerusalem, one in which animals are sacrificed at
certain feast dates? Yes. First, because Ezekiel’s temple has never been built, and secondly,
because the temple, as described in an exorbitant amount of detail in chapters 40-48, states it well.
So by faith, I take that for what it says (even though I don’t fully understand it) and I move on. I don’t
have to get hung about the axle just because I don’t fully comprehend the eternal nature of the
Godhead, to believe in the Tri-une nature of God, why would I let some other lesser issue, plunge my
faith into skepticism?

