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Revival of Patriotism

Recently, in both Britain and Argentina, we
have witnessed mass demonstrations of patriotism
and its ability to unite people in a common cause.
It is worth reflecting on this, one of the stronger
human emotions, one that some would hope was
dead.

It could possibly be argued that patriotism never
died and has always been deep within the hearts of
our people. It has undoubtedly been suppressed for
the past couple of decades, for it has been un-
fashionable to express one’s patriotism — it has
been considered to lead to all sorts of evils!
However, like so many instinctive qualities, it is
not something that can be destroyed, but rather
lays dormant to eventually resurface with renewed
force.

Patriotism, in its original sense, means love of
the land on which one lives. It is derived from
man’s association and familiarity with his sur-
roundings, whether it be the sometimes artificial
environment of the city or the open countryside. It
includes an element that can be described as “‘a
sense of belonging)’ It is an extension of that
important aspect that makes the family such an
important unit in developing a sense of security
and a base for the development of the individual.

This feeling is greatly reinforced when the
nation, through its politics and institutions,
reflects the morals, goals and aspirations of its
peoples. The nation must be a grouping of
basically similar people so that the goals are not
too universal, but something with which the people
can personally identify.

There is however, an element that is probably
responsible for the sustained attack on patriotism
as a virtue. For it is one of the only ways that indi-
viduals can be induced to give selflessly for a
common purpose. It is the mortar that holds a
nation together and it is a factor of paramount
importance in times of national crisis — particu-
larly war.

The importance of events such as the Anzac Day
parades, is that they not only serve to remind us of
the terrible cost of war and of those who have died
in their nation’s service, but it also allows us to give
expression to this great virtue.

Our nation has never been in greater need of true
patriots than it is at this point in our history.
Whilst the recent Anzac Day parades have demon-
strated that patriotism is alive and well, what is
needed is for Australians to stand up and take con-
structive action to defend those aspects of our heri-
tage that are coming under increasing attack.

THE AUSTRALIAN
HERITAGE SOCIETY

The Australian Heritage Society was launched in Mel-
bourne on September 18th, 1971 at an Australian League of
Rights Seminar. It was clear that Australia’s heritage is
under increasing attack from all sides; spiritual, cultural,
political and constitutional. A permanent body was required
to ensure that young Australians were not cut off from their
true heritage and the Heritage Society assumed thatrolein a
number of ways.

The Australian Heritage Society welcomes people of all
ages to join in its programme for the regeneration of the
spirit of Australia. To value the great spiritual realities that
we have come to know and respect through our heritage,
the virtues of patriotism, of integrity and love of truth, the
pursuit of goodness and beauty, an unselfish concern for
other people — to maintain a love and loyalty for those
values.

Young Australians have a very real challenge before them.

The Australian Heritage Society, with your support can give
them the necessary lead in building a better Australia.

“Our heritage today is the fragments
gleaned from past ages; the heritage of
tomorrow — good or bad — will be deter-
mined by our actions today:’

SIR RAPHAEL CILENTO

First Patron of The A tlan Heritage S
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OVER 30,000
ANZAG
LEAFLETS
DISTRIBUTED

Enthusiastic members and supporters of
the Australian Heritage Society distributed
over 30,000 of the specially produced Anzac
leaflets at several Anzac Day parades around
Australia.

The organisers were very pleased by the
response for orders of the leaflet and would
like to thank all those who participated in this
project.

The leaflet carried the article ““The Anzacs’’
by Sir Colin Hines (March-May issue of
“Heritage”) and invited people to join in the

work of the Society.

ANZAC

By DEBORAH GRIFFITHS, N.SW.
age 12 years.

They march grand and proud

As the Anzac procession watchers cry aloud

These were the men who defended their
country and won

To understand, most of us have only
just begun

We will never realise their anguish and fears

That have haunted them for so many years

Have these men received enough of an
award?

To see people watching, restlessly,
impatiently and bored

Do they really understand why the old
‘“‘recruits’’ are marching?

The ones in chairs and with their backs
arching

This answer I would dearly like to know

They treat them so disrespectfully

They might well be the foe.
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Detail of the creation of Adam: The Hands — By Michelangelo (Sistine Ghapel}

difficulty in pointing out the acknowledged inade-
quacy of all detailed hypotheses so far put
forward, and many errors committed in the pro-
gress of science by the redemption of error. If they
had something better to offer they would be more
worth a hearing, but when they identify the super-
natural with the contra-natural, and try to take
God out of evolution, they drive people into that
Godless ‘naturalism’ which sees natural events as
witless ‘happenings’, which deprives past, present
and future of their continuity, which sees human
will and purpose as the only will and purpose in the
Universe, and therefore unlimited, and which they
rightly blame for the corruption of our formerly
Christian-based civilisation.

In justice to the ‘Creationists’” we must acknow-
ledge that they reject creative evolution with its
continuity of life through the Ages, and cling to
Biblical literalism because they fear to lose the vital
truth that all things were created by an act of the
Divine Will. I am indebted to an article by
Anthony Cooney (a social crediter) in the Journal
Faith (Vol. 12, 1, 1980) for a reminder that God
acts in eternity while we can see events only in
Time. The great Creation account in Genesis
powerfully conveys this truth, and so long as we
knew no better the childish acceptance of a time-
span of literally six days was no hindrance to belief
in the Divine Act of Creation; but now that we do
know better, it is.

Just because the knowledge has gone to our
heads and made some of us think we are as gods, as
the serpent told Eve in the Garden, is no reason for
rejecting it. Here again, if we insist on a real
talking snake, and on the legs of God walking in
the Garden, we find incredible the whole message
of the story, which is the gift of the Creator to Man
of the free will to disobey, and the consequent Fall
from Grace, and hence the need for redemption.

This free will operates only in that division of the
trinity of Time which we call the present, and
which links the past to the future; but, if we
choose, we can try to break the link with disastrous
consequences. All growth, advance, and con-
structive changes arise from the development of
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the. status quo; and, contrary to common
prejudice, it is the conservation of the living past
(provided there is no attempt to petrify it) which
leads on to future progress and greater freedom of
choice, while its destruction sets the clock back and
is wholly retroactive and unprogressive. The
defence, therefore, of our heritage is an essential
part of the duty of all who would attempt to better
the human condition.

DETERMINISM

As G.K. Chesterton pointed out, we cannot
foresee or predict the future so far as the free part
of human action is concerned. Prediction must be
based on the assumption that men are slaves or
puppets and have no freedom of choice. All ‘deter-
minists’, whether evolutionary mechanists, statis-
tical sociologists, Marxist collectivists, or World
Order propagandists, assume that the past directly
determines the future, and ignore the free will of
men in the ever-living present. So aiso do those
who misinterpret Biblical prophecy as did the oid
pagans: as a lj“ate or Destiny pronounced upon a
puppet mankind which it is both useless and
Imp1ious to try to escape, rather than the advice of a
Father: ““if you choose to do this, that will follow’’
This ‘determinism’ is today being ruthlessly
encouraged and exploited by those who have a
Plan for control of a collectivised mankind, since

the conviction that something is foredoomed
wholly inhibits the will to prevent it,

In contrast, the past was made by what men
freely chgse to do in their present time, so that our
cultural inheritance is, so to speak, the accumu-
lated will and spirit of our predecessors, handed on
to us as the basis on which we must add our choice,
0 pass on in turn to our successors. For Time is
neither a succession of random or disconnected
events, nor yet like a cinema film which has already
been shot and developed and is merely run through
the projector before us, It is an ever-moving point
of spiritual choice, growing from the past and em-
bodying the future. @



THE LITTLE ROCK JUDGEMENT
“WHY IS ANYTHING?"

The judgement at Little Rock, Arkansas, was
therefore not a blow to religion. Rather, the judge
was perfectly correct in holding that the stories of
Genesis are not scientific reports, but rather that
they are especially religious staries with a point to
make about God and man and how they “'go to-
gether’’

POSITIVELY HARMFUL

To engage in an attempt to defend the Genesis
stories as a scientific account of “how it
happened’ is not only a complete waste of time,
but positively harmful. Evangelism is made difficult
in the modern world when we have to struggle to
overcome misconceptions about the nature of
religious commitment of the kind that a naive and
simplistic fundamentalism leaves in its wake.

In fact, science and religion are two quite
distinct language games with different
ground rules and different purposes. Science
seeks to explain how when and in what man-
ner things have come to be as they are. Relig-
ious stories, such as those found in the early
chapters of Genesis, are essentially a pro-
clamation of the creative and redemptive
presence of God., whatever the scienfitic
explanation of things may be. Even Charles
Darwin spoke at the end of his famous
“QOrigin of Species’”’ of the Creator’s role in
breathing into the first forms of life to initiate
the evolutionary process.

No matter how well modern science explains
how particular things have come to be as they are,
it has no answer to the ultimate question of why
there should be anything at all, rather than
nothing. Science leaves that as a mystery.

"WHY IS ANYTHING?"

Anybody who troubles to ask himself why there
should be anything at all will soon find himseif
shaking his head in bafflement. When we are
overcome by feelings of awe and wonder and
begin to become conscious of the fact that, just as
certainly as we did not make ourselves, the
material universe cannot have made itself, then
that is a ‘‘close encounter with God of the first
kind"* — God the void, mysterious and inscrutable.

it is also a mistake to make a simple equation of
the Word of God with the lifeless words of the
human authors written in ink on the pages of the
Bible. Rather, the Word of God is a living Word
which we hear as we are addressed or called to a
life of obedience and discipleship.

Extracts from "From The Archbishop” by the Anglican
Archbishop of Perth and appearing in the “Anglican
Messenger” February 1982,

HERITAGE

The quarterly of the Australian Heritage Society

NEW SUBSCRIPTION
RATES FOR
‘“HERITAGE”

Since the first edition of Heritage in June
of 1976 we have been able to maintain the
subscription rate of Heritage at $6.00 per
annum. We regret to announce however, that
due to ever increasing costs it has been
necessary to increase the subscription and
membership rates as follows:

‘‘Heritage’’ Subscription............ $8.00
per annum
Australian Heritage Society
Associate Membership...........$13.00
(Includes “*Heritage' Subscription) per annum
Extended ‘‘Heritage’’ Subscriptions:
2 years — $15.00
3 years — $22.00
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STICKERS AND
BROOCHES

Ideal for correspondence and anvelopes

DISPENSER OF 200 - $3.30 POSTED

Large Car Stickers................ B0 cents posted
Small Car Stickers, ............... 40 rents posted
FlagBrooches ............... . coann $1.30 posted
Flag Stick-pins . ..................... $1.30 posted

Larger quantities available at reduced cost
Prices on application
Contact:
THE AUSTRALIAN HERITAGE SOCIETY
{N.S.W. BRANCH]}
BOX 2957
SYDNEY 2001

Proceeds from sales aid The Australian Heritage
Society’s work.
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The Justice went on to state, on page 305, in
which he called into support a non-A.L.P. man
Mr., later Mr. Justice Sir, John-Latham:—

““. .. But is it permissible to agree that the
occasion will never arise when, in the crisis of
a political controversy, a Governor-General
may think it proper to exercise his ultimate
authority and even dismiss a Ministry which
has the support of a majority of the
Assembly, appoint the Opposition Leader
Prime Minister, and grant a dissolution to
the new Prime Minister? Surely it is wrong to
assume that the Governor-General for the
time being will always be a mere tool in the
hands of the dominant party?. . .”’

Is not this Bill of yours proposing to make the
Governor-General ALWAYS A MERE TOOL IN
THE HANDS OF THE DOMINANT PARTY;
that it proposes to ensure that the political party in
control of the Parliamentary machine MUST BE
ALLOWED TO GO ON FOR THREE YEARS
EVEN THOUGH IT KNOWS IT HAS NO MAN-
DATE FOR WHAT IT IS DOING? As the late
great A.L.P. Leader, Arthur Calwell once
remarked: —

“You can’t
scrambled egg?’

Few people today, as against yester-year, trust
politicians and parties, even though they vote for
them. Why, if they don’t trust, do they vote for
parties? Because the parties have taught them to
believe they have no other choice, except to vote
for a dictatorship. Again this is a down right Court
provable legal falsehood and the parties know it.

On 21 March, 1961, in the House of Represen-
tatives, the undersigned, inter alia, made the
following statement:—

“Each day we assemble and ask for divine

guidance in the discharge of our high and

important duties and thereafter truly demon-
strate that what we really seek is not divine
guidance but party supremacy. We fail to
recognise that the Australian .people are
becoming tired of the utter futility of party
warfare. Indeed, the death rattles of the
party system in its present form are becoming
more audible. Unless we apply ourselves with

a new and dedicated vigour to the solving of

the major problem of our age, then it will be

but a matter of time before the party system
will strangle us in its death struggles®’

Senator Evans, surely you and all Senators and
M’s P must be aware that the party system IS IN
_ITS DEATH STRUGGLES and that_ the only way
its life can be prolonged is by writing the party
system into the Constitution, which is precisely
what your Bill is aimed at and will be accomplished
so long as you hide the truth of the real outcome of
such a referendum from the people. (by the word
‘you’ I mean all the Senators and Members).

Trusting you, your party and all Senators and

unscramble a politically

Members will desist from trying to increase the
power and life of political parties at the expense of
the right of the people to control the Parliamentary
machine at ANY TIME OF THE PEOPLE’S
CHOOSING, NOT JUST AT ELECTION TIME.

Arthur A. Chresby

... the reply

Dear Mr. Chresby,

Thank you for your letter of 9 November 1981. I am sorry not
to have replied sooner.

In order that there should be no misunderstanding about
precisely what my Private Members Bill on fixed term parlia-
ments is setting out to achieve, I enclose a copy of the Bill
together with my second reading speech which explains its
purpose and effect in full. You will note (page 2030) that I
regard it as one only of a number of advantages of a fixed term
parliaments system that it removes from the unelected office of
Governor-General much of the discretionary power to dismiss
and dissolve now vested in it. )

Unlike you, I have no doubt that the Governor-General has
the effective, if not the literal, power to dismiss a Government.
Under sections 62 and 64 of the Constitution, the Governor-
General has power to dismiss his advisers, being Executive
Councillors, and to dismiss the Queen’s Ministers of State.
Although the Constitution does not confer an express power
upon the Governor-General to dismiss a Government, the
exercise by him of these powers has the same result in practice.
My own view of the proper role of the Governor-General is very
different from your own. In no sense do I regard the Governor-
General as being the repository of the popular will or as a
political agent to whom, as you suggest, the electors can go
direct if they are unhappy with their members and senators. The
foundation of our democratic system is the election of a legis-
lature by popular vote, the Government being formed by which-
ever coalition of elected representatives (usually united by a
party affiliation) can obtain the confidence of a majority of
representatives.

I do not regard the Governor-General as having any inde-
pendent sphere of operation but as being obliged to act at all
times upon the advice of his Ministers, subject to two
exceptions.

The first of these exceptions is where the Government of the
day no longer possesses the confidence of the House. You will
see that clause 10 of my Bill proposes a new section 64 of the
Constitution, making it clear that the Governor-General cannot
cut short the life of a Government by dismissing his Ministers
except upon them losing the confidence of the House. The
second exception, an extremely limited one, is that the
Governor-General is entitled to intervene in a case either of
constitutional breakdown, where a Government is acting
illegally or is deliberately subverting the Constitution, or of a
Parliamentary deadlock which the parliamentary system itself
has proved quite unable over a considerable period of time to
resolve. In such circumstances, the power of the Governor-
General to dismiss a Government is only to be exercised as the
absolute last resort.

From what I have said above, it should be clear that I reject
your suggestions that my fixed term parliaments proposal is
taking away from electors a legal right to express their will
through the Governor-General and is preserving a party system
which is otherwise moribund.

Gareth Evans
Senator for Victoria
Shadow Attorney-General
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IS THIS A L
SUITABLE -
CAR STICKER?

Let’s Keep Them for 1988!

| "

OUR FLAG
OUR CONSTITUTION
OUR CROWN

YOUR COMMENTS PLEASE

The Australian Heritage Society is planning a special
all-purpose sticker which we suggest could be like the
one dispiayed above.

Please let us have your comments and suggestions
about this proposed sticker.

Comments should be directed to:

THE EDITOR, “HERITAGE"
BOX 69, MOORA, W.A,, 6510

The Crown vs Republic
- in verse

The following verse could very well be used
by the Heritage Society over the coming years
in our battle against the republicans. Have

readers any suggestions to its possible use?
EDITOR

Some people have a President to
signify belief

That every man at heart is meant
to be a Party Chief;

But We have got a MAJESTY, to
show with all humility

The ROYALTY of humility — and
that is our belief!

by Geofirey Dobbs {United Kingdom)

Contributions

ARTICLES and other contributions, together
with suggestions for suitable material for
“Heritage, will be welcomed by the Editor.
However, those requiring unused material to
be returned, must enclose a stamped and

addressed envelope.
Address written contributions t0:
THE EDITOR, “HERITAGE.’

BOX 69, MOORA,
WESTERN AUSTRALIA, 6510

Great thoughts on freedom

Grea: Thoughts of Freedom William Collins Sons & Co,, Lud.

So long as Faith with Freedom reigns,
And loyal Hope survives,
And gracious Charity remains
To leaven lowly lives;
While there is one untrodden tract
For intellect or will,
And men are free to think and act,
Life is worth living still,
ALFRED AUSTIN, IS LIFE WORTH LIVING?
Great Thoughrs of Freedom William Collins Sons & Co., Ltd.

Distrust all in whom the impulse to punish is
powerful.

FRIEDRICH WILHELM NIETZSCHE,
THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA

Gireat Thoughts cf Freedem William Collins Sons & Co.. Ltd.

Liberal institutions straightway cease from
being liberal the moment they are soundly
established: once this is attained no more grie-
vous and more thorough enemies of freedom
exist than liberal institutions,

FRIEDRICH WILHELM NIETZSCHE,
THE TWILIGHT OF THE IDOLS
Grear Thoughts of Freedom William Collins Sens & Co., Lid.

Simply by being compelled to keep constantly
on his guard, a man may grow so weak as to be
unable any longer to defend himself.

FREIDRICH WILHELM NIETZSCHE, ECCE HOMO
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Republican Ranting
to be Condemned

Mr. F.C. Gooding of Scarborough, Queensiand, has sent us the
Jollowing letters (one his own) which appeared in “‘The
Australigan’’ of 8th January, 1982,

Your editorial of January 1, titled 198}:
Australia And The Union Jack, again highlights
The Australian’s hell-bent attitude that this
country should become a republic.

To many readers, it is the only blot on a daily
newspaper which is generally regarded as the best
in the country.

The constant ranting by pro-republicans that
our link with the British Crown is unacceptable to
many thousands of migrants who have settled here
from foreign countries, is to be condemned. Most
of these people came to this country because the
oppressive governments from their own republican
countries curtailed human freedom with very little
human rights whatsoever.

For centuries, Great Britain accepted migrants
escaping despotism in their homeland, or refugees
escaping the final human indignities of having their
lives taken away from them,

From the Huguenots to the pre-war Jewish com-
munity, they flocked to the new-found freedom of
the British democratic system. Similarly, thou-
sands of new settlers came here for a new and free
way of life and to enjoy the extra freedom that the
constitutional monarchy gives the ordinary citizen
of this country.

For The Austrafian to argue that if Australia
became a republic there would be *‘a renewed sense
of national purpose, pride and identity and a deter-
mination to build up the country to the point where
it could assume a major and leading role in the new
Pacific World]” shows a lack of depth in the pro-
republican argument.

What The Australian should have said for this
country to ‘‘achieve a new sense of purpose;’ is for
everybody to get off their backsides and do a full
week’s work, jail or deport (to the USSR) the
communist and trade union leaders who are
wrecking this wonderful country and who, no
doubt, would laud the pro-republican movement.

We should all remember that our only protection
against corrupt or criminal government is that the
Crown and the common law remain over the
Parliament.

Your newspaper should be praised for its anti-
communist stand, but to support a republic only
strengthens the world-wide Soviet cause.

B.C. RUXTON
State President of RSL — Victoria, Melbourne.
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- Why Denigrate Our
British Heritage

Your newspaper's obsessive desire for an Australian
republic is evidenced once more in your editorial of January 1.

However, as you ask for pro and con opinions, I hope you
will publish this letter.

The strongest possible argument against a republic is thatin
a republic the head of State, except for a very occasional army
general, is a politician. Qur politicians have, of late, shown
themselves to be completely unfitied for such an important
office because of their demonstrated priorities in the follow-
ing order: (1) Myself (2) My party and a very long last (3) My
country. This is proved by the disgustingly high salaries and
retirement henefits that they have voted for themselves at a
time when they talk of restraint.

You seem to look upon the United States as the epitome of
all that’s good, but you ignore the fact that the shooting of
American presidents is endemic, while race relations are in
disarray. I know because I lived in America for 25 years.

On retirement, my wife and I came to Australia to get away
from all that, even though we have children, grandchildren
and great-grandchildren in America, and we wanted to end
our days under the Union Jack, & flag which you seem to
dislike, whereas it is a symbol of Christian unity and typifies
the British monarchial system at its best.

Why do you denigrale our British heritage? You should be
very proud of it and do your utmost to keep it alive.

F.C. GOODING
Scarborough, Queensland,

ANZAC LEAFLET

Dear Sir,

Yo_ur jOl.ll'!'IEl] provides me with both pleasurable
apd instructive reading and in particular 1 would
like to congratulate you on the Anzac issue.

So much that is written about our nation in the
press comes from people with a rather shallow con-
cept of our nation’s history and heritage, and does
more to disorientate our people than to provide
constructive comment.

1 would also like to take this opportunity to con-
gratulate the Heritage Society for its Anzac Leaflet
initiative and I hope that this leaflet has an impact
on our often apathetic countrymen,

BRIAN WATSON
Hobart, Tasmania,






ANTI-NUCLEAR LOBBY

There can be no doubt about the extent of the
horror and destruction wrought upon large centres
of population by nuclear attacks, but it is sheer
defeatism to throw in our hand by refusing to take
elementary defence measures. The anti-nuclear
lobby draws extensively on the examples of Hiro-
shima and Nagasaki attacks to create fear and
public depression, but rarely deals with scientific
specifics.

One of its favourite bogeys is directed at
womenfolk’s natural fears of deformed children
arising from pre-natal radiation. They have waged
a disgraceful campaign in the schools and with
emotional posters showing genetic monstrosities.
What are the facts about Hiroshima?

Surviving prospective parents suffered immense
radiation exposures. Their children who were con-
ceived after the bombing numbered about 75,000
and they were intensively studied for genetic
defects such as physically and medically detect-
able mental effects, stillbirths, miscarriage, growth
and developmental problems. Many observers
expected an increase greater than the number of
mutations to be found in any Japanese com-
munity. In fact there was no increase in the fre-
quency of genetic abnormalities.*

These children have been studied over the years
without any evidence of the horrible effects por-
trayed by the anti-nuclear forces. Notwithstanding
the death and destruction at Hiroshima and Naga-
saki which took elementary defence measures
against conventional bombing only, the toll of
death, destruction, mutilation and dislocation
would have been much greater had they neglected
these measures. In short, a significant amount of
protection can be provided by the civil population
by some simple and relatively inexpensive prepar-
ations.

For reasons too complex to expound here the
prospect of an attack on Australian centres of
population by nuclear weapons is remote but that
is no excuse for neglecting elementary pre-

cautions. The lack of such is an incentive to black-
mail by a predator seeking an easy conquest.

NUCLEAR ENERGY vs COAL

The anti-nuclear lobby does not limit its activities
to unilateral nuclear disarmament, but extends its
pressure to banning the mining and export of Aust-
ralian uranium. It is bitterly opposed to the use of
nuclear energy for the generation of power.

It accepts, apparently without any misgivings,
the generation of power by coal which has a
horrific and verifiable record of fatalities, mutil-
ations, toxic effects and environmental degre-
dation as opposed to the clean worldwide record
of nuclear power over a period of more than 30
years. This comparison is relevant to our security
as the sinews of modern industry are wholly
dependent upon cheap, efficient and plentiful
energy. Without it we cannot provide adequate
defence.

In conclusion one can understand the fears
which prompt well meaning supporters of the anti-
nuclear lobby to try and rid the world of nuclear
weapons. Aggressors in the world in which we live
prey upon such fears so overtly expressed.
Shocking though nuclear attacks may be upon
cities, there are many things which can be done to
mitigate the effects.

If we allow ourselves to be paralysed by fear we
will certainly invite aggression. Our best defence
lies in becoming a resolute, singleminded nation
fully prepared to defend ourselves against an
attack which becomes more remote as our
deterrent capacity increases.

° See Beir Report "Effects on Populations of Exposure of Low
Levels of Ironising Radiation’’

R.E. Linnemann “Nuclear Radiation & Health'’

H. Kato “Biological Effects, Genetic Effects, Early Genetic
Surveys & Mortality Study"’ Y

G.M. Watson "Estimates of Risk for Radiation, Carcinogenesis
& Mutagenesis.’

A lighter touch ...
Diggers of Two Wars

From Mr. Jack Holmes of Firle (S.A.):

On a footpath in Tel Aviv one day in October,
1942, an old English Colonel and a young
American Major were discussing the war
situation in general when they were approached
by four youthful Aussie soldiers who had been
imbibing rather too freely.

When they came up to the officers the Aussies
divided into pairs, passed them, and went
merrily on their way.

The following dialogue then took place
between the two officers:
American Major: Who in the blazes is that
Gard-darn rabble?
English Colonel: They’re Orstralians, Major,
Orstralians.
A.M.: And whose side are they on?
E.C.: Ours, Major. They’re our allies.
A.M.: But dammit, sir, they didn’t salute us!
E.C.: Admittedly, Major, but after all you must
agree, they did have the decency to walk around
us. Had they been their fathers of the *14-’18

war, the blighters would have walked right over
us.

Selected from Bill Wannan’s Great Book of Australiana.
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How Tobruk’s Rats gained
their name

At this time when we celebrate the original
heroic deeds of the Anzacs at Gallipoli, followed
all too often by other wars, mention is often made
of the ‘‘Desert Rats’’ or ‘‘Rats of Tobruk!’

It might interest your readers to know how the
name originated.

Before Italy had declared war, the 7th British
Armoured Division, a regular division, was
stationed in the Western Desert with the taslf of
defending Egypt’s western border. I was principal
staff officer (GSO1) of the division at the time.

It had become the fashion to wear *‘flashes’’ on
the arm of members of different divisions irresqec-
tive of the branch of the service in which soldiers
served.

After the usual heated discussions, somebody
suggested the Jerboa (local name for the desert
rat).

This seemed so utterly appropriate that it was
unanimously recommended and later approved as
the distinguishing flash for the 7th Armoured
Division.

They wore it throughout the war and I should
imagine still do.

Letter by Sir Charles Gairdner, printed in THE WEST
AUSTRALIAN, April 29, 1982.

ON EDUCATION ...

“First among the evidences of an_edu-
cation I name correctness and precision in
the use of the mother tongue”’

NICHOLAS MURRAY BUTLER

ON TRUTH ...

“Without courage there cannot be truth,
and without truth there can be no other

virtue’’
SIR WALTER SCOTT

A Squealing Turkey

Pigs were nationalised. At least, they were in
North Queensland during the unpleasantness with
the Nipponese. No person other than a farmer was
to have a pig in his possession; and no farmer was
to dispose of a pig without proper consent . . . etc.,
etc.

Our Company was on detached duty and living
as a separate unit; but subject, of course, to
Battalion for discipline and so on. Thus it was not
altogether a surprise when one morning the
Battalion 2 1I/C arrived to inspect the lines. Our
Officers and NCOs were a pretty good mob and all
was going well until the inspecting party arrived at
the kitchen.

Here, too, all was in order, but, suddenly, from
the edge of the jungle a few yards away came the
unmistakable squeal of a pig.

‘“What was that?’’ demanded the 2 I/C.

Awkward pause. Company Commander and
Company 2 1/C trying to look virtuously unknow-
ing and the orderly sergeant looking appropriately
wooden.

Then, in a still, small voice, one of the cook’s
hangers-on suggested, ‘“A turkey, sir’’

“A WHAT?”’ queried the Major, before he
could stop himself.

“A turkey;’ announced the C.h-o. with more

~confidence.

"

“But —— how . ..

““Yes, sir)” broke in the c.h-o. (and it was
touching to feel, as well as see, the innocence
oozing from the whole kitehcn staff) — ‘it was this
way. We found the poor little bird starving in the
jungle, so we brought it back to camp and nursed it
back to life. Then’’ (and his virtue was a thing of
beauty) “‘we kept it for a while to see if anyone
would claim it. No one did, so we feel it would be
cruel to set it free in the jungle to fend for itself, so
we decided to have it for dinner tomorrow?’

G(Ah
said, “‘I’m a bit partial to turkey myself, I think I’l1
invite myself to dinner tomorrow?’

And he did.
by ‘‘Sandgroper’’
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