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Our Loss

It is with a great sense of loss that we record in
this issue of HERTAGE the passing of two great
men; Sir Raphael Cilento in April and the British
historian, Sir Arthur Bryant, in January.

Sir Raphael, a most talented and distinguished
Australian, was Patron of The Australian Heritage
Society since its inception in 1971. He is best
known as a pioneer in tropical medicine although
his talents went beyond this field in a life of
remarkable achievement.

A letter of sympathy has been sent to his wife,
Lady Phyllis and their family from our readers and
members. We have been honoured by his
association with us. .

Sir Arthur Bryant, whose prolific writings have
inspired and delighted a generation of readers,
spent his last years in Salisbury, England, beneath
the spire of the great Cathedral, symbol of the faith
that was the living heart of his beloved England.
For our nation his writings are of equal relevance,
the history he writes of is our early history, the
spirit he speaks of has made our nation great. His
words will mature and endure for centuries to
come.

We pay further tribate to these men in this issue.
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The attack on our National Flag is soon to be
stepped up, so we are told, in spite of opinion polls
continuing to confirm that a considerable majority
of Australians wish it to remain unchanged — one
poll even suggesting an increased majority over a
poll conducted a year ago. The threat is posed by a
competition, proposed by Ausflag, to find a new
flag design. The prize, reportedly, a very
substantial sum of money.

The object to our present flag is always the
Union Jack — ‘“‘we’ve come of age now’’, ‘‘we
should throw off the symbols of colonialism’’ etc.
(All communicated in English of course!) When
will these detractors come of age? When will they
see that our nation is more than just here and now.

The Union Jack represents far more than a
nation on the other side of the earth. It represents a
stream of history the life blood of which is the faith
represented in the three crosses that comprise the
flag. It represents the traditions, the insitutions
and law that we share in common with Britain and
without which we would have a much poorer
nation. These things are not pulled out of a hat
when a new nation is founded, they are the result
of centuries of organic growth. We have good

the Union Jack.
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| reason to be thankful for a past that links us with E

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,
pohitical and constitutional. A permanent body was
requited to ensure that young Australians were not cut off
from their true heritage and the Heritage Society assumed
that role in 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 loyaity 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 Australian Heritage Socisty
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should be made justices, bailiffs or constables who
did not know the law of the land; that sheriffs
should not sit in judgement in their own shires;
.. ““To none’ the King was made to swear, “‘will
we sell, to none will we deny or delay right or
justice”. . . ™’

CHRISTIANITY

Sir Arthur Bryant was a Christian; that fact
shines through much of his writing. He acknow-
ledge repeatedily the place and influence of
Christianity in shaping the advances in English
history:

*“. .. The most formative part of Britain’s long
history was that in which the national conscious-
ness of its rival and quarclling peoples grew out of
the Christian faith . . Out of Christ’s teachings
rose a higher option for mankind; the creation of
law and order and personal freedom through the
exercise of Christian love. The central tenet of
Christ’s teaching was that, through such love,
believing Christians could create a heaven, not
only beyond the grave, but in this world as
well . . . On this belief Christian civilisation was
built . . . Inits quiet monastries the Church began
to teach the forgotten classical arts of writing and
keeping records. It trained men-who could show
tribal rulers the means of governing peacefully and
justly. . . For the way of life the Church preached
called for a law-abiding world — one in which men
made and kept promises instead ol perpetually
resorting to force. The *King’s peacc’ was a better
basis for Christian relationships than violence and
anarchy . . . By far the most imporiant element in
our history has been the continuation of Christian
iradition. Through it Britain developed a policy in
which the sanctity of the individual has counted for
more than central authority and in which power,
instead of being concentrated in a few hands, is
distributed in those of many. The value set by her
people on the freedom and sanctity of the
individual, on justice and fair play, on mercy and
tenderness towards the weak, their dislike of
lawless violence and their capacity to tolerate,
forgive and forget, have been, and still are for her
past mistakes and faults, the most important factor
in her national tradition and all derive from her
long Christian apprenticeship . . . " (fflustrated
London News}

APOLOGIES

In the March-May 1985 issue of Heritage
we omitted the location of the school in the

| article “‘Lowther Hall”’. Lowther Hall is in
Essendon, Victoria.

We also apologise to our readers for a
number of spelling errors that occured in that
issue.
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LAST YEARS

Sir Arthur Bryant was knighted in 1954 and
created a Companion of Honour in 1967. Hc_ spent
his last vears in the Close at Salisbury, in the
shadow of the great Cathedral, which must have
inspired many of his writings. ’

We shall not see his like again, and are all the
poorer for his passing,

*“The Spirit of Conservatism”’
To be Re-printed

Shortly before his death, Sir Arthur Bryant
agreed to a request from The Australian
Heritage Society to reprint one of his earlier
works. The book, The Spirit of
Conservatism’’, has long been out of print
and we feel privileged to be given this
opportunity to re-offer it. Readers will be
informed when the book becomes available.

The following article is reprinted from ““The
Lion and the Unicorn®’ and continues this series
by Sir Arthur Bryant.

The Instinct to Create
By Sir Arthur Bryant

Man, it is said, was born to trouble as the sparks
fly upwards. He was also born to work. And there
1s no recipe in life, I have found, like work to take
the sting out of troubles, By work I do not mean
that activity little deserving of the name in which
someone performs as perfunctorily as he can an
unwanted task solely in order that he may be paid
for it; such work, if it brings no other reward, can
never be an anodyne for pain. But when a man,
paid or unpaid, labours, not for remuneration or
even prestige, but because he has discovered
satisfaction in doing his work, whatever it may be,
as well as it admits of being done, he has found the
recipe for forgetting trouble. He will have learnt
the way to lose himself, to think during the perfor-
mance of his task of nothing but the ali-absorbing
challenge of wrestling with it. It is amazing how
quickly the hours of labour can pass for a man who
has this satisfaction. They will tire him but they
w:[ll never bore him; he will know weariness but not
tedium. Usually the achievement of this kind of
Nirvana or release from self is attained gradually; a
man comes to realise it only after he has gained the
pro_fECIency from which pride and joy in work
spring. But once he has done so, he is made
freeman of the company to which every true artist
and craftsman belongs and has belonged since
Adam’s breed began. And this applies whatever his
labour, though it be only totting up ledgers or
emptying municipal dustbins. The test is the
resolve to do the job as well as it humanly admits of

being done, that is, perfectly. From this everything
else follows.



The gravest indictment, as I see it, of modern
industrial society is that so few men today find this
kind of satisfaction in their work. They are
satisfied as consumers to a degree that their fathers
and ancestors never knew. It was the kind of
satisfaction to which Mr Macmillan referred when
he declared that the British electorate had ‘‘never
had it so good’’ — a phrase itself wrung from the
politically disquieting fact, so palpable to any
experience politican, that, though this was true, the
well-paid proletariat of our day appears, from its
repeated demands for higher pay, to remain
stubbornly discontented with its lot. The reason

‘. . . unless the instinct to create and produce
implanted in him by nature is satisfied, he will, to a
greater or lesser degreee, be an unsatisfactory and
discontented being.”’

for this is perfectly clear. Man is, by nature, a
producer or creator as well as a consumer, and
unless the instinct to create and produce implanted
in him by nature is satified, he will, to a great or
lesser degree, be an unsatisfactory and discon-
tented being. And our economy, like everything
else in our society, depends, in the last resort, on
the efficiency of the individual, and if the
individual is not satisfied in his inherent nature he
will not, and indeed cannot, be efficient. He
cannot, of course, be efficient if he-lacks the
material wherewithal to keep body and soul
together — food and clothing and shelter. He
cannot, being biologically and sexually incomplete
in himself and, therefore, a social creature, operate
efficiently in isolation — he needs society and
companionship and, to assure the continuance of
his kind, the satisfaction of his reproductive needs.
Those who control modern society either through
the power of the purse of the law are aware of these
obvious human necessities, and enjoy status and
wealth through their success in satisfying them.
They provide, for mass consumption, consumer
goods; they also provide — and some of them
make large profits by doing so — for the titillation
of man’s senses. But they fail, and increasingly
fail, to provide for that fundamental and deeper
need of man’s nature: the need through which, by
implanting it in him, the Creator fashioned man in
his own image; the need, in his own small sphere,
to create and produce, to make order and beauty
and fertility, to fashion the natural resources of the
world to something nearer his heart’s desire, above
all to forget himself and rejoice in the work of
doing so.

“It is this failure to see that man is ‘such. a
creature, with the spark of the divine in him
craving to be lit, which bedevils all our hopes of
making a peaceful and contented world.”

It is this failure to see that man is sucl] acreature,
with the spark of the divine in him craving to be lit,
which bedevils all our hopes of making a peaceful
and contented world. For if man is not given the
opportunity to create, he will, in his unconscious
frustration, destroy. If he cannot love, he will hate;

if he cannot lose himself in the selflessness of
creation, he will perpetually bicker with his
neighbour in an anarchy of competitive selfish-
ness. Being unsatisfied and, therefore, inefficient,
he will not build the New Jerusalem of his dreams;
he will merely build the Tower of Babel. Ours is a
society that, in the words of that great and
forgotten prophet, the late H.J. Massingham,
persistently puts last things first and first things
last, industrialism before agriculture, technology
before life, acquisition before function, chemistry
before nature and the State before God.
‘‘Before the war we had become an ersatz
people, a seething proletarian or suburban
mass controlled by the wage-system and
financial dictatorship to produce shoddy or
produce nothing, enervated by the clock-
work hedonism of mass amusement, living
by the senses from the headlines, by the body
from the tin-opener, and by culture not at all,
existing in warrens of derelict industrial cities
or along miles of mean or pretentious boxes
strung along highways, like racing tracks,
upon the face of a country either desecrated
or tumbling into wilderness. Was this living,
was this England?’’

Those words were written a generation ago.
Recalling all that has happened in the past decade
and is still happening, they seem, in their
essentials, even more true today. What
Massingham called ‘‘the economic spell of
beggaring the whole earth to make profits for
gamblers and dealers’’ still operates, and at an
ever-accelerating pace. And as, month after month
and year after year, our formerly incomparably
beautiful countryside is destroyed and the centre of
our cities gutted to serve the ends of a financial
accountacy which, however profitable it may
prove for some, is based upon a profound social
fallacy, men, for all their material prosperity, grow
increasingly discontented, until the only worth-
while recreation of many of the younger generation
of factory workers — enjoying wages beyond the
wildest dreams of their hard-used and industrious
grandparents — appears to be wrecking the shops
and amusement-parks of the seaside resorts on
which they descend, like excited and unhappy
locusts, for their Bank Holidays. Gambling, train
robberies, hit-and-grab raids, garrotting and the:
beating-up of the temporary custodians of other
men’s wages, are the natural and, I should have
thought inevitable, concomitants of a society
which has adopted as its philosophy the thesis that,
provided someone — whether private individual or
statutory corporation — makes a ‘‘profit’’ out of
it, any activity, however destructive of good, is
justifiable and even praiseworthy. That it may
uproot men from their homes, break up families,
destroy hereditary and long-acquired skills, and
ravage and waste the accumulated culture and
civilisation of generations is, by this arithmetic of
Mammon run mad, of no account at all. We have
made our god of a false science of figures which
ignores nature and, in ignoring nature, destroys
the most valuable of all nature’s products, the
virtue and creative capacity of man.
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The Future of
Australian
Education

By Dan O’Donnell, B.A. (Qld.)
M.A. (Newc.), M.A. (Qld.)

A

For years now, in this sad nation, some of us
have been pleading with officialdom to stop the
spread of an insidious disease which threatens
ultimately to destroy our total society through our
most precious possessions: our children. The
simple fact is, Australian education is diseased and
the most strenuous efforts of the citizenry at large
have been unavailing . . . until now!

Throughout the land, in every state and private
school, our young have been tainted and
contaminated by what The Australian, in a front
page article on 2 February 1985, depicted as ‘‘a diet
of intellectual poison’’. For almost two decades,
Australian parents have been voicing identical
concerns, occasionally even stirring State
Governments into conducting an inquiry or
“‘audit”’ into education but never evoking more
than an expression of momentary annoyance from
our monolithic state education departments. They
are above criticism, or rather have been until the
-publication of the front-page denunciation by The
Australian on 2-February this year. Indeed, the
article, written by the much-respected Greg
Sheridan, could well prove to be the most
influential article ever written about Australian
education, not because it says anything startlingly
new — precisely the opposite — but because for the
very first time in the nation’s history, the
Australian education system has been denounced
as corrupt and corruptive on the front page of a
national paper reaching homes in every state across
the land. For the very first time ever, citizens of
Perth and Port Augusta, Parramatta and
Paddington, Peterborough and Palm Beach,,
across the length and breadth of Australia, all read
at roughly the same time on the very same day, that
the nation’s children were being poisoned by our
public and private school-masters with noxious
dogma inimical to the health and well-being of the
nation. Even the headline left no room for doubt:

“VIPERS IN THE NATION’S CLASSROOMS*’.

Greg Sheridan was scathing in his indictment of
current Australian education: .
“‘Syllabuses in the social sciences and values-
related areas are being taught which are
deeply hostile to Australia, to the U.S., to
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capitalism, to industry, to European
civilisation, to Christianity. They, in fact,
embody a widespread hatred for our
society.”’

and every
Sheridan is

teacher
can attest,

As every Dbattle-scarred
bewildered parent
absolutely correct.

As every battle-scarred teacher and every
bewildered parent can attest, Sheridan is
absolutely correct. Underlying all the moves
towards peace studies, human rights, non-sexist
and multi-cultural education is a monumental
putsch to subvert the ideological foundations of
the nation — political, economic, social and
moral. The traditional foundations of a relatively
homogeneous society have been insidiously white-
anted from within our very schools, and replaced
with alien ideologies and foreign influences that
threaten to fragment further our troubled land.
Witness the Franklin affair, the regular assaults on
the Constitution, and the regular downgrading of
English whenever the multiculturalists make
renewed demands for a national language policy.
Imagine the outcry if foreigners sought to change
the Japanese flag, or if strident ethnic minorities in
the United States tore up the American
Constitution? To date, Australian politicians have
been conspicuously ineffective in protecting the
fundamental rights of citizens born in this nation.
The education of Australian children has been but
one of a string of glaring tragedies.

One _area _in which our politicians of all
persuasions have been singularly remiss is the
sele_ctlon and appointment of bureaucrats. The
nation needs neither acquiescent yes-men who are
mere ciphers for the government-of-the-day, nor
scheming empire-builders of the ‘‘Yes Minister’’
variety. What we need desperately is a cadre of
competent administrators who, above all, are men
of unquestionable integrity. At the moment there is
a dearth of such men heading the Public Service
departments in this nation. Just look at the
spineless abdication by UNESCO representatives

* from state departments of education. For decades

Australian education has been guided on its baleful
course by bureaucrats obsessed with UNESCO

Ideolog_y, and impervious to outside criticism or
correction.

‘It is most frequently in the family that the
children are infected with nationalism’’ a

UNESCO document tells its proselytes, including
the most senior educational bureaucrats in
Australia. ‘‘Nationalism is the major obstacle to
the development of world-mindedness.”” The
particular target for UNESCO and the one-
worlders in the past decade has been the Jfamily, the
fundamental unit of our society, and an unceasing
war on the family has been waged in our schools.
Remember the West Australian Growth and
Development Course of 1979-80 in which very

young primary children were asked potentiall
divisive questions such as: P Y



“Do we have a choice whether we like our
mother or father?”’

‘“What would you look for if you could choose
your own parents?’’

Neither love of parents nor love of country has
any place in UNESCO dogma, though never did
any state bureaucrat ever thunder out a protest to
state teachers or to the parliaments which
employed them about such pernicious drivel.
Indeed, to date they have docilely accepted
subversive alien ideology. ‘“The school can do little
if parents infect the child with that Sclerosis of the
mind which makes so many incapable of
appreciating the worth of anyone not belonging to
their class, confession, political party or country,”’
the UNESCO dogma runs:

““As long as the child breathes the poisoned
air of nationalism, education in world-
mindedness can produce only rather
precarious results.”’

The strategy of UNESCO in Australian schools
is clearly spelled out without equivocation:
indoctrinate parents through their children. Have
the most senior bureaucrats in state education
departments been actually guilty of treason?
Witness the UNESCO instructions:

““It has been said, that it is the children who

educate the parents. Let the school then.

make use of this leverage. The school
influences the family by the very action it
brings to bear on the pupils.”

UNESCO dogma, as Austalian teachers can all
attest, has been assiduously promoted at every
level of the Australian school system, wittingly and
unwittingly. There has been an almost total
collapse of traditional values and standards. The
authority of parents and the value system of
parents have been rejected out-of-hand by many
children in our schools. Attitudes and feelings have

supplanted skills and facts as the day-to-day

objective of classroom teachers, while our
educational bureaucrats continue the same tired
old patitudes of the past decade.

WHERE DO WE GO

The enormous response to Greg Sheridan’s
article throughout the nation suggests that the
apathy of yesteryear is being overcome. There is
evidence, too, that the impregnable facade of the
monlithic education bloc hitherto united in dt_efen(ie
against all criticism is begining to crack. Sheridan’s
.case, massive in its indictment of diseased
education, depends substantially on the authorlgy
of Dr Geoffrey Partington, a Senior Lecturer in
Education at Flinders University in South
Australia. In an article in Quadrant in June 1983,
Partington rails with fire-and-brimstone vigour
against corrupt educational theories of .h}s
colleagues in a bitter denunciation of .Australla s
immoral education. He castigates particularly the
widespread practice of Values Clarification by
which Australia’s children are exhorted to work
out for themselves, by publicly baring their souls in

the classroom, their own unique interpretations of

fundamental decency. Partington declaims:
““The enormous pressure on our children to
expose for public scrutiny their most intimate
thoughts and experiences is exerted under the
claim that their values will therefore be
clarified, but a common result of such
activities is to open children to much more
radical orientation in their own values and
loyalties than even the most aggressively
indoctrinative pedagogues have achieved in
the past.”’

Sheriden quotes Partington as a spokesman for a
sound, healthy, Christian-based kind of moral
education. Indeed, on the surface, Partington
appears to be a worthy spokesman for citizens
desperate for a return to the sanity and stability of
yesteryear. In the Quadrant article, Partington
actually prophesies a radical escalation of moves
from state schools to private schools, and even

-¢‘school wars of a far more divisive and distinctive

character than any Australia has yet experienced’’.
School wars? In my own study of Australian
education I have been unable to find evidence of
these earlier wars to which Partington alludes and 1
have to confess that I also have difficulty in
comprehending his facility in slipping in and out of
moral positions. As staggering as it is, to
apprehend, way back in 1977 and 1978, Dr
Partington was energetically espousing the very
moral and philosophical theories and practices
which he now finds repugnant,

In a recent book entitled The Idea of an
Historical Education, Dr Partington confesses that
now, in the ‘‘midway’’ of his life, his dissatis-
factions with modern education are ‘‘fairly equally
divided between regret for what I had failed to do
and dismay with what I helped to bring about’’. It
is probably. as close as any educationist in an
Australian university has come to a public
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recantation of earlier heresies. The tragedy is that
while one university academic actually admits to
the error of his earlier ways, and is able to live with
his conscience, the rest of the nation, especially

Greg Sheridan’s article provides the opportunity
to show the rest of academia that our children are
not their playthings for psychological and
sociological experimeni.

those born here with a commitment to this nation,
are left to “*pick up the tab’’. At least Partington
sees his error. Greg Sheridan’s article provides the
opportunity to show the rest of academia that our
children are not their playthings for psychological
and sociological experiment. Even more important
is the need to show our politicians what we expect
of our schools and our teachers. In March this
vear, the urgency of enlightening politicians was
abundantly demonstrated in Queensland. In a very
expensive glossy publication, the Queensland
Director-General of Education angrily denounced
Greg Sheridan for what he termed propaganda,
and The Australian for its regrettable decline in
journalistic standards in publishing Sheridan’s
article. In the same Queensland department of
education publication is the ominous message
from the Minister for Education himself:

“It is the student, perhaps in discussion with
his parents, who MUST be allowed to come
to his own conclusions about values and
attitudes”.

Where do we go from here? Greg Sheridan
stunned a whole nation. Most right-minded people
comprehended exactly what he meant about “‘lies
they teach our children” and “‘vipers in the
Classrooms’’. Tragically, some Law-givers missed
the point entirely. What a pity it is that some
Ministers for Education in our sad land are so
unfamiliar with Australian history and traditions,
young though the nation is. Way back in 1905, the
fathers of Queensland education enunicated the
timeless and universal dictum that the school
should be a powerful agent in the intellectual,
physical, social and MORAL development of the
child. Today’s Minister for Education believes that
our children should be allowed to work out their
own code of behaviour for themselves. @

THAT’S YOU

What you think
May be pen and ink:
What you say

May be verba! play-
But what you do:
That's YOU.
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Our Heritage

Alexander Bathgate
(Born 1845)

A perfect peaceful stillness reigns,
Not e’en a passing playful breeze
The sword-shaped flax-blades gently stirs:
The vale and siopes of rising hills

Are thickly clothed with yellow grass,
Whereon the sun, late risen, throws
His rays to linger listiessiy.

Naught the expanse of yellow breaks,
Save where a darker spot denotes

Some straggling bush of thorny scrub;
While from a gully down the glen,

The foliage of the dull-leaved trees
Rises to view; and the calm air,

From stillness for a moment waked

By parakeets’ harsh chattering,

Swift followed by a tiny thrill

Of bell-like notes, is hushed again.

The tiny orbs of glistening dew,

Stifl sparkle gem-like *mid the grass,
While morning mist, their mother moist,
Reluctant loiters on the hill,

Whence presently she’ll pass to merge
In the soft depths of the blue heav’ns.
This fertile isle to us is given

Fresh from its Maker's hand; Jor here
No records of the vanished past

Tell of the times when might was right
And self-denial weakness was,

Bur all is peaceful, pure, and fair.

Our heritage is hope. We’ll rear

A nation worthy of the land;

And when in age we linger late,

Upon the heights above life’s vale,
Before we, like the mist, shall merge

In depths of God'’s eternity,

We'll see, perchance our influence

Left dew-like, working for the good

Of those whose day but dawns below.




INTEGRITY

By Dr Geoffrey Dobbs

The following article is reprinted from the
British Journal “Home”’.

The proper use of those symbols we call words
“and numbers (as well as of artistic and other
images) is for communicating the truth — that is,
something which corresponds with reality. This of
course is a tautology; for to use them to convey
anything other than the truth — an untruth — is
not communication but manipulation. And there,
as we know too well, lies the rub.

For though the use of symbols has enabled man
to stretch his imagination and his understanding of
the universe, and to extend his power over his
surroundings, it has also enabled some men to
extend their power over others. This is called
politics; and since power in its centralised form
corrupts, politics has always been a sewer of
corruption, especially in the form of verbal deceit,
but never before to the widespread extent now
achieved in this age, when technology has made
possible the centralisation of the exercise of
symbolic power, enabling it to penetrate daily,
even hourly, into every home.

What we are continually seeking is infegrity in
public life, the wholeness of word, deed and

intention — not to some impossibly idealistic

degree — merely the common coin of honest
dealing between people which is normal in
everyday living, and without which effective
human and economic relationships break down for
lack of mutual trust, and life becomes a furtive
slavery to suspicion and fear such as we see in the
totalitarian bureaucracies.

But integrity, at least to this modest degree, is
one of those qualities which are so taken for
granted that we do not become aware of them until
their loss becomes blatant. If we then let this loss
go by default without any attempt to re-establish
honest dealing, it is disintegrity which comes to be
taken for granted, with its inevitable result, social
disintegration. It therefore becomes more
necessary that people should study the ways in
which our minds and wills are manipulated even
than the particular impositions which we are being
induced to accept, whether on major issues or in
trivial matters.

The means whereby the people of this great,
independent Island Nation were induced to
surrender their sovereignty will bear retrospective
study as a model of unrelieved disintegrity.
Patriotism was disarmed from the start by the
Party which cultivated the patriotic image and led
the way by undermining national confidence and
appealing to the instincts of greed, fear and
security in urging our need to cower under the
protection of the great Super-Giant, Europe.

Meanwhile, our socialist Internationalists posed as
pseudo-patriots to suit the strategy of their
Moscow mentors, With the 1970 General Election
coming, most candidates found it expedient either
to promise, or to give an impression that they
would oppose the Bill of Accession to the EEC,
which, in the event, was passed by only 8 votes in
the second reading — a monstrous act of bad faith
with the electorate. Before the Act was a fait
accompli a referendum was rejected as ‘unBritish
and unconstitutional’; afterwards, when it had
become a case of ‘inertia selling’ — to stay in
rather than to go in — it ceased to be ‘unBritish
and unconstitutional’, and with all the Parties and
90 per cent of the money and propaganda on one
side, the result was a manipulated conclusion.

‘‘Integrity is one of those qualities which are so
taken for granted that we do not become aware of
them until their loss becomes blatant.”

The use of the fait accompli in a special case to
accustom the public to the unacceptable has been
especially responsible for the breakdown of public
morality. Examples are the abortion carried out by
a celebrated surgeon in public defiance of the law,
which helped to open the flood-gates of State
abortion, and the defence by Bishop Robinson of
the, at that time, publicly unacceptable
descriptions of human coitus in Lady Chatterley’s
Lover, which helped to open the flood-gates of
pornography. It can now be claimed that both
these gentlemen were fully justified by events, for
look what they accomplished! Abortion is now a
legal commonplace, and D.H. Lawrence a classic
whose sexual explicitness is now laughable
compared to what is now ‘acceptable’.

In religion more subtle means are being used.
We mention here only the substitution of the word.
‘We’ for ‘I’ in modern forms of the Creeds and the
General Confession in line with modern
collectivism, which undermines the whole basis of
Christianity as a personal religion.

Yet it is the daily accustoming of us all to
commonplace disintegrity which perhaps does the
worst damage, but which can also most easily be
corrected. The bland, polite evasiveness of
officials in denying that they are doing what they
are doing, the phoney ‘personalisation’ of
computerised mass-advertising, the constant
pretence that shoddier goods or services are
improvements. Why for instance, must British
Telecom, in suddenly cutting down our telephone
directory and the area covered, by a third,
accompany it with a circular describing it as
slimmer, lighter, more convenient, and
restructured to align with customers’ needs, when
it is obviously a reduction of the service paid for?

Our hopes lies in men and women of integrity,
and in them alone; not in opinions; not even in our
opinions; for integrity alone leads to the truth
which can set us free.
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tlowers and fruits that grow there.”" The origin of
these little creatures is found in the ancient cult of
Pantheism. In the classic literary language of
ancient India, and the sacred language of
Brahmanism — Sanscrit — they are called
“DEVAS’. The term *“DEVA' means
“SHINING ONE".

In recent vears, there has been a heightened
interest in the Western world, in Pantheism. Thisis
the religion of a Global network which is known as
the Environmental, or Whole Earth, movement,
which would turn the world into a wilderness,
syncretise all religions, and unite all nations into a
vast Global community.

The Findhorn Foundation based in Scotland,
and renowned for its organic gardening practices,
is in fact, an educational segment of the Whole
Earth movement. The movement was reportedly
founded by one Peter Caddy, an ex-R.A.F.
catering officer after visiting Tibet where he was
influenced by *‘The Master of Badrinath™ who
became his guru, or spiritual master. One, David
Spangler, who is listed on the Board of Directors of
Planetary Citizens set up a parallel organization,
The Lorian Association, in North America, to act
in liason with Peter Caddy.

Findhorn publications are numerous: and
Spangler is a prolific writer on behalf of the
Findhorn movement. It is not possible to examine
in detail the philosophy of this movement here.
However, some comment must be made on the
pagan views expounded by Spangler which are
contrary to Biblical teaching.

According to Spangler, in ‘‘Reflections of the
Christ*’, *‘Lucifer, like Christ, stands at the door
of man’s consciousness and knocks."’

““The reason man has come to fear Lucifer is
not so much that he represents evil as because
he represents experience which causes us to
grow and move beyond the levels where we
have been. . . )
Lucifer is literally the angel of cxperience
. . . He is completely neutral. He is an agent
of God's love acting through evolution.™
(p. 41).

Isaiah 14:12 and Luke 10:18 destroy Spangler’s
proposition.

In ““A Final Reflection’’ Spangler states: **There
are many ways of perceiving and defining
Christ. . . Thisis also true when it comes to images
of the Second Coming: which Christ is returning?
Is it a man, a woman, a group, a Consciousness, an
Avatar, a spirit, a ruler, a saviour, an educator, a
cosmic messiah, an extraterrestial?’’ (p. 128) The
Findhorn community has the answer. They are
evolving a group Christ — Findhorn represents the
Second Coming (p.10) “One of the essential
ingredients of this new age idea is the vision of
wholeness . . . The Christ . . (is) the power
behind relationship, which is more fully revealed
the more a particular relationship reflects the
qualities of wholeness and oneness.”’ (pp. 129,
130)*

Findhorn is a fantasy land where highly attuned
members of the community communicate with
Pan. (Pan means all, evervwhere. Pan is a
universal energy, a cosmic energy  which s
constantly found evervwhere throughout the
whole of nature.) They communicate with elves,
gnomes, fairies and Devas (Angel is the English
equivalent).

The vegetable devas guide the gardeners on
where and how to grow and tend their crops.
Likewise, there are flower devas for every Kind.
Angels mingle with the devas — The Landscane
Angel, the Angel of Sound, the Spirit ol the
Wind, and the Lord of the Elements.

The ‘conversations’ recorded with these *nature
spirits’ in  ““The Findhorn Garden'' by the
Findhorn Community (Findhorn Foundation,
1975-78) run like a fairy tale. Here the ancient cult
of Pantheism is revealed in operation. Note the
following extracts:

“*We have not only to co-operate with nature
kingdoms, but we have to allow them to
become one with us. Through this marriage,
we are more truly human.” (p. 127)

**Findhorn and the garden straddle the past
and the future. By drawing us< back into myth
and legend and into co-operation with the
spirits of the Earth, the clves and fairies and
gnomes, Findhorn invites us to a more
ancient time when man was young and
shared his world knowledge knowingly with
these beings. This priceless gift  of
wonderment invites us to become as little
children, dancing in an ec¢lven ring of
quicksilver delight and walking near the
majesty of the great god Pan. . . Findhorn
proclaims the image for humanity of a new
maturity, the birth of consciousness of a
participatory divinity, of co-creation with
God.” (p. 180)°
The Pipes of Pan are working overtime today,
and from many directions, to seduce the unwary

USURPER

In 1806, an English Poet, looking across the
Channel at the rise of one of the most briltiant
Usurpers of all time, considered the outlook for
that Administration which would guide his own
Country in its deadly struggle with Napolconic
Imperialism.

It was William Wordsworth who voiced hopes
tor  Englishmen  which  Americans  (read
“Australians’’) may fecl to-day. And in his sonnet
““November 1806 he also judged the whole tribe
of men whose concept of government is to make an
accommodation with **History™".

“We shall exult if they who rule the land
Be men who hold its many blessings dear,
Wise, upright, valient not u servile band,
Who are to judge of danger which thevy fear,
And  honour, which thev do not
understand. "’

“The Usurpers '’ by Medtord Evans.
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in palmistry, ouiji boards, magic and curses.
Converting the classroom into a witch’s den or
haunted dungeon, the reading of curses aloud,
making up curses, asking a visitor to explain how a
seance works are included in student activities.®

The notorious social studies program MACOS:
Man a Course of Study which portrays the deprav-
ed culture of the almost extinet Netsilik Eskimos,
is replete with evil spirits and Satanic practices in-
cluding infanticide and senilicide.

For some time, fear has becn expressed by
perceptive individuals that this type of classroom
influence will lead to a wide acceptance of
Satanism. In U.S.A., temples for Satan worship
are proliferating.

The recent slaughter of 64 animals at the
Adclaide Children's Zoo is believed to have been
ritval killings using black magic rites. Even the
number **64>" was reported as having sacrificial
significance. (Sunday Muail — Adelaide 3l1st
March, 1985)

Dungeons and Dragons: For some participants,
“‘the make-believe world assumes an cerie sense off
reality™. (Confessions of a Dungeon Master —
Psychology Today, Nov. 1980).

Reports from USA indicate that the game is
addictive, and fantasized killings sometimes lead
participants to crime and suicide.

Gary North, writing in the Remnant Review
12.5.80, states that: D&D *‘is a game based on
one's ability to call up demons 1o wipe out
opponents. . . . The formulas correspond to some
of those I became familiar with when 1 did rescarch
for my book, None Dare Call 11 Witchcrafi. the
formulas are serious, and someone who was well
versed with the occult wrote these manuals.™

*“You may not believe in the oceult. So beit. Do
vou believe in the effects of daydreams on people’s
thought processes? . . Do yvou want to encourage
endless nightmares in vour children’s lives?™

D. & D. is a multimillion dollar enterprise which
is flourishing in Australia — and the schools.

Like Litde Children

Fantasv is an essential part of childhood.
However it is important to know whether healthy
or harmful influences arc nourishing the child’s
make-believe.

Chesterton has woven a story about two boys
who were offered a wish in standard fairy tale
manner. Paul wished to become a giant **that he
might stride across continents.”” His wish was
granted. Only when he came to the Himalayas they
secemed no more interesting than the minature
rockerv in the family garden; and the Niagara
“was no bigger than the tap turned on in the
bathroom.” Peter made the opposite request. He
asked 1o be small — **about hall an inch high™',
Now, standing in the garden, he found himselt **in
the midst of an immense plain, covered with a tall
green jungle above which, at intervals rose strange
trees cach with a head like the sun. . . Toward the
middle of this prairie stood up a mountain of such

romantic and impossible shape, yet of such stony
height and dominance that it looked like some
incident of the end of the world.”” Peter *‘set out
on his adventures across that coloured plain; and
he has not come to the end of it yet.”

**Reading this reminds us that the literature of
smallness is always a literature of adventure:
Gulliver among the giants, the Incredible Voyage,
and those delightful scenes in the Once and Future
King where Arthur is allowed to see life from the
perspective of a fish or inscect. Looked at from the
right angle “*the grass is an everlasting forest with
dragons for denizons™ (Chesterton again). .. "

Fantasy puts the child in a position to sece how
wondrous things are.

**For thosc who have eves to see, the grass and
trees wili always carry a hint of their Creator’s
presence; the woods will always be sacred
woods. . .7

**Adults have the light of revelation and no
longer need the celestial light™. . .

*The happiness of children. . . comes. . . from
their sense of marvel and from the sccurity that a
properly ordered adult society provides.**”

Relerences

H.C. Lindgren: AAn Introduction to Social Psyehology p.i36.
S David Spangler in Findhorn Publications, as indweated.
* The Findhorn Communiw: The Findhorn Garden; Yurnstone
Books, [ ondon, 1976-197%.
YWLR. Benet: The Readers’ Encvclopedia; Book  Club
Associates (1973 pp. 436, 893,

* Rousas 1. Rushdoons: World History — A Christian Survey:;
Tape 2.

“ H.P: Schocheimer: -Messageways | — On a Small Plunet
(Cassell Austratia) pp. 39-63).

T Wilham Kirk Kilpatrick, Psvehological Seduction — Fhe

Failure of Maodern Psyehology Thomas Nelson USAL 1982 pp.
201 202,
*bid. pp. 205 208,

Have you thought
of giving
‘‘Heritage’

Many of our permanent subscribers were
once recipients of a gift subscription from
a friend or relative.

““Heritage’’ makes an everlasting gift as well

as providing both light and in-depth articles.

ldeal for students. Why not try ‘‘Heritage"’
as a gift.

Send name and address of intended gift recipient
to us. Don’t forget to enclose you $10 payment
and any message and leave the rest to us.
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Australia’s Constitution, its
institutions and its history are
based on Christianity. To say so is
no trite cliche, but a fact of
history. The opening words of the
Constitution are: Whereas the
people. . . humbly relying on the
blessing of Almighty God. ..”’
Parliaments, both State and
Federal, start each day of sitting
wilh prayer. The nation’s Head,
the Queens, is enthroned in a
Church service, being presented
with a copy of the Bible — *‘the
most sacred thing this world
affords. . .”’; Members of all
governments, including Local
Government, take an oath, or
affirmation of loyalty, the
majority of those giving evidence
in Court make an oath to tell the
truth with a hand on the Bible.

While Australia, sadly, is not a
nation of Christians, it is still a
Christian nation so far as its
institutions, its values, its laws
and its customs are concerned.
There was even a time when
Australian children were taught
the history and origins of their
heritage, born from the Christian
faith.

In an age when many of our
traditional systems, including our
Monarchial system of govern-
ment, are being questioned as to
their value, it is important to
examine their function and their
relevance to our needs today.

Monarchy as a system of
government developed out of the
family system — through the
gathering of families into tribes or
groups — and the natural leader
of the leading family group in the
nation became the Monarch, or
ruler of the nation. In early
history society was much less
complex than at present, and a
Monarch had no difficulty in
organising the affairs of a nation.

OF M@NARCHY

The fact of geography
contributed in a unique way to the
development of the British
Monarchy. As an island people
British history developed in a
different way to the countries in
Europe. Wars, in the Middle Ages
were fought, and decided in
campaigns lasting sometimes no
longer than 40 days. An irregular
army of archers etc. composed of
men taken temporarily from their
occupations, was raised by the
King of the day for the purpose.
This factor contributed to the
development of what is called
Limited Monarchy. In those
days, when every able man was a
first class archer, and no large
regular army was maintained by
the King; the ruler did not dare to
become too despotic in his
exercise of power for fear of
retribution by his subjects.

In Europe, Kings raised
standing armies much earlier in
the piece than did the British; and
thus the European Monarchies
needed to impose taxes on their
peoples to maintain these armies.
The power of the sword (army)
belonged to the Monarch, and the
power of the purse (tax money)
belonged to the people, and was
administered by their represen-
tatives (Parliaments). In Europe,
for example, if the King of France
had an efficient standing army;,
the King of Spain was forced to

maintain one, or submit to
foreign domination. To maintain
these armies, the European
Monarchs gradually gained
control of the ‘‘power of the
purse’’, and so became virtually
Absolute Monarchs.

Britain developed in a different
way. Separated from the conflicts
in Europe by the Channel, she
had no need of a standing army,
until the end of the seventeenth
century. So, the parliamentary

institution in Britain operated to
maintain a balance of power. The
development of government took
place in a gradual way, not, as in
many European countries by
revolution, demolition, and then
reconstruction. The  present
constitution of Britain is, to the
constitution under which she
flourished six hundred years ago,
what the tree is to the sapling;
what the man is to the boy. The
development has been tremen-
dous. Other societies have written
constitutions  perhaps  more
attractive. But no other society
has yet succeeded in bringing the
same degree of progress with
stability. .

British Monarchs have been
Christian since very early times.
The peaceful development of the
Monarchial system has been due
in no small measure to the moral
restraints imposed by Christian-
ity. As Macaulay states in
;;HISIOI'V of England’’, Vol. 1.

4

“Yet surely a system which,
however deformed by super-

stition,  introduced strong
moral restraints into
communities previously

governed only by vigour of
muscle and by audacity of
spirit, a system which taught
the fiercest and mightiest ruler
that he was, like his meanest
bondman, a responsible being,
might have seemed to deserve a
more respectful mention from
philosophers and historians’’.

In all this development the King
possessed great powers, he was
the chief of the government, the
sole communication with foreign
powers, he had the power to coin
money, the power to fix weights
and measures, and he was the
commander of the military and
naval forces. Yet his power was
limjted as outlined in *‘History of
England” Vol. 1. P. 15.

““‘But his power, though ample,
was limited by three great
constitutional principles, so
ancient that none can say when
they began to exist, so potent
that their natural develop-
ment, continued through many
generations, has produced the
order of things under which we
now live. First, the King could
not legislate without the
HERITAGH JUNE-AUGUST 19RS PAGE 1§






Bills — as was the case with
Lionel Murphy — is a perversion
of our traditions.

Under Common Law, too, the
individual is innocent until
proven guilty — the opposite to
Roman Law, which prevails in the
greater part of the world; and,
under the famous ‘Habeas
Corpus’, may not be held without
fair trial. There is a jury system so
that an accused may, for serious
crimes, be condemned only by
twelve of his own kind, and this
unanimously. An accused person,
by Common Law, has the right to
face and answer his accusers. At
least two people must be prepared
to openly testify as to his guilt.
The whole idea of ‘‘anonymous
informing’’ or pimping — now
sometimes being invited by
politicians and bureaucrats — is
foreign to our traditions, and if
allowed to develop unchallenged,
can lead to the situation as in the
USSR, where children inform
secretly on their parents.

Such a system could only have
been built by people who
considered it a duty to love their
neighbour. This is real justice qnd
equity at work with no inversion
of thought which forgets the
innocent and sympathises with
the criminal. Based on truth and
natural law, its basic principles
are ageless and apply in any era.

UNWRITTEN FREEDOMS

To believe there can be no
freedoms without a written Bill of
Rights is to misunderstand the
whole nature of our institutions.
In fact, there is more personal
freedom in Common Law
countries than anywhere else in
the world, as testified to by the
fact that so many refugees and
immigrants have sought refuge in
them.

In a Common Law country,
anything that is not proscribe_d by
law is a right, even if not written
down. In Roman Law countries,
anything not included in the Bill
of Rights is not a right at all.
Well-meaning but foolish people
have believed it is possible to
write a Bill of Rights which sets
out all personal liberties at all
times and in all circumstances. In
practise, freedom has been much
more restricted, unequal and

continually subject to legal

interpretation.
THE THIRD PILLAR

The Third Pillar the Parlia-
mentary system, developed, as
mentioned above, from the need
of the Monarch to raise money by
taxes. It was understood that no
taxes be raised without
representation from the people.
The growth of Parliament
reduced the conflict between the
Crown and the people. In early
times a simple society could be
administered by a Monarch
alone, but today’s modern and
complex community requires a
much broader type of organis-
ation to run it. The Monarch now

rules with Parliament and
through Parliament. All self-
reliant adults have the
responsibility of electing the

Queen’s advisors. The Monarch
is a guiding influence in many
ways in the area of politics and
international affairs. Taught and
saturated in the details of these
affairs since childhood, he or she
can act in an advisory capacity to
the government of the day, who
may or may not be expert. The
Monarch’s right to advise is well
established in the Parliamentary
system, and because the,advice is
sought and tendered privately, he
or she can usually remain above
the dog-fight of politics.

The Queen is also part of
Australia’s Parliament, which
includes three separate bodies,
Crown, Senate, and House of
Representative. Dividing power
in this way is common to Britain,
Canada, New Zealand and
Australia, and is known as the
“‘trinitarian’’ concept of
government. New Zealand —
against the wishes of its people —
abolished its Upper House in the
early part of this century, and
many New Zealanders would like
to see it re-established, as its
single chamber becomes more
autocratic and dictatorial.

This division of power was
instituted because of the belief
that ‘‘all power tends to corrupt,
and absolute power corrupts
absolutely”’. There is always a
tendency for politicians of all
parties to want more power, and
it was seen early on that this was a
dangerous development — how-

ever superficially attractive it
might seem at first sight.

The Monarch, today, has the
constitutional power to even
declare war, but does not have the
power to raise the money to fight
a war. This power is exercised by
the Parliament; which gives it
considerable power. It is accepted
that the Monarch confers
authority on the proceedings of
Parliament providing it is
operating properly and

_constitutionally. This authority

can be withdrawn as it was in New
South Wales in the thirties, when
the Lang government was
dismissed, and the Governor
asked the people to elect another
government.  Likewise, the
Whitlam government was
dismissed by the Governor-
General in 1975. The fact that the
Monarch, or representative
normally accepts the advice of
Parliament does not mean that he
or she is a ‘‘rubber stamp’’, but
conforms to the realities of the
present day. The Monarch is
always there as a ‘‘back-stop”
should the Parliament cease to
operate properly.

ORGANIC AND FLEXIBLE

The system is organic and
flexible, it can grow and change.
It can absorb ideas and allow the
growth of learning and the fact
that it does this with so little
bloodshed is in itself an out-
standing accomplishment. Yet
Parliament is not the main part of
the Monarchial system. When
power, such as the power wielded
by a Monarch, is given to an
assembly, great risks are
involved. They will always know
what is best for you as an
individual and usually have no
compunction in applying
coercion. ““You will have
strawberries and cream whether
you like them or not’’, is no joke.
It is here that the Common Law
plays its part; Parliament can
make laws which are legal after
the Monarch’s signature has been
applied but it cannot interfere
with law administration. Here the
freedoms and principles laid
down in the Common Law, along
with the independent judiciary,
protects the rights of the
individual. Only the law and
judges keep us free, with dignity.
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The whole system is one of
motivating moral force, justice
and equity, and the clash of ideas
administratively implemented
with decency and in order. It

could not exist without a
Christian Monarch or for that
matter without Christian

subjects. It was certainly built by
such people, and does not give the
appearance of a man-made
system of checks and balances,
but mirrors the balance of nature
itself.

AUTHORITY

All authority in our community
comes from the Crown and this
authority comes from God as
shown during the Coronation
service, when:—

The Monarch is handed the
sword (from off the Altar) the
Archbishop saying:—

“With this sword do justice,
stop the growth of iniquity,
protect the Holy Church of
God, help and defend all
windows and orphans, restore
the things that are gone to
decay, maintain the things that
are restored, punish and
reform what is amiss, and
confirm what is in good order;
that doing these things you
may be glorious in all virtue;
and so faithfully serve our
Lord Jesus Christ in this life,
that you may reign forever
with Him in the life which is to
come’’.

The above charge is self
explanatory and here then is the
Sword of Justice which must be
applied for the protection of the
Monarch’s realm.

The application of all this is
clearly illustrated in the presen-
tation of Regimental colours.
Here the Regiment is lined up
with the national flag and the
colours bearing its battle honours
placed on piled drums to their
front. The consecration of these
colours takes place as follows:—
Chaplain-General
or
Commanding Officer

To the Service of God and the
hallowing of His Holy Name.
All We dedicate ourselves afresh.
(Note that in the protection of the
realm they are in the service of God).
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CG To the love of our Queen and
country and to the welfare of
mankind.

All We dedicate ourselves afresh.
(Protection of the realm is without
doubt — To the welfare of
mankind).

CG To the maintenance of
honour and the sanctity of
man’s plighted word.

All We dedicate ourselves afresh.
(Treaties are to mean something).

CG To the protection of all those
who pass to and fro on their
lawful occasions.

All We dedicate ourselves afresh.
(The British navy carried this out for
centuries).

CG To the preservation of order
and good government.

All We dedicate ourselves afresh.
(No comment is needed here).

CG To the hallowed memory of
our comrades, whose courage
and endurance add undying
lustre to our emblems.

All We dedicate our colours.

(It is accepted that those gone before
earned the battle honours and must
be respected and emulated. It is the
same with us, we did not build our
magnificent heritage but we must
protect it and emulate our
remarkable forbears).

CG In continual remembrance of
our solemn oath and in token
of our resolve faithfully and
truly to keep it to the end.

All We dedicate our colours.

The soldiers were told to see
their duty in this light by the
Monarch and/or advisors and
this faith has kept Britain in the
forefront of opposition to
dictators and warlords.

APPLICATION TODAY

The most important practical
role played by the Monarchy
today is to provide a focal point
of loyalty for the nation. That a
focal point is needed is a fact of
life, which undoubtedly origin-
ates in natural parental authority
to which every child is subject in a
normal home. From this comes
the concept of a ‘‘parent image’’.
The words homeland and
fatherland spring from this idea.
Modern examples of national
‘“‘parent images’’ can be seen in
the way in which public relations
men built up Stalin as the ‘‘Father
of the Soviet’’, likewise with De

Gaulle in France, and American
Presidents are publicised in the
same way. However in the British
world, the parent image is
consistent and continuing and
exists in the Monarch.

The major constitutional role
of the Monarchy is to provide a
division of power, and to put and
keep politicians in their proper
place as the people’s rulers, but
also as the people’s servants.

ALTERNATIVE TO
MONARCHY

The only democratic alter-
native to a Monarchy is a
Republic. Power in a Republic is
far more concentrated than in a
Monarchy. This fact leads to
instability, as the election of a
President can be a divisive act.
For it can be that 51% of the
people vote for him, and are
willing for him to exercise the
power; but 49% of the people do
not wish this. When elected, a
President must support those who
promoted him, which means that
he is a continuing divisive
influence on his nation unless he
obtains sufficient powers to
totally quell all opposition —
hence the tendency towards
Caesarism in all Republics. It will
also be realised that a Republic
built on ‘‘the will of the people”’
must become wilful and selfish;
whilst a Monarchy which claims it
exists only by the will of God,
must, by its very nature, point to
a higher cause, that of God and
duty.

Such is the British Monarcial
system which fills all the needs of
natural humanity such as Parent
Image, family life, liberty,
dignity, the discipline of moral
law, and the peace of a balanced
community in which learning can
flourish. It has withstood attack
from without and within, and will
survive and endure if all are
personally loyal to the Monarchy
and all it stands for.

_ The British Monarchial system
is the highest pinnacle of
achievement in the ordering of
human affairs and without doubt
1t 1s our destiny to protect and
nurture it and keep it as an
example to all the world.

Adapted from the Officer Training Notes
of the late Brigadier R.T. Easson.






of this kit. The kit carries Sir Thomas Buxton's
guote "The first duty to children 15 to make themn
happy'® — a statement debatable in itself. The
children, however, are happy playing games and
by this procedure implementation of the alien
belief proceeds. Much of the play acting forces the
child to expernience ‘discrimination’ — a game that
as a parent, | would NOT wani my child to
particpate in. Much of it is, of course, just plain old
‘hrain-washing’ -- see 'the Library’ — and quite
cantrary to the ideals of Hurnan Rights, forces the
child to undertake roles that he/she does not want
to as dictated by nature. For example: 'Children
come 10 school with some fairly set ideas
(obviously from home — Ed.) A lot of these are
sex-role sterectvpes. A lot of work has to be done
with non-sexist education. . . this should be done
in the first four weeks of the school year,?

In cookery, far example ‘boys must he

encouraged not Just to mix and eat. ..
(further). . . a watchful eye must be kept on
giris, . . " Under ‘'other activities’ — 'no-one plays

with cars unless there are equal boys and girls or
the paper dolls do not go cut unless one boy is in
the group.” If this is not denying natural instincts
then what is? Under the title ‘Desks’ children are
not allowed 1¢ seek their own cocmpany, but are
forced to spread themselves amongst those they
would not normally associate with. Itis the normal
attitude for a child 1o seek 11s own sex and race for
mateship. Once again the basic instinct is cruelly
dened to children.

There is a great deal of prying by teachers into
ihe hves of children besides, as we have learnt,
using the children as guinea pigs.

The Commission is aware there will be
opposition to the kit, mainly — according to them
- because of ignorance. "We therefore, must be
well informed, this means studying and analysing
the Human Rights material,’ The reason why the
school is tackled first in applying the U.N. ideals is
simple: ‘Teaching of Human Rights can reach
through the ciassrocm out into the cormmunity in a
way beneficial to both." To state that it is not the
school's job 1o implement social change s
frutless. The authars of the kit are cbviously on a
nghieous crusade and therefore deceived, being a
product of their own system.

Under the heading cf ‘From the Chalk-Face and
the Cemmission's Factory Floor’ many sensitive
Issues areg raised. Such issues are normally dealt by
parents and 1in some cases, the church, yetl this
authonty s replaced by the Human Rights
Commussion teachers who  push  aside  the
mfluence of the parents and encourage their
charges 1o usurp the authority of adulls and
parents,

The family is, of course, seen to be the root of all
the trouble. Sexism, racism, bigotry of all kinds are
the family’s fault. Why didn’t you know the family
15 the cause of sexism? Let's read: ‘Sexism is
endemic. Where dces it come from, however?
The answer s — the family.'®
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On page 152 of the glossy book under the
Chapter 'Family’ should be read in total. Yet, let
me make ane vital quote: ‘In Australia — a liberal,
capitalist, multi-cultural democracy, with sccial
welfare productivities, a highly stratified class
structure, a valued system that is secular, racist,
sexist and materialistic — the family reflects and
promotes this fact.’

The Race issue is deall with in detail
interestingly enough, according to Jeremy Long,
Commissioner for Community Relations, there 1s
no such thing as race.'® Yet, the kit does admit
‘race’ exists, though poorly defined.'?

“It overrides natural instincts — it usurps the
parent’s role’’

The Anglo-Australian is, as expecied, singled
out for special atiention. He is naturally hinted at
{though not directly — that would be too obvious)
as being the bogey. '¥ Ancther interesting fact —
though cften denied by the authorities. . . ‘when
Vietnamese people arrive in Austrlaia they are
given 54000. . . " If 50, 15 not this discriminatory 1o
ali other arrivals.

Given the preceding information, it is painfully
obvious that the kit is political. The tired old
argument that by ‘distributing the world's wealth
and cultural sources will end the inequality of the
globe’ is put forward, under the heading:
'Economic, Social and Cultural Well Being'*®. The
figures to justify this argument on p. 95 distort the
true picture, 1.e. "1t 1s still a case of crumbs to the
masses.’?® — and private enterprise, like the
family, like the Anglo-Australian, is to blame. To
ultimately prove that it is a politicai document we
should quote from page 66 under 'Life’, where the
U.5.A. is singled out for causing much of the
world’'s ills. ‘The United States and other
‘erstwhile’ free market demccracies have much to
answer for in this regard .’

The metheds employed by teachers in
implementing political thought are exactly as those
employed in Soviet Russia. As Tasmanian
Representative for Believers in Communist Lands
for 8 years, | studied the Soviet’s methods to prove
lor attempt to) the non-existance of God, i.e. the
teacher asks the children to close their eyes. Upen
opening them, a loaf of bread appears, placed in
front of them while eyes were closed. "Who gives
you this bread?’ she asks 'God?’ '‘No, the State.’
etc. see similar on p. 84,

UNITED NATICNS
U.N. — "Model curriculum for globai use’

In summary, the kit is from the United Nations
promoting a One World Socialist Community



through our children. It overrides natural instincts
of human beings, 1t usurps the parents’ role and
replace that role with a teacher well grounded in an
alien philosophy. Inshort, | would not touch the kit
with a ten foot pele and it should be thrown out of
Australia.
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YOUR CONTRIBUTIONS TO
“HERITAGE” WILL BE MOST
WELCOME.

The Editor invites readers to submit their
views on any topic related to Australia’s
heritage. Letters to the editor are an ideal form
of expression but in particular we seek longer,
researched articles which explore any one of
Australia’s short and relatively unknown
history.

We also invite writers to contribute material
on any of the following subjects:

LIFE IN THE GOOD OLD DAYS —
personal recollections
AUSTRALIA AT WAR —
glimpses,

HUMOROUS CHARACTERS I'VE MET.
GREAT AUSTRALIANS — Another side of
their story.

UMEMPLOYMENT — Is this modern
phenomona a curse or blessing in disguise?

A nation which forgets or ignores its past has
a doubtful future. The Australian Heritage
Society is pledged to preserving all aspects of
our  nation’s  history. Without  your
participation, many of the human, emotional
and humerous aspects of Australia’s early life
may be lost forever.
Please direct contributions or enquirires (o:
The Editor,
“HERITAGE”,
Box 69,
MOORA, W.A. 6052.

personal

High Praise

Sir,

The highest praise is due to T.W.S, Dutton for
his excellent explanation of *'The Mcney Myth™ in
the March-May 1985 issue of ‘‘Heritage"’, and of
the impact of Sir Denison Miller, the first
Governor of the Commonwealth Bank, and of
Major C.H. Douglas’ A + B searchlight on the
present debt and usury system of public finance.

His final paragraph needs to be kept constantly
before the eyes of every person concerned with the
welfare of life on Earth. I quote it:—

*“This is Australia’s opportunity to achieve real

‘greatness. Not by conguering other nations, but by

breaking free from the bondage of the hidden
government of money masters and, setting an
example for ihe rest of the world to follow.™

J.E. HARDING

Hon. Secretary

Rockhampton Anti-Inflation Study Group
Cordalba, QId.

MOST SUPPORT FLAG, MONARCHY

Support for Australia becoming a republic has
stayed unchanged over the past eight vears,
according to the latest Gallup poll. ‘

In April 1977, 29 per cent of those polled said
Australia should declare itself a republic; this
month the figure was 30 per cent with 62 per cent
against and eight per cent saying they did not
know.

The proportion preferring a new flag for the
1988 Bicentennial has fallen from 34 per cent in
May last year to 29 per cent.

The poll by Australian Public Opinion Polls,
found Queenslanders especially against a republic:
70 per cent said no, compared with 61 per cent in
both NSW and Victoria.

__ LET'S KEEP THEM!
S L

»

OUR FLAG
OUR HERITAGE
OUR FREEDOM
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COMMAND THE NIGHT!

Dusk falls across the fens and lanes of northeast
England. Soon aircraft engines commence their
roar at Wickenby, Linton-on-Ouse, Little Snoring
and at the 53 other operational bases of Bomber
Command.

The names of the aircraft are the stuff of British
History; Halifax, Wellington, Stirling and the
most famous of them all, the Avro Lancaster. All
day long, a mass of men and women have been
preparing for this raid; packing parachutes,
putting together weather reports, bombing up,
fuelling and arming the aircraft.

The care of the ground crews is meticulous, but
it is checked and re-checked by the seven men or
more who will fly in the aircraft toits target. A stiff
escape hatch, a spot of oil on a perspec gun turret,
a slight drop in the horsepower of one engine, all
these and a thousand other things can spell disaster
for a bomber and its crew.

The crew collect their parachutes from the
WAAFs. There is a special link between them and
these women because, for many, they will be the
last reminder on earth of a wife or girlfriend back
home. Women will contribute immeasurably to
Bomber Command’s ‘‘maximum effort’’, doing
everything from ferrying aircraft to driving bomb
trolleys.

Their aircraft in this squadron is the Avro
Lancaster. Born of a hopeless twin-engined
failure, the four-engined Lancaster begins its war
in 1942 dropping standard 250 and 500 pound
bombs, but by war’s end specially adapted versions
will carry a supersonic monster weighing 11 tons
and calied, appropriately, ‘“Grand Slam’’. The
Luftwaffe calls it ‘‘the four-engined fighter’’,
because of its strength and manoeuvrability when
evading attack, but, fully loaded with bombs and
fuel it weighs in at 34 tons and cruises at 210 knots.
Taking 40 minutes to reach its operational altitude
of 19,000 ft., even this quality product, built both
in Britain and Canada, is a relatively easy target for
a determined and experienced night fighter. And
its crew know it.

After a take-off at full power, filled with
tension, the bomber begins its climb to cruising
altitude to join the hundreds of other aircraft in the
stream. Everybody is busy, or tries to keep busy.
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This is easier for the pilot, flight engineer and
navigator, whose talents are constantly on trial,
but for the wireless operator-who must maintain
radio silence on the outward flight, the bomb-
aimer and the two air gunners there is unwanted
time to think until the warning, ‘‘Enemy coast
ahead”’, is heard in their earphones.

The Bomber’s crew are all volunteers — they come from
Britain, Canada, Australia and every other Commonwealth
nation.

The bomber’s crew are all volunteers. They
come from Britain, Canada, Australia and every
other Commonwealth nation or crown colony.
Some have come from countries occupied by the
enemy, and have evaded capture one or more times
to fly in an aircraft in which they and their
crewmates have a 2.4 out of 10 chance to complete
their tour of 30 bombing missions successfully and
unscathed.

Crew conditions in the aircraft are poor. The
crew member closest to the engines usually sweats
in tropical heat, while the tail gunner can find
icicles growing from his oxygen mask. Postwar,
many of them will suffer from a variety of flight-
induced ailments, with back . trouble from
scrunching uncomfortably for hours at a crew.
position, being prevalent. Most of the crew cannot
wear their parachutes while doing their jobs, and
there are no ejection seats to blast them clear of a
crippled aircraft. Their fate and its are one.

The bomber offensive of the winter of 1943-44
sees ‘‘Star Wars’’, of a kind, already underway.
Even before take-off, the ether began to fill with
the emissions of electronic marvels designed to aid
the bomber’s crew, or to kill them. Bomber
Command has ‘“‘Monica”, Gee”, *“H2S”,
““Oboe”. The Luftwaffe has ‘‘Lichtenstein’’,
““Flensburg’” and *‘“Wurzburg’’. Today’s backyard
satellite dish, sitting up its tripod, is an adaptation
of the parabolic reflectors developed for German
early-warning radar. The enemy knows the
b_ombe_rs are coming and alerts its flak crews and
night fighters. The only unknown is the bombers’

eventual destination, but that too will soon be
obvious.






Command the Night!

famous commander, the late Sir Arthur Harris,
Bomber Command aircrew did not. It is time that
this was rectified by the governments of today’s
British Commonwealth, before it is too late. Let us
honour the 57,000 dead of Bomber Command,
10,000 Canadians and 5,000 Australians among
them who gave their all, so that 40 years later we
might remember the victory they helped earn. Let
us remember too the veterans of that campaign
among us. Most are unscathed to the eye, but some
still bear the physical and mental scars of their
service.

And let us not forget the machines that they flew
in, and often died in. Whether it be “G’’ for
George at the Australian War Memorial, or “‘P”’
for Popsie at the National Aeronautical Collection
it Ottawa, their continued preservation is worthy
of our support.

Outside Hanover, Germany is the Limmer
Military cemetery for Commonwealth war dead.
One of the graves belongs to Flying Officer C.W.
Kruger, RCAF, who lies next to the other members
of his mixed Canadian and British crew from
12(Fox) Squadron, Royal Air Force. He was my
cousin, one of the lost 57,000. May God smile
upon them all. @

“CHAQOS IN THE CLASSROOM”’
By J.M. Wallis
Review by Dawn Thompson

In ““Chaos in the Classroom’’ Mrs Wallis traces
the progress of ‘‘free, secular and compulsory
education’’ in Australia from its beginnings in the
1870’s, when it was instituted to combat crime and
illiteracy, to the present day. Mrs.Wallis notes that
even in the beginning, perceptive educators raised
doubts as to the wisdom of entrusting such a vital
responsibility to the State instead of the parents,
whose right, duty and privilege it in fact is, and of
any weakening of the strong Christian ethic
permeating and undergirding, as it then did, all
facets of learning.

However, a compromise was made with the
secularists, and indeed things seemed to go well. By
the end of the century illiteracy was almost
abolished; the moral tone of State education was
high, and continued so until around the 1960°s,
when the fruits of compromise began to appear in
the by now firmly-entrenched State system.

Gradually the undergirding moral emphasis
moved from the Christian absolute values, firstly
to the ‘‘common morality”’, in which Divine
authority is omitted, thence to the ‘‘moral
autonomy’’ of the 1970’s, wherein Man and not
God becomes the centre of the universe. This is a
complete transfer from Christian principles of
education to secular humanistic guidelines, and the
book proceeds to show clearly the effect of this
radical change in specific areas of education, and
on the concept of education as a whole.

This new education fits in with a globally
orchestrated one-world plan. The United Nations
Organisation is a great co-ordinating force,
through its agencies and its Declarations.
Countries become parties to U.N. resolutions
through becoming signatories, as is Australia,
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often without the slightest understanding by its
citizens of what is involved, and quite contrary to
Constitutional law.

Teachers are used as agents for social change
being first themselves moulded through Teacher’s
Colleges, both Church and State; not to educate
our children in the traditional sense of the word,
but to condition and fit them for this new, one-
world order. Here they are to be an amorphous,
malleable, unisex mass, managed by the State,
without nationality, family or God.

Mrs Wallis shows how the blueprint for this
amazing goal runs through all aspects of the school
curriculum, with full chapters devoted to its
workings in English, Social Studies, Sex Education
and Music Education.

Attitudes towards parental rights and influence
and the encroaching power of the State in this area
is discussed, also the impact of the new multi-
culturalism on education.

The book concludes with a thoughtful essay by
Dr Rushdoony on the religion of revolution, which
ties in together the basic cause of the chaos, not
only in education, but in all areas of modern life,
and ends by pointing one back inevitably to the
supremacy of God and the simple truths of
Christianity.

This book is very well researched, quotes many
references and draws on the wisdom of numerous
thoughtul writers. It is well set out with indices and
sub-headings, and clearly printed. It is a book
essential for students, teachers, parents and
grandparents — all, in fact who are concerned for
our Youth’s present confusion and despair. It will
be particularly helpful to those stalwart souls who
have begun little Christian schools, to point out the
extent of the pitfalls, and to confirm them in their
purpose.

Printed and published by Veritas Publishing
g&mo%any, P.O. Box 20, Bullsbrook, W.A. 6084.

““Chaos in the Classroom”’
Available from: The Australian Heritage Soci
P.O. Box 7409, Be Society,
Cloisters Square,
Perth, 6000.
$16.50 posted.






