





AR

__ A o it _
No. 33 SEPTEMBER-NOVEMBER 1985

“Qur jury system s under attack.1s how The
Ausiralian reacted to those promunent Australans
who publicly crniticised the verdict of the jury in the
Murphy tnal and the subsequent publicity given to
the opinions of some of the jurors.

The mmdependent verdict of Mr Hayden and others
who have felt compelled to publicly announce then
findings, apparently without having been at the tnal,
because they felt that Murphy was a “‘good bloke™
or because he was on the same side of polttics, along
with Mr Justice Murphy’s refusal to stand down,
together constitute yet another attack on one of our
basic and perhaps most precious INSutulions.
Whether Murphy 1s innocent or not, the damage 1s
done, and no judge of the High Court whose
integrity 1s in such question, should contiue in such
a vital position.

A visiting British journalist, Mr Michael Levin, 1s
reported 10 have expressed astonishment at the
blatant “‘politicisation of the law’ which has taken
place. He believed that most of the people who had
been commenting so freely about the Murphy case
would have been jailed if it had occurred in Britain
and, in his view, rightly so.

Once politicians and even jurors are able to
publicly castigate the conduct and outcome of trals,
and the courts and juries are open 1o the sort of
attack which has taken place, then we are in great
trouble.

What do those who show such contempt for our
sytem of law want in its place? Are they advocating
its destruction along with the rule of law which is
such an essential barrier to anarchy?

Perhaps the most tragic aspect of the whole affair
is the inaction and relative silence in defending our
system of law. Equally tragic is the lack of
understanding by the general public of the priceless
heritage they have in common law. It 1s ume we
insisted that our children be given a basic grounding
in the the institutions that have provided the
framework through which our nation has achieved
so much in its short life. The principles upon which
they are based are such that they will see us through
centuries to come.

What is becoming obvious is that if we are 1o
defend our nation from the attackers from within,
the responsibility falls upon the shoulders of each
and everyone of us. It is up to each of us to educate
ourselves and take what action we can, In
association with others if possible, to defend this
nation and make it great again. Surely we have learnt
by now that “they” will not do it for us.

We should ponder the fact that our Lord in his
ministry did not go to the seat of power, instead he
spent his time amongst the common man and lcfl
them with the responsibility of changing the world.

hen do you start?
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‘“No great political improvements, no great
reform, either legislative or executive, has even been
originated in any country by its rulers. The first
suggestions of such steps have always been by bold
and able thinkers, who discern the abuse, denounce
it, and point out how it can be remedied. . . At
length, if circumstances are favourable, the pressure
from without becomes so strong, that the
government is obliged to give way; and, the reform
being accomplished, the people are expected to
admire the wisdom of their rulers, by whom all this
has been done. . .

“It is only with the greatest difficulty that
parliament is induced to grant what the people are
determined to have, and the necessity of which has
been proved by the ablest men. Posterity ought to
know that great measures are extorted from the
legislative by pressure from without; that they are
conceded not cheerfully but with fear; and carried
out by statesmen who have spent their lives in
opposing what they now suddenly advocate. . .

¢, . .since the most valuable improvements in
legislation are those which subvert preceding
legislation it is clear that the balance of good cannot
be on their side. It is clear that the progress of
civilization cannot be due to those who, on the most
important subjects, have done so much ‘harm that
their successors are considered benefactors simply
because they reverse their policy, and thus restore
affairs to the state in which they would have
remained if politicians had allowed them to run on in
the course which the wants of society
required. . . The effects produced in European
civilization by political legislation compose an
aggregate so formidable that we may well wonder
how, in the face of them, civilization has been able
to advance. That under such circumstances it has
advanced is a decisive proof of the extraordinary
energy of man. . .

““The world has been made familiar with the great
truth, that one main condition of the prosperity of
the people is that its rulers shall have very little
power, that they shall by no means presume to raise
themselves into supreme judges of the National
interests, or deem themselves authorised to defeat
the wishes of those for whose betterment alone they
occupy the posts entrusted to them.”

It is obvious that we no longer have the political
wisdom of our forefathers.

In his essay, ‘‘The Situation and the Outlook,”” C.H.
Douglas says that *‘. .. Government is inherently
and inevitably restrictive and therefore. . . the
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amount of Government which a community can
stand without collapsing is definitely limited, and if
Governments are competitive, the most governed
community will collapse first. And, there, the first
policy to be applied to over-Government, i.e.
Socialism, is and must be, a negative policy — a
retreat from Government; less Government.”’ -

Let us now consider the main ideas developed by
our forefathers in an attempt to limit the power of
Governments and thus prevent the growth of that
corruption Lord Acton warned about and which we
have appalling evidence of on all sides today. The
idea of limiting the powers of Governments which we
understand best, is the decentralisation of political
power by decentralised Government — small
political units in which the representatives of the
peopl_e are more easily amenable to electoral control
than is the case in big political units. Decentralised
Government is local Government. Local
Government is Government on the spot by those who
understand the conditions of their own locality. In
Government close to the people there is less chance
of delegated authority to an irresponsible
bureaucracy — a feature of all centralised
Governments. Centralised Governments, striving as
they do for more and more power, try to legislate on
so many matters which should either be the province
of local Governments or right outside the control of
all Gover_nmepts, that the excuse is that there is too .
much legislation and that some responsibility must
therefore be delegated to a bureaucracy. All
Governments have argued in modern times that
modern conditions have so complicated Government
that some powers must be delegated to a
bureaucracy. The complications mentioned can be
traced to the policies, of Governments interfering
with matters over which they should have no control.

Another very good reason why local, decentralised
Gqurnmeng 1s necessary, is because the smaller the
political unit, the less chance there is of majorities
being used to destroy the rights of minorities. There
has been no more dangerous definition of democracy
than that which says that it is majority rule. In Sham
Democracy James Guthrie writes: —

““Those in control of the modern State can, and
do, penalise minorities, because they claim that they
represent a majority — the fact being overlooked
that we are all, at one time or another, a member of
a minority. Parents are in a minority; farmers are in
a minority; the country dwellers are in a minority;
skilled men are in a minority; the politically wise are
very much in a minority. But

___w

. So-called democratic governments demand the

right — and they continually exercise this right —

to over-rule every minority, which together make
the majority.

—_——
e ————————

In other words, in practice w. i i
Is, : e are witnessing
governments using the techniques of the manipulated
mass-vote to disfranchise successive minorities, and
transfer their rights to the manipulators.’’
The success of the iti .
s of political vote depends upon
whether the individual can preserve and extend his
sovereignty by the use of it. We can best study the’



menace of the majority vote by considering the
creation of a one world political unit. Under such
conditions, nine million Australians would, in the
world central Government, obviously be hopelessly
outvoted by the representative of say, China. Now
surely no one in his right senses would suggest that
Australian affairs should be controlled by a majority
on a world scale.

Another aspect of the political vote is the use of
the secret vote which permits not only majorities to
be used to disfranchise minorities, but also permits
this to be completely irresponsible.

In his address, Realistic Constitutionalism,
Douglas said: *‘. .. .the individual votes must be
made individually responsible, not collectively
taxable, for his vote. The merry game of voting
yourself benefits at the expense of your neighbour
must stop. . .There is a clear method by which to
approach this end — the substitution of the open
ballot for the secret franchise. . . "’

The following extracts from an article by Hewlett
Edwards, first published in the Social Creditor, will
provide the student with the basic arguments
concerning the secret vote:—

““Decisive exercise of judgment is that policy
Sformation which is the function proper to an
individual, as an elector. This is the basic factor in
any system which approaches the reality of
democracy; and it can only be operative in the choice
between practical, well defined alternatives. This is
the anthithesis of what exists, for the keynote of
elections is confusion, not clarity; they are contests
between catchwords, slogans, vast generalisations
and diffuse abstractions. ..a technique of
perversion. . . has reduced the political system to an
effective bar between the ordinary man and his
common sense. The common sense which is at once
his compass and his arm. So bereft, he is unable to
take part in the formation of directive policy, and
must submit to the imposition of other policies, alien

to his own. . . .
“‘Probably the most debilitating factor of current

political action is the irresponsibility of those
concerned. Freedom — the ability to choose or to
refuse — is primary, but it is commonsense that a
man should be simply and directly answerable for his
actions, it is that which binds him back to facts. This
is dependent on action being open and avowed; it is
the free expression of opinion which is a part of the
English tradition, not the secret ballot which dates
from 1982. At the present juncture it is not easy to
find many who will admit to having put the present
government into power, the elector hides behind the
secret ballot when it suits him; Party members are
screened by ‘Party decisions’., and those who enact
so many regulations. .. are shrouded in an
anonymous service. Such devices are so many
channels for the exercise of power without
responsibility. . . Measures which diminish the
integrity of the economic vote have been
accomplished by an increasing advertisement and use
of the political vote; to the effect, e.g. that the only
recourse left to a man who wants to buy a banana is
political. . .

‘It is often said, without realisation of what lies
beneath the surface, that ‘the world is going mad’;
and there is something in it. Only the ordinary man

by use of his compass and his arm — his common
sense — can reverse the process. But he cannot vote
with commonsense unless the issues presented for
decisions (at elections) are reduced to such as
common sense can deal with. This manner of
summing up a proposition — its consequences and
its cost; whether this is what you want, and whether
this is what you want to pay for — forms a medium
in which the ordinary man is still capable of the
decisive act; and wherein he is accustomed to take
direct responsibility, profiting if he ‘buys well’ and
losing if he does not.”

Douglas suggests that the secret vote be abolished
and replaced by an open, recorded and published
vote, and that those who vote for the Government to
pay all increases in taxation, etc., which the
Government may levy.

_

The most dangerous conception of responsible
Government is that which insists that once a
Government has been elected to office, it should
have all power to do as it likes.

A little thought will indicate the menace of this
conception. Writing in his book, The King and His
Dominion Governors, Dr. H.V. Evatt points out
how a Government is only the Government for the
time being and should not be unlimited in its powers.
He instanced how the Government of Newfoundland
abolished itself without consulting the people of
Newfoundland. Our British forefathers learned
through hard experience that definite checks were
required on elected Governments. This brings us to
a study of Upper Houses, the Crown, and other
checks on Governments. In his address, ‘‘Realistic
Constitutionalism’’, to the British Constitutional
Research Association, Douglas said:—

*“In some form or other sovereignty in the British
Isles for the last two thousand years has been
trinitarian. Whether we look on this trinitarianism
under the names of Kings, Lords and Commons or
as Policy Sanctions and Administration, the Trinity-
in-Unity has existed, and our national success has
been greatest when the balance (never perfect) has
been approached.

‘“.,..by the stregthening and elevation of
Common Law, and its repository in the care of an
effective Second, non-elective, Chamber, or by some
other method, clearly defined limits must be placed
on the power of a House of Commons elected on a
majority principle. . . Common Law is something
which, if it changes at all, ought to change very
slowly indeed, and the greatest difficulty should be
placed in the path of an attack upon it, both by
insisting on its supremacy over House of Commons
enactments, and by making it subject only to
something at least as arduous as an Amendment to
the United States Constitution. . . "’

English Common Law can be traced right back to
Magna Carta. It was built up to protect the rights of
the individual. When the Common Law was more
widely understood, before the growth of what the
former chief Justice of England, Lord Hewart,
termed ‘‘bureaucratic lawlessness’’, the individual’s
rights were firmly protected. The Courts existed to
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ensure that his rights were upheld, even against the
Crown itself. Today the Courts don’t uphold the
Common Law; they are used by the ‘‘new
despotism’’ for its own ends.

Sir Henry Slessor has said:

““The future of the Common Law is plainly more
than a matter for lawyers. The Law of England is
a unique contribution to Christian civilisation; its
decay may prove to be one of the greatest
tragedies of our age.”

in Australia, as in America, we do not have a non-
elective Upper House such as the House of Lords in
Great Britain. The Upper House in the Federal
sphere, the Senate, was the result of the Federal
Constitution, and was intended to be a protection for
the local State Governments. The Party system has
destroyed the value of the Senate, and it is indeed
fortunate that the Australian people have been
protected to some extent from the predatory designs
of the Federal Government, by the written Federal
Constitution. One of the most important tasks
confronting Australians is to make a positive defence
of the Federal Constitution, the great bulwark
against a complete centralised despotism {rom
Canberra.

Those who have never studied the history of
Government complain that the Upper Houses are
anti-democratic and oppose the will of the people. [t
is amazing how many people accept this nonsense.
The basic idea of the Upper House, brought to this
country from Great Britain and based upon sound
Jradition, was to preserve the trinitarian balance in
Government., The Upper House, restricted to those
with specific qualifications, was intended to be
elected by a more responsible vote. Its function is
not, as some people contend, to block all legisiation,
but to ensure that legislation is not rushed through
Parliament, legislation which could destroy the
rights of the electors before they knew what was
happening.

Those people who complain that Upper Houses
insist on opposing legislation affecting property
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rights, completely ignore the fact thai the ownership
of property of some description provides the
individual with some degree of liberty and security.
The most serious charge that can be levelled against
Upper Houses is that they have failed 10 protect the
basic rights of the people.

A classic example of the great benefit of a
responsible Upper House, is the manner in which the
Tasmanian Upper House refused in 1944 to permit
the Tasmanian Parliament to transfer enormous
powers to the Federal Government, thus destroying
the Federal Constitution. All the totalitarians were
loud in their cries protesting how an ‘‘anti-
democratic™ Upper House was preventing a
“‘democratic’’ Lower House from doing as it
desired. Now, the Tasmanian Upper House accepted
+1ts responsibilities and insisted that no powers should
be transferred to Canberra without the people’s
direct consent at a Referendum. The responsible
action of the Tasmanian Upper House resulted in the
1944 Referendum, at which the Tasmanian electors
voted overwhelmingly against surrendering to
Canberra the powers willing to be granted by the
Tasmanian Lower House. In other words, if it had
not been for the Tasmanian Upper House, the

Tasmanian people would have had their rights
destroyed without redress.

Those who oppose Upper Houses also rail against
Constitutional limitations to Governments. How
often do we hear it said that it is ridiculous that the
Federal Government, elected by a majority of the
people, should be restricted by the Federal
Constitution? We also hear the High Couri attacked.
Like most written Constitutions, our Federal
Constitution embodies the political traditions of our
race. Tradition may be termed the accumulated
experience of the past, it is what has been found t0
work. The idea of tradition is essentially sound and
even the most primitive peaple develop it in order to
ensure the survival of the tribe. Over a long period
of time our forefathers learned that Governments
must have their powers limited, otherwise ‘‘snap”

legislation could destroy what took hundreds of
years to build up,

Al British  constitutional safeguards can be
directly traced to our Christian background. In an

illgtjgl.e, “Under What King?’’ Douglas wrote in

“The Church (during the Medieval period)
ciaimed to be, and was 1o quite a considerable extent,
a Ilvmg body of Superior Law, not different in
intention but far higher in conception, to the
Constitution of the United States." ’

Compared with the Australian Constitution, the
American Constitution has the advantage of being
much more difficult to amend. We can best
understand the conception of a tradition, whether it
is embodied in a Common Law interpreted by a non-
corruptible Judiciary, a House of Lords such as in
Great Britain, or in a written Constitution, by
referring to that most English of games, cricket.
Although there are specific rules under which the
game is played, the actions of the players are also
moditied by a code of sportsmanship. How often do
we hear, ““That is not done’’ or “It isn’t cricket™?
This code is not continued by a “‘voling’ process; it
15 a living, permanent tradition. '
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NOT UNDERSTOOD

Not understood, we move along asunder;
Our paths grow wider as the seasons creep
Along the years; we marvel and we wonder
Why life is life, and then we fall asleep
Not understood.

Not understood, we gather false impressions
And hug them closer as the years go by;
Till virtues often seem to us transgressions;
And thus men rise and fall, and live and die
Not understood.

Not understood! Poor souls with stunted vision
Oft measure giants with their narrow gauge;
The poisoned shafts of falsehood and derision

Are oft impelled ’gainst those who mould the age,
Not understood.

Not understood! How trifles often change us!
The thoughtless sentence and the fancied slight
Destroy long years of friendship, and estrange us,

And on our souls there falls a freezing blight;
Not understood.

O God! that men would see a little clearer,
Or judge less harshly where they cannot see!
O God! that men would draw a little nearer

To one another, — they’d be nearer Thee,
And understood.
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Northern Irish compatriots — and which have
nothing to do, as is commonly supposed, with race
but everything with creed — were epitomised in the
wartime speeches of Winston Churchill. Even if
Britain plays no further part in shaping the affairs of
mankind, these will always be remembered for the
love of country they expressed and the effect on the
world’s history of the response they evoked.

It seems strange that, at a time when in so many
places — where hitherto the binding force of
nationality has meant little — an almost hysterical
consciousness of it prevails, in Great Britain, whose
people have long been famed for their national pride
and cohesion, patriotism has become almost an ugly
word. Even to praise the corporate virtues which
only a quarter of a century ago turned the
triumphant tide of totalitarian tyranny, is to label
oneself a reactionary. Sacrifice for one’s country,
courage,, discipline, devotion to duty, are denigrated
by those who mould the nation’s beliefs and teach its
young. Yet in Russia and China, Yugoslavia and
Poland, Egypt, Indonesia, Tanzania and
Somaliland, indeed in almost every country except
this, patriotism is regarded as the first of the social
virtues, and treason against one’s country and its
corporate ideals, even the mildest critimsm‘of them,
as a crime. The very organs of international co-
operation, which to us appear as a sacred altar on
which to sacrifice national self-interest and pride, are
used by other countries as a mechanism for
furthering their national policies and exalting their
patriotic ego.

What explanation is there for a phenomenon so
contradictory? Why is it right for anyone living in,
say, Zambia, who is suspected of criticising the
Zambian State and its rulers to be imprisoned
without trial and threatened with confiscation,
explusion or death, while here anyone who advocates
the protection of British rights or British r’l’atlonals is
denounced as a ‘‘gunboat imper1a11§t ? Is the
explanation that given by the present Prime Minister
for the Rhodesian deadlock, that we here and those
of our now despised *‘kith and kin’ in Rhodesia are
living in two different centuries; that we have passed
out of the age of the topee, the sundowner and the
Union Jack, while they, Edwardian-minded
“hearties’, colonialists and ‘‘racists”, are still,
deplorably by our standards, living in it? Yet the
weakness of this explanation is that, if it be true, the
Zambians and Indonesians, Egyptians and Chinese,
and, indeed, the peoples of almost all countries but
ours, with the possible exception of the United
States, are doing the same. Can it be true that the rest
of the world in pursuing the nationalistic delusions
of the past is half a century or more behind us? That
we alone are marching along the highway tg
universal understanding and global peace and unity?

An alternative explanation, however, is that we are
wrong in supposing national pride to be a conception
mankind can afford to discard.

——————————————————T

For patriotism, which means so much to olhel:s, is

still one of the only ways in which human beings

can be induced voluntarily to act unselfishly, for a
common purpose.

e ———

A nation is an instrument — and probably, in
mankind’s present state of development, an
indispensable instrument — for social well-being and
progress. To evoke their full potentialities and
harness them to a common creative end, men need
some corporate ideal to which they can dedicate and,
when necessary, sacrifice themselves. It must not be
too universal, or the sense of personal identification
and stimulus becomes lost; yet it must be large and
comprehensive enough to unite all sorts and
conditions of men and talents in a great communal
pursuit. In no country has this stimulus been
stronger than in ours. Think of the achievements, in
almost every field, of early nineteenth century
Britain — of Nelson and Keats, Wilberforce,
Constable and Faraday, Livingstone, Wordsworth
and Florence Nightingale — and one can see what
patriotism has done for us — and the world — in the
past. Much of the inertia and drift from which all
classes in the community, especially the young, are
suffering today arise from the vacuum caused by the
rejection of patriotism. It was the reaction brought
about by the terrible casualties of the First World
War — during which love and pride of country
spurred men to endure sufferings almost too great to
be borne — which still causes so many of our
intellectuals, publicists and teachers to inveigh
against patriotism and bring up the young to despise
it. Yet when in 1939 a second assault was made on
the liberties, lives and decencies of free men, a
temporary revival of patriotism in the young alone
enabled us to stem the tide of despotism.

Can all the king’s horses and all the king’s men put
Humpty-Dumpty together again? It is anybody’s
guess. But, short of a world-wide religious revival to
evoke the selfless and co-operative qualities inherent
in men, I can see no other way in which the
disruptive and destructive forces threatening to tear
modern materialistic society apart can be withstood.
I believe we have got to teach the young — the not
so young can only learn from bitter experience and
disaster —

l

the ancient lesson that men owe to their country
and her traditions almost everything which makes
civilised life worth living

and that, having received so much from her and
those who served her in the past, it is incumbent on
them to repay that debt by giving themselves to her
service. It is not necessary to be a soldier and f
death in battle to be a patriot. The husbandman,
craftsman, the professional man, the poet and arti
and all who devote their gifts and skills to enriching
their native land, are serving her no less. Therein, for
those who realise it, lies happiness and fulfilment.
O pray for the peace of Jerusalem: they shall
prosper that love thee. Peace be within thy
walls and plenteousness within thy palaces.
For my brethren and companions’ sakes I
will wish thee prosperity.
The psalmist understood what he was talking
about.

' John Masefield, 1914. Heinemann.
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Service with a Threat

By Dr. Geoffrey Dobbs

Whilst the following article, reprinted from The
British Journal (Home), refers to British Public
authorities, readers will recognise the similarity to
the methods employed by the bureaucracies under
which we suffer.

In the autumn of 1981 one of our contributors
returned from a holiday to find the usual heap of
mail on his doormat. Not one quarter of it was real,
personal communication. The rest was either
unwanted advertising, or bills, which were of two
sorts: ordinary commercial invoices for goods or
services rendered, and demands for money with
menaces, which last were exclusively from public
monopolies supplying essential services to the home.

The advertising matter included several samples of
the now standardised Smart Alick Sales Kit, with
fake personal letter and grand certificate ‘awarding’
the recipent Six Lucky Numbers in Free Draw for
holiday in Bahamas, motor car, or large cash sum;
also Free Shoddy Gift, and Free Trial of Whatever.
Please Please Send No Money! Just sign here and
here including Bakers’ Order or Direct Debit Note,
and put in Freepost Envelope. Ugh! We are shocked
to see that the Consumers’ Association has now
descended to this sort of Sales Gimmick. A pity! 1
used to be on the Consumers’ side!

As for the Demands-with-Menaces — the bills for
such services as water supply, electricity, gas,
telephone, have always had to be paid, not to
mention income tax; but people are now beginning to
forget, or if young they never knew, that these
services used to be supplied locally, and the bills paid
locally, so that any troubles could be settled either on
the telephone, or face to face at the local office.
Accounts were issued personally in a normal and
civilised manner, and late payment was dealt with by
a series of polite reminders which rarely needed to
reach the stage of a regretful warning of legal action
or withdrawal of the service, and still more rarely to
the final resort of an actual summons, or service
cut-off.
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Not so with our modern bureaucratic monopolies,
which slap out wholsale, immediate threats of legal
action, or cutting off the service with a penalty tor
restoring it, bulk-printed in red ink in standardised
form, as a first, not a last resort when less offensive
methods have failed.

THREATENING NOTICES

But to return to our householder, home to a mass
of paper, mostly waste, delivered during his absence.
This, inevitably, included a number of such ‘red’
threatening notices, such as, for instance, that from
British Telecom which said (our emphasis): ‘‘We
have recently sent you a bill. . . Non-payment will
lead to your line being disconnected. . .’ And
overpage it says: ‘‘Rental continues to be charged
during any period of disconnection. After payment
there may be a delay before service can be
reconnected. . . A reconnection fee is charged.”
And on top of all this is a note which says: *‘If you
have already paid your bill please disregard this,
notice. . . "’

In view of the fact that payments, especially
through the local post office which is the most
convenient for many people, can take up to 14 days
to get through the bureaucratic machine to the
computer, a large proportion of these bullying.
thr_eats are always made in respect of bills already
paid (as in this case). But the new relationship with
the consumer is made abundantly clear: ‘*You can
forget all that old-fashioned nonsense about us being
public servants. We’ve got a monopoly of something
you need for living, so we charge you what we like,
we treat you as we like, and just to make it clear who
is boss, we prefer to extract what we charge by
threats rather than by the out-of-date practice of
giving the sort of service which the customer is
delighted to pay for with gratitude and goodwill.
Monopolies don’t have to do that!”’

In terms of manners these final notices are roughly
the equivalent of sending round a sixteen stone
‘heavy’ to put his face six inches from the
householder’s, and raising a ham-like fist, to snarl:
1 dunno whether you’ve paid, but if you haven’t,
hand over pronto or I’ll bashya!”’ No! This is not a
caricature of the Monopoly’s employees, the chaps
v\(ho fix our wires or read our meters, or take our
bills over the counter, who are usually q'uite amiable.

The style of public relations of a ly is
decided at the top. Monopoly

BIG IS MORONIC

Among his paper heap our contributor also found
no less than five separate envelopes containing
demands from the Inland Revenue, two of them for
alarmingly large sums followed by the letter E, which
fortunately he realised meant that they were
‘estimated’, thus showing that his Tax Return, sent
in a month earlier, had not yet ‘registered’. The
remaining three were demands for two quarterly
payments on his old age pension, which being small
sums, he had always paid in one lump to avoid
further confusion. But despite pounding the Tax
Inspector with reminders of this, it had never got
through and months after payment and receipt, an
official was sent round to enquire into its non-
payment. All this is quite typical of the mental



fragmentation not only of Government bureaucracy,
but of all large organisations. It used all to be quite
simple. One official had the file in the local office,
and the taxpayer could go round and clear everything
up with him. Nothing so moronic could then happen
as simultaneous demands for two large lump sums
which in fact were not owing (with threats to charge
interest if not paid immediately) while as an o.a.p.
the same person must pay in four quarterly
instalments even if he didn’t want to. It really does
seem as if the machine has taken over and the people
are merely witless cogs in it!
AUTOMATED LAW

Unfortunately, while our householder was
preoccupied with all this, one of the buff envelopes
got mislaid among the advertising rubbish so that he
did not open it until, some weeks later, without
further warning, he found another buff envelope
among his mail. This was a long one containing a
summons from the County Court taken out by the
Water Authority, for payment of 25 quarterly
instalmem on the Water Rate, plus 19 costs, of
which 4 was the Court’s fee for issuing, and 15 the
solicitor's fee for taking out, the sunmons.

Now the Water Rate, while included under the
General Rate, had been demanded hal_f-yearly in
advance, but with no reminder provided it was paid
during the first quarter of the half-year. When
separated from the General Rate it was_suddenly
demanded quarterly, but with only one notice posted
in March, the householder being expected to
remember the dates for payment each qu_arter.lf he
didn’t, the only reminder he got was the final threat-
notice, followed automatically by a posted summons
which was sent out without warning or even by
registered or recorded delivery postage. It was all
automatic. No trace of common courtesy or account
for the common accidents of life such as non-
delivery or loss of the notice, absent-mindedness, let
alone absence from home, sickness, death or
bereavement, and no checking of the customer’s
previous payment record or even making certain tha}
he was in arrears before summonsing him for debt!

As it happened our pensioner, being a man of,
habit, had continued to pay his Water Rate in two
instalments, half-yearly, as he had for the previous
twenty years. A telephone cail to the Water
Authority's local office soon ascertameg:l that they
had not bothered to check this before going to Law,
50 he then wrote to their Chief Executive, explaining
the circumstances, and that the matter could have
been settled in one minute by a 5p. telephone call if
normal commercial courtesies had been observed.
He also raised the broader issue of the general'e_ffect
of these robotic ultimata upon the private citizen,
and especially the elderly, and upon the_relatlonsh}p
between the Authority and the public, with whom its
reputation was particularly bad.

The Chief Executive’s reply was, as usual, politely
worded, and as usual from official to public, eva_dcd
the real points made. His excuses were three: first,
the enormous number of the bills they had to send
out; second, that by trial they had found that they
could extract payment from their customers only
under threat; and third, that thgy had not enoug_h
staff to be able to deal individually with their
customers. The first two are in themselves, a

TIVE PAID
‘%HUE ACCOUNT
WEEKS AGD/

{S‘erw‘ce with a Threat?

complete condemnation of the monstrous size of
these public monopolies and of their centralisation
and remoteness from the people. The third is a
typical piece of bland bureaucratic nonsense when it
is applied to a preference for a wholesale resort to the
time-wasting and expensive business of going to law;
obtaining and sending out summonses, correspond-
ence with the Court, preparation of the Case and
attendance at the Court or arbitration — the whole
business spun out over as much as six months. To

-argue that a staff which has time for this way of

dealing individually with the customer, as a first
personal contact with him could not spare the time to
check his paymenmt record first, or to lift the
telephone, or send him a personal note, to discover
whether it is really necessary to drag him before the
Justices is just so much idiotic nonsense, such as we
get far too much of from our officialdom. No one
without the financial resources of huge monopoly
could afford to behave in this way.

MAN BITES MONOPOLY—AT A COST

Although our householder had already paid the
full Water Rate in his two instalments, each in the
first haif of the half-year (instead of the first half of
each quarter as most people had) and although the
Water Monopoly had already announced the
abolition of quarterly payment and a reversion to
half-yearly payment in its commands to the citizenry
for the following year, it refused to withdraw its
surnmons. This showed quite clearly that its
objective was not the recovery of the small and
mistakenly alleged ‘debt’ for the third quarter, but
the punishment of the ratepayer for non-compliance
with that year’s official routine by the use of the
Court and solicitor’s costs as a fine.

Formal enquiry at the Court in question as to the
number of summonses taken out that year by the
Water Authority was politely rejected, but informal
enquiry led to the reply ““Thousands!*®, said with a
grin indicating comic exaggeration. Since it took six
moenths for this petty case even to reach the point of
preliminary arbitration it was clear that the
Authority was monopolising the Court to a
considerable extent for its own purposes.
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Service with a Threat

Although advised by the Citizens Advice Bureau
to pay up, for fear of larger cosis if it came to Court,
our contributor stuck to his guns, while accepting
arbitration. When at last the case came up before the
local Registrar, while thinking it wiser not 1o
challenge the Court’s 4 fee, he challenged the
solicitor's 15 fee on the grounds that the summons
had been taken ogut without correct information as 1o
his payment record.

In the outcome, he won his point, and the
Authority was not allowed to recover its solicitor’s
costs for issuing a summons without checking the
alleged debtor’s payments — a minor point, but a
precedent of some importance, even though not a
judgment in open Court. He thought it worth while
though it was not won without cost — not merely the
Court’s 4, but in unnecessary fury and prolonged
annovance and worry over what should have been a
trivial matter which could have been settled in a few
minutes. This was not helpful to a pensioner in his
70’s, but this one was able to cope effectively. There
are many others who could not, espccially lonely
women, such as widows whose departed husbands
had always settled the bills, and who can become
depressed and abnormally alarmed by the stream of
threats in scarlet print delivered through their letter
boxes. Imagine the effect on such an elderly woman
of a Court summons for debt suddenly delivered
withoutl warning because she had been away, or sick,
or confused, or the dog had run off with the robotic
ultimatum! Our mental hospitals are full of such
people with ‘nervous breakdowns' because they
cannot cope; and some are driven to suicide. Alas!
we know of what we write!

PUBLIC SERVANTS VS PUBLIC BULLIES

This matier is by no means trivial. It is more
important than any ‘World Issue’. It deals with the
oppression of people in their homes by the
Bureaucracy, which is the essence of all tyranny; and
it is no accident that it is the Water Monopaly alone
has dared to exploit its control over a life-essential to
force and unwanted substance into the bodies of
protesting people, contemptuously ignoring their
protests, and even those of their elected
representatives, as if they were slaves or animals. It
is netorious that this is done at the behest of another
Monopoly, that which bears the name of ‘Health’,
which derives its power from the control of the
impotent sick; and it is not surprising that it is the
hired ‘workers’ in these two Monopolies who, taking
their cue from their bosses, have recently been
exploiting their stranglehold on the public to extract
more money from them by so-called ‘industrial
action’.

I is typical of the Water Monaopoloy’s attitude to
the Law that it forees fluoride tnio pecople’s bodies
under cover of a financial indemnity against legal
costs, ._shc_)uld any of them seek to challenge it at law,
All this is quite consistent with its preference for
cxtracting payment by threats and using legal costs as
a whipping for disobedience o s arbitrary
conditions. Under the circumstances it is not
unexpected that people are unwilling to pay until
forced.
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All this has got to be changed! These vast
monopoelies have got to be broken up and brought
nearer tc the people they exist to service, and their
members have to learn that they are hired as our
servants, not as our masters. Since, when they go to
their homes, they are people like us, in fact they are
‘us’, 1t is not impossible. Most of them would prefer
to be public servants than public bullies, but there is
always the minority whom power corrupts, and it is
they who hold the power, and who have to be
exposed, as much Lo their colleagues as to the public.

As asmall first step it is essential that we insist that
no public utility shall execute sanctions, whether by
legal summons or cutting off service, without [irst
making personal contact with the customer and
giving him or her adequate opportunity to meet the
claim in a normal and amicable way.

The pretence that this would involve more work
than going to law, or cutting off the service and
restorng it again is manifest nonsense and should be
exposed as such. The alleged cconomy and efficiency
of enormous size and remote control has by now
been thoroughly discredited: and as for the argument
that, w_ith such enormous numbers to deal with, the
extraction of payment by the circularisation of
automatic computerised threats is inevitable and the
only way that ‘works’ — this alone makes the
sirongest case for cutting these monsters down to a
size in which they can deal with people, not statistics.

Meanwhile, our contributor, by his successiul
resistance to a bit of legal bullying, has taken a small

step in the right direction which may serve as a useful
example.

Is our Bureaucracy as buad? Readers’
commenis and examples please. Ed.
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Finally he hit upon two important discoveries.

First, that a curved wing surface had twice the
lift of a flat one and, second, that a kite with two
separated cells or double planes had the greatest
stability and soaring power.

These are the dynamic principles underlying the
movement of concave and convex air currents.

Pressing on eagerly he experimented with box-
kites and predicted that ‘in-all probability the
curved plane would prove to be the permanent type
of supporting surface of flying machines’.

UNRECOGNISED

Octave Chanute, the American pioneer aviator,
wrote of Hargrave: ‘If there is one man who
deserved to fly throught the air, that man is
Lawrence Hargrave of Sydney, New South Wales’.

Nonetheless, Hargrave was largely unrecog-
nised, even to the very end of his life. Australia,
and the rest of the world, seemed incapable of
recognising the genius in its midst.

In 1910 he offered all his notes, papers and
models to the most renowned institutions and
universities in the world. His notebooks were
accepted by the Sydney University, The Sydney
Technological Museum, The London Aeronautical
Society, The Smithsonian Institute, and many
others — but his models were turned down,

Eventually the Deutches Museum in Munich,
Germany, gratefully accepted them.

But by a tragic twist of fate 57 models, including
all the box-kites were destroyed in the bombing of
Munich in WWII. Four that survived were
returned to Australia in 1960 and are now in the
Museum of Applied Arts and Sciences in Sydney.

.There.lhey remain . . . a tribute to a young man
with a vision. A vision that began with sealing wax
and rubber bands and ended in an aerodynamic

principle that sends modern jet planes thundering
across the world.

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

UMEMPLOYMENT — 1Is 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 enquiri N
The Editor, quirires to:
*“HERITAGE”,
Box 69,
MOORA, W.A, 6052.

WAR — personal

WHICH BONE
ARE YOU?

It is said the membership of any
organisation is made up of four
bones.
There are ‘Wish bones’ who spend
all their time wishing someone else
would do all the work.

Then there are ‘Jaw bones’ who
do all the talking and very little else.

Third are the ‘Knuckle bones’

who knock everything that anybody
else tries to do.

Finally there are the ‘Backbones’
who get under the load and do the
work.

SO
YOU?

WHICH BONE ARE
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AUSTRALIA AT WAR

The Battle of El Alamein,

October — November 1942

Before describing the main Batile of El Alanein
which opened on 23 October, 1942, 1t is necessary 1o
examine briefly land operations in North Africa
following relief by the British Eighth Army ol the
besicged garrison at Tobruk in December 1941. The
9th Australian Division (less the 2/i3th Battalion
which remained at Tobruk and fought in the break-
out operations) had carlier been evacuated and was,
until mid 1942, training and performing parrison
duties in Syria.

. Hp. . -

Although unable because of lack of material
strength to fully exploit its advantage over 1hc‘Axns
forces following the lifting of the siege, the Eighth
Army continued its westward advance capturing
Benghazi on Christmas Eve 1941, General Rommel,
however, successfully counter-attacked on 21
January 1942 and, by early February, had driven the
British force back to Gazala. In heavy_' hghimg which
took place around Bir Hacheim, _]\'mghisbndge and
El Adem the Eighth Army suffered heavy losses
necessitating successive withdrawals 1o the Egyptian

frontier.

On 206 June Axis forces captured Tobruk and by
the end of the month the commander of the Eighth
Army, General Auchinleck, had taken up the partly-
prepared defence line at El Alamein, spanning the
30-mile stretch of desert between the sea and the
Qattara Depression, a waterlogged area impassable
to moter vehicles and tanks. _

As Rommel (now a Field Marshal) gathered his
army for the final assault on Egypt and the prlzc'of
the valuable Middle East oilfields, the 9th Australian
Division, under the command of Ma;or-_Generall L.J.
Morshead, began arriving at El Alamein and in the
next three months was commitied to much bitter
fighting in the northern sector around Miteiriya
Ridge (where most of the 2/28th Battalion was
overrun and captured) Makh Khad Ridge and at Tel
el Eisa, | Auchinlock

On 13 August 1942, General Auchinleck was
succeeded as gcommander of the Eighth Army t_vy
Lieut-General B.L. Montgomery wh.o had glrr;ved in
Cairo on the [2th. Montgomery 1m_mec!1atcly set
about infusing new spirit into the British forces and
commenced planning lor a major offensive.

Rommel made a last effort to break through the l%l
Alamein defences on 30 August with a “‘right hook
by his armoured units. Honours in this operation,
called the Battle of Alam el Halfa, went to the
defenders who could not be enticed into commitiing
their armour in open battle but by intelligent use of
minefields, dug-in tanks and supported by British air
attacks, turned the main German thrust back to a
British mineficld. Montgomery declined to contest
the ground taken by the enemy, prcferrnng to
conserve his forces for the offensive which lay ahead.

Meanwhile, the British Command was making
preparations for the offensive ordered by General
Alexander for 23 October 1942, Broadly the plan was
for a main infantry thrust in the northern sector by
the XXX Corps under Licut-General Leese where
corridors were to be punched through the enemy
defences to allow armour of the X Corps under
General Lumsden to debouch through and engage
the enemy armour. Simultaneously an attack was 1o
be made in the south by the XIH Corps under
General Horrocks which was to break into the enemy
positions and operate with the British 7th Armoured
Division with a view to drawing ¢nemy armour away
trom the main attack in the north. To assist in this
plan such ingenious deception measures as the
construction of a dummy pipeline to the south, use
of vehicles dragging chains to simulate heavy traffic
on the southern road and the placing of dummy
vehicles in the north which were gradually replaced
by real vehicles and tanks so as not to arouse the
suspicions of enemy observers. Enemy espionage
agents in Cairo were led to believe the attack would
not take place until November.

The Eighth Army commanded a superiority in
tank strength and Air Vice-Marshal Coningham had
500 aircraft available (0 support the army, whereas
the Axis had only about 350 aircraft based in North
Africa, although reinforcements were available in
Crete and Italy. On the eve of battle the British had
morce than 220,000 men, over 900 tanks and aboui
900 field and medium guns.

The 9th Australian Division was (o carry out its
attack on the right of the four infantry divisions of
XXX corps, the 9th, 5lst Highland, 2nd New
Zcaland and Ist South African. The *“*cutting edge”
of the 9th Division and its three infantry brigades:
the 20th (2/13th, 2/15th and 2/17 Battalions), the
24th (2/28th, 2/32nd and 2/43cd Battalions) and the
26th (2/23rd, 2/241h and 2/48th Battalions).

A1 9.40 p.m. on 23 October 1942 the silence of the
desert was broken by the concerted roar of over 900
field and medium guns of the Eighth Armwv in a
counter-battery bombardment. With a gun spaced at
about every 17 yards over 1,000 shells a minuie tell
into the enemy defences. For 15 minutes the barrage
continued and suddenly ceased. Five minutes later,
at 10,00 p.m., two British searchlights intersected in
the sky and the gunfire recommenced. Under the
light of an almost Tull moon the infantry moved ow
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from their start-lines and advanced under cover of
the supporting fire through gaps cleared in enemy
minefields by the engineers.

In the first phase the 20th and 26th Brigades
advanced westward while the 24th Brigade on the
coast staged a successful diversionary operation to
draw enemy artillery fire from the main attack.

Dawn on the 24th found the 26th Brigade on their
objective with the 20th about 1,600 yds short. The
Australians, along with the other divisions,
encountered severe enemy opposition in the attack
and had suffered casualties. Enemy fire of .all
descriptions was being poured into the Australian
positions. )

Next night (the 24-25th) the 20th Brigade
resumed its advance under heavy enemy fire and by
dawn were on the final objective. Some armoured
formations of the X Corps had managed to break
out although the German anti-tank cordon had not
been prised open and the armoured brigades were
unable to establish a firm base on the ‘‘chosen
ground. o

In the south the XIII Corps met with fairly limited
success and had assumed a more or less static defence
role.

On the night of the 25-26th the 26th Brigade on
the right flank made a successful attack northward
and withstood determined enemy counter-attacks,
during the day. At 10.00 p.m. on 28 October, the
20th Brigade with two of its depleted battalions
struck northward towards the _coast.roqd and the
railway. The brigade reached its objectives In the
face of intense enemy resistance and dug in. The
2/23rd (of the 26th Brigade) thereupon moved
through the 20th Brigade battalions in an attempt to
penetrate to the main road but because of severe
casualties and the loss of its supporting tanks to
enemy fire, was unable to continue the advance and
dug in between battalions of the 20th Brigade.

These attacks by the Australians had breached the
German line in the north causing Rommel to denude
other sectors to meet the threat. On the 29th enemy
infantry and tanks made strenuous efforts to
dislodge the forward battalions from their positions,
without success.

So far the break-out of British armour had not
taken place but was planned for the mgh.l 1-2nd
November (Operation Supercharge). The infantry

for this phase of the operation was to be commanded

by General Freyberg of the New Zealand Division
whose role was to push a corridor through the enemy
defences to allow the British armour to debouch

through. ‘
In the meantime it was essential t_hat relentless
pressure be maintained on the enemy with northwarg
attacks by the Australians.OTo ll)hlS end'e?%u%%n
i ight 30-31 October, carri
gggcz:(ddebgg ttl;]g ?alglway line and co,ast road towards
the enemy strongpoint, Thompson's Post. The two
battalions made a deep penetration in the face of
intense enemy opposition but heavy casualties forced
them to withdraw to their bases. At dawn on the 31st
the 2/3rd Pioneer Battalion in an infantry role
advanced northward towards the coast but were
severely mauled and their depleted companies
withdrew to behind the railway. German armour and
infantry made repeated attacks on the Australian

positions astride the road and railway on 1 and 2
November.

Meanwhile, Operation Supercharge had begun but
it was not until 4 November that a successful
armoured breakthrough was made and Rommel
ordered a general withdrawal. Harassed by the RAF
the battered and disorganised Axis forces withdrew
through Fuka to Mersa Matruh. Rain which fell on
the night of 6 November probably prevented the
complete destruction of the enemy columns at this
time by bogging down the British transport and
armour,

Of the British losses in the battle of 13,560 killed,
wounded and missing the 9th Australian Division,
between 23 October and 5 November, suffered 620
killed, 1,944 wounded and 130 prisoners of war.
Three members of the Division were posthumously
awarded the Victoria Cross: Private A.S. Gurney at
Tel el Eisa on 22 July, Sergeant W.H. Kibby, 23-31
October, and Private P.E. Gratwick, 25-26 October,
The battle was the last in which Australian ground
troops took part in this theatre.

The British Eighth Army’s pursuit of the enemy
then began. Tobruk was recaptured on 13 November
1942, Tripoli fell on 23 January 1943 and the
surrender of all Axis forces in North Africa was
taken at Tunis on 12 and 13 May 1943. The 9th
Division did not join in the pursuit and by 9
December 1942 was established in base camps in
Egypt and Palestine.

Tributes to the 9th Division’s part in the battle
poured in from national leaders and senior officers.
General Montgomery said that Morshead’s men had
been magnificent and the part they had played was
beyond all praise. In the closing words of his address
at a ceremonial parade held by the division at Gaza
Airport on 22 December 1942 the Commander-in-
Chief, General Alexander, said ‘‘There is one
thought I shall cherish above all others — under my
command fought the 9th Australian Division’’.

The Battle of El Alamein had removed for all time
the Axis threat to the Suez Canal and the Middle
East oilfields, prizes which had eluded them in two
years of see-saw conflict across North Africa. It was
a battle which was instrumental in denying to the
enemy necessary air bases for his attacks on Allied
shipping in the Mediterranean and thereby ensuring
the adequate supply of Malta.

The victory came as a tonic to the morale of the
British people where it was celebrated by the ringing
throughout the land of church bells which had been
silent for three years.

For the British Eighth Army and for Montgomery
himself it was a great victory. Churchill,
commenting on the battle, wrote: ‘‘It may almost be
said, before Alamein we never had a victory. After
Alamein we never had a defeat’’.

Australian War Memorial Canberra
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By John Wiebe

The New Conservatism?

1968 saw Canada’s then proud Army, Navy and
Air Force amalgamated into a single hybrid with the
lacklustre title of ‘‘Canadian Armed Forces’ .
Clothed in an undistinguished, bottle-green uniform,
and deprived of the service traditions that nurtured
them, Canada’s military personnel prepared to enter
the ’seventies with a very shaky step.

Yet, their liberal, political masters told them that
great things would transpire from ripping the service
fibre. There would be so much more money to buy
new equipment with, everything would be so much
more efficient and less bureaucratized, and other
nations would rush to emulate Canada’s unified
services’ scheme.

Five years later, the truth was plain. Personnel
strength, once 125,000 was about 80,000. A bloated,
centralized, defence bureaucracy ate up most of the
‘“‘onpaper’’ savings not claimed by inflation.
Defence spending fell to a percentage of the GNP
slightly above that of Luxembourg’s that made
replacement of obsolete equipment impossible, and
nobody wanted to emulate Canada’s seriously
flawed example of military unification.

So it was that the election of a Conservative
Government in September, 1984, brought new hope
to Canada’s forces. Regular force personnel would
be increased to 90,000 with a greatly expanded and
re-equipped reserve force. New equipment programs
already underway would be augmented with special
attention given to replacing the cracking, obsolete
hulks that represented most of Canada’s navy.
Defence spending would experience a real 6 percent
growth, and there would once again be separate
uniforms for each service, based upon British
<Commonwealth military traditions.

The Dominion’s birthday, July Ist, 1985, will see
Canada’s services march out in smart, new uniforms,
but the rest of the new government’s conservative,
defence agenda seems to have gone missing.
Personnel expansion plans have been shelved.
Budget growth will be at the old, inadequate 3
percent level in real terms. This means that the four
warships desperately needed by the navy will still not
arrive before the 1990’s. The reserves continue to be
poorly equipped and relatively miniscule.

NEW CONSERVATISM?

Is this the ‘“new conservatism’’ the mass media are
forever talking about? No, it’s just the old,
pragmatic, liberal path trod for two decades by
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successive Canadian governments. Defence doesn’t
‘*sell’’ to the public, say the pundits and pollsters,
ignoring the concept that it might were it to be given
the same publicity accorded other, less crucial
programs. The same morally bankrupt, left-wing
pressure groups found the world over also don’t like
defence build-ups this side of the Iron Curtain, so
better to maintain the comfortable, if dangerous,
status quo and go on to other things.

Regrettably, one of the other things that the new
government has gone on to, has been a resumption
of the attack upon the middle-class that was such a
feature of the unlamented Trudeau-Liberal regime.
Perhaps, some day, government budgeters will
discover that middle holds top and bottom together,
but don’t expect it to be soon if Canada’s new budget
is any indication.

Old-age pensioners, whose high taxes funded the
great spending programs of the ’seventies, are now to
be in the vanguard of fighting the national deficit
their ministerial masters created. Their pensions are
to be de-indexed in terms of inflation, meaning that
they can expect 3 p.c. less each year starting in 1986.
The middle class wage-earner can expect new taxes to
aid in the deficit fight but, of course, all social
programs are exempt from cuts. And, also exempt,
are the usual government perks and clangers like new
ministerial jets, and a rather messy project to tear
down the historical Royal Canadian Mint so it can be
rebuilt exactly as it was. Promises to stimulate
investment have not been forgotten, however. Those
with a cool, half million to invest get tax credits.

Regarding foreign policy, the previous antipathy
at anything American has been cooled by the new
government, but the largely counter productive
foreign aid projects beloved by the left wings of all
political parties continue unabated. Canadians,
fighting the deficit with their last dollars, will
continue to fund projects like a 25 million dollar
installation in stalinist, but ‘‘needy’’, Nicaragua.

If not completely overwhelmed by such
government cynicism, there is always the Canadian
rights’ charter to turn to for more. The charter puts
the last word in Canada, not in the mouths of elected
legnslators, but between the lips of very liberal,
appointed, Supreme Court Justices.

BEING EQUAL

Everyone is equal, of course, but some are slightly
more equal due to a clause in the charter that permits
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QUEENSLAND NURSES,

BOER WAR TO
VIETNAM

By Dr Rupert Goodman

Boolarong Press, Brisbane. 275pp
(180 photographs) $20 plus postage

This is essentially a Queensland book about
Queensland nurses who served in the navy, army
and air force nursing services in the numerous wars
in which Australia has been involved this century.
It is a story, too, of Queensland families, some of
whom contributed four, five and even six
daughters to the nursing services.

The author traces their first involvement during
the Boer War, when a number of Queensland
nurses found their way to South Africa. With the
help of letters and diaries he describes the shock
many of these young nurses received when they
moved from the comparative security of country
hospitals to the horrors of nursing the victims of
Gallipoli and of France in World War 1.

Wherever the fighting man has gone, the medical
services including the Sisters of the nursing
services, have gone too — the Middle East, Greece,
Crete, Tobruk, Malaya, New Guinea, Borneo and
the South-West Pacific areas in World War 11.

There is high drama and tragedy in this
remarkable story — the narrow escape from
Greece and Crete, the massacre of the nurses at
Banka Island by the Japanese, the capture of
nurses and their treatment as POW’s by the
Japanese, the sinking of the hospital ship, Centaur
(only 23 miles abeam of Point Lookout) with the
loss of 332 lives including 11 members of the
AANS.

Queensland in the war years, particularly in
1942, when a Japanese invasion appeared
imminent, is a story that needs to be recorded for
future generations, as Queensland was virtually in
the front line. As thousands of troops poured in,
medical facilities were hastily set up. Nurses were
involved in hush-hush assignments, malaria
experiments in Cairns, gas experiments in
Innisfail. Then there was the ‘‘Brisbane Riot’* and
““the Brisbane Line’’, forgotten pieces of history.
Through it all members of the nursing service
continued with dedication and courage their task
of aiding the sick and wounded.
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A feature of Dr Goodman’s book is the number
and quality of the photographs, many of them of
great historic interest. Queen Mary, King George
VI, “Billy”’ Hughes, Sir Robert Menzies, Prince
Philip, ‘‘Eddie’” Ward, General Blamey are some
of the VIP's shown with the sisters.

Many of the Quecensland Sisters were highly
decorated and some reached the top position in the
Army Nursing Service. Sister Mary Derrer (Mrs
Gallagher) received the Military Medal for her
bravery and coolness under fire when the Casualty
Clearing Station was bombed in France in 1915.
Royal Red Crosses, Florence Nightingale Medals
abound, with the occasional OBE and MBE.
Matron Grace Wilson, CBE, RRC, FNM was
‘“‘Mentioned in Despatches™ no fewer than five
times!

The book is alive with the remarkable work of
Sisters whose names became famous in
Queensland’s nursing history — *‘Connie’’ Keys,
Sadie Macdonald, Christense Sorensen, Judy
Abbott, Edna Doig, Eunice Paten, E. McQuade

Whilg: — apd over 1,000 others whose names are
mentioned in the book.

As Lady Ramsay, wife of Queensland’s
Governor, says in her Forword to the book,
“It is a proud record indeed”’,
It is a book which should be in all schools and
libraries for this generation to read.

The book was written on behalf of the Returned

‘Sisters Sub-branch of the RSL, Brisbane from

whom copies may be obtained.

Queensland Nurses — Boer War 10 Vietnam"'
Available from: Miss E. Baxter
The Secretary.
Returned Sister’s Sub-Branch,
112 Payne St.,
Indooroopilly, Qld 4068
Posted Price: $25 to W.A,
$24 10 all other States.

WANTED

Australian Humour

The Editor would like to hear from any
reader who has some good Australian
humour (stories, jokes, anecdotes) he
or she would like to share with others.
Contributions should be sent to:

The Editor,
‘‘Heritage’’,

P.O. Box 69,
Moora, W.A., 6510







