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Moral Progress

““Disraeli did not believe that the greatness of a nation
depended on the abundance of its possessions. He did

not believe in a progress which meant the abolition of
the traditionary habits of the people, the destruction of

villuge industries, and the accumulation of the
population into enormous cities, where their character
and their physical qualities would be changed and would
probably degenerate. The only progress which he could
ucknowledge was moral progress, . .. "
“The Earl of Beaconsfield'' 8y J.A. Froude

We often make the mistake of viewing a
civilisation in terms of its scientific and
engineering achievements alone. We forget that a
nation can show the outward veneer and yet can be
morally and spiritually bankrupt within, as was the
case in the latter days of the Roman Empire and is
increasingly the case with our own civilisation.

We are totally engrossed with worldly matters. We
have been ensnared in a financial system that drives
us to consider money before all else; a system that
demands our obedience, dictates our allegience, and
has become our master and god.

Surely at a time when more and more individual
members of our society are suffering the
dehumanising effects of poverty at a time when our
ability to produce all the requirements of life has
never been greater, it is time to ponder the perversion
of reality by our financial system. Surely there is
more to life than the mundane mechanics of
economic survival, nobler aspirations than ‘‘Making
a dollar’’ as the sole goal in life. Even the ideal of
sportsmanship has been lost in the headlong rush to
commercialise those great sports that have moulded
the character of so many Australians in the past.

What would we do with ourselves if suddenly, in
this age of automation, the.process was accelerated
and we were confronted with complete automation,
the curse of Adam removed. With the need to work
for ones physical needs removed, could we survive
on self indulgence, on the pleasure industry, or
would we meet the challenge?

Perhaps then, we might question our purpose in
life, our priorities. We might ponder the motivation
behind the age that produced those incredible and
enduring monuments — the great cathedrals of
Britain and Europe, the ideals that inspired Magna
Carta, Common Law and our Monarchial system of
government.

Maybe we will again find the map by which we can
plot our course into the future, disgarding the
humanistic fantasies afflicting our nation as we go.
Perhaps then we will have statesmen, like Disraeli,
who will see progress in terms of ‘‘moral progress’;’
and would consider that all legislation which
proposed any other object to itself as retrograde.

Perhaps then our nation might even produce, and
recognize, a Mozart, a Michelangelo, or a Wren.
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A CHRISTMAS MESSAGE
Our Spiritual Heritage

By Peter Nixon

Because for most of her short history our nation
has been at comparative peace with herself, we take
for granted the many benefits that she offers, the
sanctuary that her institutions afford, the properity
that has accrued to so many.

Our young nation has not the ingrained tradition
and depth of symbolism to steady her in times of
adversity. Because, fortunately, she has not had to
fight for her freedoms, ensure the civil strife that
afflicts so many nations, we barely appreciate the
precious heritage that we have. Instead, we have
been lulled into apathy by the seemingly invincible
protection that our institutions afford. It is only
now, when the gaping cracks are becoming so
obvious that the words of warning that a few have
been offering for so long are now being heeded.

Christmas is a most appropriate time for us as a
nation to take stock of our position and, consider
where we are going and from where we have come.
For it is in the Christian faith that we find the source
of inspiration to which our heritage — our culture
and institutions — owe so much.

HERITAGE — THREE ASPECTS
To gain a better understanding of the influence of

Christianity we should look at the three aspects of

our heritage:

1. The Physical & Cultural Heritage — the
buildings, structures, natural and man-made
environment, music, art — all those things that
come from the creative side of man’s nature.
The flowering of the human spirit.

2. The Institutional Heritage — our systems of
government and law, organisations, clubs,
customs and accepted standards of behaviour.
Those things that enable our society to function
to the advantage of its members.

3. The Spiritual Heritage — the religion,
philosophy, conception of right and wrong that
underpins our society.

Of these three aspects,the most important is the
Spiritual aspect for, as we will see, its influence is
reflected in the other two. We can perhaps best
understand this by first looking at the word Religion.
In its original sense, the word religion has to do with
a conception of reality, it is any sort of doctrine
which is based on an attempt to relate action to some
conception of reality.
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It has been said, notably by T.S. Eliot, that no
culture has appeared or developed except together
with a religion. Communism and Socialism are
religions in the sense that has been outlined and their
influence has spread enormously.

The following word picture will give you a better
understanding of the inter-relationship of the three
aspects of our heritage.

We can liken the growth of a nation to that of a
tree. A tree comes from a seed and that seed first
puts down a root, a root that will not only nourish
the growing tree but serves to hold it steady against
the storms that occur. The tree only grows to the
extent that it receives nourishment from its roots and
all parts of the tree are essential elements of the
whole.

Whilst Australia as a nation is young, her heritage
goes back many centuries. The seed to our nation is
Christian, our language, institutions and culture
reflect the nourishment they have received from our
Christian roots. Christian precepts underpin our
systems of government and law. Our nation has
grown vigorously to its present stature beause it has
been nourished by a religion, or conception of
reality, that conforms to the true nature of man and
the universe.

Our nation is now faltering, lurching in the breeze.
she has been cut off from her roots, she is no longer
receiving the nourishment she needs to go on
growing and developing to greater things.

We can do much to defend our institutions, our
culture, our flag and if we pull together we will save
most of it in the short term. However, if we neglect
our spiritual heritage, if we fail to rejuvenate those
roots that have for so long nourished our nation, it
will continue to wither. If our young people are not
taught the great and enduring absolutes, the
Christian precepts that form the foundations of our
heritage, the gains we make today will be lost
tomorrow,

The real war that we are engaged in is a spiritual
war, a conflict of purpose or policy. Our institutions,
our flag and other aspects of our heritage are being
attacked because they reflect Christian policy to
which our spiritual enemies are opposed. Their
humanistic ideals dictate a new world.

It is time for all those who call themselves

Christians to put on the whole armour of God and

join the battle, with the cross of Jesus, going on
before.






COMMON
LAW

— and Common Sense
By Vernon Wilcox C.B.E., Q.C.

What is the Common Law? Do you know? Does
the phrase mean anything to you?

When 1 was asked to say something about the
Common Law I sought an easy definition from
several law books. I did not get a lot of help.

I suppose the authors of the books to which 1
referred (including a law dictionary) thought that
everyone would know all about the Common Law.

After all, some of us who were at school when they
taught a few more fundamentals or basics than they
have taught in Australia for a number of years, knew
that the Common Law was part of our system of
justice. But that might have been all we knew.

Lawyers have no excuse — they would, of course,
have some learning on the Common Law but the
number of lawyers who would really understand its
role could be diminishing. One reason would simply
be that Parliaments pass more Acts of Parliament
than ever before; public servants make more
regulations than ever before — regulations made
pursuant to a power given under the relevant Act of
Parliament.

As a consequence lawyers spend more and more of
their time worrying about Acts of Parliament —
known as the Statute Law — and regulations; and of
course, Government intervention and control as a
result of these Acts and regulations.

These regulations have as much force as any Act of
Parliament so in total we can safely assume that we
have more laws made by Parliament; that is, more
Statute Law than we have ever had before.

When I left Parliament a few years ago I said how
disappointed I was that Parliament passed so many
Acts — laws the effect of which was not understood
in the Parliament itself let alone outside the
Parliament.

What has this to do with the Common Law? Well,
the Common Law started before we knew what a
Parliament was.

What is the Common Law? In a nut shell I think
you could say that it is the COMMON SENSE of the
PEOPLE. In all the trials, tribulations and problems
of life how often do you hear people say *‘all we need
is more common sense’’. Why can [ define the
Common Law as the common sense of the people?
Let us look at some history.

From the start of modern society, in England, a
concept emerged and despite Viking, Roman and
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It is a sad reflection on our
education system that some of the
most basic institutions upon which
the cohesion of our nation depends
are so little understood. In this
the author, a former
of Victoria,

article,
Attorney-General
looks at that priceless part of our

heritage, Common Law, under
threat from the proposed Bill of
Rights.

Norman invaders, despite the attempts of the
Monarchy to trample over it when it stood between
them and their will it grew strong and was constantly
enhanced with judicial decisions — this is what we
call “‘the Common Law of England’’,

This same Common Law was fortunately inherited
by Australia and it confers upon each citizen
inalienable rights — rights not to have one’s private
property invaded; rights not to have one’s reputation
unfairly sullied; rights not to have one’s body
unlawfully assaulted; rights to expect others to
behave reasonably and not to negligently injure you.
Rights and duties, not the creatures of the Parliament
of the day,_but the product of centuries of infinitely
painful refinement and development in the world of
real human experience, so that they operate fairly, not
only throughou} the land, but to each individual and
furthermore, rights which can be protected and
enforced by the judicial process, unconcerned with
the Executlye and Legislature, but concerned to
ensure that justice must not only be done but must
appear to have been done.

The Common Law has taken a beating at the hands

of the people through Parliament, but much of it
fortunately remains.

qu exarpple, the right to sue for damages for
negligence Is part of our inheritance and forms part
of the fabric which preserves the delicate interplay of
rights between members of a free society.
Furthermore, the Common Law has entrusted the

protection and enforcement of these rights to the
Courts.

**The moment we start tampering with something
as precious as inherited rights, we start tampering
with the foundations of a free society.”

Tuiai Ly jury has always been an *‘inalicnable”
rlgh!. But lqeware, ‘1f we are not vigilant, the
Parliament will take it away from us.

I belleve_l see a campaign against juries getting
under way in Australia at present — arising from the
much pul_)llcised Chamberlain, Gallagher and
Murphy trials. For my part, if you attack the jury
system you attack the people themselves — and 1
have always thought that the law was there for the
people not for governments.



With the blatant political appointment of judges
now taking place in Australia, the traditional
Westminster and Australian independence of the
judiciary is fading. So our Common Law rights
including trial by jury become more important than
€ver.

I regret to say that the Parliament tampers with our
rights all the time. Look at the Taxation Act; that is
one of the outstanding examples of taking our rights
away from us. I know it all sounds in a good cause
but where does it stop. In recent years we had a
Liberal government give retrospective powers to the
Taxation Commission — surely that indicates how
far we have gone down the wrong road.

To get back to an example of the Common Law.

An example understood most easily is the right to sue
for damages or negligence. Everyone understands
motor cars, and they give rise to many personal
claims for damages.
Now negligence is a common law principle. Briefly, in
relation to motor cars it means that when you drive
your motor car you immediately owe a duty of care
to other users of the road be they passengers in your
car or another car, the driver or drivers of other cars,
or pedestrians. If you fail in carrying out your duty
or, as the law says, if you are in breach of your duty,
you will be found to be negligent and ordered to pay
any damages to someone injured by your negligent
driving.

The law of negligence is also an example of how
the Common Law moves with the times. For instance,
actions brought by parties injured on the roads would
have started with horses and horse drawn vehicles.
Obviously, when motor cars first came onto the roads
it could well have been negligent to drive along your
suburban street at 25 m.p.h. — probably whatever the
circumstances; today there would have to be special
circumstances for it to be negligent to drive at 25
m.p.h. along a suburban street. This shows how the
Common Law moves with the times and — without
the Parliament passing another law. In other words,

*« .. the Common Law can respond to changed

circumstances and changed community standards

often with more community backing than a new
Act of Parliament.”

There is plenty of talk in Australia today about a
Bill of Rights. How an Attorney General can talk
about that and at the same time espouse 1.D. cards,
I do not know.

If the Common Law is alive and well, if the Judges
are courageous and not automatically on the side of
Government, there is no need for a Bill of Rights. I
am afraid that, whatever the words used, a Bill of
Rights would not enhance our freedom.

The rights of people are all there in the Common
Law if these rights are not neglected by the people
themselves, by the Courts or overridden by Acts of
Parliament. It seems to me that a Bill of Rights would
cause endless litigation over a whole lot of new words
written into the statute comprising the Bill of Rights
as opposed to the Common Law rights referred to
earlier — these have been tried and tested over the
years and, .in case after case, many of which never get

to Court, the Common Law rules are understood and
the law works its way for the citizens it is there to
serve.

A wise man said — the price of freedom is eternal
vigilance. Australians are not very vigilant. It is time
to tell your Members of Parliament that you have had
enough of them breaking records by passing more
and more Acts of Parliament to control you from
morning to night — and probably the night as well,
if you are not vigilant. @

The Jury System

I refer to the article by Professor Colin Howard
(Opinion 2/8) titled: ‘Has the Jury system OQutlived
Its Usefulness?’ . . . ‘Weak Link In Justice Chain’.

I was a judge of the Supreme Court of South
Australia for more than 17 years and before my
retirement I had presided at hundreds of jury trials.
My experience of working with so many juries leads
me to answer Professor Howard’s question with an
emphatic ‘no’. The jury system has not outlived its
usefulness, and for anyone seriously to describe it as
a ‘weak link’ in the administration of justice verges
on the absurd.

In all the years I worked with juries there was not
one occasion when a jury convicted a person before
my court whom 1 thought might possibly be
innocent, and only a few cases — perhaps half a
dozen — where a jury acquitted a person I thought
guilty. In other words, in my personal experience,
the jury system worked well.

Professor Howard admits that ‘large numbers of
people defend it (the jury system) as a knee-jerk
reaction to which lawyers in particular are very
prone’. Can he not see that lawyers — that is
practising lawyers who are used to working with
juries — are the very people who are most likely to
recognise their true value?

The Professor goes on to ask whether jury trial ‘in
fact has any advantage over trial by judge alone’. As
I understand him he concludes that it has not.

But the essence of the system, which Professor
Howard does not seem to realise, is that in our
society no person can be convicted of a major crime
which he denies, except by the verdict of a panel of
his fellow citizens chosen at random — the jury. It
means that no dictatorial government could steer
verdicts according to its wishes by appointing as
judges only people who could do its will, and who
could be relied upon to convict those who had the
courage to resists it. But, as the experience of Nazi
Germany shows, this would be possible if juries were
abolished. I do not say the jury system is incapable
of change and improvement, but I do say the right of
our citizens to trial by their fellow citizens is
fundamental to our democratic way of life, and
should be respected as such. David S. Hogarth

From: The Advertiser
(Adelaide)
August 6th, 1985
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ever answer the question as to whether the universe
we observe is the totality of the cosmos.’’ As another
contributor, the Bishop of Southwark, writes ‘‘God
can neither be proved nor disproved.”” For the
validity of belief in God and our own immortality
turns on a single question. It concerns the human
capacity for understanding. If we claim that with our
terrestrial  intelligence we are capable of
comprehending all things, including the mystery of
our own existence, the case for both God and our
personal immortality goes by default.

For centuries great Christian philosophers, like
Thomas Aquinas, have tried to prove the truth of the
Christian credo by rationalising it, by irrefutable
intellectual and logical arguments in its support.
They have always failed, and always must. For this
reason it is untrue to say that science and human
understanding of the material world have knocked
the bottom out of the Christian Faith. They may
have done so to many of the legends that have
attached themselves to Christianity, but they have
neither destroyed nor weakened the central tenet of
Christian belief — that, through faith in Christ and
observance of the truths He taught, men can
transcend death and find immortal life.

The first principle of Christianity, as of all
religion, is wonder — wonder at the inexplicable
miracle of God’s creation, the miracle of life
itself,

The first principle of Christianity, as of all
religion, is wonder — wonder at the inexplicable
miracle of God’s creation, the miracle of life itself.

The second is humility — the overriding sense of
one’s own mental limitations and powerlessness in
the presence of the great mysteries of birth and
death, the mysteries which no scientist has ever been
able to solve or throw the slightest real light on. He
can show, as men have been able to show for
countless centuries, how the physical body is born
from the womb, and how disease, injury and decay
deprive it of life. But how that life comes to be and
whence it comes, and where, if anywhere, it takes its
way when, in the instant of physical death, it deserts
the body, we are no nearer discovering than our
remote and primitive forbears.

A thousand times I have heard men tell

That there is joy in Heaven and pain in Hell,

And I accord right well that it is so;

And yet indeed full well myself I know

That there is not a man in this countrie

That either has in Heaven or Hell y’be

So wrote Chaucer in the heyday of convemiongl
Christian belief and orthodoxy, and his lines are still
true as on the day they were written. We are forced
back onto our own manifest incapacity to solve the
mystery of existence, not only the existence of the
universe, but what concerns us as conscious and
sentient individuals, the explanation of our personal
being. The wider the range of terrestrial knowledge
and science, the greater our command over matter,
the more humiliating becomes our inability, and that

of all the impressive philosophies, machines and
appliances we have created, to answer that, to us,
insoluble conundrum. We can only shut our eyes to
it and, if we wish to claim omniscience, conceal our
powerlessness to understand, let alone master our
destiny, behind an unreal barrage of brave words, or
alternatively fall back, as Christ bade his disciples
fall back, on faith — the faith that can enable a man
to face all dangers, bear all suffering and overcome
seemingly omnipotent might.

‘““And Jesus answering saith unto them, ‘Have
faith in God. For verily I say unto you that
whosoever shall say unto this mountain, be thou
removed and cast into the sea, and shall not doubt in
his heart but shall believe that those things which he
saith shall come to pass, he shall have whatsoever he
saith,” ”” That mountain is the inexorable
inexplicability and seeming purposelessness of life;
inexorable and unanswerable, that is, without this
act of faith in the divine spirit which we cannot prove
by our intellect yet feel the need of in our hearts, and
which we call God and which Christ by His life on
earth made manifest. And so at the end of it all, in
this age of computers, astronauts and omniscient
commentators on ‘every subject under the sun except
the one that most concerns us all — the meaning and
purpose of our personal existence — the only answer
of that unique life: ‘‘Never man spake like this man”’
— that began two thousand years ago when the wise
men from the East asked their question: ‘““Where is
he that is born King of the Jews? for we have seen
his star in the east and are come to worship him.”’

116 December 1966. ‘God in the Scientific Age.”
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In Defence of our Flag

The Australian Heritage Society steps up its campaign
— $25,000 Fight Fund Launched —

in October, 1985, The Australian Heritag

e Society launched o special flag

Sighting fund in its the Heritage Bulletin, There has been a tremmendous initial
response both to the fund and the new flag leafler which is going outl in its
thousands. We reprint the following from the Heritage Bulletin.

Ausflag’s massive assault on the Australian flag
cannot be contained by contenting oursclves with the
knowledge that our flag has the support of a
majority of the Australian people.

The promoters of the Ausflag campaign have
made it clear that they are confident of reaching their
objective — a new flag by 1988. This confidence is
based upon the knowledge that the Ausflag
campaign is being conducted by proven methods of
psychological warfare, is backed by adequate money
and has strong support inside both the media and
government.

Over the years The Australin Heritage Society has
been in the forefront of the defence of the essential
Australian heritage. We campaigned nationally in
defence of the Constitution and Governor-General
Sir John Kerr and have provided in-depth
educational material on the Constitution, the Crown
and the traditional Flag. In fact our defence of the
flag goes back to the early seventies, some of our
material having provision for a 7¢ stamp, the then
postage rate. We received over 35,000 replies to vote
forms placed in papers around the nation.
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But now we must do much IMOTE as our enemies

arrogantly claim that they are moving towards
victory on the flag issue.

We do not have the vast resources of Ausflag. But
we c!o have faith that berween ourselves we can
prqwde a special fund of $25,000 to initiate a
national eampaign which will generate further
financial support for an on-gong campaign,.

The very future of Australia depends upon the
success of the type of campaign we propose.

This is no time for half measures. We have to
prove that we are worthy of our forbears who
handed to us such a priceless heritage. Dare we let
that heritage be taken from us and our children —
because we cannot make the effort to defend it?

Qur first requiremen is a minimum fighting fund
0f 325,000. Every contribution 1o this fighting fund
should be regarded as a contribution rowards the
defence of Australia. IF we all pull together, giving

as generously as we can, we should be able to raise
this fund.



THE CROSSES
IN OUR FLAG

““Once the Cross was in all the flags of
Europe, of France, Prussia, Russia, Austria
and the others. Now it remains only in the flags
of Britain, Scandinavia, Switzerland and
Greece. Above the darkness that spread over
Europe in the Forties waves the anti-Christian
symbol of the destroyers. That is the exact
measurement, in it simplest form, of the result
ol the two wars and of three decades. They
have almost undone the work of nineteen
centuries; the passing of the crosses is not
meaningless. Through them the vainest
warlord, bowed to the limits of mortal
pretensions, The new ones acknowledge no
authority higher than their own; theirs the vain
glory of the baboon.”

(“‘Smoke 1o Smother’ by Douglas Reed —
P.49)

CROSS OF ST GEORGE

CROSS OF ST PATRICK

CROSS OF ST ANDREW

SURVEYS:

1. Senator David MacGibbon asked Queenslanders
to write to him about the flag. He received more
than 3,700 letters and phone calls from 65
different cities and towns in Queensland. More
than 91% were opposed to change.

2. A Qallop Poll of 2,053 people throughout
Australia showed 61% opposed to change
{Courier-Mail 25th May).

3. A survey conducted in the Hervey Bay
Observer/Times newspaper showed 99% of
respondents were opposed to change!

4. The Minister for Education in Queensland
reported that a poll among thirty Year Il
students at Maryborough showed 30 out of 30in
favour of retaining our present flag (Courier-
Mail, 23rd May).

5. At the Annual Meeting of the Queensland
Country Women’s Association, a motion on the
retention of our Flag was carried almost
unanimously.

6. The lastest Morgan Gallup Poll reported in the
Bulletin of 10th. July, '84, showed 66% wanted
to retain the Union Jack in the flag (In 1979 —
67%). The Bulletin commented: “The Ausflag
movement which wants a new national flag for
the bicentennial in 1988 is swimming against the
tide of public opinion’’.

“Newletter’” The Australian National Flag
Association Queensiand.

The Australian’s reader poll on the question of a
new national flag has produced an unprecedented
response and an unequivocal result.

. .more than 2300 coupons have arrived at our
office and they are still flooding in. This is one of the
fargest responses on a single subject that this paper
has received. Many of the coupons have had long
letters attached and almost all have included some
comment.

And the result — a thundering No.

OF the 2340 coupons received to date, 1805 or 77.1
per cent voted No and 535 or 22.9 per cent voted yes.
So far we have not been sent an invalid coupon.

The survey shows that the vast majority of
Australians are happy with the national flag the way
it is, Union Jack and all, and want to keep it.

The No response is even more telling than its
impressive majority as pollsters say that people who
want change are far more likely to send in coupons
to a pell such as ours than those who are happy with
the status quo.

The Weekend Australian, August 10-11, 1985,
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South Africa & The Media

AUSTRALIA attending — they couldn’t even get
that right!

The story gained headlines in the Advocate and a
bigger write up appeared the following Monday on
the editorial page. It was a fair, good unbiased
report.

Well what was achieved by it all? The purpose was
not to attract the masses, but it was geared to invite
a nucleus of intelligent, thinking people to absorb
facts and information. Now armed with that, they
can go out into the community and when confronted
with the rot that prevails, begin by saying, ‘now
that's not exactly right. . . *

The defence of the South African way of life is
entwined with ours. They cannot be separated.
There’s no need to talk of the vital Indian Ocean sea
links or the port and naval facilities coveted by the
Soviets. One has to be a dope not to be aware of
that.

" Itis important that we do not write off our fellow
whites in South Africa and give them over to the
Marxists. If that happens the last bastion of
civilization dies in south and central Africa and the
blacks’ hope for a secure, contented and prosperous
future goes down the drain. @

"The Tasmanian War” — confrontation
between the Aborigines and the Whites. $5.60
posted. P.0. Box 187, Sandy Bay. Tas 7005.

Reg Watson's well documented account of the
demise of .the Tasmanian Aboriginal, with an even
handed account of the dilemmas of that period, is
recommended reading.

‘“‘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. Ideal for students. Why not try
““Heritage'" as a gift.

Send name and address of intended gift recipient
to us. Don’t forget to enclose your $10 payment
and any message and leave the rest to us.

-----------------1

YOUR CONTRIBUTIONS TO
“HERITAGE’’ WILL BE MOST
WELCOME.

The Editor invites readers to submit theirl
i views on any topic related to Australia’s
heritage. Letters to the editor are an ideal form |
i of expression but in particular we seek longer,
0 researched articles which explore any of |
I Australia’s short and relatively unknown |
| history. i
We also invite writers to contribute materiall
on any of the following subjects:

I REMEMBER — reflections on Australia’s =
past

AUSTRALIA AT WAR — personal |
glimpses. ]
HUMOROUS CHARACTERS I'VE MET. |
GREAT AUSTRALIANS — Another side of I
their story.
TOWNS OF AUSTRALIA — the story of |
your town

i

]

|

i

1

|

1

i

1

|

|

1

I A nation which forgets or ignores its past has

| a doubtful future. The Australian Heritagel

] Society is pledged to preserving 'all aspects of

I our  nation s history. Without your
participation, many of the human, emotional ||

= and humorous aspects of Australia’s early life |

|

|

1

i

i

|

i

i

i

i

|

|

i

i

i

may be lost forever.

Please direct contributions or engquiries to:
The Editor,
“HERITAGE"”,
Box 69,
MOORA, W.A. 6052.

Contributions

ARTICLES and other contributions, togetherl

with suggestions for suitable material for

“‘Heritage’’, will be welcomed by the Editor.
| However, those requiring unused material to be i

returned, must enclose a stamped and addressed
i envelope.

] Address written contributions to:
THE EDITOR, “HERITAGE

BOX 69, MOORA,
WESTERN AUSTRALIA, 6510
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Where the Pelican Builds

Mary Hannay Foott

The horses were ready,

the rails were down,

But the riders lingered still —
One had a parting word to say,
And one had his pipe to fill.
Then they mounte£ one with
a granted prayer,

And one with a grief unguessed.
“We are going,” they said

as they rode away,

“Where the pelican builds her nest!”

d told us of pastures wide and green,
To be sought past the sunset’s glow;
Of rifts in the ranges by opal lit;
And gold 'neath the river’s flow.
And thirst and hunger were
banished words
When they spoke of
that unknown West;
W No drought they dreaded,
N no flood they feared,

~ Where the pelican builds her nest!
The creek at the ford was
but fetlock deep

When we watched them crossing there;

The rains have replenished it thrice since then,

And thrice }ﬁas thg1 mdfj lairz1 l%larg.

ters of hope have flowed and fled,

But the wa e/r’md never gorkrll bluedhig’s breas(;
__bv the sun and the sands devoure

Come back \¥Vhere the pelican builds her nest.
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By John Wiebe

Steel to the Sea

Canada in 1981 was a land divided. Not by war or
religion, but by space. Stretching for nearly two
thousand miles from the Ontario border was the
prairie. Flat grassland, that in summer could bake in
the crackling, dry heat of a semi-desert, and that in
winter was a sea of blizzard-driven snow; cold
enough to freeze wagon grease solid.

Then came the Rockies. Hundreds of miles of
mountains formed in pre-history and almost as high
as the Swiss Alps. Attempting a crossing on foot
claimed all but the most expert explorers, and. t_he
preferred routes to the new province of British
Columbia on the other side were around Cape Horn
or by rail, through the expanionist United States to its
Pacific Coast, then on by ship.

It was a poor formula for a united Dominion from
sea to sea. Canada must have its own railway to its
western coast. Sovereignty required it and the people
of British Columbia, who joined Confederation on
the strength of its promise, were demanding it.

Providing the railway was Sir John A Macdonald’s
problem. Prime Minister, visionary of the Canadian
confederation, devoted family man, and ebullient
sampler of the vintage of Scotland . . . and anywhere
else. The building of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
or C.P.R., would be his greatest challenge as first
minister. The next fourteen years would see him once
driven out of office under cloud of scandal, engaged
in a House of Commons’ brawl, and eventually given
the satisfaction of having transformed a nation on
paper into a power united by steel rails.

Surveys for the railway began in mid-1871 but,
already, there was a cloud from the south upon the
horizon. American financial interests were trying to
obtain financial control of the railway. They were
already the builders of the American transcontinental
line, and were convinced that only they could provide
the expertise and fantastic sums of money that would
be required to build Canada’s railway. Macdonald
knew that their help would be fatal to Canadian
nationhood, that the C.P.R. must be more than a
branch of an American main line. Yet the decision to
rely upon Canadian and British money would cause
constant difficulties as costs zoomed ever higher.
Money, as much as the wild terrain to be covered,
would be a nemksis®forever haunting the railway
builders.

The surveyors however, had no such financial
worries. They were preoccupied with staying alive
while trying to find mountain passes to put the
railway through. Years were spent at this task, that
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meant weathering insect swarms, being lost and alone
dozens of miles from anyone, and at times near
starvation when man-hauled supplies ran out. That
the names of some of these men were later given to
the peaks and passes they discovered, seems a small
compliment for their efforts.

Building of the line began from the east, but delays
due to poor finances or disorganization were
common. And where was Sir John A.? 1872 saw him
promise Sir Hugh Allan, a Montreal financier, the
C.P.R. presidency. This wasn’t entirely an act of
kindness on Macdonald’s part, as Allan then
contributed to the Conservative Party war chest.
Macdonald’s ministry, disgraced, resigned in 1873
after this ‘‘Pacific Scandal”. ‘‘Macdonald is
finished”’, some said. They would be proven wrong.

If Sir John A. experienced more than his share of
trouble, with the, as yet, nearly non-existent C.P.R.,
the Liberal ministry of Alexander Mackenzie that
followed was utterly broken by it. First plagued by a
fire that destroyed completed survey records,
Mackenzie was bogged down by the resignation of his
deputy leader and by disputes over the location of the
western route and terminus. And, on top of these
difficulties, was the apoplectic rage of British
Columbians that not a single foot of track existed in
their province.

Separatism was rife in B.C. The Governor-General,
Lord Dufferin, openly favoured the westerners’ cause
and tried to pressure the government to honour its
pledge of a railway, immediately. Met with a steely
rebuff by the stubborn Mackenzie, he could only
retreat in disgust.

Macdonald returned to power in 1878 but, once
again, money problems emerged, combined with
tragic disasters and near disasters at construction
sites. Could the railway be built before British
Columbians struck out on their own?

When the winter of 1881 arrived, the C.P.R. had
exactly 130 miles of track laid, all in eastern Canada.
Also arrived in Winnipeg, Manitoba, was the C.P.R’s
new general superintendent, bearded, cigar-
chomping, Cornelius Van Horne. Later knighted,
Van Horne was then an American who was recruited
to ‘“‘get the job done’’.

Living out of a luxurious private car, Van Horne at
age 38 was a portly epicurean who liked good cigars,
good food and good whisky, but he was no
tenderfoot. He’d earned his post by being able to do

every job on a railway better than most and as good
as any.



Steel to the Sea

Co-operating with engineer Andrew Onderdonk,
who was building east from B.C., Van Horne drove
his work gangs to set and then break track-laying
records. The Canadian Pacific Railway received its
Act of Parliament in 1881, and within four and one
half years it was to have its steel pathway as well,

It was a good thing too for, in March 1885, the
prairies became a battleground. A relatively small
group of discontented Indians and half-breeds, or
“Metis’’, murdered white surveyors in the mistaken
belief that such actions would gain recognition for
their fand claims.

The C.P.R., still with gaps in the Lake Superior
region, was an indispensible tool to transport militia
west to what is now Saskatchewan, where the revolt
was swiftly crushed with little loss of life.

The railway completed, it was on November 7,
1885, that a small group of workmen and railway
elite assembled at a spot on the line at Eagle Pass,
B.C. Waiting to be immortalised by a photographer
was Sir Donald Smith, Lord Strathcona, }vho:ﬁe
differences with Macdonald led to fist swinging in
1878 at the House of Commons. Now, the g]our man
whom Macdonad then described as, *‘the biggest liar
I have ever met”, was set (o drive the last steel spike
as one of the top officials of the C.P.R.

After some hesitations with the hammer,
culminating in a bent spike that was removed, the last
spike was driven home into its tie. Canada was
physically united at last.

Pressed to make a speech, Cornelius Van Horne,
always optimistic that the job would be completed,
stepped forward. He bit off the end of a cigar and
paused. Then, he said simply, “‘All I can say 1‘s,that
the work has been done well . .. in every way .

And so i1 was, by all concerned, secn cven a

century later. @

hen a land rejects her
legends,
ees but error in the past,
nd its people view their sires,
n the light of fools, or liars,
Tis a sign of its decline,
And its splendor cannot last;
Branches, that but blight their
oots, .
Yield no sap for lasting fruits.

\-'ﬁth’]

-

(Author unknown — can anyone help?)
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Our Majestic Flag
=\ \_~

sir,

The trendy minority endeavouring to scrap our
Australian Flag, seem to be mainly motivated by
ignorance or socialistic subversion.

Even blind Freddy knows that this is just another
move to denigrate our Christian-based culture and
heritage.

It is a snide attack on the profound influence
Christianity has had on all our Government
Institutions.

This is clearly borne out by the fact that
Australia’s Prime Minister has stated he has no belief
in God; that fifty percent of Labor Federal Members
refused to accept the Bible at the last swearing-in
ceremony and a Labor Chief Justice has now been
sentenced to gaol for perverting the course of
Christian Justice.

The level of support for the Monarchy and our
Australian Flag was clearly demonstrated at the
Brisbane Games and that support included
Australians of many racial backgrounds.

The majority of loyal **Aussies’ will not tolerate
the sneaky psychological “‘use’” of immature youth
to determine National issues, including our Majestic
Flag.

It is the pride of senior citizens of all races who
made Australia a great nation by co-operative effort,
without the mutli-cultural divisive gimmick of recent
years.

There is only one Poll or Flag competition the
majority of Australians want — a Referendum of
electors to decide the issue democratically.

Those who claim — “‘It’s time we stood on our
owh feet as a nation’” should direct their attention to
the government's monctary sabotage responsible for
Australia’s Foreign debt, now approaching 315,000
for every family.

ALA. Pinwill

Chairman

(G ayndah Branch,

The Australian Heritage Socicty,
Gayndah, Qld.
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permanent or reserve forces ( i.e. a person having
served 3 years with the permanent forces and 12
years with the reserve forces would qualify for the
Reserve Force Medal). Additionally, these three
medals are awarded irrespective of any other long
service awards heid, This point is borne out by the
fact that it is not uncommon for an individual's
meda! entitlement to include the Long Service and
Good Conduct Medal, Meritorious Service Medal,
National Medal and the Defence Force Service
Medal.

It is interesting to note that the regulations
governing the Defence Force Service Awards are
framed in such a way that a person with a total of
over twenty years service may not qualify for any one
of the three medals. The proviso that a minimum of
12 years service with one branch of the forces is
required means, in effect, that a person who has
seen, for example, 11 years service with the regular
forces and 11 vears service with the reserve forces
would not qualify.

On the introduction of the Defence Force Service
Awards, amending regulations to the National
Medal were gazetted. In effect, these specified that
those members of the Defence Force who had not
seen the required 15 years service by 19 April, 1982,
could not subsequently qualify. The amending
regulations also specified that service need not be
continuous. There is currently doubt whether this
new provision now entitles those members of the
Defence Forces with 15 years ‘‘broken’’ service prior
to April, 1982, to qualify for the National Medal.

Medals awarded for Army Militia/Citizen
Military Forces service commenced with the
Volunteer Officers’ Decoration instituted in 1892
and the Volunieer Long Service Medal instituted in
1894. Both, which were last awarded in 1901, are
very rare and were replaced by the Colonial
Auxiliary Forces Qfficers’ Decoration and the
Colonial Auxiliary Forces Long Service Medal. The
former was last awarded in 1938 and the latter in
1937. These awards were, in turn, replaced by the
Efficiency Decoration and Efficiency Medal.

Awards of both the Efficiency Decoration and
Efficiency Medal, as well as the Long Service and
Good Conduct Medal and Meritorious Service
Medal  still occasionally appear  in the
Commonwealth Gazette. It is emphasized, however
that these are granted for qualifying service
completed prior to 14 February, 1975. In other
words, these are ‘‘catch-up’ awards for those
inadvertently not recommended whilst serving.

ROYAL AUSTRALIAN NAVY

The long service awards to Rovyal Australian [\_Ia-vy
personnel prior to 1975 are identical with the British
issues. The RAN permanent forces awards
commence with the King Edward VII issue of the
Navy Long Service and Good Conduct Medal.
Awards of this medal continued until the
introduction of the National Medal. The RAN
reserve forces awards were represented by the Naval
Reserve Decoration, Naval Reserve Long Service and
Good Conduct Medal, Naval Volunteer Reserve
Decoration and Naval Volunteer Reserve Long
Service and Good Conduct Medal — all instituted in

1910 and the Fleet Reserve Long Service and Good
Conduct Medal, instituted in 1930. The award of the
Naval Volunteer Reserve Decoration, Naval
Volunteer Reserve Long Service and Good Conduct
Medal and Fleet Reserve Long Service and Good
Conduct Medal ceased in 1969 with the remaining
medals being replaced by the National Medal.

Air Force personnel prior to 1975 were recipients
of only two long service awards. Firstly, the Long
Service and Good Conduct Medal {Air Forece), which
was instituted in 1919, was awarded to men of the
Permanent Air Force for 18 years service. Secondly,
the Air Efficiency Award which was instituted in
1942, was awarded to officers and airmen of the
Citizen Air Force for 10 years service.

One other medal is worthy of mention. This is the
Cadet Forces Medal, instituted in 1950, and awarded
to officers and chief petty officer and warrant officer
instructors of the Cadet Corps of the three Services.
Qualifying service towards the award of this medal
ceased in 1975.

For those interested in learning more about long
service medals, as well as decoralions and war
medals awarded ro Australians, it is recommended
thar they acquire a copy of the superbly produced
Jull colour wall chart as advertised below. @

This s but one ol the 9%
decorations and meadals awarded e ——
1o members of the Australian G&}"‘iﬁ:} ST e
Armed Forces which have been
photograghed and reproduced in
full colour on our wall chart. The
medals range from early Colomal
awards to the Delence Force
Service Awards of 1932, The &
Austrahan  Bravery Decorations,
1 e, the Cross of Valour, etc, are
included  Further detaills of the
chart are as follows: 99¢cm (397) »
63 5cm 1257 10 size, each medal
accomparued by a text which gives
a  detaled  summary  of  its
quahfying condions, texts total
over 6500 words, lexts include
medal ssue figures, medal shown
opposite 15 the actual size 11
appears on ¢hart Chart pninted ¢n
quahty thick paper The purchase §
onice of the chart 1s ;

$19.95

Plus $1.55 Postage &t Package

The chart s also avalable
laminated al a cost of $3b which
includes postage and $175 framed,

which includes delivery

[T T T T T T T T T T T T

lo EDGECOMBE MILITARY PUBLICATIONS, |
I R GPO BOX 2668X, MELBOURNE, VIC, 3001. I
I E Ph: (03) B17 3223 I
l R Please forward wall chart s 1 enclose g mongy I
l g order for the sum of % I
Ig NAME i
I ADDRESS |
| rosTcooe I
P SR |
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A Lighter Touch

This untouched essay comes from USA, but
written by a New Zealand child. How you like?

Birds & Beasts
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You CHAPS

Know WHERE | CAN
GET A WHITE srlOoK?
\ AND GUIDE DOG

The bird that 1 am going to write about is the Owl.
The Owl cannot see at all in the daytime, and is as
blind as a bat at night. I do not know much about the
Ow! so I will go on to the beasts, which I am going
to choose. It is the cow.

The cow is a mammal and it is tame. It has six
sides: Right, left, fore, back, upper and below. At
the back it has a tail in which is hanging a bush. With
this it sends the flies away so that they do not fall in
the milk. The head is for the purpose of growing
horns and so the mouth can be somewhere. They are
to butt with. The mouth is to moo with.

.Upder the cow hangs the milk. It is arranged for
milking. When people milk the cow, the milk comes
and there is never an end to the supply. How the cow

does it I have not yet learned, but it makes more and
more.

The cow has a fine sense of smell and you can
smell it far away. That is the reason for the fresh air
in the country. The man cow is called the ox. It is not
a mammal. The cow does not eat much but what it
eats it eats twice, so it gets enough. When it is hungry
it moos, and when it doesn’t say anything it is
because its insides is full of grass.

Forwarded by
A.A. Pinwill
Gayndah, Qld.
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We’ll begin with
a box

Having read a number of amusing examples in
your letters column of the illogical anomalies of the
English language I feel obliged to summarise them in
the quote below. Actually the quote is not mine, but
one which I came across in the ‘‘letters to the editor™
column of the famous British aeronautical journal
Flight International circa December, 1962.

“We’ll begin with a box and the plural is boxes,
But the plural of ox is oxen not oxes;

Then one fowl is a goose, but two are called
geese,

Yet the plural of moose should never be meese.
You may find a lone mouse or a whole set of
mice,

Yet the plural of house is houses not hice.

If the plural of man is always called men,

Why shouldn’t the plural of pan be called pen?
If I speak of a foot and you show me your feet
And I give you a boot, would a pair be called
beet?

If one is a tooth and a whole set are teeth,
Why should not the plural of booth be beeth?

The one may be that and three would be those,
Yet hat in the plural wouldn’t be hose,
We speak of a brother and also of brethren,
But though we say mother we never says methren.
Then the masculine pronouns are he, his and him;
But imagine the feminine she, shis and shim!’’
The writer of the letter said that above quote
appeared in a Berlin magazine in reply to the
indignant criticisms of a Briton complaining bitterly
about the illogicality of German grammar!
Anthony M. Gillan
Yagoona, NSW
The Australian 28/9/85

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.



BACK COVER

THE “PORT JACKSON”’

The Port Jackson was built in 1882 by the famous firm of Hall, of Aberdeen, for the equally
famous firm of Duthie Bros., who intended the vessel for the Australian trade, in which they
had been amongst the earliest poineers. She was designed by Mr Alexander Duthie, and
registered 2,132 tons, 286 feet 2 inches in length, 41 feet 1 inch beam, and 25 feet 2 inches
depth of hold. She cost £29,000 to build, or at the rate of £13 a ton, and the Duthie Brothers,
being expert shipbuilders themselves, watched every detail of her construction with the utmost
care.

The fashion in four-mast barques had only come in a few years, and in the early ‘eighties
every builder of any repute was striving to produce a vessel which would prove superior to
her rivals, not only in design and rig, but in strength and seaworthiness. Members of Lloyd’s
will, I know, bear me out in my testimony to the everlasting qualities of these iron ships, to
the strength of their plates, the perfection of their riveting, and their perfect finish down to
the most insignificant detail. One and all, these iron sailing ships have outlasted the later steel
ships, which with competition ever growing keener and freights falling steadily, were jerry-
built compared with their iron predecessors.

As a specimen of an iron ship of this era, the Port Jackson was certainly hard to beat. She
was always celebrated for her good looks, and her performances equalled them. The Port
Jackson spent most of her life trading to that wonderful harbour from which she took her
name. Through the ’eighties she was commanded by Captain Crombie.

On her maiden passage she reached Sydney 77 days out from the Channel, being the first
four-mast barque to make the trip in under 80 days. Her best run in the 24 hours was 345
miles. Her passages both out and home were very regular, averaging from 80 to 85 days
outward, and 10 days or so more coming home.

There is very little incident to record in these steady passages to and from Australia until
1893. She arrived out on May 14th, and then nearly came to her end by fire. The damage
sustained on this occasion is briefly described as follows:— ‘‘Ship scorched throughout, 13
hold beams very badly burnt admidships, about 100 feet of the lower deck burnt, main-deck
plates bent and a good deal of the main-deck planking requiring replacement.”” Exclusive of
sails, ropes and provisions, the repairs were estimated at £4,100. After being repaired, she
loaded wool at Newcastle, and sailing on November 29th, reached London 107 days out.

During the ’nineties the Port Jackson was commanded by Captain Hodge. She continued
to hold her own against the steam tramp until well into the 20th century. At last, with charters
hard to get and freights at the very bottom, her owners reluctantly laid her up in the Thames.
Here she lay idle for two years, before being purchased by Messrs. Devitt & Moore. [n 1906
Messrs, Devitt & Moore contracted to take out 100 Warspite boys for the round trip to
Australia and back in one of their sailing ships. This venture was arranged by the Marine
Society for training fo’c’sle hands, and aroused a great deal of interest amongst those who
had the manning of our Mercantile Marine at heart.

On the outbreak of the war she was laid up at Grimsby. But it was not long before every
ship was wanted by the British Empire in this titanic struggle, and after only a few months
of idleness the Port Jackson was towed round to the Thames with coal in her hold.

She next took in cement at Northfleet and sailed for Buenos Aires; from the River Plate
she took linseed to New York, where she loaded case oil, which was safely delivered at
Adelaide. From Adelaide she sailed to Nantes, where Captain Maitland retired from the sea
and left her in charge of the mate. The mate took her safely out to Buenos Aires in ballast.
This time she loaded wheat for the United Kingdom.

The Port Jackson left Buenos Aires on January 17th, 1917. So far she had escaped mine,
submarine, and raider, but her luck was not to last. On April 28th, in 51°N.16°20'W ., she
was sunk without warning by a German submarine. Her crew took to the boats, the mate and
14 men being eventually picked up and landed at Queenstown, but nothing was ever heard of

her master and the remaining 12 men of her crew.
From Sail — The Romance of the Clipper Ships
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