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THE AUSTRALIAN HERITAGE SOCIETY

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

number of ways.

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

Young Australians have a real challenge before them. The Australian
Heritage Society, with vour support, can give the necessary lead in
building a better Australia.

"Our herltage today is the fragments gleamed from past ages;
the hertage of tomorrow - good or bad - will be determined by
y tions today.”

SIR RAPHAEL CILENTO
First Patron of the Australian Heritage Society
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HE racially discriminatory

Federal Native Title Act has
produced inevitable uncertainty
in land title. Rather than foster
reconciliation, as its backers
claimed, it has caused resentment
and is likely to result in racial
conflict.

Our December/February editorial
pointed out that Aborigines currently
own around 15% of Australia, and
this would have risen to 20% even
without Mabo.  The average
Aborigine, urban and outback, has
twelve times as much land as the
average non-aborigine. But only 10%
of Aborigines will have a chance to
claim land under the Mabo decision,
so the resentment it fosters will not be
white only, and it will do nothing to
address the fundamental health, edu-
cation, housing and alcohol problems
of Aborigines.

The area currently held by
Aborigines plus the areas now under
native title claim amount to a land
mass bigger than Victoria, New South
Wales and Queensland combined.
And we are told by aboriginal groups
that there are many claims to come,
all funded by the taxpayer. Lawyers
and burcaucrats will grow fat for
years to come with the Mabo dining
car now coupled to the Aboriginal
Affairs gravy train.

Federal Opposition environment
spokesman, lan McLachlan, has
shown that the Native Title Act dis-
criminates not only on the grounds of
race, but also on land title and
between States. Native title has
mostly been extinguished in Victoria
and NSW. However SA, NT and WA
have recognized for over 100 years a
statutory right for Aborigines to go
about their traditional pursuits of
hunting and gathering and living on
pastoral lease land. These rights will
now assist Aborigines in their native
\title claims. This effectively means
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those States which have totally disen-
franchised Aborigines will be
immune from claim, but those which
displayed more concern for the
indigenous people will now be more
susceptible to claim.

Aborigines will be more likely to
mount a successful claim in WA, SA
and Queensland than they will in
NSW, and certainly in Victoria.
Furthermore, WA, SA and NT in par-
ticular have granted Aborigines
interest in land under various titles,
including inalienable freehold --
grants which total nearly 15% of
Australia. Until now, the area pro-
vided by NSW to its Aborigines is, in
Mr. McLachlan's words, "no bigger
than one decent-sized sheep station".

The area provided by Victorians to
their Aborigines is not even statisti-
cally measurable, it is so small. Yet
nearly one-third of all Aborigines live
in NSW and Victoria. These States
have recognized native title and
appear to indicate they can live with
it.

A further complication concerning
the Northern Territory has been
brought to light by Adelaide histo-
rian, Mr. K.T. Borrow, who points out
the invalidity of the Federal
Aboriginal Land Rights (NT) Act,
1976. This is because North Australia
was, prior to Federation, merely "pro-
visionally" under the Government of
SA owing to the Crown's power of
revocation of the 1863 Letters Patent.
Thus SA was legally in no position to
hand over this area to the Federal
Government. “"No doubt this fifth of
the Australian continent will have its
fate sealed when one of the 'boat peo-
ple’ raises the question of the title,”
Mr. Borrow reflects. Or perhaps it
might form the seat of an "Aboriginal
Nation" under Mabo.

Resentment at majority disposses-
sion is building, even in unlikely
quarters. Aduvertiser journalist, Tony
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Baker, who describes himself as "the
wettest of small-L liberal civil libertar-
ians", smashed liberal taboos by
condemning the Federal
Government's ban on the Hindmarsh
Island (SA) bridge in these terms:
"Ngarrindjeri is not a word that
springs lightly to the lips. Indeed,
until last weekend, it had not sprung
to mine at all. Now it has come to be
synonymous with the present perver-
sion of race relations in this country.

It is the secret beliefs of the
Ngarrindjeri women which have
thwarted the Hindmarsh Island
bridge. ... Whoever these women are
(no one seems to really know) and
whatever their animist beliefs, they
have prevailed, without consultation,
over a State of 1.4 million. 'Without
consultation’ is the sticking point.
The combination of organized, mili-
tant pressure groups and weak-willed
governments is eroding two of the
fundamentals of Australian society:
equality before the law and freedom
of speech.”

In 1967 Australians voted over-
whelmingly in a referendum to end
constitutional discrimination against
Aborigines and to give the Federal
Government power over Aboriginal
affairs. They voted that way because
as decent Australians they felt that
Aborigines were not getting a fair go.

But is it fair that huge tracts of land
should be alienated and handed to a
minority? Is it acceptable in a sup-
posedly democratic society for a
minority to have a veto over the
majority? Where will it end? Surely
the long-term stability of the
Australian nation depends, inter alia,
on the equality of all Australians
under one legal system. Federal
Government violation of the
Constitution must cease and the
States must regain complete control
of their own land. The Native Title

Act must be repealed. j
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THE CASE FOR THE
MONARCHICAL SYSTEM
OF GOVERNMENT

by Sir David Smith

AM not, and never have been, a member of any political party. Somehow party membership didn't seem to me to
fit with my responsibilities as a public servant, even though, or maybe becance T cnant fiva sraare ac ~ Ministerls

Privrnbn Qonwntows in t-og Manzies Governments, Now, as a private citize
{, tose objectives are obvious, and also a member
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atter one of our Founding Fathers who became the first Chief Justice of the Hign Court ot Australia), a society whose
objectives are to protect all aspects of our Constitution. Today I appear before you in my personal capacity and not as
a spokesman for, or representative of, either organization.

Except for the first three years, my
working life as a Commonwealth
public servant directly involved me
in one aspect or another of what we
used to call the machinery of govern-
ment, so [ am very conscious of, and
genuinely fearful of, the kind of
changes to our system of government
which are now being proposed by the
republicans. They are not in
Australia's best interests. Let us be
quite clear on the issue which is at
stake -- it is not about a distant
Monarch and the Royal Family. It is
about major and drastic change to the
way in which this country has been
governed, not just since Federation
but for almost 150 years. Also, it is
about adopting a system of govern-
ment which, in world-wide terms,
has produced more failures than suc-
cesses, at least for the ordinary people
if not for those in power over them,
for the simple truth is that most of the
world's monarchies are free and
democratic societies and most of the
world's republics are not.

The republicans and the media keep
asserting that the republic is inevitable,
presumably on the basis that if they
repeat that catch-cry often enough and
loudly enough, people will come to
believe it. Thomas Keneally has said
that "the referendum would skate it in”
if the 55-plus age-group were suddenly
to disappear. Well, | have news for
him: the over-55's are not geing to sud-
denly disappear. And if he and his
fellow-republicans really helieve that
the republic is inevitable, one has to
question their metives in preferring to

divide this country in a long and bitter
struggle, rather than allowing nature,
as they see it, to take its course. Surely
genuine patriots might be expected to
put national interest before the selfish
gratification of personal ambitions or
personal desires?

I YIELD TO NO REPUBLICAN
IN MY COMMITMENT AND
MY LOYALTY TO AUSTRAITA

P

PRy LML LU DAL TIONS
which we have inherited - our parlia-
mentary democracy, our rule of law,
our freedom as individuals, our lan-
guage and our culture. None of that
makes me any less a loyal Australian,
nor does it make me a lickspittle or a
forelock-tugger, and | am certainly not
a member of the blue-ringe brigade. |
just happen to believe that parliamen-
tary democracy and freedom of the
individual require us to be able to dis-
cuss issues of public policy on their
merits and without resort to personal
abuse.

We have every reason and every
right to be proud of the origins of our

ours, pecple are entitled to seck
changes to our system of government
by peaceful and constitutional means,
and if ultimately a tajority wishes for
change then change must happen. In
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similar fashion, those who wish to
retain the existing system are also enti-

tled to press their case, without being
ridiculed ar ahiend fae Ao -

As for the Labor Party's attitude that
it, and it alane, is the guardian of
Australia's independence, of aur
national identity and of our democracy,

| PPN S . m——

ToTTe oot ULl LT LSES 1100
being resolved democratically by the
prople at a general electinn for hoth

an end to all nonsense about Australia's
sovercignty, independence  and
nattonal identity being centred on
London. 1t also said something about
the Labor Party's commitment to real
democracy and their respect for the
provisions of our Constitution.

[ am an indigenous (using that
word's true meaning), | repeat, an
indigenous Australian whose parents
were, in the current politically~cm'rcct
Jargon, of nan-Tinglish-speaking back-
grot 1
that
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THE ONLY INTEREST OF MONARCHY

by Randall . Dicks

MODERN prince consort once said, "The only interest of monarchy is to serve." To some royal incum-

bents, it may seem increasingly that service, like modesty, is its own reward, and perhaps its only
reward.l In the case of the twenty-first Prince of Wales, a multiplicity of good works and a lifetime of ded-
icated service seem to make no impression on a tabloid press and tabloidized media whose only focus
seems to centre on what any reasonable citizen would consider to be his private and personal existence.

Charitable, educational and cul-
tural enterprises are ignored in
favour of innuendo and whispers
whose appeal is entirely prurient and
whose factual basis is nil.

This is not exclusively the fate of
monarchy or a particular royal family
or of the Prince of Wales. It has hap-
pened in recent months to entertainer
Michael Jackson, American football
star O.]. Simpson and to President
Clinton. President and Mrs. Clinton's
visions and projects for the future of
their country have been sidetracked
by politically-motivated investiga-
tions into their personal (and
pre-White House) financial affairs
and accusations of sexual harassment
against the President whose merits
may be impossible to determine. The
Clintons' legal bills have exceeded
one million American dollars, and are
rapidly mounting; facing the possibil-
ity of personal bankruptcy, they have
done what no sitting President has
ever done, and have appealed to the
public for donations to a legal
defence fund.

Paul Begala, a media adviser to
President Clinton, perceives some
personal attacks on the president by
the media as being made just for who
he is and how he leads his life and the
same is doubtless true of some of the
negative press reporting of the Prince
of Wales, who he is and what he is.
People and the press view their lead-
ers these days not just skeptically but
cynically, Mr. Begala believes, and
this fits in neatly with the concept of
the tabloidization of the mainstream
press. Some of the most respectable
television journalists freely admit that
they wear two hats, sometimes being
entertainers, sometimes being jour-
nalists.

There are people who keep statis-
tics on such things, and the figures
support the notion of the tabloidiza-
tion of the mainstream media; for
instance, in a recent survey period,
the American television networks
devoted four minutes on the story of
figure-skater Tonya Harding to every
one minute spent on news of
President Clinton's proposals for a
national health care system. The pro-
portion of time devoted to the legal
tribulations of O.]. Simpson as com-
pared to news of any other events in
the world in late June and July will be
similarly instructive.

At a recent seminar in Washington,
D.C. on media coverage of President
Clinton, Susan Page of Newsday spoke
of the acceleration of the news cycle,
due in part to the current technology
of news reporting. Analysis tends to
squeeze out some of the substance.
In some cases, there may be no real
substance, but there is nonetheless no
lack of analysis and counter-analysis,
commentary and interpretation. The
news cycle has been speeded up to
such an extent that the audience,
whether newspaper readers or televi-
sion viewers or radio listeners, ends
up with an abundance of analysis and
explanation, but with a lack of basic
facts. The fundamentals have been
crowded out, says Susan Page, in the
headlong compulsion to analyse.

THE ROLE OF THE PRESS

Opinion polls play a part in this
cycle, telling people what they think
rather than giving them something to
think about. Walter Lippmann, a pre-
electronic journalist and influential
newspaper columnist for nearly four
decades, said, "The job of the press is

to bring information to light, not to
give it its larger meaning or order. If
the press strays too far from this task
of merely conveying what leaders are
saying, it will get in the way of
democracy, not advance it."

Two recent cases involving the
Prince of Wales illustrate the difficul-
ties, for the consumer, of the current
trends of news-for-profit and main-
stream tabloidization.

When the Prince of Wales made his
speech at Darling Harbour in Sydney
last Australia Day, the media around
the world carried the news of the
"assault” on the heir to the throne by
a person firing a starter's pistol. The
reporting was almost entirely posi-
tive, because of the sang froid the
Prince displayed wunder fire.
However, outside Australia, the
Prince's actual speech went virtually
unnoticed, even though it was the
major public statement of the royal
visit, and considered of major import.

In the Australian press, the stories
on the Prince's speech carried head-
lines such as "Republic Our Choice,
says Prince”; "The Prince and the
Republic”; and “Charles Backs
Republic Debate". The Australian
called the speech "the first positive
public statement on republicanism by
a member of the royal family”, which
would "buoy the republican move-
ment in the wake of polls showing
that support for a republic had
slumped”.2

The Australian also said that His
Royal Highness "gave a decisive
royal assent to the republican debate
last night in a speech which will
become a milestone in our evolution
to a republic ... Prince Charles did
not endorse the republic -- but he
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gave the republican campaigners
fresh momentum”.

What the Prince of Wales said --
according to the text supplied by his
office -- was this:

"Maybe I'm wrong, but [ suspect
that a feeling of not knowing where
we are is fairly widespread in human
society today. It is, therefore, per-
haps not surprising that there are
those who would wish to see such a
rapidly changing world reflected by a
change in Australia's institutions.
And perhaps they are right. By the
very nature of things it is also not sur-
prising that there are differing views
-- some people will doubtless prefer
the stability of a system that has been
reasonably well-tried and tested over
the years, while others will see real
advantages in doing things differ-
ently.

"The point I want to make here,
and for everyone to be perfectiy
clear about, is that this is something
which only you -- the Australian peo-
ple -- can decide. Personally, 1
happen to think that it is the sign of a
mature and self-confident nation to
debate those issues and to use the
democratic process to re-examine the
way in which you want to face the
future. Whatever course you ulti-
mately decide upon, I can only say
that | will always have an enormous
affection for this country."3

This would hardly seem to be an
endorsement of the republican move-
ment; it is instead an acknowle-
dgment that there may be merit to
arguments on both sides of the ques-
tion, and that rational discussion of
the question is both healthy and a
sign of national maturity. As for the
words "and perhaps they are right",
seized upon so gleefully by the
republicans, it is more likely that
these words expressed the courteous
open-mindedness of a person who
docs not become involved (much less
embroiled) in political questions,
rather than anything more significant
or partisan.

Lost entirely was the point that the
Prince emphasized most strongly,
that the decision on monarchy or
republic will be left to the people of

Australia alene, and will not be a
matter for outside interference. The
Royal Family will certainly not seek
to influence the decision.

The matter came up, naturally, in
an extensive interview which the
Prince granted to The Australian later
in his visit. "What 1 felt was neces-
sary was to emphasize that it was up
to Australians and the Australian
people generally to decide which way
they would like to go in the future,
and that having a debate was a per-
fectly sensible thing to do in the light
of changing circumstances or what-
ever."

PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR
PRINCE'S CANDOUR
Prince Charles made another
important point, about the Royal
Family's interest in Australia: "We
don't own this country; we're not
making money out of it or anything
like that. We are merely doing what
we consider to be, as a family, our
duty here by the Australians. All
anybody has tried to do is help,
encourage and assist. It's not as
though you can make money. Then I
could understand wanting to hold on
to it. But it's not a question of that."4
Not a question of that; the only inter-
est of the Australian monarchy is to
serve Australia.

A few months later, as part of the
celebrations of the twenty-fifth
anniversary of his investiture as
Prince of Wales, Prince Charles was
profiled in a two-and-a-half hour tele-
vision documentary by Jonathan
Dimbleby, made over an eightecn-
month period with the Prince's full
co-operation.

The documentary provoked sensa-
tional headlines before it was cven
broadcast, because Dimbleby at one
point asks the Prince about marital
fidelity (and the Prince responds that
he remained faithful, "until it became
irretrievably broken, us both having
tried”; nothing more startling or dra-
matic than that). After the
sensationalism came the negativity:
"Nose Dive into Media Mayhem”,
said one American headline. The
Prmce was lambasted (on both sides
of the Atlantic, if not the Pacific) for
having reopened old wounds by
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reminding "the nation” of his marital
problems. Ignored, once more, were
the Prince's quiet achievements in so
many fields, his work on behalf of
young people and the unemployed,
his interests in architecture and agri-
culture, his deep involvement in
charitable causes.

The media's all-knowing instant
analysis missed the mark, however,
as later polls showed that the public
appreciated the Prince's candour, and
his popularity ratings soared.

It is likely that news-for-profit,
trivialization and tabloidization, and
negative reporting will continue and
even spread; it will get worse before
it gets better. But it is just as likely
that the Prince of Wales, and his fam-
ily, will continue to do "what we
consider to be, as a family, our duty
here by the Australians”, and Scots,
and Canadians, and New Zealanders,
and Jamaicans, and Solomon
[slanders ...

1. This brings to mind a yuotation, which
originated with cither Marcus Aurelius or
Shakespeare: "I is a right roval thing te de
good and be abused.™

2 The Australiun, 27 lanuary 1994, lead

story by Lenore Tavlor,

3. Speech by HRILD The Prince of Wales,
Australia Day Reception, Darling Harbour,
Sydney, 26 January 1994,

4o The Australian, 7 Tebrua ry 1994 inter-
viewed by editor-in-chief, Paul Kelly.

What emerges from a study of Prince
Charles' speeches is a most cultured and
literate man with a very deep concern
al_mut what is happening to Western
Civilisation. Dispels the curcent media
hype about the man behind the alleged
Royal Crisis. A publishing first.

&ilable from the Australian Heritage Society/










funeral in Aramac, though the roads
were closed after heavy rains. Sams
covered the distance on a railway
trolley with the help of a friendly rail-
way worker. Sams never did less
than his share of work and at the end
of the seven hours of toil on trolley
handles, his hands were in a frightful
state.

When World War I broke out after
the German invasion of Belgium,
Sams saw it as his duty to return and
serve as a soldier in the conflict. He
loved and admired much in the
British civilization that we in
Australia are so grateful for, but are
now so close to losing.

In England Hulton-Sams joined the
Duke of Cornwall's Light Infantry
and was promoted to Lieutenant. His
death near Hooge in Flanders has
been described:

"Another brigade had been driven
out of their trenches by the Germans
with liquid fire. At 2 a.m. on the
30th, it would have to be July 1915,

Sam'’s regiment was hurried up to the
line, to a place they hadn't been
before, to take part in a counter-attack
and regain these lost trenches.

"They were stopped at the edge of
Zouave wood. With all other officers
killed or wounded, Sams was now in
command of C Company. The
Germans were attacking them with
bombs and liquid fire, but Sams and
C Company were still holding on at
10 a.m. the next day.

"Many of the men were wounded
and very thirsty; about this time Sams
crawled away to see if he could get
any water for them. He was hit be a
piece of shell in the thigh and side,
and probably died instantly. C
Company was relieved the next night
and his body was buried at the grave-
yard to the rear of the lighting line at
Hooge.

Hulton-Sams received many trib-
utes from Australia. One verse from
a poem printed in The Spectator, 14th
August 1915, and written by G.F.S.

reads:
"Like Thee in life, in death he bore
Semblance to Thee, for lo! He died
At thrice ten years and three, was sore,
Athirst, and wounded in the side."

Many churches in western
Queensland contain memorials to the
Reverend Frederick Hulton-Sams.
His fiancée in England sent a gift to
St. Andrews Church in Longreach. It
was the chalice, inlaid with opal,
which he had send her from
Queensland.

BIBLIOGAPHY:

1. Frederick Hulton-Sams, the Fighting
Parson (impressions of his five years'
ministry in the Queensland bush,
recorded by some who knew and
loved him) [Longreach, Theo F.
Garker, printer, November 1915.

2. Crow on a barbed wire fence by Harold
Lewis [Angus & Robertson, 1973]

THE ESTONIAN ROYALIST PARTY

I would like to introduce the Estonian Royalist Party.

The Estonian Royalist Party (ERP) was founded in Tartu
in 1989 as with the liberation process at the end of the eight-
ies, it became possible to form a group-idea into ERP. ERP,
a party that aspires to continuity, justice and safety, has
found supporters all over Estonia. Our party realises that
at the present moment we possess neither the conditions
nor the authority to declare Estonia a kingdom. This would
only be possible when our nation had adopted the idea and
the parliament, formed on the basis of free elections, has
made a decision. In the present state of depression and
instability in Estonia, republican institutions are exhausting
themselves and the idea of constitutional monarchy is win-
ning more and more supporters. At the last parliamentary
elections in Estonia in September 1991, ERP won 7.1 per
cent of votes. Now there are cight royalists among 101

members of parliament.

Considering that, at the moment, we have reached cer-
tain stability here in Estonia, we can pay more attention to
developing our foreign contacts. We do not have our own
periodical as until now we thought it essential to spread
information through the local widely-spread newspapers

St Cditor

and journals. We have found a lot of interesting material
and information in different foreign magazines, including
the Monarchist directory 1991 in Monarchy which is where
we found your address.

We would be very interested to learn more about the
Australian Heritage Society and would be delighted to have
areply from you.

We believe that next century belongs to kingdoms.

KALLE KULBOK, Landmarchall of ERP, Kuningriiklased,
Toompea Loss, Tallinn, Estonia.
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suggestions for suitable material for HERITAGE,
will be welcomed by the Editor. However, those
requiring unused material to be returned, should
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We are the old-world people,
Qurs were the hearts to dare;

But our youth is spent, and our backs are bent,
And the snow is in our hair.

Back in the early fifties,
Dim through the mists of years,
By the bush-grown strand of a wild strange land
We entered -- the Pioneers.

Our axes rang in the woodlands,
Where the gaudy bush-birds flew,
And we turned the loam of our new-found home,
Where the eucalyptus grew.

Housed in the rough log shanty
Camped in the leaking tent,

From sea to view of the mountains blue,
Where the eager fossickers went.

We wrought with a will unceasing,
We moulded, and fashioned, and planned,

And we fought with the black and we blazed the track

L

That ye might inherit the land.

Here are your shops and churches,
Your cities of stucco and smoke;
And the swift trains fly, where the wild cat's cry
O'er the sad bush silence broke.

Take now the fruit of our labour,
Nourish and guard it with care;
For our youth is spent, and our backs are bent,
And the snow is on our hair.
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