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GLOBALISM'S CLAY FEET OR
WHEN ONE WORLD IS NO WORLD

S we approach the end of

the twentieth century, the

prospects for humanity
are uncertain. The collapse of
superpower antagonism has not
ushered in an era of global peace,
as many optimistically assumed,
but one of growing ethnic strife
around the world.

The focus of
including the imternationalization of
investnent, production, technology
and culture, have tended to weaken
nation-states and the ability of local
communities to control their own
affairs. As we cnter the "post post-
Cold-War-cra. shifts  in
international relationships arc

globalization,

major

occurring as countries take stock of
the new global climate,

In most of the developed
countrics. unemployment remains
persistently  high and economic
growth appears unable to deliver
improved living standards to many
people.  Despite rates ol
ceconomic growth in some East
Asian countrics in recent years. for
large and rapidly-growing
populations in many poor countrics,
life is not improving.

high

World population now stands al
5.6 hillion and could reach 10
hillion by the yecar 2025, With an
estimated [.3 hillion young people
in low-wage Asia. Africa and Latin
America entering the labour market
in the next 23 years. providing jobs
for them all will be a large task, In
the  meantime, the developed
countries will struggle to compete
with the cheap labour of newly-

industrializing countrics in order 1o

provide jobs for their own people.

The ideology of internationalism
or globalism is quile clearly a social
and environmental disaster
responsible for many of our most
pressing probiems.  Globalization
has occurred as a result of cconomic
cxpansion  and  technological
innovation, and its consequcnccs
can be seen in the “global
environmental” crisis. It has fuclled

the mindless thirst for increased

cconomic growth and for the
material/energy  throughput  in

modern economics.

“The ideology of
internationalism or
globalism is quite
clearly a social
and environmental
disaster responsible
for many of our most
pressing problems.”

Globalists
process is goed, and encourage the
establishment of "one world". They

belicve  that  this

make it their task to vilify those
‘heretics' who dare to opposc
globalization and ail it entails. They
believe in open borders. (ree trade.
multiculturalism. the elimination of
support  the
construction of a world government
-- a new world order -- typically
based on a Umiled Nations with the

nations. and they

military  muscle  to subduc
recaleitrants.
Those whao abject to this, those

nationalists and communitarians

who object to their societies’ being

torn open to the world and

transformed into global
supermarkets and borderless
bordellos, arc attacked as ‘racist’
‘lascist’, 'xenophobhes', even 'Nazis'.
Such intellectual heretics find it
well-nigh  impossihle to  obtain
cmployment within that supposcd
bastion of free thought, the modern
western university.  Consequently.
the politicaily-correct doctrines of
elobalism/internationalism/cosmo-
politanism and all they entail --
cconomic rationalism and economic
internationalism. immigrationism,
multiculturalism. ctc. -- are
entrenched in universitics without

any critical voices being raised.

However, we must not despair.
The and  the
weaknesses  of  this
philosophy are casily exposed. It 1s
simple to demonstrate that "one
world is really no worthwhile world
at all". The glohalist/internationalist
doctrine contains the sceds of 13
own destruction.  We must not be

arrogance many

domtinant

afraid to criticize the sacred cows of
today's tame pscudo-intellectuals.
For a start. received orthodox
"economic wisdom” is a sitting duck
as a prominent oxXymoron.

We believe passionately in free
speech and frec thinking.  We
promote autarky, seli-sufficiency
and intelligent nationalism -- all
heretical doctrines despised by the
cosmopolitan “clites”. And. finally,
we are lovers of reason, but a reason
teimpered by experience in the world
and by
about life,

common-sense  wisdom

J
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LAWS THAT ARE CRIMINAL

by Otto Scott & Jarret Wollstein

Earlier this year it was reported in The Advertiser (Adelaide) that police had seized almost $4 million in assets as part
of a 12-month blitz on organized crime. The assets include residential and commercial property, luxury cars, boats,
cash, electrical goods and furniture. Those who have lost assets in this blitz include drug dealers, paedophiles, armed

robbers and murderers.

HE Assistant Commissioner

(crime) Mr Rob Lean said the

power to seize assets was a
valuable tool in the fight against crime.
"Whatever the article or object used in
the commission of the crime, it should
be taken away," Mr Lean said.

The Police Confiscation of Profits
Section, has the power to seize or frecze
any profits of crime or any assets used in
committing offences. The Section was
formed in 1991 and since that time has
seized or frozen about $12 million in
assets. An officer in the Section has said
the legislation is "very powerful and
effective”.

Now, just how powerful is this
legislation. There would not be one
honest person amongst us who wants to
see crime pay. But before we jump on the
bandwagon and applaud the "powerful”
forfeiture legislation that has been
enacted, we need (0 take careful stock of
what is happening around us and we need
to question the purpose and intent of this
legislation. Forfeiture laws are not new in
the history of the world and on past
performances should be viewed with
some suspicion. Under our common law
heritage it used to be a person was
innocent until proved guilty. It now
appears to be the other way round. Will it
become, as it now is in the United States,
a new method of raising funds by
governments that are already bankrupt
both morally and financially? With the
growing centralisation of power in our
Federal Government and the increasing
weakness of the people to dictate policy, it
is important to take stock of what is
happening overseas in the hope that we
might learn the lessons of those who have
gone down the same path.

Following are two articles from The
Chalcedon Report, the publication of an
American Christian think-tank headed by
the Rev. R.J. Rushdoony. The writers are

former journalisthistorian Otto Scott, and
Jarret Wollstein.

Until recently forfeiture laws were a
part of the English and colonial past.
They were revived during the Civil War,
when, in 1862, an Abolitionist Congress
permitted the President to seize the homes
and estates of Confederate soldiers. This
power was used especially during the
post-war Reconstruction period (a time of
darkness deliberately kept obscure by our
schools today) when numbers of
injustices were not only allowed, but
encouraged.

In 1970 the ancient principle of

* government confiscation was restored in

this land by the passage of "racketeering"
laws that targeted the assets of convicted
criminals. That step was applauded by
many as a weapon that would help win
the "war on drugs".

Yet it constituted an abrupt break in
our traditional concept of crime and
punishment. The racketeering laws, such
as Rico, created extraordinary pecnalties
beyond previous statutory limits. Special
penalties, one might say, for special
people. In the past, all persons convicted
of crimes in the United States were
punished within the same limits by either
prison or jail terms, or fines -- or both.

COMMUNITY SERVICE

In recent years this practice was
changed not only by Rico but also by the
introduction of "community service" in
which some persons convicted of crimes
were "sentenced” to do civic good works
under supervision by civilian institutions
or groups. In other words some offenders
were (reated as superior persons allowed
to remain active in the community rather
than undergo the humiliation of
imprisonment.

The 1970 authorization of the
confiscation of all assets upon conviction
of a drug-related crime was an extension
of this elastic concept of punishment
beyond the traditional limits of jail/prison
and a fine. The effect upon an cntire

family (children, er al) such a
confiscation from drug dealers might
cntail was, in this ncw cxtcnsion of
punishment, apparently beneath notice.

Anyone who expected this unusual
leniency on one end and increased
severity on the other to scttle matters does
not understand the obsessive drives of our
legal bureaucracy.

The next step came when prosccutors
demanded that lawyers who were paid by
persons convicted of drug dealing turn
their fees over to the authorities, on the
grounds that such monies had been
illegally carned. To lawyers' protests that
cveryone is cntitled to a defence, the
authoritics  responded that  Public
Defenders (paid by the courts) were
available. Idon't know the present status
of that aspect of drug defence, but the idea
that a lawyer should be stripped of his
carnings because of a client's conviction
is, obviously, a way to prevent a
defendant from having the best defence
he can afford. Of course, this was the
point of the prosccutors' demands. The
prosecutors apparently belicved that too
many drug dealers were "beating the law"
by winning in courts!

The next steps, in 1984, were into
forfeiture.  For the first time the
Government was authorized to scize a
suspect's possessions without a warrant,

without a charge, without a trial and
without a conviction.

As if to encourage such confiscations.
the law allowed such proceeds to be used
by law enforcement agencies to expand
the war on drugs and crime. The theory
was that this would be “the ultimate

poctic justice, with criminals financing
their own undoing".I

In this procedure, the possessions. not
the owners, are legally accused of a
crime.  This enables the authoritics to
move forfeiture out of criminal and into
civil courts.  One result is that dockets
have appeared “looking like purchase
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LAWS THAT ARE CRIMINAL

PaGE 2

orders: United States of America vs. 9.6
acres of land and lake; U.S. vs. 667
bottles of wine. But it's more than just
labelling change. Becausc money and
property are at stake instead of life and
liberty, the constitutional safeguards of
criminal procecdings do not apply".2

This sweeping federal mandate
opencd gates for States to follow. Since
1984 morc than 100 statutes have been
cnacted on the State and Federal level,
authorizing the scizurc of possessions.
Nor, predictably, have they been confined
1o persons suspected of drug dealing (or
possession). Today forfeiture laws cover
gambling, fraud, importing tainted meats,
carrying intoxicants in Indian land and
moncy-laundering  (a  charge  as
amorphous and cvasive as smoke).

FURNITURE
AND HOUSE LOST

What does all this mecan to the
citizenry? It means that thc home of Judy
Mulford of Lake Park, Florida, was
stripped of all its furnishings because the
government argues that her divorced
husband once stored cocainc there. As if
a bare housc to sharc with her teenaged
twins is not cnough, a "forfeiture jury”
ruled she must also losc the house,
although she bought it herself with her
own insurance money!3

It mcans that Ethel Hylton of New
York City. a natralized citizen from
Jamaica. aged 46, lost $39,110 as the
result of a strip search in Hobby Airportin
Houston, Texas. She was stopped in the
baggage arca and told that a drug dog had
sniffed her bag, which proved to hold no
contraband. The police found moncy in
her purse which represented  a
combination of an insurance settiement
and her life-savings from 20 years of
work as a hotel housckeeper and night
janitor. Her purpose in coming o
Houston was to buy a house to escapc
New York winters. She had no criminal
record. Insurance records verified her
statements. The police sent her on her
way, with no charges -- and $10.

It means that Johnny Sotello, a
Mexican-American whosc truck
overheated on the highway in Jefferson
Davis Parish in Mississippi. made the
mistake of accepting police help. (How
could he refuse?) They asked permission
0 scarch his truck and he consenied.

They pulled a door panel open, and said it
could have concealed drugs -- though it
did not. They asked if he was carrying
cash and he said that he was carrying
$23,000 because he attended heavy
cquipment auctions and bought second-
hand equipment. They seized the truck
and the cash, and told him that he'd have
10 go to court to obtain their return. ... He
did, and showed auctioneers’ receipts and
his license as an equipment buyer. After
two years of expensive litigation, he
finally accepted the return of half the
money and the truck. The police kept
$11,500.

It means that Joseph and Frances
Lopes are in danger of losing their home
four years after their mentally retarded
son pleaded guilty to growing marijuana
in their backyard for his own use. The
son was given probation because it was
his first offence and was ordered lo see a
psychologist. He never grew marijuana
again. Four years later a Maui detective
cxamined old cases for "missed forfeiture
opportunities” and came across the
Lopes'. They arrived in a car and a van,
met 60-year-old Frances in the garage and
said, "Mrs Lopes, let's go into the house
and we will explain things to you."

Frances Lopes said, "They sat in the
dining room and told me they were taking
the house. It made my heart beat very
fast." Their reason: The Lopes' knew
their son had committed a crime on their
property. When this was written by the
Pittsburgh Press, the case was still in the
forfeiture court. But the Lopes' have been
warned not to touch anything the police

video-taped.

The practice of forfeiture has
spawned, since 1984, a network of
informants and specialists. One Hell's
Angel became a millionaire by informing.
The Assct Forfeiture Fund of the U.S.
Justice Department in 1990 paid $24
million to informants as their share of
forfeited items. Airport counter clerks,
operators of sccurity x-ray machines
report "suspicious” persona paying tickets
in cash. Many are minorities. Clerks for
carriers such as UPS and Continental
Airlines Quik Pak have been known to
open “"suspicious” packages and report
their findings to the police. Rewards to
informants amount 10 ten percent of the
value of confiscated property.

Not even the dead are safe. In Fort
Lauderdale, Florida, a “"confidential"
informant told police that George
Gerhardt accepted $10,000 to allow drug
dealers to use a dock at his home to
unload cocaine. The police were told this
three months before Gerhardt died of
cancer. They waited for six months after
his death to oust his heirs from the home
he and his family occupied for twenty
years, to change the locks, and to rent it
out for $2,260 a month. In other words,
they seized -- without a warrant, without a
charge, without a trial, on the testimony
of a secret witness, a $250,000 home. In
life Gerhardt had operated a marina and
was heir to a substantial fortune. He died
aged 49. His heirs were appalled. "I
didn't think anything like this could
happen in this country," said one. The
estate's attorney examined Gerhardt's tax
returns and could find no discrepancies.
Its motivation, said Robyn Hermann,
assistant chief of the civil section for the
U.S. attorney's office in the Southern
District of Florida, "is not so much to
punish at this stage. The motivation is
really to use the proceeds from the sale of
the property to prevent other drug
offences.”

INNOCENT
CONFISCATIONS

Meanwhile, the cases go on. The
Pittsburgh Press produced 40 tabloid-
sized pages of them. The seizures have
included planes, boats, cars, houses -- all
from average citizens without criminal
records. amounting to millions of dollars.
The rationale is that this is a necessary
part of war on drugs. But, say the
Pinsburgh  Press rteporters, "Eighty
percent of the people who lost property to
the federal government were never
charged. And most of the seized items
weren't the luxurious playthings of drug
barons, but modest homes and simple cars
and hard-earned savings of ordinary
people.”

There is a term for this sort of
behaviour by a government: it is called
totalitarian. The fact that it speaks with
an American accent and is conducted
under the colour of law does not alter that
essence. That the Congress of the United
States and various State legislatures could
enact such legislation is frightening. That
most of the media has remained silent s
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evidence of how widespread a collapse of
honest reporting has overtaken our "free"
press.

Meanwhile, the war goes on, breaking
new ground virtually every week.
Government regulators, having destroyed
Charles Keating, recently moved against
his law firm, the New York-based firm of
Kaye, Scholer, Fierman, Hays & Handler.
They are charged with "giving false and
incomplete  information" to  the
prosecution.

The firm has been fined an
unprecedented $275 million on these
grounds and its assets have been frozen.
It is challenging the government's case,
arguing that a lawyer's first allegiance is
to the client, and that it is the duty of the
firm to protect privileged information
vital to a case.

In this instance, however, the
Government is arguing that one's lawyer
is bound to hand over information
regarding a client that may injure the
client's case. And that would render
defence counsel here about as useful as
Stalin's lawyers in the balmy days of the
USSR.

These are steps into tyranny,
and there is no sophistry that can gainsay
it. The words of Lord Acton, delivered in
1866, after our terrible Civil War and
while an Abolitionist Congress was intent
upon vengeance in the name of justice
and punishment in the name of tolerance,
rings today even more forcibly than when
delivered:

“The spurious liberty of the United
States is twice cursed, for it deceives
those whom it attracts and those whom it
repels. By exhibiting the spectacle of a
people claiming to be free, but whose love
of freedom means hatred of inequality,
jealousy of limitations to power, and
reliance on the States as an instrument to
mould as well as to control society, it calls
on its admirers to hate aristocracy and
teaches its adversaries to fear the
peoplc."4

. Presumed Guilty: The Law’s Victims in the
War on Drugs by Andrew Schneider and
Mary Pat Flaherty, The Pittshurgh Press.
11-16 August 1991, p. 4.

thid.

5%

3. dbid. p. 5. Note: All the cases cited are
from the source, which does not cover
developments fater than 16 August 1991.

4. "The Civil War in America: Its Place in
History", lecture delivered at the Literacy
and Scientific Institution, Bridgenorth, 19
January 1866.

THE GOVERNMENT'S
WAR ON PROPERTY

By Jarret B. Wollstein:

"A police dog scratched at your luggage,
so we're confiscating your life savings
and you'll never get it back."” In 1989,
police stopped 49-year-old Ethel Hylton
at Houston's Hobby Airport and told her
she was under arrest because a drug dog
had scratched at her luggage. Agents
searched her bags and strip searched her,
but they found no drugs. They did find
$39,110 in cash, money she had received
from an insurance settlement and her life
savings, accumulated through over 20
years of work as a hotel housekeeper and
hospital janitor. Ethel Hylton completely
documented where she got the money
and was never charged with a crime.
The police kept her money anyway.
Nearly four years later, she is still trying
to get her money back.

Ethel Hylton is just one of a large and
growing list of Americans -- now
numbering in the hundreds of thousands --
who have been victimized by civil asset
forfeiture. Under civil forfeiture,
everything you own can be legally taken
away from you without indictment, trial, or
conviction. Suspicion of offences which, if
proven, might result in a $200 fine or
probation, are being used to justify seizure
of tens or hundreds of thousands of dollars
of property. Thousands of innocent
Americans are losing their cars, homes,
bank accounts, and businesses, based upon
the claims of unidentified "informants" that
illegal transactions took place on their

property.

FRIGHTENING
GOVERNMENT POWERS

Legal rights and protections that
Americans have cherished for hundreds of
years have been increasingly violated
during the last two decades. Most of what
you lecarned in school about your legal
rights and protections is no longer true. A
combination of rising crime, the growing
power of government, and increasing
concern about drugs, have done
tremendous damage to the Bill of Rights
and our heritage of liberty. Few Americans
realize how grave and how ominous that

damage has been. Today the government

has the power to legally seize your bank
account, your house, or your business,
without trial, hearing, or indictment.
Everything you have worked for and
accumulated over a life-time can now be
taken away from you at the whim of
authorities. Black or white, rich or poor, we
are all potential victims. And unless the
laws are changed, there is very little you
can legally do to protect your property.
Civil asset forfeiture is based upon the
medieval doctrine that when property is
involved in a crime, the property becomes
"guilty”, and can be “arrested" and
forfeited, regardless of the guilt or
innocence of the property's owners. Under
civil asset forfeiture, property -- not an
individual -- is charged with an offence.
The modern power of civil asset forfeiture
in the United States dates back 1o the Civil
War, when the Supreme Court affirmed the
civil seizure of rebel property. In 1921 civil
forfeiture was extended to violations of
alcohol prohibition. During the 1980s,
forfeiture was extended to drug trafficking
and possession, and a host of other crimes,
through the Comprehensive Crime Control
Act of 1984, the Drug Abusc Act of 1986.
and other laws. The power of civil asset
forfeiture is being extended to virtually all
misdemeanours and felonies,

For anyone's home, car or business to
be seized in America today, all government
agents have to show is that they have
“probable causc” to suspect that the

property "might have been” involved in an
offence.

Civil asset forfeiture may be the
beginning of the end of justice in America.
Legal protections that we have relied upon
since the founding of this country are
nearly gone: the presumption of innocence,
the right to trial by jury, prohibition of crucl
and unusual punishments, the ban on
government taking property without just
compensation, and the fundamental right of
each of us o live our lives free from
government harassment. These protections
are not just expendable legal technicalitics
or abstract ideas. They are the very life

blood of any decent, humane, and free
society.

[This essay is excerpted from The Freeman, the
monthly journal of The Foundation for Economic
Education, Irvington-on-Hudson, New York. Copyright

1993. Because of the great importance of this problem.
we are re-printing this article]
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JUBILATION AND TRIBULATION

by Randall J. Dicks

MAJOR ROYAL JUBILEES HAVE BEEN CELEBRATED IN THE LAST FEW MONTHS, AND THE FESTIVITIES HAVE
INVOLVED MILLIONS OF PEOPLE IN A WIDE VARIETY OF COMMEMORATIVE ACTIVITIES.

N Sweden, H.M. King Carl XVI

Gustaf celebrated his 50th birthday

on 30th April, 1996, and the event
was greeted with an enthusiasm which
was surprising in a country which has
sometimes been lukewarm toward the
very idea of monarchy, particularly
under the Social Democratic
governments  which  have ruled
Sweden for most of this King's lifetime,
King Carl Gustaf and his German-born
wife, Queen Silvia, have come to
enjoy great popularity, as events
surrounding his birthday have made
more clear than ever.

Fifticth birthdays arc special events in
the Scandinavian counlrics.
Commemorative cvents are taking place
throughout Sweden this year. including
neighbourly street partics with cinnamon
buns and sandwiches in the capital. The
royal birthday was marked officially by a
full programme of celchrations. starting
with a Te Deunr in the Roval Chapel at the
Royal Palace in Stockholm.  After that,
official  delcgations  presented  their
congratulations to His Majesty al the
Palace. followed by a 21-gun salute, {ly-
past by the Swedish air foree, and military
parade outside the Royal Palace in the heart
of Stockholm's Old City. The King and
Queen proceeded by carriage drawn hy six
horses to the Vasa Museum for a luncheon
for royal guests and heads of state.
with thousands of Swedes lining the
carriage route,

The people of Sweden paid their
respects Lo the King on the Lion's Slope on
the northern side of the Royal Palace.
Among (he gifis the King received for his
S0th birthday was a SO-year-old Volvo.
More delegations arrived at the Royal
Palace before a gala performance at the
Royal Dramatic Theatre. The climax of the
day was a gala banguet at the Royal Palace
for some 600 guests. including the Duke of
Cdinburgh. The Royal Family watched the
lighting of a honfire shortly belore
midnight, a tradition on Walpurgis Night 1n
celebration of the end of winter.

This birthday will be long remembered
in two especially nice ways. Two charities
have heen established in honour of the

King's birthday. the King's Jubilce
Foundation for Swedish Youth, and the
King Carl XVI Gustaf 50th Birthday Fund
in Support of Science, Technology, and the
Environment. These are causes which have
long been important te the King of Sweden.
The Lions Club and Swedish Boy Scouts
took the initiative in forming the King's
Jubilee Foundation for Swedish Youth,
which will provide support [or new ideas
for youth activities. King Carl XVI Gustaf
has been a dedicated scout since his
childhoed, and continues to take a keen
interest in  scouting  activities and
organizations. He is an honorary member
of the Swedish Scout Council and the
Swedish Boy Scouts and Girl Guides
Association. and an active Honorary
Chairman of the World Scout Feundation.
The King believes that support for the scout
movement means support for the future
good of society, and he takes part in several
major scouting cvents in various parts of
the world every year.

SWEDEN’S MONARCHY
INACTION

Second. the King Carl XVI Gustaf 50th
Birthday Fund in Support of Science,
Technology. and thc Environment was
formed by Royal Academy of Scicnees. the
Royal Academy ol Engincering Sciences.
and the Royal Academy of Agriculture and
Forestry. The Fund will support research,
technology. and  enterprises which
contribute to a consistent use of natural
resources and 10 preserving biological
variation.  The Kimg is very much
interested in environmental protection in
developing countries, and in the possibility
of combining a high standard of living with
a clean environment, For more than twenty
years. King Carl XVI Gustal has
paticipated in the work of the Academy of
Sciences and the Academy of Agriculture
and Forestry. taking an active part in their
rescarch on the environment. He is an
active Chairman of the Swedish branch
of the Worldwide Fund for Nature.
supporting their field projects hoth at home

and abroad.

The Swedish King's constitutienal
duties are limited: he is the head of state:

he opens Parliament every year in October;
he presides at special cabinet meetings
when there is a change ol government and
at informational cabinet meetings; he is
Chairman of the Foreign Affairs Advisory
Council; he holds the highest military rank
{although the armed forces arc under the
command of the government), and receives
the credentials of foreign envoys. The
King pays taxes on his private income.
Although members of the Royal Family are
entitled 1o volte, by custom they do not
exercise that right.  Some commentators
attribute the weakness ol the Swedish
republican movement to the fact that the
monarch has no executive powers. In any
cvent, Sweden seems content with its low-
key monarchy. Described sometimes as
staid, the King and his family are respected
for that very quality, and for a lifcstyle {ree
of any hint ol scandal. Further. the
Swedish press scems to make no serious
attempt 10 seek out such stories, and the
editorial view is that storics concocted to
depict the Royal Family in a negative
manner do net scll more newspapers. quite
the opposite of the attitude elsewhere.

In one of Australia’'s roval Asian
neighbours, Thaitand. a very grand jubilce
is taking place: the fiftieth anniversary of
the accession of HM. King Bhumibol
Adulyadej. whose life siory rivals that of his
ereat-grandfather. who was the King of The
King and I and Anna and the King of Siam.

This ¢vent is (oo big 1o be celebrated in
just one year, and festivities hegan in 1993
The man who has reigned longer than any
other in the nearly 800-year history of the
Thai menarchy is HM. King Bhumibol
Adulyadej. or Rama IX. the ninth king of
the Chaksi Dynasty which has ruled Siam
and Thailand since 1782, Atthe time ol his
hirth. he seemed the most unlikely of kings,
cven though now, after 50 years on the
throne. most Thais cannot imagine life
without him. He was born in Cambridge.
Massachusetts. U.S.A. on 5ih December,
1927, the second son of HRH. Prince
Mahidol of Sungkla, a senior student at the
Harvard Medical School. and of Princess
Mabhidal,

Aller receving s medical degree.
Prince Mahidol died suddenly in 1929,
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following the family's retum to Thailand
(then still Siam). The ruler at that time was
King Prajadhipok, brother of Prince
Mahidol. A bloodless coup in 1932 brought
an end to absolute monarchy in Siam. King
Prajadhipok, dissatisfied with the direction
change was taking, abdicated in 1935, and
Prince Mahidol's older son, Prince Ananda
Mahidol, became King at the age of ten
years. For most of the next eleven years,
the young King, his mother, brother and
sister lived in Switzerland, where the
children were attending schools. Cut off
from Thailand during World War II, King
Ananda Mahidol returned home in 1946,
only to die under mysterious circumstances
in his private apartments at the Grand
Palace, apparently the victim of regicide.
His brother, Prince Bhumibol Adulyadej,
then 18 years old, became the ninth king of
the Chakri Dynasty. He returned to
Switzerland to complete his education,
changing his course of study from science
to political science and law, promising to
return to Thailand when he was needed.

While visiting Fontainebleau soon after
returning to Europe, he met Mom
Rajawongse Sirikit Kitiyakara, daughter of
the Thai ambassador to France. Their
engagement was announced in 1948, and
they were married in Bangkok on 28th
April 1950, A week later, King Bhumibol
Adulyadej was crowned in traditional
ceremonies held at the magnificent Grand
Palace. In his coronation oath, the King
pledged, "We shall reign with righteousness
for the benefit and happiness of the
Siamese people"; he has never wavered
from that promise. This was a difficult time
for the monarchy and the country, with
military strong-man Luang Pibul Songgram
in total political control. This harsh
military dictator, an admirer of the recently
deceased Fascist dictators of Europe, had
little use for the young King. Nevertheless,
the King began to undertake projects and
activities on his own. "They began to
understand that I am doing things not for
my own enrichment or my own interest. It
is for the whole country.”

ROYALTYINA
POSITIVE LIGHT
Pibul inevitably fell to another military
government in 1957, and the government of
Field Marshal Sarit Thanarat saw the King
in a positive light, as a welcome unifying
force at a time of turbulence and

Communist agitation throughout Southeast
Asia. Scholars credit the King with turning

the monarchy into Thailand's strongest
social and political institution. The King
has done this so skilfully that his extra-
constitutional "reserve powers" are not
resented; none of the seventeen coups
which have occurred during his reign have
been directed at the monarchy. The King
has weathered fifteen constitutions and
twenty-one prime ministers, and his own
prestige and position are stronger than ever.
Put off by the military rulers at the start of
his reign, he has created a role for himself,
and it has been a triumphant success. The
King is constantly on view to his people,
seen at work in the capital and throughout
the nation. Just as his grandfather and
great-grandfather managed to maintain
Siam’s independence at a time of
aggressive colonialism, King Bhumibol
Adulyadej has kept his country together in
times of economic, political, military, and
social uphcaval.

The respect and authority which the
King enjoys were not inherited; he has
earned them on his own. When he became
King in 1946, the Thai monarchy was at
low ebb, following an abdication, a boy
King absent from the country for a decade,
a regicide, and military dictatorship. The
bespectacled, reserved and sombre
monarch., making use of what mystique
remained to the monarchy and his own
intelligence and acumen, has succeeded in
preserving not just his throne but his nation.

Even a word or a gesture from the King
can bring about positive activity and
change the course of events, whether
routine or historic. He intervened twice
during major criscs to end bloodshed. He
appeared on television in 1973 to call for an
end to violence associated with student
demonstrations, and organized the
departure of controversial military figures
from Thailand. After soldiers opened firc
on demonstrators in 1992, the King
summoned the Prime Minister and leader
of the democracy movement to his palace,
and scolded them on a live television
broadcast, with the politicians prostrate at
his feet: "Should the confrontation be
prolonged, the country could be wrecked."
That image may have caught the attention
of all heads of state beset with contentious
politicians, but the King's intervention
brought about an end to the violence, and
the disgraced Prime Minister resigned.

The King has succeeded in bringing the
monarchy into direct (and frequent) contact
with the rural population, through a
programme of modernization by royal

patronage. The extraordinary ‘“royal
development projects” truly began in about
1955, when the King and Queen became
the first Thai monarchs to visit the poor,
undeveloped north-castern provinces,
spending three weeks talking with local
farmers, monks and officials, sceing local
problems at first hand. The King's first
development project, fifty years ago, was
the construction of a road and reservoir in a
remole region; since then, more than 1,800
projects have been implemented, in the
areas of agriculture, environment, public
health, water resource dcvelopment,
occupational training, communications,
and social welfare. The King is an active
participant in some projects,
suggests others, advises on others. Funding
comes from government, private, and
royal sources.
MONARCH A
TRUSTED ALLY

The projects are varied and always
practical, and include processing plants
which make alternative fuels from sugar
cane stalks and nuisance water-hyacinths,
milk-pasteurizing plants, and dams which
convert arid lands into fertile ficlds. By
lending his name to a project, the King
assures that things will get done, and these
hundreds of projects throughout the
country have had the effect of transforming
the monarch from a distant, symbolic figure
in faraway Bangkok (o a trusted ally. There
is a striking contrast between the urban
monarch, the bemedaled King in dress
uniform of Bangkok court ceremonies, and
the rural monarch who has visited every
one of Thailand's 76 provinces, often
casually dressed, sometimes in a baseball
cap and sunglasses, usually with a camera
around his neck. The rural King wants to
hear from his people, and after four decades
of royal visits, they speak freely to him,
The King has also established royal
residences outside Bangkok, in the north,
northeast, on the Gulf, and in the south,
and spends much of his time away from
the capital.

His Majesty has not neglected Bangkok
in his projects; there he is working on flood
control, sewage problems, and drainage of
a water-hyacinth swamp. At his own
residence, Chitralada Palace, the King has
carried out many projects and researches of
his own. He has ficlds of experimental rice,
a herd of dairy cattle, and a plant (o
manufacture powdered milk. In 1952, he
had large fish ponds dug, and stocked them
with a fast-breeding fish, tilapia nilotica.
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which he obtained from Japan. They
thrived, and spccimens of this fish have
been distributed to farmers throughout the
country, and have provided an important
new source of protein to the provincial diet.
In 1965, then Crown Prince Akihito of
Japan, a noted amateur marine biologist,
gave the King a stock of another fish,
named pla nil by the King. This species
was later distributed through the
Department of Fisheries to farmers
throughout the kingdom, and has become
extremely popular. More than ten million
pla nil arc now raised annually at sixtecn
fishery stations in Thailand.

The celebrations centring around th
June 1996, the 50th anniversary of the
King's accession, reflect the genuine pride,
reverence and good will which the Thai
people feel toward their King. Jubilec
celebrations will continue throughout 1996.
One remaining highlight will be the State
Visit of H.M. Queen Elizabeth II in the
autumn. King Bhumibol Adulyadej (whose
name means Strength of the Land,
Incomparable Power) became the longest-
reigning monarch in Thai history in 1988,
when he surpassed the reign of his
grandfather, King Chulalongkorn. In 1989,
with the death of Emperor Hirohito, hc
became the longest rcigning living
monarch.  Other long-reigning living
monarchs are H.S.H. Prince Rainier III of
Monaco (1949- ), H.M. Queen Elizabeth II
(1952- ) and H.M. King Hussein of Jordan
(1952-). No presidents even come close to
such longevity, nor can any president, and
few monarchs, claim to have done so much
for their country and people with such
consistent devotion.

Yet even this monarchy has its worrics,
although it is virtually illegal, under
Thailand's strictly enforced laws of fése
majesté, to discuss them or write about
them in Thailand. The real worry is the
succession; the King's son and heir, Crown
Princc Maha Vajiralongkorn, has a
reputation for being temperamental, and (in
a country where sccondary wives are nol
only accepted but legal) married a second
wiffe several years ago, after having four
sons by her. There has now apparently
heen a falling-out between the Cr.own
prince and his second wife, who is salnd to
have been involved in an affair v.vnh ‘a
palace staff member. The Crown Prince fs
nearly as popular or respected as his
sister. Princess Sirindhorn. Under
amendments (0 the Thai succession laws
some years ago. the Princess is fully

not

eligible to succeed to the throne, and some
observers feel that she would be the better
choice. She is frequently at her father's side
on trips to the provinces.

In vivid contrast to the cinnamon buns
and gala banquet of Stockholm and the
two-year Golden Jubilee celebrations in
Bangkok, London more or less ignored the
70th birthday of H.M. Queen Elizabeth II.
There were no banners, no services at St.
Paul’s, no processions down the Mall. The
British Post Office did not even issue a
commemorative stamp (although Australia
did, as it does every year for the Queen's
birthday). In addition, Prince Philip's
bench-mark 75th birthday on 10th June
passed without public notice, other than a
photographic exhibit on his life at the
Guildhall in the town of Windsor.

NO COMMEMORATION OF
1000 YEARS OF MONARCHY

Finally, an important historic milestone
passed without comment: The Queen
became the fifth longest-reigning monarch
in 1,000 years of British monarchy on
12th June, but again, there was no
merry-making, no commemorative mugs
or tea towels. On that date, she
sur-passed Elizabeth I, who reigned for 44
years and 126 days (1558-1603).
The longer-reigning monarchs are
Queen Victoria (63 years, 216 days,
1837-1901), George III (59 years, 96 days,
1760-1820), Henry III (56 years, 29 days,
1216-1272), and Edward III (50 years,
147 days, 1327-1377).

Even the private dinner which was
planned for the Royal Family went awry,
when a newspaper revealed the secret; the
Queen's birthday dinner was brought
instead to Frogmore House, once the home
of Queen Mary, and the Royal Family had
a few hours of comparative peace. It was
the Queen's decision that there should be no
public festivities in honour of her birthday,
and this was generally read as recognition
of a sense of uncase, perhaps on both sides.
a tacit acknowledgment that the Royal
Family has been the subject, and object, of
too much negative media attention and
public comment in recent times, with one
public relations catastrophe after another,
not ending with the unfortunate annus
horribilis. but continuing to the present
with the divorce between the Prince and
Princess of Wales and tabloid headlines
which vary between the ludicrous and the
absurd. with an occasional touch of the
bizarre -- and bardly any truth in all that

printer's ink, although that hardly seems to
matter, now that attacks on the House of
Windsor have become an industry of
their own.

The lack of public observance of these
royal anniversaries was so striking that it
has become a story in itself, and the
underlying factors need to be recognized.
Recently, a British Labour MP called for a
referendum on the monarchy, without much
support. The Liberal Democrats proposed
in June that the monarch be divested of the
power to dissolve Parliament and appoint a
new prime minister, although a party
spokesman said this measure was not an
attack on the monarchy, but would
strengthen the independence of the
sovereign, who would no longer be "the
creature of the prime minister”. The right-
wing Conservative Way Forward (whose
president is Baroness Thatcher) has called
on the Princess of Wales to withdraw from
public life.

Tabloid journalism is not limited to
English-speaking countries, but it seems
that this Royal Family has been subjected
to more than its fair share of ink. The
Dutch press does not seek out unpleasant
stories about their Royal Family; the
current divorce of the Queen's sister has
passed with barely a ripple. Swedes are
uninterested in negative stories about their
Royal Family, and any such tales do not sell
papers. The Spanish press has been notably
reserved about King Juan Carlos, who is
largely responsible for his country's press
freedom, although recent speculation about
Crown Prince Felipe's possible engagement
has led to unprecedented published gossip.
In Thailand, it is illegal to criticize the
Royal Family, yet what Thai journalist
could find fault with that King? On the
republican side, the American press has
been so assiduous in seeking out and
promoting scandals, marital and financial,
that such storics have become routine. The
President, whoever may be president at the
time, is fair game for almost any lurid
insinuation or slander. Perhaps the press
attention to the Royal Family has less to do
with the Royal Family itself. and is more a
reflection of what sociologists recognize as
an escalating lack of respect for any
institutions or authority figures. There are
some members of the Royal Family who
have brought difficulties on themselves. but
whatever their offences. it is not the
institution of monarchy which is at faul.
nor the entire House of Windsor.
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economic wellbeing of farmer clients. The
money those forgone salaries inject into
the local economy has also not been taken
into account.

At a federal level we see the planned
removal of the Australian Taxation Office
from regional centres, ostensibly because a
more cost efficient, electronic service is
available. This is the brave new world of
public service where the elderly, the
computer illiterate, the struggling business
operator, the farmer, the tax student and the
tax agent are all expected to seek advice via
a toll-free line. This has nothing to do with
public service; it has much to do with

ignoring the real requirements of regional
Australia. That is the service infrastructure
under threat.

On the other hand, we see the deliberate
dismantling of publicly owned concrete
infrastructure. With the demise of the New
South Wales branch rail system over the
past decade, the western rail line from
Sydney to Broken Hill is a national asset
which is now under grave threat. For years
the responsibility for the line has been
buck-passed between federal and state
governments, and downgraded to the extent
that it is now a disincentive to private users.
Meanwhile, the mulii-billion dollar
trucking business has grown on the back of
this neglect of rail, causing massive road
damage to systems not designed for the
size and frequency of such heavy
freight cartage.

ACCESS TO
RAIL NETWORK

The more enlightened trucking
operators want to integrate road and rail
operations, and movers of bulk materials,
such as CSR Oberon, tell me that it would
be far more cost efficient to transport
export products straight to the wharves by
rail. The government is reluctant to meet
the commercial users half-way by
guaranteeing fair access to the rail network.

Indeed, the madness of this approach
dictates that the community service
obligations of governments are virtually
eliminated. Nowhere are the costs of trucks
on roads -- or the absence of trains on tracks
carrying bulk and hazardous freight --
factored into the bottom line. Can we afford
not to maintain the existing national rail
network in this country? Indeed. can we
afford not to expand it, thus maintaining rail
and freight jobs in regional centres along the

way?  Unless the Commonwealth

government re-enters the infrastructure
business, this country will never develop to
its full potential, and most of that potential
lies in regional Australia in areas like Calare.

A substantial re-regulation of the
financial system is required to ensure
that essential capital flows into the
public sector to serve the public good.
Private lending institutions create credit
for private, often unproductive profit --
credit that is also responsible for
importation of consumer goods at
the expense of local jobs. We should
restore parliament's right to create
national credit for national projects
which become part of the nation's
wealth as assets.

We should also tax foreign exchange
transactions and legislate to access the $50
billion of Australian superannuation funds
that should be helping to develop this
country, and not being invested offshore.
Private enterprise will be a partner in
developing regional Australia if the
infrastructure is in place. I am not talking
about 150 per cent tax write-offs for
investors in vineyard projects. I am talking
about public credit like government bonds
crealed to maintain income, positive
infrastructure such as our transcontinental
rail links or a nationally-funded Great
Western-Mid Western Highway with rail-
road container interchanges, or a Parkes
inland freight airport. I notice that the
member for Parkes (Mr Cobb) is in the
chamber. T appreciate his presence. This
latter project, while outside my electorate,
will have a huge impact on industry in our
area and is of major national importance.
Yet this scheme may also be killed off by
the economic rationalists before it gets off
the ground.

From the briefings I have had with the
Inland Marketing Corporation, which is
overseeing and promoting this regional
agricultural development project, I believe
it is a national value-adding asset without
peer. It would not only provide an
intcrnational air-freight airport to deliver
produce rapidly to overseas markets,
particularly in Asia, but also tic in with a
revitalised main western rail line and a
north-south Newell Highway to create a
truly integrated rail-road-air cargo network.
Many hundreds of jobs -- potentially
thousands -- could be gencrated by this
multifaceted agricultural project that would
ensure we became a reliable supplier of the
cleanest. freshest and greenest foodstuffs to

those emerging tiger cconomics to the
north, and beyond in Europe.

I can foresee an extension of this
project to an international passenger
airport, revitalising the regional airline
industry, and complemented by a very fast
train from Parkes to Sydney. Itis an airport
complex which most in western New South
Wales really want, believe it or not. Why
throw billions at an airport in western
Sydney that few want? Let us become
creative and, I believe, truly economically
rational by developing our transport
infrastructure to meet the requirements of
the new century and, at the same time, help
regenerate regional Australia, from which
our agricultural and mincral wealth is
derived. We cannot leave the regions to the
forces of the level playing field.

THREAT BY
TARIFF CUTS

We need to protect our manufacturing
plants, like Email at Orange and the
Commonwealth-owned Australian Defence
Industries in Lithgow. We need to protect
emerging value-adding industry in regional
areas, especially wool textiles. Email's
market share is threatened by tariff
concession cuts to imports, despite the
changes in the last few days; while the 100
per cent Commonwealth-owned ADI is
chasing diminishing arms contracts when it
has the capacity to train young locals in
metal manufacturing of a range of import-
replacing components.

Retumns to farmers have been negative
in seven of the past ten years and the
National Party has sold out its constituency
by following the Liberal-Labor economic
rationalist level playing field path. Our
national competition policy is becoming so
efficient that wool growers are competing
against their own product in the
marketplace and the level playing ficld is
so level that Orange district fruit juice

cannot competc against the imported
product.

The regional social infrastructure 0o
has suffered dramatically as we head down
this brave new world of ‘winners only
survive' cconomics. Unfortunately, the less
than clever have no role in this new world.
Where are the jobs for the 50 per cent
perhaps of people who, through no fault of
their own, find they are on the wrong side
of the normal distribution curve of
intelligence and ability in this so-called
clever age? Where do they fit in?
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We once had a manufacturing base like
ADI at Lithgow that involved many of
these people in the work force as process
workers and doing the manual jobs. Where
have they gone? We cannot retrain most of
the older displaced workers. There is
nothing for the young who are not clever or
lucky except a series of work-skills
programmes. We have a national youth
unemployment rate around 30 per cent, if
one can believe the figures, and an overall
unemployment rate officially about eight
per cent and sure to go up. The figures arc
almost the same as they were when the
coalition handed over the rcins of
government to Labor in 1983. Whatever
the job creation in that time, it has not
provided for the not-so-clever who are the
victims of the modem competition-at-all-
costs, economic rationalism, survival of the
fittest regime.

CREATIVE WORK
PROGRAMMES

If we do not devise ways of providing
meaningful ecmployment for these people,
we arc socially doomed. We cannot
bemoan the anti-social behaviour of those
whose own socicty and economic system
cannot provide them with a job or a life
beyond mindless videos. We have a
rampant cancer in our society. The
inability to provide gainful cmployment for
our young is a major cause. We need to be
far more creative in our work programmes.
We nced to provide not 26-week work
skilling, but perhaps three-year long, (wo
days a weck commitments. Participants
can be employed in projects that would
cnable a long-term belonging to a work
tcam and a venturc that would yicld
obvious results.

I recently saw long-term uncmployed
coming off a project near Molong --
nowhere near completed. It is a land-care
project that could have a pecrmanent
employment team and certainly would
benefit from a long-term commitment.
But, no. They had to move back to the
welfare qucues with a certificate to make
room for the next group. Of course, they
cannot qualify for a similar project for
another 18 months. Itis soul destroying. 1
have heard from some of thesc people.
They wish they had never started rather
than to have experienced the team work, to
have partly completed the job and then to
have been abandoned. Unless we review

our economic policies, we will never again
approach full employment. There are at
least one million people in this country who
want to work and who cannot. Surely there
is something wrong with the system that
created this situation.

Young people in particular with no real
prospects of productive employment not
only bitterly resent the society that cannot
share its wealth with them but also are
being constantly bombarded by media
messages telling them how successful they
should be. There are only winners. Anger
sets in. If you happen to be black in this
country, particularly in regional Australia,
your race marginalises you even further.

The result, in many cases, is violence,
self-abuse through drugs and alcohol,
vandalism and a widening gulf between the
haves and have-nots -- between the 'me too’
class and the 'up you' class. Is this the
legacy of the rational new world economy,
of the level playing field? Is this really the
country with the greatest natural assets and
resources in the world? Is this the price we
pay for international competitiveness by
down-sizing, corporatising, privatising,
adopting world best practice and handing
manufacturing over to the countries with
the cheapest labour?

Where is this mythical country where
world best practice is practised? Did the
cconomic zealots who created a world
series market to be played for on this level
playing field consider those in our society
who cannot cven make the bench for this
game or any future match? We in regional
Australia need help from central
government for the regions to rebuild their
industries and we need a new consensus
whereby all states co-operate to highlight a
regional development agenda that would
involve a sharing of invesiment. Unless we
get this state co-operation in the interests of
the nation, our limited resources will
be wasted and the opportunities lost
in mindless political struggles between
the states.

While on the subject of states, the only
piece of economic rationalism we should
adopt, I believe, is to rationalise them right
out of existence. If we are serious about
constitutional reform, let us look seriously
at the costs caused by the duplication -- and
duplicity -- of the states. Stronger regional
government with roughly equal populations

to administer and an equal share of the
federal tax-take is the only logical way we
should go in any constitutional reform.

The current republic debate is a furphy,
given the substantial reforms needed to
really make us nationally co-operative and
economically efficient. Such reform would
even out opportunity and bring government
closer to the people, making it so much
more accountable. It would enable us to
focus on a co-operative national goal rather
than state of origin footy matches. As we
develop new national infrastructure, funded
by national credit and not debt to foreign
interests, let us also hold on to the
remaining shareholding of the publicly
owned assets we now retain.

HANG ON TO TELSTRA

The folly of selling off our silverware
to pay debts would be laughable were it not
so serious.  The latest folly is the partial
privatisation of Telstra, which I believe can
only penalise my constituents and the
nation. It sounds a bit like part-pregnant,
doesn't it? The opposition, the former
government, is equally guilty because it too
has gone down the same path in selling off
Qantas and the Commonwealth Bank.
opposing the Telstra privatisation only
when it became politically fruitful to do so.

I do not believe any serious investor
will want part of Telstra; they will want the
lot. Can you imagine Murdoch wanting
only the front paddock of the most
productive lucerne flat property in
Australia? 1 believe that we should fund
the environment by hanging on to Telstra
and we should legislate so that $250
million of that $1 billion per year is
dedicated to the environment. Retain the
ownership of that great organisation and it
can bankroll the environment to infinity.

To my father and mother. both
deceased. thanks for the strength and
guidance that brought me here to this place.
May my colleagues in the 38th Parliament
of Australia embrace the feeling my parents
had for this country and represent all
Australians: those with skills and those
without. those with means and those
without. Unless we provide for all. with
real opportunities and not just handouts.
then the profits, the growth and dividends
we create are a fraud. a mirage.
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BUYING THE NORTHERRN
TERRITORY OF AUSTRALIA

he following is an appendix to
I Mr Borrow's article with the
above title which appeared in

Heritage Journals 77/78, September
1995 - February 1996.

Sequence of negotiations between
Australian politicians as to illegal "take-
over”, i.e. nullification of the Crown's
rights under the Letters Patent of 1863,
the Constitution of the area, by the
Commonwealth of Australia of that part
of North Australian Crown land known
as the Northern Territory of Australia.

- 1901, 18th April: F.W. Holder,
without South Awustralian
Parliamentary  sanction, offers
the Northern

Territory to the Commonwealth of
Australia, by letter to A. Deakin.
(South  Australian Parliamentary
Paper, 27/1901).

- 1905, 18th October: V.L. Solomon
proposes that Commonwealth of
Australia build the North-South
Railway within twelve months of the
Imperial Parliament fixing the
northern South Australian boundary at
about 22nd parallel.

- 1905, 7th December: South
Australian  Parliament  confirms
Solomon’s proposal.

- 1906, 23 February: Deakin enquires
as to Holder's offer, which does not
mention the Crown; enquires whether
Price endorses Solomon's proposal.

by K.T. Borrow

1906, April:  Critic, Adelaide, prints
photograph of Deakin, Bonython and
J.M. Reid, President of South
Australian Chamber of Manufactures,
at Mount Lofty, South Australia.

1906, 19th October: Deakin's
counter-offer, ignoring Queen and
Imperial Parliament.

1907, 20th February: Price-Dcakin
proposal, under Section 111 of the
Constitution of the Commonwealth of
Australia, without mention of Queen
or Imperial Parliament. Map shows
"South Australia proper”.

1907, May: T. Price states that the
Northemn Territory of Australia is "not
our lerritory -- we are only managers".
See Argus, Melbourne, Victoria, 4th
June 1907, and Commonwealth of
Australia Parliamentary Paper, 1907,
Vol. 111, p. 407.

1907, 4th July: Bulletin, Sydney, New
South Wales, p. 6: The "Territory was
never really transferred” (in "A Game
of Marbles at the Day of Judgement").

1907, 15th July: H.V. Barclay, "Who
owns the Northern Territory?” (Pan I,
in Life, Melbourne, Victoria, pp. 36-
7). The statements as to the area of
New South Wales are open to
revision. There is a biography by
Car, Barclay's Way, typescript, 4to.,
pp. 400 in the Mortlock Library,
Adelaide, South Australia (Lit., MSS.,
D5393). Barclay's papers arc held by
the Mitchell Library, Sydncy, New

South Wales (X943.8/1) and the York
Gate Library, Adelaide, South
Australia, probably from Thomas Gill.

1907, 7th December: Price and Deakin
sign "Agrecement” as to the Northern
Territory of Australia, vide Proccedings
of the Royal Geographical Socicty of
Australasia (South Australian Branch),
Vol. 59, p. 22.

1909, 22nd July: R.R. Garran states
that the Northern Territory of
Australia is "part of the State of South
Australia”, vide "Papers Presented to
the Commonwealth of Australia”,
1909, Vol. II, pp. 1913-48, and
"Opinions of Attorneys-General of the
Commonwealth  of  Australia”,
Canberra, 1981, Vol. 1, Nos. 341 and
344. These opinions misconceive the
position, knowingly or otherwisc.
The reasons appear elsewhere in the
article. The errors were repeated in
R.R. Garran, "The Law of the
Territories of the Commonwealth" (in
Australian Law Journal, Vol. 9, 1935,
Supplement, pp. 35-6). J. Quick and
R.R. Garran, in "The Annotated
Constitution of the Australian
Commonwealth", Sydney, 1901, pp.
375 and 972, refer to the Northern
Territory of Australia, the Letters
Patent of 1863, with power of
revocation, and mentions the power of
the Queen "to give effect to any
approved plan for transferring the
Northern Territory of South Australia
... to the Commonwealth."

Jram!
the

Editat

or Australiana photos.

N

YOU CAN HELP US WITH.. ..
o Short articles with photos. Colourful characters, places, events ctc.
Heritage related information, snippets from newspapers.
s News on royalty. Perhaps you have a contact in the UK who can send information.
s Photographs. We necd to increase our photo library with photos of famous, topical, interesting people,

EMPLOYMENT VACANCY.
REMUNERATION: $ATISFACTION

The editor of Heritage sends out a call to Australians to get behind our increasingly popular journal.
We are looking for interested readers who can perform one or more tasks in creating an even better publication.

s  FLAG NEWS - REPUBLIC: If you have a keen inleres! in _lhis topic, why not collect as much
information as possible and send it to us so we can share it with our readers.

You will receive a great deal of satisfaction when you see your efforts appear in print. So go to it!
Contact : The Editor Heritage - 47 McHarg Road. Happy Valley S.A. 5159 J

\
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LETTERS
TO THE
EDITOR

QUEEN’S PORTRAIT

AVAILABLE

¢ are pleased to be able to

forward the enclosed letter

from (he Hon. David Jul
MP, Minister for Administrative
Services, which advises that the
Government has re-introduced the
free distribution of portraits of Her
Majesty  The Quecen through
Government bookshops.

This decision results [rom intense
lobbying on our parl as many
oreanisations have been wrning (o us. as
lhE publisher of Sir William Dargic's
famous portrait of Her Majesty, for
supply of the Government-produccd
prints of The Queen. S

we would very much appreciate it if
you would notily your members of this
decision with a particular request that
they pass on this information to as many
schools.  Scouting  and  Guiding
movements, church groups and other
organisations with whom they might
come 1o contacl.

On ancther subject, there has been
some confusion over the singing of the
Royal Anthem and in paricular. o a
document produced some years ago by
the Australian Government Publishing
Service communicating the Queen's
wishes in respect o the playing of the
(wao anthems, i.c.. the National Anthem,
"Advance Australia Fair”. and the Royal
Anthem. "God Save the Queen™.

A copy of this document is enclosed
from which vou will note that Her
Majesty's  wishes  relate solely  to
procedures to be followed in the presence
ol Her Majesty or during official
engagements undertaken in Australia by
other Members of the Royal Family.

A copy of a letter from Sir David
Smith KCVQO AQO (lormer Official
Sccretary o the Governor-General) s
also enclosed which confirms that, with
the exception of the bands of the Defence
Force. all Australians may sing and play
Australia's Royal Anthem "God Save the
Queen” wherever  and  whenever
they pheasc.

“We trust that this information will be
helpful 1o you and your members.

Philip Benwell. MBE.
National Chairman. The Monarchist
League in Australia,

Enclosures:

(1) ... The Prime Minister also
announced that the Viee-Regal salute
would consist of the first four bars
and last four bars of "Advance
Australia Fair".

On 30 April 1985 Government
House, Canberra, released an
announcement  from the Governor-

General that the Queen had decided that.
when Her Majesty  atiends  public
engagements in Australia, in addition to
playing "God Suve the Queen” at the
beginning of the engagement, "Advance
Australia Fair" should be played at the
end.  On some occasions it may be
appropriate to play both anthems at the
beginning of the engagement. Tt was the
Queen's wish that this procedure also
apply during official engagements
undertaken in Australia by other
members of the Royal Family. On these
occasions abbreviated forms of both
anthems should be used.

(2) Dear Mr. Benwell,

You have asked me for information
about the National and Royal Anthems
and the circumstanees in which they may
be played or sung.

On 19 April 1984 the Governor-
General in Council issued a Proclamation
which proclaimed “"Advance Australia
Fair” as Australia’s National Anthem and
"God Save The Queen" as Australia’s
Royal Anthem. (Italso proclaimed a new
Vice-Regal Salute for the Governor-
General and new  national colours
for Australia.)

When it was first submitted to the
Governer-General,  the  Proclamation
stated that the Royal Anthem was to be
used only in the presence of Her Majesty
The Qucen or a member of the Royal
Family. However, before the Executive
Council  meeting  took  place, the
Governor-General — spoke o the
recommending Minister and. later. at the
mecting, before the Minute was approved
by the Executive Council, the word

"only"  was deleted  from  the
Proclamation. The Proclamation was
then approved and signed by the

Governor-General,  and  gazetted in
Commonwealth of Australia Gazette No.
S 142 of 19 April 1984 in its
amended form.

Later that day the Prime Minister
issucd a Press staternent announcing the
matters which had been approved and
proclaimed by the Governor-General in
Council. The Press release was wrong in
that its reference w the Royal Anthem
contained the word "only" which had
been deleted [rom the Proclamation.

Whether the inaccuracy in the Prime
Minister's statement was deliberate or
inadvertent I cannot say. but a clue may
be found in what came next. The
Minister for Defence immediately
subverted the amendment which his
ministerial colleagues had made to the
Proclamation by directing the bands of
the Australian Defence Force to treat the
playing of Australia's Royal Anthem as if
the word “"only" had not been deleted.

As orginally issued, the edict by the
Minister for Defence prehibited the
Defence Foree bands from playing "God
Save The Queen” even when it was to be
played as the British National Anthem at.
for example, a gathering of British ex-
service men and women, a prohibition
which applied to the National Anthem ol
no other nation. Once again, after a word
from the Governor-General.  the
Minister's instruction was amended so
that the prohibitien applied only (o the
playing of Australia’s Royal Anthem,
unfess a member of the Royal Family
was present, and not o Britain's
National Anthem.

I do not know whether the current
Minister for Defence has rescinded the
former Minister's cdict but. if he has not,
then with the exception of the bands of
the Defence Force. all other Australians
may sing and play  Australia’s
Royal Anthem wherever and whenever
they please.

In fact. they could have dene so even
if the word "only"” had remained in the
Proclamation, thus making a mockery of
the Proclamation:
why the Governor-General asked that the
word be taken out, and precisely why his
Ministers agreed to do so. In particular,
the Royal Anthem does not have to be
identificd as a hymn in order to meet the
provisions of the Proclamation. The only
requirement is that it not be used as a
substitute for either the National Anthem
or the Vice-Regal Salute,

which is precisely

What [ have seen some function
organisers do is to play or sing the
National Anthein at the beginning ol a
function. (or play the Vice-Regal Saluic
il appropriate). and to play or sing the
Royal Anthem immediately after the
Loyal Toast has been proposed and
before it s honeured by the assembled

guests.  This procedure is  totally
consistent with the terms of  the
Proclamacion.

David Smith.
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LETTERS
TO THE
EDITOR

ABORIGINAL
WOMEN AND
VOTING RIGHTS

otherwise useful Editorial of 26 April
contains a serious misjudgement
of history.

IT was disappointing to see that your

Aborigines have never been excluded
from the franchise in South Australia.
When South Australian adult males were
given the right to vote in 1856 this applied
both to non-Aboriginal and to Aboriginal
men -- there was no discrimination on
racial grounds.

When South Australian women gained
the right to vote in 1894, the law meant
what it said: All South Australian adult
women achieved suffrage at that time. In
other words, Aboriginal women in South
Australia gained the right to vole a quarter
of a century before British women and long
before the majority of people anywhere in
the world.

Before voting became compulsory, at
least one Aboriginal group, namely the
Ngarrindjeri, recorded higher participation
rates at elections than was the
State average.

At Federation, South Australian
Aboriginal men and women were
guaranteced Commonwealth voting rights
under Section 41 of the Constitution; and
Aboriginal people in southern communities
exercised those rights. During the inter-war
period, Commonwealth suffrage was to
become a matier for dispute; but State
voting rights were never affected, and
Aboriginal men and women continued to
perform their political obligations as
responsible South Australians.

By propagating the misinformation that
Aborigines were voleless non-citizens. you
do the people a grave disservice in that you
imply that they were unable to participate
in the development of a democratic society
in South Australia. In fact they played a
vital role.

Conversely. had Aborigines not been
discriminated against in other ways. and
had they thus been allowed to make an even

grealer contribution. South Australia could

be a much better State than it is at present.

Graham Jenkin. University of
South Australia

[The Australian. 6 May 1996]

ABORIGINAL DEATHS IN CUSTODY

Aboriginal Deaths in Custody handed

down its report. The cost of the
Commission was about $35 million and
implementing its recommendations likely to
cost millions more. Recent media reports tell
us that the number of Aboriginal deaths in
custody has not decreased, but in fact has
noticeably increased.

The Royal Commission appears to
have been seriously flawed and a gross waste of
taxpayers' money. It has the appearance of a
show trial put on for ideological reasons and
with its judgements pre-determined. The
excrcise of the Commission was out of all
proportion to the problem. During the period
examined by the Commission black deaths in
custody averaged twelve per annum. Male
youth suicides average 500 per annum, but this
much larger problem attracts much less attention
and govemment money.

The Commission found that Aboriginal
prisoners are no more likely to dic in custody
than other prisoners. It also admitted that
Aborigines charged with serious crimes are
generally given lighter sentences than white
people who commit similar crimes. Aborigines
are, however, much more likely to be arrested
than other Australians. Considering their high
crime rate (the Aboriginal murder rate is about
ten times that for other Australians), this high
level of arrest and imprisonment s
hardly surprising.

The Commission's "findings” on the causes
of this high crime rate verge on the absurd.
Basically it is claimed that the high crime rate
among  Aborigines stems from their
disadvantaged position in society which in wrn
is claimed 0 be a result of dispossession,
discrimination and the ethno-centrism and
racism of white Australians.

The first absurdity here is that 1o
prove “dispossession”, i.e. white scltlement,
caused Aboriginal crime, it would be necessary
to have crime statistics for the time before white
settlement.  Obviously these statistics are not
available and the Commission's findings in this
respect are dubious to say the Jeast.

Incidentally, we do know that
traditional ~ Aboriginal socicties practised
infanticide and at a rate that could be as high as
30 or 40 per cent. Thus what would now be
considered murder was occurring at an
extremely high rate.

Furthermore, looking at the
cxperience of other peoples who were
dispossessed or otherwise mistreated gives little
support for the Commission's findings. For
instance, the Gaelic Irish were at one time
thrown off the land by the Anglo-Irish. but today
the Irish Republic has one of the lowest
homicide rates in the world. Similarly. the
massacre. rape and cthnic cleansing that
German-speaking people experienced at the end
of World War II has not resulied in excessive
crime levels in modern-day Germany.

Perhaps the best evidence that the
Commission's ideas were flawed and simply

In 1991 the Royal Commission into

would not work is seen in the racial and social
problems of the United States. The Civil Rights
movements of the 1960s were followed by anti-
discrimination legislation, affirmative action
and anti-racism programmes in schools. The
result should have been a better life for
America's Negro population but in fact turned
out to be a disaster. America's homicide rate
over the last three decades has more than
doubled. Negroes, who make up one cighth of
the population, are involved in over half these
homicides.

Another piece of evidence from the United
States that the Commission chose to ignore is
rescarch relating crime, cognitive ability and
socio-cconomic background. It was found that
intelligent people from poor backgrounds rarely
end up in prison. Pcople with low intellects are
much more likely to end up in prison regardless
of their socio-cconomic background. Objective
mecasurements  of cognitive ability show
substantial differences between the median
scores of blacks and whites.

The Royal Commission brought up the old
policics under which some Aboriginal children
were taken from their natural parents. Only a
minority of the deaths investigated (43 out of
99) involved the so-called “stolen generation”.
Itis noticcable that although these policies were
stopped two or three decades ago, the Aboriginal
crime rate has shown no improvement; in fact.
the alleged harm done by the scparation of these
children appears to be greatly exaggerated.

The whole gist of the Commission's
findings revolve around lifting responsibility for
crime from the criminals themselves and passing
the blame onto the rest of socicty. Put simply.
white Australians are being used as the
scapegoats for Aboriginal crime. This is a recipe
for disaster and at least partly cxplains why the
problems the Commission was supposed o
solve appear to be gelting worse.

Social problems like crime and suicide are
no doubt due to a large number of causes, the
complexity of which may never be worked out.
Improving the education and training of
Aborigines would no doubt go some way (o
reducing the problems.  Providing more
employment opportunitics should certainly help.
What will not help is the practice of
scapegoating one scclion of socicty for the
criminality of others. Nor will it help to revive
or re-invent an anachronistic society. The
development of this country over the last 200
years has provided many benefits for Australia's
Aboriginal population.  Looking only at
ncgative results of white scttlement is an
excercise in untruth and will do nothing to solve
the problems of Aborigines.

Perhaps the worst aspect of the Royal
Commission is that if the moncy wasted on it
had been used to improve the health and
employability of Aborigines, some problems
may have been solved. The Royal Commission
has achieved nothing for Australians. be they
black or while.

R. Hughes, Strathficld. NSW.
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of the Crown in 1975. Numerous Prime Ministers have come and gone since then but the publication

2 o Y EARS havepast since we published the first edition HERITAGE in response to our defence
of HERITAGE has continued ever since. We hope readers find interest in the page reproduced below.
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A SPOKESMAN for The Australian Heritage Society announced that since the first week in May, approximately
1 million “In Defence of Sir John Kerr” brochures have been distributed around Australia. “They are”, he says,
“still continuing to flood out. And we plan a follow-up brochure as the campaign expands.”

ANYONE who doubts that the campaign must be ex-
panded should take careful note of what the Comm-
unist revolutionaries are openly advocating. “Trib-
une”, the weekly Communist newspaper, of June 16
headlined the news that the 25th National Congress
of the Communist Party of Australia, held on June 12
. 14 in Sydney, decided that November 11, “the day
that Kerr sacked the Whitlam government - should be
a day of protest by all sections of the mass move-
ments against Kerr...” It is now clear that the cam-
paign against the Governor-General is directed primar-
ily against the institution of the Crown, and thqt‘thls
campaign will be continued through until the visit of

The Queen early next year.

PROVIDED that it obtains sufficient support, The
Heritage Society plans to ensure that there are
special welcomes for Her Majesty during her 1977

Australian visit.
SILENT MAJORITY ACTS

The mass distribution of the “In Defence of Sir John
Kerr” brochures has encouraged large numbers of the
“silent majority” to take up their pens and express
their support for Sir John Kerr, The Governor-Gener-
al’s official secretary, Mr. David Smith, states that
Sir John has received a flood of letters and telegrams
of encouragement and support, which has been great-
ly appreciated. This flood has swamped the trickle of
letters of abuse and protest, The Heritage Society has
received a number of abusive and pornographic
comments, a study of these indicating that, apart
from subversives, there are perhaps more morons in
-Australia than sometimes realised. The Heritage
Society was also sent a letter from Canberra, purp-
orting to come from an admirer of the Heritage
Society, but concerned that the Society was support-
ing a man whose private life was most unsavoury.
This letter contained the despicable smears which
have been widely circulated against the Governor-
General throughout Australia.

HERITAGE SEPT.-NOV. 1976

ADVERTISING GAINS SUPPORT

ONE of the most impressive of a number of Heritage
Society press advertisements was a full page in the
“Sunday Independent”, Perth, of June 27. This
advertisement carried a splendid photo of the Queen.
Letters of support and *‘Heritage™ subscriptions con-
tinue to pour in as a result. (Copies of this full-page
advertisement are available upon request.) Following
the ugly demonstration against Sir John at the Royal
Commonwealth Society in Melbourne, the Queens-
land division of the Heritage Society inserted a prom-
inent welcome for Sir John in “The Courier Mail” on
the eve of his visit to Queensland. The growing
volume of support for Sir John Kerr has resulted in
many Labor leaders appealing for moderation con-
cerning the demonstrations against the Governor-
General. The Heritage Society has been informed that
many old-time Labor supporters do not approve of
the continued abuse of Sir John Kerr. Townsville’s
Mayor, Alderman Perce Tucker, former Queensland
State ALP leader, set a fine example of citizenship
when he refused to participate in a proposed boycott
of the Governor-General. He officially welcomed Sir
John to Townsville and personally offered him the
hospitality of the Northern City. New South Wales
Premier Mr. Wran has not been as gracious, accusing
Sir John Kerr of “virtually courting and provoking
violence.” Mr. Wran says that he will continue to boy-
cott any functions at which the Governor-General
attends.

MEDIA HYPOCRISY

THE role of sections of the media in the_anti'-John
Kerr campaign has been most disturbing’. With sicken-
ing hypocrisy, papers like “The Age”, Melbourne,
have “deplored” violence against the Governor-Gen-
eral, but then argued that as it is clear that Sir John
Kerr has badly divided the Australian community, he
should step down. It has even been suggested that
such a step would ensure that the Monarchy was not
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