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Domination
OF THE MIND

by Money

HE recent World Economic

Forum, held in Melbourne,
Victoria, with the world’s corporate
high-flyers in attendance was not a
peaceful affair as demonstrators
blocked access to the venue in their
efforts to get their share of corporate
and media attention. From the
environment and farming to Third
World wages and conditions, from the
hopeless debt structure of nations to
calls for debt relief — the protest
groups were many and varied. The
people came from all walks of life, the
hard-line revolutionaries were there
as were the Christian charity
workers; all wanting to highlight the
damage these same corporate giants
are causing to countries and peoples.

As for the solutions put forward, take
our pick from any number of variations
of internationalism and/or globalisation.
There are those who believe the answers
are found in the Capitalist/corporate
globalisation of the World Bank and
International Monetary Fund variety —
centralisation of all power in the hands
of an elite. Or there are the Socialist
Left-Right varieties — they are not
against ‘globalisation’ as such, just
opposed to the version now in the
ascendancy. They protest: wealth is not
being globalised; technology is not
being globalised; and complain, whilst
"capital can roam the world, most of the
world’s people cannot. The borders
remain closed to them." Whilst they are
opposed to a capitalist variety of
‘internationalism’ they are not
opposed to a socialist variety of
‘internationalism’. They claim their
"globalisation’ is one of solidarity of
people’s power.” What does that mean?
("The Choice is clear: globalisation for
capital, or for people” Age 11th September,
2000: "Democratic Socialist Party".)

Deakin University (Victoria) lecturer,
Scott Burchill, defended the protesters.
It’s alright for those who are all for the
free market" but "The hysterical
criticism of S11 (an acronym for the
different protest groups) doesn’t change
the fact that it has good reasons to
protest...Anti-capitalist protests such as
S11 have a long and mostly honourable
history, which can be traced back to the
very origins of industrial society. What

began as resistance to wage slavery and
the enclosure of common lands in the
17th century manifests itself today in
the form of opposition to the odious
effects of globalisation." He observed
the "... establishment responses to
these protests have changed little over

four centuries..."
("All for the free market, except when it
comes to ideas” Age 11th September, 2000.)

Peter Ellingsen, The Age (Melbourne)
staff writer thinks, "The problem with
contemporary capitalism is not that it is
the embodiment of all evil. It is that it is
prone to miss the point." This was made
plain to him several years ago during a
conversation with Bill Gates. In the
process of having a US$40M mansion
built; a structure so self-contained Gates
would never have to leave it, Gates was
excited about working and playing in an
environment that made human contact
optional. Neither did he see anything
odd about courting his wife "via ‘virtual
dates’ on the Internet, " says Ellingsen.

Peter Ellingsen may be nearer the truth
than he realises when touching on
historian (New York) Richard Sennett’s
comment that the concern of the
younger generation is not how to get a
bigger slice of the ‘globalisation pie’ but
how to "use the system of life-
producing affluence in order not to be
smothered by it".

EXPRESSING INDIVIDUALITY

Man is not a robot designed to work and
fit into a box (more like a coffin) made
by the Bill Gates’ of this world. Man is
a human being, a social being and has
needs that can be satisfied only through
human relationships and his creative
energies. What is crying out within this
younger generation (though they may
not recognise it as such) is their need to
express their God-given individuality,
their own unique personality. This
cannot be done when the system sets out
to smother the differences. Sennett
traces the beginnings of the problems
back to the Reformation and the
Protestant ‘work ethic’. The
Reformation capitalists (doctrine of ‘by
faith alone’ and not by ‘works’), had to
find virtue in their work. "Because
religion was absent, work was
scrutinised for goodness..." wrote Sennett.
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Catholic writer Hilaire Belloc believed
the Reformation led on to the dividing |
of the Christian in two — his Christian —
or religious — life was separated from
his life as a citizen. This had economic
repercussions in the idea that a man can
keep his religious and his business — or
secular — life apart and not allow one to
interfere with the other.

Other interconnected ideas that stem
from the Reformation had the greatest
effect upon the developments of politics
and philosophy. The idea that ministers
of the churches, although elected by
their congregations or presbyters, could
no longer be questioned once elected
and ordained, had its counterpart in the
development of the political and
parliamentary systems. The same idea is
very much in vogue today with our
politicians ~ Sir Marcus Oliphant,
former State Governor of South
Australia described the present systeth
as ‘an elected dictatorship’. Once
elected, politicians are no longer
answerable to their electors. Parliament
is supreme; in fact, The Party is
supreme. There is no higher law than
the Law of Parliament. A far different
concept than that which was accepted
before the Reformation.

In denying the effectiveness of good
deeds and of the human will, the door
was opened to the domination of the
mind by money. There are many
politicians and businessmen who say
with sincerity and zeal that the glory of
God is the only object worthy of human
activity, but, in practice divorce good
deeds from the power of saving the
individual soul, as they go about their
pursuit of riches and power. Another
effect of the Reformation was the
justification of the financial system
being based on usury.

The Reformation remains the ‘seed bed’
of 20th century industrial capitalism
which has led on to globalisation. Men
are subordinated to production and
production is subordinated to money
(mammon). It is a reversal of right
order. Judging by the tumult and chaos
around us, we need to go back to the
fork in the road where we took the
wrong turning.
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The complex was first discovered in 1990 near Sarina Queensland.

fascinating report from Queensland’s Sarina Shire Council claims that after "'almost a decade of research,"

findings indicate that the ruins of a typical Phoenician Colony settlement have been discovered at
Freshwater Point near Sarina."Artefacts, inscriptions, ruins of harbours and settlements have been privately
documented..." In fact, the report goes on to claim that not only have "adjacent sites been discovered on the
Queensland coast, ... but Egyptian, Hebrew, Phoenician and Ogam scripts are documented from sites all over
Australia along with constructions, harbours and roads."

The author expresses his deep concern at
the refusal of ‘the powers that be’ to
consider the fact that they might have to
‘re-write’ Australian history in the light of
these discoveries, and that the refusal to do
so has ‘political overtones’. Not only does
history and politics become involved in the
discovery and related research, but proof of
settlements "will change Palaentological
history of aboriginal origins...” if the
evidence reveals that the earlier
Aboriginals were used as galley slaves for
colonisation.

"Aboriginal activity is well documented in
later times..." such as local aborigines
demolishing walls to create fish traps, etc.”
But what if the Australian Aboriginals are
“remnants of colonies brought from Africa
and India by ancient sea-king
€xpeditions?”

To get some idea in our mind of what we
are looking at, let the author explain: "A
typical Phoenician colony was an isthmus,
with freshwater springs, twin harbours
built of stone set in furnace slag cement,
houses of mud brick, with adjacent fields
for crops of millet and barley. The religious
edifices were unique with Bel and Tanit
shrines as God and Goddess, with a tophet
cemetery and also small shrines of sawn
granite with a crude idol. The sea people
were essentially traders in exotic wares and
exported and imported, also supplying
navigators and shipwrights, with a monopoly

on maps, charts and navigation." Minos Kings out of Crete and Libya

ending at Carthage, approximately 2000

The complex was first discovered in 1990 BC t0 400 BC."

by Mr.Val Osborne of Sarina. The decade
of research indicates that the Sarina site is
“... atypical Phoenician Colony settlement
of the ancient sea kings of around
1000BC. Such sites exist the world
over... Similar sites exist around the North
African Coasts with Carthage, an old
capital, and Tyre and Sidon, as
Mediterranean capitals of the era ISO0BC.
The sea-king trading era began with the

Mr. Osborne believes that, "Nothing
further in international sea trade after the
collapse of maritime history became
evident until the 14th Century AD. Ezekiel
27 and 1 Kings 10 in the Old Testament
provide descriptions of the lifestyle,
culture and cargoes with 3 year voyages
utilising fleets. Ivory from Africa,
peacocks from India, marmosets from the
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upthrust limestone coral reefs and igneous
intrusions, fissured by earthquakes and
gases. The result is a geology student’s
dream/nightmare... Very rare minerals are
present, along with rare metals and tiny
gemstones. The entire area is known to be

Compare with Hittite seal of about 2000BC and
Ancient Briton Coin 100-200BC

an unexploited gold and silver field... The
area is extremely beautiful and hosts some
46% of Australian bird species, for
instance. The marine environment adjacent
provides a vast biota of marine life unique
to this area, as yet, unrealised..."

WHO WERE
THE PHOENICIANS?

"The able Panch (‘Phoenicians’) setting
out to invade the Earth, brought the whole
World under their sway."-- Mah3-Barata
Indian Epic of the Great Barat

"The Brihat [‘Briton’] singers belaud
Indra... Indra hath raised the Sun on high
in heaven... Indra leads us with single
sway—The Panch [Phoenicina Brihats]
leaders of the earth. Ours only, and none
others is He!"-- Rig Veda Hymn

“Brihat” as a dialectic Sanskrit variant of
the more common "Barat” and the source
of "Brit" or "Briton".

Taken from The Phoenician Origin of the
Britons, Scots & Anglo-Saxons by L.A.
Waddell

We know they were the great pioneering
mariners and commercial peoples who
explored the wide seas and confines of the
Ancient World. We know they colonised
the western half of the Mediterranean and
Atantic coasts, to the left and the right of
the Straits of Gibraltar.

The Phoenicians of Tyre were celebrated
for their manufactures of glass-work,
textiles, embroideries and purple dyeing;
they brought the art of purple-dyeing to a
high state of perfection. Garments or
hangings dipped in Tyrean purple were
among the most treasured possessions of
kings and rich men in every land. The

Heritage - Vol. 23 No. 94

Phoenicians were looked upon as the
inventive people par excellence; as the
great trading nation; to them was ascribed
the invention of Arithmetic, Measure, and
Weight.

They are accredited with developing the
phonetic alphabet; their script consisted of
twenty two letters. The phonetic alphabet,
that is the written language, represented
the sounds of speech - the vocal sounds.
The alphabetic character forms the
foundation of all European alphabets. It
was the Greeks who gave these ancient
mariners and colonisers, traders and
manufacturers the name of Phoenician.
Their own language, the Punic language,
was the commercial language of antiquity
— just as English is the common language
of the commercial world today.

It was presumed the Phoenicians were a
distinct Semitic race - but not so according
to L.A.Waddell, LL.D.; C.B.; C.LE in his
book The Phoenician Origin of Britons,

Phoenician Coin of Carthage inscribed “Barat”

Scots and Anglo-Saxons published in
1924.  Dr. Waddell claimed the early
Britons, Scots and Anglo-Saxons were a
branch of the famous Phoenicians and
seeks to prove his claim in his books, in
particular the above book. Dr. Waddell was
no slouch when it came to qualifications:
Fellow of Royal Anthropological Institute,
Linnean & Folk-Lore Societies, Hon.
Correspondent  Indian  Archeological
Survey, Ex-Professor of Tibetan, London
University.

On translating the bi-lingual Phoenician
inscriptions on the Newton Stone
(Scotland) Waddell says the author of the
inscriptions "... in dedicating a votive
monument to the Sun-god Bel, calls
himself by all three titles: "Phoenician”,
"Briton" and “Scot"; and records his

BY ELIZABETH DIXON

personal name and native town in Cilicia,
which was a well known ancient city-port
and famous seat of "Sun-worship" in Asia
Minor"

Dr. Waddell claimed, "This British-
Phoenician prince from Cilicia is,
moreover, disclosed in his own inscription
in Scotland to be the actual historical
original of the traditional "Part-olon, king
of the Scots "who, according to the Ancient
British Chronicles of Geoffrey and
Nennius, and the legends of the Irish Scots,
came with a fleet of colonists from the
Mediterranean and arrived in Erin, after
having cruised round the Orkneys (not far
distant from the site where this Phoenician
monument stands) and colonized and
civilized Ireland, about four centuries
before the Roman occupation of Britain.
And he is actually called in this inscription
" Part-olon" by a fuller early form of that
name."

Dr. Waddell wrote that the British-
Phoenician inscription on the Newton
Stone rehabilitated the belief in the
genuineness of the traditional indigenous
British Chronicles as preserved by
Geoffrey of Monmouth and Nennius, and,
at the same time, extends the time of the
Scots in Scotland back over eight centuries
beyond the period previously thought.

On the British Chronicles he had this to
say, “These chronicles, although formerly
accorded universal credence in Britain and
on the Continent up till about a century
ago," (now two centuries later,)” have been
arbitrarily jettisoned aside by modern
writers on early British history, obsessed
with exaggerated notions of the Roman
influence on Britain, as mere fables. But
the genuineness of these traditional
chronicles, thus conclusively established
for the period about 400 B.C., is also now
confirmed in a great variety of details for
other of these traditional events in the pre-
Roman period of Britain."

"This ascertained agreement of the
traditional British Chronicles with leading
ascertained facts of pre-Roman British
History wherever it can be tested,
presumes a similarly genuine character
also for the leading events in the earlier
tradition. This begins with the arrival of

“Catti” Briton Coins of pre-Roman Britain of about second century B.C. with Sun symbols. (A

Spring 2000 - Page 4
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Sketch map of Site of Newton Stone and its Neighbourhood.

"King Brutus-the-Trojan" and his "Briton”
colonists with their wives and families in a
great fleet from the Mediterranean
about 1103 B.C, and his occupation,
colonization and civilization of Albion,
which he then is recorded to have called
after himself and his Trojan Briton
followers" Brit-ain" or "Land of the Brits,"
after dispossessing a still earlier colony of
kindred Britons in Albion.

"All the more so is this pre-Roman -British
tradition with its complete king lists and
chronicles probably genuine, as the Ancient
Britons, properly so-called, are now found

to have been accustomed to the use of
writing from the earliest period of their first
arrival in Albion or Britain. And the
cherished old British tradition that Brutus-
the-Trojan and his "Britons" hailed from the
Mediterranean coast of Asia Minor is in
agreement with the fact that King Part-olon
“the Briton" actually records his native land
as being also on the Mediterranean coast of
Asia Minor. And this tradition is now
confirmed by the discovery that many of the
prehistoric engravings and inscriptions on
the rocks and monoliths in Britain are of the
Trojan type.

BY ELIZABETH DIXON
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Aryan Phoenician Inscription on Newton Stone
Note Swastka Cross in 4th line. The 2nd letter () should have
its middle limb slightly sloped to left.

"Fully to appreciate the historical
significance of these long undeciphered
Phoenician and Sumerian inscriptions in
Britain, and their associated evidence, it is
necessary to have some general
acquaintance with the results of my
researches into the racial origin and
previously unknown early history and world
activities of the Phoenicians for a period of
over two thousand years beyond that
hitherto known to our historians..."

I am sure we are going to hear more about
the Freshwater Point colony near Sarina,
and, could it be we need to look afresh at the

The Makers of Civilization
in Race and History Lawadden

study of world civilization.

$50 Posted
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This distinguished author has, in these pages unfolded before us the
history of human existence from the remotest possible date in a very
systematic manner in lucid and romantic style.The rise of the Aryans
or Sumerians; their originations and propagation of civilization; their
extension of it to Egypt and Crete; He has reconstructed his thesis
from Babylonian, Egyptian, Hittite, Indian and Gothic sources. It will
be no exaggeration if we say that Dr Waddell has laid the basis of

Available fromThe Australian Heritage Society
See inside cover for contact details





















CASE FOR AN ELECTORAL OMBUDSMAN 2

a level of inaccuracy as high as that
" exposed in the Dickson electorate. Given
that roll-padding, or roll-stuffing as some
call it, is notoriously one of the chief ploys
by those bent on corrupting an election, it
is outrageous that the law specifically
prohibits calling any evidence that it
occurs, and that no one has sought to have
it changed.

ROLE OF THE AUSTRALIAN
ELECTORAL COMMISSION (AEC)
IN POLICING ITS SYSTEM

L It can question its own roll at any
time except during an election

You and I may not be able to question the
electoral roll but the Australian Electoral
Commission can, and its Divisional
Returning Officers (DRO’s) do so as an
ongoing process until an election looms.
They constantly remove names by
objection until an election looms, when
they become too busy hiring and training
people to run the numerous polling booths
in their electorate to continue. The roll is
closed.

Let me exemplify. Section 90 of the
Electoral Act reads ‘all proceedings shall
be open to scrutineers’. In theory this
could mean all proceedings from printing
of the ballot papers to the final storage of
the counted votes. In fact only
proceedings in the polling booths and
counting centres are open to scrutineers.
But not even pre--polling booths at least in
my region are, or DRO’s offices on
polling night when they enter vote tallies
from polling booths for the national tally
room. Let alone, the printing, holding or
transit of ballot papers, or electronic
operations either of outsourced unknown
companies or the AEC itself.

7. The AEC has no policy for
investigating manipulation of, and
fraud in, elections.

The truth is that the AEC has no policy for

investigation of manipulation and fraud. It

has no manual to tell its own DRO’s
officers how to investigate fraud although
it has manuals on virtually everything
else. Moreover, if DRO’s, prepared to give
an honest answer, if they knew if fraud
existed, they would probably admit they
didn’t know and would be highly unlikely
to be able to identify it if people were
intent on committing it. Indeed the AEC
itself admitted this in a report to the Joint

Standing Committee on Electoral Matters

after the 1993 election in that it knew of

ten ways of committing fraud, but could
identify only one.
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8. The AEC alone holds all evidence
necessary for investigations

Some people believe the AEC does hold
evidence of fraud in every election but the
manner in which the evidence is
interpreted and presented is part of the
problem. For example in the case of
multiple voting, the question to be asked
is how many electors are recorded on Line
C6 (d) for the whole of Australia. The
figures might be rather different from
those routinely published. The AEC
accepts a multiple voter’s answer (in the
same name) on face value if that voter
says he or she did not vote twice. As to
any prosecution, the Federal Police give it
a low priority.

9. The negative role of the AEC in
policing elections

The AEC does not police its own
elections. Rather, it seeks to persuade the
Commonwealth Parliament no policing is
needed on the grounds that ‘there is no
fraud’, ‘little fraud’, ‘no significant fraud’
or ‘no fraud that will overturn an election.’
This view, that honesty prevails in
elections, makes it harder to achieve
safeguards in the Commonwealth
Parliament, and thereby easier to be
dishonest.

NECESSITY FOR AN
ELECTORAL OMBUDSMAN

1. Role of an electoral ombudsman

Clearly if the AEC will not police itself on
its own conduct of elections, an
independent ‘policeman’ is necessary.
This should be an electoral ombudsman to
do so on behalf of the voters, party
workers and officials, or candidates who
have nowhere to go with their many
‘grassroots’ complaints during elections.
In my experience, these, if aggregated,
amount to a very disturbing level of
concern about the integrity of the process
in certain electorates or in toto.

Such an ombudsman would lift the
responsibility from those citizens who
detect serious deficiencies in the AEC’s
administration but are reluctant to go
public with their concerns to the
Parliament or the AEC itself knowing, if
they do so, they will face a hostile
reception and inadequate replies from the
AEC and possible threats, character
assassination and intimidation from
elsewhere.
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2. Evidence of corrupt voting culture
in report on Richmond Council
election 1982

To those many doubting Thomases who
accept assurances of the AEC that ‘all is
best in the best of possible worlds’ of
democracy, I refer the article of Dr.
Grabowsky, research director of the
Australian Institute of Criminology,
‘Machine politics, corruption and the
Richmond City Council (Wayward
Governance 1989) with a scathing
exposure of its corrupt voting culture,
exhibiting a blatant array of ballot-rigging
tricks exposed in the 1982 inquiry into the
Richmond Council in Melbourne. I ask
them can they really believe this culture is
really limited to Richmond Council.

3. Evidence of contentious management
changes in November 6, 1999 referendum

To those doubting Thomases I also say
‘take a hard look’ at the AEC’s conduct of
the November 6, 1999 referendum. The
AEC allowed postal and pre-poll votes 10
days before the issue of the writs by the
Governor-General, and three weeks
before the close of the roll. It allowed
voting results to be posted on the Internet
before voting closed in two eastern states.
It published approval of 15 alternative
ways of admitting formal votes, other than
the mandatory Yes/No prescribed in the
Referendum Act in the Scrutineers
Handbook published on the Internet four
weeks before the referendum including
ticks and crosses, and No votes by either
method crossed out with Yes and a tick
substituted - the basis being an Attorney-
General’s advice of 1961 on the separate
Electoral Act as to the discretion of the
returning officer on the then handful of
votes. It centralised the issue of postal
ballot papers by computer with an
outsourced Queensland firm without
authorisation by DRO’s for use of this
‘other means’ or of a facsimile of their
initials to be inscribed thereon.

4. Failings of present mechanisms
of complaint

Where does John Doe go to complain
about such matters at present? To the Joint
Standing Committee on Electoral Matters
or the responsible minister. But what does
he find when he appears before them? No
continuity whatsoever. Members of the
Committee constantly changing, most not
attending every meeting. Ministers and
their staffers also constantly changing.

Continued next page



CASE FOR AN ELECTORAL OMBUDSMAN 3

by Dr. Amy McGrath OAM

SUMMARY OF IMPORT OF EXCHANGE OF LETTERS AND FAXES

Australian Electoral Commissioner, Bill Gray and Federal Director National Party, Paul Davey

Validity of 7 ways of voting other than 'yes’ or 'no’

Mr. Davey challenged Mr Gray (Octl8)
that the Act is quite specific:

‘according to the Act, the AEC is required
to accept only ballot papers marked as per
Section 24 as valid votes. All others should
be declared invalid’

In answer Mr. Gray quoted Sections 24 and
93(8) verbatim

1. Section 24 says each elector ‘shall
indicate his or her vote by writing the word

‘ves’ or ‘no’ in the space provided’

2. Section 93(8) says ‘in deciding on
whether a ballot paper has been marked in
the manner prescribed by Section 24, the
AEC must also take into account whether
the voter’s intention is clear and will favour
the franchise wherever possible

Mr Davey challenged Mr. Gray’s failure to
allow Section 24 to stand alone.

‘Given the unequivocal nature of Section
24 of the Act, we question why Section
93(8) should be interpreted ‘as giving
licence to a wider interpretation. We
contend that ‘effect shall be given to a
ballot paper of a voter according to the
voter's intention, so far as that Intention is
clear’ means ‘clear as per Section 24 in the
writing of the words ‘yes’ or no.

Mr. Davey argued that the ‘intent of the
Act’ should be pre-eminent viz:

‘an unequivocal upholding of Section 24 of
the Referendum Act would guarantee the
most accurate ballot possible, which must
surely be the intent of the Act the more
interpretations that are allowed the greater
the chance of mistake.

ADVICE FROM THE ATTORNEY-
GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT

Mr. Gray advised information on formal
and informal votes in the Scrutineers
Handbook was based on ‘legal advice from
the Attorney-General’'s  Department
(Oct.20) * so that ‘disputes at the scrutiny
over formality of ballot papers can be dealt
with efficiently.” Mr Davey asked for a
copy given that departmental advice is
‘clearly not confidential. (Oct. 20)’

Mr Gray refused Mr. Davey’s request for
the copy as subject to legal/professional
privilege, and because it was not policy to
release such legal advice to any party
involved in an electoral or referendum
event. Yet he revealed the substance, saying
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‘the gravamen of that advice’ was as
follows:

‘Notwithstanding the mandatory terms of
Section 24, this provision does not
prescribe an exhaustive mode of indicating
a vote as it must be read subject to section
93(8). Deviations from what is prescribed
by section 24 will not render a ballot paper
informal, if the ballot paper satisfies the
requirements of section 93(8) by a clear
indication of the voter's intention.’

To justify this argument, Mr. Gray quoted
from a High Court judgement, Kane v
McClelland (1962) Il CLR 518 on the
effect of involving Form E in the Schedule
to the Commonwealth Electoral Act in
relation to analogous  provisions
concerning Senate elections. This
argument cannot be sustained. Yes'/‘No’
vote is exhausted in itself. And the
Referendum Act stands alone.

Mr. Davey challenged whether a tick
should be seen as valid and not a cross.

‘Our point about ticks and crosses is that
people these days (far more so than at the
last referendum in 1988) use them on an
almost daily basis to indicate a positive
and/or negative answer to a range of
computer-based questionnaires.’

Mr Gray replied as follows:

‘The Attorney-General’s Department has
confirmed that referendum ballot papers
marked with ticks only would be formal,
the ticks denoting approval in each case.
However, ballot papers marked with
crosses only would be informal as there
would be no clear indication of the voter’s
intention. A cross may be used, by itself
variously to denote approval or
disapproval.’

Request to count and record the 7
alternative ways of valid voting

Should Mr. Gray not ‘uphold’ Mr. Davey ‘s
position he ‘respectfully’ asked that

‘all forms of valid votes be divided in
separate blocks, counted and recorded
separately. (Oct 18) Mr. Gray refused,
saying ‘such a process would not be in
accordance with, the strict procedures for
the scrutiny as prescribed in the
Referendum Act’

Mr. Davey replied ‘I can find nothing in
Section 91 of the Act that would prevent
the National Party’s request from being
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implemented. If anything our suggestion
enhances the requirements of Section 91.
By doing this at the initial count, any
recounts that may be required would be
undertaken more speedily. (Oct19)’

CONCLUSION

1. Unlimited interpretation of S. 93 (8)
renders S 24 unnecessary and nugatory.

2. The Attorney General’s Department’s
advice can have no legal force.

3. This advice has resulted in unlawful
instructions to DRO’s and scrutineers. -

4. This advice is contrary to explicit
instructions in the Act reflected in
12,000,000 booklets to voters and TV
advertising  which  declares, after
explaining voters must vote only 'yes' or
'no' ‘anything else won’t count.’

The political parties should set up an office
of Electoral Ombudsman to ensure
accountability in the electoral process. .
(HS Chapman Society, GPO Box 2391
Sydney NSW 2001)

OBJECTIVES OF THE H.S.
CHAPMAN SOCIETY

To promote public understanding of the
Australian electoral systems

To monitor the operation of the Australian
electoral system and, where necessary,
recommend changes to the law and
practice of elections

To compare the Australian electoral
systems with the electoral systems of other
democratic countries

To develop and promote the principles of
fair elections applicable to the Australian
electoral system

To identify the opportunity for, and the
occurrence of, electoral fraud, malpractice
and maladministration, and to promote
legislative and administrative solutions
consistent with the principles of fair
elections

To support the fundamental principle of the
secret ballot, the integrity of the electoral
roll and the public scrutiny of each stage of
the electoral process

To develop links with comparable non-
government  organisations whose
objectives are compatible with those of the
H.S.Chapman Society









HAMLETS ALL 2

In ancient Egypt the cat, as you know,
was held divine. Temples were built in
its honour. When a cat died, all
members of the household shaved their
eyebrows. In a modern house, a cat is
the living reminder of a remote
antiquity, a chip of the immemorial rock
of life. Just such a cat - you reflect as
you look at yours - may have purred to
watch a pyramid a-building, or rubbed
her cheek against the ankle of King
Thothmes the Third. There is nothing,
in the cat, of the modern spirit, of the
troubled mind that broods over
that tangle of frustrations and
bewilderments that we call life; the
mind of Hamlet.

As I have said, I think it quite possible
that this theory - the theory that
Hamlet’s singular attractiveness rests on
the fact that we are Hamlets all - may
strike you at first as a monstrous
absurdity. "Have you never mixed with
the world 7" I may be asked. "Have you
known nobody but wits and
philosophers? Have you never kept your
ears open, never noticed of what stuff
the ordinary conversation of men and
women is fashioned? It is an entire
mistake to think that what you call the
brooding philosophic spirit is anything
but an extreme rarity. The great majority
never brood, never philosophize, never
ask questions about the meaning or
purpose of human life. They take things
for granted; they swallow the universe
like a glass of beer.

Next time you are in your club
smoking-room, do, for heaven's sake,
pay a little attention to the stream of
fatuity that flows from the lips of your
fellow clubmen; and you will never
again afflict us with nonsense about
everybody being a Hamlet !" To which I
reply: My dear friend, I used to think
exactly as you do; but the years, which
have brought me cares a-many and
troubles have also brought me the power
of seeing a little deeper than I used to
see into the hearts of my fellows, and
also into my own heart. I quite agree
with you that we are not very like
Hamlet in our talk or in our outward
semblance. He is a wit; we are dull and
muddy-mettled creatures beside him.
He can utter deep things about life and
death; we can utter only inanities and
trivialities. But what of it? The real
difference between us and Hamlet is
that we are inarticulate, while he has at
his beck and call all the vast resources
of his creator, who was the greatest lord
of language that has ever been. We are
dumb; he has a word for everything he
wants to say. I judge other people by
myself; and I know that the shallow
stuff I utter, in spoken or in printed
words, is a wretched caricature of the
real me.

We cannot express our deeper selves,
and the reason why we are endlessly
drawn to Hamlet is that he finds words
for us; that he puts our questionings into
speech, and finds utterance for our

Professor Walter Murdoch

coiled perplexities. He too has stood
face to face with the sphinx; we are less
lonely, having found a companion in our
bewilderment.

Most of the people we meet seem dull
and uninteresting; as we, probably,
seem dull and uninteresting to most of
the people we meet. But there are no
really uninteresting people on earth if
we could only see into everybody's
heart and mind as Shakespeare lets us
see into the heart and mind of Hamlet.
The dullest of us, had he only the power
of saying what he feels and thinks,
would be thrillingly interesting to all the
rest of us. As we read this play, the gulf
that separates us from the Elizabethan
age is bridged; the little accidental
differences disappear; Hamlet is the
modern man; he is all of us - with only
this distinction, that what we must
dumbly think and feel he can say.

What a sermon could be made out of
this, if I were gifted with pulpit
eloquence! Here we are, all Hamlets, all
groping after the meaning of life, all
brooding over the same tragedy of sin
and sorrow, all striving after the same
ends, all whirled round on the same
planet towards the same doubtful doom;
a little handful of shipwrecked mortals
on a raft in the ocean of infinity. How
strange, in the cosmic picture, seem our
squabblings, our back bitings, our
international rivalries and our racial hatreds!
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FIVE FINGERS FORM FINE FEDERATION

by Neil McDonald

Five fingers were having an argument. "We're all on strike," thundered the thumb. "There’s no level playing field or equal pecking
order. When people say “Thumbs Up! Tribute is paid because | am considered the most important.”

“Get lost!" chalienged the index finger... "l am the signpost pointing the correct direction.*

“I stand still and stretch,” interrupted the middle finger. “I am the pivot — as prominent as pyramid peak or tip of iceberg."

“Fools,” called the fourth finger. You are male chauvinist chatterers... ask the women — more than half the human population — which
favourite finger is worthy of treasured rings?*

There was a flurry of bumping and poking — a quartet quarreling over greatness. Then, suddenly a softer voice urged silence. "Fellow
finger rings, you haven’t considered the little finger?"

The squabblers stopped and stared. “Hello, midget digit — you've woken from slumber,” barked the thumb. "Go back to sleep™
snarled the index finger. "Look up and learn," advised the middle finger. "Is there any wisdom that our most silent partner could
offer?” enquired the ring finger.

The little finger leaned forward, "Not one of you garrulous critics is more important than | - the smallest member. Are we not similar
to the separate states of Australia, each contributing to a Commonwealth? Fingers are essential parts of the human hand, achieving
va'rlied skills from grasping a rattle to the dexterity of a concert pianist. Take one little finger from an orchestra and melody will
collapse."

“The little finger is too often overlooked. Notice carefully when an auctioneer, judge or politician drives and delivers a statement —
all fingers are curled into a fist. At the climax, the fist is struck heavily onto bench or table. Which finger receives the impact and

absorbs the shock? With modesty | point out, it is not the dominant thumb or the talkative trio - but |, the I i
Protector of the human hand!" + the little finger. | am the
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MOST WHO HAVE TAKEN THE TROUBLE
TO THINK ABOUT ELECTION RULES,
PROCEDURE AND VOTING SYSTEMS ARE
HORRIFIED AT THE UNFAIRNESS
CLEARLY EVIDENT. EQUALLY
HORRIFYING I$ THE EASE WITH WHICH
FRAUDS CAN AND ARE BEING USED.
FOLLOWING THE 1998 FEDERAL
ELECTION | STUDIED THE ALARMING
SITUATION, | OBTAINED FROM MY
LocAL ELECTORAL OFFICE ALL THE
INFORMATION I COULD GET.

WAKE UP AND ACT

I am sadly aware that most ‘freedom
groups’ are neglecling the vitally
important necessity of reforming the
clection systems. What is the use of
working your guts out 1o get ‘freedom
people’ elected il a crooked system then
robs you of a victory.

I submitted a number of suggestions lor
a hetter electoral system to the Joint
Standing Committee on Electoral
Matters and received a good reply from
them. Part of their reply stated, "Thank
you for your letter dated 6 April 2000 it
has been considered carelully by the
committee and included in the commit-
tee's correspondence for the 1998 fed-
eral election inquiry.” The word
"carefully" sounded very good to me. I
implore other ‘freedom’ minded people
to likewise forward suzgestions and/or
complaints to the Electoral Committee.

Their address is: -Parliament of
Australia, Joint Standing Commitiee on
Electoral Matlers, Parliament House,
Canberra, ACT 2600. - Email
JSCEM@aph.gov.au

A FAULTY SYSTEM

I have been saying how bad the system
is - what proof and complaints do I
have? Election victories are mainly for
the rich; those with little money can’t
afford to compete with the brain- wash-
ing big spenders.

The media often looks after its big
spenders and will at times suppress
publication of anything they hate. I sug-
gested that election publicity be limited
hy law to a maximum of $2000 per
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D0 WE HAVE
FAIR ELECTIONS?

by Bruce Hannaford
Australian Freedom Foundation

candidate so minor parties and Indepen-
dents get a {air go.

THE VOTING SYSTEMS

The present voting systems must be
modified, the main problem being the
Lower onc meinber per electorate
preferential system. This system almost
guarantees a major party person will
win. Greatly to be preferred is a sys-tem
of large Lower House clectorates 3 io 5
members per electorate and these
elected by proportional representa-tion.
I we must have one member per Lower
House electorate the preferential system
must be changed.

For a start it must not be essential to
give preferences 1o all candidates.

The present system usually means one
of the major parties finish up getting a
full value vote even when it is passed on
through several defeated candidates.

In a democracy you must not be
compelled to vote for people or parties
you dislike or even hate, It ali seems
very much like the voting system of the
failed Soviet USSR and should have no
place in a true democracy.

MORE SUGGESTIONS
[ submitted a suggestion to the Electoral
Commitice where the voter could
optionally fill in whatever num-ber of
preferences they liked., even not fill in
any il they wanted to only vote for one
person.

This would mean the rule that ‘a winner
must get a majority of votes’ would
nced to be abandoned; many votes
could be lost due to not being passed on
by losing candidates.

However the usual climination of the
lowest scoring candidate and  the
passing on of their preferences (il any)
would proceed as usual until only two
remained and then the highest scoring
onc would win.

[ added much greater detail than 1
present here and, if you would like to
see the complete suggestion, contact me
or look at it on my Internet www page,
You can contact me on cmail at
brucchan@senet.com.au
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UPPER HOUSE SYSTEM

The Senate or State Upper House voting
systems are much fairer than the Lower
House one-member-per- electorate -
system that favours major parties.

Without going into many details, it is
approximately true to say of the Upper
House that if say one fifth of voters
wan{ a Democrat one fifth of those
elected will be Democrats.

But in the Lower House if one fifth of
the voters want a Democrat there is no
chance of winning when both major
parties are contesting the electorate.

The Upper House system is cartying out
the voters wishes. the Lower House
system is largely limiting the voters
choice to one of the two major parties.

ABOVE THE LINE VOTING

Although the Upper House system is
good there is an unfair obstacile for
some minor parties and independents.
This is due to the ‘above the line” voting
system now allowed.

To qualily for an above the line box you
need Lo be a party or political group. so
independents miss out. This is a
tremendous disadvantage as usually
more than 90% of voters use ahove the
line voting. This system is a cunning
move by major parties to make the
election of troublesome independents
almost impossible. Who is going to
bother filling out about fitty numbers
below the line when one figure above
the line will suffice?

PREDICTIONS COME TRUE

I have for years been predicling the
major parties will try to either abolisb
the Upper House. limit its powers. or
change the voling syslem, Lo make life
difficult  for minor partics or
independents.

As 1 write (his article there are moves
afoot in SA (o basically do most of what
1 predicted.

There is a suggesiion that the numbers
in the Upper House be reduced. Now if
this is done a higher quota of votes will






Surprisingly it has passed unnoticed that A.D. 2000, is the setting for one of the most
famous socialist Utopias which pre-dated both Huxley’s Brave New World and Orwell’ s
Nineteen Eighty Four. Edward Bellamy’s Looking Backward was published in 1888 and

was influential in shaping the policy of the Social Democratic parties in

Great Britain and America.

U

Written as a novel the plot was
simplistic and contrived. A wealthy
young man, Julian West, suffering from
insomnia, employs a mesmerist to put
him to sleep in the soundproofed but
ventilated basement of his house. One
night the house is burned down and he is
presumed dead. His next waking
experience is of being revived by a
doctor and his daughter, Edith, in the
Boston of the year 2000, though he
himself has not aged in the least. The
novel ends with the revelation that Edith
is indeed the great-grand-daughter of
the Edith whom Julian was to marry.
The book ends with the marriage of
Julian and Edith, who presumably live
happily ever after in the socialist
paradise where no change is possible.

Carried on this adequate, if scarcely
enthralling, plot, the bulk of the book
consists of descriptions of the future
socialist paradise as revealed to Julian
by tours of the new Boston in the
company of either Edith or Dr. Leete.
Both the desirability and inevitability of
socialism are expounded and the
criticisms of socialism current in
Bellamy’s lifetime, demolished, at least
to the author’s satisfaction. Notable in
our impression of the new Boston is the
total obliteration of the past.

The world of A.D.2000 which Julian
West discovers is the opposite of
Orwell’s vision of "Oligarchical
Collectivism” in Nineteen-Eighty Four,
although a hostile critic might make a
case that it has in it the seeds of
Huxley’s Brave New World. The chief
impression of the new world order is of
a comfortable, even luxurious, sterility
without struggle, pain or the beauty of
life. William Morris clearly felt this in
his criticism of the book in
Commonwealth for June 22, 1889,
"The danger... is that they also
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by ANTHONY COONEY

accepting its speculations as facts will
be inclined to say, ‘if that is Socialism,

*r 0

we won't help its advent’.

The world of Looking Backward is
clinical, efficient and organized. How
does it come about, by what process,
Revolution or Evolution? Bellamy
plumps for Evolution. Socialism is so
inevitable that it seems to the historians
of A.D.2000 that the Communists and
Revolutionists of the 19th Century were
hirelings and agents provocateur
subsidized by the Capitalists to discredit
Socialism. Bellamy is persuasive here.
Industry, particularly in his native
America, was being increasingly
amalgamated by Trusts and Cartels. The
logical end of the process would be the
amalgamation of all production and
distribution in a single monopoly.
Although Bellamy suggests that the
state would then " nationalize” this
Monopoly, there is an ambiguity which
leaves the possibility that it is the
Monopoly which will take over the
state. The ambiguity is suggested by the
model for Government which Bellamy
proffers. The system is eminently
"democratic"” with innumerable officers,
ranging from shop-steward to President
of the United States, being elected and
delegated through an elaborate Guild
system. The juridical power of the State
is not abolished, but transferred to an all
embracing Syndicate.

The growth of monopoly to the stage
where it and the state are inseparable is
plausible, though Bellamy gives no hint
that that growth is promoted by, and
dependent upon, the control of credit
and its allotment. It is complemented in
Bellamy’s Utopia by a similar
collectivization of labour.

"The moment the nation assumed the
responsibilities of capital, those
difficulties vanished... The national
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organization of labour under one
direction was the complete solution of
what was, in your day and under your
system, justly regarded as the insoluble
labour problem. When the nation
became the sole employer, all the
citizens, by virtue of their citizenship,
became employees, to be distributed
according to the needs of industry.”

Bellamy’s basic assumption is Scarcity
Theory. Scarcity Theory proposes that
resources are not only limited, but
scarce, and that it is the business of the
economist as administrator to allocate
them as effectively as possible. It is
Bellamy’s position that this cannot
be done except by centralized
administration and planning. Bellamy
of course never knew of the chaos
brought about in Communist countries
by precisely such centralized control.
Given the assumption of scarcity in
Bellamy’s Utopia, it follows that all
must work to obviate the ever constant
threat of shortage. This naturally applies
to women as well as men, and all
women must perform industrial service,
though this is presented as being their
“liberation"  rather  than their
degradation to "hands" in the "Industrial
Army."

Bellamy insists that in this Communist
system every man will be free to choose
his occupation albeit after three years’
service as a general labourer under
direction to work where needed. Further
he assures us that work will be stripped
of all toil by the application of
machinery. However the impression is
of a universal standing army, highly
disciplined and tightly drilled,
compelled by unceasing anxiety to
produce goods to satisfy the demand of
every caprice, however trivial.

The subsidiary assumption to scarcity is
that work is unpleasant, and therefore it



UTOPIA IS A TERRIBLE PLACE 2

is desirable to shorten both the hours
and the years of service in the Industrial
Army, Morris’ criticism of this is worth
considering:

"As an illustration it may be mentioned
that everybody is to begin the serious
work of production at the age of twenty-
one, work three years as a labourer, and
then choose his skilled occupation and
work till he is forty-five, when he is to
knock off his work and muse himself
(improve his mind, if he has one left
him.) Heavens! Think of a man of forty-
five changing all his habits suddenly
and by compulsion! It is a small matter
after this that the said persons past work
should form a kind of aristocracy (how
curiously old ideas cling) for the
performance of certain judicial and
political functions."

Bellamy is what Orwell described as
"A vulgar machine worshipper. It
interprets life as a mechanical process,
relentlessly at war with scarcity. He
does not see the possibility of pleasure
and fulfilment in work, and therefore
proposes not its elevation to art, but its
reduction to function by ever increasing
mechanization.

Bellamy’s view of art in the socialist
Utopia is philistine. Boston, it is true, is
filled with statuary and art galleries, but
all is kitsch, rather in the manner of the
"Socialist Realism" of Stalin’s Russia
and Hitler’s Germany. Whilst wireless
and television were unknown to
Bellamy he does make an intelligent
guess at the possibility of what became
known as "Rediffusion" through the
telephone system. By this means the
happy populace can tune into music of
high quality both in its composition and
performance, though one doubts if it
will include Bartok’s sense of
dissonance, much less Schoenberg’s
atonality. Yet it is in this very matter of
art and music that the sterility of
Bellamy’s Utopia is most manifest.
Julian West is introduced to the wonders

of the telephone system when Edith
asks him,

"Are you fond of music, Mr. West?"
Julian replies,

“Nothing would delight me so much as
to listen to you."

"To me!" Edith replies, laughing, "Did
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you think I was going to play or sing to
you?" Julian learns that whilst people
may sing or play for their own
amusement, they do not do so for family
and friends since "professional” music
is so easily available:

"I suppose it was these difficulties in the
way of commanding really good music
which made you endure so much
playing and singing in your homes, by
people who had only the rudiments of
the art?" Edith says and Julian meekly
agrees. But what of the joy of making
music with others? It is banished, as
Edith explains:

"All the really fine singers and players
are in the musical service, and the rest
of us hold our peace for the main part,"
and again "We have simply carried the
idea of labour-saving by co-operation
into our musical service as into
everything else." In this Utopia the
performers are so numerous that
although there is a wide choice of
performance throughout all twenty-four
hours of the day, "no individual
performer, or group of performers, has
more than a brief part." Are we to
understand that making music is
regarded as a task to be, like everything
else, minimized to the point of
extinction Money has no part in
Bellamy’s Utopia. It is not merely
unnecessary but undesirable, precisely
because as Douglas argued, the gold
sovereign makes its  possessor
sovereign, at his command ships sail,
farmers reap, factories fabricate and
shop-keepers take down goods from the
shelves. The problem of money as
Douglas saw it, was simply that not
enough people had enough sovereigns
to make their demand for goods and
services effective. Bellamy will have
none of this; in his Utopia trade, buying
and selling, as we know them, have
disappeared. Everyone receives an
equal monthly allowance of credit,
irrespective of occupation. The credit is
made available by a kind of ration card
measured in notional "dollars.” When a
person needs or desires an article,
whether it be a hat or a loaf they go to
the state retail outlet and order it. A
clerk cancels the equivalent credit on
their card and the goods are delivered,
Bellamy would have us believe,
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Anthony Cooney

promptly. As a method of economic
control and coercion the system is
probably perfect.

What Bellamy fails to understand is that
even if the administrators of this
Communist State have all the fair-
mindedness, honesty, integrity of
intention, impersonal justice and total
objectivity which he assumes they will
have, there remains, inherent in the
system something psychologically
repellent — there are no shops, there is
no price hunting, there is no bargaining.
When Edith takes Julian “"shopping"
they go to an office where Edith looks
through sample books and orders the
dress material she requires. This, Julian
learns, is how everything is procured.
There would be no advantage in
"shopping around" among these
ordering points because all the patterns,
qualities and prices are exactly the
same. What is illustrated is Socialism’s
restricted concept of human life.
Shopping is viewed as merely
procurements completely divorced from
pleasure. Is it really possible that people
could regard the excitement of
shopping, the special smell of a
grocer’s, of a tobacconist’s, a draper’s or
a coffee merchant’s, the sight of lighted
windows on a winter’s evening, of
displays of fruit and vegetables on a
summer s morning, anti-social? Is it
really possible that they would find
desirable the reduction of shopping to a
tedious function?

Nothing perhaps illustrates the thorough
going  collectivism of Looking
Backward more than the "umbrella"
incident! Indeed Bellamy makes the
special point that the cameo is such an
illustration. Julian and his hosts are to
g0 to a restaurant for dinner. We learn,
incidentally, that this is the normal
thing, socialists, ten and now, favour
communal eating and rarely dine in
their own homes and this for the oddest
reason, they regard cooking and the
nurture of her family as degrading of the
wife and mother. However there is a
heavy rainstorm and to Julian’s surprise
this does not deter his hosts in the least.
Stepping from the house Julian is
astonished to find that the pavements
have been enclosed by a continuous
waterproof covering which provides a
dry corridor throughout the whole city.






AUSTRALIAN INVENTIONS 2

he was joined by Austin, also English-
born, and the men became known for
their association with the design and
manufacture of motor cars.

In 1888, Dunlop Station, near Bourke,
New South Wales, became the first
property in the world to shear an entire
wool clip with machines, despite initial
opposition by the shearers to adopting
the new methods.

The difficult job of persuading shearers
to change from blades to machines was
undertaken in large part by blade
champion Jim Davidson, one of the
1888 Dunlop shearers, who was
convinced of the value of mechanised
shears. As the leading advocate
of their use he  patiently
demonstrated them in sheds all over
Australia.

Several earlier innovative but
unsuccessful attempts had been made in
Australia to develop shearing
machines. The first, by Melbourne
inventor James Bolton Higham, was
patented in 1868. It had a semi-circular
plate with a serrated edge. A two-bladed
cutter revolved on the plate. It was
designed to operate by steam, water or
compressed air—power sources which
at that time were unreliable or difficult
to transport.

Another machine was patented by
JE.A. Gwynne in 1870. Although
considered too complicated, it did
incorporate several important
advantages, the main one being the
flexible joint between the shear and the
shaft. The machine was powered by
hand—an assistant turned a large wheel

connected by a rope drive to a smaller
pulley.

Taken from The Dictionary of
Australians Inventions & Discoveries
by Margaret McPhee

Another Invention
‘Made in Australia’

THE CHAFFEY
IRRIGATION
PUMPING ENGINE
The irrigation pumping engine, based

on a marine steam engine and connected
directly to a centrifugal pump was used
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to move water into irrigation channels.

The two pumping plants designed by
George Chaffey which supplied the
Mildura irrigation district with water for
more than 60 years had 100 cm
centrifugal pumps which were driven by
triple expansion marine steam engines.
The engines were connected directly to
the pumps, without belts, ropes, or any
kind of gearing.

The engines were built by the British
engineering firm Tangye Bros to
Chaffey’s revolutionary design. The
builders, doubting the efficacy of the
design, refused to accept responsibility
for the machines. They decided not to
use their own brand but instead labelled
the machines with Chaffey’s name.
These engines supplied water to the
irrigation channels around Mildura and
Renmark until replaced by electric
motors more than half a century later,
working at an average hourly output
rate of some 8,500 000 litres each. The
pumps were the largest in the world at
the time of their installation.

GEORGE CHAFFEY:

Pioneer of the use of engine-driven
centrifugal pumps for irrigation sys-tem
co-founder, with his brother, of Mildura
and Renmark irrigation.

George Chaffey and his brother William
Benjamin Chaffey (1856—1926) were
born in Canada. George, an engineer,
pioneered his irrigation techniques in
California, where in 1882 he tapped
underground water resources to
establish the Etiwanda Irrigation
Colony near Los Angeles. He was
encouraged to bring his skills to
Australia by Alfred Deakin, then the
Victorian government minister in
charge of water resources.

The Chaffey brothers arrived in 1896
and settled on drought-ridden land near
the old Mildura cattle station on the
lower Murray which, under an
agreement  with  the Victorian
government, was to be granted to them
progressively following the
establishment of permanent irrigation.
The Chaffeys formed a company
through which they offered both
irrigated blocks for fruit growing and
residential blocks.

They excavated 250 kilometres of main
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channels, 500 kilometres of secondary
channels and installed pumping stations
powered by triple expansion direct drive
engines designed by George Chaffey.
By 1891 they had acquired and sold
some 7000 hectares of land. However,
problems associated with soil salinity
and yabbie damage to the canal banks,
compounded by the collapse of the land
boom in the mid 1890s, led to
bankruptcy.

George Chaffey returned to California,
where he carried on his work in
irrigation. William Benjamin Chaffey
remained in Mildura and continued his
involvement in irrigation, fruit growing
and community affairs. The present
towns of Renmark and Mildura, and the
irrigation areas surrounding them, are
the result of the Chaffeys’ work.
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