


This issue of Heritage comes to our readers with warmest wishes for a very happy Christmas. Once again we have so
much to thank God for in our daily lives here in Australia. At this time of year we celebrate the greatest blessing of all
— that our inheritance provides us with free access to the knowledge of the Christmas message; the gift of God s Son to
mankind. Lets celebrate this amazing privilege with joy and generosity this year!
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THERE IS A HIGHER POWER 2

France three times, to bring 24 allied
prisoners of war back home.

Another pleasant duty befell us about
this time. We were able to take our
indefatigable ground crew — the Airframe
mechanics and the aircraft engineer—on a
joy trip to the Ruhr so that they, too, could
see the havoc we had wrought with their
expert mechanical skill in maintaining
our aircraft, and therefore our lives, in
good condition.

Our final flying was photographing
Europe. We did six trips to areas in
Norway, the Pyrenees and East Germany.
Most of our efforts were unsuccessful
due to excessive cloud, despite taking off
before dawn to get to the area before cloud
or fair-weather cumulus sprung up — six
hour trips with no photography.

One journey sticks in my memory
— on June 21%, 1945 we were briefed to
photograph an area of Germany east of
Berlin. As a result of the Yalta Conference
this was designated to come under the
control of the Soviet Union as from the
1% July, and we were warned the Russians
— our wartime “allies” - were already
aggressively defending this area, as they
did not want any aircraft of any other
country looking in to see what they were
doing, and might well send up fighter
planes to drive us away or shoot us down.
For this trip our ammunition racks were
filled with .303 bullets.

After demobilization about a year later,
enrolling in a two-year servicemens
“training course for the future” at the
Royal Agricultural College, Cirencester,
traveling and working in New Zealand
and Australia, and subsequently migrating
permanently to Australia, 1 had the
opportunity to sponsor my wireless
operator, Lester Blackett, his wife and
two boys as migrant farm workers to help
my new Australian wife and myself with
our farm in western Victoria, a welcome
release for him from his restricted life as
a miner in northern England, and a great
blessing to the Australian community who
enjoyed the Blackett family s tremendous
musical talents for many years.
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Vice Regal Republicans

Reprinted with permission from Quadrant, October 2003.

SIR: a POLL TAKEN BY Hobarts
Southern Cross Television following
Tasmanian Premier Jim Bacons
recommendation of Richard Butler as
governor-designate found 83 per cent
against the appointment.

Alan Ramsay referred to the “gall”
of a passionate republican accepting
the vice regal appointment and called
it “rank hypocrisy”. He quoted “an
old Labor head” as saying, “The
appointment . . . has to be the first step
to decay in what has been, until now, a
robust little government . . . Jim Bacon
— and it is wholly his choice — has opted
for celebrity over substance.”

Republican Mike Carlton continued
the outrage: “What republican would
not hoick his or her beliefs overboard
to wallow in such taxpayer-funded
luxury”. “The republic can wait,” he
concluded.

I was total aghast — even horrified — at
the appointment.

But perhaps we re missing something
interesting here!

We must assume Mr. Butler to be a
man of intelligence and principle. Why
wouldnt he wish to be identified with a

system of government that he carefully
examined before accepting the position
(“I agonized over it for a long time”) and
found was a good one. If his “agonizing”
resulted in the view that it was a bad
system, would he wish to be associated
with it? Surely not.

So lets observe him carefully, to see
if he carries out his duties properly, as
have his vice-regal predecessors for
200 years. If he does, then Professor
David Flint s description of Mr. Butlers
“conversion on the road to Hobart”
would show the reality that an intelligent
man, formerly committed to a republic,
had come to understand how well our
system of government works. Bill
Hayden was once a republican, but after
becoming Governor-General he became
a supporter of our present system.

If he does not resign, wont we be
entitled to think that he is another
person whose faith in a republic has
collapsed in the light of experience? The
disapproving 83 per cent may come to
respect his service to the crown he once
rejected. As Carlton said — the republic
can wait!

Philip L. Gibson
Paddington, NSW.

(

General.”

N\

Sir David Smith KCVO AO
on the Head of State of Australia:

“When designing the Australian Constitution, the
founding fathers had before them the Canadian
Constitution which describes the Queen as Canada’s
Head of State, and they drafted a Constitution for
Australia which contained no such provision. Instead
they gave us section 61, which, as Lord Haldane, the
Lord Chancellor, expressed it in two cases before the
Privy Council in 1916 and again in 1922, put the sovereign
in the position of having parted, so far as the affairs of the
Commonwealth (of Australia) are concerned, with every
shadow of active intervention in their affairs and handing
them over, unlike the case of Canada, to the Governor
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NEVILLE SHUTE (NORWAY)

constructed at a cost of £4,000 - deposit
£1,000, balance at 5% over 10 years, and
the air field, 1% of turnover up to £60,000
pounds falling to 5% on £200,000. This
resulted in considerable industry at
Portsmouth.

An expensive trade-in

Soon an order came for the first
“Courier” with the retractable
undercarriage. At this time two business
men decided to start small airlines in
England - the first Mr Hillman who
started the “Midland Scottish Air Ferries
Ltd.”. Airspeed Co traded in a 6.5 litre
Bentley car from Hillman as part payment
on a “Ferry”. He had purchased seven of
these expensive cars and decided to cut
back, due to the depression. When Shute
tried to sell this the best he could get was
£400 of the £700 trade in but the sale went
ahead.

The “Courier” was tested and the new
undercarriage proved a huge success, this
coming as their bank overdraft grew and
was a constant worry.

Sir Alan Cobham and Squadron Leader
W. Helmore decided to experiment with
“in flight” refueling, which is done by
having a hatch in the top of the cockpit
and the co-pilot standing half out of the
aircraft at 90 mph and a string lowered
with a balloon full of water, followed by
rope and then the hose to refuel. This was
done firstly so a greater payload could be
lifted off and when height was attained
fuelling would take place. Also they
hoped to fly non stop to India.

Air safety laws

Another change in the industry
occurred at this point. Laws were brought
in that fare paying passengers could not
be carried over water in a single engined
aircraft so, to save development costs,
the Courier was made with twin engines,
becoming the “Envoy” model. By 1933
the company was still making a loss but
there were 12 Couriers and 6 Envoys
under construction.

Shute and Tiltman are made Fellows
of the Royal Aeronautical Society which
is the highest distinction that British
aviation can offer, for their work in
building the retractable undercarriage
and in Shutes case his work on the R100
airship. The benefit of this honour was
the British government had an agreement
with the Society that members were given
preference for Government orders, and
then the Courier was allowed at the annual
air show as a display.

1934 arrived, and the depression was
worse. After many business arrangements
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the company decided to go to a public float
on the stock market to get more finance
to carry on and go forward. There are
many stories at this point of the company
history regarding planes they built for
strange reasons, such as the Emperor of
Abyssinia whose country was at war with
the Italians, the many air races which were
popular at the time, and so on.

Australian interest

One of the most interesting from our
point in Australia was an approach by
C. P. Ulm who was part of Sir Charles
Kingsford-Smiths group who were
contemplating starting a mail service from
America to Australia via the Pacific route,
and wanted to do a few test runs to prove it
could be done. Airspeed was approached
to build a suitable Envoy model for this
purpose. The problem they encountered
was the amount of fuel to carry and a
huge tank was built and fitted inside. This
then cut down the area that the three-man
crew could use, and so at Ulm s request
the navigator-radio operator was placed at
the rear of the tank with a speaker tube
to other crew. This then gave the situation
where nobody other than the navigator
could check the charts, but Ulm still
persisted with this arrangement, knowing
full well the navigator was a ships officer
and had very little experience of air
navigation. When the fatal first flight took
place the plane radioed in five hours after
they should have been at Honolulu. At the
enquiry it was stated, that they had had a
tail wind and actually over shot Honolulu
and lost their way. Ulm was a very
experienced pilot and when the navigator
became lost because of his location, Ulm
was not able to assist or check the maps,
and I quote Shute - “and so they died.”

In January 1935 Airspeed signed an
agreement of manufacturing licence for
the Fokker group to build DC2s. This had
been under discussion for some time also
Mr Fokker had been made an adviser. The
company was starting to really progress
and orders were coming forward from
clients of substance. Also they sold a
manufacturing licence with an order for
two Envoys to Mitsubishi, the air line
of Japan, and within three months they
passed on a further order for four more.
By 1936 the Government were starting
to increase their military spending and
Airspeed received an order for 136 Envoy
trainers and was asked to tender for a
batch of 12 DCs.

By 1936 Shutes agent sold the film
rights to “Lonely Road” to Ealing
studios, which pleased him as he had not
been writing as much, and he started to
write again in earnest, creating “Ruined
City” (my favourite book). He also felt
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honoured in 1937 to receive an order for
an Envoy from the “King s Flight”, which
would carry four passengers and a crew
of three including a Steward whom Shute
questioned as the interior was about as
large as a car! He was told how exhausting
it was for the Royals in attending functions
and this was required.

Well earned retirement

After so many years of trying to create
the company and develop it and see it come
to fruition, Shute was getting tired and had
had very little private life with his wife and
two daughters, so was not sorry when the
company felt it was time to part company
and he received a very generous pay out.
He had gone from redundancy of the R100
to a firm that, on his leaving, had an order
of 52 Oxfords and in the beginning of
1938 received a further order for 140. On
leaving Airspeed, orders on hand stood
at over one and a quarter million pounds
and employed 1035 people! The other
major event was an order of 200 Oxfords
from their rival de Havilland, who had to
pocket their pride and build the aircraft to
Airspeed s design.

The first part of new life was spent
taking a holiday in Spain with his family
and during this period he received the
news the film rights to “Ruined City”
were sold in America. Now as well as
having the payout from Airspeed and the
film rights, Shute for the first time was
in a position to choose what he and his
family would do in the future

Quoting part of the last paragraph of his
book, “Slide Rule”:

“Industry, which is the life of ordinary
people who employ their civil servants
and pay their politicians, is a game
played to a hard code of rules; I am glad
I had twenty years of it as a young man,
and I am equally as glad that I have not
had to spend my life in it till  was old. My
gladness is tempered with regret, for once
a man has spent his time with messing
about with airplanes he can never forget
the heartaches and their joys, nor is he
likely to find another occupation thar will
satisfy him so well, even writing novels.”

In 1939 Shute joined the Royal Naval
Reserve, in weapons research. Due to
his fame as an author he was seconded as
correspondent at the Normandy Landings
in 1944, and to Burma in 1945 where he
entered Rangoon with the 15" Corps from
the “Arakan”.

Migration to Australia

After being demobilised in 1945 he
emigrated and made his home at a farm
at Langwarrin, Victoria. The reason he





















REGIONALISATION - A RESPONSE

Anthony Cooney

This letter was sent to the Archbishop (R.C.) and Bishop (C of E) of Liverpool and to Bishop Vincent Ma-lone (R.C.)
in response to their invitation to the laity to contribute to the debate on the establishment of a North West Regional Assembly.
Little was made of the outcome, but it is understood the response was one of rejection.

1) Definitions:

It depends upon (as the late C.E.M.
Joad always insisted) what is meant by
“Devolution” and “Regionalisation”. The
Scottish Parliament and Welsh Assembly
are examples of Devolution, but not of
Regionalisation. Scotland falls naturally
into three regions, Lowlands, Highlands
and Orkney and Shetland, and Wales into
two, North and South. Scotland and Wales
are Nations, not Regions, and have
rightly been treated as such for devolution
purposes. Would not a similar treatment
of England be sufficient devolution for
England? A country with a smaller
area than the State of New York scarcely
needs further devolution other than an
English Parliament. One wonders why
England should be subjected to a partition
from which Scotland and Wales are
exempted.

2) Particularism:

Consideration must be given to where
“Regionalism” will lead and where
it might be expected to end, There is
already anecdotal evidence of centrifugal
forces being unleashed by current
regionalisation.

For example, two years ago my wife
and I followed the pilgrim route to
Compostella, which took us through
Castille and Leon. They have been a
single province for a thousand years,
and recent devolution of government in
Spain recognized the fact, organizing
them as a single ‘“Junta”. We noted
all along the route through Leon, the
slogan “Leon Solas” painted on walls.
There is, it seems, a movement for
further devolution. The same process is
at work in the Balearics where there is a
movement for secession from Catalonia.
In the Gower Peninsula, since the
advent of the Welsh Assembly, there is a
growing emphasis on “West Wales, * as
a region distinct from “South Wales”. I
understand from correspondents that there
is a strong and growing ‘“autonomous
region” movement in the Shetlands, the
Shetlanders rejecting the notion that
they are “Scottish”. The more extreme
view among the secessionists is that the
Shetlands, ethnically and geographically,
have more in common with the Faroes
than with Scotland, and should seek
association there. In Beaune, I find that the
name of the “Department”, “Cote Dor”, a
legacy of the Revolution, has all
but vanished. Burgundy is Burgundy and
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In short, “Regionalism” once released,
may not be simply a neat administrative
device, but a powerful force for
fragmentation and particularism. After
the experience of the resistance to the
“civil” counties as opposed to the “real”
counties (which the Post Office was
eventually obliged to acknowledge),
this aspect should not be dismissed as
irrelevant or “something which will soon
pass”. The territorial instinct is a strong
evolutionary imperative.

3) Whatis a “Region”?:

If England, unlike Scotland and
Wales, is to be subject to a Regional
devolution, what regions? In the ‘eighties
the “Regionalist Association”, after
due consideration rejected the idea of
“Regions” based on major cities and
connurbations. It equally rejected the idea
of arbitrary regions drawn on the map by
Whitehall, and after the experience of the
“North East Region” and its “Commissar”,
D.T. Smith, in the ‘seventies, who could
blame them? But this appears to be the
model the Government favour.

The Regional Association, giving due
weight to the cultural and psychological
forces involved, came down in favour of
an historic regionalism, i.e. devolution
of legislative as well as administrative
powers, to the historic kingdoms
-~ Northumbria, Cumbria, Mercia,
Wessex, Cornwall, Anglia and Sussex.
This organic devolution is the kind which
has most popular support, especially
Northumbria, Wessex and Cornwall.
One would not expect it to be viewed
sympathetically by the present government
and its chronolatrist supporters, nor by
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the alternative parties. It does seem to
me that there is a dishonest trading upon
this sentiment to represent it as support
for an outcome which is completely other
than people suppose. The church leaders
should be clear what sort of “Regionalism”
is contemplated and what sort will be
acceptable to the people.

4) A Cold Peace?

Given the hostility toward the English
in Scotland and Wales, which has
manifested itself since devolution and
which appears to be an unforeseen result
of that devolution, the question must be
faced as to whether devolution within
England would not be divisive, releasing
forces which now sleep under a more or
less friendly County rivalry. A divisive
factor, unexpected and unlooked for,
would be the economic absorption of the
southern regions in the prosperity of the
“Golden Triangle” of the E.U. from which
the Northern Regions, by the very fact of

regionalism, would have no necessary
share.

5) Over-Government:

The next question is entirely practical.
What will these Regional Assemblies
do? That is, what will they do which is
not already done by the existing local
government structure of County and
District Councils, or, alternatively, by
Whitehall? It is easy to say that such and
such a desirable result will follow the
establishment of regional government. It
is equally easy to say that it wont! Will
we get a mere duplication of function and
services?

I am cynical of the idea that Whitehali
will gladly hand over powers and lose
positions and promotions. Will we have
Whitehall “Departments of Regional
Co-ordination”, “Regional Policy Units”
etc., etc., happily absorbing the redundant
civil servants (and more besides)? The
process, in reverse, is probable in Local
Government also, as by Parkinsons Law,
the job expands to fill the time available.
Will not the L.G.Os strive to preserve
their territories and livelihood? Whilst a
case will remain for retaining the District
Councils, my feeling is that the County
Councils will become redundant with
their competence transferred to Regional
Assemblies. This will result in less local
control and participation by the people.












John Brett

LL around the world traumatised

voters are looking for a “Priest King”
who cannot be bought with their life or
money. Presently’ Australia seems to be
the best destination on offer, not that our
voting system has produced somebody
better than in other nations. The whole
of our short national life, resting on
top of our Constitutional foundations,
has revolved around the concept of a
“Priest king”, in the arrangement of an
institutional Crown, currently personified
in Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth, but
executed through her nominee the
Governor General.

The most expensive and reliable voting:
system in the world is executed by those
voting with their feet, but all people in all
time in every place on earth instinctively
seek to throw up a “Priest King” as a leader,
or seek one out. When the Republican Power
movement asked Australians to change to
a Republic in 1999 by way of voting at a
referendum they forgot, or thought nobody
would notice, that millions of voters had in
fact fled Republics from around the world to
shelter here.

Polls showed that only 18% of Australians
knew we had a constitution. Australia had
been asleep for 100 years on the best made
constitutional bed in history and only a
handful of indigenous Australians knew
about it or were prepared to defend it, almost
unarmed. Australians are good at defending
against an external enemy, but an internal.
enemy is much harder to grapple with.
Amongst those few who were to give their
expertise and a big portion of their life, at
great financial cost, to defend this precious
heritage that so many have sought shelter
beneath, was Philip Benwell.

Philip Benwell is an extraordinary person
by any measure. He is the national chairman
of the Australian Monarchist League, an
association dedicated to defending the
position of the Monarch in our Constitution,
as well as the principle of Monarchy. Like
so many individuals in our long history he
knows what is ‘right , what works, and how
to defend it, without ever having to go to
a “school”. This book is not conventional
in the sense of telling us a story or history,
but a compilation of the speeches and essays
he wrote during the Republic battle of the
1990s.  These would have had an enormous
influence on his audience, supplying them
with the essential ammunition day by day as
the battle progressed to the final victory.

Throughout the battle in the 90s there
was so little literature available to the voter
in the street, about what it is we possess, that
they want to take from us. What did appear
arrived late in the battle and distribution
was not easy (o a population who were not

In Defence of Australia s Constitutional Monarchy
Published by The Edwin Mellen Press, PO Box 450, 415 Ridge Street, Lewiston NY 14092-0450, email: cs@wzrd.com

By Philip Benwell

interested in change, much less the battle.
On top of that problem was the enormous
influence and ease of sorting it out via the
TV. Had this book of Philip s been available
during the battle we would all have been so
much better equipped, as were the few who
heard these valuable speeches at the time.

As I read this book, I started writing
an index of all the useful, material that he
makes available as ‘one liners, sentences
or paragraphs, but that index is now 25% of
the book!

One of the last quotes that appealed to
me, having lived through the era, was Dr.
Goebels famous minute to Adolph Hitler,
which went- “It doesn t matter how many
lies we tell, because once we have won, no
one will be able to do anything about it".
Seventy years later, on the other side of the
world, “Never ever will we have a GST!” But
in the beginning he describes the formation
of the Monarchist League in these words:
“.... It was felt that an organisation needed
to be established to support the principles
enshrined in the Monarchical system, and
thus it was that the Monarchist League
was established to promote the concept
that the stability and political impartiality
inherent in a soundly-based Monarchy will
always secure for its people freedom from
civil or military dictatorship and ensure a
genuine concern for the welfare of the entire
community”.

Where is a republic that can make that
claim?

Talking about the Coronation oath, he
makes the point that . . . “Her Majesty has
never broken that oath”. “l need not remind
you of the many politicians throughout the
world who have and will continue to lie
to the people”. Then, quoting the Duke of
Edinburgh. .. “Our aim is to be useful and if
people ever begin to think the opposite, then
it is time for us to go without a row.” From
Walter Bagehot in 1860: “The sovereign
has, under a Constitutional Monarchy
such as ours, three rights: the right to be
consulted, the right to encourage and the
right to warn.” (The same as every parent
in the world! - Ed) “these safeguards are the
only protection the people of Australia have
against the excesses of those with political
power!”

The whole thrust of the republican agenda
is to get rid of the Monarchy, but they are
thwarted by the constitution itself, which
Philip reminds us, “Under our present
Constitutional Monarchy it takes a vote
by the people NOT THE POLITICIANS
to remove the Queen . .. I am afraid that
Australians do not really appreciate our
safe and secure system of government by
Constitutional Monarchy. Our freedom
came to us far too easily for us to have
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much respect for it”. While the republicans
are insisting we get rid of the Monarchy
because it is “foreign”, they conveniently
forget about the foreign corporate takeover
of Australia. “Already our governments
have entered into several thousand treaties
manipulating the constitution to override
the autonomy of our otherwise sovereign
States and allow United Nations committees
to sit in judgment over Australian law. This
subversion of our Constitution constitutes a
far greater threat to Australias sovereignty
than the fact that we share our Sovereign
with sixteen other realms.”

Philip is at his best when dealing with
the media. This one paragraph says it all:
“Our fight however is not just against the
Republicans. Like the poor, they have
always been with us. No, our fight is against
the wealthy, the elite and the politicians of
all parties combined together in an unholy
alliance actively supported by our foreign
dominated media with the sole intent
of coercing us into a republic” . . . “The
Australian Monarchist League is fighting
a republic because our Constitution was
not forced upon us by Britain, but was
devised by Australians to suit Australia. It
has protected our democracy for nigh on a
hundred years. It has made us, one of the
youngest nations on earth, into one of the
oldest democracies and just because our
Governments are forcing a wedge between
our peoples we are not prepared to trade our
heritage for the worthless scrap of paper that
would be our republican constitution.”

Those quotes are the best from the first
quarter of Philip Benwells book. The
republicans would call this book “a weapon
of mass destruction”, and not be lying, as
they are wont to do.

There would be few better sources of
reference from which to obtain Constitutional
Monarchical defence material, and it is an
excellent read for converts like myself.
But unless the Republicans are misguided
enough to have another referendum, perhaps
its best place would be in the library of law
Students and students of our Constitution.
For posterity it is a very valuable and
information-packed epistle that will haunt
the republicans for ever! What a weapon
it would have been at the beginning of our
fight and not in the twilight of that struggle.
Philip belongs to that small select group of
intellectually honest Australian giants, that
were able to pull sleepy Australia back from
the abyss of the worst type of republic of all.

We need to thank God for their presence and
courage.

The Australian Monarchist League,
Box 1068, Double Bay, NSW 1360. Email:
secretary@monarchist.org.au















