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He Chased. He Found He Conquered

on this duty in the Mediterranean.

The French fleet, under Admiral
Comte de Villeneuve, was allied with
that of Spain. When the French Admiral
eluded the blockade, Nelson chased him
to the West Indies and back, finding
him near the coast of Cape Trafalgar.
Thorough planning and briefing fully his
commanders on the battle plan, as was
his custom, he defeated the combined
French and Spanish fleets off the cape
on 21 October 1805.

Nelson was mortally wounded by a
French sniper and died from flooding of
his lungs with blood as the musket-ball
had severed an artery in the chest.

The fighting was fierce though
Nelson’s plan of action and fleet had
prevailed thereby giving him immortal
fame. With only twenty-six ships
against thirty-three of the enemy and
out gunned, nineteen of the enemy’s
ships were captured one sunk as well as
twelve-thousand prisoners taken along
with the French Admiral. Nelson’s fleet

lost no ships though many were severely
battered including ‘Victory’, the flag-
ship, which also lost a mast.

The aftermath gave Britain
command of the seas for a century and
paved the way for expansion of the
British Empire, covering a quarter of the
world at the height of its power.

Usually, the dead were thrown
overboard in the heat of battle though
not so with Nelson. His body was
preserved in a cask of spirits of wine and
conveyed to London. Nelson’s body
was entombed in St Paul’s Cathedral
directly beneath the centre of the dome
on 9 January 1806, with all the pomp at
the nation’s command.

“Let no funeral dirges rise
Around my Nelson’s trophied bier”,
Cried Glory, bending from her skies,
“The Hero lives immortal here”.
~ The Gentleman’s Magazine
February 1806
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Trafalgar Festival
Event Highlights

13 June

A Race around the Isle of Wight
Special yacht race around the Isle of
Wight for the competitors of the Atlantic
Challenge. The prize will be a new
trophy, known as the Nelson Plate, being
a réplica of one of Nelson’s silver dinner
plates presented to him by Lloyd’s of
London.

Email: mail@royalyachtsquadron.org

28 June
International Fleet Review
Comprising ships from thirty-five

nations, making up the biggest ever
multinational gathering of ships in
history. There will also be an historic
battle re-enactment in the Solent by Tall
Ships with a firework display and fly-
past by military aircraft.

Email: info@trafalgar200.com

July-September

Nelson Tour of British ports

Hear all about Nelson’s life on an
educational tour of key British ports
aboard a replica of HM Schooner Pickle
whose crew of re-enactors will play
Nelson and his entourage.

Contact: Peter Workman, Festival
Management Ltd,

Tel: +44 (0)117 927 6614

4 August-11 September

The New Trafalgar Dispatch

A symbolic recreation of the voyage in
1805 by Lt Lapenotiere in HM Schooner
Pickle from Cape Trafalgar to Falmouth,
and his drive by post chaise from there
to London delivering Vice-Admiral
Collingwood’s Trafalgar Dispatch to
London.

Email: chriswhite@aol.com
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A new way for Australia
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He has tactically outplayed his ALP
opponents; and the majority — though
not a huge majority - of Australians
undoubtedly support many of his
traditionalist policies. There is reason
to feel, however, that the Coalition will
move leftwards when he relinquishes
his position, and that thus Traditional
Australia will be in greater danger
than ever before.

Meanwhile, in Britain our
Sovereign, Her Majesty Queen
Elizabeth I, is nearly eighty and may
not prove to have the longevity of the
late Queen Mother. The heir apparent
to the thrones of both Britain and
Australia, His Royal Highness Prince
Charles, has for years been subject
to intense attack and depreciation in
the media; and it can be predicted
that at the moment he becomes King
a furore of opposition against the idea
of his remaining Sovereign of Australia
will be unleashed in our nation.
Indeeq, it is not beyond the bounds
of credibility that an unscrupulous
bi-partisan Parliament, aided by the
major media, might not stoop to a
coup detat for a republic; if so, it is
doubtful that ordinary Australians
could successfully oppose that or
would even try.

Sound Foundation

What is urgenly needed in
Australia is a new movement of
political reform capable of capturing
some Senate seats at the next
federal elections — and also capable
of withstanding any republican coup
detat or dishonest juggling with
our procedures for constitutional
change.

One commentator who has
also noted this vacuum is Michael
Brander, a former leader of National
Action, Brander has begun
publishing a valuable newsletter
entitled Australian Resurgence (from
PO Box 682, Sunshine, Victoria 3020).
The first two issues (December 2004
and January 2005) cogently outline
much of what is unsatisfactory in the
current Australian political order, and
also offer some suggested avenues
of change.

Unfortunately, Brander appears
to have remained the devotee of
Spanish Falangist Jose Antonio
Primo de Rivera that he was in the
days of National Action. (The Falange
became prominent in Spain in 1933

and played a role in the Catholic
traditionalist  General Franco's
successful defence of that nation
against a bolshevik coup in the
Spanish Civil War of 1936-39) This
has led to a number of emphases
in Brander's prescriptions which are
seriously flawed.

The most important of these is
his call for a return to a Christian
foundation to our society such as,
he believes, made Europe — and the
Western culture that sprang from it
— great Thus, he is very hostile to
a Muslim presence in Australia and
sees Islam as a permanent opponent
of Christianity.

The trouble with this analysis is
that modern scholarship in many
fields has exposed the Christian

“What is urgently
needed in Australia is
a new movement of
political reform capable
of capturing some
Senate seats at the next
federal elections”

faith as seriously deficient in both its
theology and its past practice. As
Melbourne theologian and ethicist
Dr Rufus Black has noted (The
Age, 28/9/04), Christianity needs to
undergo a major reformation if it is to
prove able to respond successfully to
contemporary challenges, including
that of Muslim fundamentalism.
Alternative history authors Graham
Hancock and Robert Bauval have
recently published a 550-page book,
Talisman, which recounts in detail the
horrific record of Christian intolerance
and ecclesiastical persecution of
dissidents over the past 1,700 years.
At the same time, scholarship has
shown the profound wisdom and
insights present in other sacred
traditons, as well as providing
grounds for a thoroughgoing
reappraisal by Christians of their
own sacred fradition, its texts and
liturgies.

Australia now contains a great
diversity of faith and practice, and it
is the height of unrealism to imagine

that a new political movement can
succeed here if it bases itself on
only one sacred ftradition (and a
flawed tradition, at that) — even if it
remains the faith of the majority. On
the contrary, a profounder sacred
perspective is required: one which
recognises the transcendent unity
of religions, and which can thus
call successfully for support from
Australian Muslims, Hindus,Buddhists,
Jews and adherents of other sacred
traditions. The Perennialist school of
writers, pioneered by Rene Guenon
and Ananda Coomaraswamy, has
provided in scores of brilliant books
the intellectual basis to make real this
profounder perspective. (And their
labours should not be confused with
various kinds of suspect “New Age’
syncretism promoted by the UNO
and associated groups)

Another unfortunate emphasis in
Brander'spositionishisrepublicanism,
associated with celebration of the
Eureka uprising of 1854 and a
conviction that the Southern Cross
standard then raised should become
the national flag of Australia. Brander,
Catholic and European in sensibility,
feels no strong allegiance to Britain
and its monarchical tradition. With
some justification, he castigates Her
Majesty the Queen over her lastyear's
Christmas broadcast, which had a
multicultural emphasis that ignored
the racial and ethnic crises that a
series of treacherous governments
have combined to inflict on Biritain.
He also takes umbrage at support
given by HRH Prince Charles to other
faiths, and claims, as does American
maverick Lyndon LaRouche, that
the House of Windsor is heavily
implicated in big business scams
behind the scenes.

What such an analysis ignores is,
firstly, the fundamentally British and
royal foundation of Australia, with that
cultural and legal tradition remaining
the most unifying factor in the nation
as well as its best protection against
incipient tyranny. Secondly, itignores
the fact that the House of Windsor
is beyond doubt a prisoner in the
citadel and forced to make all sorts
of unpleasant compromises in order
to survive and maintain the existence
of the Crown in Britain and the other
realms,

Britain tried republicanism from
1646 to 1660 and the Restoration
of King Charles II was greeted
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with acclamation and national
relief. France tried republicanism
in 1789 and the most wicked and
appalling bloodshed  followed.
China tried republicanism in 1912
and has experienced perhaps the
worst communist tyranny in history.
Russia tried republicanism in 1917
and suffered over seventy years of
totalitarian misery. Germany tried
republicanism in 1918 and then
saw the horrors of Nazism replaced
by the tyrannies of the post-Worid
War Two American diktat, a regime
which pioneered the repression of
revisionist historians.

All of that Brander ignores, as he
also does the wise moves of General
Franco in subduing the influence
of the Falange and arranging the

restoration of the Spanish monarchy
in a context in which it would not be
weakened by complete identification
with his own historically necessary
form of authoritarian rule,

Moreover, Brander neglects to
consider that the very Establishment
he attacks is hell-bent on making
Australia a republic and (overseas) in
burying Britain in the new tyrannous
monster known as the European
Union. Republics are far more easily
made puppets of tyrants than are
authentic monarchies with centuries
of tradition behind them.

in short, politcal reform in
Australia, in order to have any
chance of succeeding, must have
a foundation combining a liberal
approach to differences of religion

and a conservative insistence on the
retention of the monarchy. It is true
that, at a later stage of our history,
we may be wise to inaugurate by
high statesmanship an entirely
independent Australian monarchy,
the initial sovereign of a new house
carrying within himself a share of the
British blood royal.

These and other considerations
have led me to draw up a fifteen
point programme for a hypothetical
new political reform movement in
Australia. It now follows; and perhaps
readers of Heritage may be moved to
comment on it in future issues.

Views expressed in this article are those of the
author, and not necessarily the views of the
Publisher - Ed

AUSTRALIJIA - ANEW WAY
Ountline for a Political Programme

1. Action in the name of the One Divine Source of All

2. Respect for sacred tradition

3. Affirmation of the transcendental unity of religions

4. Royal governance

5. An independent Australia

6. Intellectual freedom

7. Justice based on equity

8. An immigration policy based on ecological sustainability and the need for national unity

9. Appropuiate supportt for indigenous Australians

10. Clarification of our sense of national identity

11. Artistic renewal

12. A balanced approach to sexual issues

13. Variety in education

14. Openness to gnosis

15. Economic policy subject to sacred tradition and the integrity of the nation
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IMMIGRATION POLICY - THE FONS ET ORIGO OF NATIONHOOD
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act! Britain is unhappy and lacking in
optimism. The diversity that we are all
told we should welcome has proved to
be the very opposite of a strength. The
creation of the multicultural society in
Britain was indeed, as Bill Deedes put
it tersely in his memoirs, “a failure of
statecraft”.’

But having established that our
politicians have all let us down badly,
and that we should not be starting from
here, where are we to go?

We must accept that the events of
the last several decades are not now
reversible. Britain is now~ inescapably,
a multiracial, society How can we
make the best of this far-from-ideal
situation?

We need to mitigate the existing
problems in the interests of everyone
who now lives in Britain. We need
to take urgent action to
preserve the British moclus
vivendi and to smooth
away the understand-able
resentment felt towards
post-war immigrants by
many millions within the
indigenous population.
We need to take radical
measures to avoid future
Stephen Lawrences and
future Richard Everitts — we need
to act now to obviate future Brixtons,
Toxteths, Broadwater Farms and
Bradfords. And in the wake of 9/11, we
must confront the dreadful possibility
that a comparable tragedy may even
now be being planned somewhere in
our diverse, distrustful cities.

We wish no harm to anyone, and
blame no-one for what has happened
— except our contemptible indigenous
politicians and the bureaucratic job-
sworths who deferred action in the
interests of a quiet life. Who could
blame people from India, Pakistan
or the West Indies for wishing to
improve their quality of life? We wish
to be able to retain that tolerance, that
freedom of speech and that respect for
the individual that has made Britain
so stable and so desirable for so long.
But to be able to do that, Britons must
feel comfortable and secure in their
own ancestral domain. Those post-war
mimi-grants and descendants of post-
warimmigrants whocan understand this
basic human need and imprescriptible
human right are welcome to join in this

new battle of Britain.

The good news is that there is
mounting recognition of the problems
we all face. There has been, as Rod
Liddle noted in a recent Spectator
article, a “paradigm shift” on race. A
few years ago, nobody talked about
immigration — except to say it was
wonderful, and we should have a lot
more of it. Now everyone is talking
about it. The terrible events of 11
September 2001 drove home to many
people the necessity of watching
borders, and keeping checks on aliens
living within one’s borders — not to
mention the essential incompatability
of Islam and the Occident.

Even some on the Left, for so long
the chief supporters of mass
immigration, have come to realise
that it can mean importing poverty

Like the Empire, Britain’s race
problem was acquired in a fit of absence
of minds Unlike the Empire, Britain’s
race problem should be a source of shame
Jor yesterday's and today’s politicians 99

driving down the minimum wage
and weakening social bonds. The
articles by Bob Rowthorn and David
Goodhart criticising mass immigration
that appeared in the thoughtful Leftist
magazine Prospect were greeted by
many on the Left with a stream of
vitriol and spittle-flecked abuse, but
have now been co-opted into the
mainstream of political discourse.
Even dreary Leftist motormouths like
Yasmin Alibhai-Brown and Trevor
Phillips have said that multiculturalism
is a dead letter, and that nations need
shared experiences and customs to
cohere.

This relative open-mindedness
has trickled down the metapolitical
scale to Labour MPs. The Labour
MP for Keighley got into hot water in
2002 for saying that English language
tuition should be mandatory for new
immigrants.

David Blunkett has argued for
compulsory English tuition for all and
introduced citizenship ceremonies.
Jack Straw has said that Britain should
resile from the UN Convention on

Refugees. And, in September, Tony
Blair said that it was “neither racist nor
extremist” to raise “genuine concerns”
about what he admitted were many
thousands of fake asylum applications.
The paradigm hasindeed shifted greatly.
While much of this rhetoric is possibly
insincere or, if sincere, is unlikely ever
to be put into effect, it is symptomatic
of a new public mood. Although the
government cannot be trusted on this,
at some point the rhetoric will have to
be at least partially lived up to.

The media are filled with stories
about immigration. A much reported
opinion poll stated that 52% of
respondents believe that immigration
is the single most important issue
facing Britain. There have been several
excellent books on immigration pro-
duced in the last two years, by Ashley
Mote, Miles Harris,
Anthony Browne and
Steve Moxon. There is a
highly professional think-
tank, Migration Watch,
monitoring the situation.
After years of being a
single issue party the UKIP
adopted some moderate
policies on immigration,
and quadrupled its num-
bers of MEPs. Despite unremitting
demonisation, the BNP has made
considerable headway in certain areas
of the country And now Liam Fox and
Michael Howard have realised that the
Tories need to talk about this subject
to keep their heads above water. That
they should have realised this long ago
is not the point; we must be grateful
for the conversion of even the most
recalcitrant of sinners. We who have
always thought this issue was more
important than privatising electricity or
Saddam Hussein’s possession or non-
possession of WMDs can take comfort
from how quickly our once-hereti-
cal views are becoming respectable.
We look forward to being thanked
officially!

Yet the paradigm needs to shift yet
more — from posture to policy, from
thought to action. We need to push at
this open door and force real change on
our slippery, reluctant politicians — in
such a way that no-one is hurt and as
few as possible are inconvenienced. A
little more effort now will mean a lot
less heartache in the future.

Heritage - Vol. 29 No. 111 2005 - Page 17



IMMIGRATION POLICY - THE FONS ET ORIGO OF NATIONHOOD

‘We need, first, to enforce existing
laws on immigration. We need urgently
to deport all illegal aliens, whose
continued presence in this country
brings the legal system into contempt,
and signals to the millions of others
who wish to come to Britain that they
can get away with it. There should be
no blind eyes turned, no amnesties, no
appeals and no readmittance ever for
those who have once been detected
trying to enter illegally.

The United Nations Convention on
Refugees — which was probably a bad
idea even in 1951 — has been made
exceedingly deleterious by the advent
of easier travel, and the sheer numbers
of those now wishing to travel. We
need to remove ourselves from its
foolish provisions as soon as possible.
Thanks partly to the sentimental
aspirations in this document, asylum
has become a massive industry — a
sprawling, noxious, unregulated,
leprous growth in the midst of which
our natural sympathy for genuine
refugees has become choked. We must
always offer sustenance and shelter to
those fellow human beings who really
need our help — at least until they can
look after themselves again. But these
natural and laudable feelings have
been blunted by the chronic abuse,
the massive dishonesty and the hateful
hypocrisy of fake applicants and the
shyster lawyers and politicians who
have poisoned the well of our sympathy.
Perhaps this industry, too, could be
‘privatised’. Let the Polly Toynbees,
the Barbara Roches, the Charles
Kennedys and the John Bercows who
want to take all refugees on trust take
personal charge of their darlings, and
welcome them into their own schools,
streets and homes, paying personally
for their food, housing, translators,
social workers and lawyers . Let them
put their own monies where their large
mouths are. Cheap opportunists should
not be allowed to make such massively
expensive calls on the public purse.

We need to resume control over
the immigration system, and ensure
that only a very small number of
economically essential immigrants
are allowed to gain admittance
until the nation has absorbed fully
those immigrants and descendants

of immigrants who are already
here. Because so many supposedly
economically essential immigrants are
in fact not really necessary at all, the
ideal solution would be a complete
moratorium on all further immigration
until further notice. David Blunkett
may not be able to imagine any upper
limit to the number of immigrants —
but the rest of us most certainly can.

STARTING ANEW

We need to scrap the CRE or its
forthcoming super-equality successor,
and scrap almost all race relations laws
— except those that, quite properly,
prevent people from inciting violence
on the grounds of ethnicity Groups like
the government-sponsored Operation
Black Vote should be disbanded.
We should scrap all ‘targets’ for the
professions and within the civil service.
If someone attains a responsible office,
it can then be clearly understood that
they did so on their own merits, not
as part of some backroom race-fixing.
Ethnic minority-specific professional
bodies, housing associations, etc
should be phased out. In employment,
preference ought always to be given
to native-born workers — even if
this means raising wage levels and
investing in technology There should
be compulsory teaching of English
for all immigrants and compulsory
lessons in British history for everyone
in schools, and all new arrivals to the
country Non-English speakers should
not be permitted to use their native
languages in class. Official documents
should only be available in English,
Scots or Welsh. Although all should
be free to pursue their own religious
beliefs, Christianity should receive
preferential treatment in law.

But while the above reforms are
all vitally necessary, they are treating
the symptoms of the disease rather
than the disease itself. The people
of Britain need to regain respect for
themselves, and their particular brand
of Western civilization. For too long,
the indigenous people of Britain have
been deprived of knowledge of, or pride
in, their history, their traditions, their
customs and beliefs. While the Tories
were sorting out the trade unions, the
ultra-Left was capturing and distorting

the minds of the Britons of the future.

Thanks to the Left’s Ilong,
surreptitious war against the dominant
culture, the indigenous people
of Britain have been relativized,
bowdlerized, hectored, cajoled and
threatened into a kind of nation-wide
neurosis. This ethnic angst has made
them vulnerable to the pandemics
of multiculturalism, reverse racism,
racial guilt and political correctness,
which in turn have allowed our present
immigration problems to assume such
overweening importance. This political
gelding process needs to be reversed,
and the gelders need to be given their
P45s. The British need once again to
hold up their heads — to be proud of
who they are — to be cognizant of their
historical achievements — and to fee]
confident about the future. We need
much less deconstructionism and more
constructionism — less relativism and
more revivalism.

We need to ditch decades of il]-
informed sentiment and dogma about
race, and to drive home to flabby minds
certain non-negotiable (if sometimes
discomfiting) truths. Multiculturalism
means non-culturalism. Nations need a
shared language and shared customs —
or else they are not nations. Diversity
is not a strength, but a weakness.
Human beings are not interchangeable
economic units, but members of
discrete racial groups, with innate
characteristics that cannot be wished
away.

Our sleepwalking politicians and
ideologues have finally begun to
realise that race exists, as a social,
political, cultural and soon biological
reality This realisation, if long overdue
and still half-hearted, is nonetheless
welcome — and may yet help save
Britain’s unique character and charm
for future generations.

Note

1. See Dear Bill, by W F Deedes

2. Respectively, Overcrowded Britain,
Tanner Publishing, 2003;
Tomorrow is Another Country,
Civtias, 2003; Do We Needs Mass
Immigration, Civitas, 2003 and
The Great Immigration Scandal, Imprint
Academic, 2004

As published in the journal ‘Right Now’ with
kind permission.
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The lllusion of ‘Disease’

that aren’t so fatty. Of course, that may be a
bit of an oversimplification, since you have to
distinguish between healthy fats and unhealthy
fats. But at least the name would give patients a
better idea of what’s actually going on.

Outside the United States, the names of
diseases in other languages (such as Chinese)
more accurately describe their actual causes.
In western medicine, however, the name of
the disease obscures the root cause. That
makes all diseases sound far more complex
and mysterious than they really are. That’s a
shame, because the treatments and cures for
virtually all chronic diseases are actually quite
simple and can be described in plain language.
Preventing and reversing these diseases only
requires language that describes things like
making different food choices, getting more
natural sunlight, drinking more water engaging
in regular physical exercise avoiding specific
toxins supplementing your diet and so on.

Thereis a degree of arrogance in the language
of western medicine, and this arrogance
propagates the separation between doctors
and their patients. Separation never results in
healing. In order to create healing, we must
bring together healers and patients by using
plain language that real people understand and
that real people can act upon. There’s a great
deal of ego invested in the medical community,
and they sure don’t want to make health sound
attainable to the average person. Making the
language of disease complicated keeps it out of
reach of the public.

But health is attainable by every single

person. It isn’t rocket science. It’s not complex.
And it doesn’t require a prescription. Health is
easy, it is straightforward, and it is direct. And,
for the most part, it is available free of charge if
you invoke the healing power of sunlight, pure
water, stress reduction, exercise, and healthy
food choices.
Big Medicine Big Agro — Big Pharma: Adams
continues — I know that some of you are eager
for the government (I think that is us) to provide
free health care but you know that the government
is owned and operated for the benefit of super
wealthy corporations: i.e. Big Medicine, Big
Agro, and Big Pharma (Bush alone has three Eli
Lily Executives at the cabinet level). So I hope
this has caused the question to form in your
minds of which kind of health care or medicine
will be forced upon us and subsidized by us
under the system you desire. Maybe we should
redefine disease somewhat before proceeding
into a plan that will be one more form of non-
survival corporate welfare.

MARATHON MAN

Homage to Ernst Zundel

It's a long way from the Calmbach fields
And forest paths to a small, locked cell.
Along way up.

As eagles soar on the hidden thrusts of air,

As larks lift swiftly on their chanted bliss,

Or as the patterning of well-placed notes erupts
With solemn organ-hymns from old man Bach

And sweeps souls heavenwards with measured ease,
So you have raised us high with simple love of truth.

I
Even the brothers Grimm, could we but call
Them back into these times and borrow monsters,
Ogres, trolls, gross giants, goblins, fiends
From the great book of tales they saved and stored,
Would be tongue-tied and stunned-silent, if required
To pen with accuracy the meagre lineaments
And icy hearts, malignant, bleak and dull,
Of those who have harried you with anti-laws
And bonds of verbiage in most abysmal servitude
To the thin piping of the dwarf-tyrants of our age!

m
Let the King’s herald sound again his hurl
Of trumpet-calls to the high hills around,
Transfix the hearts of the Brabant peasant-folk
And shake the distant fortress-place beyond,
While evil conjurors, ambitious, treacherous
And foolish-bold, imagine in their pettiness of dream
That nothing from the shining world will possibly upset
Their cruel plan; but you hear the gathering chorus-swell
Of amazed joy round and rebound exultantly in a ring
Of delirious joy around the gravely-gazing King
As Elsa’s prayer for championing is answered by that Knight
Swan-drawn and silver-corseleted, whose supreme sword
Will smite the enemies of sweet integrity to doom,
As the Grail itself descends in scales and trails of light
And Wagner’s Lohengrin sets foot to soil,
As your own feet have graced again the Fatherland!

v
We will take the hand of Luther to hammer on the door
Of the four winds the fairness of your name and case!
We will summon Heidegger to celebrate clarity
Of soul and mind in defence of your sure voice!
He will come from that tiny hut and his last days
When he stood his ground as the harpy-folk bewailed.
We will call Goethe in his grand cloak of amorous
Intensity and joy! We will cry down Nietzsche
And his Overman and his vast scorn of the mean scum!
All these now, Ernst, are fellows of your triumphing!

after the return to Germany

by NIGEL JACKSON
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rights and legitimate aspirations of all
its citizens.

In that context, the phrase
“Australia’s multiculturalism” must
be understood in a broad conceptual
sense. So understood, it signifies
positive acceptance of our cultural
diversity as a defining and valuable
national characteristic which, to borrow
the words of the Premier, Dr Geoff
Gallop, in his 2003 Walter Murdoch
Lecture, “enriches our social fabric
and brings with it a variety of cultural
and economic benefits, generating
innovation and enhanced flexibility”.
In that sense, our multiculturalism
encompasses legislative, administrative
and social policies, programmes and
attitudes formulated and implemented
to protect, advance and exploit that
cultural diversity. By and large, the
positive story of our multiculturalism in
that conceptual sense is largely confined
to the years since the middle of the 20th
century, particularly the last four and a
half decades.

Even within that limited time
frame, there have been some failures
and weaknesses. Yet, subject to the
special case of Indigenous Australians
to which I shall return, the overall
balance is strongly positive and reflects
much of which we can be justly proud.
Indeed, in this modern world rent by so
much hatred and conflict, Australia’s
multiculturalism is at least arguably
our most significant achievement as a
nation. For it is our multiculturalism that
has enabled us to encompass the many
within a pretty harmonious whole while
largely avoiding bringing to this land
old hatreds, prejudices and conflicts.

Nonetheless, multiculturalism is
currently being subjected to a variety
of pressures and challenges in our
community. [ specifically mention
but some of them. There is a degree
of dispute and confusion about its
underlying objectives and philosophy.
There is a growing tendency to distort its
nature and belittle its importance. There
are some widely supported attitudes
and policies which are antithetical to its
underlying ethos and rationale. There are
the distrust, the fears and the prejudices
arising from political, economic and
social pressures, not least the incidence
of international terrorism and conflict.
On another front, even among some
genuine supporters of multiculturalism,
there is a rather common tendency
to concentrate upon high-sounding

rhetoric to an extent that ignores the
critical importance of actual attitudes,
circumstances and opportunities. And
there is a common failure to appreciate
the extent to which attitudes towards,
and the circumstances of, Indigenous
Australians lie at the very heart of a
responsible national multiculturalism.

Obviously, this is not the occasion
for attempting to deal in detail with, let
alone resolve, ~ even those difficulties
and challenges which I have specifically
mentioned. The most I can do, within
the temporal confines of this evening, is
make some comments about what I see
as the most important of them.

ASSIMILATION OR
CELEBRATION?

By and large, the purpose of the initial
adoption and implementation of a
national policy of multiculturalism
in this country was to encourage
a favorable environment for the
harmonious absorption or assimilation
of the influx of migrants in the decades
following the Second World War. On
the other hand, the increasingly altered
cultural composition of our population
over the last half century has inevitably
seen the evolvement of the approach
that multiculturalism is not to be seen
merely or primarily as a transitory
means to an end, namely, the harmonious
assimilation of new arrivals into an
essentially British and Irish society. On
that approach, which seems to me to be
well founded, multiculturalism should
be seen as an end in itself, namely, the
celebration and exploitation of a cultural
diversity which should be accepted as a
permanent defining characteristic of our
national citizenship and identity. It’s easy
to exaggerate the extent of the antithesis
between the two approaches since those
who see multiculturalism primarily
as an aid to harmonious assimilation
are also likely to be appreciative of at
least some of the permanent community
benefits flowing from cultural diversity
while those who see multiculturalism as
a concept or policy celebrating the fact
and benefits of cultural diversity at all
levels including national citizenship and
identity are likely to be appreciative of its
advantages as regards easing the path of
new arrivals. Nonetheless the underlying
tension between the two approaches is a
cause of real weakness not only to the
formulation of policies but in the way
we actually view our nation.

SOME HOSTILE
ATTITUDES & POLICIES

One cannot but be conscious of a
tendency in recent times to seek to
discount or trivialize policies and
attitudes protecting the dignity and
self esteem of other human beings by
dismissive or occasionally sneering
reference to the pejorative and largely
meaningless catchphrase of “political
correctness”. Or, in some more strident
sections of the media, by childish
reference to things such as drinking
chardonnay, or cappuccino or even latte
or an undefined “chattering class” from
which those who are enamored of the
phrase apparently see themselves as
strangely exempt. Again, there is the
tendency to use misleading labels or
generalizations to appeal to prejudice
or to arouse antagonism or distrust
in relation to fellow human beings of
different cultural backgrounds. Who of
us, for example, will easily forget the all
too recent and widely accepted attempts
to brand asylum seekers, including many
genuine refugees, as “queue jumpers”
or “illegals” or “people like that”
who threw their children overboard.
Even more serious is the antithesis
between the humanity and decency
of the mutual respect and acceptance
of multiculturalism and some actual
policies, often enjoying popular and
sometimes bilateral political support.
One example is the incarceration of
innocent children for indefinite periods
behind razor wire in isolated areas
of Australia or in the harshness of a
manufactured legal vacuum in a place
such as Nauru. Another is the artificial
manipulation of national borders to foil
asylum seekers, again including genuine
refugees. Perhaps reminiscent of the
Priest and Levite who, in the Parable,
crossed the road to avoid contact with
the victim of terrible misfortune.

The extraordinary response in
the face of the devastation caused by
the recent Tsunami demonstrated how
generous Australians can be towards
people from different places and cultural
and ethnic backgrounds. What then is
the explanation of those hostile attitudes
and policies against people in real need
seeking to reach our shores? It seems
to me to lie in a mixture of political
and economic pressures and genuine
apprehension consequent upon terrorist
outrages and conflict and violence in
so many foreign parts. With all respect
to those who genuinely see things
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differently, however, those attitudes and
policies seem to me to be misguided
even from a selfish point of view.

RELIGIOUS EXTREMISTS

The genuine apprehension of many
Australians in the face of terrorism in
other parts of the world is, to no small
extent, a consequence of the assertion
by some involved that they are acting
in the name of one of the world’s great
religions, Islam, which, on conservative
estimates, has more than 1.2 billion
adherents world wide, with some
300,000 in Australia. In fact, of course,
terrorist acts against innocent people are
contrary to the teaching of true Islam
with its Golden Rule and its mandatory
injunction of “True Charity”. To the
extent that they enjoy the support of some
rogue Islamic extremists, it is no more
justifiable to treat all followers of Islam
with disaffection and distrust because
of them than it would be to treat all
Christians similarly because of terrorist
violence and killings by Catholics and
Protestants over the years in Ireland and
other parts of the world. In recent times, I
personally have had considerable contact
with the leaders of Islam in Australia.
For example, in the last six months, I
was, on one happy occasion, privileged
to open Canberra’s new Islamic Centre
while, on another tragically sad one,
as outgoing Chair of CARE Australia,
I welcomed representatives of Islam
in Australia to a private ecumenical
memorial service after the murder in
Iraq of CARE Australia’s much loved
Country Director, Margaret Hassan.
There is no doubt at all in my mind,
nor was there any in Margaret’s after a
lifetime of direct personal experience
and contact, that the most effective
opponents of terrorism by those falsely
purporting to act in the name of Islam
are the leaders and followers of true
Islam. That means that, from Australia’s
point of view, one of the most effective
defences against the evil of such
terrorism is the type of informed and
reasoned dialogue between Muslims and
non-Muslims which multiculturalism,
with its underlying mutual respect and
acceptance, makes possible. Moreover,
it is that multiculturalism which is best
calculated to prevent the development
in Australia of the sort of environment
of disconnection, disadvantage and
perceived injustice which is most
calculated to give rise to dangerous
disaffection and resentment on the

part of our Muslim fellow Australians,
particularly the young.

Quite apart from our own self
interest, those policies and attitudes
seem to me to be unfortunate in that
they reflect a weakening of our sense
of shared humanity and 261.6 thousand
at the 2001 Census. “Do as you would
be done by” humane values and a loss
of true perspective. In so far as values
are concerned, I venture the thought that
all but the inhumane would ordinarily
recognize what the Pope has described
as a “duty to welcome” fellow human
beings who come knocking in desperate
need. In so far as loss of perspective is
concerned, let me illustrate the point by
a contrast.

Intheterrorist outrages of September
2001 in America and October 2002
in Bali, a total of some three thousand
people lost their lives. Not surprisingly,
the media coverage and public outrage
and sympathy were overwhelming.
We could readily identify with the
victims. Our horror and concern have
been intensified by subsequent terrorist
murders in Madrid, in Beslan and in
other places.

In stark contrast to that legitimate
horror and concern is the comparative
indifference which many of us seem
to show to another, less dramatic but
constant and overwhelming, set of facts
and circumstances affecting people with
whom we do not readily identify.

On average, on each day of the past
four years, more than 16,000 of the
world’s children died of preventable
starvation, malnutrition or related
sickness. More than 6 million each
year. More than the total number
of adults and children killed on 11
September 2001 in America, 12
October 2002 in Bali, in Madrid and
in Beslan every five and a half hours
of every day. Yet day after day one
looks in vain in our media for even a
word about the approximately 1 6,000
children who died as the result of
preventable starvation or malnutrition
on the previous day. Somehow we seem
to have managed to disconnect from
the basic message of human decency
that each of those victims is not just a
statistic but a human child . . . just like
our own. As is each Message for the 89th
World Day of Migrants and Refugees
(2003) and see, generally, the Australian
Catholic Bishops Conference’s 2003
Social Justice Sunday Statement, pp.7-
9.

Ten of the innocent children who
have been incarcerated by us Australians
both within and outside our country,
including the children who were not
thrown overboard.

ANTAGONISTIC
ATTITUDES

It is only when we Australians again
really focus on our shared humanity with
people everywhere that we will finally
rid ourselves of attitudes and policies
which are antagonistic to the generosity
of spirit and mutual understanding,
respect and acceptance which lie at the
heart of our multiculturalism. It is also
only then that we will properly focus on
the overwhelming imperative that all the
millions of starving and disadvantaged
children of the world, including, of
course, the refugees and asylum seekers,
be saved and given lives worth living.
It is true that that objective will almost
certainly not be achieved without a global
revolution in thinking and practice,
particularly in the world’s affluent
countries. But it is not unachievable. And
its achievement is necessitated not only
by basic considerations of justice and
humanity but also by cold pragmatism.
For it is through such a global revolution
in thinking and practice that we are most
likely significantly to reduce the current
prevalence in the world of the conditions
in which conflict is inevitable and the
agents of terrorism can flourish.

One sometimes hears genuine
suggestions that multiculturalism
discourages pride in our country’s
traditions, institutions and achievements.
Or that it precludes legitimate
questioning and proscription of cultural
practices that are unacceptable according
to fundamental standards of our society.
Those suggestions are ill-founded.

Through its inclusiveness,
multiculturalism encourages and makes
possible truly national pride — that is
pride in which all citizens can genuinely
share - in our country and its traditions,
institutions and achievements. Indeed,
properly understood, multiculturalism
reflects and implements some of the
basic notions of equality and fairness
which lie at the heart of our traditional
values and institutions. In that sense, it
should be seen as a fulfillment, rather
than an undermining, of our democracy.
It is true that multiculturalism may at
times be seen by some as challenging or
helping lessen the dominance of some
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traditional influences in our country.
But in that it is simply reflecting the
working of democracy in the context of
our altered identity as a people.

Nor, on any sensible and responsible
approach, does multiculturalism mean
that introduced or indigenous cultural
or religious practices or weaknesses are
immune from examination, reasoned
criticism or control within Australia.
Rather it helps make possible an
environment in which there can be
reasoned and informed discussion,
criticism and control. It should not and
does not, for example, protect practices
which damage or destroy the person
or property of other citizens - such as,
to take an extreme case, the genital
mutilation of young women - or which
are simply unacceptable according to
the standards of our society - such as
polygamy. Nor, for that matter, does it
absolve governments or the community
of the responsibility to protect the weak
and powerless in every cultural group or
section of society, such as the obligation
to advance the education and welfare
of all Australian children and to protect
them from the consequences of exposure
to alcohol and drug abuse, truancy and
domestic violence.

INDIGENOUS
AUSTRALIANS
In the early stages of the story of
Australia’s  multiculturalism, when

it was essentially concerned with
the harmonious assimilation of new
immigrants, Indigenous Australians
and their cultures tended to be seen as
lying outside its scope. It would now
seem to be generally recognized that the
circumstances of Indigenous Australians
and the relationship between them and
their fellow Australians must lie in its
forefront. Once that is recognized, it is
apparentthatAustralia’s multiculturalism
will remain flawed - and, at least to some
extent, a tragic mockery - unless and
until true and lasting reconciliation is
reached between our Indigenous peoples
and the nation of which they form such
an important part.

Nine years ago, when I left the High
Court to become Governor General, I
had high hopes that we would achieve
Aboriginal reconciliation by our national
Centenary on 1stJanuary 200 1 . That was
at the middle of what has been described
as the “Decade of Reconciliation” which
culminated in the great bridge marches

of May 2000 and the presentation to
the Governments and the People of
Australia of the Council for Aboriginal
Reconciliation’s landmark Declaration
and Roadmap. If it had been possible
to achieve national consensus on those
documents, it would have constituted
an auspicious start to what the Council
described as “Australia’s continuing
journey”.

However, as we now know, that
was not to be. While we had walked
far together, no national consensus was
achieved.

In the years since Corroboree
2000, relations between Indigenous
Australians and their and our nation seem
to me to have significantly deteriorated.
And the plight of our Aboriginal fellow
Australians, particularly our nation’s
indigenous children, has remained
overwhelming.

Most Australians, 1 have noticed,
tend to tune out when figures or
statistics are quoted. And that is not
surprising since it is so often difficult
to get one’s mind properly around them
or to translate dry figures and statistics
into human reality. But there is one
overwhelming statistic which should
always be the starting point and of which
we should all always be conscious in any
discussion of Aboriginal disadvantage.
It is, of course, the simple statistical
fact that an Aboriginal baby born in this
country on this day will, on average
and if things don’t improve, have a life
expectancy of around 20 years less than
will a non-indigenous baby . . . around
19 years less if the baby is a girl and
around 2 1 years less if a boy. That
appalling state of affairs is dramatically
worse than the corresponding statistics
in what should be comparable countries
. . .New Zealand, Canada and the United
States where the discrepancies, although
still unacceptable, are between a third
and a sixth of the Australian figure.
And it would seem that, in this country,
the discrepancy is, if anything, still
growing,

Those statistics are not simply
statistics of shortened lives. They are
statistics of diminished ability, happiness
and opportunity during life. For one
cannot isolate indigenous ill health
from the human suffering, loss and
disadvantage that it entails. Nor can one
isolate its effects from the other focal
points of indigenous disadvantage in our
land: educational standards, employment
opportunities, living conditions, hope,

self-fulfillment and self-esteem or from
the related problems of entrenched
welfare dependency, alcohol and
substance abuse and domestic violence.

FUTURE HOPE

I do not, however, wish to end on that
discouraging note. For, notwithstanding
pastandpresentdisappointments,Iremain
hopeful about where we are placed now
for making real progress if we possess
the necessary will and determination
and can succeed in establishing reasoned
and informed dialogue and consultation
in the context of a genuine search on all
sides for true consensus about the way
forward. That hopefulness is largely
based on the remarkable change in the
attitude of Australians generally in
recent decades and on the innumerable
outstanding efforts and achievements
at the grass roots level. It is also based
on the remarkable generosity of so
many Indigenous Australians and my
confidence in the encouraging number
of extraordinarily talented young
Indigenous leaders and future leaders.
What is missing is a general community
sense that those and other changes,
efforts and achievements and some
impressive Government Programmes,
are part of the kind of renewed national
movement that is essential if we are to
achieve true national reconciliation, both
practical and spiritual or symbolic — for
itis futile to talk of one without the other.
In that regard, let me respectfully urge
you to lend what support you can to the
ambitious programme of Reconciliation
Australia, of which I am a Patron, to
reinvigorate the search for reconciliation
at the national level. That programme,
which will culminate in a major National
Convention in 2007, will really get
under way at the end of May this year
with an important National Workshop
in Canberra in which national leaders,
includingleader, of Indigenous A ustralia,
will participate. Let us all hope that, as
regards relations between Indigenous
and non-Indigenous Australians at the
National level, it will at least help get us
back to where we were.

Since this is my first visit to his
home State since he stood aside as Co-
Chair of Reconciliation Australia, I
would like to acknowledge the great debt
owed to Fred Chaney for his wonderful
leadership and dedication over the
years. Fortunately he is remaining on as
a member of Reconciliation Australia’s
Board.
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FLUORIDATION
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doctors, councillors, lawyers, journalists
and MP’s who spoke out, rarely received
fair media coverage. They nearly always
suffered unjust consequences.

If fluoridation was beneficial, there
would be no reason for its promoters to
hide the truth, give out false fluoridation
propaganda or attack people who oppose
fluoridation, would there?

Summary

As we have seen, fluoridation is compul-
sory, artificial, unscientific, accumulative,
undemocratic, controversial, discrimina-
tory and medically unsound. It’s done with
contaminated, corrosive toxic industrial
fluoride waste. It causes disfigured and
damaged teeth and has many other costs,
whether individual, business, community
or ecological. Fluoridation has no benefits
for people’s health whatsoever. On the
contrary, fluoride is one of the world’s
most deadly poisons. It should be totally
kept out of the water, our bodies and the
environment,

So, why this incredible, never-ending
push to make us take toxic fluoride all
our lives in spite of the over-whelming
evidence? Some of the reasons I have
touched on. Others, quite fascinating, are
on the internet.

Fluoridation gives us a
valuable lesson
Compulsory fluoridation teaches us

a valuable lesson - that the senior
responsibility for our freedom, our lives
and the lives of our loved ones, is ours!
It always was and always will be. Our
power, constitutionally and practically, is
both immense and irresistible, when we
choose to use it.

Let’s stop fluoridation!

Let’s agree on a worthwhile goal: one
million Australians having read this
article, resulting in a ban on fluoridation
by the end of 2005! Stopping governments
from poisoning communities with
fluoridation can be like pushing a heavy
steel roller; very hard to get going, but as
the momentum builds, almost impossible
to stop. Then, compulsory artificial
fluoridation will just be a bizarre footnote
in history, along with blood letting,
electric shock treatment and the flat-Earth
theory, all supported by governments of
the day.

You can make a difference!
If you do nothing else, please send a
copy of this to your State MP, Federal
MP and to each local councillor. Make a
commitment right now to do something.
If not you, who? If not now, when?

A great thought to keep in mind is “If it
is to be, it’s up to me”. If you need help
with scientific evidence, data, motivation,
a talk, debate, media interview or action

plan, email me. I'm at your service. I
can also make suggestions, assist with
fluoridation campaigns or run workshops
on ‘How to take Effective Action’.
Provided it’s not altered, you may
reproduce this article for magazines,
mailings, celebrities, meetings, notice
boards, businesses, newspapers,
letterboxing, TV, shops, newsletters,
public servants, V.I.P’s and the internet.
Then, let’s build vibrant, capable,
freedom loving communities, fully
networked and ready for action. Let’s
introduce democratic laws like those in
Switzerland that allow citizens to initiate
referendums with binding results. Then
when we say ‘No’ it will mean ‘No!’
Let’s be positive and determined. On the
journey, let’s make sure our thoughts and
actions are motivated, not by anger or
fear, but by caring and love.

Dedicated to Glen and Mary Walker, 30
year campaigners who inspire us all

Copyright 2005 Dennis Stevenson

Email: johannaz@dodo.com.au
Parliamentary Member of the 1989-91 ACT
Government Fluoridation Inquiry

Author of the 177 page Dissenting Report
within that committee’s Final Report

[a government whitewash]
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