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rue sistory oF THE Olive ‘\OA

Olea europeae

HE olive tree is one of the

oldest cultivated by Man,
and archaeological evidence would
seem to indicate that it could have
begun in Egypt and Ethiopia around
5,000 years ago, spreading quite
quickly to North Africa, Syria,
Lebanon, Israel, Greece, Cyprus and
Arabia. Crete, whose modern-day
population consumes more olive oil
per capita than anywhere else in the
world, shows evidence of cultivation
as far back as 2,500BC.

However, wild olives from oleasters
gathered by the Neolithic
population some 10,000 years ago.
However difficult it may be to date the
first cultivation, it most certainly would
have been after the establishment of
the first permanent settlements as,
although the olive is a successful crop
for otherwise difficult terrain, it does

were

require time and patience to grow and,
more importantly, process, the olive
and its oil for use and Consumption.
Theolive became amainstay inthe
life of the ancients. Its oil was used
to fuel their lamps, to protect their
skin, and both the oil and fruit were a
central partof theirdiet. Little wonder
then, that it makes an appearance
in every ancient sacred text from
the region in symbolism always
heavily weighted towards that which
is fruitful, promising and positive.
In Greek mythology, the olive was
a present from the goddess Athena.
The legend goes that Athena, goddess
of wisdom, and Poseidon, God of the
sea, argued over the patronage of a
settlement called Kekrops on a rocky
outcrop in south-eastern Greece.
Zeus, tiring of the dispute between
the two gods, decreed that allegiance
should be granted to whichever of
them could bestow a gift that would
benefit the inhabitants there the
most. Poseidon struck a rock with

his trident, producing a salt water
spring to demonstrate his power.
Athena caused the olive tree to grow
from the barren ground. The gods
decided in favour of the goddess,
the city was renamed Athens and the
olive became a symbol of wisdom,
peace and fruitfulness in her honour.
The olive was a central influence in
Greek society: several of the major
gods in the Greek pantheon were
depicted holding olive branches
brides carried

or leaves; young

In modern times, olive oil
is one of the ‘wonder foods’

which have enjoyed a
wide-eyed rediscovery.

or wore olive leaves to ensure a
fruitful marriage; lekythoi, vases of
perfumed olive oil were either broken
over graves or placed in tombs at
funeral rites, a custom which is still
flowed at some Greek funerals
today. Herodicus (5th century
BC), who taught Hippocrates,
advocated the use of olive oil as a
muscular massage for the athletes
who competed in the original
Olympic Games. Olive
were also used to make wreaths
for the victors. The trees used for
this were grown at the western end
of the Temple of Zeus and were
ceremonially cut by a beautiful
youth wielding a golden sickle.
The Romans loved the olive, it was
mentioned by Homer and Pompeii,
buried in detail-preserving volcanic
ash by the eruption of Vesuvius in
AD79, has revealed that the oil was
in use in every aspect of Roman
life, used in sacred lamps and for
medical cosmetic and culinary
purposes. It would be used as a

leaves

o

cleanser and skin conditioner and
every citizen, when visiting the
public baths, would be accompanied
by a slave carrying his scented oil.
This would be rubbed into the skin
after bathing and scarped off with
a strigil, a curved blade of wood.
The Ancient Egyptians, too,
prized both the olive and the oil.
Records from the time of Ptolemy
II mention 27 varieties by his time
and wall engravings in the Temple
of Karnak record how the Pharaoh’s
men were anointed with olive oil
on feast days.

Many superstitions have grown
up around the olive. In Iialy, it
was believed that hanging an olive
branch above the door of a house
would keep away evil spirits and
the Venetians believed that an
olive branch attached to a chimney
would stave off lightning strikes.
By the Middle Ages the olive was
so vital to the Italians that cutting
down a community’s or family’s
olive trees was seen as a more
severe punishment than death.

Spanish tradition holds the
olive at the centre of happy family
life. One belief was that hanging
an olive branch in the home would
eénsure a woman’s authority in her
house and that eating olives would
ensure a husband’s fidelity. This
was furthered shored up in some
areas with the belief that a poor
olive crop would result if a man
was unfaithful to his wife.

The olive tree is very long
lived; it is said that a tree can
live up to 1,000-1,500 years still
bearing fruit. This has led to the
tree being associated with healing
and longevity and in Algeria
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If You Seek a Moment Look Around You 4

Constitutional Monarchy with built in checks
and balances provided by and via The Crown.
It was never meant to be used for a republican
style of government for once The Crown is
removed, so are the inherent checks against
absolute control by politicians.

Even under a Constitutional Monarchy,
democracy is impaired by the exploitation of
the powers of the Parliament by political parties.
Under our political system, it was always to
be expected that two main parties of diverse
opinions would emerge, but what was not
anticipated was that the wider franchise would
dilute, rather than enhance the capacity for
independent initiative, leading to the stifling of
the independent initiative of parliamentarians
through increasing authoritarianism of the
Whips, and the emergence of a presidential
style Prime Ministership where the leader
campaigns and operates as an individual, and
not as Head of a collective Government.

As yet there is no remedy for this abuse
other than an outright confrontation between
the Monarch or in the case of a Realm such
as Australia, the Govemnor-General. I would
suppose that the equilibrant between
Monarchy and Parliament was reached during
the middle of the reign of Queen Victoria. The
description of the rights of the Monarch by
Walter Bagehot in the 1860’s: “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 wamn”,
was a depiction of a very real prerogative to
be exercised at the discretion of the Sovereign
and not simply an influence on the Government
which is essentially the case in the United
Kingdom today.

Since the Australian Constitution was
vested in the People and not in the Parliament,
it has remained relatively unchanged with
only eight out of forty four amendments
being passed in over one hundred years. This
has resulted in the Governor-General being
vested with a greater prerogative, emanating
from the people, following appointment
by The Queen, than from Her Majesty
herself, who is Head of State in the United
Kingdom.

One Vote for all people
Whilst Magna Charta and the Bill of Rights
are today accepted and indeed promoted by
various factions and groups as the Charters of
the People; the actual people they protected
were quite limited.

Universal franchise only started to
become a fact some eighty years after the
Reform Bill of 1832. Whilst one vote for
all actually came to Australia slightly earlier
than to the rest of the Westrninster World,
it was not until 1967 that Aboriginals were
fully accepted as Australian citizens.

In the United Kingdom voting is on a
voluntary basis with often less then 50% of
the electorate actually voting, which obviously
begs the question of whether the people deserve
this valuable and hard won franchise when so
many cannot be bothered to exercise it?

Australia is one of but a very few countries
which compels its people to vote, but the
majority still vote along party political lines,
many fearing that voting for an independent
candidate would preclude their electorate from
receiving government funding, which in itself
is a travesty of democracy.

The Senate was originally established
to protect the interests of the States in the
Federation. Over the years since it was first
established it has devol ved into a second party
political chamber, whilst still maintaining a
pretence of a House of Review. The National
Party Senator, Barnaby Joyce, in voting
for what he believed to be the best interests
of his electorate, the State of Queensland,
was acting in accordance with the original
constitutional concept of the Upper House.
However his dilemma was that he was also
elected on the political ticket of the National
Party, and therefore also owed both allegiance
to the Coalition and to the electorate which
voted for him as a member of the Coalition.

Once politicians have usurped powers,
whether from the Monarch orfrom the People,
there is little chance of them abrogating and
returning those powers. Future Monarchs
in the United Kingdom and Govemors-
General in Australia will therefore have a
tremendously difficult time in exercising
their prerogative against an increasingly
powerful Parliament.

Itisduetothe supremacy of the Parliament
that has encouraged Prime Ministers like Paul
Keating and today John Howard, to usurp the
duties of the Govemnor-General and establish
a Presidential style of Government.

The  Westminster ~ System  Under
the Westminster System, the most powerful
person is the Prime Minister for it is he as
the Head of Govemment who exercises the
Authority of the Parliamentand to a great extent
the prerogative of The Crown. However the
prerogative is a power only lent to the Head of
the Goverment by The Crown as is, and of
course, the Authority of the Parliament lent for
a specified time by the People.

Although our Constintion is not
perfect, it has a proven track record of over
a hundred years without requiring serious
amendment, something of which no other
nation can boast. This is because the Australian
Constitution is a fluid document, which means
that whilst it forms a rigid basis and cannot be
changed unless by a multifaceted vote of the
people, it allows a large measure of autonomy
for the Government to operate. Whilst politicians

are wont to abuse this autonomy, it is nevertheless
a leeway subject always to the will of the people
who have the authority to dismissa Govemnment at
election, for under our Constitution, power is only
lent to the successful political party or coalition for
aspecified number of years, after which they must
acoount for their stewardship.

The unfortunate drawback is that the
process can only work effectively in the
absence of apathy on the part of the electorate.

Although I am somewhat biased, I do
believe that the Australian people would
rather place their confidence in those Federal
politicians who are Monarchist. Being labelled
as such has not demeaned the people’s respect
for John Howard, Tony Abbott, Brendan
Nelson or Alexander Downer, whereas those
who promote a republic are quite naturally
generally viewed with suspicion. I say this quite
naturally, as I think that the people are fully
cognisant of the fact that a republic will mean not
Just the removal of our constitutional checks and
balances, but also the actual destabilisation of our
system of Government, the potential subversion
of our democracy and perhaps ultimately the
end of the Federation.

In hisspeech,”A Republic is where we
are already in our sympathies and in our
imagination”. (Speech 26 June 2006) the
Treasurer, Peter Costello, as well as foretelling a
republic stated that he believed that the “States
are moving towards the role of service delivery
more on the model of Divisional Offices than
sovereign independent governments”, but is not
this because the Commonwealth Government
temporarily borrowed taxing powers from the
States in 1942, and never handed them back?

Is this not because of people like Peter Costello
who are centralists and not federalists, and is this
not why he and his sympathisers are working hard
to remove The Crown to enable them to destroy
our federation?

Admitiedly, with our federal system, we
are over-govemed, but would not centralisation
remove a vital check and balance within our
constitutional systern and replace it with an Asian
style bureaucracy totally unanswerable to the
people?

The past seven years following the
Referendum have been a period of general calm
upset only by tantrums of the media and some
politicians. However we must face reality and
accept that within five years we could well be
facing a plebiscite or a referendum.

Ladies & Gentlemen, I assure you that the
Australian Monarchist League will be ready
and prepared to do our duty, and that is to
preserve our democratic way of life, which
we believe can only be properly achieved
through our Constitutional Monarchy and
under The Crown. I invite anyone who
believes likewise to join with us. (END)
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Monopoly Capital: The World of the East India Company 3

England possibly because of uncertainty in
obtaining gunpowder supplies. How France
obtained supplies of gunpowder allowing
the French to challenge Britain and sustain
the Napoleonic Revolutionary Wars is worth
noting.

Shortly after Britain’s acquisition of
Indian nitrate supplies, mineral deposits
of nitrate were discovered in Chile. This
“Chile Nitre” was sodium nitrate which is
hygroscopic—that is, it readily absorbed
atmospheric moisture, became damp and
would not ignite thus making it unsuitable
for gunpowder manufacture. This problem
was overcome by the great French Chemist
Antoine Lavoisier who found, if the Chile
Nitre was ground with a little graphite, the
grains of nitrate became coated in graphite
and impervious to moisture. Such waterproof
nitrate was eminently suitable for gunpowder
manufacture.

Came the French Revolution in 1789 and
Lavoisier went to the guillotine. France had
no need for useless scientists according to the
revolutionaries. But Lavoisier’s laboratory
assistant, Emile DuPont, held the secret of
the graphite-coated Chile Nitre. He fled to
America where he contracted with the US
government to supply unlimited quantities
of gunpowder based on Chile Nitre. Thus
began what today is the giant firm of Du Pont
Chemical Company.

The United States government supplied
France with all the gunpowder it needed,
for a profit, and the continued running of
the British blockade of France by American
ships smuggling gunpowder and other
supplies led eventually to the inconclusive
British-American War of 1812. Napoleon
could not have succeeded without American
gunpowder.

The East India Company prospered
immensely under the Restoration and attracted
“interlopers”, private merchants or dismissed
or retired employees of the company seeking
profits in the India trade many of whom made
great fortunes and in 1691 formed themselves
into an association rivalling the East India
Company. Debate in the House of Commons
over the India trade ruled in 1694 that ““all the
subjects of England have equal right to trade
to the East Indies unless prohibited by Act of

Parliament. Queen Anne in 1702 oversaw a
reorganisation of the company continuing its
charter with certain provisos—the company
was to lend the nation 3 million pounds, and
its rights could be terminated with three years’
notice after this sum had been repaid.

Parliament’s milking of the company by
continually demanding huge loans showed
how British dependence on the India trade
had grown. The govemnment kept renewing
the company’s charter and privileges in return
for loans used often enough to wage war.

As long as the company confined its
business to trade the government felt it best
left alone to make profits. But after Robert
Clive’s victory at Plessey in 1757 established
the company as ruler of much of India,
the British govemment and the company
considered it essential that Parliament
should have some control over the newly
acquired territories. A Regulating Act of
1773 established some Parliamentary control
over the company’s activities but William Pitt
went further. In 1784 he established a Board
of Control as a department of the British
govemnment to exercise political, military and
financial control over Biritish possessions in
India. From that date when the “governor-
general in council” was established the
direction of Indian policy moved from the
company to the governor-general in India and
the ministry in London.

But the company continued to administer
British India under the govemment’s
policy direction and company members
had considerable influence in the British
Parliament. Many company members were
influential in their own right—Thomas
Malthus; James Stuart Mill; Charles Lamb;
and others.

Growth of government control over the
company was matched by growth of the
company’s influence over the government.
In 1813 the Board of Control established
by Pitt was given control of the company’s
commercial activities ending its monopoly
on Indian trade and, 20 years later in 1833,
ending the tea trade monopoly with China.
The company’s annual dividend in this period
was 10 guineas per 100 pounds of stock held
and this was made a charge upon the Indian
revenue. Pitt’s laws caused the company to

cease commercial trading and exercise only
administrative functions.

The company’s policy was based on non-
intervention in Indian affairs but this policy
broke down as the company was forced to
intervene militarily on several fronts against
Gurkha raids in the North and bandit raids in
the South. Administrative arrangements were
unsatisfactory and after the Indian Mutiny
by Sepoys in 1857, administration too was
transferred to the Crown in 1858.

The Sepoys—native soldiers in
British service—were essential to British
govemance because the small British forces
were outnumbered and insufficient to control
the vast territory of India the company had
acquired. The pretext for mutiny was the
introduction of a new Enfield rifle to the
troops. To load it, the cartridges had to be
lubricated and to have their paper coating
bitten off at the ends by the sepoys. Word
spread that the grease used to lubricate the
cartridges was a mixture of pig’s and cow’s lard,
offending Muslims and Hindus alike, and there
appears some foundation for this belief. The
sepoys mutinied over the cartridge issue.

The mutiny was confined to upper and
central India and did not spread to cities like
Bombay or Madras, orto important regions like
the Punjab, nor did any of India’s princes seek
to join or exploit the mutiny for political gain.
Thespread of the mutiny was gradual and only
British incompetence allowed it to happen
since it could easily have been prevented by
swift and stern action. The last puppet Mogul
emperor was tried for complicity in the revolt
and sentenced to exile after the fall of Delhi
to the British. The Crown then took over
the government of India from the East India
Company. From 1858 India became a British
Colony, the “jewel in the crown” of the new
British Empire.

Thus ended the first foray of Corporate
Monopoly  Capital, corporate
monopoly brought under government
control. The reverse is happening today with
governments being brought under control
of monopoly corporations. Given the size
and power of the modern corporations
it is unlikely the trend will be reversed
50 governments resume control over the

a giant

economic fortunes of their peoples.
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