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PRINCE CHARLES ON
CONSTITUTIONAL HERITAGE

by Eric D. Butler.

The presence of Prince Charles at the spectacular e#ration of Australia's Bi-Centennial
celebrations in Sydney on January 26 provided a deep sensehidtory. He stood in Sydney Cove where, as a
result of a decision made by his Royal forebears, a nevation was founded on January 26,1788. And in
probably the most matured address he has ever given, Princehé@rles went right to the heart of what
Australia was really celebrating — its Constitutional heritage In a profound, but witty address, Australia's
future King, and future King of all Crown Commonwealth nations, provided a striking contrast to empty
clichés of the professed Socialist Republican, Prime Minist&ob Hawke.

American visitors present said they had never seen ROOTS OF CONSTITUTIONAL HERITAGE

anything like it. The magnificent Sydney Harbour B here d A i ¢ here? Pri
described by Captain Arthur Phillips as the best in ut wnere does Australia go from here? Prince
world when he found it 200 years ago, was the periCharles has pointed the way with his reference to the

setting for an event, which bordered on the miraculghation's constitutional heritage. This heritage Is one,
Phillip's had said in his report to Lord Sydney that tWhich Australians share with other English-speaking
harbour was one "in which a thousand sail of the linations, including the United States. That heritage
may ride in the most perfect security..." But creaches back through the mists of antiquity, back to the
January 26 there were many thousands of ships signing of the Magna Carta in England, back to those
boats of all kinds. And packed around the harbour ite€arly centuries when England was being Christianised,
was an estimated two million people. Even a gloricand even back to the very beginning of Christianity
day helped further the feeling that perhaps Australii

was the "lucky country".

Beyond doubt the most outstanding feature ¢
the celebration was the spirit. Not only did Australian
turn out in numbers far exceeding expectations, dema
strating that they do care about their nation, that thg
will rally when provided with an appropriate focal
point, but that they do respect one another. In spite
the huge crowds, the intense pressure on limited spa
good humour prevailed. Those who arrived a day (
more early, and pitched their tents, or marked out the
little domain, were treated with respect by those wh
arrived later, accepting that they had to take less advd
tageous positions. Without any enforcing authority, th
overwhelming majority accepted the common lay
principle that possession is nine points of the law. TH
right of way was readily granted to the disabled.

The waving of a mass of Australian flags, alon
with some Union Jacks, the welcome to the First Fle
re-enactment ships, and reception given to Pring
Charles and Princess Diana, made it clear to Sdcia
Republican Bob Hawke and his colleagues that the
proposed policies are not endorsed by the great major
of the Australian people. Even the radical activist
attempting to organise Australians of Aboriginal back
ground had to concede that, while treated genera
with good-natured respect, they had no chance whate
of staging anything which would effect the general teng

OUR POLICY

To promote loyalty to the Christian concept of God, anc
to a society in which every individual enjoys inalienabl
rights, derived from God, not from the state.

To defend the Free Society and its institutions private
property, consumer control of production through
genuine competitive entgrise, and limited decentralisec
government.

To promote financial policies, which will reduce taxation
eliminate debt, and make possible material security for a
with greater leisure time for cultural activities.

To oppose all forms of monopoly, whethedescribed as
public or private.

To encourage electors always to record a responsit
vote in all elections.

To support all policies genuinely concerned wit
conserving and protecting natural resources, including té
soil, and an environment reflecting Néural (God's) Laws,
against politics of rape and waste.

To oppose all policies eroding national sovereignty, ar
to promote a closer relationship between the peoplesf
the Crown Commonwealth and those of the United State
of America, who share a common heritage.
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itself. At a time when great stress is placed upon iments of all kinds increasingly claim that they are
alleged virtues of the political vote, and democracy elected "to govern®, and that providing they have th
equated with something known as "majority rule", it humbers, all laws are legal, the Common Law rights c
essential to recall that the undergirding Christian valthe individual are being progressively destroyed.
system of Western European Civilisation, was es Cut off from an understanding of their Christian
blished long before the widespread use of the po|iti'c_onst|tut|onal heritage, and indoctrinated with the reli
vote. gion of Secular Humanism, it is not surprising that large
Truth is not established by counting heads. Ifnumbers of young Australians, along with the young o
vote on the shape of the Earth had been taken at 0ther Common Law countries, are not equipped t
period in man's history, an overwhelming majoritdefend themselves against a growing totalitarianisr
would have supported the Flat Earth views. C.|masquerading as democracy. In attacking the Australi
Douglas observed that the Truths of the Universe tra F€deral Constitution, and supporting a programme
cend human thinking and cannot be changed. But trWhich not only seeks to centralise all power inside
can be discovered and, if men seek to obtain the m¢Australia, but internationally, Australia’s Fabian
mum of harmony in their affairs, they will humbleSocialists are acting logically in accordance with rthei
themselves by painstakingly attempting to discoy collectivist philosophy. Like their spiritual fellows, the
those Truths and obeying them. It was Lord Acton wiMarxists, they reject the Christian concept of every in
enunciated the Truth known to the Founder of Chridividual being a unique creation, of value in his owr
tianity that all power tends to corrupt and absoluflght: to them the individual is of little importaec
power corrupts absolutely. This is an absolute, which SXCEPt as a statistic in a group.
"mayjority vote" can alter. In the story of the tempta-
tion on the mountain in the wilderness, Christ rejected THE BRITISH INFLUENCE
the view that the Kingdom could be established if t If Australians are to heed the message of Princ
had world dominion. The social philosophy of tradCharles concerning their Constitutional Heritage, the
tional Christianity favoured the de-centralisation of émust come to understand completely that the unde
power as a reflection of Reality. Stemming from Chrislying concepts of that Constitution are those develope
famous answer to the tricky question concerning tunder two thousand years of Christian influence. Man
Roman coin, that the individual should "render unof the forefathers of the Federal Constitution, political
Caesar the things that are Caesar's and unto Godgiants and statesmen compared with the pygmies
things that are Gods", which gave to the State a letoday, knew the lessons of history concerning goverr
timacy it had never had previously, but at the same timents and power. They were familiar with the absolut
set limits never previously acknowledged, there devconcerning government, as stated by Lord Bryce in hi
oped the concept of a Universal Church charged wModern Democracies,;The natural tendency of all
the responsibility of limiting the power of the State igovernment is to increase its own power." The earl
order that the inviolable rights of the individual migkGreeks, whose Natural Law philosophy was carefully
be protected. noted by the great Christian philosophers like Aquinas

grappled with problem of government as they attempte
MAGNA CARTA to create genuine democracies with the will of the

- - electors prevailing. The Greeks discovered that represe
of theAdtége Igionréfrgg}]aglogntéetr\]/}/se%ré&eneEnr;gIlsi,thV\Cli;seg[tative government required that only a limited numbe

Church leaders, headed by Archbishop Steven LanglOf the same kind of people should vote and that goverr
who insisted that while Caesar was essential, he I...3 _ _
usurped the power over individuals which violated rigt . The framers of the Australian Federal Constitu-
established under the influence of Christianity. <tion grappled with the problem of how could the
Arthur Bryant writes in hidHistory of England'lt was creators of the proposed Federal government, th
law ignored, the realm divided, the barons petLower Houses, Upper Houses, originally elected on
tyrants. What he wanted was that the king should gmore limited franchise, and the Crown, derived from

serve the law his predecessors created. And it was tcGreat Britain, ensure that the inevitable natural centre
law that the Archbishop appealed, not only of man, tlising tendency of the Federal government be checkec
of God. For it was the essence of mediaeval philosojEvery effort was made to keep power decentralisec
that God ruled the earth, and that man, and kirWith the Federal government having only limited powers

above all men, must further His ends by doing justice!n areas such as Defence and External Powers. Tl
it was not in Christian eyes government at all.” smaller States only eventually accepted Federation wit

A study of Magna Carta,a great and historic the provision for a Senate in which all States, hres
landmark in the development of English Common LePective of size and population, would be equally re
and limited constitutional government, shows that it Presented, and possessing sufficient power to check tl
basically a Christian document, restating the traditiorPolicies of any government. The Australian Senate is th
Christian view that the individual derived inviolablimost powerful Upper House in any Common Law
rights from God, and that Caesar (government) exicountry and, as demonstrated in 1975, can even force
primarily to ensure that those rights are protected. 190vernment to face the electors at an early election &
clear implication ofMagna Cartais that the power of refusing to pass Supply. Contrary to the myths of Joh
government must be strictly limited, and that thisre Pllger and others, that both the American C.I.A. anc
a Higher Law, which governments must obey. But inBritish Intelligence were responsible for the Crown's
world where the totalitarian and anti-Christian conce'€presentative, Sir John Kerr, destroying the Whitlan
of government has developed to the stage where govedovernment, the truth is that the Senate had been
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blocking Supply for some time before Sir John Kement". This totalitarian concept is widespread today,
acting in accordance with the Constitution, ordered with the result that modem governments now believe
election at which the people could say what they fithat if they can persuade a majority of electors to vote
What could be more democratic? _ ~ for them, irrespective of how this is achieved and how
Not surprisingly, the Hawke Fabian Socialisismall the majority, they have the "right" to do as
who have been far from pleased with the Sydney Cthey like until the next elections. The lawyers and judi-
address by Prince Charles, are attempting to exploitciary are expected to spend their time interpreting the
Bi-Centennial year by pressing for "reforms" of tistream of laws passed by governments without any
Federal Constitution, one major objective being reference to Natural or Christian Law. Added to this is
seriously weaken the powers of the Senate ancthe framing of regulations, which have the force of law,
abolish the reserve power of the Crown. T by non-elected officials using delegated power. One of the
totalitarians reject the concept of there being &first to perceive the erosion of responsible government

type of veto over their policies. ?nd the fr%ed%m fand rightsf of thle i(;ldividléal, was a
ormer Lord Chief Justice of England, Lord Hewart,
CHRISITAN ROOTS OF COMMON LAW who caused a major sensation after the First World War

Even many professing Christians, including twith his aptly described boohe New DespotisnThe
clergy, are astonished when told that up until 1Swarning was brushed aside by Professor Laski and those
British Lord Chancellors had expressly stated tlwho accepted his philosophy. Laski blatantly stated that
Christianity was part and parcel of the English Commgovernment should be able 'legally" to acquire any
Law. It was in 1917 that a weakened British House property desired. He said that it did not matter if finan
Lords declared that Christianity was no longer a paricial compensation had to be paid, as the government
the law of England. This was a break with the traditicould then take care of this through its taxing powers!
of law as expressed by the famous English constituticThe sequel to Lord HewartBhe New Despotismame
authority, William Blackstone, who wrote: from the pen of another eminent English constitutional

"The Law of Nature being coeval with man- authority, Professor G. Keeton, 30 years later. Keeton's
kind, and dictated by God Himself, is of course book was calledThe Passing of Parliamen®ne of the
superior in obligation to any other. It is binding all most significant chapters in this book was "On the Road
over the globe in all countries and at all times; noto Moscow". Only the shell of the once famous British
human laws are of any validity if contrary to Constitution remains. It is a far cry from that metri
this ...’ in English history when, as described by Blackstone in

Commenting on the break with the Christiehis Commentaries]1765, that Edward | had confirmed

Heritage by the House of Lords in 1917, but certair1a@gna Carta by a statute "whereby the Great Charter

e T iIs directed to be allowed as the common law; all
gﬂ_;\(l)vrg([nteh%dwr%\}grsi'&v(ﬂ”(')"’;(rpoeroslgiS&",’orthy’ Professs yqgments contrary to it are declared void: copiei of

"The Judges are obliged fo admit that are ordered to be sent to all Cathedral Churches, anc

(Government statutes) however morally unjust E%?ﬁlmurlﬁgaﬁo%e?sr tdoirg::?ege?g I%;eagg ?:%rr]ltgtrz]aﬁl Ofd?e)-(-
must be obeyed . . . One might have thought tha : y
the excesses of the Nazi regime would have mad nounced against all those that by word, deed or counsel
our jurists realise the iniquity of such a theory of gct %er]]trar¥] thecrg:ﬁ}norn_lnt alrpérg?grrgeallnfgnge g.e"kTh![s

. xplains why unist i u ways seeks to
law. England's Attorney-General at Nuremburg

demanded the death sentence for Germans Whpervert the real significance of what Magna Carta was

obeyed the Nazis, but back in England the samd €ally about.

Attorney-General ("Times", May 13, 1946) said THE BASIC QUESTION

'‘Parliament is sovereign, it can make any laws. : . : ) :

'Laws may be iniquitous, but they cannot be un- democracy was virtually dead in Australia. Australians
just'. ' now lived under an "elected dictatorship." The same
Professor Holdsworthy said at the time the Hou ¢an be said about all the so-called democratic nations.

of Lords decided that Christianity was no longer part The very future of Civilisation itself depends upon how
the law of England, that 'It is not unlikely that Caesthe scope of human law can be checked. An eminent
now that he has deliberately abandoned the task lawyer, Professor R.W. Chambers, has succinctly stated
securing for God the things that are God's, will finthe issue: "Upon that difference — whether or not we
considerably greater difficulty in securing for himse place Divine Law in the last resort above the law of the
the things that are Caesar's” Events have grimly c(State — depends the whole future of the world.”
firmed Professor Holdsworthy's warning. The challen ~ One thing is certain: the drive towards increasing
to authority in all its form is the greatest problertotalitarianism is not going to be checked by appealing
threatening the foundations of civilisation todayto the mass, irresponsible party political vote. The
Authority has been undermined because toriginal concept of Parliament was that it consisted of
fountainhead of all authority is denied. Truly, "thirepresentatives elected by a limited franchise and was
fool has said in his heart there is no God." responsible primarily for controlling the Executive by

It is significant that one of the most influentia voting on how much taxation would be made available.
Marxists of this century, Professor Harold J. LaskBut with the progressing widening of the franchise and
stressed that the idea of Christianity being an essengovernments using taxation as an instrument of control,
part of the British Constitution, must be rejected ielections have increasingly become contests in mass
favour of the concept of the "sovereignty of Parliabribery. The very voting system itself, now elevated to
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the stage where a government claims to have a mantution” campaign stress that traditional Common Law
to do virtually as its likes, because of what is termrights be regained, and that electors unite to petitio
the "majority vote", is a means by which electors ¢the Crown at all levels of government, for the intro-
manipulated to vote for their own destruction — all duction of the principle of the Electors' Veto, as exer:
the name of democracy. cised in Switzerland, where electors can challenge ut
Douglas wrote "Genuine democracy can vepopular legislation and force a national vote. When th
nearly be defined as the right to atrophy a function Swiss Federal government decided that Switzerlan
contracting out. It is essentially negative, althoucshould join the United Nations, the electors forced :
contrary to the curious nonsense that is prevalent akreferendum at which nearly 70 percent of the elector
'negativeness’, is none the less essential for thairreasvetoed the proposal.
The instincts of Australian electors are still basica Unless Australians can re-generate understandin
sound, with every proposal, either Federal or Steof their true Constitutional heritage, with its Christian
being met by a resounding NO. Opposition to the thrroots, they will not halt the dangerous slide towards
tened Bill of Rights and the ID ("Moscow") Card uniteSlave State. Prince Charles has provided real leadersh
electors across artificial political divisions. EffedivHe has thrown out a challenge, which Australians ca
defence of the nation's constitutional heritage requinow take up as a major part of their Bi-Centennia
that all attempts to weaken the present Federal Corcelebrations. They can also set an inspiring example 1
tution be defeated; that a national "Defend the Consthe rest of the world.

“Churchill's War” a book to be reckoned with

British-born hardhitting journalist Doug Collins, who has lived in Canadarf@ny years, says that Churchill was one o
heroes. But in the following review of David Irving's gwiaphy of Churchill, in théNorth Shore News'yYancouver, of December 2,
Collins provides what can only be described as a piiofesfy honest review of a book, which the Zionist maehis making ever
endeavour to suppress.

Shortly before he died, Harold Macmillan was shown tlfirst, albeit with much less success than Hitler hdten he
manuscript ofChurchill's War, by David Irving. Macmillan attacked the U.K. Of the raids that killed 7,000 people indion
former British prime minister and head of the great @hiotig in September 1940, he writes:
house, read it and said: "Over my dead body." He woold | "The British people could not know that for reasons of
publish it. grand strategy Churchill and Bomber Command had done the|

Other publishers said the same, not only in the BiIK. utmost to induce this outrage.” Winston, meanwhile, is quated
in the U.S. Now, however, the book has been printed byal s saying during the Blitz: "The sound of these cannon gives me
Australian publishing company (Veritas) and is being saeiceh tremendous feeling... "

In Aussie it is a best seller. Irving may be correct about much of this. For my money,

Macmillan's attitude was understandable. He was closiChurchill was right to fight Hitler tooth and nail ahatever cost.
Churchill. But the man hasn't yet been born who wasawuit Who is to say what the Nazis would have done if Britaith d¢wn-
warts, and Irving shows all of Churchill's and adds a femoAg cluded a deal? Wasn't there a deal over Czechoslovkiathat
other things, he paints Churchill as a lush who alarmed éfaox stop the invasion of Poland?

King and worried Franklin Roosevelt. The one thing that sticks in my throat, though, is Irving's

If you are a Churchill fan, as | am, you will hate thislbo heavy hint that Churchill was a coward. Privy to mheal
because Irving hates Churchill. He has made no secreimohis German plans through Ultra, the marvellous British codakimg
book-plugging tours. But that only adds to the fascinatiamisf system, Churchill, says Irving, used that knowledge to altpof
600-page tome that took 10 years to put together. London when the Luftwaffe was coming — while urging the hap-

In Irving's view, Churchill should have made a deal wiless peasants on to greater efforts. (This has beenatiogbly
Hitler. That he failed to do so led to the breakup of Bhiéish denied by Sir John Colville, one of Churchill's key sties in
Empire, in which the Americans joined joyfully. It aldsoomed 1940).
much of Europe through air attack and led to the triumph With regret, however, | must say that this book will have
Bolshevism. Hitler is shown as wanting nothing from Brgish to be reckoned with when the final tally on World Wiawo is
except the return of the former German colonies. made. The research is awesome. There are also soghes.|&Ve

According to Irving, Churchill was his own generalearn, for instance, that the Americans called thppfsh
admiral and air marshal and was the architect of mangtdisa Anthony Eden "Miss England".

He caused the Germans to invade Norway by planning to move
into that country himself, but was out-smarted. Churchido
committed a war crime by smashing the French fleetakial NEW UNHAPPY LORDS

He messed up in the Mediterranean by going to the
of Greece and defending Crete. This split the British Aainthe
Nile, and caused the 1941 defeat in Libya. General Wheeime

They have given us into the hand of new unhappy

the scapegoat. lords,
As Britain moved deeper into the mire, he sold everythi Lords without anger and honour, who dare
to the U.S. -- British assets in North America amkestific not carry their swords.
wonders of the day in which the Americans lagged far bekhfisd. They fight by shuffling papers, they have
aim was to get the Americans into the war. To achiénd, t bright dead alien eyes;
nothing was sacred. . They look at our labour and laughter as a
For 50 beaten-up old destroyers, only two of which we tired man looks at flies.
of any use, he traded bases in the West Indies "ipepaty." And the load of their loveless pity is worse

The Americans, meanwhile, far from wanting to saveization,

were nothing but hard-eyed Yankee traders. Lend-Leaseaw: than the ancient wrongs,

rip-off and it wasn't until their own ass was kicked tihaty came Their doors are shut in the evening; and they
in. know no songs.

There's a lot more. Irving contends that Churchilitado/ G.K. Chesterton, In "The Secret Peopltf".
the bombings of Britain by striking at German civiliangets
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HOW ANTI-FLUORIDATION BATTLE WAS WON
IN THE NETHERLANDS

The policy of fluoridating public water supplies is a nanifestation of a totalitarian philosophy. Support for this philosophy
cuts across party political divisions, as witnessed by ¢hfact that in Australia both the Labor Socialists and the'anti-Socialist"
Liberals are united in insisting that people must be subjecteto compulsory medication via the water tap.

British scientist Dr. Geoffrey Dobbs has been prominenthe antifluoridation battle in the United Kingdom and, in -
following review (in "Home" U.K., January 1988) of the bodkjoolenburgh Fluoride - The Freedom Fightly Netherland
doctor Dr. Hans Moolenburgh, stresses that the bssieiis not medical, but freedom of choice.

The social conflict about the fluoridation of publicteta Appeal against lower court judgments, a decision frieenHigh
supplies has always been, from the stprimarily a political Court that fluoridation wa'svithout legal foundation'.
conflict; only secondarily about fluoride, its effects teeth or The parallel with what happened a few years later in
health, or anything else. Politics is about power, andemBritain is close, although here the adverse legal decigamin a
especially about the power of the rulers over the raladl the Scottish court, which might not necessarily apply torést of
resistance of the latter, of which this book describesmwtn the country. In both countries the advance of fluoratativas
standing and successful example in one country, namely "halted, and in both the fluoridators, well aware thaawthey
Netherlands. had been doing for years had always, almost certainly, ilhegal

Fluoridation is exclusively an imposition of Governmen:at once claimed that this showed that the law must aegel by
and their bureaucracies upon the citizens. WithouteBwment Parliament to legalise it. But here came the diffeeerin Holland
money extracted by force of law from the very peopis itsed public awareness and pressure and publicity were, in te en
against, it is an impossibility. As the subtitle to Moolen- sufficient to stop the Fluoridation Bill being passedBhitain
burgh's book clearly shows, he is very well aware tiiatis the it was opposed only by a handful of M.P.'s at an all-nittig,
primary consideration, although the part which he &gl and easily pushed through by what was described at theaime
medical colleagues played in investigating and publicising tthe Government's 'pay-roll vote', and took a very minaceln

effects on the health of their patients was alsoriical impor-
tance.

No doubt most of those who have been active
interested in this question of fluoridation, or in hieajenerally,
or in the purity of water or the environment, wilfeddy have
bought the book or intend to do so. Yet it will be of vitdérest
also to all those who are concerned about human ingedbo
should be grateful to the author in that, having won hatebin
his own country, he has not rested on his laurels &sitgone to
the trouble of giving us an account of it to help thst of us who
are still engaged, not only in this, but in otherisimstruggles for
freedom. As he writes (on p. 126): "Learning how to fidinbri-
dation gives you power to fight the far more dangerousathof
totalitarian thinking that sweeps the world today and thnsatie
bring back the Dark Ages."

As a Farmer Doses His Cattle

the media as compared with the following Bill on telepton
tapping.

Why this difference between parliamentary success in
Holland and, so far, parliamentary failure in Britain?

A Practical Solution

First of all, Holland is a smaller and more compact
country than the United Kingdom, with about one-seventh ef th
area but a quarter of the population. Proportionatelad lbeen
more extensively fluoridated than the U.K. so that fayren
people it was a practical rather than a theoreticaleisFor in-
stance, Greater London has never been fluoridatedyvenm e
subjected to urgent promotional pressure.

Then, the authorities in the Netherlands early on- con
ceded a most important point of principle, namely, thatewat
consumers have a right to be supplied with unfluoridatee@rwat
This resulted in standpipes being erected in certairscitiethe

The story is entertainingly told, in excellent, colloquiegreat city of Amsterdam there were only five, and whiea t

English, and there is no need to recapitulate it. In nesgtects it
parallels the history of Fluoridation in Britain, buat ¢ertain vital
respects departs from it. As usual it starts with goEnexperi-
ment for the benefit of the populations of two Dutch towns,
be carried out by qualified dental scientists to which fficial,
status-holding person could, or did, raise any objectiorthbigi
at first, did the common citizens; since the thing wasav and
unprecedented it took some time for them to realise
monstrous nature, in that, for the first time, peopleewer be
collectively dosed by their masters without consultation
choice, much as a farmer doses his cattle, deemingelfira
superior being wholly in charge of their lives.

crowds trying to draw from one of these attracted atianit
was then so heavily chlorinated as to make the wagatigally
undrinkable! But in the flower-growing district of Aalsmeer,
where jerry cans of pure water had to be provided, the midma
grew to such proportions (e.g. 1200 cans a day!) ascaniea
major embarrassment to the authorities and was #atempor-
tant factor in preventing the passing of the FluoridaBdh In
Britain this essential right has never been conceded. Otitch
experience has shown that it is the critical pointgbtffor.

True as it is that freedom of choice is the vital thing,
scarcely arises if people have no good reasons for wislantp
drink extra fluoride added to their water. The mere faat this

Incidentally, so far as | know, Dr. Moolenburgh is th.substance is highly suspect and its effects on heattiriowsly

only other writer on fluoridation beside myself who hesd
this accurate comparison with the treatment of cattleich
many shy away from as being an exaggeration. It islnstims
up the essence of the matter, and to evade it is tsfarathe
conflict to inessentials, such as health effects, howexah they
may have their place.

As elsewhere, the whole weight of official, medipatstige
was employed by the propagandists to promote the measdre
to suppress all centra-indications, which were lethi public
to cover for themselves; so that local Councils abteeit after
hearing only one side. The conflict came later in nadsthe

big cities, including Amsterdam. In Haarlem, howevere th
announcement of impending fluoridation stirred up such opp

sition (led by Dr. Moolenburgh) that it never was cairaat.
In time the many local oppositions consolidated into twain

controversial ought to have been ample reasomdbputting

it in. It is, of course, the duty of our 'health advisewgbut both

the pros and the cons with, if anything a cautious emphpsis

the cons, rather than thrusting that duty upon membetkeof
public. It is easy enough for professionals to make fools of
amateurs who venture to argue with them in public owenie
calities, whether in medicine or anything else. Thisvhere we
look to the medical profession itself to defend the putobm
such one-sided information as they have been given by ibmloff
promotionists of fluoridation.

Investigated for Themselves

In Britain, with a few notable exceptions, the meldarad
dental professions have failed in that duty, and haleavad
those who speak for them to imply that the oppositsobased

groups, one of which, with a name translated as 'Tapwaupon technical ignorance. In contrast, in the Netmelda not

Vigilance', ultimately succeeded in obtaining, oneaand
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opposition on the correct grounds of freedom of choiceohut symptoms had been described by reputable doctors, othlers, a
the medical side they were not content to quote thmercan over the world, whether opposed on principle or completely
examples of damaging effects described by Dr. Waldbott anopen-minded, would not rest until they had checked the facts,
few others, but formed a group which set about investigdhie carefully and honestly, for themselves. Had this bemmedas
truth of the matter themselves. In due course thesived ample it surely would have been in the absence of unilatefatiab
evidence that such toxic effects did occur among some of tipropaganda discounting all but favourable reports, we shoulo
patients, and even themselves, after drinking fluoridatagbr; have long ago seen the end of fluoridation.
which ceased after drinking unfluoridated water, anmimed _ _ _
after returning to fluoridated. The situation, as milgatexpec- A final point, made by Dr. Moolenburgh, is that, whereas
ted, was not simple. After a time people might beconsptedl the Dutch know from experience what totalitarianismiiks,
to the higher fluoride intake, but symptoms might recuenvhthrough being occupied during the Second World Waraigrénd
they were detoxifying after stopping it, and of course nmathgr the U.S.A. have not had that grim experience, and aredasy
factors affecting health would inevitably contributeth® out- to recognise it and to refuse to endure it, when disguased
come. method of improving children's teeth. Nevertheless, dbgged
The fact that these effects, hitherto heavily distedn resistance of the British people, which, after thintg-fyears of
because they had been reported only from the U.S.A., mmwe continual pressure and propaganda from the State 'Healtr
confirmed from a European country had a powerful influencbureaucracy, has still averted this impudent impositram
But what disappointed Dr. Moolenburgh, as it has the weaig about five-sixths of the population, is in itself a victafyno
was that, while other opponents would constantly apieaim sSmall order. With the example of the Netherlandsobefus,
to come and present his evidence to support them, nowlicereit augurs well for the future, and has already added stremut
they seem willing to get down to it and investigate titu¢h of €xperience to the resistance to even more serious anthtiet
the matter themselves. One would have thought that, bese t invasions of personal and family life.

ULSTER - THE SENSELESS TRAGEDY

by Ivor Benson.

In the following article in the NovemberDecember issue of "Behind the News", (P.O. Box 156K&rugersdorp, 1740 Soutr
Africa) South African journalist and news-analyst Ivor Benson, draws attention to an aspectf ¢he Irish situation, which is generally
ianored.

The news that made big newspaper headlines in Britismall segment of truth which, sooner or later, becausdl ihot
this month (November) was the Remembrance Day bombigo away, will completely transform the situation inrihern
at Enniskillen, Northern Ireland, that killed eleven peapid in- Ireland: the simple and incontrovertible fact that wthe IRA
jured 63, including several children. are fighting for in Ulster has been rendered completely mgani

There was universal condemnation of the deed, and e'less by what has happened behind their backs inside the Republ
the IRA, who admitted having placed the bomb, tried t@a@sc of Ireland.

full blame by arguing that it was British Army electrormter- More precisely, a sovereign and independent Republic of
ference which actually triggered the explosion, implyingttih Ireland is today pure make-believe. And all the politisiah the
was not intended to kill and injure so many. top, plus some of the top bureaucrats, must know this. i§hat

The deed was deplored by all, but not so the aim beh why the British Government would cheerfully surrender Wlste
the deed, the incorporation of Ulster in a united IR&public. the Republic of Ireland. Mrs. Thatcher would not daressaybut
How could it have been otherwise when the constitutioth® Ulster's so-called "loyalists" know it, and at onceognised the
Republic continues to enshrine the ideal of a "unitecah@? recent Anglo-Irish Agreement as a further step in thisdction.
Indeed, it is an ideal supported almost unanimously by thle ItAnd Mrs. Thatcher would have no conscientious misgivirgsia
everywhere — in Ireland, the United Kingdom and by thes-d doing it because she knows that for all practical papibe Re-
cendants in the United States to the third and fourtlergéion.  public of Ireland is still a part of the United Kingdom.

There is, therefore, every reason to believe thakitheg,
maiming and destruction will continue, possibly on anneve What many people outside Ireland do not know, but every
greater scale than ever. A crazier and more confusgd of |rishman knows full well, is that for all purposes thaslty
affairs it would be hard to imagine, brilliantly clear gretfectly matter there are no boundaries between the United Kingahom
intelligible in its parts, as when that bomb went @fposite the Eijre, no immigration control and very little custosmntrol. Not
war memorial at Enniskillen — everyone knows what the&ms only are the Irish permitted to enter Britain withpermits, but
- but in its totality a tangle of conflicting interesind passions gre immediately placed on public assistance if they iteesd
offering no possibility of being resolved. . can even register for the vote in British electionsdAince an

_In any complex situation, as the Chinese savants Werish passport, for all purposes of residence and travelactly
saying millennia ago, the meaning of the part is toob@d only ihe same as a British passport, Ireland's DepartmeRbpiila-

in the whole to which it belongs; the Irish problem hay veany  ion Registration can be regarded as a mere brandte d@ritish
parts, but is itself only part of a much bigger pictofean un- ome Office.

precedented age of conflict and tragedy.

We shall at least have a better idea of the kind afflpm The anomalies that arise are then studiously disregardec
we are trying to solve if we can acknowledge, withouthierrt |, nedia and politicians, as when criminal proceedivgse
debate, that we all live today in a vast world of beserated by (ayen hy the British Government recently against a ciérthe
power politics in which warfare of the kind we canuderstand Irish Embassy in London accused of selling Irish passport

has been largely replaced by a warfare on the battiegroluithe : - -
mind which very few can understand. It has been vistuat- \t/(\;e\f\l/g%%?ﬁgr%a&is rirrlqerrnguer(]jit;[/r.]at the Irish had not eeem lasked

possible for the whole truth to emerge as common propeity
because too many of those involved have a vested interest in _
keeping it under wraps, a vested interest reinforcechany It would seem, therefore, that the main purpose served by

cases with a firm belief that the truth could do mibeem than the parliament in Dublin, with its warring factions aish
good. nationalism, is to sustain the illusion that the Rejoudl Ireland

Behind the Scene Is a sovereign and independent nation, an instrument ofithe w
and destiny of the Irish people. What powers it does hesein
All we need concern ourselves with at this mometitas fact, hardly distinguishable from such as are exercisddnitite
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United Kingdom by Scotland and Wales. gates would have had no inkling: the British —their kxad
rather — have surrendered what has always and everywhere be

'CONFUSION IS A WEAPON' recognised as the first and most important respongilafitany
Now let us look at the Irish situation in the contekt (dovernment, that of maintaining law and order. Under timade

that much bigger political and historical picture toigthit ©f th€ Treaty of Rome and enabling legislation passechéy t

belongs, a picture that includes the whole of the Urkiegdom 1ouse of Commons (European Communities Act of 1972)

and much else. What a different view we now get of tieh Ir .community Law” which outlaws capital punishment and

situation! ' corporal punishment, supersedes any antecedent natamal
British hegemony no longer means what if used to me‘deallng with crime and punishment.

: : . Much else of national sovereignty has been surrendered b
There was a time when it meant English hegemony, ore mnd : : :
no less. But what can it mean when Britain itself h ' to be the governments of national sovereignty has been surrendered &

: : . : the governments of Britain and Ireland in exchange lar t
a sovereign and independent nation? Is there then any ddterfsupp%sed benefits of membership of the Europeang Economi
except one of degree between the two talking shops, thenon Community and an imagined "piece of action” in helpingse

Dublin and the other in London? Is the House of Comnaons : : -
less a piece of political stage furniture than the Dail? é%bélﬁgrﬁispﬁ?gresogﬁgrilg;[]ew;ﬁlg nralel.zconomlc Order (NIEOR

At the recent annual conference of Britain's Consemati o _ _ _ _
Party there were more than a hundred resolutions frarty Na_ltlonallst sentiment — mdeed all sentiment — being much
branches on the subject of law and order, more thaty thir Stronger in Ireland than in Britain, Ireland's rulersifthemselves
them demanding a restoration of the death penaltgrdhan in a risky situation; hence the prolonged foot-dragging over
be no doubt that those resolutions reflect what teatgnajority Britain's demands for the extradition of Irishmen warftedall
of the people of Britain feel and think about their oiy's alleged terrorist offences in Ulster and elsewheredrkingdom.

rapidly worsening crime situation. So why cannot the peo| It might even be argued that the fiery Irish natiosrali
of Britain get what they so obviously want? that continues to be burned off in the north might atfss be

The answer is one that Home Secretary Douglas Higiving sleepless nights to the NIEO-oriented politiciamghe
would not have dared to utter and of which the hundredslet south.

The True Celebration Of This

Nation Is In 1ts Constitution
PRINCE CHARLES IN SYDNEY ON JANUARY 26.

The following is the complete text of the brilliant and inspiing address by Prince Charles in the Sydney Opera House fore-
court on the occasion of Australia's Bi-Centennial.

My wife and | are delighted to be able to return to Au: But the best part about the story is that they made their
tralia at this very special time, to celebrate withh your nation's prison into a new home, where freedom became not just the
Bicentennial. dream of those in shackles, but a reality for everybody.

It is a historic and splendid occasion for all of us et n It didn't happen by accident. It took the intelligence and
only here in Australia, but all over the world, and leatst in the courage of brave men and women.

United Kingdom. Even within the astonishingly brief span, which covers the

The modern nation of Australia began here, 200 years iwhole history of modern Australia, the process of mgHKiberty
today. They were harsh beginnings, and the people whoseste an institution took time.

here against their will had little cause to rejoice. For the original people of this land it must all have
And all that was just yesterday. As history goes, 200sye seemed very different, and if they should say thar thredica-
is barely a heartbeat. ment has not yet ended, it would be hard to know how t

Yet look around you, and see what has happened in tanswer, beyond suggesting that a country free enougtatoirge
time. A whole new free people. The people of a wimales free its own conscience is a land worth living in, a natiobeeenvied.
country, Australia. If it takes regular visitors from eld country Anyway, most people who live here now seem to think
to help you decide whether you should be celebrating ommot Australia is the best place in the world, and trst of the world
wife and | will be glad to be of assistance. We are letly happy finds it difficult to argue.
to have been invited to the party. By now, almost every country on Earth is the old countr

When Captain Cook discovered this part of the Greto some family in Australia. Coming from your firddacountry,
South Land and claimed it for the British Crown, he wélsvgan and celebrating the 22nd anniversary, to the month, of ey fir
qguest of knowledge. transportation to Australia, let me say, on behalilbthe lands

And whatever is said about the founding of the Briticand peoples who have contributed to your heritage, that you
Empire, the astonishing courage and resolve of many pekele have the best of us.

Captain Cook who dramatically advanced the sum of hun Australia is its own creation, but in a very real seits
knowledge in their quest for discovery and trade should not belongs to the world. Australia is an international nation
ignored amidst the less worthy aspects of the story. People from anywhere feel at home here in Austrhlga.

But as still happens today when knowledge is invariatthat sort of place. In two world wars, Australians foughile-
examined for its less exalted application, King Geolyje heartedly against intolerance and tyranny. They didn'tfigist
ministers fairly soon saw the practical possibilitiesagplace for the old Empire, which has now receded into histdityey
where inconvenient people could be transported and forgottefought for freedom, which lasts, if it is looked after andumed.

There is no point now in trying to gloss over the cireur One of Australia's oldest ties with the oldest of itd ol
stances in which the country of which you are righttpynl countries is the rule of law. They were harsh judges sent the

began. Indeed, to face those facts is a necessarpfpadlising first Australians out here, but they were wisely frantewvs that
just how proud you should be. turned convicts into free men and women. And free nrah a

For the sad truth is that in those early days of thengo Women helped make a democracy, which has become a mode

nobody was free. The men who guarded the convicts werefor the world. . _
prison along with them. They were all a long way from Bpend They didn't do it just by being good-natured and easy-

they all no doubt thought that Australia was the worsteplac 9oing — however famous they were, and you are, for those
the world. gualities. They did it by carefully writing down thaws of a
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reasonable and humane society. bourgeois society: as an attempt to find some substitutéhéor

The spirit of liberty that they felt within themseb/they |ost religious foundations of society and to replaceutilgarian
made legible to others. The true celebration of tht®nas in individualism of the liberal-capitalist State by @&wn spiritual
its Constitution. community."

In those dry-sounding but hard fought for rules and reg Dawson thought it unlikely that a totalitarian regime in
lations, every family in this remarkable country hessrights England or America would be Communist or Fascist; ratiber,
protected and cherished. would be indigenous to the Anglo-American world and would

As it happened so long ago, many of you may not rea probably have strong overtones of social reformismd a
that part of my own education took place here in palsd. humanitarianism. Nonetheless as a totalitarian regimeuld

Quite frankly, it was by far the best part and somethirtry to control all aspects of men's lives.
which | shall always cherish. It gave me an insigitb the Dawson saw totalitarianism as involving an attempt to
character of this country and the individuals who hawapet it create a New Jerusalem on earth: "there is the Muscdgru-
by the force of their personalities and by their infetiggood salem which has no Temple, there is Herr Hitlerisisiem
humour. which has no Jews, and there is the Jerusalem ofottal se-

While | was here | had the Pommy bits bashed off nformers which is all suburbs.” It is this aspiration tweiwmity,
like chips off and old block, and the results are only tooalss/i which prompts the totalitarian state to claim "to encbréhe

| keep coming back for more, and it is always a specwhole of life and to demand the total submission of tith-i
pleasure. But my wife and | are particularly glad to bee likis vidual will and conscience.”
year, on this great day, to help you — as if you Aussieslert Th , SO .

: S - e fundamental error in totalitarianism, Dawson sagd,
help in anything! — to celebrate your good fortune and l?‘hW'the ignoring of Original Sin and its consequences oreratine

you well for a future that holds out such great promise. identification of the Fall with some defective political econo-
mic arrangement,” such as the power of the capisabstthe

- Jews. This lesson seems to have been forgottenanym
Ch rIStOpher Dawson religious circles today.
- . For Dawson, the only Kingdom of God, which we have a
and The CI"|S|S Of right to expect on earth, is the Church, which perfornveraé
. . important functions. It provides the individual with tihbere-
Western C|V| | |1Zation withal to resist totalitarian claims by the stateal$o helps to
preserve civilization.
by Dr. Glenn N. Schram For when a civilization ceases to believe itselbéobased
in "The Christian News'U.S.A. on the Law of God, it is doomed to destruction by the decay

. _ __its own energies. Thus Professor Shklar is not very widthe

It would be difficult to find a more unpopular writeimark in her assessment of Dawson as a "Christitaliga."
today than the English historian Christopher Dawson (18t But what of the establishment of totalitarianism?en¢h
1970), Educated at Winchester School and at Oxford, Dawso0 joes Dawson say that the only alternative to it for Waste
1914 joined the Catholic Church. He denied that it is atifonc Europe is a renewal of Christianity? The passage, whinfes
of the Church to create a reign of earthly peace anidgust closest to making this assertion, is the following:

He was dismissed by Professor Judith Shklar in her b "All those ideals, which we regard as typically Westetn
After Utopiaas a "Christian fatalist,” or holder of the beliethe supremacy of law, the recognition of the moraltsghf the
that Europe would die if it persisted on its path towareligion; individual and the duty of society towards the poor ang th
and he was eclipsed by his contemporaries Arnold Toynibee oppressed — are not the invention of modern democracy The
Eric Voegelin as a philosopher of history. _ are ultimately products of the Christian tradition andi ftheir
_ Nonetheless he had an important perspective, which only true justification in Christian principles. Eith¢hese
ignore at our peril. He saw the trend of the timetoagrd totali- elements must be ... brought back to their natural basise
tarianism, and strongly implied that the only thinatticould Christian tradition, or they will be eliminated by the
save Western Europe and the United States from a to@iitareconstitution of society on purely materialistic foundadias a
fate was a renaissance of Christianity. _ ~_closed order in which human nature is entirely subateich to

It is true that Dawson failed to describe the situatitthe needs of the state machine.”
quite so starkly, and that his views along these lines Yegrthe At issue, therefore, is "the choice between the mezbdni
most part expressed during the 1930's in the face of Stalinisrorder of the absolute State . . . and a return to splritder

the Soviet Union and fascism in Germany and Italy. based on a reassertion of the Christian elements ineviestl-
But as late as 1960 he could write that "the fundamertyre."

distinction which Christians make between Church anck Stadl Nothing in these views ought to be taken to mean that

spiritual and temporal authority is the opposite of t@ehn Dawson favored a theocracy or anything like it. He kihéstory
and is perhaps the only ultimate defense of manistisl too well to be optimistic about the results when eccldsmst
freedom against the totalitarian challenge and thewigyg become involved in politics or political parties "adaptigious
pressure of the secular state.” programmes and claim to represent the cause of Godutéte;

In this article | shall focus on his 1935 boételigion and "In a sense it is quite true to say that all our trosilaliee
the Modern Statefor it contains his most detailed discussion (due to the neglect of Christian teaching and that Chrisjigsit
the problem of totalitarianism. To Dawson, totalitaisam had the remedy for our social as well as our individualsevBut it is
two sides. On one side it was the final result of mamsito- not like a patent medicine that is warranted to curdistlases. It
ward secularization and ever-greater power in the hantteeof offers no short cuts to economic prosperity or social kitgbi
state, but on the other side it fulfilled a spiritual nesehted by Nevertheless he believed that Christianity can "transform
the very secularization of which it was an expressionwke:  social life not by competing with secular politics onithlggound

"The rise of the new State may be regarded as the culbut by altering the focus of human thought and opertfreg
nation of the process of secularization in Western tyistod the closed house of secular culture to the free light andfarlarger
unification of our culture on a purely materialistic ba8iat on and a more real world." The need for Christianity tdfqrer this
the other hand it may equally be regarded as thdtre§a role is greater now than it was a half century ago,mbawson
spiritual reaction against the materialism of nieeat® century wrote these words.
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