THE NEW TIMES

$25 per annum. Box 1052J, Melbourne.

"Ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free'John 8:31.

VOL. 62, No. 10. Registered Australia Post - Publication PP481667 0259 OCTOBER 1998

Australia and New Zealand Edition. Published in Melboune and Auckland.

ELECTION RESULTS: OPEN
WINDOW OF OPPORTUNITY

by Eric D. Butler

While John Howard's proposed G.S.T. (General Servicefax) was one of the major issues discuss
during the Australian general elections, it is farfrom true that he now has a "mandate” to impose thisor
any other type of taxation upon the Australian peom@. The Federal election results, and how they we
achieved, served only one good purpose: they highligdd the fact that genuine representativ
government does not exist in Australia, and that thgresent party system is being used to create a typé
elected dictatorship. If a handful of electors had voted ifferently in a handful of electorates, Johr
Howard would not be Prime Minister today. The mlicies of the major political parties offered the edctors
the equivalent of being boiled in oil, shot or hanged. Labor leker Kim Beazley admitted after the electior

that his capital gains taxation policy had probably cost hmn victory at the polls.

The following are several of the major issues concern

n

Australia's future which were not debated, or adequat
discussed during the elections: immigration; the smar
foreign debt - to which the major political parties @aall
contributed; the growing foreign acquisition of Aradta's
basic industries and resources; and the subversidheo
Federal Constitution by the misuse of the externahiedf
power. The major parties continue to endorse the tateit
concept of the "global economy" and "free trade". With t
print media of Australia being monopolised by the Murdoq
and Fairfax groups, the subject of media monopoly W
studiously ignored. No major party even raised the topresf
whether it might be possible to finance the necess:
development and defence of Australia without foreig
borrowing.

The silent treatment of West Australian Graeme Caihpb
and the Australia First Party, which had become gtan
obvious during the Queensland state elections, was contin
during the federal elections, with the left wing betLabor
party contributing to the ultimate defeat of the most alb
nationalist in the Federal Parliament. One Natiomatsgists
foolishly continued with the anti-Campbell bias displaye
during the earlier South Australian and QueenslanateSt
elections. Pauline Hanson ignored the advice of Grae
Campbell who, in a statement published in 8wmith Burnett
Times,warned that it was impossible for Pauline Hanson

OUR POLICY

To promote service to the Christian revelation of God, loyalt
to the Australian Constitutional Monarchy, and maximum
cooperation between subjects of the Crown Commonweal
of Nations.

To defend the free Society and its institutions -private
property, consumer control of production through genuine
competitive enterprise, and limited decentralised governemt.

To promote financial policies, which will reduce taation,
eliminate debt, andmake possible material security for al
with greater leisure time for cultural activities.

To oppose all forms of monopoly, either described gsublic
or private.

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

To support all policies genuinely concerned with conservir
and protecting natural resources, including the soil, ant
an environment reflecting natural (God's) laws, agains
policies of rape and waste.

To oppose all policies eroding national sovereignty, antb
promote a closer relationship between the peoples of it
Crown Commonwealth and those of the United States of
America, who share a common heritage.

win the new Queensland electorate of Blair. WhenliRau




Hanson eventually agreed to meet the media after the elgcibe comments on the Federal election results came froraatksf
explained her electoral defeat by saying that sherwdfully candidate Graeme Campbell, who pointed out that the rémo\
understood the preferential system of voting. Thislaxation of Independents from the Federal Parliament had rechave
reflects seriously either on Pauline Hanson's politicddinent or safety valve for a large and growing number of concerne
that of her adviser David Oldfield. electors. The removal of such a safety valve could lead
Whatever the explanation, the election results did nat hviolence and a revolutionary ferment. There is no @vi@ that
about Pauline Hanson's firm pre-election prediction thett a Howard government, which contains members who are f
party would win seats both in the Senate and the Housefrom satisfied with what John Howard has done, or proptuses
Representatives. The only seat was in the SenatehWauline do, is likely to take any action which will lesseretgrowing
Hanson would have won easily if she had contestedSdmate social ferment. As | have constantly pointed out, i& @lhsence

instead of the House of Representatives. of policies designed to move Australia off the internadicst
road, and to lessen growing economic and social presstires
Howard govemment weakened did not matter which of the major parties won the fatler

However, the overall election result has seriously weakémed elections. John Howard has not won a victory, whichaing to

L : . change anything fundamental. But the balance of powe
position of the Howard government, which eXpIamSyWhresulting from the elections has created the conditiiorvghich

"Honest John" has suddenly discovered that he might consi L S

accepting the vote of controversial Senator Mal Colstoorder a new type of political movgment, r_ejectmg preseatty

to have his GST proposals accepted before the end oktre ypolltlc_s, can devglop. Genume. patriots of preseruugs

The constitution of the newly elected Senate makesoitem including Ong Nation ar_1d Australia First supporte_erm/v h_ave

difficult for John Howard to treat it as a rubber stamige his an opportunity to provide th_e type of leadership tha_ama_

Labor predecessors, John Howard appears to have difficultyne?ds' That type of_Ieadershlp ”.‘“_St be based on thetidiris

understanding that the Senate is part of the Australiiicpb philosophy concerning leadership: those who would be tf
greatest among their fellows must agree to be the dsreéall.

system, and is elected by the Australian people. Thet&aag n y ¢ t-election addr Jeremv Le@editom
proved an effective curb on the government of the day, las Ji a Series of post-election addresses, Jeremy Loa ome
concepts, which could be a starting point for the revival c

E;V;Z:dgxgrrz(rar?:r?t YVTsr;mhpeOSz[tZrTg)t(egn_ bacl)Sok-; reaisdu'ﬁgzzi traditional Australia. | am satisfied that the electivas opened
Reacting to widespread public opinion, Don Chipp's Demscr:“P windows of opportunity, which were only vaguely taking
vetoed the Howard Tax in the Senate ’ shape before the election. Social Crediters must sdige t

Both John Howard and National. leader Tim Fischer haopportunity for what is now required: an intensificatiohthe
admitted that while One Nation won no seats in theseoof League's educational programme, starting with the widadpre
distribution of the audio-taped address of Jeremy Lee's pc

Representatives, and only one in the Senate, thevotalfor . )
One Nation candidates reflects a widespread nationakeooron eI_ectlgn address. Order from MEA Tapes, Box 184, The Basl
Victoria 3154. $6 posted.

Issues that are not going to go away. One of the mosheet

The Editor,

;hg_vggi k1|¥4/saTsiarsg,el\S/femourne City MC. 8001 BASIC FUND MUST BE
FILLED

Dear Sir
We need only one reform of taxation, and that is to ensuj 1h€ League's Annual Basic Fund is thetliteod of the
the multinationals pay the same taxes as the rest of us. League. The "target” set each year is based upc
Repeal of the Double Taxation Act (1953) would achievg programme planned for the coming twelve mot
that objective. A GST won't! Lastyear the target was $65,000. This year it has
The GST is to be levied only on sales in Australizaltnot set at $60,000. Needless to say, the total Le
be otherwise, so profits repatriated offshore willl stot be expenditure is much greater than Basic Fund. Bt
taxed. the Fund ensurethat programmes can be underte

We are going to get a GST whether we want it or nbé T | i, confidence that they will be sefinancing. But ir

International Monetary Fund says so. : : the absence of arassured Basic Fund, forws
We can accept the Beazley rhetoric (as we believed Hbwa . )
planning is impossible. The League has planne:

in 1995-96) and change the government, but the "nil' w _ o _ _ o
biggest programme in its long hisyorincluding its

become "yes". L PER _ _ _
The solution lies in economic reform that will lessand | OWn distinctive campaign on tiieepublican issue. /
finally eliminate, our reliance on overseas capital. encouraging start has been madaéth just ove
Until we demand this change the big will continue td ge| $14,000 having been contributed byeatively few
bigger and the small go broke. supporters. Forward all contributions Box 1052J
Yours truly, G.P.O. Melbourne 3001.
Ron Fischer.
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CREDIT, CRISIS AND THE CROWN

The following abbreviated notes are from Mr. Jeremy Lee's pagiethe 1998 New Times Annual Seminar

As the drive for an Australian republic accelerated in 1997 it became clear that there was a more-thamterested
involvement by "big business". It was also clear tlat while corporate Australia favoured a republic it feared a popularly
elected President; in other words someone who couldot be moulded and controlled into the global progamme favoured by
the multinationals.

It was also clear that the reason for the removal of t Deputy-Governor of the Bank (of England), who had seats
monarchy was to eliminate the last vestiges of thoserve Parliament; | had the City for an antagonist on almostrgv
powers, which might, in a crisis, be used to forestadl global occasion ... .. (Morley's"Life of Gladstone")
programme. Like the U.S. Federal Reserve System, the Bank ofadg

Chief of these was Australia's constitutional indepeneen was privately owned, and dominated by Rothschild interes
outlined in Section 51 of the Constitution - to monetise Nathan Meyer, head of the London branch of N.M. Rdtidc
credit of the people. was a governor of the Bank. It was not until a centursrlthat

On November 24, 1997, the Australian Financial Reviethe Bank of England was nationalised, although the [brect
carried a feature article headed "CORPORATIONS HAV still came from the private sector and have always nsade
REAL ROLE IN REPUBLIC". It said: their interests were not jeopardised.

“ . . .In a modern globalised economy the role of ¢ The Britain of today is faced with losing its own coieag
Australian head of state is primarily to represent this cgynt should it finally accept the new European single ency
both to ourselves and on the world stage, to be an advocatesystem. It will have no say over monetary policy, Asticle 107
us, and to promote trade for Australian resource of the Maastricht Treaty stipulates:
manufacturers and services . . .. This head of state ought t "Neither the European Central Bank, nor a nationg
the advocate for the brand - Australia - the person wlcentral bank, nor any member of their decision-making bod
promotes and protects our brand image in the globshall seek or take instructions from any government or a
supermarket ... The current proposal is that the President \other body."
be chosen by a two-thirds majority of our Membefs It's an imperious demand, however you look at it, and wh
Parliament, and there are good reasons for this. Howev Britishers may not be conversant with the intrica@é banking,
there is a strong view emerging from the Austrajigople that they can certainly recognise a pig in a poke. AsEd#or of
they believe the President should be popularly electedhat the beautifully producedThis England”"commented in the
represents a real risk for business - because howewghythe latest edition:
contributions of the many notable Australians being mentiol “. ..l was born and bred in England. | am British tet
as likely to appeal to Australian voters, there is a conspicumarrow of my bones, and so will stay until my dying day
lack of anyone with broad, business experience. And theat have no desire to be a citizen of a huge super-state cal
worry. Australian business has a real role to playimpporting "Eutopia” or whatever, with one great governing body i
the election of a head of state by two-thirds of our MPs. .Brussels or Berlin and a multilingual puppet parliament
The President should have significant experience in catpolLuxembourg. | don't want to abandon the Pound in my poc
life - optimistically, as head of a major Australian enterprise. and swap it for the exciting new single currencgnethough it

(End of quote). means 1 shall have to forego the huge advantage of being
to spend it freely in places like Latvia and Macedonia whit
LOSING CONTROL OF OUR MONEY will all be part of a federal "United States of Europhéat our

Control of Australia’'s money system is an issudcivhas Political masters deny they are building...”
been given no expression in the current debate about our
constitutional arrangements. Yet it is crucial. As thunder of PUPPET GOVERNMENTS
his dynasty, Meyer Amschel Rothschild is creditetth waying: Roy Feier's description of "puppet parliaments" is ape
"Permit me to pass the money of a nation and | care not vSydney Morning HeraldAugust 23, 1997) reported, under the
makes its laws." heading "HOW UNSEEN BUSINESS CHIEFS CONTROL
Less than a century after Meyer Amschel's five dwas EUROPE™
dispersed to the major capitals of Europe from Frankfu "For more than a decade, Europe has been effectively r
Britain's Prime Minister W.E. Gladstone stated: not by national politicians or the Brussels bureaucrdmyt, by a
"From the time | took office as Chancellor (Decembelittle-known group of transnational corporations called the

1852) | began to learn that the State held, in the face of ‘European Round Table of Industrialists (ERT). . . .Theeace
Bank and the City, an essentially false position as to finan shows the ERT was the driving force behind the EE@snal

The hinge of the whole situation was this: The Governmimarket in the 1980s, the 1991 Maastricht Treaty ancsttuzal
itself was not to be a substantive power in matters of finanwelfare-cutting single currency. Founded in 1983, the ERT
but was to leave the Money Power supreme and unquestio made up of 45 business leaders from large Europe:
In the conditions of that situation | was reluctantaimguiesce, transnational corporations whose combined annual turnov
and | began to fight against it by financial self-assertion froapproaches $880 billion. They include BP, Shell, Daimle
the first. | was tenaciously opposed by the Govearal  Benz, Fiat and Siemens...”
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The world these behemoths are striving for does ntwdec Australian, Sir Zelman (Cowen) will reflect that he is only a
nation-states or national parliaments, which are clmpab couple of decades younger than the Commonweaktusifalia
making independent decisions. It has been well described... Reflecting yesterday on the approaching centenary, th:
President Clinton's economic guru Robert Reich: former governor-general said he believed "globalisation” or

"There will be no national products or technologies, rthe way we have become "so proximate to each other", mac
national corporations, nor national industries . . . Té&vill no the turning of the century an "intensely dramatic time...”
longer be national economies, at least as we have come One could be excused for suggesting that a Round Tabl
accept the concept. All that will remain rooted withiational Conference hosted bVhe Australianand presided over by a
borders are the people who comprise the natibn...former monarchist-turned-republican governor-general woulc
(Australian,June 25, 1992; inevitably favour the globalist agenda rather thtdre

- Which obviously raises the question - why on eartlmgo sovereignty of the nation-state. Indeed, one of thpep=
with the charade of elections, cabinets, ministecstaeasurers presented in The Australian (April 30, 1998) under the auspice
if the decision-making process has been shifted else@®h&re of Australia Unlimited Round Table, by former federal
major articlein Business Review WeekRApril 29, 1996, put it departmental head Michael Costello was headed "WHAT

quite clearly: PRICE NATIONHOOD?" It was a plea for the abandonment of
“ ... There is little doubt that the internationalisation cnational sovereignty in favour of globalism:
financial markets is of an entirely new intensity. Petltyald, "Globalisation is here to stay. Political movements round

executive director of Preferred Futures, says one consequthe world have no choice but to grapple with the new problem
will be a decline in the hegemony of the nation-state aad it poses for them. Here are some possible starting points. It |
eventual demise of national currencies. National governmdtrue that large global corporations now have at their disposal
already are unable to control their domestic money suppthe command, control, communications, and intelligence
except through the imposition of interest-rate mechanisms capability previously the preserve of the militagpabling them
More than 60% of international trade and financial activity to direct and control from the centre in real time . . .. ltrige
undertaken by multinational companies that represent that if we thought overseas competition in manufactuviag
economy equivalent in size to the US economy but whichtough, we haven't seen anything yet . . . It is tha¢ the very
little allegiance to domestic considerations. Ellyard saysst existence of the modern nation-state will be challenggd
international contracts for these companies will be written globalisation as never before. After all, a global agtion's

US dollars, yen or Eurodollars, which will become aitaede patriotism is for company, not country. The nation-state's
facto (or ultimately an actual) world currency. "The control fundamental power to tax and legislate can be at worstezlad
these currencies will be in the hands of just a few playhes: and at best put up for competitive auction against othe

US Treasury, the Japanese Finance Department . . . Mhticountries. What price national sovereignty? What price a
governments may be superseded by regional bodiesobalg national government's commitment to high levels of @mpent
networks...” when capital can easily move where it will? . .isltrue that
globalisation reinforces the tendency of free markets tenéet
FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION to make the rich richer and the poor poorer. We @nl/ on the

With such power at their fingertips, why would corperaifoothills of globalisation and already this is happening. In
chiefs and owners of these burgeoning multinationals concAustralia, for example, the increasing concentrationve#ilth is
themselves with the debate about a republic in Austraile® Well recorded. Relative poverty in the past 20 ydms grown
answer is that those running the global programmenate TOmM one in five Australians to nearly one in three. But this is
nearly so sure of their own invincibility as they wouldva us ROt to criticise free markets. To do so would be dikcising a

believe. Any vestiges of sovereignty and independencea ard0g for barking. .

threat. The crowned head on Australia's dollar - orBhiish ~ Michael Costello, apparently, is not only prepared to live
Pound for that matter - is a constant reminder datant With these ‘truths’, but seems to think they are st of
potential to which people might turn in the extremitygsis. available options. Persisted with, however, the Cartsiit and

Significantly, Australia now has its own version of th¢the idea of political representatives answerable ér telectors

European Round Table, which has wrested power away frwithin the monarchical framework are expendable. Feiso
politicians in BrusselsThe Australiar(May 5, 1998) reported: freedom and globalisation are incompatible. That's wiere
"When the idea for the Australia Unlimited Round Tablare as we come towards the end of 1998. But itssadteful
was first discussed between The Australian and the ablotthat global interests are partaking in the republican debater
Foundation six months ago, the idea was simple: prominethe banners of "sovereignty” and "independence”. Theyaire
Australian and international thinkers would jointa@o-day Prepared to spell out the true nature of their programmeas 2
discussion on "ideas for Australia's future" that would help 10ption for the consideration of the Australian peopleemiit
nudge the nation towards its centenary of federation. Whe|COmes to the approaching referendum.
opens in Melbourne today Australia Unlimited wdbfure some
of theworld's sharpest ideas people, headed by International THE MEDIA BETRAYAL
Monetary Fund managing director Michel Camdessuis It is significant, too, that Rupert Murdochfustralian
A companion article commented: “ . As he presides over should be hosting such a project. Murdoch has long fosteeed
the opening today of the Australia Unlimited Round Tahle republican programme. As long ago as 1976 he was reported a
conference on ideas for the country's future hostedhe
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follows: (Morning Bulletin, Rockhampton, November 26,0f financing its own future independently. AstBusiness
1976): Review Weeklgrticle quoted earlier said:

"Australian newspaper proprietor Mr. Rupert Murdogh i “ .. . National governments already are unable to contro
reported to have said in New York that he had chdumi@mind their domestic money supplies except through the imposit
about supporting Australia's Labor Government becausadt hinterest-rate mechanisms"
chickened out on necessary changes - like making Australi ~ What would happen to the nation, which tried to do so? Th
republic...” Australian Constitution is quite specific in settirogit the

A message, which a subsequent Labor leader, Patihieatsovereign powers ceded to the Commonwealth government
obviously took to heart! Since then, Murdoch's aanof the control and manage Australia’'s money supply. It has rmam
Australian media has expanded to the point where he tontirevoked by the Australian people. But a bunch of foreigr
65 percent of the country's metropolitan papersca&tefashion bankers say otherwise, and the government capitulates.
and pursue the issues he wants. The position waswalhed Goldman Sachs & Co - whose managing director Joht
up by David Bowman, writing i24 Hours(The SBS monthly) Corzine told John Howard what was required - is onénef
July 1993: biggest merger-and-takeover merchant banks in the wtrld

"A republic or a monarchy? Are we to live with the statihas recently upgraded its Australian operations, witfee o
quo, or fiddle with it, or undergo a constitutional convulsionforeign takeovers of the industries in Asia's cpHag
If Australia has to decide on a future form of governmereconomies - a fact bitterly resented by Asian leadetrso ready
should we be advised, warned, enthused and geneuaiied to abandon the trappings of sovereignty as Australia.
Australian newspapers controlled from the United States? The Australian director of the Australian arm of Goldman

. . . Rupert Murdoch, of course, controls far more of tSachs & Co is Mr. Malcolm Turnbull - who also happenbéo
Australian press than (Canadian) Conrad Black - seskthe the chairman of the Australian Republican Movement. Mr
twelve capital city dailies for a start, against Black'sstarThe Turnbull, reportedly, has spent over $1 million ohet
tired argument about whether Rupert Murdoch is really iprogramme for a republic. It was he, more than anyoneaglse
Australian need not detain us long. Mr. Murdoch is a citizenthe February Constitutional Convention at old Parliamen
the United States who has sworn a resounding odth House, who mustered opposition to the notion of a poiyular
allegiance to that country. He is an international bessman elected President, opting for one chosen by a majority c
who insofar as he belongs to any country is in law, in practmembers of Parliament. This was and is the modéy "b

and in spirit, an American...” business" requires, to provide an advocate "to promote ar
It is hardly likely, therefore, that the Murdocteps will list ~ protect our brand image in the global supermarket.”
in any rational way the increasing number of cogeat®ples For such worldly-wise corporate internationalists ttiea of

that globalism, far from having an assured future, ha national parliament controlling the nation’s mpne
consistently worsened world conditions since iteption, now independently of the international banking fraternity mbs
creating such a bow-wave of disaster as to threiggeawn stamped out quickly and repeatedly (remember theequit

viability. hysterical reaction from John Howard and Peter CostellOne
Nation's over-modest demands for a small bank allocaton f
THE COALITION - NEITHER FISH NOR the resuscitation of farmers and small businessnren

Australia?). The truth that the Crown was, and shoulddve n
responsible for Australia's money supply must be ateons
thorn in the side of the global elite. Quite apart fronaricial
considerations, money bearing the Queen's profile, ezhin
the wallets and purses of ordinary Australians, is raptgsive
argument for the retention of the monarchy. Soonefatar,
Australians may well ask, "Whose head will be on ourengy
if we opt for a republic? And who will control our morreWe
ourselves? Or some group of anonymous bankers ar
multinational CEOs who don't care much for Austaali
anyway?"

The issue of Australia's financial independence anc
sovereignty should be put on the agenda of the coming
referendum.

FOWL

It is into this sea of confusion that the reduced doalit
Liberal-National government, its members now tattered a
frayed at the edges, committed to a GST which the majof
Australians don't want, is setting sail. One of fisst
commitments is a referendum on the republican monarc
debate, put on the agenda by years of maneuvering fromya
small minority of internationalists, who package thgioduct
under the national label.

When John Howard addressed the 100 top bankers
Sydney in early June 1996, he was confronted with the di#sna
expressed by their chosen spokesman, John Corzene
Goldman Sachs & Co. A number of conditions were setifout
Australia was to qualify for future injections of interioatl
finance. One of these was that Australia would foregoiéea

SOCIAL DYNAMIC SCHOOLS

Following the federal elections, those attending nlgréee's series of lectures were challenged to stauitpping
themselves for realistic political action by doing thedwesls Social Dynamics seminar. A number of "One Nation"
"Australia First" and other small political groups indezhtheir desire to do the programme, which takes only [six
hours. There is no charge for the programme, whichnenced by voluntary contributions at the end of the
programme. Those wishing to participate in the comingseres of seminars should contact the League imbegdia
Write to Box 1052J, G.P.O. Melbourne 3001. Ph: (03)086%9.
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SOME NOTES FROM THE PAST

Edited by the famous English writer, Arthur Orage, The New Agelondon, was at one time regarded as the mo
outstanding literary journal in the United Kingdom. It was widely read throughout the Englishspeaking world and played ¢
prominent role in the discussion of C.H. Douglas's Social Credit ideas throughouhé¢ British Empire. The following notes,
which concern the Australian scene at the height of the Gre@epression, appeared iThe New Ageof April 20, 1933, at a

time when Social Credit was starting to become a majoattor in Australian politics:

NOTES OF THE WEEK
The Australian Economic Advisory Council
This is the name of a body recently set up at the ingtiga

of the bankers to counteract the influence of the S&rneadit
campaign in the Commonwealth. Its personnel has be
carefully chosen so as to make it appear to be the espmmis
embodiment of responsible and unbiased opinion on hig
political principle. Its first statement after inaugumatwas that
“the main function of the Council" would be to "impress mpo

the public" that the "work of rehabilitating Australiamdustries
generally should be carried on without interruption by joalit
changes." Naturally almost any well-intentioned man oman
would regard this function as healthy in its influen¢lence

there is no doubt that the members of the Councé a
individually above reproach as to character, and alstoas

general intelligence in the conventional sense of thelwd&hat
they lack is the specialised knowledge requisite fioe
fulfilment of the function they have undertaken. Therefat
each step in that fulfilment they will feel the needesipert

reason for retaining his services. "hReistbe a great chef
because he can't cook."

"... Australian industries generally... Here the
“rehabilitation” is assumed to be something of a nature n
only beneficial to any particular industry, but something
from which all industries simultaneously can derive t
benefit, whatever it is. Further; in the context sthi
rehabilitation of "industries generally" is implicitheld out
as being in the interests of the public generallyefly;i that
"rehabilitation” will confer a benefit on every citia as a
producer, and on every citizen as a consumer, and thus
the whole of the Australian producer-consumer populatic
at one and the same time. At least that appears to
contemplated when the policy is in operation. In th
meantime, the method of putting it into operation is t
rehabilitate "industry” first, the assumption being tivlen
this is done the rehabilitation of the Australian peopik
follow as a matter of course.

guidance; and for that guidance they will naturally go to the
financial authorities, which they regard as the injpar 3.
repositories of high-political wisdom. Their opening statat
says: "The Council will prepare and issue consideratksients

" ... without interruption by political changes.This

dissatisfaction with the work of rehabilitation in garlier

clearly envisages the evocation of more or les

on matters of public importance.” Quite so: but the peuapie
will inspire the considered statements will not be thod®
prepare and issue them. No: the "main function" of tbenCil,
as the statement says, will be to "impress upon thH#igiu

stages. For if the public as a whole were satisfibdy t
would either not want any political changes, orheéy did,
the changes they wanted would not be such as wou
interrupt the work. The suggestion means, in the la:

certain views. That is to say, it is a transmittest a generator,
of high-political policy.

Council's statement.
1.

Page 6

analysis, that the exercise of the franchise shallitbeally
suspended while the work is in progress, and that tf
authorities in charge of the policy shall be invested wit
dictatorial powers in respect of it and of their method
“...the work of rehabilitating . . ."Notice that the words carrying it out.

“work” and "rehabilitating” are not defined. The phras Reviewing this analysis comprehensively, it will baliged
suggests that methods are in contemplation for achievin that the "main function of the council” is to "impragson the
desirable objective. Yet nothing is said to show that tlpublic" that they should form themselves into a \dit
objective is desirable; nor, supposing it to be so, that ttAustralian Party yielding uncritical support to the authafran
methods are applicable to it. The public has nUnknown Australian Plan. The initial letters U.A.P.
information whether the object in contemplation is tconveniently serve to identify the two things. The ketyer is
provide them with ice cream or with hot milk; nor wlmer "U" - signifying Unity for the Unknown. The public is toe
the method in contemplation is to freeze the milk aribho "impressed" by the slogan; "Unite for the Unknown" - and t
Or course, one will say, you can't imagine anyone'sdryillogic of the appeal, if any, is thhecausehe plan is unknown
to boil milk into ice cream, or to freeze it hot. Nyt you the public ought to unite for it. We can interject ameadment
canimagine the work of "rehabilitating" doing the opposit:of our own here and say that it is only because tla@ jd

of what you think it is doing. Financial experts have betunknown that the publican unite for it. "United we stand:
performing that feat ever since the war - flying frame t divided we fall." In other words, "we stand" because wenadi
refrigerator to the saucepan and back again, and leavunderstand - and when we understand we shall fall.
everybody but themselves at a loss to know what theypea It will be seen that up to this point the soundness o
trying to do unless it be to achieve that delicate balgnaf otherwise of our analysis can be weighed by thoughtful men
temperatures requisite for producing hot ice-cream. Herwomen irrespective of whether they know anything abogtato
Mr. Montagu Norman's confession of impotence - whicCredit. If they will reflect on it, particularly on ¢hsecond of the
curiously enough is universally considered an all-sigifit  three numbered sections, they will be forced to conclbde t
either this unknown plan is too good to be practicablehat t

What that policy is can be deduced from the text of tr
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the genius of the Australian Economic Advisory Coungitao We will include also Section 3, which reads:
brilliant to be true. For remember tham the face of itthe "To keep the managemeoit the exchange rate entirely free
Council is the supreme repository of the wisdom of stafedt from political interference or control." (Our italicNotice
IS a generator of policy, not a transformer, much lass the admission that the exchange ide be managednd is
transmitter. That is its implicit claim; so, for tiperposes of the managed - which is in direct contradiction to the otads
present argument, our previous impugnment of it can be theory that international exchange-rates automaticall
disregarded for the moment. The point we want to makeibere recorded and corrected over-buying or over-selling on tr
that, on the assumption that the claim of the Cousdiftue, the part of individual nations in the world market - acting, a
antecedent probability of its plan being feasible depenmis the theorists used to put it, like the "governor" of agiee
what estimate is placed on the credentials and quallificatof by regulating cross-flows of national exports and imports ¢
each of the individuals constituting the Council. Rbe even speeds in both directions).
collective wisdom proceeding forth from it is no gredtem the These quotations help us to a judgment of what th
sum of the individual wisdoms that enter into it. These Council's unknown methods can accomplish towards i
interplay of wisdoms inside the Council, but this intagpis objective because they make known the limitations undeshwh
merely coalescence. There is no such thing as wisdothose methods will be used. That is to say, the retatimh of
multiplying each other. They merge with each othee, ldbwer Australian industry has to be brought about somehow &
into the higher (and, ideally, all into the highest)isThot true methods which (a) do not demand an expansion of cradit,
of all planes of experience, but it is undoubtediyet of so, expansion at the discretion of the banks - andeathhrge
deliberations of the sort which the members of thawvi&ory of the taxpayer: and (b) leave the pricing of goods to bd foye
Council must engage it. the law of supply and demand (i.e., the price of an arscid! it
Well, then, who are they? What is inside each oftteads will fetch, and if all it will fetch is less tharmé costs allocated
that are being put together to rehabilitate Australiadustry? to it under existing accountancy principles, the selleps
We must leave the answer to those who have beengli@hd making the article and goes out of business).

working with them and know their records. In the histofy The circumstances in

this country it is related of or
Cabinet that, when the names
its members were announced, tl
were so unexpected that each
greeted with the cry: "Whag
Who?" by an ironical assembla
of, no doubt, disappointe
aspirants  for office. Th
Administration came to be known
the "Who-Who Government."
Much in the same terms, thou

“The aims of national government are by no means the
same things as the aims of the majority of the people
they supposed to represent. [Further,
governments are far more responsive to influence from
\financial resources than they are to popular influence.
We might almost go so far as lo say that modern
government is quite insensitive to public influence, and
that no serious change of policy is effected by a change

are these

\from one party to another.”

which the Council proposes to
commence rehabilitation are
these: The Council has no
money to play with; all
industries have to compete
with each other for a share of
what money is about: and
industry generally has to
recover its costs out of the
pockets of the population in
payment of goods and

C.H. Douglas in “Warning Democracy”

not the same spirit, might the services. Briefly all
Australian public greet the names of these advisory Chorsci industries are competing to divide up revenues recoveraite fr
No doubt they are men with some degree of mental itgpmed consumers. The Council proposes to put all these indusinies
technical ability who can point to certain limited asléments in their feet at one and the same time. There are tws wawhich
different walks of life; but in no case do they conspily differ that could happen: either they all get more money dut c

from their fellows. It would probably be possible torfofifty more consumers for goods costing what they do now, or the sar
Councils of equal calibre to the one chosen. money out of them for goods costing less than they do no\

With this in mind let the Australian public considére Since the total amount of money in the hands of consuaters

nature of the objective, which this Council is implig any time has previously been paid to them by industdystry
endeavouring to reach. We have explained it in principle can only rehabilitate itself by delivering fewer goodsthafore.
section 2 of our analysis. It is, briefly, to put Austmlindustry S0 the real function of the Council is that of impressipgn
on its feet in all its branches at once and the samme Many the public that the work of lowering their standard of $ifeould
people are apt to deride the Social Credit objectiversadtic as bPe carried on without interference by them. If the puizalised
a practical proposition although conceding that it edtetically this they would undoubtedly reply to the Council: "Thanks st
attainable. But the Council's objective is not attaieaslen in Mmuch: but we object to your rehabilitating Australian indestri
theory under the existing rules of the financial systernles 9enerally; and what you say is an argument whysfaldbring
which, remember, must not be interrupted by political gean @bout political changes, and with the precise objet
Non-interference is almost explicitly stated in sectfrf the interrupting the work, if you don't drop it.”
Council's published announcement of its general policy: If the monetary limitations under which the Council
"That every effort should be made to educate the peop|edeclares its intention to go to work are to remaie, dhly way
the fallacies of schemes such as Breiglas Social Credit Of reconciling the revival of industrial prosperity gesity with

Systemthe nationalisation of banking and of land, an & maintained or increased standard of personal livingrgéy
other destructive policies." (Our italics). would be to substitute hand-labour for machine-energy to a

extent sufficient to re-employ the idle part of the popalatn
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full-time work. For whereas the machine is used hg t Who-Who Council to assume control of rehabilitation? Ou
technician to produce wealth, it is used by the fin@nto answer is: There are none. They are simply a ransiample
destroy purchasing power. So the logical thing to do whem thfrom the bulk of business intelligence; and, in thenesl are
is a shortage of purchasing power is to put the machin@en incapable of finding out a technique of rehabilitation thatld
dole, not the man. When industry scraps a man itpscea not occur to anybody else. But they are not there todes the
customer. And the reason why it scraps men is becialise best method, or any method at all, they are theemtomunce the
short of customers, and the reason why it is shoctisfomers is method which the bankers want to see adopted, and dotten
because it bought machines to get more customers. Ofecoiweight of the press-inflated authority to its imposition
there is a snag. To attempt to do this would involveeaddr of a producers and consumers alike. We need not know anythi
rule of financial policy. A machine when in work noritya more about them than the fact (and it is a fact) thay tare a
earns revenue but gets no wages. That is exactly thenredyy body of gentlemen each of whom is thoroughly convincedt th
the bankers encourage its use. That is how it destri(Bankers Know Best. They are, for all practical purposes,
purchasing-power: for the revenue which it earns, andhwis Bankers' Advisory Council, and the instruments of a Niemey
logically its "wages", is taken and destroyed by thekbemin Nazi Dictatorship. We prophesy that every major "ocoesd
the process of retiring their loans. They are readyntelves, to statement” that they issue will disclose to those wtamene it
scrap machines (as in their rationalisation sch¢rbes their carefully a step in the direction of making Australiandtistry
object is not to increase the money in the consumptiarket, it generally" safe for the banking profession generallye €hd
is to shorten supplies going to that market and to raisegpmc being pursued is the Rehabilitation of Finance in Alistisa
it, thereby enabling themselves to make vip,the earnings of domestic economy and her international relations.
machines still working, the revenue previously earnedhsy
scrapped machines. Secession in Australia

Since (still assuming the above financial limitations¢ t The Times,on April 8, says that the majority vote in Western
Council cannot rehabilitate industry as a whole sinmgltausly, Australia for secession (a) does not mean that thersavant
can they do it piecemeal? The general answer is @t secession and (b) that anyway they won't get it becafulsgal
rehabilitation of a favoured piece of industry will catise same obstacles. For "legal obstacles" read "bankers' objettion
kind of injury to the rest of industry, as we have shaWwa Conundrum: If the secession of a self-governing State ftam
rehabilitation of industry generally to cause to the publiCommonwealth is illegal, what would be the secessfam rwon-
Industry's meat is the consumers' poison; and one fimeat is  self-governing piece of a self-governing State from thateSt
another firm's poison. This was illustrated during West For that is what the bankers were preparing to bring taimou
Australian plebiscite campaign for secession, whevai urged New South Wales when Mr. Lang was in office - and warthe
that the manufacturers in the East were profiting aeXpense no mention of the law then.
of primary producers in the West. Further, in the Haetet are The High Court no doubt would have made that all right
conflicts of interest: manufacturer against manufactorethe For that Court interprets the constitution exactlyMas. Gamp
one hand, and manufacturers against importers on the other interpreted Mrs. Harris. The British Constitution tsaamy time

"Oh, but that is competition: and without competitibere anad hocimprovisation, and is sometimes improvised by judge
is profiteering at the expense of the public, and themeois (as when the New South Wales Legislative Council wiisthat
incentive to technical progress.” But inasmuch as thatie it the Act it passed to abolish itself was "illegal"), stimes be
is an argument against any political control over piee& high officials (as when Sir Philip Game "legally" disséd Mr.
rehabilitation of industry. If the sanction for contiien to sell Lang's popularly elected Administration), and sometirbgs
rests on the ground that it cheapens prices to buyers, Legislatures (as when the Australian Federal Goventme
eventually reduces costs and prices, then those peopleewtlegislated to de-legalise Mr. Lang's policy, or as whka
daily job it is to direct industrial operations will, imeten them, British House of Commons, instigated by Mr. Snowded, tde
discover and exploit the best means to that end more quaickly same thing to blanket Mr. Hamilton while his suit agaithe
efficiently than any quasi-political external authgri The Inland Revenue was before the Court). Time after ttme
piecemeal rehabilitation will look after itself. Thiditere will be Courts have declared: "We cannot go into what were th
friction in the process of eliminating the less efintienterprises intentions of the Legislature when passing measures; us m
in favour of the more efficient is true, but it will lBgually true construe the Acts as they have been drafted." (Thisndigtas
if the Council directs the process. The question uletyatirns always employed when objectors to vaccination weréepting
on what is meant by "efficiency" - efficiency for what? against judicial decisions contrary to the spirit oé tAct
delivering goods to consumers, or delivering money to baftkeallowing them relief). Todayrhe Timess virtually inciting
If the Australian public carefully consider this questibeytwill  high judicial authorities in Australia to interpret theentions
realise that the "main function” of the Council is motdo the of electors contrary to their votes on the questiopeafession in
work of rehabilitating industry - which industrialists areealdy Western Australia. The same in this country. Althoubke
doing as best they can within the financial restniti¢aid upon electors returned a smashing majority of protectionisty were
them - but tompose a desigof rehabilitation on industry. So presumed to have attached no importance to protection,llbut
our former question repeats itself: What are the disishing importance to "saving the pound".
credentials and qualifications that entitle the memlmérthis
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