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THOUGHT FOR THE WEEK: "At Nuremberg, as far as I know, no eye-witness
pointed out that for Western judges to sit side by side with Soviet
ones, and convict Germany of using forced labour and partitioning
Poland, was itself a monstrous crime against our civilisation, or,
at any rate, a manifestation of its advanced stage of decay."

- Malcolm Muggeridge: "The Eye-witness Fallacy"

 

 

 

TOWARDS THE ABYSS IN SOUTH AFRICA by Eric D. Butler:
 

Only an unforseen miracle can now save South Africa from sliding into
a state of mounting violence and growing racial conflict. Even the
generally anti-South African media has had to report that hundreds of
people were killed during the recent referendum, those killed being
blacks killed by other blacks. The YES vote at the recent referendum
will not alter the realities of the South African situation. Ata
time when artificially-created multicultural and multiracial struc-
tures like the Soviet Empire and the Federation known as Jugoslavia
lie in ruins, with different ethnic and cultural groups insisting
that they want "apartheid" - separate development, it is proclaimed
that what has been a complete disaster elsewhere can be a success in
South Africa. The suggestion that the biggest single ethnic group in
South Africa, the Zulus, are likely to passively tolerate domination
by the African Nationalist Congress with Nelson Mandela as its leader,
is one of those flights from sanity which have been a feature of the
most turbulent century in the recorded history of man. It isa
monstrous falsification of reality that the darling of the inter-
nationalists, including the International Money Power, Nelson Mandela,
legitimately represents the will and the interests of South Africa's
several black population groups.

The tactic of a referendum was seized upon by President De Klerk
following his government's electoral defeat in a by-election in one
of the National Party's strongholds. The referendum was completely
phony and placed electors in an impossible situation. Electors were
asked, "Do you support continuation of the reform process which was
started by the State President on February 2, 1990, and which is aimed
at a new constitution through negotiation?" The real, and hidden
meaning of the referendum was to ask electors to give the National
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Party headed by De Klerk, carte blanche to advance a programme whichwill bring a Black-majority government to power within a few years.
The campaign for a "YES" vote was unprecedented in South Africanpolitical history, with an unholy alliance between Big Business, asrepresented by Harry Oppenheimer, and an assortment of radicalliberals. Massive sums of money were spent with electors being warnedof the frightful consequences of what would happen if a NO vote wererecorded. The threat that the South African cricket team, which haddelighted sportsloving South Africans by reaching the semi-finals ofthe World Cricket Cup, would have to be recalled if a NO vote wererecorded, was an example of sophisticated psycho-political warfare.Business organisations warned their staffs that they could be dis-missed if a YES vote was not carried. And there was the threat thatSouth Africa would be isolated internationally, with foreign invest-ments, if a NO vote were recorded.
But in spite of all this and much more, approximately one third ofthe electors voted NO. Over one million whites are not going to goquietly away. And as the programme towards Black majority ruleunfolds, and the inevitable results become clear, large numbers ofthose who reluctantly voted YES will realise how badly they havebeen betrayed.

White South Africans are experiencing the bitter fruits of a processof retreat over many years. Under the pressure of the International
Money Power, it was the South African National Party which played amajor role in forcing the Rhodesians to capitulate to the demand that
a policy of "power-sharing" be implemented. The White Rhodesians wereassured that a constitution would be drawn up which ensured that theirrights would be safeguarded in what would become known as Zimbabwe.
The end result was that Comrade Mugabe came to power with the blessingof the internationalists and progressively tore up the constitution
imposed by the internationalists through their different lackeys.
Any constitution which seeks to establish a unitary state in SouthAfrica will go the same way as the Constitution imposed upon theRhodesians.

However, unlike the former Rhodesia, there are enough white SouthAfricans with the economic and military capacity to reverse a pro-
gramme which has proved completely disastrous in every other part ofAfrica. It can be predicted with complete certainty that the De Klerkreferendum has solved nothing. Because of their situation, the White
South Africans are going to be forced into a situation where, if theywish to survive, they will have to make a stand, defying all theforces of internationalism. The road ahead in South Africa is goingto be violent and bloody, but ina rapidly changing internationalsituation, South African whites could, under bold and constructiveleadership, provide an inspiring example to the rest of the world.
Australians and New Zealanders cannot afford to treat the South
African crisis as one of detached academic interest; a defeat for
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European civilisation in South Africa would lead to an intensifica-
tion of the internationalist campaign against Australia.
UNION OF FARMERS TO CHALLENGE N.F.F. by David Thompson:

 

The National Farmers Federation President, Mr. Graham Blight, last
week signalled that the national: farm-lobby has conceded defeat to the
thoroughly discredited "get-big-or-get-out" philosophy that has deci-
mated rural Australia. Speaking at a N.S.W. Farmers Association
meeting in Inverell last week, Mr. Blight was quoted by the "Inverell
Times" (16/3/92) as saying that he felt it was "inevitable" that the
bottom 10% of farmers would leave the industry in the next two to
three years.
"We should not be putting resources into saving these people when
most are beyond the point of saving," he said. "If they have to leave,
they should leave at a time when they have enough equity left to start
a new life, and I am personally involved in seeing they are able to
leave the industry with some equity, and certainly dignity."

 

 

"These people" are the very people who reached deep into threadbare
pockets in the last rural crisis in 1984/86 to help establish a
massive $12 million "Fighting Fund" when Mr. Ian McLachlan (now
Federal Liberal Member for Barker) was N.F.F. President. Despite all
the huffing and puffing, the N.F.F. has never vigorously "fought" for
such people at all, apart from a few feeble token protests to party
political hacks for whom the demands of constituents are an embarras-
sing inconvenience. The truth is that the N.F.F. took the money of
struggling farmers under false pretences; they never intended to
challenge the credit monopoly of a banking system now stripped of
commercial credibility by such independent campaigners as former
Senator Paul McLean. McLean has been courageously "blowing the
whistle" on the banks as merely the administrators of the policy of
centralisation of power, while the N.F.F. has turned its back in
embarrassment. Is it because the N.F.F. is largely dominated by
the National Party?
McLean addressed a Bankwatch rally on the Eyre Peninsula of South
Australia late last year, in which he forcefully and lucidly condemned
‘those supporting a financial system that drives people from their
properties. It is an address that should be heard by every N.F.F.
"agri-politician" in the country. It might provide some ideas on
how they could have "fought" for the farmer.
NEW UNION OF FARMERS: In the face of the N.F.F's. admitted inability
to defend rural people, the Bankwatch committee of South Australia, in
association with other grassroots rural groups are launching a new
farmer-representative group. At a meeting in Geranium in South
Australia on March 8th, it was decided to establish the Union of
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Farmers to campaign for the long-term viability of all primary produ-
cers. The first policy of the new Union is based upon the necessity
for long-term low-interest’finance for primary producers, with special
consideration for young farmers who wish to enter the industry. And
the Union will demand that Australia recover sovereign control over
the value of our currency, in order to begin to stabilise commodity prices.
The Union of Farmers proposes to operate differently from the other
farm-lobby groups - it will be a low-budget, grassroots movement.
Membership is to be fixed at a minimum of $100, which is refundable
if members are not satisfied. The Union proposes to operate off the
income of membership fees. It is envisaged that autonomous local
branches could be formed by those accepting the objectives and basic
policies of the new Union, which proposes to co-operate with other
groups which are committed to defending the traditional family farm.
We are informed that the emphasis will be on self-help, not highly-
paid executive staff or impressive office buildings. It is essential
to recapture the spirit that pioneered the Australian outback. Those
who wish to associate themselves with the new Union, should address
mail to: Union of Farmers, Streaky Bay, South Australia, 5680.

 

 

 

PAYING THE THIRD WORLD DEBT: Although the N.F.F. and the Coalition spokes-
man on Trade, Mr. Alexander Downer, sneer at any suggestion that the "Lima
Declaration" is in any way relevant to the decline of Australian industry,
the proposals set out in this declaration conform remarkably closely to
events. It is now confirmed that a decision by 17 Western Governments
last year to forgive 50% of Egypt's world debt, has cost Australian
wheatgrowers about $45 million. Australia is amember of the "Paris Club"
of Western Nations which reached this decision, and although Australia
strongly opposed the measure, is (informally) bound to accept the deci-
sion. While the Federal Government through a national interest insurance
scheme is responsible for about $400 million of the written-off debt,
wheatgrowers must forgo about $45 million. That is, the Australian tax-
payer will cover the first $400 million, and the wheatgrowers the rest.
While it is not strictly true that the "Lima Declaration" binds Australia to
pay the Egyptian debt, the payment of Third World debt by the West is a
specific proposal in the Lima Declaration. Mr. Peacock confirmedin 1978
that Australia has broadly accepted this Lima Declaration as the policy
which we follow. The Labor Government has never repudiated it.

 

 

 

TAPES: Mr. Paul McLean's address on the banks can be ordered from:
The Mayo Tape Library, P.O. Box 6, Hahndorf, S.A., 5254 ("The Best of
the Bankwatch Rally"), or M.E.A. Tape Library, P.O. Box 118, Numurkah,
Victoria, 3636 ("The Hottest Issue in the Nation"). Price: $6 posted.

 

BASIC FUND: Since the last report supporters have donated $3,715.
The Fund now stands at $66,167. Less than $4,000 is needed to for-
mally fill the Fund. Now is the time for those who have not contri-
buted to come forward. Why? Already we need all the "extra" we can
muster to get our Monarchist Offensive off to a good launch. Send
donations to Box 10527, G:P-0.; Melbourne, Vic., 3001.
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