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THOUGHT FOR THE WEEK: "Parliament is summoned by the Sovereign to
advise Her Majesty freely. By the nature of the case it is .implied
that coercion,restraint, or money payment, which is the price of
voting at the bidding of others, destroys or imperils that function
of the freedom of advice which is fundamental to the very constitu-
tion of parliament." - Lord Shaw, 1910.

IS PARTY CENSURE OF M.P. ILLEGAL? All the available evidence indi-
cates that the Federal Member for Kalgoorlie, Western Australia, Mr.
Graeme Campbell, is represesenting the will of his electors on the
Mabo issue. Premier Richard Court and Members of the West Australian
Parliament who oppose the Keating Government's Mabo legislation are
also clearly reflecting the will of the great majority of the electors
of Western Australia. But both Premier Court and Mr. Campbell have
been subjected to attempts to prevent them carrying out their consti-
tutional duties. A number of press reports have revealed that Mr.
Graeme Campbell was subjected to enormous pressure to vote for
legislation he had strongly criticised as being opposed to the best
interests of his electors, including those of Aboriginal background.
Mr. Campbell has been reported as having said that he was ashamed by
what he had been pressured to do. One of those who called for the
"censuring" of Graeme Campbell is the Jesuit Priest Father Brennan,
who has long campaigned for Aboriginal land claims and is an adviser
to the Prime Minister on the legal aspects of Mabo. Father Brennan
has been favoured by the A.B.C. to present his views. Following the
passing of the Keating legislation, the A.B.C. interviewed Father
Brennan, who expressed his pleasure at the passing of the legislation.
When asked what his father, Mr. Justice Brennan of the High Court,
felt about the passing of the Keating legislation, Father Brennan said
that he was sure he would be "delighted". This extraordinary statement
should be challenged in the Federal Parliament. It is bad enough that
Mr. Justice Brennan and a majority of his High Court colleagues should
take it upon themselves to act to set in motion a constitutional
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revolution, one which strikes at the very foundations of traditional
Australia, but Father Brennan's statement that his father was "delighted"
with the Keating legislation is so serious that it calls for a Parlia-
mentary investigation. It may be that Mr. Justice Brennan has been
misrepresented by his son Father Brennan. If this should prove to be
the case, then Father Brennan should be publicly rebuked for misrepre-
senting a member of the High Court.

Father Brennan should also be challenged to state where he has derived
the authority to demand that an elected Member of any Australian Par-
liament should be "censured" for failing to support legislation which
does not have the support of his electors. The time has come for
electors to start insisting that party or other threats to a Member of
Parliament is illegal and a violation of constitutional government. If
those who are demanding that Premier Richard Court and Mr. Graeme
Campbell should be "censured" because they oppose the Keating Mabo legi-
slation, why then are they opposed to the proposal that a referendum be
conducted to ascertain beyond all argument the attitude of the Austra-
lian electors? We strongly support Premier Richard Court's proposal
that he should conduct a West Australian referendum to ascertain what
support he has for his own legislation concerning land titles. We
also commend Richard Court's proposal that his State Government com-
pile a complete list of all Canberra legislation which violates the
sovereignty of the States.

The Mabo issue provides an opportunity for the clarification of the
correct role of an elected Member of Parliament, the constitutional
rights of electors and for a challenge to the whole programme of
centralisation.

THE FALL OF ALAN GRIFFITHS: We make no attempt to judge the guilt or
otherwise of the former Minister for Industry, Mr. Alan Griffiths,
over allegations that A.L.P. funds and electoral office facilities
were misused for private business purposes. We do, however, recall
that it was Alan Griffiths who, as Chairman of the Standing Committee
on Legal and Constitutional Affairs, was in charge of the All-Party
Parliamentary Enquiry into the League of Rights in October 1988.

The proposed enquiry was criticised by the press, with editorials
asking by what authority independent organisations (irrespective of
their political views) could be arbitrarily investigated by Parliamen-
tary committees. In reply, Mr. Griffiths wrote: "The Parliament has
an obligation and responsibility to investigate and expose to full
public scrutiny the aims and activities of any organisation which by
deception, stealth or misinformation could prey on the fears and igno-
rance of the people..." He also explained that the enquiry would
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discover the sources of the League's funds, and inform Parliament of
the League's aims and activities.

The full story of this amazing episode has never been told, but the
enquiry was eventually abandoned before any genuine investigations

began. The League was recorded as offering to co-operate with the

enquiry, and presumably it was seen as a source of potential poli-

tical embarrassment, and was aborted.

We do wonder whether the enquiry into the misuse of A.L.P. funds will
be more exhaustive than that into the League. A former business part-
ner of Mr. Griffiths has claimed that A.L.P. funds were used to meet
debts incurred by a business they owned, and that she was paid for
work she didn't perform at Mr. Griffiths' electoral office. The very
ambitious and energetic Mr. Griffiths is widely regarded as future
A.L.P. leadership material, and before his current fall from grace,
was one of the Government's most senior ministers at an early age.
His demise, although perhaps temporary, adds another chapter to the
growing catalogue of electoral disenchantment with the Keating
administration.

THE FRED LEUCHTER AFFAIR: On October 28th, 1993, Mr. Fred Leuchter,
author of The Leuchter Report, was arrested by German police as he
prepared to take part in a live television interview watched by
approximately seven million German viewers. He was held without bail
in 'investigative custody' until released on November 30th, on $US15,000
bail. The charges are unclear, but Leuchter was presumably arrested
for attempting to defame the victims of the holocaust, a federal

crime in Germany.

Fred Leuchter is the American engineer who became a professional con-
sultant to U.S. penitentiaries on gas chamber and electric chair
design. In 1988 he was commissioned by Ernst Zundel, being tried in
Canada for "spreading false news" about the holocaust, to go to Poland,
and take samples from the walls of buildings depicted as gas chambers,
for forensic analysis in the United States. His results were published
in the booklet The Leuchter Report, which was widely distributed in
many Western countries, including Australia.

In his Action Report (distributed to donors to Irving's legal defense
fund) , David Irving reported further on the Leuchter arrest in Germany.
Having been invited to Germany by the Cologne television studio of
SAT-1 private television channel, Leuchter was arrested after police
stormed the studio 10 minutes before the broadcast was due to begin.
Irving writes that in a statement widely quoted in the U.S. press, the
German police officers arresting the American, told the furious talk
show host, Margarethe Schreinemakers, that the decision had been taken
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at political level, "because Leuchter's appearance on television would
have damaged Germany's image". The German press were incensed that,
upon his release, Leuchter flew straight back to Boston, Massachusetts,
to prepare his defence. It was claimed that the German justice system
had allowed "one of the biggest Nazis" to get away. The presiding
judge, however, stated that he is "convinced that Mr. Leuchter will
show up for the coming court hearing". The prosecutor of the case has
warned that he will not tolerate a battle between experts when the
trial begins, and that the genocide committed by the Nazis in their
death camps "is an incontrovertible fact".

LEUCHTER'S DAY IN COURT: In his December 1993 Newsletter, Irving
writes that the charge against Leuchter is that he delivered a brief
lecture at a small Weinheim meeting (in English) in November 1991,
setting out his findings following his gas chamber analysis in 1988.
Gunter Deckert, who invited Leuchter to speak, has already been sen-
tenced to one year in prison because "he must have known" what his
American guest was going to say. Leuchter faces five years in prison
in Germany if convicted.

Lawyers are questioning the wisdom of the German Government in allow-
ing the case against Leuchter going ahead, having spent the last
three years refusing to allow him and other expert witnesses to give
evidence in many other trials against those who challenge the popu-
larly accepted events surrounding 'the holocaust'. By indicting
Leuchter, the Germans now offer him a platform; under German trial
procedures, he has the chance to speak for as long as he wishes in
open court. According to Irving, while in Mannheim prison, Leuchter
was allowed only one visitor for 30 minutes every fortnight, with
all English conversations translated immediately into German for the
benefit of the prison guards. The effect on Leuchter's wife, who
had accompanied him to Germany, and who speaks no German, must have
been considerable.

BASIC FUND REPORT: The Basic Fund continues to move forward and the
flow of support indicates that if all those who have not yet contri-
buted "pull together" there is every prospect that the target of
$60,000 will be reached. But clearly it is going to be a "photo
finish".
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