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THOUGHT FOR THE WEEK: "The essence of virtue consists in the good rather than in the
difficult.” — St.Thomas Aquinas

JOHN HOWARD VERSUS PAULINE HANSON by Eric D. Butler:

In his long awaited reply to Pauline Hanson, on Thursday, May 8th, Liberal leader John Howard's
major point was that in the absence of foreign investment, mainly from Asia, Australia faced a bleak
future. The man who has so enthusiastically embraced "economic rationalism", and "globalism",
demonstrated just how irrational he, and those who think as he does, are. At the height of the Cold
War, when some believed that it was "Better to be red than dead", that a major nuclear holocaust
would result in all human life being extinguished on earth, one indepth assessment came to the
conclusion that this scenario was not justified. It concluded that an exchange of nuclear attacks
between the two major nuclear heavyweights, the Soviet Union and the U.S.A., would inflict massive
damage in the Northern Hemisphere, with considerable nuclear fallout drifting to the Southern
Hemisphere. And that the country likely to be least affected would be little New Zealand, in the South
Pacific. But the real danger to New Zealand would be that with much of the world devasted, the
nation would have to face an even bigger threat: there would be nowhere to export.

This story helps to highlight the drama now confronting the whole of mankind. There was no suggestion
that the New Zealanders, with some of the most innovative farmers in the world with a variety of
climates and rich volcanic soils, could not feed themselves. There was no claim that they could not
house themselves, clothe themselves or warm themselves. Divorced from the rest of the world, the
New Zealanders could, having changed their financial rules to reflect reality, live a type of life which
those who can afford it, seek to find in an endeavour to "get away from it all".

The creativeness of Western man, starting with the British, resulted in an industrial revolution which
made it possible to lift the burden of human labour from the shoulders of man on to the machine,
powered with solar energy. Failure to adapt the financial system to what offered the prospect of a new
golden age for mankind, surpassing that of the Greeks who had relied upon slavery to make possible
the development of a leisured class which could devote the whole of its time to creative achievements,
was missed. A few Christian leaders glimpsed the possibility of a big step forward for a Western
Civilisation which in its institutions and culture reflected the core values of Christianity. But the
misdirection of the industrial revolution helped to create the conditions in which the collectivist virus
took root.
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Initially the basic flaw in the finance-economic system was masked by what appeared to be unlimited
opportunities for expansion into the new world. The creative energies of the British found an outlet in
the American colonies and later in other parts of the British Empire. But the growth of the industrial
revolution in all Western European nations led inevitably, under financial rules which generated
increasing debt, in a "fight for foreign markets". The end result was two world wars which temporarily
provided unlimited export markets in the form of wholesale economic destruction. The value system
of the Christian West was badly shattered. Rebuilding shattered economies temporarily masked the
basic problem. Following the first great disaster of the century, the First World War, a few sane
voices, prominently that of the Scottish engineer C.H. Douglas, were raised concerning the disastrous
direction in which mankind was headed. "Was mass industrialisation essential to serve the true purpose
of man?"

A number of distinguished thinkers warned that not only was mass industrialisation completely
unnecessary to provide man with greater economic freedom and security, but that it was progressively
destroying the natural environment. The famous biologist Dr. Alexis Carrel in Man The Unknown
warned that the philosophy undergirding increasing mass production was in essence one of anti-life
itself. The attempt to impose this philosophy on the African, whose temperaments are very different
to that of the European, are doomed to produce even greater psychological damage than has been
created among Western peoples. The mass destruction in Africa, and the collapse back into charnel
house conditions, merely provide a bottomless pit into which Western resources can be poured.

But what of Asia, now openly touted as the big hope for Wesern based economies, as witnessed by the
statement of John Howard. What has happened is that Western technology, a product of Western
industrialisation, has been exported into Asia whose main value, according to the new breed of orthodox
economists, the economic rationalists, is that there were vast markets awaiting to be developed in
China and other Asian countries. The nature and philosophies of the Oriental people are such that
they may more readily adapt to mass industrialisation than Western man. But for a Western nation like
Australia to commit its future to what must inevitably happen in Asia is a form of national suicide.
John Howard and his fellow economic rationalists do not see this, and in the nature of reality cannot
be expected to grasp the more fundamental issues involved. Protestors against ecological vandalism
are not tolerated in Asian nations.

The damage done to the environment in Western nations is nothing compared with what is already
happening in Asia. John Howard, like other Western politicians, closes his eyes to violations of
human rights in China and elsewhere because of the fear of losing export markets. Those who have
read that revealing book, The Asian Mind Game, the author being of Chinese background, know that
the Asian culture is so different to that of Westerners, that it is dangerous folly to talk about fairness,
decency, and similar values, all associated with Christianity. Genuine trade between Asia and Australia
can only be conducted with Australia re-organising its internal economy so that it can deal with all
Asian nations from a position of strength. The first requirement is some moral strength. Pauline
Hanson towers above John Howard and his fellow internationalists. In boxing parlance, Pauline
Hanson is easily winning on points after the first round with Howard. In the rounds to come, Howard
may easily experience a complete knockout.

But before this happens, he might ponder on that question which asks, what shall it profit a man if he
gain the whole world and lose his soul?
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PEDIGREE OF THE ASIA SOCIETY by David Thompson:

It is reported that the party to celebrate the opening of the Crown Casino in Melbourne last week cost
in the vicinity of $60 million, with something like $2 million spent on fireworks alone. Such
ostentatious extravagance seems almost obscene, when just down the Yarra, homeless children sleep
under the bridges. But while the casino opening might have been a spectacular circus, it was really
only a sideshow, compared with the main event in Sydney.

While Premier Kennett and the glitterati were performing in Melbourne, Prime Minister Howard was
attending the launch of the Asia Society in Australia, in Sydney. Howard took the opportunity to open
up on Pauline Hanson and the One Nation party, hoping that if he thoroughly condemned her, perhaps
she would go away. While Howard's attack on Hanson was anticipated, the real significance was the
vehicle he used — the Asia Society. Where did it come from, and what is the Asia Society?

Peter Harcher, The Financial Review's Asia correspondent, outlined the background of the Asia
Society on May 9th. It is not merely another study group or "think-tank" on Asia. It was founded in
1956 in New York, by John D. Rockefeller III, as the American financial spearhead into Asia following
World War II, when the American banking houses and multinationals were positioning themselves in
Asia. American business groups wanted, in particular, to establish a strong presence in Japan, which
was then beginning to westernise.

Rockefeller's Asia Society was the forerunner to the Trilateral Commission, which was established to
begin to mould the world into three major trading blocs, in the Americas, Europe and Asia. This
programme is now well advanced, and the Asia Society exists simply to facilitate the programme.
There are already several Asia study groups in Australia, like Asialink. Why establish yet another?
Because the Asia Society has a political programme, organised 40 years ago by the Rockefellers in
the United States. It would be amazing if Mr. Howard was unaware of this.

The key organiser of the Asia Society launch was Western Mining's Hugh Morgan, but some 400 of
Australia's top industry and financial elite paid $250 each to help launch it. Among them were BHP's
John Prescott, Mrs. Janet Holmes a Court, and executives from Telstra, CSR, Woolworth's, James
Hardy, Deutsche Bank, Visy Industries, Arthur Anderson, and many others. Many companies donated
between $5,000 and $30,000, including the National Australia Bank, Australian Consolidated Press,
and the ANZ Bank, which has emerged as a major sponsor of the Asia Society.

It is significant that there is no reference anywhere to any trade union representative attending the
launch. How will the Asia Society help John Howard's "battlers", whom he loves to mention? How
will the working Australian benefit from becoming further enmeshed with "Asia"?

It is now becoming clear that many of the largest "Australian" companies have shifted their loyalties
from "Australia" to "Australasia". The truth is that companies like BHP, although they like the
propaganda fillip of being known as "the big Australian", are not really "Australian" companies at all.
They are multinationals. They are fully prepared to contribute to closer connections with Asia, through
the "American" (Trilateral) network. Their objective is increased profits, but the price of increased
profits is the erosion of Australian sovereignty, the international centralisation of political power, and
the disappearance of the Australian nation-state.
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HOW WILL HOWARD HANDLE LIGHTFOOT? 35 = %0 >
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In his determination to confront the Independent Member for Oxley, who is undermining the Coalition
(parcularly the National Party) power base, Mr. Howard has begun to reveal his true colours.
" Australia’s engagement with the Asian region plays a vital part in the government's strategy . . .."
he said. His attack on Ms. Hanson can only increase the pre n-his own backbenchers, who are
already destabilised by opinion polls showing strong supportl fdr! One Nation, and the Govémment's
mishandling of the Native Title and Wik issues. The attack on [Hanson will polarise feeling both
inside and outside the Parliament. ' =
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While few coalition backbenchers are prepared to reveal thei feel#ngs about the issues Hahsong raises,
one backbencher who is quite prepared to do so is just about to join Mr. Howard in Canbetra. Liberal
Senator-elect Ross Lightfoot, from W.A., is due to be sworn in this week, and take his seat in the
Senate replacing John Panizza, who died. s e e

f

In an interview with The Financial Review (9/5/97) Mr. Lightfoot made his postion on the Native
Title issue quite clear.

"4boriginal people have enough rights in Australia as it is now. No one can kid me that 1.5% of the

people can own over half Australia already and have an implied right 1o the rest of Australia except
the cities, "he said. He also raised questions about the legal definition of an Aborigine, saying that the
native title process could become bogged down by illegitimate claimants.

"Who really is an Aborigine, and therefore who can make claims on our land? That's got to be
reduced down to people who are actually, indisputably, unambiguously, ethnically Aboriginal
Australian. I know of a German national who is living and collecting all the benefits which Aboriginal
people do. I know of white men who are married to Aboriginal women who are classified as Aborigines.
Michael Mansell, the Tasmanian activist, is clearly, predominantly European: i.e. blond hair, blue
eyed. Peter Yu who heads the Kimberley Land Council is clearly not, in my view, an Aboriginal."”

Mr. Lightfoot opposes the teaching of Aboriginal culture in schools, describing the Aborigines in
their native state as "the most primitive people on earth”". The Liberal Party "establishment" made
every effort to prevent Lightfoot winning endorsement to replace Panizza, having his election declared
invalid on a technicality. But the W.A. Liberal membership prevailed, and Lightfoot is bound for
Canberra. He is on record as supporting Graeme Campbell on a number of issues, and once employed
Campbell many years ago when a pastoralist.

Lightfoot has confirmed that he will vote with the Government "wherever he could", but warned that
his ultimate responsibility was to the people of W.A. As such, he would support secession of WA.
from the Commonwealth if Commonwealth funding of W.A. did not begin to balance W.A's. tax
contribution to Canberra. It might be interesting to see what effect Lightfoot might have on other
Coalition backbenchers, and how Mr. Howard might handle him.
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