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This is an amazing book! Some readers claim ihfeging, others say it rests on theories of 'dark
conspiracies’, but all find astonishing revelatiabsut Australia’s recent political history.
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been made to the author's invitation to challetgy&uth.
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How many members (from all parties) are in FedBealiament contrary to the express provisions ef th
Constitution? How many Australians understand thgstem of government? How many politicians fail to
represent their constituents? How many electorsvkhe protection provided for by the constitutidtGw
many know the value of their heritage? To what mixtk treaties with other countries impact on ights of
Australians?

Treaties like the Economic and Social CovenantthacCivil and Political Covenant. Conventions
eliminating all forms of discrimination on the grads of race and sex, and agreements prohibiting
compulsory work for unemployment benefits (forcalddur) already exist. A Declaration relating to the
freedom of religion is under consideration for @egtion as a Convention and a Declaration reldbrigcal
government is in process. How many Australians tstded the extent to which these treaties bringralia
under international supervision and control?

The Australia Act purports finally to establish Awadia's total independence and, thus, to place ditikkens
on the same footing as any other ‘foreigner'.dfisa 44 of the Constitution and the Australia Ao
enforced many politicians will be forced out of lpEment.

This hook is a key to understanding the contempaualitical history of Australia. It should be siad
carefully by every Australian.

When you read it, draw your own conclusions. Yauufe, and the future of this great land, mightesepon
it.

David Mitchell, B.A., LL.B., LL.M., Ph.D.
Graduate Diploma of International Law.
Diploma of Human Rights.

Barrister and Solicitor.

8/9/1988 A.C.T.

AUTHOR'S PROLOGUE

ONCE UPON A TIME a rather innocent young woman ctaimed to her doctor of sickness in the mornings.

The doctor mentioned a growth that a small opematmuild remove. Had the young woman known what the

growth was, she and her husband would rather hidled khe doctor than their unborn child. More
unfortunate, after the abortion she was unabl®hceive again.

Now that may sound rather like the beginning ofren@'s Fairytale, but sadly, although the story of
Democracy and Treason in Austrglia grim, it is no fairytale. The political parsi@ntice us to an abortion of
the 'embryo democratic' and if the planned aboisalowed to proceed it will be no less a disagieur
future as a people or as a nation.

We live in a Democracy! A free country! Such commseare commonly made with a wry smile - sarcasm is
commonplace. There must be very few Australianayadho really believe that the common definition of
Democracy (supreme power of government vestedep#ople) applies to Australia.

In fact the government of Australia is little malemocratic than the government of the USSR. Ounmai
advantage is that the bureaucracy is not yet mjlaad if enough Australians knew the situationwaaild
still have the power to change. To begin that clkdagus first replace the common definition of wwha
constitutes a democracy with something more specifi

The three imperatives of democracy are:

1. public authority over political decisions;
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2. national control the money supply;
3. national affairs free of external instruction.

Our present Constitution does provide for theseAmyithe people, are not told. Has ANY politicaitpa
EVER campaigned for ANY of them?

NEVER! They have suppressed the first to sell uauthe second and third. What can we do?

Just as the great Judge Sir Edward Coke stood KimtpJames | and saitf,ou may not rule this country by
proclamations out of your head ... you only havegbwer which the law gives youso. we Australians have
to stand up to the political parties.

We have to say to them, "You are not authorizeekircise the power of life or death over us, yaurant
authorized to change the nature of our culturessio guit your own ambitions. The Australian Cansiton
does not allow political parties a mandate to rat&, are the Courts entitled to interpret the Ciéutsdn so as
to make us subservient to overseas agents at yooart."

We have to say to them, "Such actions are in coptt@fmour people and heritage and are either dcts o
treason or of certifiable stupidity.”

We can influence our future! We do not need sallsmuls to foreign despots. This nation is ours @mtains
everything we need for prosperity. But freedom prasperity must be earned; these blessings argivert
to us by others!

How can we regain our self-respect?

We have to face up to our past mistake of expedihgrs to look after us at their expense. Humaunreas
not like that.

A factual knowledge of human nature is essentialny sorting out of the massive misinformation ghran
us today, it is difficult to make any realistic assment of our situation without that base. My own
investigations of human and worldly nature begachifdhood so | am not easily surprised by events a
attitudes, but some public attitudes are discomzert

One such disconcerting attitude is the unhealtlaytgptoward the evidence of world conspiracy bypgbeo
who know that conspiracy is, and always has bdamst as common to the human as the common cold.

As Abraham Lincoln said:

When we see a lot of framed timbers, differentipstof which we know have been gotten out atrdifte
times and places by different workmen, and whesegeghese timbers joined together and see that they
exactly make the frame of a house ... we findpbsgible not to believe that they all understood another
from the beginning, and all worked upon a commampl .

A second puzzle is that people so easily accepttief when it comes to facing up to dangers gdadrhy
those with a fanatical greed for PERSONAL POWERreHs a helpful quote fromhhe Hidden Handby A.
Ralph Epperson:

Those who seek power will be corrupted by it. Madlybe willing to intentionally cause depressions,
revolutions and wars in order to further their desfor more power. :b This corrupting nature of thery
pursuit of power explains why the moral mind ofitiddvidual whoneither desires power over others nor
understands the desire for such power, cannot fathom why power-seekers would want totereaman
misery through wars, depressions and revolutipBsA.]
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In other words, the conspirators are successfubbiee the moral citizen cannot accept the conclugian
other individuals would actually wish to createriedibly destructive acts against their fellow atis.

A third cause of frustration is a common attachnmemither capitalism or communism that preventayna
people from accepting what should be patiently obsj that these ideologies work as a nut-crackeari
the goal of destroying our present culture andrggtip enslavement on behalf of a world-wide Suafia
type of organization.

So | hope that the reader, if only from a sensgetffpreservation, will make an effort to take grewn mind to
information in this book.

Among ideas implanted by brainwashers is the idaawe should fill the mind with pleasant thougsl be
happy, but would it not be better to be torn limini limb than to go through life with no soul tef¢he
distress of another soul - no eyes to see injusticeear to hear the cry of distress - no wilirtake things
right.

Let us pity the wise monkeys (so acclaimed) whorgeevil, hear no evil - who live in dreams; th@ind,
whoever they may imagine God to be, will, in the ,emot know them. Will say, "I never knew you." for
reality’ they deny themselves the feelings of difel evade life's responsibilities.

In short, when we truly know life, then we trulydu that we have an obligation to it and that thendte
success of our own life depends on our succesarforming this duty.

That is the nature of life. If we know life theretbause of the so-called ‘public apathy' is natizult to
find. It is that a great proportion of Australiaare already confused in their ability to read dffedy and
understand their world. They blindly follow blindghosen leaders.

We have been indoctrinated by educators to thefitbiat we are no more than animals caught udife a
without future or purpose, as a result we tencetekghat which is futile and self-destructive.

We have a growing list of young suicides and masdiahas to be careful when reporting not to tnigge
follow-the-leader (lemming-like) self destructiddut of course the power-seeking mass media onlyceses
this self-restraint to a minimum because mass mediavampire living off the death and destruciitoso
eagerly reports.

The obvious suicides are only the 'tip of the icghehe majority of distressed minds prefer tota®ss
themselves by means of drugs and reckless livingge@lainly it is the fundamental nature of huntgminat
is under attack, an attack so merciless and dexfasdmpassion that we may think those who planusinbe
alien to our planet. However, our enemies are simppbple who have been made incomprehensible by
generations hooked on the drug of personal powekisg.

So before getting down to the serious work letagsalt a well established fact that was long agamot
words by DisraeliGovernments do not govern, but merely control taetimery of government, being
themselves controlled by the hidden hand.

The question we have to decide is who will owntitgglen hand tomorrow; will it be the hand of the

electorate using the heritage of our present Cioitistn, or the hand of the power fanatics who must
continually progress to greater and greater atescto satisfy their uncontrollable lusts?
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Chapter 1

DEMOCRACY and TREASON in AUSTRALIA

Treason never prospers; what's the reason?
For when it prospers, none dare call it treason
Sir John Fortescue.

THE TRAGEDY OF POLITICAL PARTY GOVERNMENT

THE NATIONS of the British peoples (with constitoiis and laws based on those of the mother country)
were long the envy of other nationals. Many Eurogeaigrated to these countries to enjoy the peland
security. However the best of law, in corrupt harm@é be turned against us. It is cause for suspitiat we
are no longer warned of the fact that no law orstitution (or Bill of Rights) can protect us agdins
corruption. We no longer learn that only by our osamtinual vigilance can we ensure that the rutekapt.

Although Australians today know little about thesalian Constitution, that document provides opputy
for the most advanced form of government so faetbped. Its history goes back some four centurédsrb
Europeans settled Australia and in fact its begigaiwere in Magna Carta - the time English barons
demanded certain rights and freedoms from kinglyregsion.

It was the development of those ideas that leiéabncept of 'government of the people by the letapd
theCommon Lavwsystem that has been the model for the most addaiocms of democracy known.

Let us begin with a simple outline of our presettagion and how it came about. Most of us shouldwk
that the ideal of the Common Law systeredggiality under lawAll are equal under the law and we are
innocent until proven guiltyather than 'guilty unless you can prove yourselbcent' as with 'despotic law',
and we are entitled to be judged by a jury of aeerp. However the really important thing about@oenmon
Law system is thaAUTHORITY belongs to the people.

Our present LEGAL Constitution provides a three \aenangement of administration based on the
AUTHORITY of the people, the JURISDICTION of thedwn and the SERVICE of the Parliament. Because
of the fact that the Jurisdiction of the Crown @ihd by historic Law such as the British Bill ofgRts, Act of
Settlement, etc., jurisdiction cannot be simply ogad from the Australian Constitution without matihg its
power. It would seem undeniable that if all consiiinal links with the U.K. are now broken, thenstalians

no longer have the protection of those Statuteshvprovide the legal base for our government arieu

From the first edition o€all it Treasonit was indicated that Australia became a quasiHoep at the signing
of the Australia Act. This becomes more clearlydewit as each item of evidence comes to light. Grtles
Australia Act can be withdrawn (or we write a nemnstitution to include our Common Law protection®)
Australians now have little or no constitutionabaction.

However, on the other hand, you and | would saytti@enactments that have brought us to this state of
affairs are illegal because they have bypasseddhecratic and constitutional authority of the deop

The Common Law concept gave people the right toesgotheir authority through an electoral system in
which each electorate SELECT and ELECT, its owmaggntative to a parliament that would adminidter t
government of the nation. To make sure that thegeesentatives did not band together to betray thasit,
there was a Crowned Head of State who was theatkimilitary commander and who was entitled to step
and dismiss the parliament should its actions ba s be not in accord with the will of the people.

To ensure that the Crown also performed its duityas required that a very explicit Coronation O@th the
Holy Bible) must be sworn. This Oath containedghamise to rule in Law, Justice and Mercy.
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This is a very solemn and important part of thedDation. After the Oath, the Holy Bible is presehéad
the Moderator says:

Here is wisdom; This is the Royal Law; These aedlitrely Oracles of God.

The important thing in all this is that the Quearars to govern according to LAW and although thay
seem a promise full of loopholes (are not the lalasnged almost daily?) the fact is that the LAVenefd to
in the Coronation Oath is not that produced by taglay parliamentary activity.

The Laws of the Oath are firstly the Laws of God,aecondly, those Laws, Statutes and customslisbizdb
in certain fundamental ways which, all togetheyldde described as the British Constitution. THesss,
established over years of struggle, can only LAWEYIbe changed (if at all) with the knowledgeable
consent of the people.

You may wonder at the 'if at all' but, apart frdme normal longstanding intent of constitutionaleyaws, at
least one, the British Bill of Rights, declarestasr things to be ‘forever' or to cover future gatiens into an
indefinite future, as we might expect from law efishing fundamental principle.

Our present Queen has sworn to uphold the ruled®¥land it would be difficult for her to now be relied
of her Coronation Oath even if the people, in paksession of the facts, agreed that it shouldb8wch a
move would be (at least) morally questionable. Da¢h is sworn, not for a period of years but far érdire
reign. It is sworn to God and to all her subjebisr or unborn) for the length of her reign.

So the full importance of the Coronation Oath isaggparent in the words themselves because the LAW
referred to does not represent the civil laws pabyeparliament but the Law established by varigtatutes
and ancient customs and the teachings of the Hiblge B

The Law of the Coronation Oath is not something tiaa be altered by the Crown or the parliamerher
Law Courts at will; where it calegitimately be altered it can only be altered with kmowledgeable
consent of the people.

It is essential to appreciate that this Common kgstem is not a system (or ideology) dreamed up by
political fanatics or power-crazy manipulatordsith system developed over years of trial and emor
heartbreaking struggle by a community of peoples.

Now | think you will agree that very basic prin@glare involved here and the fact is, that theiseiptes are
based on Statutes that are part and parcel ofritisiBsystemThese protections are not written into the
Australian Constitution directly but are part of our Constitution only by virtue of our constitutional

ties with the British Crown and law.

From the opening paragraph of the Australian Cautgin:

. . . have agreed to unite in one indissoluble Fadéommonwealth under the Crown of the United idmg
of Great Britain and Ireland, and under the Congiiin hereby established.

So the point to highlight, is that if our Constitutal links with the United Kingdom can be cut legislation
such as The Australia Act (even though not one wb@lr Constitution is changed), then our Constitu
becomes worthless and no more than an historio.curi

Does the Queen have the right to deny her loygkests) residing in Australia, the safeguards ofBhiésh
Statutes without the people individually (or byereindum) petitioning her for this? Even were thetfalia
Act constitutionally legal we, individually, have agreement with the Crown and our Constitution is
WITHIN this agreement. By proclaiming the Austrafiat does she not break her oath on this agreement?

The entire base for our political freedom is unitheeat. Be sure to understand the above and thefrdse
book will be much easier to follow.
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What went WRONG?

At the time the Common Law system became fully apenal it must have seemed a very secure and
watertight system of public authority. What coutmspibly go wrong?

What went wrong was that somehow or other the gegpt the impression that the political ELECTIONswa
the important part of the process - that by thg aet of election the people controlled the paréam This lie
is now commonly maintained by mass media and odiapzentary representatives.

In truth the important part of the process is tB& ESCTION, not the election, of the candidates.dtiyallow
me to select the candidates | will be entirely hafgp you to elect any of them you like.

Party politics probably developed because the $etcted and elected parliamentarians felt prduloeir
position and the respect it gained them. Whenntectime for re-election it is not unlikely that meguld
desire re-election and be prepared to do a ldmpaigning’ to improve their chance against any ne
candidate that may be proposed. It is also easgddhat selected popular issues would be gooididalk
points. This desire for re-election and the desirsell' popular issues would soon lead to thenédron of
political groupings and the introduction of poléigarties would soon lead to the squeezing outast
independently selected and elected parliament@ngsentatives.

The Australian Constitution.

A reading of the document called the Australian €bation gives little understanding of what is atwved.
The historical roots and meaning of that documesnat apparent without research. As we have deen t
Australian Constitution is not complete in its onght but transfers a long political heritage te #uthority
of an Australian administration.

The Australian Constitution gave Australia indepamze WITHIN the British Empire. There was no reason
believe that Australia would need a full constitatbecause the British Crown and Common Law system
guaranteed us the liberties of the best systenemiodracy then known. At that time (as now) it was n
suspected that the advent of political partiesdradted a serious flaw in the democratic ideal.

The great failure of our founding fathers was thiife to foresee the dangers presented by a palitical
system. Political parties are extremely vulnerablmfiltration and control by vested interestseThain
parties, once under control, can be used as tofeéch other and to deceive the electorate.

Had the risk been appreciated and some simple mieschalaced in the constitution to require congigdia
between the elected representative and the eléstara had the electorate been given power taefarc
referendum on any matter should a reasonable gegenf the electorate petition for it, then thecerate
would not have been tricked into a gradual losiéssgbower and authority.

A good example of this is Switzerland, where theggpment must hold a referendum should 50,000 soter
(less than 1% of the population) petition for itratters of constitutional amendment, or 30,000natters

of laws and international treaties. As a resuthaf, Switzerland (a country very poor in natuedaurces) is
one of the best governed and wealthiest of natwhge Australia (a country very rich in naturatoeirces) is
one of the worst governed and indebted of natibnfact, on last report (early 1987), we were thinam the
bottom of the list and rapidly moving lower. Dehise; a ‘banana’ republic.

Had authority been established as being VISIBLYhmhands of the electorate, then we would notytbeéa
at the mercy of sects and subversive interests/buld be politically aware, prosperous and leadivegworld
in responsible government. We would not have malitparties conspiring to deceive the public (now s
visible) or suffer the electoral frustration of et®between evils.

It is not, as some will argue, a matter of buyirdpg and barking yourself. The electorate doeshawve to
instruct the representative in every matter buttrbasseen to have the power to instruct when nacgss
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For instance the electorate need not give instrnatn details of taxation but should DIRECT limatkich, in
various circumstances, it is prepared to sutied for what purposes.The electorate need not say which
person may come into the country but should DIRE@&t the immigration policy is to be. The electerat
need not decide who should be hanged but shoul@OTRf capital punishment is to be a meaningful pér
law enforcement. All proposed CHANGES to nationaligy should be put to referendum as part of the
election process.

The disasters of recent years were not a publiceh®id the electorate ever ask its representative
increase taxes so that youth could destroy iteatfindless pursuit of pleasure without respongiRibr so
that unmarried partners could live comfortably onial service payments and raise a family without
working? Did the electorate ever ask that laws hedereasy and so help the international mafia tvales
thousands with drugs and disease? Did the eleetexatr say we should hand control of the econontlyeto
international money-lenders?

In present circumstances we are, year after yaaashed by media and pressure groups which crieé®d,
confusion, trauma and social problems. Cultivatedlems and the damage they cause, result (directly
indirectly) from political party conspiracy. Withuplic control of parliament our most serious profewvould
not have even begun; others would have been abloytesferendum.

Our paid representatives, in the main, represéditiqad parties not the electorate, in fact thegrscthe
electorate. The decay over the last century is athrkord Shaw (1910) said an M.P.:

... Is not to be the paid mandatory of any margrganisation of men, nor is he entitled to bind $éth to
subordinate his opinions on public questions teecth . .

In the modern political party there is obviouslyiamolvement that causes an MtB bind himself to
subordinate his opinions on public questions teecth. that is clearly the effect of political padiscipline.
Wilberforce, at Liverpool (the election of 1812)tfus position so well as to expose the great thagé our
political degeneration. He said to his electorate:

It may happen that your own judgment may occasigraime in conflict with my own ... but | promigaiy
that any difference of opinion between us will gleveead me to distrust my own views, carefully exeam
and, if erroneous, frankly to correct them. . . .

... If, unfortunately, occasions should occur n.vehich there should arise between us, on poinseobus
importance, a radical and irreconcilable differenakopinion, | will not abuse my trust, but wiligiyou the
earliest opportunity of recalling or reconsideriggur delegation of it.

Compare those past attitudes with the attitudesrofyance and impudence common to present leadiRg.M

Liberal Minister for Immigration and Ethnic Affaifer the Coalition Government, Mr. lan Macphee, is
reported as saying (Hobart 1981) that he did ria tetice of public opinion, his job was to chaiitje

Or this from Bill Hayden, Labour Minister for Fogei Affairs, 1984, in response to a letter from his
electorate:

Unfortunately, my "will" on these matters is jusé topposite of yours and even more unfortunatdigyve
taken a vote to establish which of our two "willg!l win out ... It is my melancholy duty to advismu that
you lost . . .

At one time, both the representative and the elatdainderstood something of their correct relatim
Unfortunately, the political greed for power progged and public understanding of their right toreise
authority was dispersed. A process of gradualisimppsrted by the Fabian socialist movement over our
present century, undermined public understandimigieoh political party despotism to the tragedy wies
today.
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Far from accepting the will of the people, poliics now reject referenda on the grounds of obvpoinic
disapproval of the party position.

The original Australian Constitution makes no plémepolitical parties; they are neither necessary
desirable. Their deceit is that they offer to taé&sponsibility for people who find responsibilitksome; their
treason is that they sell it to the highest bidder.

The evidence today is a tremendous and traumatieree of what results from political party goveemh
The damage is plain but there is no publicity tovglt as the inevitable consequence of allowingetiefed
power to political parties and so TO THOSE WHO C@OL these parties.

Just how serious our situation has become is egetban the one hand by our disastrous economibtyigd
on the other by the continual erosion of publicensthnding and authority. The attempt to force 9a &ill
of Rights and identity card which would introduegvlto further undermine the authority of the pepple
produce despotic law situations and transfer aithtr centralist government (a dictator's servanijicates
the nature of the power they now seek.

Above all was the sly introduction of the Austrafiaet which, in effect, vanguards the LEGAL transbémall

authority to the political parties via centralistimgrnment. It allows all those potential abusesilfle in the
Australia Card and discredited Bill of Rights) te éstablished, without public choice, in a new titutson.
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Chapter 2

WHAT IS HAPPENING TO AUSTRALIA?

Why are we being deceived?

Whatever the reason, it is not just an Australiakress. What is happening could not happen inraligt
alone. What is happening here is happening inragligh-speaking nations and apparently in all Eaerp
nations as well.

In the introduction to a 1986 booklet called Thee®u Betrayed and the Nation Sold into Captivityfiwe
this comment:

A Bill is now being pushed through Parliament by British Government without the consent of thepjeeo
which, if passed, will transfer major powers ovegiklation and social and economic policy in th&from
the British electorate and Parliament to Brusseisl &trasbourg. This transfer of power, and losBritish
sovereignty, goes far beyond anything contempliatéide Common Market referendum of 1975. It reneges
assurances given by the Government that remaiminigg Common Market would involve no further loss o
self-government - more serious still, it cause$HThe Queen to break further her Coronation Oath.

Or this from the Phyllis Schlafly Report U.S.A.:

Thank you for inviting me to testify on the Fourehmational Human Rights Treaties. | oppose Senate
ratification of these treaties for the followingasons:

1) The treaties do not give Americans any rightatatever. They do not add a minuscule of benetfiitdo
marvelous human rights proclaimed by the Declaraté Independence, guaranteed by the United States
Constitution, and extended by our federal and Jtaies.

2) The treaties imperil or restrict existing righaé Americans by using treaty-law:

a) to restrict or reduce U.S. constitutional rights
b) to change the U.S. domestic federal or state Jaw
c) to upset the balance of power within our unigystem of federalism.

3) The treaties provide no tangible benefit to peap other lands and, even if they did, that waudd justify
a sacrifice of U.S. rights or upsetting the Amenicystem of checks and balances.

The above two items are mentioned here to heljmdenstand from the beginning that what is happeimng
Australia is the result of secretive internatioplatting. Wealthy internationalists worked for maysars to
erect and control an international financial systéhis achieved, they now work to complete andixista,
direct political control of nations. Present pali parties (without informing the people and im@mpt of
constitutional obligations) are contracting ourioil sovereignty to an international ‘'world goveent'
concept.

The Australia Act

First a short reminder of the proper working of tagal constitution. Here are quotes from A.A. Glgs
bookYour Will Be Done Chresby, research analyst in constitutional lad/fanmerly Federal Member for
Griffith in the House of Representatives, states:

"THE SOLE LEGAL FUNCTION of a Member of ParliamehiTO FREELY ADVISE the Queen in the
government of the country, according to thearly expressed will of the people, .[EA]
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"... On the other hand, the permanent legal govemmor Monarchy IS WHOLLY AND SOLELY LEGALLY
RESPONSIBLE DIRECTLY TO THE PEOPLE, ...

The submission of elected members to party disw@gh in contempt of electorate authority and may b
considered an act of conspiracy against the nafiba.above quotations are basic to this argumenhteftect
the common judgment of constitutional authoritiesould there now appear lawyers who dispute thé) t
their opinion is irrelevant. New interpretationg &o more than an attempt to deny the people liegitage.

The aborted move to force on Australians a BilRadhts without a public referendum and full public
understanding, is part of the sad story of therpancorruption of our constitutional heritage. Agar
example isThe Australia Caradvhich, in use, would also extend despotic cordx@r the people.

As to The Australia Act itself, ALL main politicglarties, both State and Commonwealth, spent mare th
five years preparing and passed, (quietly, with ismédcrimination) what is known #sustralia (Request and
Consent) Act 1985This resulted in the Australia Act being asseitedn December 4th 1985 and
proclamation of théustralia Act 198&eing signed by Her Majesty the Queen, in Austran Sunday
March 2nd to bring it into force on March 3rd 1986.

The signing ceremony was the first and possiblyoitig hint that most Australians have had thatry ve
important Act has been passed into law. But even,tthere was no hint we are being cut off fromBitish
Christian heritage and constitutional right to dematic government.

Although the Australia Act 1986 states specificaigt the Commonwealth Constitution is not affedied
applies to the States) the balance of constitutipoaer is very definitely changed and by that the
Constitution is changed. The act most certainlyenmunes the conventions, protections and meanihgsro
Constitution.

Legal interpretation of the Australia Act is obvetyiopen to argument but the intent of the Act alasrly
stated in Parliament itself, and explanations mad&arliament are considered as evidence whemiesdo
interpreting an Act. The General Outline in the Exatory Memorandum relating to the Australia Act
(House of Representatives) begins:

The purpose of the Australia Bill 1986 and the Aalgt (Request and Consent) Bill 1985 is to seter t
remaining constitutional links between Australialahe United Kingdom.

Constitutional lawyers may argue and confuse ud {a@mselves) about the meaning of the words us#tki
Act but, in the end, the stated purpose must prkebaspite what we were told officially about thetAeing
of no consequence we find, within days of the Agihly Assented to, a Constitutional Commission being
formed to advise on changes to the Australian Gtotisin.

Also, within a few months of signing, constitutibfewvyers begin coming into agreement that the dhaets
open the way to alteration of the Australian Cdosbn without public consent.

It appears inevitable that Australia must havewa @enstitution because if, as stated above, akttional
links with the United Kingdom are now broken, qrag seems likely, the United Kingdom becomes qfart
the new European Economic Community with laws auerg British Common Law, then, in either eveng th
foundations of our present constitution disintegrat

HOWEVER, on the other hand, it is clear that thactments which have brought us to this sorry sthte
affairs are illegal (both here and in the U.K.) éngge they have bypassed the democratic and caistélu
authority of the people.

So where does that leave us? It leaves us (asldlhglong seriously insisted) living under a goveent
whose operation is illegitimate and whose actiorsTlREASONABLE.

Page 14 of 72



An enactment that is without expressed public Witlknowledge or option, is clearly not an enactment
giving effect to the will of the people and, whertk an enactment has the effect of totally dismgssil the

lawful safeguards (by both its own force and theetteof its enactment), then the deliberate nabditbe sell-
out is beyond doubt.

There are many anomalies and contradictions retatdte Australia Act and the publicly stated rewsfor
the Act. For example, the heading to Section hefAct states: Commonwealth Constitution, Constitut
Act and Statute of Westminster not affected butiSed?2, headed: Amendment to the Statute of
Westminster, reads as follows:

Sections 4, 9, (2) and (3) and 10 (2) of the StadfitWestminster 1931, in so far as they are phitt® law of
the Commonwealth, of a State or of a Territory, laeecby repealed.

Obviously some legalistic double-talk is prepam@e@xplain such contradictions, but equally obvimuhat
resort to such trickery merely adds to the evidesxfaeception.

The people now find it almost impossible to exex@sy authority; this was never more clearly evidiean
in the example of public appeals against the Aliatfect based on Queensland legislation producedipely
to protect the people from just such legislatiomh&sAustralia Act.

On the 7th of December 1977 Premier Joh BjelkerBetepresented to the Queensland Parliaifleat
Constitution AcAmendment BillExtracts from Hansard:

My Government believes that writing these exispireyisions of constitutional law and practice irite
constitution will safeguard the existing systerparfiamentary Government in Queensland but it lvelgee
that it is necessary to entrench this safeguardragiahe possibility of changes being brought abmut
Parliament contrary to the wishes of the electorate

Few people in Queensland today want a republipeeiglly the socialist republic which so many Labor
Party people appear to want. We do not want a Gawent of this State at any time taking advantagbeof
people to produce a republic by stealth. If thegdeavant it, then they should be able to clearljicate so at
a referendum. Only if the people of Queensland fasta change will it be possible for Australiaasvhole
to become a republic, because you cannot changentimarchy in one part of Australia unless you cleaitg
in the whole.

To entrench the present system, the Bill providasrione of its clauses can be altered by Parligmaetess
the Bill is first presented to the people by wayedérendum as prescribed in this Bill.

The requirement of entrenchment (Section 53)  itdelf entrenched so that the guarantee cannot be
undone, such as has been done in other parts d@@onemonwealth of Nations where a republican form of
government has been brought about contrary to tmstitution.

As | have said, a great deal of thought has goteetims Bill. What has been done in other partghef British
Commonwealth has been taken into account and we ¢@nsidered all of the implications of entrenchimen
and the way in which the entrenchment can be broailgbut constitutionally. My Government is confiden
that this is a measure which will meet with the leHwearted approval of the people of Queenslandvaitid
attract a great deal of interest among the parliamagians and people of other States of Australid an
overseas. | commend the Bill to the House. Hansasdreproduced in Wake Up, Australia November 1986
What Did Section 53 Actually Say?

Requirement for Referendum

53. Certain measures to be supported by referendum.
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(1) A Bill that expressly or impliedly provides fbie abolition of or alteration in the office of @Grnor or
that expressly or impliedly in any way affects ahyhe following sections of this Act, namely tieec
1,2,2A,11A,11B,14; and this section 53, shall ropiesented for assent by or in the name of theQue
unless it has first been approved by the electoeccordance with this section and a Bill so asseénho
consequent upon its presentation in contraventiahie subsection shall be of no effect as an Act.

(2) On a day not sooner than two months after timspge through the Legislative Assembly of a Bal o
kind referred to in subsection (1) the questiontfa approval or otherwise of the Bill shall be sutted to
the electors qualified to vote for the electiom@mbers of the Legislative Assembly accordingdo th
provisions of the 'Elections Act 1915-1973' andmf Act amending the same or of any Act in sulbistitu
therefor.

Such day shall be appointed by the Governor in Cibly Order in Council.

(3) When the Bill is submitted to the electorswbe shall be taken in such manner as the Parlidrokén
Queensland prescribes.

(4) If a majority of the electors voting approve till, it shall be presented to the Governor feservation
thereof for the signification of the Queen's pleasu

(5) Any person entitled to vote at a general etactf members of the Legislative Assembly is edtit
bring proceedings in the Supreme Court for a deatian injunction or other remedy to enforce the
provisions of this section either before or aftaBifl of a kind referred to in subsection (1) issgented for
assent by or in the name of the Quéaiake Up, Australia.

Only a few years later we find enacted in all $atecluding Queensland, theistralia (Request and
Consent) Act 1985 his act requested the British Parliament to ckahg constitutions of all States. This was
done without any referendum or general publicitg.aresult two Queenslanders decided to bring legal
proceedings as section (5) above advised. Both dismeissed. The first, a case against the Minister

Justice and Attorney General was lost becauseutthgeJfound:

... that while the applicant contended that tloe & 1985, at least impliedly, provides for alteoa in the
office of Governor and that it expressly affectd 8& and 11B and 14 of the Constitution ... theddas not
of its own force, purport to affect any provisidrtlee Constitution or the office of Governor or ésdl to work
any change in the law of Queensland, althoughtitus that it seeks to have the Parliament at Wiesti@r
and the Parliament of the Commonwealth make trevagit alterations.

Who changed the meaning of the words expressimpliedly, section (1)? Or, shall not be presented f
assent by or in the name of the Queen unless fiflsabeen approved by the electors?

In the second attempt the case was brought agam&overnor and fared even worse, the court rihag
the Governor was not the appropriate person tcelibdccountable.

The clear intent of the legislation was to previcis such as the Australia Act being used to change
Queensland Constitution without a referendum, lquaély obvious is that if the powers behind thenese
want something, legality, in our present situatioegomes almost irrelevant.

If the parliament is seen as THE AUTHORITY then adthany document can be interpreted to suit. But th
Parliament is not constitutionally the authoritgy s the Court. In Common Law it is the PEOPLE vane
the authority and in case of dispute of constindianeaning, they, by means of referendum, arenhe
authority that can properly give a final answere folitical parties have (not surprisingly) nevees fit to
legislate a procedure whereby the people may exphes authority.

In the absence of any practical mechanism whetebpéople can express their authority, and in aeseh
education to keep the public aware of the ovellre of their responsibility, then the parliamean claim
to represent the people and do just as it likes.
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So long as the people can be by-passed, then, tterrhaw clearly the law is expressed, lawyersaaays
read in a loophole to suit those who manipulateegmwents. The judgment that tAastralia Act (Request)
Acts(as they were called prior to the 'requested’ raliatAct being introduced) did not constitute &h a
altering the Queensland Constitution but only aiestjto another parliament for alteration, is ¢elya
avoiding the practical and intended meaning ofi¢lgeslation.

The Australia Act deception, supported by all repreed parties in both State and Federal parliaanerakes
a mockery of our democratic system and makes vaaleany legal interpretation of our Constitution.

If the base of legal government can be abusedsmtaly then a precedent is created which, if aemkpy the
public, allows other unconstitutional power grabse significance is that:

(1) it makes parliament illegitimate in terms of degal Constitution;

(2) it denies Australia the safeguards and privegf the British parliamentary heritage and, beeanf
agreements signed with the United Nations, plasasder United Nations control;

(3) it makes way for a new Constitution;
(4) it makes way for Australia to become a sodigligopet-republic.

Despite the silence of the mass media, and theslaf political party politicians that the Austei\ct is of
no political consequence, we now hav@anstitutional Commissioto advise on changes to the Constitution.
Also comments as below from constitutional lawyers.

Reported in TIME magazine (10/11/1986):

Melbourne University Constitutional Lawyer BernddBrien says the recent Australia Acts, which seger
the country's remaining constitutional links withtBin, also removed the need for referendums dealistic
but invariably frustrating requirement that not grd majority of the people endorse any proposechgldut
also a majority in most states. Since 1901, refeéuems have been a barrier to substantive constitatio
reform.

O'Brien believes the recent unannounced changebmanp accident. He quotes Adam Smith, the 18tligent
English economist, who said: "People in the saraddrseldom meet together, even for merriment and
diversion, but the conversation ends in a conspit@gainst the public.” . . .

But according to O'Brien, who says he has testedh@ory on other constitutional lawyers, the Aaistr Acts
do more than appears on the surface. He says thgyear to introduce a procedure whereby the
Commonwealth constitution can be altered by theeFagarliament at the request or with the consafithe
state parliaments without having recourse to peaepling at a referendum.” Even more controversjdily
also says it is possible the agreement of the staggy not be necessary.

Independently of O'Brien's work, another Melboutdreversity constitutional lawyer, Greg Craven, has
studied a 1985 High Court judgment and concluded tine logical implication of the position adopteyl
three of the judges is that a simple legislativeeadment would be all that would be needed to hitieg
constitution under the power of the Commonwealttigraent.

Others also bring up valid points.

But why should we expect any of the political pestthat conspired to bring in the Australia Achtaw act to
prevent the implementation of its provisions? Thatest surely be a lesson from having seen what may
happen to preventive legislation when actuallytpuhe test.

Are the arguments of our 'learned friends' relevd@es it not seem that if the law can say thaslaipon
which does not in itself alter the constitution baty asks another authority to do so, is legitenaind if
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severing the constitutional links between Australa the United Kingdom does not require popular
referendum, or is also legitimate because it do¢sctually alter a word of the Australian Congtan, then
why should parliament not write a new Constitutiédter all they are not altering the present Cdnsbn
(now without force) but merely consigning it to thabish bin.

If they now do so, who can we (the people) appzal t

Irrespective of the legal base for the above contispéncannot be denied that if the Constitution ba
changed without the knowledge or understandin@foeople at one time it can be done in the sanyeatva
another. What is legal or illegal makes little diffnce so long as the people remain ignorant.

Letters received from readers who have writtenaidigmentarians show that parliamentarians stilintaan
the constitution is unaffected; example from lanc&iir, M.P.:

The proposition that this legislation will altergtConstitutional balance of powers between the
Commonwealth and State Governments is certainlgoméct.

The legislation was the result of lengthy considtad between the Commonwealth and State Governments
and the British Government. The States had the ryppity to protest if there were any change in eittheir
relationship with the Monarchy or with the Commoaiite. .

It is quite normal for politicians to evade or igaamportant points and to give an opinion rathantto
present any evidence or logic. Well the facts bha¢ & Queensland Judge said the Act WAS a reqoiest f
illegal changes and several constitutional lawgassthat it HAS resulted in important changes, ttwed
legislators themselves say that the purpose WAsever the remaining constitutional links and whatake
complaining about is the conspiracy between thdipall parties. Is that all totally beyond the kafira mere
party politician?

Clearly, as we do not select our representative,naitural that 'our’ representatives represersethivho do
manipulate the choice.

There is one thing we Australians have to do anthé election .. get representation in OUR pariatnThe
opportunity is certainly there, two strongly cornéesby-elections in NSW (early 1987) resulted marked
swing from the major parties. A newspaper repoun(ay Telegraph) said that more than 30% of varers
each seat ignored the two main parties in a growgisijusionment. Significantly, it was also repextthat
many of these did not even give a preference tajamparty. We may be sure that if 30% voted adains
major parties then a majority in the electoratéisdlusioned - most electors simply do not knowho
handle the situation.

A politician is not legally empowered to represtrd will of a political party, nor to represent loan
desires, nor to represent any foreign power oflamg. A politician is, by rights, totally and sojeh servant
of those who elect him and must act for them oHly.may not represent pressure groups or interredtion
gangsters. For an elected M.P. to disregard thisahd, in conspiracy with other elected membersetve
alien interests, would seem, in common conventimepnstitute treason. All represented parties rbast
counted equally guilty in this.

Unless we understand our rights and privilegestsg by the legal Australian Constitution, inist so easy
to see the full significance of secret manipulation

Section 128 of the Australian Constitution says:
... the proposed law shall be submitted in eacteSitad Territory to the electors.

And Part 1, Section 1, of the Constitution states:
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The legislative power of the Commonwealth shaildsted in a Federal Parliament, which shall conefst
the Queen, a Senate, and a House of Representatives

If a 'tricky-dicky' use of words to mislead the p#and bypass the Constitution is not deceit, wgtat

Many Australians are aware that our Constitutiomaleds a democratic majority approve of changesifbut,
we do not know the Constitution and the histors tihat protect and give it meaning, we are edsitgived.
Our Constitution has three basic elements andyitvan of these unilaterally declare the third poess, then
we no longer have a legally constituted governrbectiuse the deprived element does not have thetoigh
accept emasculation nor do they altogether haveesyay right to change the Parliamentary powerrida
without the consent of the electorate and in acwotid the clear intent of the historic purpose of/grnment
directed by the will of the people.

So while all States must agree to constitutionahge, the actual Constitution makes clear thapduople are
the authority. It can NEVER be acceptable that ttuional change can be made without the undedstgn
and desire of the people. The parliamentary reptasee is properly the representative of the eete and
may not make such a decision on his own behalhdratalf of some alien influence.

Furthermore, any re-arrangement of State powershndiiter relationships between States and Fedgral i
effectively, an alteration of Federal power. Evesreveach State government legally free to act witho
referendum, to do so as a means of re-arrangingticiional power without the expressed will of the
electorate is not within the spirit, meaning or teot of the Constitution.

What we are concerned with here is not just sirtgie what we are concerned about is our rightfuitage
which gives us, the people, control of the politimacess. We have (what amounts to) a mutual defpact
with the Crown to ensure that we maintain that mdnHowever written, our forefathers died for and
achieved for us the right of 'government of thegdedy the people'. Deliberate by-passing of tleistage, in
fact or in spirit, is betrayal.

Only when one understands the importance of thiegeges does one begin to appreciate the signitcaihc
the secrecy and tricky legality with which thesesAand other changes have been introduced byqgabliti
party connivance.

Once we understand how these changes unite thefRights, the Australia Act 1986, the Human Rgght
and Equal Opportunities Commission, the proposestralia card, and agreements signed with the United
Nations (which are based on socialist concepts)) the begin to appreciate the enormity of whaois s
deceitfully imposed.

The above are designed to impose on honest Aasisafas a first installment) the following reforms:

« Secret trials by non-legal bodies.

+ Denial of legal redress or representation.

« Denial of right to know your accuser.

+ Denial of due process of law.

+ Denial of right to privacy (any documents, either private or business, can be demanded).
» Denial of right to own property.

» Greater legal protection for crime.

» Legal protection for moral subversion and subversive government.

These are only the first step! What comes next?
It's much later than you think. The powers of tipar8sh Inquisition are being re-created in an wtetebody

called theHuman Rights and Equal Opportunities Commissinrinquisition days such people claimed to
work for God; now they mask their activities untte® name of Human Rights. What's in a name?
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Chapter 3

COMMENTS FROM RELIABLE CITIZENS

If we do not want to believe the evidence and aun common sense, let's see what reliable citizaps s
about certain legislation introduced into Australiace 'behind the scenes' agreement was reachiée on
Australia Act. A large part of this chapter will devoted to the thrown out Bill of Rights.

Why bother with something already defeated? Becaus@ot defeated, only delayed. Also it has been
widely discussed and provides an excellent exawipdeform of legislation now being introduced, at bth
State and Federal level, and not generally reportedr discussed in the mass medi&ut first Andrew
Kirk on theAustralia Card:

.. . the greatest affront to our civil libertias this nation's history ... the beginning of a vhoéw
relationship between the state and its citizenfe. .Government is going to be able to profile gventity'
operating in the economy. One's financial privady e utterly destroyed ... The Health Insurance
Commission which would administer the data ba#ieeifBill becomes law, will initially have accesghe
confidential records of at least eight Governmendibs. It will be able to delve into the recordsiod
Australian Taxation Office, the Electoral Commissiand the Departments of Defence, Social Security,
Immigration, Foreign Affairs, Ethnic Affairs, aneé¥rans' Affairs. Once the Australia Card is intnoéd it
will be easy for the Government to extend the baJdne Optimis{September/October 1986).

What is the Australia Card about? Politicians uslthat it is to stop tax evasion and social sgctnaud but
The Joint Select Committee in its report to parkatreject this, so do other authorities. People should
know claim this device is ineffectual for such agmse and also claim that proper enforcement oéxising
laws would do the job more effectively.

When we look more closely at what is going on westing excused for thinking that the present laxity
enforcing existing law was encouraged so as taemeaituation, and excuse, for introduction ofdigion
designed to force on us a sick world of computeveiliance quite foreign to Western democracy.

The Australia Act 1986, by making vulnerable ounstitution, provides the key to later enforcemdrthe
assorted proposals which make up the present aitaokr civil liberties. Some of the features asthew
law' plot were expressed in the so-called "BilRahts" which brought much comment from mature and
responsible people.

A book could easily be filled with such comment blitsound criticism of that Bill covers much thense
range of objections as are covered by the selegtetts and comments made in this book.

First Mr. J.K. Bowen, a Victorian Barrister, Treamsuof the Victims of Crime Assistance League, forcher
Commonwealth Principal Legal Officer. The followiggotations are from his paper headétE
AUSTRALIAN BILL OF RIGHTS - SOME IMPLICATIONS FOBROSOCIETY:

In late 1983, the then Federal Attorney-Generah&er Gareth Evans, declared that Australia needdzill
of Rights . . .

One would have expected from its very nature thitlaof Rights would have been exposed to the stide
possible public scrutiny and discussion - from @piton to first draft, and beyond. But that was twobe the
case ... The conception, birth and early life ai&er Evans' Bill were shrouded in secrecy. . . .

As the Federal election drew near in December 1882l shadow Attorney-General, Senator Durack, @ess
Senator Evans to give Australians an indicatiowbat their rights and liberties were to be. Sendtwans
rejected the opportunity . . .

Similar "Human Rights" Bills have been adopted ar&&w Pact countries, but England - the home of the
common law - has always rejected such devices.
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On the surface, the Bill's declarations of freed@nd rights such as freedom of expression, freeafom
movement, the right of peaceful assembly, and-atsilpitions against torture, slavery, and sciertifi
experimentation upon prisoners, sound good - bpehdly, you will be asking yourselves 'why does a
Human Rights Bill containing such fine declaratiaisights, not work in those totalitarian counsighich
have such Bills? The answer is that we have sthestggutions to protect our rights and freedoms in
Australia. Totalitarian countries like to have "wliow-dressing' such as a Human Rights Bill; but bdhhe
facade there are no institutions, such as an inddpat judiciary and a democratically elected pamiant, to
protect the rights and freedoms declared in suchdjss of paper".

We will see the end of the centuries-old constihati separation of the functions of Parliament dimel Law
Courts if a Federal judge is given that kind of gowo nullify a law passed by a democratically &elcState
Parliament. The Bill would make State Parliame@eyernments and Local Authorities subject to cdntro
and censure by the Federal Human Rights Commissidr~ederal Courts. The Bill would effectively re-
write the Constitution without a referendum.

| am deeply concerned about the Bill's implicatibmsState criminal justice systems, State policeds,
education systems, families, and employer/empl@tagonships - to name but a few of the institaséi@nd
important relationships likely to be affected bg 8ill. The Bill contains provisions which will rene
important police powers . . . potential to intedewith existing sensitive relationships betweerepaiand
child, employer and employee, teacher and pupil . .

The intrusions by the Bill into all kinds of impant institutions and relationships are likely to tighly
destabilizing to our society. In short, the Billpgars likely to offer nothing but harm to ordindayv-abiding,
decent and hard-working citizens, and clearly Hesotential to undermine social cohesion in Algtra

Matching this preoccupation with social engineeringve can expect to see Governments in Australia
continue to exalt even the slightest evidence pfared economic performance ... when the wealtheof

Nation, and of each hard-working Australian, is ithed away by the intensive social welfare schemes
required by a sick society.

... One of the major factors contributing to thestabilization of Australian society since thadd, has been
the undermining of this family unit by such measw@a®the continual withdrawal of economic suppaoirtt,
easy divorce laws, and the elevation of 'alterredtiife-styles, such as the voluntary single pafantily, to a
status equivalent to the traditional family. Thd'8potential for legalizing homosexual marriagasd
adoptions would represent a further devastatingvdlo the traditional family.

. . . suspicion concerning public education . .ithaéut any apparent qualification, Article 7 graritsevery
person the right "to impart ideas or informationasfy kind in any form, without interference".

This provision of the Bill could provide a lawfoluindation for the indoctrination of children at Gaament
schools with ideologies and moral values compldtalgign to the attitudes and values of their pasesnd
the community at large.

Article 12 of the Bill sweeps away the sensible #gdble common law rules relating to search aet:sre
by police . ..

Article 21 appears to be designed to deter susgemts confessing to police.

At present in Victoria, s.460 of the Crimes Acvwats police to question suspects in their custodycla 22 of
the Bill appears likely to deny this vital powerthe police . . .

"In my opinion the Bill will produce changes to ttr@ninal law that will severely hamper the effoofsthe
police to control crime . . .

| suggest to you that a Bill of Rights is partloé package of social engineering laws of all kiodisently
being introduced throughout Australia.
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... The Bill will virtually become a license fibre misfits of our society to emerge and claimgaleight to
engage in behaviour that is unacceptable to mostralians.

... Code words and phrases are commonly emplioyiée: context of social engineering to avoid cagsi
concern to those who find radical social changemiag. . .

... Itis highly unlikely that the Bill is intead to protect the rights and freedoms of the vastshof ordinary
well-adjusted Australians, because their rights already adequately protected by the rules of comiaw,
the laws passed by democratically elected Parligdsand by our independent Judiciary. These existing
institutions are flexible and such laws can beraiteto meet changing circumstances - if the majatémand
it! It follows, in my view, that the real purposktbe Bill of Rights must be to promote and enthevalues,
ideologies and life-styles that are unacceptabltheovast majority of Australians.

As a lawyer who has spent over twenty years priagticefore judges and juries, in open courtroomhwi
representatives of the media present if they chtmbe, and lawyers representing all parties, tfthe
implications of the proposed Australian Bill of Rig, and the means of its enforcement, frighterideghaps
it is fitting that these developments were annodnieehat most ominous of all years - 1984.

The following extract was from a letter printedlihe AgeMelbourne 17/2/1986:

| am writing to express my concern at the lackudfliz debate, particularly through the news media,
concerning the proposed Bill of Rights. Considetimg importance of such proposed legislation, | am
surprised that the Australian people have beenvely little about what exactly the Bill of Riglimsed on
the United Nations International Covenant) is tonnit us.

The Bill of Rights legislative package was pusimedugh the House of Representatives during a lajetn
and early morning sitting late last year. It wilbme before the Senate shortly.

Surely the public deserves to be told preciselytwgim the draft legislation so that it can, irrti) decide on
its validity. It should know that the United Natsoimternational Covenant of Civil and political hts upon
which the third reading of the Bill is based, h&eb rejected by the United States of America arehGr
Britain but was accepted by the Warsaw Pact coaastri

Forty-three signatories of this Covenant are miltdictatorships which have little or no concerm faman
rights in their own countries.

It should be of greatest concern to people comathitteour democratic ideals that the Bill of Rigktsuld be
administered by the Human Rights Commission, wikiain unelected body of people with powers that are
outside the normal processes of law. . . .

Furthermore, under section 46, the Commission'sgoaannot be challenged in court. The implicatiohs
such legislation ought to be given considerablelipidxposure before the Senate commits it to law.

The December 1984 issue of the Queensland Lawt$doigrnal said "the potential exists within therkian
Rights Commission to actively suppress the righias been created to protect”. . . .

Rev. J.N. Hewitt, of the Apostolic Church, Wantir3452.

An article by Bill West in The Australian newspa@€/11/1985, refers to Sydney law and human rights
lecturer Dr. Gabriel Munz (NSW Institute of Techogy) and the Munz campaign against the Bill of Rsgh

Dr. Munz claims that the Bill of Rights is moreelikto take away rights. Here are some quotes ftmm/Vest
article:

... He [Dr Munz] says the government has notmiaey convincing reasons for the Bill or explairexv it
will protect rights.
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He describes it as vague, ambiguous and imprecideaeagues the content of its rights will have tdibed in
by policy makers and judges who will be in a positio read in their own biases and prejudices.

A major criticism of Dr. Munz is that the Bill imattack on the federal system of government . . .

... The Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Comammiswhich will be established as a consequentleeof
legislation, will be empowered to determine whetBte Acts and practices infringe a right setha Bill.

These powers are absolutely excessive for an uedl®ody,” Dr. Munz said.

But that is just the beginning. The commission aE®the power to compel people to attend compylsor
conferences - which are going to be held in privaitdiout any entitlement to legal representatiameer
threat of fine or imprisonment.

ARTICLE 4, section 2 . . . says Dr Munz, this sectvould legalize any form of reverse discriminatand
would thus be a license for discrimination in favofia particular class or group.

ARTICLE 7 ... would give the right to a teacheimoctrinate children in his personal beliefs or a
homosexual teacher to impart his or her lifestglehildren.

ARTICLE 14 . . . the reference to the age of tdevidual child will almost inevitably lead to diffent views
as to which rights and freedoms are possessedildrexn and that the section could be interpretedhas
license for permissiveness.

... 'What are the advantages which will folloarfr the introduction of a Bill of Rights?'

‘That is a question which in my opinion has newesrbsatisfactorily answered by the Government.

Let us now look at an article by Christopher Dawsofhe Australian (20/11/1985) referring to comitseloy
Professor Mark Cooray, Associate Professor of LeMacquarie University:

The Government should not be allowed to get awdyavwassage of the Bill in Parliament in order to
prevent and stifle public opinion and deceive thblig.

"It fails to substantiate, advance or improve amyor existing rights or freedoms," he says. "hds to
devalue some of them by exclusion.

"The document is a propaganda exercise to preseetexted package of rights as the totality of tsglthich
we require. Thereby the stage is set for the grhdaaecognition and eventual abrogation of fundataé
liberties and rights through social engineering ahd gradual destruction of the liberal democratystem."

"The exclusion of property rights from the Bill deps the document of much of its effective coraadt
reduces it to the level of a socialist program aman rights.

"In societies which deny the right to hold, enjoyg @roductively use private property, citizens dependent
for their employment and livelihood on the governm&hey have therefore no capacity to oppose the
government or to exercise their fundamental palitroghts.

"The exclusion of property rights . . . is a detdite omission from a document designed to promote a
socialist agenda.

". .. Why is the Government refusing to submitBitieto the people?

Is it because of the Left's traditional mistrustiod electorate? If so, it has no moral authortyspeak on
behalf of the Australian people . . ."
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Article by Alan Fewster The Australian (25/3/198€élates to the Law Council of Australia:

The Law Council of Australia has published a cutgf the Bill of Rights and the Human Rights agddt
Opportunities Commission, saying there is room'éerious concern” about both in their present form.

Under the Bill a limitation to a right or freedomilikbe permitted "only if it can be demonstrablgified in a
free and democratic society."

What is a free and democratic society? How do yolge if a society is free and democratic?
Note: The government of the USSR claims to govedre@and democratic society.

The above gives a fair cross-section of opinionhmyghtful and qualified people. The point to engba is
that the emasculation of the Australian Constituand the imposition of a new constitution, base@o
communist type Bill of Rights, provides a basegagan religious values. It is extremely important t
understand this because it signposts the manmwehich these new requirements will be enforced aveals
that the change is not simply political but maiks imposition of a new law and a new religion.

By the laws now being introduced or proposed,hibeosexual school teacher is given the right toitea
homosexuality, then a paedophile is equally ewtitteteach paedophilia, a drug pusher to teachsgiaig
sadist to teach sadism or a Satanist to teach wevdhip.

But the average trusting citizen will exclaim, "@b! The Government would NEVER allow that!"

Government could easily legislate to prevent irttam by such people but then, it might equally smakaw
to say Christianity is deviant and disallowed. Tditger would be entirely within the socialist linaed, as party
government is introducing communist laws and peastiit should be expected to continue the present
program of moral deformity and mind-warp that isigaed to weaken our ability to resist takeover.

We must not forget that already there are in fone@y dozens of laws which over-rule our Common Law
rights.

More rights and protections for homosexuals andass and further restriction of Christians and the
traditional family is in direct line with presentlcies. See First & Last publicatiodssault on Childhood
aoncindx.htmandHow to Avoid the LOOMING CATASTROPHE avoidx.htm.

In a Common Law democracy, deceitfully introducegidlation such as the Bill of Rights, The Ausaali
Card and the Australia Act serve no legitimate psgp but in a dictatorial regime they are impegativ
Perhaps we should look at an advocate for thisabstctype of society - The Fabian Society - foswars, but
of course they are unlikely to tell us. Neverthglgsu should know a little about them.

The Fabian Society is a socialist organization é@hin England in 1884. Operating under the syrobal
wolf in sheep's clothing and a policy of 'gradualisFabianism has, for years, been very influemi&nglish
and Australian politics. Prime Minister Hawke, ii@84 speech to the Society, named Frank Crean, Jim
Cairns, Kim Beazley, Race Matthews, and Gough \&imtas Fabians. While he baulked at revealing which
of the present cabinet were members, he did say, itathis | gladly acknowledge the debt of my own
Government to Fabianism."

It is known that many members of the Constitutiddammission are Fabians but the important thingntmow
is that this group, and the Super Mafia in genena,dedicated to the achievement of political pdwye
deceit and subterfuge - they make of the lie afoam.

First Hand Experiences
What further evidence is there to verify the captofrour political and media institutions by areimational

mafia?
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The massive evidence that our legal Constitutiahthe safeguards it embodies are now ignored ktiqad|
parties, is verified by the many organizations foaght very hard to get a hearing on the Austrata For
instance Mrs. Joyner, on behalf of the thousandserhbers and supporters of BEOP & CAREgroup,
wrote letters to the Queensland Attorney-Geneoahé Governor of Queensland and to Her MajestyeQue
Elizabeth II, along with representations to the Enhstand Premier.

Other organizations made similar representatiodsaatteast one delegation went so far as to gowgddad to
make representations to the British ParliamentPitiae Minister and the Queen. There was no ndileea
media reporting of these efforts.

After meeting a deputation of concerned Austratidizens in London, Dr. lan Paisley, MP MEP (a pers
not treated kindly by the media, no doubt for thme reason that anyone who opposes the powetselitis
receives a bad press) issued the following Telg¢kaéovorld media (shortened):

The Australian Federal socialists have long des&ed planned a centralist republican takeover & th
nation.

These strategies were already envisaged as ear@ds. In this year Labour Prime Minister Gough Ym
and Justice Lionel Murphy were foiled in their disstine attempt to remove the Monarchy and intreduc
socialist republic with Viceroy. Their attempt tave the way for constitutional change was seen vali¢he
Australian Premiers went to the British Parliamevtiere they received from the British Prime Ministir
Douglas Home, the assurance that it would nevepdyenitted - especially since the entire notion was
repugnant to all these premiers, even those whe wabour Party men and to the Australian peoplage.
In spite of these assurances by the then Britishe@unent it is now clear that, after a decade, Aalist is
about to sever its monarchical constitutional linkish Great Britain and move into socialist repualnism
with Great Britain's full endorsement.

All this has been designed and put into action euitrany reference to the desires of the Austrgheople by
way of a piece of legislation The Australia ActedRest) Act 1985.. . .

Disturbing as this is, concerns about The Austrélas (Request) Act 1985 are even deeper. Thddagrs
is designed, it is claimed, to cut residual linkhvGreat Britain and thereby remove the archaic
anachronisms of an earlier irrelevant colonial efa.point of fact however it destroys the basiegnity of
the entire Westminster system by removing the Qaipegrogative to disallow and reserve bills subedtto
her. A Queen who lacks the power to accept or teypat is legislated in her parliament (no mattdrat
one's personal view of the monarchy is) is no Quael. It is almost incredible that legislatioresigned to
do this could have been formulated - especiallynngextion 1 of the Australian Constitution cleastates:

"The legislative power of the Commonwealth shaNé&sted in a Federal Parliament which shall conefst
the Queen, a Senate and House of Representatidestach is hereafter called 'The Parliament' orérh
Parliament of the Commonwealth'."

How could The Australia Acts (Request) Act 198%Hmen designed to remove the Queen's prerogative
when the Queen embodies the permanent governntérd werpetual mandate to govern with the clearly
expressed will of the people of Australia at botld&ral and State levels? The Australian systeroti®uilt
upon a republican foundation; its foundation is raarhical and cannot be tampered with without pytine
government system erected upon it at great risks [Egislation is fundamentally inconsistent witida
antagonistic to the entire Westminster system.

How has it happened then that this legislation s@seadily accepted throughout Australia and padsed
every State - even strongly anti-socialist ones?

The Australia Acts (Request) Act 1985 bypassegdbple's right to referendum concerning this massiv
constitutional change. . . .
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Two states of Australia - namely Queensland andé&kfeéustralia - even went so far as to entrends th
important safeguard of the people's right to refehem by entrenching it in their own state constitus.
Tragically this was disregarded in both of thessest where the people were never consulted or asked
whether they wanted these socialist republican geanand it is interesting to note that the preagex
silent throughout . . .

Furthermore the British Parliament not only accetss legislation as wholesome but obviously seas i
truly representative of the desires of Australigeserally. . . .

[Hansard Thursday 16 January 1986 page 1169 parae3Minister of State, Foreign and Commonwealth
Office (Baroness Young): | am sure that the whaede will wish to join with the Government in wetcing
this Bill. It represents and embodies Australiashves. All parties in all state legislatures and the
Commonwealth Parliament support the proposalsradlin this Bill. As | said at the beginning, ldgigon
has been enacted in all state and Commonwealtsldégries, smoothly and without controversy. light
that this House should agree to the removal oktinesidual constitutional links at the requeshef t
representatives of the Australian people.]

Hansard Monday 3rd February 1986 page 83, para 5:

"Matters which have been agreed by Australianse. note the unanimous approval in Australia ..hvgiich
unanimity of approval how can we oppose the Bill?"

It seems that even the British Parliament alsolbeesn deceived - even misled? . . .

Thus it can be seen that the centralist socialist @ remove the constitutional checks and balatdise
Monarchy in order that neither individuals nor statwill have an appeal to a higher authority ofipcél
transcendence has virtually been all but achievedugh this subtly acceptive legislation. If thee@no does
complete this final act of severance of these tegitinks in March 1986 then Australia will indebd a
republic without safeguards and will be prey teemmational socialism.

The situation in Northern Ireland demonstrates h@sd-won liberties can be swept away by the stafle
pen.

(Newspapers did not publish that letter).

We now know that the devious nature of the AusrAlits was ignored, and the Queen was entice@o Si
We may note that while the Crown, constitutionalgpresents and protects the people from misuse of
parliamentary power, advice to the Crown has becaneally exclusively the prerogative of the parhent.
The Governor of a State is now appointed, advisel] ia the end, dismissed by the Premier of thie stad
no act of parliament assented to by the Governall, gince the commencement of the Australia Aet, b
subject to disallowance or suspension by Her Mgjest

What deceit is used to cause the Queen to ignoappeal supported by evidence of illegality?

Can any threat be used to cause sincere battleinsasuQueensland Premier, Sir Joh Bjelke-Petetsen,

surrender without explanation? Whatever the thiateason, he surely did not appreciate that datigm
will occur once world political power is in the hdsof the "One World Government" gang.
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Chapter 4

THE BRITISH PARLIAMENTARY SITUATION

An address by A. Ross McWhirter, M.A., deliveredyorally to the 54th Annual Congress of the British
Israel World Federation at Sheffield on the 29/93,9vas reprinted imthe Queen Betrayed - and the nation
sold into captivityl include this condensed, but still unusually lapgtation because | believe it will not
only help explain the British situation but alsdghes understand the history and meaning of our own
Australian Constitution.

It is important that we know something of the bdsimndation of our Constitution and of how the egauf
recent years have acted in betrayal of our righitéultage as free and self-governing people. Theye of
the British system of Common Law, as it is happgmimBritain, is not only very similar to what igjppening
in Australia, but is equally a betrayal of Austaali

It is on record that Mr. McWhirter was shot dowrdailled on 27/11/1985 by two IRA gunmen. What & n
on record is who ordered the killing.

If we allow those who would tell us the truth tolbked then we share the guilt. The sins of thadas (and
mothers) will be paid in the blood of our childréfere is the essence of Mr. McWhirter's address:

Deceived in Her Grants

The principle at Law is that the 'Queen can do mong'. Now, if the Crown performs an illegal achdof
course the Crown acts by advice of the Ministdrent- since the Queen can do no wrong - there is
apparently a paradox or impasse to be resolveda®gers use the formula that the Queen has been
‘deceived in her grants' of the power or whateverggative act gave rise to the illegality. It iym
submission that much that has been going on in Bavent in recent years has been illegal in thatas
contrary to the constitution of this country. Theajest of these illegalities culminated in thefreation of
the 'Act of Accession to the Treaty of Rome'. &trttoment, this country lost a very substantialesof its
Sovereignty and | hope to be able to show to yautths was achieved by a series of illegal actd trat the
Queen's part in it was undoubtedly an example obkeeng 'deceived in her grant'. . . .

- I should like to take, by way of illustrationjgtwhole question of the handing away of the Sayetg of
this country; why it was illegal and what in tectali terms could be done to correct it so that we gat on
with the job which is our destiny.

The Treaty of Rome is not a Common Law conceptiany sense. Legally, it is entirely alien to owun@non
Law traditions and also to the twenty-six counbéshe Republic of Ireland. It was therefore perbap
reasonable to expect that, if we were going to dede such a treaty, we might require certain anmegiats.

The fact is that in 1972 we ratified the agreensm@king accession to the Treaty of Rome without the
alteration of one dot or comma. Except for the thet the name of our nation is included in its new
preamble, the Treaty of Rome remains absoluteljtereal and does not draw anything from the
constitutional experience or, this country, nor siitereflect our own national aspirations as araltstl, a
maritime, mercantile race .... People seem to fotigat we still have thirty Crown Colonies. It was
considered by various politicians, of both majortpes, that there would be material advantagesomg
into Europe. Accordingly, they decided to pursus émd by every conceivable means, without anyngit¢o
procure the consent of the people, as a wholaj¢b a8 move.

Deprived of Sovereignty

It stands to reason that it should not be and idesnnot be, an easy thing to deprive an anciedtgreat

nation of its Sovereignty. It will be appreciatéat part of the Treaty requires that the institasoof the

Community will have pre-eminence over all nationatitutions. In other words the what the European
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Parliament decides ... what the European Courtsd#ec. . take precedence over what they refestowa
‘Municipal law' - our Law - which is made by our mwlected representatives and is part of the camtra
between Sovereign and people. So you have a siuatwhich we have voluntarily given away our
Sovereignty, and at no time have the people otthistry been effectively consulted on the mattieose
who take a contrary view make a point that Parliatrie composed of our elected representatives and
therefore, 'what am | complaining about?' | make #tcusation that the so-called entry into Europe and
is, illegal. . . .

The Heath Government (I quote) 'picked up the hadrwhrds.' There were the words used in the WhaigeP
of that month, for there was an agreement - or songht say conspiracy - between the major partegress
this matter through. . . .

With Mr. Heath, it became a point of total obsessad obstinacy that this would succeed. Negotiativere
not over any words of the Treaty of Rome, as | ladneady indicated. They were only on the transitilo
entry provision. And the public were deceived ythetually thought that we were negotiating abdnat t
conditions under which we would join and the basinstitutional point of view. . . .

None of this was in tune with what was said ondkeoccasion on which the people were given an
opportunity to vote.

The commitment of the Government was 'we are céethtd negotiate terms of entry, no more, no léss.’
other words, on that occasion when there was arodppity for people to speak on this, there wagatk of
actually entering and ratifying. That came onlyeafive had given a five-year mandate to the adnmatisn.
Thus there was a basis deceit with the famous phves wouldn't go into Europe except with the
wholehearted consent of the people and ParliaméRgsliaments in plural meaning the Parliamentsiod
other countries). The opportunity for the wholehedrconsent or disapproval had not been given.

Then came what | call the 'clicks of the ratcheThe clicks in this case were, first of all, thegatiations of
the terms about which we were deceived. Then daengetclaration of principle by Parliament. Next @am
the drafting of the Treaty by the Treaties Deparitrad the Foreign Office . . . An important parttoé
Treaty, which was signed on the 22nd of January21®@as the part in the preamble which said that th
Contracting Parties would assent to this Treatpatordance with their respective constitutional
requirements.'... | suggest that our constitutior@uirements were not then met and never have ine¢on
this matter. | think I must make this point cleaiierorder to explain why | take that view so styyn

The next ‘click’ of the ratchet was the draftingha$ Treaty of Accession. Before this country sigreaty it
Is necessary that signatories receive from the Qudwat are called the 'Full Powers' - which ardfact a
document saying this man or this woman is empoweyete Nation to sign this Treaty on behalf of the
nation. That is what 'Full Powers' are, and theywé&ao be signed by the Queen. None of this has been
published. The Queen delayed as long as she doojiing presumably for an earthquake or something of
that sort, and the Full Powers were in fact onlyr&d 48 hours before Mr Heath, Sir Alec Douglas Ea@mnd
Mr Rippon took themselves off to Brussels to dignlreaty of Accession. . . .

Shakespeare in Prophecy

You will recall that day, 22nd January, 1972, wiMinHeath had a bottle of ink thrown at him . . made me
think back to something almost prophetic and | wdikie to read you eight lines: 'England, boundhiith the
triumphant sea, whose rocky shore beats back thieensiege of watery Neptune, is now bound in with
shame. With inky blot and rotten parchment bonat, England that was wont to conquer others, haserad
shameful conquest of itself ..(Jbhn O'Gaunt, Duke of Lancaster, in ShakespeRretsard I1).

Extraordinarily prophetic . . . On the 22nd Januat@72, these three gentlemen signed away something
which was not theirs to give, namely the SoverBigwer of this country to determine laws with thasent

of our people. They purported to hand all that an@ge thousand years of Sovereignty was handed atvay
that moment, subject to two things, namely the temextt by Parliament of the necessary statutes ndéirco
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all the changes of law and the Royal Assent t@ilieand then also the ratifications of the Trea8o the
ratchet clicked up to about two points from homanfMr Heath's point of view.

The Labour Party, who had given a great deal olitiia, of course - for they were attempting exattity
same thing until they were dismissed by the Natidi®70 - said that it would require two acts td ge into
Europe. One would be a short Constitutional Act] #e second would be a Bill of 1,000 Clausesotlier
words a massive piece of legislation so that egenceivable Act that was affected (and of coursefprally
every Act is affected by the giving away of Sogetg) would have to be amended .... The Law Offiaad
their Advisers, the top echelon of Whitehall, briaittpeir brains to bear on this and they thougat3ill of
1,000 Clauses - that will keep us up all nightd@snths and months and give endless possibilitrethéo
destruction of our determination to succeed.' Swai$ abandoned - there was now no Bill of 1,000sx#s.
Clearly, for them, the attractive thing was to havtle short Bill, just one clause - ‘which wancwhack
through the House.'

So there was a Bill of thirteen clauses and a whiyrt repeal schedule - nothing of which matterethe
least, the only repeals being things like the Fdomota Act and various agriculture Acts. None oflbasic
constitutional Acts were amended or repealed ataald that is one of the main facts of my accusatio
illegality. This Act went through Parliament anauywill recall, there were a series of 'cliff- haerg
Government escapes . . . It is significant thate¢hever was a defeat on it, because there weengab
elements in the Opposition who wanted this to gouth . . . The Labour Party very conveniently fsined
whatever majority was necessary to defeat the elemehe Conservative Party, led by Enoch Powwetip
was determined to resist this outrageous givingyaefasovereignty . . .'

... I think that, theoretically, it is possiblest this country could legally give away its sovwgnty, provided
of course that it was by the plain, clear, majogtnsent of the people. But it would involve a \&daporate
constitutional proceeding, including an alteratiohthe basic constitutional contract under which ese
lived since the year 1688 'the Glorious BloodlesgdRution' when James Il fled to France. And what
happened was that the contract from that point as,what the people would ‘'owe allegiance,’ whech i
personal contract between themselves and theirsmre | say a 'personal contract' for this reasaihyou
break your allegiance and commit an act of treas@u, can jeopardize your personal neck on the gallo

Rule of Law

The idea of this allegiance in theory being an &mgonal’ thing is absolute nonsense - it is dutgersona, as
Lord Haw Haw for example found out; for which hesvexecuted for treason . . . Everyone has an iddali
contract of allegiance to the Sovereign. In retwuay Sovereign swears at us in accordance witHahes and
customs of this realm.

| submit to you that by the words 'Laws and Custohtlis Realm’, these are the words which are epait
the very moving Coronation Service which is legedlyuired by Parliament - the Coronation Oath i Bo
figment of the imagination. It is a Statute of Bealm . . . She promises then, in return for olegince, that
she will govern us in accordance with the laws anstoms of this Realm. And these do not includs law
concocted and designed by the unelected represesgaif eight other countries in concert with certa
gentlemen nominated by our legislature . . .

... This is the law and the rule of law requitkat no executive Act may be performed unlesseHenmer
can point to the due authority to do it ... In d@se against proclamations in 1611, one of our tgsiof all
judges, Sir Edward Coke, in the era of Divine ReghitKings, stood up to James who was King and Séaal
may not rule this country by proclamations out@fiyhead... you only have the power which the laxgg
you, and the only supreme power above that is ¢theep of God'.

So the King is ruled by God and Law. and this vis@sdecision of 1611 and the actual words were, King
has no prerogative save that which the law alloweth' - and that is the plain authority for the pa@gition
that the Queen, in 1972, could not invent a newquative to make Treaties which give away the Sngety
of this country .... the Treaty of Rome is totdiljerent from any other Treaty in which we haverev
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participated, for the reason that it gave away poteanother authority to legislate on our behatf matters
unknown and unknowable, without our consent.

... the second requirement of any exercise abgedive power is that it should not be against liherties of
the people. There is excellent authority for thiats assumed at law that the Queen will never egerher
prerogative to the detriment of the rights and ties of the people of this country. Plainly theedty of
Rome is in that category. No prerogative power tmagxercised contrary to a statute in force. Thaswn
fact, the third point on which | particularly hetuit in the Courts because the other arguments wioeild
regarded by judges nowadays as being somewhatdtiealr So | stood firm - | said, 'A Statute - thare at
least eight statutes in force in this country' @nese, as you know, we have no written constitigothney
have in the U.S.A.) But the idea that we do noelaaw constitution at all is absolute rubbish.

... Now the patrticular statute on which | relieds the Bill of Rights. The Bill of Rights is a fuming title
because people think that it is a Bill, therefdrisinot an Act or it is not an ordinary statutd€lBill of
Rights is in fact a very special statute. It istbethan a statute in many ways. It declares tleatain things
are to be 'for ever', .for theoretically, under thavereignty of parliament nothing is for ever, butas a
plain manifestation of what was intended by Parkam. . .

.. .in the European Communities Act they did nedtion it - they did not attempt to repeal or ameng
part of it . . . Now, a passage in the Bill of Rgjbays, 'and that the entire perfect and full etser of the
regal power and government be onely (i.e. exclhgiwe and executed by his majesty ... and hisshatidlaw.'
The present queen is the heir at law of William3b the declaration is that the entire, perfea &ull
sovereignty of this realm shall be in the Crown . .

At this moment . . . laws can be made and edictdessent from Brussels, from Bonn and Strasbdtoignts
can be made in the European Courts and we haveedgebe bound by these edicts . . . So it iseadn of
a statute in force. The Bill [of Rights] goes orsty, 'and there unto . . . the Lords spiritual aechporal and
the Commons do, in the name of all the people@gsdid, most humbly and faithfully submit theneselv
(that is the Parliament of 1689 . . .) their hedrsd posterities for ever . . . and do faithfullpprise that they
will stand to maintain and defend their said Maiest . . and also the limitation and successiothefCrown
... to the utmost of their power with their livaesd estates against all persons whatsoever that atiempt
anything to the contrary.

The Court of Appeal . . . in a most peculiar judgtesaid that all that the Act was doing was hagdin the
power of King James Il to King William 11, and thaas their judgment. | consider it a patently
unsatisfactory judgment . . . After all, part oétRevolution of 1688 was precisely to prevent thesa of
prerogative power.

| had never expected to win that action becausé that it was not in the heart of the Judiciarfytioat
moment to give a6 individual citizen the declamatiee sought that his birthright was in fact beingeg away
without his leave. There is another very importstatute called the Act of Settlement . . .

Section 3 of the Act says, 'And whereas the langland are the birthright of the people thereafd all
the Kings and Queens who shall ascend to the thobtidgs Realm ought to administer the governmétie
same according to the said laws and all their efficand ministers ought to serve them respectively
according to the same - the said Lords Spirituad &8mporal and commons, do therefore humbly pray th
all our laws and statutes of this realm for secgrthe established religion and rights and libertegghe
people thereof, and all other laws and statutethefsame now in force, may be ratified and confttniEhat
is as good law today as it was in 1701. It is am $tatute Book, it is unrepealed - it is no accidkat it is
unrepealed - it is a basic constitutional requirethd o be governed by the laws of this realm isiié@right
of everybody in this land, and until repealed bylRaent it remains so.

So you now have a situation that the European Camitrasl Act was eventually Passed by both Houses, an
Royal Assent was given. You have that Statuteictomgl with the basic constitutional Statutes - Bi# of

Page 30 of 72



Rights, the Act of Settlement and six others. Tti@#Union with Scotland provides . . . there sbalno
legislation in future on matters of private righéxcept that they be to the evident utility ofSicets.

... 'The Declaration of Clergy Act'... the Quegndeclared, by Act of Parliament, to be the sumemuthority
.. . and accepts no foreign supremacy.

We now see something of the evidence presentedtéligent investigators. The deliberate lies tivld
people of the United Kingdom are so similar to thtadd to Australians and, if you look into it, @l
Americans, South Africans, New Zealanders and nadingrs. The simple meaning of what our (?) leadegs
doing reveals that, in their minds, the existingi§&tdutional Law is cancelled!

No permission, no announcement, no beg-your-partloa international mafia have simply bought thergua
house and stolen our heritage.

The Sovereignty that is rightly the heritage of #akans, is being stolen. In our ignorance wesale to, and
bound to, alien masters. Not only are Australiasmeiog under despotic law as espoused by the United
Nations, but Great Britain is also betrayed to cameéer the despotic law imposed on a European sips.

| feel it unwarranted for a book of this kind tovdée more space to the British situation, but | heay that
later news confirms and expands the situation sedloove. The most extreme and illegal changebeirs
made. As in Australia the guillotine and late nigittings combine with no media reporting or trhaad
misleading reporting.

A most critical letter by two Queen's Counsel; Mr.Horsfield Q.C. and Mr. L. Price Q.C. was puldidhn
The Times', London, May 1986 but still the masslimeemained quiet. And do not forget this is the
Thatcher Government. The most important polititelnges For several hundred years are being maee und
cloak of secrecy and treachery.

All International

Other nations are all in a similar state of subeersThese blatant acts of treachery go on unknimwour
people because, on the one hand, they do not daddrheir Constitutional rights and, on the otlheGause
neither their Government, their parliamentary opgas nor their news media ever reveals what ingon.

Trade Manipulation

In addition to accepting direct money manipulatithre, ‘free world' governments have each signed iteaisd
of agreements with the U.N. Among these is the d_Declaration'.

Business people, farmers and others who wonderAuisyralia cannot now sell enough goods to payws o
way, may be interested to learn that the Lima Dratilan, signed by Australia in 1974, provides fog t
transfer of industry from developed countries sastustralia, to third world and developing coussri

Knowing this we may see reason for the restraintsdifficulties placed in the way of small businessl the
reason for the kind of aid to developing counttlest sets up an overseas sugar industry while Aliestrcane
growers go bankrupt. The development of the ‘'woald and export of Australian industrial self-scncy
makes us now beggars to the international monekehar

That is the most obvious reason for our presenaikand economic distress. A deliberate plottingigiract
our attention and to destroy our financial abityfight back even if there should be an awakening.

Knowing the prize is ownership of the whole eawthp can we believe?

Firstly, so long as we are prepared to give faluedo the evidence, we may believe our own irgetice. We
may take note of those who present the evidendg taid expose vested interests. We may also aticaipt
the meaning of the Australian Constitution woula@deen most reliably expressed before the Auatfadt
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was introduced because the prize is such, andaverof wealth is such, that we can no longer acitep
word of people who may support those who so blbtagrnore OUR rights and THEIR responsibilities.

Back in 1981 the Federal and state Attorneys-Géngparted to state Premiers on ways to sever alon
constitutional ties with Britain. (ReportedTine Courier-Mail Brisban@23/6/1981). In that article was
mentioned the need for referendum. Most re-assubiagin the event there was no referendum or aven
public poll. Obviously, to get a public opinion wdihave required that the public be told what was
happening!

You will recall that the British Parliament wasddhere was no opposition to the Australia Act. ©bsly; it
IS easy to get consensus if these things are kepgts

An editorial inThe Australian(14/8/1986) also mentioned the need for referenofurelation to a new
Australian Constitution. Will we get a better dedth a new constitution than with the Australia Act

Let there be no confusion. We are told that thetralia Act is of no consequence and served mecetietete
a few outdated ties with the mother country. Ifwwby did it take so long to organize and why withlittle
publicity that even today few Australians know loé tAustralia Act or have any idea what it is about?

Arthur Chresby (whose claim was that he would mgear on the platform if he could not prove hisnokain
the courts) in a talk given in 1984 reminded u¢ thaStatute of Westminster Adoption Act of 184@wed
the political party in power to make Australia @ublic and mentioned the three clauses effectivhis

As that power DID NOT apply to the STATES it wasréfore ineffectual. Should we be surprised to see
these same three clauses now appear in the Aasialiwhich DOES apply to the states?

Clauses 2, 3 & 4 of the Westminster Act appealasses 3, 2 & 1 in the Australia Act and the fpatagraph
of the Australia Act says:

An Act to bring constitutional arrangements affegtthe Commonwealth and the States into conformity
the status of the Commonwealth of Australia asvasign, independent and federal nation.

Does that seem to be deleting a few outdated itdme significance?

If our politicians were honestly asking us to caesiour historic constitutional safeguards and meoending
that these be strengthened within a new repubfiman of government, that would be fair enough. Baot
they do not do that because that is not what thealout. Their clear intent is to impose a dictatwepublic
based on a 'Despotic Law' Bill of Rights so asdefkto commitments already signed and which make us
subservient to the program of the United Natiorgganization.

To do that, the political parties must deceive ysi®e of secrecy and misinformation.

To insist that the Australia Act does not affe@ thustralian Constitution can, at best, be baségam
flimsy technicality such as was used to preventlehge of the Queensland Act.
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Chapter 5

RECOVERING OUR INHERITANCE

If we ask those innocents who support a republéZ@rsocialism, to tell us what kind of governmtray
want, they mainly set out the kind of rights ouiti8h Common Law was designed to provide. Yet they
support the political forces that have undermiresl heritage! If they succeed in finishing the jbbn there
IS no practical way we can regain these privileges.

Our Australian Constitution gives to us the Britlgritage and Common Law system which is so diffiere
from that of most other European countries whospladive under Roman Law.

Magna Carta, the British Bill of Rights etc., - twaole panoply that led to the achievement of gorent of
the people by the people, is ours - all that waseghin English Law before our constitution wastten is
constitutionally ours. If Britain is absorbed irttee European Economic Community then all this ballost
to Britain and (if we have not similarly cut our nwhroats) to Australia! It is already decided ly eaders
that we are to become a vassal state subject tdrilted Nations.

What is it that is so valuable about the Common kgstem?

It is equality under law; it is ‘innocent until men guilty'; it is freedom to be an independenif;@eciding,
human being.

An Englishman's home is his castle (hard to belrews that practically every petty official has sorght to
come in and do almost anything from search youepafo taking your children) but before we werebedh
that is the way it once was, and lawfully, still is

In essence, Common Law decrees that the Crown Bold=eignty on behalf of the people. This sovetgig
Is granted on the sworn promise that the Crowneuaititrol parliament in so far as to see that custathLaw
are obeyed and that the parliament legislates, INTIEAW, by the will of the people. The parliamest i
elected only to serve.

What went wrong in our case, is that although weevggven the documents of Common Law and the tght
set up our own government, we had already polipealies who were hungry for power. These political
parties, like their brethren in other countries/ereat any time sought to provide the electoraté wi
understanding of our system. Nor did they providzanisms which would give to the public some veay t
exercise their responsibilities.

We were told that by electing OUR political partg were controlling our parliament and, if our parient
became unworkable or tried to do illegal thingg, @rown could dismiss the parliament and call a new
election so that the people could exercise thehlatty by electing a new parliament.

What is not advertised is that the party represemetés chosen by, and gives his first allegiaraents party.
His parliamentary vote is directed by his party nistelectorate, and we (the people) are allowegractical
means of objecting to anything our parliament déés.are led to believe that the elected party hasmrdate
to govern, so even keeping within the law they @amany things detrimental to public desire or lhiéne

Although the Crown is sworn to protect us, the Qrasvinstructed by the parliamentary representatarel
no comment is ever made about THOSE WHO INSTRUAQT fwlitical parties.

Citizen Initiated Referenda (CIR)

In Switzerland this system is working, and has \edtlfor many years. So let's translate it to cwasion.
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In the Swiss system (as in common law) the highestority is vested in the electorate. To makectiffe
this authority, the electorate (apart from eleciisgepresentatives to the Parliament) has theeptovreject
or introduce laws so as to control administratiekqy (both internal and foreign) or change thestaation.
This power applies equally to the revoking of mdninistrative decisions which may, or may not,ehaad
public approval.

This, translated into the Australian situation, Vdomean that, on matters of general policy, a egfdum is
forced on the petition of 77,000 of the electofagual 0.5% of our total population). For considanal
amendment, 123,000 (equal to 0.8% of populationgs€é numbers are based (in proportion to population
the Swiss system.

To bring in such a system would require a certamoant of thought and discussion, it may well besgue
to improve on the Swiss system and it may wellhag it would take a few years for people to becoised to
exercising this power. But we should be carefultodet ‘experts’ 'sell' us some 'watered-dowrsiearand it
is vital that we be given our say on a number ofgh already passed into law.

Could the system be taken over by large organias®o

The international manipulators greatly fear anyuingf public control of legislation and will push possible
arguments to try to influence people against tiea.i®nly this morning, on the ABC | heard it fotgib
expressed that the Australian people hate referaadActually Australians have rejected items put to
referendum because most proposals have been desgimerease the powers of government.

In the first year or two there may be some gramdbie as people flex their newly found muscle, dfgw
defeats will soon show that there is no profitpedal interest groups wasting their time and mokawing a
referendum does not mean it will be passed angubéc anger at moves to 'muscle-in' make suchrgite
counter-productive.

CIR is a two edged sword and people will soon leardmandle with care.

THE COST. The cost is insignificant in relationth@ cost of dictatorial government. Switzerland teas
natural resources and is one of the richest cag)tAustralia is one of the natural resources sthé
countries and yet third most indebted. Our naticledlt is reported to have risen from about 2 BILNIO
(1975) to over 102 BILLION by Jan 1987. This iseault of political sell-out. A lot of referenda cha
purchased for that. Also, once established, arnrel@c system could be set up for both referenah an
elections and the total bill become less than esqmt.

To ease the system in to the community, we migldffezed a package deal.

The ability to initiate legislation could be delayfr three to five years to give a little time fedtucation and
adjustment. As a trade off for delaying the poveeinitiate policy, it will be important to offer package of
issues for public decision. There has been a lpbbfical action not approved by the general pubker
recent years and people must have the chancedoseethese items of legislation to 'clear the bsamnald
save both public money and agony.

There is a long list of things | believe the peoptauld be very interested to have their say abodtlawill try
to list in order of importance as | read publiclifeg

Let the first bundle of referenda be arranged wigik months of the election. Subjects to be irdiraily
voted on at the one time may be:

a) Non-European immigration;
b) Limit to taxation for social services;

¢) Removal of foreign affairs power over interna | policy.

d) Limit to Government overseas borrowing and fr eedom from
the world economy.

e) Heavy Tax on payment of interest on overseas loans for
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takeover activities.

Second year:*

f) Work for dole

g) Social engineering in schools.

h) Abortion.

i) Pornography.

j) Closed shop or forced unionism.

k) Death penalty for child rape, drug pushing, a ssassination.
*may be seen as a State issues but the Feds hold the money.

| have probably forgotten some important matterstoe above give the idea. | am sure that if any
CREDIBLE group were to go to the people with sugiobcy they would be certain of victory.

| have great faith that if you give people respbitisy they will exercise it responsibly, and we staccept

that Australia is now, constitutionally, a quastisdist republic. Without some such return of powethe
people, even with someone like Joh as PM, theme isay that the takeover of the nation can be priexk
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Chapter 6
THE MONEY MYTH
How were we brought to this level of disaster? Wihtm blame?

Obviously we are all, to some extent, to blame.N&fee been far too lax and too trusting. But whotlaes,
our opponents, who engineer deception?

There are a lot of ideas about this; various pebjame Communism, Capitalism, Humanism, Evolution
Theory, Roman Catholicism, Protestantism, PolitRaitties, Religion, The Fabians, Satanism, the JEnes
[lluminati, to name a few.

Without trying the impossible job of allotting degss of blame there is still something that candie dearly
and with certainty. But first a few quotes:

From a featured article by Bill Weekes (Seniorueet in management at Deakin Universityje Australian
(18/12/1986):

To all intents and purposes Australia can't paywtsy and is going broke. But nobody seems to cacause,
superficially, we still seem to enjoy a reasonatindard of living. However that standard is beprgpped
up by money borrowed from overseas. A family aelohildren in Australia would now owe $30,000 in
overseas debt.

All this has happened in the last five years.

According to an article in th8unday Mail5/10/1986) based on the National Australia BackoBer review:

Australia stands to "suffer considerably” as thesegence of a global economy erodes the power admeit
governments, . . .

Mr. John Fletcher, Chief General Manager of the @amwealth Development Bank:

The multinational bankers should never be underegtd in the lengths they will go and the dirtytitacthey
will employ in search of their profit objectives.

First-hand experience of what the international bars did to Mexico when it was on its knees inyeh883
made me acutely aware of the dangers . . .

Just think! Australia is up to its ears in debtase the nations of South America. The USA, GredaiB and
yes Poland and the Communist countries, all hawasiva debts. All the world is in debt, but to whom?

The 'International Financiers' have long had thegrdo influence the destiny of nations; today thaye the
power and position to make or break any nationastheso long as the nations accept the rules imposed.

For the untold billions that they rake in in intsr@ayments what do the International Financieoslyce?
Nothing!

In what way do they benefit the nations to whiokytlend money?

In no way.

When | think on this subject a song, which matuye-geaders will remember, runs through my minsl, It'
Only a Paper Moon. With apologies to whoever wibt song here is my version:
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'It's only a paper bag,

holding all that pie-in-the-sky
but 'twould all be make-believe
did we not believe it true'.

The concept of a global economy is a confidenc& trithe power of the international financiers is a
confidence trick. It is a make-believe represetgdagical numbers printed on pieces of paper taisd |
these pieces of paper that, over the years, havedybought and corrupted our institutions, oligiens, our
mass media and our political parties.

No government needs to buy this paper; we can ptinbwn magical numbers thank you. But over
generations of conditioning we are fixed in thedfghat we must take part in the world economy &ading
charade. We buy these 'pie-in-the-sky' book entviespay interest in real wealth, and we are bladewy

Almost without exception every overseas loan isagessary and a disguised tax on the communityyever
community tax has become a weapon for weakeningesistance, and every license a payment to
bureaucracy to control some right we once free|gyad.

Politicians and political parties, bowing to intational finance, co-operate to impose a two-leystesm of
public deceit. On one level are the highly pubkcizand emotional issues such as the AustraliaroBRlights
which, to reluctant extent, are open to public apirand political argument. On the other are theulnicized
items, such as The Australia Act, which are intiatliwithout public awakening. The purpose is tedotal
political power to the international money lendegjablishment.

What name can we give these international powekdns® As they organize and behave so much like the
Mafia let's call them the Super Mafia, SM for short

To escape the 'paper bag' of economic mythologyatiens only need cancel these international |tiaais
have been sold by stand over tactics and confideingery, and which have been entered into withmullic
authority.

What would happen if every country was to say ®lttiernational Financiers, "Look, we owe you $x\&0
propose to write you a cheque for that amount afieyd

Well obviously the IFs would scream to high heav&ve don't want your worthless paper. That woukt ju
be cancelling out your debt.”

And the nations would say, "Right, here is yourguhee consider our debt paid. Thank you, we eachheove
our own national monetary system. Have a good day."

For a year or two there would be some distressibuhore overall than exists now. International éracbuld
quickly decline to a fraction of present volumetlae nations rebuilt their own independent industrie

There would remain a significant level of interoatl trade bartered on a gold standard but eadcbnnat
would run its own internal economy, print its owagrcal numbers and issue its own form of currensy s
nations have done for most of recorded history.

The only restraint on national money productiothet each dollar must be devoted to a genuine eaimno
purpose. Whether we want to build a bridge or aénoma factory, just so long as what is producedesea
genuine economic benefit to the community, thengtheernment can safely make the loan. Housing, farm
and industrial loans of 2% to 3% would show theagament and the community a profit. A Christian
economy is an economy that the normally intelliggtizen can understand and appreciate. He doesanut
to cheat his neighbour and indeed is so well dit tie has no need to do so. There is work for everyput
each person needs spend far less lifetime working.
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There is no need to go into this subject in dejtte hActually the facts are so self-evident thaglo
explanation seems pointless and confusing. Sodsraynation has the workers and the materials,ahesan
becomes a 'self fulfilling prophecy' to produce itledt is no more than a book entry. In fact iaisredit .. a
credit to someone who has a plan to produce waalitrshould be seen more in the nature of a peomit t
acquire the needed materials.

A natural economy is simple and the benefit is obsi Many countries, including Australia, havetha past,
used internal financing with complete successwmitvould be hard pressed today to find a politpzaty, or
economist, willing to admit that this option exists
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Chapter 7

WHAT IS TREASON ABOUT?

There can be left no doubt that, in any histori@amieg of the word, we are faced with treason oread)
scale. A scale that would be impossible in a leshriical age with a less sophisticated educatidmaass
media. Do we still dare to call it treason?

If you still dare to call it treason then we maijl siave a little time in which to save our lives.

That is what we are talking about, saving firstliies of the Christian community and incidentdhy lives
of some three quarters of the people living, oeptally living, on earth.

What we have to face is that the gigantic swindhéctv has been organized by the international money-
lending Super Mafia is MORE than an exercise in@ograbbing. Of all the evidence that has been so
painstakingly uncovered not least is the evideriGbversion by use of drugs, mis-education andamor
perversion. The evidence of political misuse ofltheand education shows very clearly that humanHds no
value to the stooges of the SM.

Now already within the minds of many readers thgi@ imp busily switching off switches and ringiagrm
bells. Most people, especially those who have cthmaigh the public education system, have implamted
the mind aversions and fears to make them blirekttain realities.

The Super Mafia want you blind so that you will Bdg follow where they lead and fall when pusheal. T
understand life we must try to gum up some of trevgigches and alarms.

Especially they want you to ignore all evidencenaiss murder - just very unusual incidents that neser
happen again and certainly .. COULD NEVER happeRBE

You have heard of the holocaust in which six millilews were said to have been slaughtered. This is
mentioned only because it is the best known of gwemts rather than because we want to discusherhiet
was really six million or perhaps six hundred themts The fear we have to learn to face is that whesmes

to such events the number is not important. Whapthwer maniac is about is DEMONSTRATING POWER.

Inhumanity extends back to the beginning of hunyahike most drugs the delight in PERSONAL POWER
may begin quite innocently, perhaps as a desirpufdrsufficient wealth for comfort. But successnaalth
accumulation :b leads to the experience of POWER others and some find this power so exciting tifiat
accumulation of wealth turns to an accumulatiopaferwhich is in no way satisfied by wealth alone.

Like 'snuff' movies the power to kill becomes tlimate turn-on, first one then several, then aragsnof
people for just the 'glory' of exercising POWERI KW community, a nation, a race = POWER.

Communists kill - an IDEOLOGICAL IMPERATIVE. It i the nature of the ideology that people are given
power of life or death over others and those whd fiower most irresistible will claw their way tone
Power.

Although capitalism and communism are the two Is\a#rthe nut-cracker, we give far more space to
communism here because, while capitalism is thea@occ destroyer AND EQUALLY blameworthy,
communism is the people destroyer. People havadae reason to be afraid of communism than of
capitalism. Do not forget - killing - an IDEOLOGIQCAMPERATIVE.

Freedom House in London is reported to have estadddi a verifiable figure of more than 95 MILLION
deaths throughout the world in the name of commmin{so do not imagine (when we talk of the killinfg o
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incredible numbers of people) that it is not pogsibor those who have the lust for it the gretiternumber
the better.

We all have to die. Will we prefer to die standangd defending justice and humanity or will we preégedie
cringing and begging a few more hours by offeriegrdyal of family and neighbours?

Be assured, neither money nor betrayal will bug/idr you or me, or any member of our families. Aleal
any one of us can make is worthless because ttist Huper Mafia have it as principle that any deith
outsiders is not morally or legally binding; :b thabian logo of a wolf in sheep's clothing portrtyesr
philosophy of deceit. The Super Mafia always fokotlve attitude that any deceit is justified by bgrelO
THEM.

By taking action against those who want us at thngircy we do not put our lives at risk; our lives already
at risk - the action we take is defensive. Those s#ll the soul for a reprieve or promise of leallgr in the
new society (and there are obviously quite a feWh)find, when they deliver their part of the bangahat, by
advancing the plans of the power-hungry, they lradeced their time.

What is at stake is ownership of the world anddtexist far more people than a despotic world govent
needs in an age of technology.

Why MUST They Destroy Population?

To understand that we first have to ask ourselvebr\the desperate and secretive push to world govent.
That the plan for world ownership is of very lorigrgling is, on the evidence, beyond logical detiad this
does not explain the fanatical post-war activitpgated. What has happened during the last thirkgrty
years to add urgency to the plan?

Some years ago a report showed it to require tperese of more world- based energy to produce foad t
was obtainable from that food. Meaning we haveredta time of diminishing resources on 'SpaceshiphE

To analyse the problem of using resources at arfaste than replenishment is a technical matter{he
problem can be presented in a more meaningful way:

1) population has now come close to (or passed)man continual use of the easily available freshewa
required for agriculture;

2) growing population is causing increasing losagricultural land to housing and services;

3) land over-use (or misuse) is causing more anc icthe productive land to become eroded, irlégrti
drought-stricken and taken over by expanding desert

4) massive use of fossil-fuels (oil and coal) tbgetwith the destruction of forests all around glabe, is
causing a change in the balance of the atmosphere,;

5) careless use of pesticides and pollutants,@tas- fishing, is causing an imbalance in oceanwith the
potential for considerably reducing the availahlp@y of food from the ocean.

ITEM: Heading,Sydney Morning Heral@2/3/1986, There's no way out of Earth's Greentas@entists say.
Quote:

Australian scientists have confirmed that the bognof fossil fuels is almost solely responsiblediarming
increases in the atmospheric concentrations oféghmuse” gases.

ITEM: Article in WAKE UP September '85: 1000 milficcould die in next 15 years. Quote:
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As the World Bank unveiled its annual world develept report last month, an astonishing attack an th
institution was made by The Ecologist magazine:

A special double issue of the British periodicahsigts of 13 articles which accuse the Bank andddni
Nations agencies of contributing to "misery, matitian and famine in the Third World".

. . . the magazine's publisher foresees that 100@mpeople will die of starvation in the next §Bars as a
result of misconceived development projects spealdat by the Bank.

Most of these 1000 million people have been conddrtindeath by large- scale development projeeiss s
Goldsmith, who also singles out the United NatiBaed and Agriculture Organization as a major cutpri

The above is supported by another report virtugityred by the media. This time from an internation
group of doctors who claim that international aidEthiopia has been massively misused to rountopta
750,000 starving refugees and, using famine atkguransport them into barren areas. To timepbrt it is
said that some 100,000 had died from starvatidharre-settlement areas and that people tryingdape
were either shot or had their legs broken.

In our present situation we must also consideathences of modern technology. In advanced cosrdtie
least half the population is now not needed fodpmion and distribution. If that half were elimiad then
the production and services of the remainder wbeldouble what is required.

Items come to hand but this book does not haveesjpggursue matters already well documented or krntow
the observant public. Massive evidence combines thi¢ vital philosophical motivators of the Supeafid
and the physical threat that would come from manng a uselessly large population.

The Super Mafia do not have to be correct in timarpretation of ecological events. The fact mttineir
record of inhumanity is historic and, so long asytBELIEVE they are threatened, they will act adoagly.
Nevertheless, in this matter they do have reasoodiocern; it is their heartless solution that \@a object to.

The Super Mafia are able to exterminate three bevery four people and still leave more than eioug
productive labour to serve the technological arabgiof an elitist government. For them, it wouldviastly
beneficial to do so.

People try to avoid facing these facts, but bunyrymead in the sand at your own peril becausedagons for
massive extermination are quite sufficient to ercaisy socialist purge the SM may demand as they
concentrate power in a dictatorial World Government

Leaders of the free democracies make deals. Tleegemperate to believe it is all for the best sy talk free

enterprise and serve elitism; they talk opposibatplay into the hands of our enemies. They ren th
Christian free-enterprise nations into bankruptcfitance our enemies. THINK!
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Chapter 8

WHAT IS COMMUNISM ABOUT?

We are brain-warped to believe that Capitalism @athmunism are ideological opponents and the only
ideological choice we have. That is deceit. Yowdrdve to read the financial news to know that Gdipm
finances Communism. Capitalism produces nothingli@ed on usury; the communist elite lives on usoiry
the workers. Both Capitalism and Communism (inrtperfect form) are elitist dictatorships. Lenineknthat
Capitalism had provided the finance necessaryhi@iRussian revolution and would continue to proviae
finance for creating an armed state.

So WHO IS the opponent of the Elitist Super Mafl&® opponent is the Christian free-enterprise deanyc
that made possible the great human advance ocasthdéive hundred years. A force so powerful, ansge
passive that it has let itself be led by its enamie

Many today ask what is wrong with Communism? edlly very different from Christian democracy?

The difference in the two systems is, in essef@,those who run the socialist/capitalist systbaigve that
man can be moulded by force and brainwashing torhea willing slave in a perfectly regimented State
they believe that man has no more importance tktzer animals and can be mentally zombified to sdtve
denies the fundamental nature of what is humarttadght of every human to be individual and teda
free choice of destiny.

This 'socially criminal' elite has held great powethe world for centuries, but has only recemtigved
seriously to obliterate Christian free enterprisendcracy.

Although the examples to be given show the metlaodsvalues of the pagan Super Mafia to be sad énoug
they may not sufficiently impress the reader thatuse of terror to control people will be takermy
extreme necessary.

For instance to strip and impale people on woodgkes set in the city street where the populatiostm
watch the chosen victims die in agony over a peoioa few hours (as happened in Korea), or the mass
reduction of population by starvation as is notammon in other parts of the world.

The use of naked terror has always been part @rpphilosophy. It is obviously effective. One cahno
imagine the 'greenies’ protesting at the cuttingjeds for stakes or the B.L.F. at the use of napfulabour.
No! They, along with most everyone else, will bimging behind locked doors and praying to a Gog the
have previously ignored while the gas seeps a@asbmissive city to eliminate an unneeded popriati
We must examine the evidence to appreciate:-

1. That we must not confuse Capitalism with FreteEmise.

2. That neither Communism/socialism nor Capitalista legitimate social system. Both are tools fmwer
and social manipulation. (Capitalism is the exemdr of the economic body and socialism is the @xaaer
of the biological body.)

3. That world power is rapidly falling into the rdmof people who believe, rightly or wrongly, tiia¢ world
is over-populated and wasteful of limited resources

4. That the Super Mafia do not hold to a Christizorality.

5. That, irrespective of over-population, technglagrapidly making large populations a plague tmdat to
the SM.
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By eliminating excess population the SM will notyachieve resources security but the physical régcu
that could be endangered by the practical diffiealof controlling a too massive population.

The shortened items about communist action in Cailmbocommunist actions in the U.S.S.R itself arad th
communist comment that follows, are all offerecasience of the inhuman violence of the socialiayand
the fact that communists do actually practice whay preach.

Hopefully this will make it easier to understand thifference between free enterprise and elitiatbhrship.
First:

The Murderous Revolution. A review of this bookNews Weekly (26/2/1986) provides the following
shippets:

What remained etched on his mind was a seriedelilsle images - the stunned disoriented mass a@blpe
evacuating the capital of Phnom Penh; the brutabgance of Khmer Rouge cadres; work with the Mobile
Brigade of labourers of which he was a member;ghieg rice; harvesting; attending 'consciousness-
building' seminars; the prisons where his sistefaw died; the massacre of 'new people’; and thaidsoof
the dead . . .

In the villages, antagonism was deliberately foredrietween the "old people” (peasants) and the "new
people” (town folk).

This was to create suspicion between groups salieakhmer Rouge's information network could operat
more easily.

The aim was to weaken the family as a cohesivesaritiat in time of crisis, only Angakar, "the part
leadership”, would receive the first loyalty of svEhmer.

A revolt by revengeful villagers . . . resultedalhthe local cadres being killed.

New party cadres from another Khmer Rouge factameto the village and ferried 1,500 locals dovweri
on the pretext of taking them to a new village. site

Ung went to investigate and witnessed the villagpeiag massacred in a sadistic orgy of violence.

These things do not happen only in Asian countiieégy also happen in the USSR. It is reported@b8t000
Lithuanians were eliminated in a planned externmma&fter being occupied by the Soviet. Many miiko
were killed in the USSR itself as well as thosenieated within the captured nations.

A book called The Harvest of Sorrow by Robert CagjHutchinson) tells a story of the Russian Uleai
that exposes a greater horror than the worst stofiBelsen. An area containing 40 million peopbesw
sentenced to death by starvation. Conquest haemwritany books about Russia and believes the attadth
toll was near 15 million. But perhaps (even momantthe number) it is the way they died that is ifiord will
not go into the sickening details except to say shanetimes people became mad and even ate their ow
children. The book contains the first-hand accooh&urvivors.

This horror came about because of the communistegrinent of collective farming. The farmers residtes
forced takeover of their farms and retaliated \lbir own version of 'scorched earth’, killing theivn
animals and destroying crops. Communist reprigalided shooting heads of families and driving ronB
off their farms. It was decreed that what theyexhlihe 'Kulaks' were to be liquidated, howeverdheas no
definition of what a 'kulak' was.

The USSR has never recovered from the farm purdeaanyou know, Capitalism supports them with fabd
give-away prices.
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People do not yet understand why communists kithassively, so (to us) needlessly and so cruele. T
following extracts from The Heart, Mind and Soul@®MMUNISM by Dr. Schwarz explains the New Order
World Government Plan and may help us understamthtvitability of mass population destruction astp

of the New World Order. Quote:

The Communists have always been perfectly frartkisrsubject. Beginning with the Communist Manifest
which says, We openly declare that our ends caattaeed only by the forcible overthrow of all eiig
social conditions, the identical sentiment has begreated ad-nauseam in all the writings of the @amist
hierarchy and in official pronouncements of the @dern and the Cominform. They categorically rejaay
suggestion that the transition from Capitalism txi8@lism can be by the peaceful pathway of ref@me of
the principal epithets of abuse in a somewhat esxtenvocabulary is the word "reformist,” a ternriglicule
and contempt. Scientific law [in the socialist ceptof science] has written that the change-ovestrbe
both revolutionary and violent. This is determiredh from their philosophy of dialectical materst and
from a fake evaluation of the economic forces mietp. To use a Marxian analogy: Force is the midwio
deliver the socialist order from the womb of a dbrat Capitalism. ... Lenin, the founder of Bolskeyiand
thus of Fascism, substituted the idea that thelugham was to result from the scientific planningda
execution of the party, which was the class-conscuanguard of the Proletariat. He replaced theaidé
spontaneity with the idea of planned conspiracyerizyparty member became a disciplined conspirator
dedicated to the goal of the overthrow of the goreent by force and violence.

Beset as he was with incredible difficulties, Leméwvertheless took the requisite time in 1920 itever
textbook to direct the Communist conspirators efilorld in the technique of organizing the violent
revolution to seize power in their own respectivandries. The book is one of the Communist clasaics
"must” in reading for every recruit, and is ent@tleeft wing Communism - An Infantile Disorder sithe
blueprint for the internal conquest of countries@ymmunism. It is one of the most cynical, yetrbeaily
clever, books ever written. Lenin shows how as[tammunist] scientists Communists must maniputse
forces in each country from behind the scenes awé millions unconsciously working for them. Thy tke
the program is the word "Infiltration” - infiltratin of governments, of churches, of sporting boaiesocial
clubs; infiltration of institutions of any and eyekind, but above all, infiltration of industriadbor unions.
All of these named and implied organizations arbd®o scientifically manipulated as to bring tapa
violent revolution. . . .

In effect he [Lenin] said: "My dear friends, youMeaforgotten something very important. You arelyeal
crowd of idealistic utopian dreamers. Certainly haillman frailty, ignorance, and avarice are derifezm the
Capitalistic system. That is axiomatic. But you g®t all we have to do to remove sin is to desthay
Capitalistic System. You try to go too quickly. Wieu have destroyed the root of all evil, thetframains
in the characters of the many millions of the eavtio are diseased and deformed.”

Before the true Communist Society can be creabedetdisease characteristics, a hangover from Ghgnm,
must be eliminated.

To do this, an intelligently applied scientific gram, based on the established principles of animal
husbandry, must be implemented. To do this iteessary to have a strong and intelligent poweraycout
the program. In the progressive quality of its di@lc heart, history has appointed the CommunistyR¢éhe
self-conscious, enlightened vanguard of the Prolatafor this role. Therefore we must establishadosolute
dictatorship for this party. We will call it the Etatorship of the Proletariat.”

Nearly all of the above paragraph is constituteddefas and thoughts which Lenin expressed to bss le
realistic Marxist friends. On page 43 of his boakBlems of Leninism, published by the Foreign Laugps
Publishing House of Moscow, Stalin defines the tdmtatorship of the Proletariat” atherule, based on
force and unrestricted by law, [EA] of the Proletariat over the Bourgeoisie. Pungly this means the rule,
based on force and unrestricted by law, of the Camst Party over everyone else.
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Stalin's definition, as given above, is profoundtgresting. He, along with all other true Commusjsejects
two cardinal principles of civilization. The firptinciple is "The Government of Law." The powethaf
Communists is specifically to be unrestricted lwy.[&he second principle is "Government by Conséiite'
power of the Communists is openly based on forcthi$ way do the Communists turn back the cloai fr
civilization to barbarism.

They do not punish or reward. These are Bourget@as that have no place within a redeemed Communist
mind. No enlightened Communist blames me for mgsppn to Communism. | am merely the unfortunate
victim of my economic environment. Unfortunatedyn diseased, and thus a danger to the whole progifam
human betterment. So | must be liquidated, but oerso than all other members of my social classes

all personality is derived from our social clasfi,members of a given class have actually or paadigitthe
dangerous disease of character, and they mustitvenalted. The treatment you are to receive shdudd t
Communists come to power is entirely unrelatedhéoattitude you have adopted to them in the past.
Opposition begets no penalty, and support begeteward. A Bourgeois class of origin begets liquida.

Thus the mass-murder program of Communism is aabgnd inescapable consequence of their basic
beliefs. . ..

Thus we see the consistent logic of the Commuistaild you ask them, "You inhuman monsters; do you
mean to say you would murder in cold blood milliohpeople?" they would unhesitatingly reply, "Wtat
you mean by murder? That is a Bourgeois term. Nalas been killing people by countless millions for
centuries, killing them by hunger, war, diseasa ald age; killing them to no purpose. We have iqppse,
and a noble one, and should we hesitate to takedhessary steps because they are unpleasant to our
Bourgeois prejudices? How unworthy we would béeftask history has entrusted to us."”

There is only one error in the Dr. Schwarz comnaemnt that is a tendency to allow the communist neigds
the scientific concept. True science is the phipboof discovering natural truth and the best usiderding
of human social order we have today is barely seen

Communist philosophy is based on animal sciendeadtnever progressed, and never can progress)deyo
Pavlov's dog. Pavlovian research is the basis@ébst philosophy; people are considered as arsraat
Communists recognize no science that goes beyasddhcourse they are quite overcome by fanatiasich
incapable of rational foresight. The quotation shalearly the nature of the socialist/capitalikilgsophic
imperative'.

The pagan Super Mafia do not care if you supporh@anism or Capitalism. They promote a principle of
social demolition which consists of setting up twaposites and enticing their opponents to divicsresy
each other. From the resulting rubble they willuigbto their own design.

In the educated nations, with philosophy and behayimperfect though they may be) based on Chrnisti
belief, all people carry the virus of informationdaideals that are deadly to plans designed tdetba
totally manipulated zombie (new man) that elitisieng as its work force. It is a philosophic impeeathat
the Communist must eventually kill everyone who kaswledge of today's world, neither the seed her t
fruit of free thought must contaminate the slaassl

The great, indiscriminate, 'social reform' thatl wliminate all memory of the kind of world we live today,
can only take place when all nations are dominbgea world government. The human destruction that h
already taken place in communist dominated nati®nserely a useful preliminary.

How naive are those who think they can escapedh®eng holocaust by serving it. When the populatgon

suitably reduced the children will be segregatedivahen old enough to do the work, the remainindtadu
will be terminated.
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The 'new man' that they talk about is the mindal@vorking class) of the new society. This workdf tauly
live among equals. He will be incapable of underditag science or social order because his langaade
education will be limited to the needs of his warkiife.

So many people today have the idea that the humlaaviour we accept is the natural/normal behawbur
people. Most, even now, do not understand thatwilized world (though far from ideal) is very muthe
result of Christian understanding and morality.

It is known that if our understandings and ideafs] the words that express these understandingsi@ald,
are removed, and if our words and understandirgsegplaced by other words and beliefs, then peojle
behave differently.

If our words and understandings are to the bétiaf ve are only animals, then it is possible thatituman
spirit will be destroyed and people will behaveaasnals. The Super Mafia elitists believe that peape
only animals and that it is quite logical and adabfe that serving classes should be bred tolfthi# needs
of the masters.

They believe that these zombies will not only behas animals but will expect to be treated as dsirtae
SM will appear so different in dress and mannet tiiia new worker will bow in awe before those able
control the seemingly magical powers granted blgrietogy - powers that the man-animals will beliévat
they themselves can never understand or aspire to.

What the SM are doing is not understood by an detsiorld trying to see what it can through the \edrp
mass media. Nevertheless, until the scheme is @&yghere remains a risk that gullible people eagken.
However, once the SM Elitists have One World powdgrmation and communication will be totally
controlled and whole nations will, in safety, barified’ to become designated wilderness areas.

What do Communists Say?
You don't want to believe it! Things have changa#fiiat do the communist leaders themselves say?
Comrade Manuilski, highly respected Russian wiraig¢he Lenin peace prize on three occasions. Quote:

War unto death between Communism and Capitalisneigtable. We are not powerful enough to defeat
them yet. Our time will come within 20 to 30 ye#msorder to win we will need the element of suspri we
must put the bourgeoisie to sleep.

For this reason we will begin the biggest peace enmnt that history has ever seen. We will makeqsalp
and concessions as have never been known. Bedau®éest is stupid and decadent they will assitair
own destruction. They will do everything in theawer to have us as their friend - and as soon ag thop
their guard we will smash them with our clenched fi

No doubt you have often seen such remarks reportgour daily newspaper or in warnings issued theot
mass media? No! Well | wonder who controls the §?es

Are the following any more familiar?:

"The leading and guiding force of Soviet Societyis the Communist Party of the Soviet Union plihis]
armed with Marxism-Leninism and imparts a planngstematic and theoretically substantiated charatoer
their struggle for the victory of Communism." Alei6 of the constitution of the USSR adopted Octth®@7.

"The Party will continue to follow the Leninist aea.” Mikhail Gorbachev - current leader of the Bbov
Union.

"When we are reproached with our cruelty, we wortt®r people can forget the most elementary MarXism.
V.I. Lenin.
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"Violence in itself is not evil. It depends on whatpurpose is. In the hands of Socialists, & [@ogressive
force.” Boris N. Ponomarev - Communist Party Segxet

"The energy and mass nature of terror must be eagma.” V.I. Lenin.

"Trust us comrades, for by 1985, as a consequehadat we are achieving by means of detente, we wil
have achieved most of our objectives in Westerogur.. a decisive shift in the correlation of esavill be
such that by 1985, we will be able to exert out wilenever we need to." Leonid Brezhnev in 1973.

"Imperialism accepted detente, not because it wisbdut because it was forced to. It was compebed
accept detente because the correlation of forcésdrworld arena changed in favour of socialismutiY
Andropov in 1979.

"The strategic purpose of peaceful co-existente &ssure favourable conditions for the world-wigigtory
of Socialism." World Marxist Review.

"In the present era, the struggle for peace andg@ning time presumes, above all, the steady gtheming
of the military might of the Soviet Union and of tintire socialist camp.” Marshal V.D. Sokolovsihief of
the Soviet General Staff.

"The struggle between world proletariat and bourngeowill continue until the final victory of Commism
on a world scale." F. Rhyzhenko "peaceful Coexcsteand the Class Struggle”, Pravda, 22 August, 1973

"Marxist-Leninists decisively reject the asserti@igertain bourgeois theoreticians who consideclear
missile war unjust from any point of view." Gendvidjor A.S. Milovidov and Dr Ye A. Zhdanov, in
'‘Questions of Philosophy', a Soviet Journal, 1980.

"The capitalists will supply us with the materialsd the technology which we lack. They will restawe
defense industry, which we need for our futureoviotis attacks upon our suppliers.” V.l.Lenin.

"... on the Communist side, nuclear war will befialvand just ... the natural right and sacred daty
progressive mankind to destroy imperialism . wilt resolve not just specific limited intereststla crucial
historical problempne that affectsthe fate of all mankind." Colonel B.A. Byely in Marxism-Leninism on
War and Army. (Emphasis added).

"Comrades, | can understand your view of AustraBaa country of little importance to your concerns
You are wrong . . . You must understand that itwed to control Asia we must first control AustealiBoris
Ponomarev.

Those we trust to keep us informed have never mkuie to us what our enemies say and believe. Tiasg
not explained how it was that Lenin knew the Cdisiswould support Communism to make Communism
the major power in the world and would provide tbpe for the hanging of the Christian free entegori
nations. Yet, over the history of the USSR, thspmsition has been the one article of Communigh thiat
has proved entirely true.

It is difficult to appreciate the devious-meanirggwf the word 'Capitalism'. It is always deceptiwee do

not realize that Capitalism and Communism are gfaaih ideological charade. When Capitalism is
contemptuously used to indicate the enemy whichbeilcrushed by Communism it means "free enterprise
will be crushed, but when it is used to denotefttoés who will supply the rope to hang themseltereans
Capitalism will supply the means whereby Communigthbe empowered to overthrow free enterprise.

The 'International Financiers' (SM) have been &bar supply of money, food and technology to suppo

Communist nations because Communism is a tooleofrtternationals and would collapse without this
support.
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We should also take special note of the foregoipglyBcomment. It is not so often that there isslgi a
public comment that is only expected to be undedstay the insiders. This comment admits that tlogm@mm
IS not just political or ideological It will resadvnot just specific limited interests but a crutigitorical
problem, one that affects the fate of all mankWhat mysterious problem is being solved?

Don't be Fooled by Fabian Tricks.

On 13/8/1986 Attorney-General Bowen announcedttteaBill of Rights legislation would be allowed to
lapse. In revealing this he suggested it wouldddgeb within the proposed new constitution anywihat is
what the Australia Act is about and why the BillRifjhts served to 'run interference’ and direeraitbn
away from the Australia Act.

With the Australia Act in place it well suits theamipulators to enthrone the wanted powers withén th
Constitution and step away from the Bill of RigHtabian 'gradualism’, a game of deceit, uses tasksld as
creation (a bird runs with dragging wing to lead predator from the nest, having removed the dahgest
flies away). To survive we have to be smarter filoxes. It is a tragedy that public anger generaieduch
issues is so often lost to simple enemy strata@measily we forget.

The only way to stop political power-grabbing isstdp political parties of their illegitimate povge
Nevertheless, congratulations to all 'troglodyt&&anderthals’, 'drones' and 'thugs', as Senatorscalls
those who carried the banner of public opinion lagfaihe Bill of Rights. Is he (and the Prime Mieisivho

also calls us names) too ignorant to know that everm will turn? We see demonstrated yet agahhow
little respect political party people have for galdpinion.
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Chapter 9

THE CONSTITUTIONAL COMMISSION

Furtively, and by means of doubtful legality, Aadi@ns has been separated from their heritage sgme
force a return to public control of Parliament vavé no effective constitutional protection. Assugnin
Australians continue to keep their collective heiadfie proverbial sand and do not take advantége o
warnings, then we can expect:-

1) The Government (with the aid of internationakfciers) will continue to maintain an artifici@iomomy
until the Australia Act coup can be ratified at ®aonvenient time such as the bi-centennial celieinsin
1988.

2) Every effort will be made to soothe social ureas

3) Assuming success of the above then there willecan announcement in terms such as this; " Asrélisst
has been nominally a republic since the signintpef'Australia Act 1986", and as, in that perioacsi, we
have not had a legally sound constitution, it @mujht appropriate that at this time of celebrattoas
Government should announce and officially declArestralia a republic. We proudly announce a new
constitution and offer Australians a referendunacteptance.”

Of course the timing will depend on the continuadcgss of political parties and mass media in adsiey
us as to what is really going on, so it is up taaiawaken enough people to force the delay orddranent
of the final takeover.

Our enemies never sleep. Since the first editiah@Call it Treasonbooklet was produced a highly paid
Constitutional Commissiolmas been made public. The stated purpose of thimm@ssion is to advise the
government on a MAJOR REVIEW of the Australian Gdason.

By the time you read this, that Commission will @dished taking 'submissions' from the generalipu
but do not be concerned, by now you should re#fiaeany submission you could have made would itet a
the result.

This commission was not formed at public requedtsmis democratically illegitimate and devoid abjc
authority. By submitting to it suggestions (as edlfor) we, in fact, acknowledge and grant it atith@nd
the right to advise on changing the constitution.

It is well to remember that public understandingof constitution has been so restricted thatnbis
impossible for the general public to make inteligsubmissions. Even constitutional lawyers, beedhsy
do not make money from that aspect of constitutitava important to political freedom, are poorlyfonmed.

As devious change to the national Constitution sghe way to political dictatorship and despotisra,
should, in public if possible, ask what is the n@afpose of this commission, given that:

a) under the present Constitution the people aratithority and the only legitimate purpose ofghdiament
IS to give effect (so far as is possible) to thi efithe people. Therefore, any act of parliameuoit giving
effect to the will of the people is democraticallggitimate;

b) the people have made no request for major chianipe Constitution;

) no attempt is being made to explain the pre€emistitution or make possible the effective expoessf
the will of the people;
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d) any change to our present Constitution mustditioionally) be put to referendum and passed by a
majority in each State. As no such referendum kiaslgeen passed except when supported by BOTH major
political parties, can the present move have amggae unless we assume the political parties argpong

to impose further major constitutional change lgkery?

In view of the national importance of this mattex should try to publicize the following:

1. As Constitutional Commission members are p@litappointees, they must resign after recommerrttiiaig
there can be no legitimate review of the consbtutvithout first:

(a) giving the public an understanding of the properking and benefits of the present (legitimate)
constitution;

(b) encouraging the proper working of the consbiut

(c) (after completion of a & b) receiving a publequest. Should this request eventuate, arrangemeay
THEN be made for a Commission selected and eldnteéde electorate.

2. Or, if the Commission is determined to contimiout public authority, it should recommend that:

(a) as any meaningful Government of the peoplénbypeople requires the electorate to choose antitle
own representatives, the Commission advise the Bowent to disallow political parties from nominajin
candidates for election;

(b) as the people have no enforceable avenue gblegmagainst parliament produced legislation, the
Commission advise constitutional provision for ateyn of Citizen Initiated Referendum as exists in
Switzerland.

(c) the voice of the electorate be RECOGNISED was la
3. Or, if unwilling to expose the deceit of poldlgarty government to this extent, at least recenmfrthat:

(a) as exercise of party discipline in Parliamearistitutes contempt for, or conspiracy againstelbetorate,
it be henceforth disallowed;

(b) each elected representative must seek eleetopiiion on matters of change to national poliog also
seek electorate instruction when beginning a tdroffwe;

(c) steps be immediately taken to repeal laws baseadterpretations of the Constitution not appobig
referendum and all change resulting therefrom.

Summing up. The Constitutional Commission is deratically illegitimate and has no right to give the
parliament any recommendation other than to reduthority to the people in the spirit and to thiéeleof the
legal constitution.

GOVERNMENT IS FAR TOO IMPORTANT TO BE LEFT TO POLITIANS.
A letter on the above lines was senftee Australiamewspaper but unpublished.

We may expect frivolous excuses/reasons presentid tAustralian public and designed to deceivihas
anything dangerous is happening.

Mass media will try to prevent dismay and appreloenbBy suppressing appearance of any politicakthre
during the time elapsed between the Australia Aapcand a new Australian Constitution. They wittwally
ignore political activity such ashe Education and Public Instruction A8t.S.W. 1987) designed to deny
parents any choice of what their children are thoghegislation designed to deny the Sydney Cibyizil
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legal rights as well as various similar undemocrédespotic law)* actions being taken by Australian
parliamentary bodies.

NOTE: Despotic law = "the rule, based on force ancestricted by law" = rule by despotism unrestdcdby
any enforceable civil law.

Legislation based on despotic law is being enaboyeithe States and by the Federal Government. Iptédic
ever get to hear about this repressive legislatimmainly as a result of chance stumbling rathan
because it is reported by parliament or the newdiame

We (the people) do not know what legislation isggrassed through our parliaments. Even M.P.s often
not know, or understand, what they vote for.

One of our better known independent (N.S.W.) M.Fiis,John Hatton, has called it "Government by
Decree”, and that is exactly what it is. He alsgssa

The most frightening thing about the gunning ofdiegion through the Upper and Lower Houses isftus
that much of the legislation is umbrella legislatiovhich gives Executive Government power to make
regulations and these are made by the hundredidab the House and effectively become law witlaoyt
consideration at all . . .

The Parliament is treated as a necessary nuisagdexiecutive Government and an arm of the publiciser
The Member for Wagga, Joe Schill, pointed out endlst day of the sitting, that many of the regola had
not been tabled according to law . . .

Examples of the kind of legislation being introdddeclude the N.S.Wndustrial Arbitration (Industrial
Torts) Amendment Bihich, had it not been exposed, would have creafedalized apartheid giving
privilege to trade unions and going directly agaths principle of "equality before the law".

Perhaps an even more glaring example is the N.Eddcation and Public Instruction Bill of 1987. liet
read directly from a full page advertisement plaicethe North Shore Advocate (4/3/1987) by Coatitio
Affirming Freedom in Education:

IF THIS LEGISLATION IS PASSED PARENTS AND CITIZBR® LOVE AND CHERISH THEIR BASIC
RIGHTS AND FREEDOMS WILL BE THE LOSERS AND THEIR.BDREN AND YET UNBORN
GENERATIONS WILL BE THREATENED, . ..

NEW AND SWEEPING POLICE STATE POWERS -

+ Forced entry, search, and seizure of propertgores and materials in church facilities used blyaus.

+ Forced entry, search and seizure of propertyorels and materials on private school property.

+ Forced entry, search, and seizure of private @ndyp, records, and materials in private dwellingson
suspicion that "illegal teaching" is being condutte

+ Interrogation of parents and children.
POWER FOR THE ULTIMATE REMOVAL OF YOUR FREEDOM HDOSE -
+ To begin to operate a school designed to reféeghique philosophy, Christian or otherwise.

+ To select the system, methods, texts, resouralestand content of programmes that now define and
differentiate such schools.
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+ To send your child to a private school of youmopersonal preference.
POWER FOR ULTIMATE CONTROL OF ALL PRIVATE SCHOOLEEW SOUTH WALES -
+ To arbitrarily close certain existing private sobls.

+ To disallow, impose difficult conditions, causadthy delays, and generally make extremely difficnot
impossible the opening of new private schools.

+ To remove present certification from some schaals force re-registration under completely new and
unnecessarily strict intrusive measures, based upany yet to be determined regulations and guidslin

+ To require re-registration of existing schoolsampthe occasion of even relatively small and insiggnt
changes in facility or operation.

+ To dictate and impose : - patterns of study <teag and learning methods - educational philosophy
curricula, materials, books, resources and prograesmreligious philosophy and content through colntrf
the above.

+ To devise and implement an unlimited and unddfmember of rules, regulations and requirementsaund
the definition of the clause, "any other prescrilmedtter”, at the Minister's discretion.

POWER FOR ULTIMATE DENIAL OF BASIC LEGAL RIGHTS ANBEDNCIPLES OF JUSTICE -
+ The right of trial by a jury of one's peers.

+ The right of the assumption of innocence ratimant guilt.

+ The right of freedom from prosecution at the desion or whim of an official.

+ The right of a judicial trial and appeal.

+ The right to avoid an unfair trial by a tribunalppointed by your prosecutor.

+ The right to be free from the threat of harshnaimal penalties, including large fines and imprisment, to
be imposed through contempt proceedings.

Making quite clear the purpose of such draconigislation is the following article reporting on &nglish
experience:

The Inner London Education Authority (ILEA) hasparsded the headmaster of a primary school becagise h
was too successful in improving the academic statsdand sporting competitiveness of the school.

The headmaster, Brian Dugan, took over ailing 8tleJs Primary School in 1980. Since then the schasl
more than doubled the number of pupils, establigheaiting list, and established an outstandingutagpion
for academic standards. In the last four yearserghildren have won coveted scholarships to private
schools.

Unfortunately, the 'modern’ educationists at thfewang ILEA were outraged at the success of SteduIn a
secret report the authority said St. Jude's wasaase of concern’, and the school was describéanas
extremely formal school with a highly competititteos and, as such, stands well outside the esheddlis
traditions of primary education in this authorityn’ July the ILEA ordered an inquiry into St. Juglahd
suspended Mr. Dugan!
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That the general public sits still and allows a kgr@up of fanatics to dictate that their childn@st receive
a second or third rate standard of education deflesagination. Unfortunately, as we have sebis, t
hypnotic trance extends worldwide.

It is also now discovered (reported Sunday Teldy§i4/1987) that there is a Federal law in plaee t
allows children of any age to apply to the couats] get legal aid, for any order they wish conraetih
guardianship, custody, access and maintenance.

This provision, in a Christian community could Is&d to protect children from brain damaged orioret
parents but under despotic rule is a fearful maonste

Who instigates this legislation? Who gives the s@&Vho owns the hidden hand? We will never bewdid
is in control. They will never tell us that we amgled by force unrestricted by law'. Your firstlination that
you have lost the protection of law will most likddle some bureaucrat kicking on your door and delngn.
Your books .. Your papers .. Your children .. Y tite.

You may protest, "This is a free country” .. No ovi# listen.
You may scream, "This cannot be happening" .. towtlli.

If we are too cowardly to act when we have legatitgn we will have only ourselves to blame when we
suffer, and know, that we had the opportunity tarae things, but ignored it.

It is now obvious that, given another term of podit party government, we will live under new 'ldawound
by a new 'religion’. The army and police will benttolled by politicians not, as now, by the Crown.

We will live a few more years under increasingnast as the elitist Super Mafia consolidate tleeintrol but
we will no longer have a future to call our own.

Politicians may offer a referendum. However, unlesdorce the issue NOW, the referendum will neegis
choice of a government controlled by the people.\Wiebe given only trivial choices lacking authtyti The
purpose of it all will be the soothing of socialrest.

It will NOT be made clear that Australia has becarf@OCIALIST republic with civil laws and behaviour
subservient to the United Nations. It will alwaysinaintained that we are a free democracy withogelof
political parties, but of course we will not haventrol of the political policy of the political paes.

Once our new national status has been acceptednmwexpect to see suicides by people who have caadi
tendencies; heart failures by people having namhystf heart problems; fatal accidents to thosenadly
careful, and killings 'by robbers' of people wheédfdttle of value to robbers.

People will quickly become afraid. They will becordeaid because they know what despotic law mdaiss.
an old experience to many new Australians - whelldghey turn next? But if we are not prepared ¢b @ow
when there are no military police in the streetswilecertainly not act when there ARE military je# in the
streets.

Already many who are becoming aware of what is bapyy are afraid to speak openly.

A little later it will be announced that, as Auditids under United Nations 'protection’, all fapeibases will
be removed (as also in the Philippines). Witholltdommunications and bases, it will be no longdedor

the USA to maintain a fleet in the Indian Ocean.

At the same time the moral subversion of the yowitigoroceed unrestrained; child abuse, genuineides,

murder, rape, robbery and all kind of crime wileiexponentially unless this population has alrdxsin
decimated by means of the AIDS virus (Is this argt fpolitically protected disease?)
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A world-wide economic collapse (the basis for whings been well developed over recent years) will be
forced on the nations so that social strains (eaxkeculture) will be inflamed by hunger and extreme
economic hardship. This will serve as a cover @othier population reduction.

In the 1990s, the social decline of the West, cediplith the often quoted dominant superiority ofS5S
armed forces, will seduce all nations to accept{d®ur own nation) agreements already secretigena
World Government will be promoted and celebratethasvay back to prosperity and the only alterreatos
world war.

Once World Government is accepted it will soondaiithat all INFORMATION and COMMUNICATION
will be controlled from the one source. This acki@wvthe indiscriminate genocide of all remainingnigrant
life on the southern continents and islands cacabeed out and the indigenous people 're-eductigdturn
to native lifestyles in (designated) ‘wildernessaat.

How often do you hear people say that Australiaasld/never submit? Are we not submitting? We hear n
cackle in the hen house at the entry of the foxse®no demonstration in the streets at the renubval
community responsibilities; we see no 'tar & feathbeing prepared for treacherous leaders.

When the Communists seize the farmlands will thenéas resist as strongly as the farmers of the ib&ra

the 1930s, and will millions of Australians diestérvation as violence gives cover and excuseoiad &ind
transport sabotage?
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Chapter 10

TREASON GOES DEEPER!

While the immediate benefit of population-slashisi@ great spur to the elitists and unchallengeadeer is
an irresistible goal, there is another impulse thates pagan internationalists to their orgy +éatof their
one substantial opponent - Christianity!

Treason is not just against the nation! Treas@hsig against Christianity. The same treason that ha
overcome the nation has overcome organized Christial oday Christian Churches rarely teach moesth
the labels, and people only knowing the labels fwllow whoever carries the label.

A convenient example was reported in Sydney's "Syfelegraph” (23/3/1986). Quote:

A man accused of conning a fortune out of wealthsians was disclosed in court as a rapist, abeband
a spreader of venereal disease.

Satanist and former record producer Derry Mainwa@riknight is on trial charged with 19 counts of
deception, involving a total of $400,000.

It is alleged that he persuaded a Vicar to help hiiise money to break a group of devil worshipers .

Naturally the money was used for, not against,ugiron. If people only know Christianity by its ks then
anyone can come claiming Christianity and get thgpert of Christians. If the preacher is subvettezh the
congregation follows along, falling into the samedpuddles, tripping obediently over the same fpjust
because the leader wears the label.

The blind lead the blind! Religious leaders useagmnifying glass to read the label on the wolf'stcral say,
"Ah! Pure wool!" So they embrace the wolf and daspit to the congregation which, in blind trustitsf
leaders, also embrace the wolf.

Then leaders say, "This good sheep wants to fightwolves so let us give it money to fight the vesor us.
So they give it money and it goes and buys a fewersbeep to eat.

The pampered leaders do not want to do the workdhe paid to do; they do not want to dirty theants.
Besides, they see so dimly that they do not distsigfriend from foe.

Beware of Christians who struggle to reveal théiri€ianity but do not struggle to know and reviealh. Be
sure that had one substantial Christian Churchtiadhith to seek and reveal the scientific truibu the
'theory' of chance evolution, then the theory @rade evolution as a base for evil in the world, oot
exist.

The hour is late. Your country has been sold agdes! for. You have been sold and signed for. If lyave
the human spark, turn now! Open your eyes! Opem yond! Open your heart! For once you are delivered
into the chains of your enemies, there will be scape.

The overthrow of all human characteristics is neagsto produce the zombie (new man) who will glad|
serve the Super Mafia.
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EPILOGUE

AUSTRALIANS SPEAKING TO AUSTRALIANS

When one reads the recognized constitutional exjpéthe past, such as for instance Dr. Evatt, wieatind
Is a great confusion of opinion about details ohmeg. People like Dr. Evatt considered this astesa he
wanted a legally precise and defined constitutistthere such a thing?). Others consider the stinesfg
Common Law is that it is flexible, even though thesy flexibility may create confusion.

However, despite this diversity of views, therem point at which all acknowledged past authaiéippear
to agree; under our systemthe people are the authority.

Whenever a constitutional crisis occurs and then@rdissolves a parliament, it is always in orderetiirn
parliament to the authority of the electorate. iBarént has only one legal duty, to serve the withe
people; the Crown has only one legal duty in iteswcommitment to ensure the parliament acts bydHd_
of the people and WITHIN THE LAW.

So in the end it does not matter what the politisisaay, or what a King or Queen may say, or wreaCiburts
and lawyers may say, CONSTITUTIONALLY, it is theqme who are THE ONLY authority RIGHTFULLY
able to make a final decision on all matters ofstibition and government.

BE REASSURED, THAT UNDER COMMON LAW, NO MATTER WHATAUTHORITIES' MAY SAY,
IT IS THE ELECTORATE THAT IS THE LEGAL AND FINAL AUHORITY OF GOVERNMENT, TO
GRANT THE POWERS OF GOVERNMENT AND TO GRANT AUTHORY TO GOVERNMENT TO
USE THE POWERS GRANTED.

It is well that we should make these things knowitihiww our community for we are, if ignorant, sulijéz
grave and individual danger. We (who have beewaati this matter) are neither rash nor ideological
fanatics, we are not gambling our lives for somigypaolitical end. The Common Law system, estalgigshn
the will of the people, is your only legal protecti If the overthrow of the Common Law system impteted
then the lives of all Australians will be in therltis of despots free to rule by despotic law.

The world has never, in national history, evenfathieved ‘government of the people by the people'
Perhaps, early this century, we came close tadleat in Australia (as also in the U.S.A. and Eng)abut
failed because of lack of understanding and palitrall. The power-hungry were allowed to consotal¢heir
control of the school-room, the church, the masdianand the political party system.

In true democracy there must be a public ability to

1. exercise authority over individual political d&ons;

2. control the money supply;

3. manage national affairs free of foreign instiutt

It was never clearly explained that we had achidbgd/irtue of our Constitutional heritage) theaér
imperatives of democracy. No one ever told us ofrmed to protect this heritage. No political pater

campaigned for some mechanism whereby we might &aepervants honest.

The most effective way so far developed of keepimgservants honest, is the Swiss system of Citizen
Initiated Referendum but even this may not be ehauthout Citizen Chosen Representatives in pasiaim

The strange thing is that in order to create areldgical society the power hungry had to give ssand
education beneath that overlay of ideological deddiis has resulted in the opening of a narrovetisiot
during which we may, so long as we still have thiéamd the courage to act, see the deception acape.

Page 56 of 72



Our future is our own responsibility. God gave nation but it is we who have to take it up.
You may judge the tree by the fruit it bears.
As you now must surely see, the hour is late. iradeed for those who would save family, nationsaul.

The treason we talk of is one treason and the giigug one struggle. The battle is for truth agadlies; the
battle is for justice against injustice; the baisléor good against evil.

Intelligence was given us to use.
What Can be Done?

If this book can strike a spark you can be a deétwyn# the detonator fizzes rather than explodesn the
great force contained in the community populatiolhwot ignite. It is up to us.

Enough people are already reading this informatiocreate a mighty explosion if they have the talket in
motion the chain reaction. We need to start anceskypé reaction that will see sufficient of thisanation
produced and distributed before the results ostieaonsolidate into a new, United Nations dictated
Australian Constitution.

We have to gain enough community enlightenmenh&rge the political parties with treason. The legal
profession will not support us unless we have comitysupport; lawyers will not put their heads bie t
block for a seeming lost cause even though theidsiavill come off if our cause is finally lost.

How can you spread this information? Do not go dalfriends and those who already agree with yoy. T
your butcher, your baker, your chemist. As you payr shoes it is not too difficult to ask, Are yooncerned
about the political situation? If he/she says Nbyau need do is look surprised and try someose;djut if
they give any positive response you can say, Whalfirst thing you can do is to read this booky gan tell
me what you think of it next time I'm in.

If, after reading, people respond negatively agkrtltio give you evidence to support their positiahtby not
to get into an argument that will only set up aroganal blockage.

You can send a copy to your local newspaper (bot @xpect too much). You can send it to any poéh in
whom you have some faith (are there any?), yowddte media personality or sports star. Business
managers, clubs, committee members, etc. Somegodoor to door or even hand them out in the street
using the same approach as with your storekeeper.

Our Sword

DEMOCRACY and TREASON in AUSTRAIslAur Sword - our political weapon. Although thenaur of
generations of miseducation and dissipation ikthi@ have to keep hacking away. More people are
awakening and the more that do awake the moreesssgirow those still asleep. We have to get basic
information to as many responsible people as plesslen repeating on political, business and meédple
who have been given less convincing material.

We must each become our own political campaigret@agoice in parliament.

Letters

Here are some sample approach letters:

Dear Mr. [Businessman],
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You are no doubt concerned by the consistent de&tion of the Australian economy and equally cstesit
and progressive oppression of free enterprise girgetty regulations, rip-off interest rates angping

taxation. You may already have read similar matana found it incredible so | think you should knthat
almost 15,000 copies of a booklet preliminary s there sold unchallenged over about twelve months.

This new book has so many additions and improvesridat it is re-named. In view of the successrst fi
booklet you will find this book worth reading aretthinking. You may also give some thought to regdhe
supporting literature. After all, can so many proemt, successful and conservative people be wrong?

There is so much at stake and so little you neeelsinin time and study to check the facts.

If you take your troubles seriously you will soeeghat the things that are happening are noethdtrof
government mistakes. We no longer have represeatgtivernment. What is happening is deliberatel Wil
you help bring these matters to public attenticiotgeit is too late?

Copies have been posted to politicians and if tteaxe been misled they can now prove their worth.

If enough people learn the facts we CAN get our oggresentatives into Parliament to act on our lheha

*kkkkkkkkkkk

Sample letter to a media person:
Dear [Media person]

You will be aware of the extreme disquiet amongrtieee alert of our community and a general dispfite
what we were educated to believe. You may alreadgisturbed that certain 'educated’ beliefs witlstand
honest investigation.

You are no doubt concerned by the consistent dettion of the Australian economy and equally cstesit
and progressive oppression of free enterprise girgetty regulations and punitive taxation. You may
already have read similar material and found itedile so | think you should know that almost 08,0
copies of a booklet preliminary to this book weosunchallenged over about twelve months.

This new book has so many additions and improvesrdaat it is renamed. In view of the success of the
preliminary booklet you will find this new book wbrreading and re-thinking. If you follow up on the
supporting literature you will soon see that thadhk that are happening are not the result of gowent
mistakes. We no longer have representative govarnriéhat is happening is deliberate. Will you hietjmg
these matters to public attention before it isl&die?

| have posted the (copy enclosed) letter to my F@@ad State MPs, others around Australia aregdibia
same. If MPs have been misled they now have a ehangrove their worth.

If enough people learn the truth we CAN get our oepresentatives into parliament to act on our lheha

kkkkkkkkkkhkk

You can write your own version and similar formeas be used for other people. Impersonal distobut
not so good. A signed note proves a real persdmnedl commitment.

*kkkkkkkkkkk

Letter to political candidates or MPs
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My [potential] representative in the electorate.of...........
Dear Sir/Madam,

May | bring to your attention the enclosed bd@@&MOCRACY and TREASON in AUSTRARMI mention
that a preliminary booklet sold almost 15,000 cepiachallenged over about twelve months.

In view of the obvious fact that political partyopnises are rarely kept (a package deal neveryotlecting
the desires of any group of electors and, in amygwhaving no constitutional relevance) | woulke liyou to
know it is my will that you study seriously the ¢ent of this book and respond to the following dioess:

1. What do you believe are your duties as a MP? Widgbyou your duties? 2. Do you see yourself as
representing your electorate, your political paotysome other authority? 3. If you represent yaactorate,
what have you done to ascertain the viewpoint efdlectorate on any matter of consequence? 4ulf yo
represent your electorate why did you not fullyommfi your electorate of the potential consequentéseo
Australia Act; the politically appointed Constitoiial Committee, etc, and ascertain electorate nsgfo5.
Having read this book are you now prepared to sips to discover, and represent, the views of your
electorate?

*kkkkkkkkkkk

To avoid excessive duplication of effort it would &ppropriate if each reader approach only one reeofb
the Senate, your own State member and Federal nmeartzteone media person.

Naturally the more local people you contact thedseBooks should go to local R.S.L. members and an
patriotic or activist people or groups as well #seo responsible citizens.

WE HAVE THE AMMUNITION - Do we have the COMMITMENT?

"Power is the great aphrodisiac” says Henry Kissingnd he should know. Do not imagine that power-
crazed dupes who see themselves within reach tfryiwill be persuaded by fact or by argument; dow br
by Constitution. At no time have they ever givennameasoned public opposition unless it has sufteth to
do so. Treasonous people have to be dragged, giekid screaming, to the 'tar and feathers'.

Remember this, the Bill of Rights, Human Rights @assion, Equal Opportunities, The Australia Carde T
Education & Public Instruction Bill of 1987 (N.S.YWThe Industrial Arbitration Amendment Bill (N.S.\V
etc, are all try-ons for the fitting of our ‘Newwa The despotic 'law of authority'. The law ofderthat
makes of every bureaucrat an authority and witisrgtven authority he is THE LAW.

This is the law that is replacing our Common Lawtegn which is now in process of being illegally
overthrown. Our seeming victories in slowing sorhéhese monstrosities will be irrelevant if we allthem
to write the powers they want into a new Australzonstitution.

Make good use of all additional time; it is hardigbt by a few concerned people.

Ultimately the only way to regain control is to dse people you know and trust in your electorateBBG
them to stand at the next election as independRatl; support. Do not forget that one presentaital
person with an honest proposition can influenceenvotes than $100,000 of political propaganda. \Afitky
to seventy percent of people completely sick ofppbitical parties there has never been a bettenah for an
honest, WELL-INFORMED, independent.

Persuasive political programs should feature premafsaction on the following fundamental needs:

1. Citizen Initiated Referendums to return politica power to the people as our Constitution intended;
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2. exposure of the money myth (all legitimate loanseeded for housing and business could be profitabl
loaned by the government at two or three percent terest);

3. exposure of political party treachery;
4. the return of status to the traditional family;
5. outlaw political brainwashing in schools.

These are weak points of the established polifadies that crawl to the ‘Internationalist Estsiintnent’. Our
weak point is public ignorance.

We have one avenue open to regain control andesbiect. Enough genuine independent MPs to gain the
balance of power could be enough to save the nation

THE CHALLENGE!
1. THE CHALLENGE TO POLITICAL PARTY GOVERNMENT IS S IMPLE:
(a) If such governments are not guilty of treasorthen let them give the electorate a voice in the fure
of Australia. Honest political parties will not sefrate us from our constitutional rights by secretiwe
conspiracy, nor will they, by deceit, force on usespotic law. No! What they will do is first explain and
then give us, the rights to which we are already ¢itled.
(b) If political parties are honest to the electorte they will stop the use of schools for social eimgering.
They will stop encouraging children to use drugs ashto disregard parents. They will stop the teaching
of ideological lies. They will clean up the educain system and get rid of those who teach political
fantasy.
(c) They will support the natural family unit.
(d) They will allow freedom of truth.
What do political parties fear? Do they fear too meh public support for clean open government?
Or do they fear Internationalist masters?

* * %
2. THE CHALLENGE TO MASS MEDIA IS SIMPLE:
(a) They will stop denigrating people who oppose silist philosophy.
(b) If mass media truly support 'freedom of the press' then let them give equal space to the well
reasoned literature of free people and not concerdte on the biased ravings of ideological captives.
(First & Last literature is offered free for fair d isplay and comment.)
What do they fear? Do they fear the truth will be bo obvious?

Do they fear the great increase of circulation wilbe too much to handle?

Or do they fear Internationalist masters?

*kk
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3. THE CHALLENGE TO BUSINESS IS SIMPLE:

If big business is in service to Australia thentletm spend some of the millions now spent on didusy the
three S's (sex, sport and stupidity) and exposedh@ut of Australian sovereignty.

What do they fear? Do they fear too much goodwill ad increased sales to a grateful public?

Or do they fear Internationalist masters?

PEOPLE, you have POWER!

Politically there are said to be three kinds ofgden

Those who make things happen; those who watchghiagpen; and those who never know what hits them.

The challenge to you is simple - join with thoseowtork to make things happen (The Constitutional
Heritage Society). Elect a legal government to arepegislation on your behalf.

People! You have power! But sadly you now live icoaintry where POWER is confiscated to a political
party form of government that binds itself by tgettt the United Nations organization. You now linea
country where the bureaucracy is over-ruling yoam@on Law rights so as to install 'Despotic Lawh#&iv
the authority says is law, IS LAW) under this 'lawu have no right of appeal against governmernsliggpon
and no authority to whom you can appeal.

Your rights will soon be no more than in any otbemmunist country.

But! If enough people are alerted before the alsiwmtion is legalized by a new constitution wedanother
chance. By quick action in revealing the truth arehting political resistance, we may prevent thpasition
of a new constitution and regain our freedom.

Do we still have the strength of purpose to forééROgovernment to sign a renewal of Magna Carta?

Do not rely on your historic concept of accesdw€rown; that avenue is now effectively blockedul¥one
realistic legal option is to elect your own indegent political representative before that avenoeigclosed.

Do not support political parties that sign away #al&a's sovereignty behind your back. Awaken your
community so that treacherous people can be ptriarior treason. Do not support mass media (os¢h
who advertise thereon) which do not expose tred3omot support business which does not suppodea f
and independent Australia.

Do not expect people to be easily awakened, beyhappey read and think about these things.

If we want our rights we have first to accept our esponsibilities.

We must not submit to the 'One World' conspiracy.

AUSTRALIA . . . WAKE UP!

GET THE VOICE OF THE PEOPLE INTO OUR PARLIAMENT
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ADDENDUM

FOREIGN CONTROL OF AUSTRALIA
The first edition of this book is now more than lweemonths old.
To bring this edition up to date we add this P.S.

Sweet & Sour' is not a kind of food | particuladgjoy but is the taste of a satisfaction that cofras a
work which time has proved sadly accurate. No ierisf that already written needs be made but try
addition of words that confirm both the great disasf our times plus the encouragement of receents.

Research by Dr David Mitchell (and other schol&ie improved our understanding of the constitutiona
heritage we are in such grave danger of losinghAtame time political events expose more and there
treachery that installed a world-wide socio-ecorogyistem designed to steal a world from its people.

The bitterness and frustration of trying to awakqmeople sedated by a Shangri-la of pleasurable
misinformation must he coupled with a reluctant adtion of the patience and cunning of alien sutarer
Alien, not from outer space, but still so alientbat we understand as human, that we were unguarded
against the possibility of their existence in ariago like our own.

These aliens have plotted over a period of gemaraitio place a cuckoo in the nest of humanity kngwhat
our human instincts would cause us to feed thisstaprio our own destruction. Survival will need an
incredible awakening and a return to basic valdfsed us nearly 2000 years ago. Values that vaMehto be
re-discovered after the deformity and pollutiorutésg from 2,000 years of worldly manipulation.

This manipulation and treachery still progress eW@ugh there has been a great stirring. We have to
understand that seeing something is wrong is nmagm the cuckoo is still in the human nest antiksting
fed by human craft. Unless we can regain contrausfpolitical system the end result will remaintias alien
gospellers planned.

Oil on the water has damped down some waves buideemains under the control of that socio-ecoico
system now drowning humanity.

Politically we are told that Australia is now fregits ties with the mother country and fully inéglent. So
how is it that we are subject to a new form of Bt up and controlled by unknown foreign people® koit
that this transfer of Australian sovereignty hasrbdone secretly and without reference to Austrafta

Whatever our rights may be, there is one thingagerif we do not defend our inheritance we wikdait.
There is no document, constitution, promise, systétaw, Bill of Rights or agreement that will sthn
without our vigilant care. We have powerful enenbeastheir power rests with illusion. We are ededai
believe in illusions and these bind us more strptighn chains.

Everything said in this book is now doubly evidduihless we can regain control of our governmeny ver
quickly we will soon be totally regulated by a wibdystem under the control of an internationaisglit
religious sect who regard us as a living liability.

OUR AUSTRALIAN CONSTITUTION

It is revealing and exciting to learn that when #aka was settled, each State government was gisemwn
constitution based on the law of England as of da&. This, as you will see, is a very importasihp

When the States formed themselves into a Commotiwelaé new parliament was given only the powers
needed to carry out its limited function. It wag given powers that would have tended either telclaith
the States' Constitutions or make the States suibséto the Commonwealth Government.
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You will appreciate now the insight of those whanfred our national Constitution and retained thditewhal
protection of freedoms defended by each individunal separate State. This safeguard should have usade
secure but did not foresee the possibility of aspmacy between political parties to transfer tipawer, in
secret, to a Federal headquarters.

You will also appreciate the full cunning of thesaiveAustralia Act (1986)n making the States' Governors
mere puppets, and how necessary this was to thevaohent of the stated aim of the Act in divorcing
Australia from all ties with the mother country.

Of even more importance however is that the Austratt provided a cloak for the transfer of States'
sovereignty to a Federal authority who in turn galegiance to foreign control.

It is the States which have been the custodiaitiseof AW and the gradual transfer of power has now
progressed to give the Commonwealth Parliamenpoeer (but not the right) to transfer Australian
sovereignty to an international jurisdiction. Campsences of this betrayal are now becoming commaimen
news. Is it right and reasonable that an internaticourt decide what we can or cannot do withavan land
or laws'? Can you imagine the media outcry hadliben a British or USA court.

WHY SHOULD REFERENDUM QUESTIONS THAT, ON THE FACE O F IT, GIVE US NO
ADVANTAGE ON PRESENT LAW, BE MATTERS OF GREAT URGEN CY?

Those who allow the news will know that our AusalalGovernment needed an international court to
adjudicate on the world heritage listing of an Aakan forest. They will also know that other megtesuch as
labour management and social behaviour, are nojyeduo overseas control and decision-making. In
addition the United Nations, through its agende&nown to have prepared new agreements thatilollv
them control of local government and religion. Taeent referendums were to clear the way for Fédes
of the new agreements.

It is important to note that thousands of agreembatve now been made with United Nations' agereids
this for no practical reason other than the spegpifirpose of overruling Australian sovereigahd making
us subservient to a foreign authority.If you tend to doubt that this power could be oid without going
through the legal process of national referendwsTe Is just a sample of the authority on publiordc
Justice Dawson, Justice of the Australian High €as reported ifhe Australian newspaper on 16/3/'88:
There is now no practical limit to the scope of éxéernal affairs powefEAP].

The Australian Editorial 14/7/'88:

Mr Willis has widened the possible use of {Ri&] power, this time through the international Labour
Organization convention ratified by Federal Parliant . . .and We now have the possibility of the
Commonwealth using the Closer Economic Relaticetyrwith New Zealand to change the laws governing
our financial system and, headline July 16: Testigax 'would flout U.N. treaty'.

So you see from this small outline that 'OUR (?)s#halian Government has been hijacked and is ntani
on creating a public aura of legality for the graldmposition of despotism. A despotism which,umt,
intermingles with a program of genocide. It is notike the progress of events in Hitler's Germanged
Russia.

Dr D.M. White, a Senior Lecturer in Politics at Mxsh University, wrote a long article call€te
Constitution Under Sieger thelPA Review(Feb, 1988). Referring to the effect of Constito#b
Commission recommendations for changing our castgtit, he says:

| shall be arguing that these amendments wouldtugpsay major balance in our constitution, and ensha
number of sinister new possibilities. They woukbahake the central government much more poweurtdl,
substantially more interventionist. It is ironiddlat this should be proposed at a time when treshiak
turned against excessive regulation.
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The community has been given almost no idea of wipstct these amendments would have on Austratia an
our way of life ....

One glaring example of inadequate attention to egnences is the recommendation to give the
Commonwealth power over matters affecting the natieconomy ....

What would be the consequence of giving this peevdre Commonwealth in 19887... There would be no
sanctuary for anyone trying to escape from almast @nceivable form of Commonwealth economic cbntro
End quote (EA).

The above is of particular relevance at a time wtheruse of money can be outlawed and all trarssti
forced to be made via a plastic credit card andllsov ‘authorities to monitor every move and pusehaVe
could be located by every phone call or bus ridena&e. This with technology already in place. If G®&/E
these powers to those who betray us we will nodohg able to claim that they misused their powerghat
they STOLE powers they were not entitled to. Thegal position and authority then become secure.

THE ORIGIN OF LAW

Every aspect of our social and economic life is soMvject to foreign control through EAP treaty ged in
origin, our Constitution and law were based onTtke Commandments. Even less well known is thatdlee
of the legal system was to interpret these commandsrin the light of the Holy Scripture while thede of
parliament was to correct any mistakes (delibevat@herwise) that might be made by the Courts.

From this we see that neither the Courts of LawtherParliament were there to make laWsey were there
to preserve the lawand to defend the human welfare. Subsequent ltgeents were outlined earlier in this
book.

Now here is another little-known fact:

In 1917 English law ruled (as part of a gradualrpsig of traditional authority) that Biblical lawag no
longer relevant to British law. However, as the #aisan States were formed before this date, threthe
strictly legal sense, are still under law at the date of their formationand under law as at the date of their
formation and, until this is legally change@ur rights and responsibilities are as laid down i the Ten
Commandments and Holy Bible.

Does that surprise you? Do you appreciate whasteaiat keeping to the law would place on the buceatic
meddlers? Do you wonder why the political partiesso urgently and secretly trying to get rid of al
restraints imposed on them by our legal constiittibo you understand what an effective restrainienal
constitution places on the manipulators by enfayd¢aw restricted to that proclaimed ayWRITTEN
unchangeable document?

The WRITTEN document

In the interests of a better understanding letaysatle a little. Notice the key word in the precegdsentence
iIs 'WRITTEN'. The history of communication is a ¢pstory involving feel, smell, sight and sound, tmat
need not study this story to appreciate that niization beyond the primitive can develop withalg
written word. The WRITTEN word is our most modeonh of communication.

Now many people reading this may mentally 'jumpana say, 'What about radio and TV?'

You only have to think for a minute to realize thase, no matter how sophisticated their means of
transmission, deliver only the passing vibratiohsight and sound.

The international elitists understand very welttiithey can divorce the people from effective o$evritten
communication then they produce a society primitivenderstanding and easily manipulated. No pasent
young children should keep TV or radio sets inltbme unless their use is severely restricted.

Page 64 of 72



We, the peoples of the world, were able to be reduc our present state of apathetic futility mainécause
we have become so heavily conditioned to sightsanohd for entertainmeand secret indoctrination what
is socially acceptable.

The virtual destruction of human development witlhiae education system - revealed by the presentrges
of primitive tribalism, vandal morality and teenagécide - is part of a well established Fabiar plsed on
‘gradualism’. Let us not forget that any refornoof culture must be based on written literature lagctally
connected to a scientific base rather than to astieral ideology.

The predominant content and purpose of these gsitis simplyto demonstrate a unified view of social
reality based on information readily available in tie public domain. It must be seen as significant that the
public response of the last few years only begter Bbw to Avoid the LOOMING CATASTROPMKE&S
distributed to the maincore of actively concernedppe.

Do not be discouraged by a reluctant response &dnain-dulled community - it takes time. But also
remember, that every year lost without our peoptmining control of government, means we will hame
increasingly primitive 'sight and sound' indocttgchcommunity. A community controlled by bureaugrac
impossible to dismantle. Do not forget - our goveent is now alien-controlled.

This present revival has to be successful if we@iee saved an incredible death toll and unimdgea
misery.

THE DEPTHS OF DEGRADATION

The depths to which we have been forced is perbagisshown by an item of newsTihe Weekend
Australian25/6/'88. A Dr Paul Gerber, a reader in medicodlsgalies, has suggested that brain-dead women,
or "neo- morts", could be used a surrogate mothtzsiescribed the proposal as "innovative and athikle
thinks it a wonderful solution for surrogacy prabie

At the same time, millions of babies are aborted people of foreign race and culture are imported,
ostensibly, to fill the gap. Families are beingcdiminated against (very harshly) by taxation areffare.

Complaints arc answered with new swear words ssdeg@sm and racism. Parents are crying out and
threatening to sue State Governments because attivéties of so-called ‘community welfare' workevho
take children away frown parents (Would kidnap lmreraccurate?) and charge the parents, often withou
benefit of legal evidence, with child abuse.

A recent visitor was one of many Australians cormptey of such treatment. He had suffered for soemry a
troublemaker reporting to welfare authorities batevery occasion nothing was found wrong. Then the
complaint reached a zealot who was not preparémbtoat the history of the case or consider théstadis

child was spirited away to an unknown hiding pldaawvyers were amazed but could make no headway with
welfare authorities.

The bypassing of accepted standards of evidencéegatitrial is a feature of the new law begradually
imposed.A form of law growing out of thousands of piecésegislation designed to support foreign treaties.
This rash of legislation is passing through outigarents too fast for the elected members to readdigest
even should they have the inclination.

It has become clear that the political partieslectively, are already dedicated to introducingtalty foreign
form of social dictatorship.

We no longer have secure law! There is a rapidigagting despotism protected by United Nationsigsht
Treaties which even go so far as to protect tHerkilisease AIDS. Effective action to counter thisease
would breach anti-discrimination laws and contraenr commitment to international treaty (See bekl
AIDS and the World Government Plot).
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Should we be concerned by such developments otdsh@usupport our governments to subsidize antiasoc
activities?The Australian Money seized from drug traffickees westerday handed over to the Australian
Prostitutes Collective by the Victorian Governmasipart of its campaign to return drug profits het
communityThat is what is called adding insult to injury.

Although it may be impossible for anyone to nowdree a Prime Minister or President unless he in some
way serves the purpose of the international eitistis does no[ necessarily mean that he knowisgilyes. It
is likely that most leading politicians know somathof what is going on, but because this is ofterague
understanding we sometimes see surprising divession

These independent forays also serve the interredisds in that they give the public the impressbjust that
lack of co-ordination that is essential to maskabgvity of conspiracy.

In relation to the September 3 referendum John Hdwampaigned quite positively but with little madi
reporting. Does this mean he is not a stooge ®ctnspiracy?

THE THIN END OF THE WEDGE

In the lead-up to the 1988 referendum the Soligdeneral, Mr Keith Mason, QC, advised the Greiner
Government that a 'YES' vote could mean that thgh iiourt and not the State's democratically-elected
Parliament, would be the ultimate decision-makindyb

The Attorney-General, Mr John Dowd, said he waseliad to draw public attention to Mr Mason's aévic
in the interests of the people of NSW.

Mr Mason also expressed concern over the vagueimgpethd intention of some of the proposals.

The above, and a constant stream of similar in¢cadgnexpose the thin edge of the wedge of oversaasol.
Already, through use of External Affairs powers tbonstitution is subject to the votes of a fewlected
lawyers. So much for one vote one value.

It is interesting that all authorities and everdiera of the opposition are given scant space bydiaes media
when they oppose the treachery. When they aretexptirvey are reported in the way of matters délublic
importance. As an example of this the Sydney Sufi@dggraph of August 28 gave a two-column headtine
the above Solicitor-General/Attorney-General repalbngside and in overpoweringly larger print asphce,
was a beat-up about the trivia of friction betwéss Treasurer and Prime Minister.

Anyone understanding the layout of news would im$yasee that this was a 'set up' to attract atirrgway
from the socially important and give the readegeelihg that the serious item was of little impodan

This censorship 'by manipulation’ clearly demortetraéhat the treason is established in the verlyafdhe
administrative and communications establishment.

However the overseas dictators take great pridieein ability to manipulate. They won't destroyins direct
manner, their way is to entice us to willing sedfstruction.

The referendums program would not give central gawent significantly more powemnvhat more power
can we give them now that the law courts give themccess to total power through the external affairs
scam?No, the referendums are to give us, the peopéecliance to freely and openly grant the transfer of
powers already stolen. They want us to relieve tbétheir guilt by, of our own ‘free’ will, puttingur necks
across the chopping block.

This is all very difficult to accept by the averaggzen whohas lived within the cocoon of personal needs

and aspirations.Perhaps the following quotation, taken from ousstrauthoritative newspaper, will be
convincing. On June 11, froithe AustraliarEditorial:

Page 66 of 72



We have stumbled into a Constitutional crisis tedikely to be remembered as one of the mostfsigni
political events in our history.

Few people realize that when, on September 3, &digtralians will be summoned to vote on four
referendum questions designed to alter our coriginuthey will be taking part in little more thancharade
with horrendous implications.

Let the Government come clean, stop this charadegare us back the full strength of the rights vezev
given on January 1, 1901.

Any honest appraisal shows the referendum quesitvens outrageously dishonest. How could any elected
politician ask people to vote on them? Every qoestnisrepresented the powers publicly granted tibigsd
parties by a 'yes' vote.

"One vote one value" was a pure con. This systeeady applies to Federal elections in the House of
Representatives, but at the 1987 election, Labexeived 45.83% of the votes and 86 seats. Lib/H&X786
and 62 seats. This is just as bad as the so-caliegnsland gerrymander.

You see, the way in which the electorate is dividad be decisive. Suppose we have half the peopilegy
for party A and half voting for party B. And supgose have 10 equal electorates but in 9 of therhave
51% party A supporters and 49% party B supporersbl = 459.9 x 49 = 441. In the tenth electovete
have 59% for party B and 41% supporting party A.

Equal votes, equal value? With equal support anefdaarrangement of boundaries, one party maymet
seats and the other one Seat. As members of thedJUdations we have one vote and China has one vote
What is the value of Australia's vote if 'one votee value' is established as a principle of Worbdd&nment?

In the last N.S.W. election it required 52% of &bes to support the Liberal party before they cdudd
elected. 'Fair elections!?' We all want fair elent but that was not advanced by the legislatiopgsed for
referendum. What the legislation allowed was Fddeowernment dictate in review of States' electoral
boundaries.

A four-year term of government. The proposed legish did nothing to ensure a four-year term -ghgy in
power could still call an election at and time witkthis term. The purpose of the States' interddts.
proposed legislation would allow greater power @nipulate the electorate and effectively reducevtiee
of the Senate.

Do you know that Senator Gareth Evans himself s&id, don't abolish the Senate by doing it up-frgat
white-ant it from within?

L.J.M. Cooray, Associate Professor, School of Lisl@cquarie University, puts a strong case, quote:

The view has been expressed and widely publidegdhe Referendum Bills tabled by the Hawke
Government do not involve an extension of legiggtower to the Commonwealth. The Attorney-General,
Hon Lionel Bowen, in his speech to parliament dgitime second reading of the Fair Elections Bill\day
10th,1988 said, "The four bills that | have intregd do not involve any increase in Commonwealthepdw
This is not trueEnd of quote.

Professor Cooray then gives two pages of rathalig jargon with quoted authorities to back bzt
comment and ends with, quote:

The above analysis must be assessed in the comé¢xhe High Court has provided interpretationd o
Constitution which would have been unthinkable diveen years before the decisions were handed down
The High Court can be expected to continue its gge®f construing the Constitution in such a watous
provide more power to the Commonwealth Parliamént quote.

Page 67 of 72



In other words the original meaning and intenth&f Constitution is now totally irrelevant and the
Commonwealth Parliament is set on a course of mpisgpiation of powers by deceit and public
misrepresentation.

Removal of power from the States and the investrokepower in the Commonwealth Government was
clearly and deliberately the real purpose of alirfiills.

Not only that but also the means of gaining pubtinsent for this treachery was by misrepresentisddcts
to the voting public.

Do you want 'Freedom of Religion? Why did they asko vote on what is so obvious; something weadlye
have? Why was the matter so urgent that we weregweén a minimum of time for study? Why were the
referendum questions 'guillotined’ through parliatrie such haste? Why could the referendum not baea
left until the next parliamentary election? Why the referendum not address matters of seriousgubl
concern such as immigration, Citizen Initiated Refelum or aboriginal land rights'?

Obviously there was no national emergency or amjipteeling of urgency in respect of any of theegtions
asked, the only obvious reason for urgency wa®tat @ver before the majority of people discovettes
truth behind the question.

They would have done as well to just put one gaastiDo you want good government?" Of course, peopl
would have known that just voting for good governingould not make it happen any more than it would
make fair elections happen, but at least it woadehshown that someone had thought the matterghrimu
basics.

Most people now have some idea of what anti-disoation means in practice. Do you understand that
'Freedom of Religion' means that the Federal gowem will have your expressed permission to enfarde
discrimination in religion? This will mean that yeannot advocate the benefits of your religionubljc
because to do so would imply that your religiobester than other religions, i.e. you would be pcang
discrimination. Do you know that the law they wémintroduce is the same as that already usedeteept
communal display of Christianity in some USA cifles

Do you realize that if this referendum had beemiedy Satanism might have been promoted in schoas
policy of ‘reverse discrimination'? The elitiste @n anti-Christian religious sect most commonlgvn as
the llluminati'. Their policy is to use Satanismdiestroy cohesion and make us defenceless.

When laws were introduced to outlaw discriminationgrounds of race or sex - women, Aborigines and
Asians were given reverse discrimination to coutiterassumed disadvantages they are ALLEGED to have
suffered. This same reasoning can be used to geSknastianity.

Do you realize that the religion of 'humanism' nmay be classified as a religion in the true neweorhd
thereby be free of control? Do you realize thatltlivesaid to grant freedom of religion was virtydthe same
as that in the USSR?

Do you realize that those four little referenduntes) seemingly so innocent and unimportant, allo8z&d
constitutional changes? All were dishonestly presstand designed to serve one purpose only: tothave
people of Australia officially hand powers of theate Governments to the Federal Government. Theg toe
make legal some of the powers secretly and illgggined by foreign affairs manipulation.

SATANIC SYMBOLS

For some time there has been a need to exposecthi@img of the well- known 'peace’ symbol, as repres
by an upside-down broken cross placed within decirc
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This symbol is not a chance production; our enesnyery conscious of the influence of symbolism. To
capture the minds of our young people they do metlook the seemingly innocent symbol as part ef th
subversion and eventual destruction of our cultue¢ us look at a little of the history of this siyot.

The main element of the 'peace' symbol is an ahamhwell established Satanic insignia and relates
sacrifice and desecration. It can be traced baé&kriperor Nero (54-68 A.D.) who is said to have giesd it
at the time of the crucifixion of Simon Peter as/mbol of contempt for Christianity.

The Legions of Titus carried this anti-Christ syrhtoothe sacking of Jerusalem in 70 A.D. and the
Bolsheviks painted it on the doors of churchesezlds Russia. It was also an element in the syralmobf
Hitler's National Socialism.

You do not have to be a Christian to realize tifi@f(if you're allowed to live) would be very difient in a
world controlled by an anti-Christ religious sect.

The broken cross of the 'peace’ sign represergsvansion of the Christian Cross upended and wgharms
broken. It was widely used during the Middle Aggsainti-Christian rebels but, to have it accepteddolay's
innocent and ignorant, it is presented as a peanbd designed by Lord Bertrand Russell. Its disgus that
it represents the semaphore code for the lettéend®'D’ (nuclear disarmament) but both Bertrandgell
and his wife were known to be actively anti-Chastand members of that elitist, 'social subversgiooup
known as the Fabian Society. The well known synitmothe Fabians is of a wolf in sheep's clothinigey
pride themselves in treachery.

The 'peace’ symbol is a sign within a language.brbken cross represents ‘the death of man’; thke ci
represents the unborn child. Therefore, in itscpe®rmat, it is the Satanic symbol for abortidhe sign of
the plot to abort Christianity.

The permeative nature of treachery is self-evideour society today. The 'peace’' symbol is commyonl
displayed at Labour Party events and rallies. Hawévs not confined to the left of politics arghorant
protest groups; in fact the ‘peace’ symbol was peaminently on display at a ‘peace rally' hel@atramatta
by the N.S.W. branch of the Festival of Light. ksvon the banner of one of the supporting grouggsaijed,
appropriately enough, on the left side of the spesaklatform.

In Language as a Communist Weapon. Professor SRefasony observes: The deception of the non-
Communist world is, of course, a main objectivéhefr [the communist] language manipulations.

Non-Communists are easily deceived because thdyraoght up to believe that words convey certain
specified meanings. But Communists, to the inswaadf those behind the mask, use semi-secret mgsani
and symbols to communicate with their followers.

'Peace’ means the secret '"War' or, to follow thndhg treacherous reasoning, it means the peagetofy
after the total destruction of all opposition. Tahigve this '‘peace’ the opposing force must beciedito trust
the killer and feel guilty if feelings of suspici@me entered into. The victim is luffed into thatetof trust
where murder and robbery is easy. In short. PEA@ENs killing without danger of reprisal, i.e. mutde

Have no doubt that the misleading referendum goestiorm a common unity with the campaign for the
destruction of human justice and freedom. We ne¢djo further to expose the attempted trickeryhoke
referendum questions, two thirds of our people safficient danger to vote 'NO'.

SUMMARY

The vital lynch-pin connecting Australia to worldoplems is political conspiracy. Our political pastwell
demonstrated this conspiracy in the early 1980swvneer a period of years, they conspired to intoedthe
Australia Act in such secrecy that the majorityAoistralians are still ignorant of this Act or iteaning. To
achieve this cover-up required the FULL CO-OPERANIGF ALL political parties. (Commonwealth and all
States).
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The officially stated purpose of the Act was toeseall ties between Australia and Great Britaint Biwse
who heard rumours and asked questions were taldttivas an Act or no public importance and only
removed a few archaic ties. Some effects of thdrAlig Act are now becoming visible.

10/9/'88 - there is consternation in official casl It has become public that many politicians rded
citizenship and the Australian Constitution (Sat#d) expressly forbids such people M.P. statuss iEh
made more intriguing because the Australia Act makeGreat Britain a foreign country. It is not g&s
renounce British citizenship. If the law were tolept it could mean the present parliament is
unconstitutional. At best some parliamentary astisnust be unlawful.

Much of what is happening could be challenged gallgy. Unfortunately, as we have seen, High Court
decisions over recent years have reflected the €embne. A general legal action would need |drgancial
resources but the cost to challenge MPs with dtiakoship is not excessive. Is it likely the HiGlourt will
upset the Federal apple cart? Unfortunately, waamold printing to see the result of this comedy.

Events of the above nature could be the key tdligpawakening and make great legal debate a fatynal
An awakening that would necessarily mean a sigmitigolitical reconstruction and, no doubt, treasats.

To play your part in this awakening you need stility book and other Constitutional Heritage litarat But
time is short, start now to help alert Australia.

The more we learn or the World Government plotritoge obvious it becomes that this is a life or deat
struggle. World events, that previously defied exjplkion or reason, now (once we are awakened) sheiut
meaning so loudly that we wonder how we could Haeen so blind for so long.

FIRST THINGS FIRST
This comes down to the following essentials forr@overy and maintenance of political independence
1: Inform the general public;

2: Choose and elect our own representatives to OUR pgament, a representative who contracts to serve
the will of the electorate. It is already proverBarambah Queensland that this can be done.

3: Withdraw from the United Nations: necessaryeigain our political independence.

4: Create a mechanism to maintain control of ouligraent: we need the protection of some pracfmah of
Citizen Initiated Referendums.

The above come together to become complete: yoissises to awaken a political awareness: you use
Citizens Electoral Councils to establish a commuogmmitment and dialogue and from commitment and
dialogue comes a reassessment of social realityrencorrect instruction of your political candidat

The objection is sometimes raised that a parliamette up of independents would be unworkable. Why
should it be? Are any group of representativesrafiyudivided'? It did work before the system wabwerted
by the introduction of political/parties and théeo reason why it should not work now.

There is no more reason for difficulty in a grodprmlependents electing a leader and an administrétan
for the elected members of a political party tasdoIn fact there are less reasons for divisiotheg do not
suffer the ideological divisions. Once the Cabisetlected the system can be very superior. [(0hkinet
were kept in the minority and the balance of thes\dBcome the opposition, this would mean that all
administrative decisions would have to get the aygrof a majority not committed to voting on palityes.
Consistent failure to produce acceptable legishatvould result in changes in the Cabinet and akhony
backbencher the chance to become a Cabinet Member.

Page 70 of 72



4/10/'88: LATE-FINAL-EXTRA

It is now established beyond reasonable doubthiggpolitical parties and media are combined in a
conspiracy to deceive and betray the Australiarpleeo

Barrister George Turner's research reveals thantaning and consequences of section 44 wereqadilti
known at least from 1981 when the matter was writte by the Senate Standing Committee on
Constitutional Qualifications of Members of Parliamt’. Other documentation includes Constitutional
Convention reports in 1983 and 1985.

George Turner himself properly and formally brouttis matter to the notice of the appropriate membé
parliament, plus the Governor General and the mews media, on or about 28/8/'88. The cover-upisf t
dramatic story still remained in place at date afing 4/10/'88. This proves conclusively that fiaitical
parties and the media are in conspiracy to deaesv&Vhy is this matter so important that contenipghe
Constitution is necessary'?

It is an admitted thing that the political part@sspire to common policy in opposition to the willthe
people. The political name for this is FASCISM. Pleanust accept that it is now useless to sendiqoeti
and 'my will' letters to politicians and the Que@ur rights arc scorned and our Constitution isl el
contempt, every day that passes we become weattehain hold becomes stronger. We must face theofac
alien control or we are lost.

THE CONSTITUTIONAL HERITAGE PROTECTION SOCIETY

The Constitutional Heritage Protection Societya group of citizens dedicated to the protectibAustralia's
legal Constitution, our heritage of Truth, Justcel Mercy and freedom within a common law.

The CHPS strategy is also simple, it proposesédwaity issue be used to publicize and expose thepaacy
behind the issue. If every meeting exposing the faterendum or the fake Bill of Rights had prorddtee
sale of this book then Australians would be far enawvare of what is going on and not be so naivé tire.

The CHPS group has been working for some yearstttogether basic, authoritative, practical anchecoic
literature. You do not have to join CHPS or useexperience but obviously we can all be far mofeotive
if we are united. Small groups are great but ohtlgey are united. The house divided will fall.

To follow a sound strategy is better than dashiifighca dozen different directions all making thense
amateurish mistakes over and over again.

There are other sources of useful material. The @E&aramba produce material explaining how they
performed their miracle.

But do not forget, talk is just vibrating air. Tatkvery useful for awakening an emotional respdnsst is
necessary to provide hard copy for study to ensuewe@mum long-term benefit.

Written material should be available 'at the tiofeheetings and recommended to that people caratake
quick look before going to bed. Otherwise, in therning, the hard-to-convince will probably dismike
whole episode as just a bad dream.

Sales help to pay costs. When you come to setpngpur political independent you need all the halp can
get; have these recommended materials on hand.

Written materials from the CHPS range provide supwahout overpowering the new recruit or introthg
the contradictions and confusions of foreign materi

* %k %k
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For information or prices of CHPS materials, enquir e:
The Constitutional Heritage Protection Society,

P.O. Box Q381,

Queen Victoria Post Office,

SYDNEY 2000.

THE TEST OF TIME

In 1944 Congressman S. Pettingill revealed to ti# House of Representatives a socialist planer t
destruction of free culture. If that plan did notwell what has since happened this book wouldeato
urgently needed. To follow are the main pointshef plan; why was it allowed to happen here?

* "Constitutional guarantees must be swept asitéés iE accomplished in part by ridiculing them as
outmoded and an obstruction to progress.

* Public faith in the legal profession and resgdectthe courts must be undermined. The law-makiogdyb
must be intimidated and from time to time rebulsadas to prevent the development of public confidan
it.

* Economically, the people must be ground down igyrtaxes, which under one pretext or another drey
called upon to pay. Thus they are brought to a comlavel, and all income above a meager livingkenh
from them. In this manner, economic independen&eps$ to a minimum.

* A great public debt must be built so that citigezan never escape its burden, making Government th
virtual receiver for the entire nation.

* A general distrust of private business and industust be kept alive so the public may not begirety
upon its own resources.

* Government bureaux are set up to control praltyiewvery phrase of the citizen's life.

* The education of the youth of the nation is takexer control so that all may be inoculated ag¢anty age
with a spirit of submission to the system.

* To supplement and fortify all the foregoing, thes kept a steady stream of Government propaganda
designed to extol all that bow the knee and tdwihose who dare to raise a voice of dissent.

* The principle of local self-government must beed out. ISBN 0 9588651 2 4
"Having read your boobemocracy and Treason in Australiaay | congratulate you on its startling
revelation. | recommend it to each and every AlisttaDemocracy and Treason in Austrajpgovides the

most disturbing and compelling reading - it beatuth which cannot be denied.”

Signed

W.H. Garing,
Air Commodore,
C.B.E.,D.F.C., R AAF. (Retired)

If you rely on others to tell you the truth, youlMvae told lies; If you rely on others to defenduydreedom,
you will be enslaved; If you rely on others to gaityou, make sure you have no enemies.

Quote:"The price of liberty is eternal vigilance."

Unless we retrieve our birthright we will be robb¥de will be deceived! WE WILL BE SOLD TO THE
MERCY OF INTERNATIONAL VANDALS!
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