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1. Definitions 

Truth is that which makes sense of facts in ways that improve our understanding of life and are applicable to our own individual lives.       (Truth and Fact are NOT the same thing)

Therefore, Truth is not a collection of unrelated facts cobbled together to mis-represent reality in ways which do not make “sense”, which does not illuminate our circumstances, and which is therefore useless.

The "letter" referred to is the open one by 43 former experienced diplomats and bureaucrats, including well known ones from Defence and Foreign Affairs, which draws attention to the declining standards of truth and responsibility in Government.    It was first published in early August (around w/e 7-8th?).  This is the letter which one member of the current govt. described as being written by “daiquiri diplomats”, and was snidely and rudely discounted by Mr Howard and other senior ministers. 

2. Lest We Forget

“A people get the government they deserve”.    This old saying is “true” as defined above – there is a positive correlation between the quality of public discourse (i.e. conscious exchange of meaningful ideas etc.) and the quality of governance
, and it does say a lot about us, and about the world we are creating every day.    John Howard won the last election despite being shown before polling day to be a liar (refer “Dark Victory…” by David Marr and Marian Wilkinson, which clearly details who did say what to whom and who did lie to whom, during and after the manufactured “Tampa Crisis” just before the last election).

Both major Australian political parties (TweedleDumb and TweedleFear) let down the Westminster system – the basis of our style of democratic government – by abrogating Ministerial Responsibility, by attempting to “contract out” core Ministerial functions, by employing “spin doctors” to create policy on the run which will appeal to swinging voters in the marginal electorates.

3.
What “swinging voters” really are

Swinging voters are those who have so childish a view of what it is to be human (and of how hard how many generations struggled to create the society we grow up in today), that they think it’s acceptable, even sensible to decide who to vote for on the sole basis of what they think that candidate will do for them.  They are what I call “Adults who Would Be Children” – or in two words, “bludging wankers”.

(See also press release “Why the Electorate are Bludging Wankers”)
Note what Graham Morris (an old mate and offsider of Mr Howard’s) said (on RN Breakfast 9/8/04) about the letter from experienced and eminent Australians about the declining moral and other standards in government in Australia during recent years.     

Mr Morris openly (and I believe, correctly) stated that the letter would make little difference to swinging voters in the marginal electorates.     He did not think that the letter itself would worry Mr Howard that much, (although I think he did express some concern for the overall impression which is increasing in middle Australia – that Mr Howard, Mr Downer, Mr Hill, Mrs Vanstone and others have gone a bit too far “below the belt” for a bit too long).  

[This is probably why Mr Howard said he wanted this election to be decided on “trust” – trust, not in him to be honest, but to keep interest rates low.  His first statement after announcing the election claimed that history showed that there would always be higher rates under Labor – a false assertion, especially considering the explosion in one-off  or short-term, unplanned, attention-seeking government expenditure before this (and the last) election.  In all fairness, though, Mark Latham’s response – signing what looked like a large blank cheque – was just as irresponsible.   

Note:  The Media Reporting of the Interest Rate issue has been very poor – what are the Canberra Press Gallery doing? Both JH and ML made assertions on interest rates which were stupid at best – Why haven’t they both been made to retract their assertions? – Again I Ask: What are the Press Gallery Doing?]

Other commentators describing the electoral process (and, I think, the electorate),  in similar ways (all available through the ABC website search facility), include:

Peter Singer, Max Suich, Hugh Mackay…

4.
Other Thoughts about the significance of the letter on “Truth in Govt.”:

It is a good thing that the letter was written, even if the swinging voters aren’t interested in it because it demonstrates to any elector who is prepared to read it that:

- the current government is not honest enough to be trusted to run the country in the best interests of all Australians

- the current government is not maintaining the “Westminster system” standards of governance which underpin our relatively free and easy personal lifestyles.
Electors who ignore this letter from experienced diplomats and bureaucrats, do so at the peril of democracy and the rule of the Common Law.                              
– those who think they only have to consider their own immediate interests when deciding whether or how to vote are behaving like fiddlers (wankers) while our institutions are burning down around them.
5. My one line immediate prescription for the Truth in governance problem is: 


Vote in the Australian Democrats, because…
- If we have to have political “parties” (which we will until we create a new constitution for a new entity – a Commonsense Commonwealth of Australia), then let us have proper ones. The only proper one we currently have is the Democrats – I believe that it is the “natural party of government” in this country, because it is the only genuinely open, democratic, liberal conservative one we have.  Please refer to ABC RN programme, Counterpoint – of  Monday 9/8/04, and the comments by Peter Botsmann, the editor of a new publication called Australian Prospect (www.australianprospect.com.au).   

Incidentally, the commentary about the dangers of the weaknesses of our current system in the programme segment led by Michael Duffy called “Is the Party Over?” is entirely consistent with my reasons for running for parliament, and with the assertion that the ADs are the “natural party of government” in Australia in 2004.

� I assume that this link is evident to all, or at least all who decide what to do and in what to believe, without reference to horoscopes or other supernatural aides or accessories.





