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‘CONSERVATISM IS BACK’
President’s Address, by Chaneg Torres

DEAR READER,
I’d like to give you a warm welcome to the
academic year of 2014. If you are a first year
student at the University of Sydney, I’d like to
especially welcome you. I hope your time at
Sydney will be a fruitful one.
The University of Sydney is known to be the
breeding ground of this state and this nation’s
future leaders, not least of who are leaders in
politics. Various political clubs in the university exist to this end. Some have come and gone,
others may be older, and others are newer as
people have felt the need for greater emphasis
on a particular strand of political philosophical
thought within a political tradition in conjunction with the old clubs in their broad
umbrella approach.

The University of Sydney Conservative Club
exists to connect students of a centre right or
conservative persuasion together, with an
emphasis on the conservative stream of
thought within the broad umbrella of centre
right politics.
As a member of the club, you will have the
opportunity to cultivate political skills as well
as develop intellectual and philosophical
grounding in the context of centre right Australian conservative politics. Throughout the
year, you will have the opportunity to be
involved in the club through the various activities we hold such as socials, policy symposiums
and functions, many of which are attended by
prominent MPs, writers and academics.

Those joining us this year join us at a time of
high morale and high hopes. Last year saw the
comprehensive rejection by the Australian
people of the Rudd-Gillard Labor experiment;
arguably the worst government in recent
Australian history. It saw the election of an
Abbott led Coalition government, tasked with
the job of not only repairing the mess that the
previous government left, but to set Australia
back onto a course of prosperity. Within its
first few months, it has moved strongly to
abolish the Carbon Tax and Stop the Boats.
There is indeed much work to be done, and
young conservatives will play a huge role in
ensuring that this government can continue
its work for several terms to come; through
active
involvement
in
campaigning,
contributing to debate and spreading the
message of freedom.
For indeed, we are in a fight for ideas that has
been fought for much of Federation; between
our opponents who see the largesse of the
state as the way to prosperity and those of us
who place our faith in the dynamic duo of the
liberalism of the free market and the
conservatism of strong civil society,
institutions and communities. At best, our
opponents are genuinely mistaken in their
faith in government to deliver prosperity and a
good society. At worst, they are happy to use
the coercion of the state to impose their
“progressive”
agenda
on
mainstream
Australians.
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Two major examples spring to mind, which
should remind us that the fight we are in is of
such importance.
The first is the profligate tax and spend
program of the Rudd-Gillard government,
leaving us with a national debt approaching
$300 billion dollars and no productive capacity
increasing infrastructure to show for it. Money
was wasted on botched and overpriced
programs such as pink batts and school halls
and the white elephant fiasco that the NBN has
become. The infamous mining and carbon
taxes were other signature policies of the
previous government in their war on business
and families. This philosophy that we can tax
and spend our way to prosperity is a
philosophy we must continue to fight, as it has
consequences not just for us but our children,
who will have to pay for it through higher taxes
and foregone spending on other social services
and infrastructure.
The second more sinister example is the
government’s blatant attack on the classical
liberal fundamental right to free speech.
Nicola Roxon sought to introduce new
anti-discrimination legislation that would
have made a person liable to prosecution if
they expressed an opinion that was deemed
simply oﬀensive.
The government had also decided that it was
threatened by the sustained attacks against it
by sections of the media, particularly
journalists in News Corporation. In their
elitist minds, they could never be wrong, so the
media had to be unfair! And so under Conroy’s
proposals derived from the Finkelstein Review,
they would have set up a central media
authority appointed by the government with
the power to censor articles that were deemed
biased, as well as the power to require media
outlets to present ‘balanced’ viewpoints. The
philosophy that says that the government has
the right to curtail our fundamental freedoms
for their greater good of pursing an ideological
agenda is a philosophy we must continue to
fight.

A Conservative stands against the ever
increasing leviathan of the state and for the
fundamental values such as freedom of the
press, freedom of assembly and religion, free
speech and property rights, which have served
to provide the foundation of our free and
prosperous society.
We do not think these values are negotiable for
the sake of political correctness or to pursue an
ideological agenda. We do not believe that the
solutions to society’s problems come from the
state, but rather from the prosperity that the
free market brings, and the values and institutions that are formed and given strength
organically by strong local communities and
families.
When the Labor government was first elected,
many commentators spelled out doom for conservative Liberal politics in Australia. Yet,
under the leadership of Tony Abbott, the
Liberal Party and the conservative ideals it
stands for has shown its enduring significance
to shape policy and society in Australia and to
counter the patronising, liberty encroaching,
big government tendencies of the Labor Party.
Among its early initiatives has been its willingness to tackle education reform such as bringing balance and school autonomy back into an
ever centralised and ideological curriculum as
well as its commitment to free speech through
the appointment of Tim Wilson as a ”Freedom
Commissioner” to the Australian Human
Rights Commission, an organisation that has
often done much to attack classical liberal
liberties such as free speech, freedom of
religion and the right to property and done
more to advance a left wing conception of
entitlement rights. It is with the return of conservative thought in government in mind that
this O Week edition has been entitled “Conservatism is Back” and within these pages you will
find articles on Conservative thought as well as
the clubs activities.
I wish you all the best for 2014.
Yours in Conservatism,
Chaneg Torres
President
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THE CONSERVATIVE CLUB IN 2013

Christian Ellis

Christian Ellis looks back on the Conservative Club’s
activities in 2013.
Sydney University is the greatest University in
Australia. Unfortunately, however, it is dominated by a socialist agenda. Although it is
funny to see their hysterical strikes or the
grassroots campaigns during University election times sometimes you just need to escape.
The Conservative Club gives students the
opportunity to socialise with like-minded
people and also holds numerous policy events
throughout the year on varying topics to help
people develop their political views.

creed, which gave a strong foundation for the
year ahead.

As with all societies and clubs O-week started
oﬀ the year. The week was hugely successful
with a large number of new members joining
the club. A huge congratulation goes to the
executive and in particular the Former Club
President Brigid Meney on organising a great
O-week.

By far the biggest event of the year for the
Conservative Club was the Anzac Day Dawn
service at Martin Place followed by a full buﬀet
breakfast at the Raddison Blu Hotel. This year
we saw 60 people attend to commemorate and
celebrate the lives of those soldiers who fought
at Gallipoli and all other soldiers who have
fought for the freedoms that we enjoy today.
For all those new to the club I would encourage all to get along to the dawn service this
year as it is a truly rewarding experience.

The annual New Members Night for the club
was held on the last day of O-Week and we
were lucky enough to host Senator Cory
Bernardi, a great advocate for conservative
values in political life and the public sphere.
While many on the left were quick to vilify him
upon the release of his book The Conservative
Revolution, Cory is a man who speaks
common sense and is a brave voice of decency
amongst the shrill noise of those who wish to
silence debate. The Senator introduced many
members to the values and ideals that shape
our club, like those of family and national

This year there will be O Week drinks on
Thursday February 28 and we hope to see
many new faces there. Our New Members
night will be held on the evening of the 12th, so
make sure to mark that in your diaries! It will
be held at The Republic Hotel and we will have
as our special guest The Hon Eric Abetz,
Leader of the Government in the Senate.

Our second largest event for the year is the trip
to Canberra for Budget Week. As a Conservative Club we travelled down for the Budget-In-Reply speech to listen to Opposition
Leader Tony Abbott deliver his final speech
before the election.
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While down there, we were hosted by Senator
Michaelia Cash, now the Minister Assisting
the Prime Minister for Women. Members were
able to mingle in an informal setting with the
likes of Senator Matthias Corman, now the
Minister for Finance and Ken Wyatt MP, the
first Indigenous member of the House of Representatives.
Many club members were happy to listen to a
speech that detailed a reduction in tax burden,
the abolition of the Carbon Tax, the abolition
of the Mining Tax, a reduction in waste on a
costly border protection policy along with
other great initiatives.
This year, instead of going to a Budget in
Reply, the club looks forward to going to the
Coalition government’s first Budget Speech
and expects it to be a great event.
Aside from these great events the Conservative
Club held numerous policy forums with speakers such as Senator Eric Abetz, Dr Kevin Donnelly (the man appointed by Christopher Pyne
to oversee the Coalition’s education reforms),
Paul Sheehan (Conservative columnist for the
Sydney Morning Herald) and Keith Windschuttle (famous for confronting left wing bias
in the history curriculum), as well as numerous
club drinks and pub crawls.
This year will be another superb year and this
executive is energised to hold more events and
engage even more students both politically
and socially.
Looking forward to 2014!
Christian Ellis works full time as an adviser to a Liberal
State MP, as well as studying a Bachelor of Economics.

THE 2013 FEDERAL ELECTION
& CONSERVATIVE CLUB
MEMBERS
Mariam George

Mariam George recounts the involvement
of Conservative Club Members in the 2013
Federal Election.
2013 - What a year! For Australians perhaps
the most significant occurrence of 2013 was the
election of a Coalition government with The
Hon. Anthony John (“Tony”) Abbott as Prime
Minister. Labor went into the election divided
over the Gillard-Rudd leadership challenge.
There were those who supported Gillard and
refused to campaign for Rudd. Yet, there were
those who opposed Rudd and still campaigned
for him half-heartedly. The 2013 Federal Labor
campaign was sending across the message that
Rudd was back. Their campaign was about the
leader, not the candidate of the electorate.
This was very diﬀerent to the campaign carried
out by the Liberal party. In one of my Australian Political Party Systems tutorials last year,
my tutor termed Liberal party campaigners as
‘a sea of dedicated blue army campaigners in
the same shirts and caps.’ Amongst the blue
army of Liberal campaigners throughout the
country, current and previous members of the
Conservative Club were highly active. The
Liberal Party has no official affiliation with any
university group, including the Conservative
Club. However, for many Conservative Club
members, their membership provides them
with avenues for political activism, and for
many that includes in- volvement with the
Young Liberals, through the close affiliation of
many Members of Parliament with the club.
Some of the campaigns which members of the
Conservative Club were highly involved in
included the Seat of Dobell supporting Karen
McNamara and the Seat of Barton supporting
Nickolas Varvaris as well as various CBD
Blitzes.
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The conservative club is extremely proud of all
the hard work and eﬀort members put into the
success of the 2013 federal elections. In particular, the club is very proud of the achievements achieved in the electorates of Dobell
and Barton. Both electorates saw a rather high
Two Party [Candidate] Preferred swing
towards the Liberal candidates. Dobell, a
Labor seat since 2007, saw a 5.75% swing
toward the Liberal Party candidate Karen
McNamara, electing her as the fourth member
for Dobell. McNamara’s election also makes
her the second Liberal member for Dobell.
McNamara, when asked about the contribution of the Club’s members towards the
success of the election cam- paign and her
election, was very grateful for having members
of the Club on her campaign. “My election
victory in Dobell was made possible in a large
part to the enthusiasm that students from the
Conservative Club in Sydney University
brought to the campaign. I commend them on
their enthusiasm and contribution to my campaign.”

Being a proud member of the Barton campaign
myself, I can say that I am very proud of the
outcome and am very proud to have been part
of one of the closest contests during the
election.
The club acknowledges the importance of
dedicated and enthusiastic members of the
various campaigns and are proud of members
that have taken part in a very successful federal
election for the Liberal Party. As the 2015
election approaches, the Club encourages all
members to participate in political activism in
order to not just philosophise about
conservatism or to discuss conservatism
around drinks, but to put it into action.
Mariam George is a third year Bachelor of International
and Global Studies Student.

The electorate of Barton saw a higher swing
than that of Dobell at 7.71% towards Liberal
Party candidate Nickolas Varvaris, electing
him as the twelfth member for Barton. Before
Varvaris’s election last year, the seat was last
held by a Liberal member in 1983 (held for 2
terms and two years: 1975-1983). Varvaris’s
election makes him the third Liberal member
for Barton. The campaign in Barton lasted for
seven months leading up to Election Day and
was mainly run by past and current members
of the Club. Varvaris, having been very close
with all his campaigners throughout the seven
months, got to know everyone very well. When
asked to comment on club members and the
success of his campaign, Varvaris said,

“It was an honour and pleasure to have
such enthusiastic and dedicated young
people on my campaign. Street stalls,
phone canvassing, visits, letter boxing,
election day, they just did it all and
never gave up! We had a huge swing to
beat, and we did it. I’m grateful to have
had them work with me.”
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CONSERVATIVE CLUB STUDENTS AT
QUADRANT DINNER
Brigid Meney

Brigid Meney recalls celebrating one of Australia’s premier conservative
publications with Former Prime Minister John Howard and current Prime
Minister Tony Abbott.
"What a moment it is to be alive in. We have
values worth living for and values worth
dying for.”
Truer words could not have been spoken by
Peter Coleman that night as the Sydney
Harbour put on a glorious sunset for an
intimate group of 180 travelling to Fort
Dennison to celebrate the 500th edition of
Quadrant magazine.
One can only describe the crowd as intimate,
because like any birthday aﬀair, from the
moment the attendees crowded onto the ferry,
the night was about old friends coming
together to celebrate an important milestone
of a mutual chum. The variety as well as the
calibre of people present was a strong
indicator of the far reaching eﬀects Quadrant
Magazine has had on the Nation and its
prominent individuals.
For a group of young conservative students,
this might have been an intimidating
situation. Situations like Miranda Devine
approaching you on the ferry over to talk
about the eﬀects a boat ride can have on a
woman’s hair style, or Nick Cater asking you
about your Nursing Studies. And there are
moments that can be somewhat surreal like
when you’re lucky enough to stand on the top
of Fort Dennison having a fifteen minute
conversation with former Prime Minister John

Howard over champagne, about how you both
feel people underestimate the suburb of
Gladesville. Everyone there seemed to be a
‘somebody’.
However there was no cause for intimidation
among those present because Quadrant had
managed to what is often impossible; hold a
grand aﬀair full of prominent people, while
keeping out any form of unnatural elitism.
When the newly elected Prime Minister of
Australia Tony Abbott learned that some
guests had missed the boat over, he let them all
hitch a ride with him in a water taxi, much to
the dismay of his security team who had spent
the day carefully planning his movements.
His sense of humility may have been explained
by the fact that he was about to arrive at a
dinner full of those that had mentored him
across the years, both in the shadows and in
public. Seated next to him at the table was
Trevor Sykes, the man who gave Tony Abbot
his first job in Journalism.
It was obvious therefore, more than anything
else this was a family celebration of a
milestone so many hearts and heads had
contributed towards since 1956.
Seated on the table next to Tony Abbott, we
Sydney University Conservative Club students
were not treated as insignificant attendees.
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Comments were made throughout the night at
how promising it was to see in attendance a
collection of the younger generation expressing their desire to uphold the values that so
many in the room had dedicated their lives to.
As conservatives in tertiary institutions, it is
very easy to feel like we are fighting a losing
battle against the left. All too often “conservatives” can fall in to the trap of believing our
ideology to be that of simply slowing down our
cultural decline, and easing the pace at which
the left destroy the nation so many sacrifices
were made to build.
That night at Fort Dennison reminded me that
we have a set of strong values that we can and
should be on the front foot for. The buzzing
positivity of a Tony Abbott government, and
the dedicated individuals in that room
reminded me that all is not dead. But it also
reminded me that we have enormous shoes to
fill, in all areas or academia, media and politics,
if we are the ones who are to take up the flag.
“What a moment it was to be alive in.”
Brigid Meney is the immediate past president of the
Conservative Club, is currently studying a Masters of
Nursing and works for a NSW Government Minister.

AUSTRALIA IS OPEN FOR
BUSINESS
Harry Stutchbury

Harry Stutchbury praises the Abbott
Government’s moves toward sound fiscal
management.
Central to the maintenance of a sustainable
conservative
society
is
sound
fiscal
management. The election of the Tony
Abbot-led
Coalition
Government
in
September last year is a win for economic
rationalism
and
responsible
fiscal
management.
The Liberal-National Coalition has a long
history of sound economic administration and
is the ideal partnership to bring the country
back
from
six
years
of
reckless
mismanagement on behalf of the Labor party.
The Rudd-Gillard-Rudd Government oversaw
an unprecedented expansion of government
spending, highlighted by two fruitless rounds
of cash stimulus, an education revolution that
saw Australian standards plummet and a litany
of other wasteful ventures.
In addition to new spending, Labor introduced
several new taxes. The Mining Super Profits
Tax was an assault on one of Australia's fastest
growing and most important industries.
Diagram 1: Six years of Labor waste: General
Government Net Debt between 2008 and 2013.
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The Rudd-Gillard Government is just the
latest in a long line of examples of failed
economic management by the Labor party.
Fortunately, Coalition Governments have a
strong record of cleaning up Labor’s mess and
Tony Abbott’s economic team has the
experience and policy vision necessary to lead
Australia forward.
Both Treasurer Joe Hockey and Finance
Minister Mathias Cormann have strong
private sector experience and a thorough
understanding of how to keep Australian
business competitive. Central to the
Coalition’s plan is the immediate repeal of the
Carbon Tax and the Mining Tax, instantly
reducing the cost of doing business in
Australia, making us more competitive on the
international stage.
The Abbott Governments plan to reopen
Australia to international business goes
beyond key election planks. The Coalition has
refused to bow to pressure from international
carmakers demanding subsidies to continue
Australian production. This will decrease car
prices in Australia, reduce the budget deficit
and allow workers to be employed in more
productive industries. The gains from
international trade are numerous and well
known, that's why Andrew Robb, the Minister
for Trade and Investment, has prioritized
sealing Australia’s role in the Trans-Pacific
Partnership trade agreement. The agreement
would place Australia in a primary position to
access over 40% of the global trade in goods. It
would be a major windfall for Australian
consumers and strengthen our export
position.
In addition to the Trans-Pacific Partnership,
Andrew Robb has aggressively pursued Free
Trade Agreements with key Asian trading
partners, China, South Korea and Japan.
Bypassing short-term political interests in the
name
of
long-term
prosperity
and
international cooperation. The final plank in
the new Coalition Governments plan to
reopen Australia to business is a commitment

to repeal $1 Trillion worth of red tape from the
Federal register by abolishing 8000 redundant
laws. In doing so the Government is
eliminating a massive regulatory burden on
business, incentivizing investment and
innovation.
The Coalition government is taking a leaf out
of Calvin Coolidge’s book by declaring that the
business of Australia is business. By embracing
a pro-growth policy agenda Tony Abbott and
his team will leave Australia well placed to face
future challenges. Conservatism can go hand
in hand with economic rationalism, and the
Liberal Party is the party of economic
rationalism. It is the party of sound fiscal
management and it is the party of Australian
prosperity.
Harry Stutchbury is a third year Bachelor of Arts student
majoring in Political Economy and is an economic policy
research intern at the Centre for Independent Studies.

Diagram 2: Labor oversaw a dramatic increase in the
number of Commonwealth employees.
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The Carbon Tax directly aﬀected the energy
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IN DEFENCE OF MARRIAGE

Allesandro Cowley

Alessandro Cowley calls for leadership and courage on
the issue of marriage.
Leadership is badly needed on the issue of
defending marriage; someone to drive the
debate from our side. Instead, we are counter-punching, conceding more and more
ground, until we gift the battle to the left. It’s a
complete failure of leadership, and quite
frankly, just a lack of courage at the political
level. The electorate values strong, impregnable leadership, and solid, rational argument.
On this issue we have the latter, but don’t use
it, and lack the former – of course the media is
going to paint gay marriage as “inevitable”. We
can’t let the left shape political discourse in
order to suit their leftist agenda – of dismantling and destroying the values and institutions that made us great. Conservatives must
take an active role in defending these values
and institutions, and not stand idly by as the
left impose their social destruction upon
Western civilization.
The lack of leadership is not something partisan; Treasurer Joe Hockey, a devout Catholic
who pioneered the conservative cause
throughout his student days, and has continuously stated his stance of what marriage is, but
has completely failed in acting as a leader in
this area. The same is true for Tony Burke, who
the Sydney Morning Herald described as the
“Next Labor Prime Minister”, despite his
strong Catholic driven conservation convictions in this area, he refuses to be the leader
and defender of traditional marriage. Until the
publication of Senator Corey Bernardi’s book,

The Conservative Revolution, the entire Australian right wing was ready and willing to
allow the left to distort marriage and paint the
gay marriage as a move to “equality”, a “civil
rights cause” and we must support it or “we’ll
be on the wrong side of history”.
The left often make it seem like they are intellectual powerhouses, but beneath those ignorant one line slogans are superficial irrationality, and huge contradictions. The problem is
not argument, the problem is courage from
conservative politicians in framing the debate
in a favourable way, rather than letting the left
set the terms and transforming an issue which
is essentially about what marriage is, to a civil
rights style debate revolving around notions of
‘love’ and ‘equality’ – ideals all of us are driven
towards. We must reshape the debate on more
favourable terms, because, truth be told, this
debate has been completely misunderstood.
It’s not about gay people, and it’s not about
expanding or restricting the group of people
eligible for the institution of marriage. It’s
about what marriage is. When we ask that
question, conservatives win.
Those who seek to redefine marriage rely on a
central argument, namely, that marriage is the
ultimate emotional bond and what distinguishes it from any other relationship, such as
friendship or companionship is the strength of
that emotional bond. However, if such a
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perspective is true, then all we’ve known about
marriage is lost, the norms associated with
marriage wither away. A mere extension (not a
slippery slope) of the reformer’s argument,
would be, why should marriage be the union of
merely two people if its’ based purely on an
emotional bond of ‘love’? Surely, three or more
people can experience the same emotional
bonds. Under this view, why should marriage
have any sense of permanency, its’ absolutely
temporal, it lasts’ as long as the love lasts. This
view also presents issues with fidelity and
exclusivity, under an emotionalist view these
norms are irrelevant, and there’s nothing
inherently wrong with open marriages.
We can see then, that redefining marriage
distorts marriage, because the norms we
associate to marriage simply are no longer
relevant or cease to exist. I propose a definition
of marriage that has been widespread and
accepted: the conjugal union of marriage, a
comprehensive union. That is, couples come
together not just on an emotionalist level, but
also in a bodily relationship that is geared
towards procreation. This act results in a child,
the living embodiment of the husband and the
wife. It is only under such a view can marriage
be separated from mere companionship, which
is indiscernible under the emotionalist
perspective.
Under this perspective, we can appreciate why
the state is involved in marriage in the first
place. The state is normally never interested in
friendships – she never gets involved with the
lives of free citizens as she does with
corporations for instance. But the state
recognises that marriage is far greater than
friendship or companionship and there is a
public good in intervening in marriage, as
there is a substantial connection between
marriage and children. Thus, from an
‘emotionalist’ only perspective, one cannot
justify why the state is involved in marriage at
all, whereas from a traditional perspective, it
can not only be justified, but rather, seen as the
state’s responsibility. I fully understand the
counterargument, that is, what about infertile
couples? It involves further discussion that is
not apt for an article like this, but it is not the
‘knock down article’ as the left claims it to be,
for a full elaboration, considering reading the

by Girgis, George & Anderson in the Harvard
Journal of Law and Public Policy, ‘What is
Marriage’.
A common objection is the harm principle as
justification for gay marriage. “How does
someone’s gay marriage aﬀect you? What isn’t
harmful to anyone else should be legal!”... I
accept that the harm resulting from same-sex
marriage is not as immediate or specific as a
bleeding foetus after an abortion. Yet, there is
harm to society. This is best demonstrated
through example, so consider no-fault divorce.
This significantly reduced the expectation of
permanency that was a fundamental norm of
marriage. As a result, half of all marriages end
in divorce. Field evidence supports the view
that children don’t perform to their optimum
ability when their parent’s aren’t committed
and together, they are worse oﬀ when a
divorce occurs. This is the harm when society
continues to reduce marriage to an
emotionalist only perspective, which is the
underlying rationale for gay marriage.
But then, we’re on the wrong side of history.
Australia and the West have moved in this
direction and the only people who support
traditional marriage are the old or religious.
But, we must remember demography is not
destiny. 41 years ago, after the Roe v Wade
decision, the Front page on many newspapers
was something like this: ‘Supreme Court
settles the abortion issue once and for all’. The
consensus was that only old people & religious
zealots were pro life. Public figures came out,
much like Rudd on same sex marriage, saying
that they were pro choice. The pro-lifers were
on the ‘wrong side of history. But in 30 years,
with advanced philosophical arguments, and
scientific evidence, the US is more pro-life
than it was a generation ago.
Whilst I value pragmatism, on this issue I
would rather be labelled "extremist”, part of a
“dying bigoted minority”, than spend a lifetime
cultivating a supple spine, bending the knee to
the fickle, empty gods of "popular approval"
and "political correctness"...
Alessandro is a third year Combined Law student and the
President of Sydney University Catholic Society of St
Peter.

THE UNIVERSITY OF SYDNEY CONSERVATIVE CLUB

11

TRADITION, PROGRESS & PRAGMATISM:
THE CONSERVATIVE’S BUSINESS

Damian Wilks

Damian Wilks discusses the meaning of Conservatism as an ideology.
The current international scene features
several conservative governments in power,
notably in the UK, Canada and Australia. However, an observer will note that these administrations are in conflict over key issues, such as
gay marriage, capital gains taxation and immigration. Add to this, childish caricatures conservatives are often the subject of, and it can
be difficult to honestly understand what conservatism stands for, and how it arrives at not
just its social positions but economic as well.
Hallmarks of conservative philosophy are
tradition, progress and pragmatism. While
these pillars might lend themselves to be the
subject of ridicule in caricatures depicting old
white men, stuck in the 19th century, they in
fact enable conservatism to be the most democratic and progressive political force in the
world today. If it seems as if this article is
heading down the road of rationalising new
age liberal conservatism, and that is what you
want dear reader, I must apologise. This isn’t
the David Cameron fan-boy manifesto.
Tradition is, ironically, often the most
despised part of conservatism, and the aspect
either given grudgingly or superficial lip
service by new age liberal conservatives. Ironically, I say, because tradition is conservatism’s
greatest benefactor, and allows it be a force of
democracy and progress.
Without the proper understanding of tradition, it is understandable why some would be
turned oﬀ from letting tradition influence
beliefs. However, without going into great

detail, allow me to briefly illustrate what conservatives hold tradition to be. Tradition isn’t
holding to the glory of yesteryear simply due
to pride, self-interest, narcissism or any other
sort of selfish sentiment. The value of tradition
lies in the fact that people make mistakes and
enjoy success. Rather than simply relying on
our generation’s ability and wisdom to govern
our society, it allows us to invoke the wisdom
of hindsight so many generations before us
have garnered, and allows us to ride on their
coattails. To avoid their mistakes, and learn
from their success. To hold fast to what has
proven to be good and true, and avoid appealing fallacies.
Tradition allows conservatism to operate a
brand of democracy that is unique, as it gives
votes to the most obscure of all classes, our
ancestors. It is the democracy of the dead.
Tradition refuses to submit to that arrogant
oligarchy who merely happen to be walking
around. Refusing the vote to women or an
ethnic minority is not just insult to the intrinsic virtue of a fellow human being, but a
self-imposed handicap on a nation, as it
prevents it from enjoying the immense fruits
the marginalised can oﬀer. Tradition goes
further than this, by not only highlighting the
need to cherish the fruits of our forebears, but
also highlighting that they are not just names
in a history book, but human beings like you
and I.
Moreover, it is this continuity with the past,
which allows Conservatism to be the most
progressive political force today. If your
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eyebrow is rising sharply, or you are curious to
see where this is going, you may not have a
proper understanding of what progress is.
Progress is not out with the old, in with the
new; that is change. A party of change is more
regressive than the explanation of a feud in
Huckleberry Finn. Once the change so
cravenly desired has been achieved, it quickly
becomes stale and forgotten, supplanted by
some new ideological fad.
Another movement of change is heralded, and
so the process continues, until the annals of
the human race can be personified by the poor
player from Macbeth, “that struts and frets his
hour upon the stage and then is heard no
more: it is a tale told by an idiot, full of sound
and fury, signifying nothing”.
Progress is diﬀerent, as it is not concerned
with disregarding what we have and seeking
to change it, but rather, the development of
what we have towards an improved condition,
where we hold fast to what has been tried and
tested, while seeking still to improve it, while
not being afraid to let some traditions and
values go as experience and reason dictates.
This is the business Conservatism is involved
with.
Most people have a clear understanding what
social policies Conservatives advocate, while
the economic beliefs of conservatives are not
as usually well spelt out. To explain the conservative economic position, the groundwork
must be laid. The two recurring characters of
tradition and progress are again at work here,
with the added ingredient of pragmatism.
Leaving pragmatism aside for the moment, we
shall how examine tradition and progress
influence Conservative economic policy.
Since pre-Smithian times, conservatives have
held that the individual person and the family
are key components of any economy. The
problems that arise in economy through
market failure, that result in people being
unemployed, isn’t a simply problem solved by
a regular compensating deposit into a bank
account. The problem is significantly more
nuanced than this; a human problem requires
a human solution. The family acts as the
building block of a society, forming its
citizens that reflect the general health of the

family unit, as well as taking care of themselves and each other when times are tough.
The importance of the individual is also
stressed, as the actions of either the employee
or employer have the wide ranging to capacity
to either help or maim. The dissolution of the
importance of the individual can lead to the
abandonment of personal responsibility, as
individuals become comfortable with the
ubiquitous committee or association picking
up after them.
The influence of pragmatism among Conservatives is one that allows for a degree of
nuance and economic synthesis, among the
more focused details of individual conservative economic policy. In recent times this has
meant an increase in the liberalising influence. John Howard himself said “In my estimation, there should always be a mixture of
economic liberalism - which means small government, a great emphasis on markets”, indicating how economic liberals are very much at
home in a conservative movement. A movement where pragmatism allows for nuanced,
responsible and long term economic development; in place of clumsy attempts to use a
nation’s economy as machine to churn out
faux silver bullets, in an attempt to solve all of
the nation’s economic and social problems.
Considering the current representation of
conservatism by both some its supporters and
many of its critics, it is understandable why
there is a misconception of what Conservatism stands for. Properly understood, it is the
party of tradition, democracy, progress and
pragmatism. It is a broad church, building
itself upon generational building blocks and
fused economic outlooks.
Damian Wilks is a second year Bachelor of Political
Economic and Social Sciences student.
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AUSTRALIA, AND ITS RELATIONSHIP WITH
THE MONARCHY & COMMONWEALTH

Liam Garman

Liam Garman defends the Constitutional Monarchy for Australia.
Year in, year out, we see the Australian Republican Movement hijack public holidays and
national events with the sole intention of forcing their dogmatic ideology onto normal Australians and to further the debate regarding an
obscene cause. On Australia Day as if like
clockwork, calls will be made to change the
flag and change our government by the
self-seeking social elite and the biased, power
hungry press. The tradition repeats itself on
ANZAC day and the Queen’s birthday long
weekend – days which are integral to us as
Australians, and days which the republican TV
presenters want to see replaced. What reasons
do we have to become a republic? Republicans
sum up their argument in two words ‘Our
identity’. A profoundly flawed and pathetic
argument. Our identity, as the Prime Minister
suggests, comprises of two parts. The first: our
British history and culture and the second
being the history and culture of the First Australians. Our identity will never be non-British, just as it will never be non-multicultural
and non-Aboriginal. There are two reasons as
to why any argument to make Australia a
republic is selfish and outright detrimental to
our country: pragmatism and culture.
Pragmatism

What can we learn from the US government
shutdown?
The problems with having a politicised head of
state and a politicised legislature are best
observed in the recent US government
shutdown. The result of this shutdown was

resoundingly inconclusive. So much so that
after half a month, there were no policy
changes and the same government continued
ruling. Congress’ approval stayed at 11% and
Obama’s approval rating was the same as
President Bush’s at the same point in their
career (roughly 42%). I stress that after the
shutdown nothing in the US changed. Debt
has continued to grow unchecked and people
are being forced to political extremes to
protect their liberties in the face of an
‘imperial president’ (words rightly taken from
conservative Ben Shapiro). This indecisive
shutdown was purely as a result of a partisan
President in control of a partisan government.
This bears next to no resemblance to the
dismissal of the Whitlam government. Regardless of whether or not one is fond of Gough
Whitlam, an election was undoubtedly necessary after supply was blocked. What ensued
was a neutral Governor-General calling a fair
and democratic election. A month after the
dismissal, there was a new Liberal government
elected in a landslide (with a gain of 30 seats
against the incumbent Labor government).
Our constitutional monarchy has proven to be
more stable and democratic than most republics. Even if one is a fan of Whitlam, you
cannot be against the election – for that is the
basis of democracy. I pose the question – what
can we do when supply is blocked without a
neutral Governor General? In the case of the
US, Obama’s ideological dogmatism has sent
the US spiralling into political extremism and
he is increasingly employing his executive
powers to overcome the deadlock. The same
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will happen in Australia, where either both the
Prime Minister and the President will be
cronies in bed together allowing a myriad of
unethical laws to be passed or the opposite:
nothing will be passed.
What is the best referendum question? One
that is really representative?
It is somewhat worrying when the republican
‘elite’ call for a referendum – when their own
supporters cannot make up their mind as to
what model the republic should be based oﬀ.
We either have the option of a directly elected
president or a president who is elected by
parliament – and the ARM cannot agree
amongst its own supporters as to which it
should be. If we adopt the model whereby the
president is elected by the parliament, there is
no point in having a check and balance system.
There is no check, there is no balance, and
what ensues is an inherently biased president.
The direct election of a president is not any
better, where a president has the political and
moral authority to intervene in politics and
can cause a second powerbase set up opposite
the Prime Minister and the authority of the
parliament. But what is the ideal referendum
question? Surely, the only fair referendum
.question would be: Should Australia become a
republic or retain the monarchy?
With the three options as follows:

republicanism holds Australian people and
their democratic decisions.
Culture

The social elite and c-list media personalities
habitually throw vitriolic insults toward the
royal family thinking that they are performing
a public service. My favourite ARM arguments
are addressed below.
‘What have they done for us?’
I find it funny when critics suggest that the
royal family have done nothing for the
common person. Our future king Prince
William has worked as a helicopter pilot and
has rescued a number of people with the coast
guard. His brother has fought in Afghanistan
and been the target of large scale Taliban
attacks on British bases. Also, Prince Philip is
an influential defender of traditional
architecture who has gone around the country
side
saving
dilapidated
houses
for
communities across Britain. These are noble
pursuits from a family who are regularly
ridiculed. They can sympathise with normal
people and give far more back to communities
across the Commonwealth than they receive
from them. So apart from protecting our
borders and liberties and history as their
professions demand, what have they done for
us?

1. Retain the monarchy

‘A republic is a natural progression for Australia’

2. Become a republic with a direct election of a
president

I have always found it odd when people try and
suggest that our constitution is fluid and that
becoming a republic should be the next step
for Australia. Monarchism is ingrained in the
bones of our country, and cannot be moved.
Over the last 113 years, young men and women
have joined the military in defence of the
liberty and freedom of not just Australia but of
the Commonwealth as a whole. With ‘God
Save the King’ booming from their mouths and
a burning love for the Empire in their
collective heart, they signed up despite danger
and heartache.

3. Become a republic with a president
appointed by parliament.
If the question is dichotomised, as one of
Monarchy vs. Republic, then everyone who
voted for the Monarch is therefore forced to
choose a style of republic which they do not
actually want. Therefore only a minority of
people will support both: Australia becoming a
republic and the particular method of electing
a president. Hence, a two question referendum
is undemocratic and biased toward a
pro-republican model. The inability of
republicans to accept their lost cause and their
arrogance in defying the will of the people is
further evidence of the contempt for which

If Australia were to become a republic – they
would have died for nothing. One might say
that this allegation is too extreme however it is
a very even handed comment once you
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examine how much Australia has changed. The
anthem – changed. The nationality – changed.
The flag – changed. The military customs –
changed. The passport – changed. Our map
which glowed crimson – changed. Instead of
patriotism being pride in the achievements of
your fellow man throughout the Commonwealth whether in India, Singapore, New Zealand or further abroad - we have a vitriolic
Australian-centric patriotism which denies
praise to our friends and allies overseas.
Strengthening ties with our friends across the
Commonwealth is progress for Australia, while
republicanism is a step back and a direct insult
to our forefathers.
‘We need to become a republic to atone for our
colonial wrongdoings’
It is necessary to also address the suﬀering of
the First Australians. One argument that many
republicans bleat is that Australia must
become a republic to atone for the suﬀering of
the Indigenous population. I do not for one
second pretend that great injustices haven’t
happened since 1788 and I commend the Australian people for taking steps to undo the
wrongs that have been done. However, King
George III actively campaigned against these
wrongs.
Conveniently,
parliamentarians
around the world have sidelined the role of the
monarch in or- der to strengthen their own
positions and give themselves more power
oftentimes doing so in a way that hurts the
indigenous population.
‘You are to endeavour by every possible means to
open an Intercourse with the Natives and to
conciliate their aﬀections, enjoining all Our Subjects to live in amity and kindness with them. And
if any of Our Subjects shall wantonly destroy
them, or give them any unnecessary Interruption
in the exercise of their several occupations. It is
our Will and Pleasure that you do cause such
oﬀenders to be brought to punishment according to the degree of the Oﬀence.’

ish colonists. This same King called for equality between First Australians and British subjects under law, instructing Governor Philip to
allow the local Indigenous population continue their ‘occupations’ without the colonists
mistreating them. He even refers to the settlement as a neighbourhood, in which both populations could live in peace. This quotation is
directly opposed to what many prominent
ARM apparatchiks commonly argue.
In fact, the first Indigenous Australian in Federal Parliament Neville Bonner, argued that
the President wouldn’t ‘care one jot more for
my people.’ Neville Bonner stood in defence of
our constitutional monarchy, was one of the
founding members of Australians for Constitutional Monarchy and ‘his speech to the 1998
Constitutional Convention was the only one
to attract a standing ovation.’ (ACM). We all
owe our freedom to the unwritten constitution that pre-existed our own. While serfs
were extorted and maltreated throughout the
world, the Magna Carta protected the basic
civil liberties and rights of common English
citizens. While torture was used throughout
Europe in trials to obtain confessions, this
seldom touched England’s shores. Habeas
corpus gave us the basic right of trial long
before notions of liberty touched other peoples’ mind. The English Bill of Rights outlines
the rights of each man regardless of what the
crown tries to impose upon them – giving men
the right to bear arms to defend themselves
against monarchical tyranny. It is these documents, not a UN charter, that give us our liberties. We are a continuation of thousands years
of English, Scottish, Irish and Welsh history.
Vivat Regina.
‘For every monarchy overthrown the sky becomes
less brilliant, because it loses a star. A republic is
ugliness set free.’
-Anatole France

- King George III's instructions to Governor
Phillip, 25th April 1787
This was a King who wanted peaceful relations
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ABBOTT’S RIGHT-HAND MAN

Christopher Rath

Chris Rath profiles Senator the Hon Eric Abetz after meeting him for
coffee.
In the political world there will always be the
purists and the pragmatists, the idealists and
the realists, the ideologues and the ambitious.
Nobody better straddles this divide in the
Liberal Party than Senator the Hon Eric Abetz.
Libertarians and conservatives alike should
feel at ease that the next Leader of the Government in the Senate and one of the most senior
members of the Abbott Cabinet will be one of
us.
Senator Abetz is a fusionist (economic liberal/social conservative) and a culture warrior
for the right. Unlike some of his colleagues he
did not enter politics for personal glory; his
politics is about fighting for the cause. He
leaves the limelight for others, yet everyday he
puts on his armour, travels deep into the
jungle of the left, and fights the gorillas head
on, whether they be in the Labor Party, the
Greens, the gay marriage lobby, the trade
union bosses, the republicans or any dangerous form of 'ism' that threatens Western Civilisation. However, Abetz is not a firebrand nor a
day dreamer, he is of the belief that it is better
to get 80% of something than 100% of nothing.
He is eﬀortlessly both Leader of the Opposition in the Senate and one of the most conservative members of the Abbott Team.
I was fortunate to meet Senator Abetz in his
Hobart office on the 1st February 2013 where
we spent a solid hour over coﬀee discussing a
myriad of political issues. This was just two
days after Gillard called the election and the
day after Thomson was charged with 154 fraud
oﬀences. He was extremely busy, however

Abetz has always been generous with the time
he gives to Young Liberals.

“Senator Abetz gives the conservative
movement within the Party meaning and
direction; he is regarded as the leader of
the conservative stream of thought within
the Federal Party.”
Abetz came from humble beginnings and was
not born into the Liberal Party establishment
or the ‘big end of town’. He was born in
Germany and migrated with his family on an
assisted passage to Tasmania where his father
found employment on the Hydro Scheme. No
doubt he learnt the virtues of hard work and
initiative whilst working as a part-time taxi
driver and a farm hand alongside studying his
Law and Arts Degrees at the University of
Tasmania.
Abetz looks back fondly on his university days
where he took the fight to the socialist left and
earned his political stripes. After university
Abetz was a practicing lawyer, however, he
made a deliberate point of telling me that it
was not in the corporate sector or government
but instead working directly with individuals
and their legal problems, “a good training
ground for a political career” he explained.
Whilst the ALP has strong formalised factions,
the Liberal Party does not. However, Senator
Abetz gives the conservative movement within
the Party meaning and direction; he is regarded as the leader of the conservative stream of
thought within the Federal Party. When I met
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with Abetz, he proudly recounted the election
of Tony Abbott as leader of the Liberal Party
and the rejection of the Emission Trading
Scheme. He reported that some Liberals
wanted to jettison all of the policies and values
of the Howard years. This created a “crisis in
confidence” in the Liberal Party and we
became a pale imitation of the Labor Party.
However, when I asked him if this was his
proudest achievement in politics he was quick
to remind me that politics is about service and
not about personal achievement. He then reminisced on the small ways in which he had
helped constituents, such as assisting an
adopted lady track down her birth certificate;
she had been waiting a lifetime.
Senator Abetz’s Christian worldview is that we
are all called to serve, but not necessarily to
succeed. He also answered that his favourite
book is the Bible and then explained how there
is no such thing as a neutral or unbiased worldview. At this stage I remembered the time he
addressed the Mainstream Policy Forum in
Sydney: “that is why when the odd journalist
seeks to introduce me as someone from the
religious right, I ask whether opponents will be
classified as being from the godless-Left. Have
you noticed – no one ever has been so introduced. Why? Because the thinking – deficient
as it is – presumes that godless-Left is the neutral and thus a superior position for public
policy making.” It would hardly be an exaggeration to say that Senator Abetz is the conscience of Australian Conservatism.

mission, however, he also understands that
radical workplace changes have negative electoral implications. There will be more freedom
and productivity in the workplace under an
Abbott-Abetz Government, but perhaps not as
much freedom as us free marketeers would
like.
Overall Senator the Hon. Eric Abetz is a very
inspiring and successful fusionist politician
who excels as a warrior within Australia’s
culture war. He is a man of integrity and ambition who looks up to Thatcher and Reagan for
inspiration, but ultimately to Christ before any
others. The Abbott Government will be a
reformist and eﬀective conservative Government because Abbott’s excellent judgment will
be further strengthened with the wisdom and
values of people in his cabinet like Senator the
Hon Eric Abetz.
Christopher Rath has just completed a Bachelor of
Economics and has commenced a Masters of Management. He has served on the executive of the Federal Young
Liberals and has worked as an adviser to a Liberal Parliamentarian.

Upon leaving Senator Abetz’s office he gave me
the guarantee that an Abbott Government will
abolish the carbon tax and mining tax and will
adamantly support free speech, particularly
through abolishing 18C of the Racial Discrimination Act (the Andrew Bolt Clause). He also
gave the commitment that he personally
would do everything in his power to protect
the institution of marriage, defend Australia’s
constitutional monarchy and advocate for the
abolition of the Student Services Amenities
Fee. However, when asked about his own portfolio area and whether we can expect much
needed workplace relations reform, the pragmatic Abetz surfaces. Abetz proposes cracking
down on union militancy and reinstating the
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