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LETTERS TO EDITOR 
HOT MEDIA TOPICS – THE VOICE  

Letters To Editor –1July 2023 and 2025 

In the boxes below are letters from 1 July 2023 to the Editor of the Canberra Times, Canberra City News and 

The Australian about hot media topics, such as the debate about the referendum on The Voice and other political 

matters of importance. 

 

M.R. Flint 

Principal, Australian Logistics Study Centre  

1 January 2025 

 

The Canberra Times   [See letter below Published 26Dec25] 
Bondi Royal Commission 
I would like to think that Keith Hill and Brad Hinton (Letters, 31Dec25), both of whom take me to task about 
my input for a royal commission into the causes of the Bondi murders, have now read the excellent 
editorial, also of 31Dec25, which calls also for such a commission and its powers to get to the truth of this 
serious infliction on our nation over the past two years. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
31Dec25 

The Australian 
Labor Hypocrisy 
What blatant hypocrisy by Albanese, Burke and Wong since the Bondi massacre of 14 December 2025, by 
their wilful ignorance and diversion of the antisemitic cause and their refusal to initiate a royal commission.  
Of course, the latter would utterly condemn Labor and this shameful trio in particular.    
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
25Dec25 

The Australian 
Labor Scorecard 2023 
This letter was written two years ago in December 2023.  What has changed, except for a few resignations 
and shuffles of Ministry? 
“Has any of the Labor ministers, from the Prime Minister down, distinguished themselves on any issue since 
taking office?  What real achievements can Labor crow about?  
PM Albanese is proving to be a complete dud, a spineless show-pony unable to lead anyone let alone his 
ministers.  He is so often missing in action on virtually any issue of importance.  His silence on the Israeli/ 
Hamas conflict and the anti-Semitism here at home is shameful.  His denial of his part in the failure of the 
Voice referendum is unbelievable, one could say cowardly. 
Deputy PM Marles: is also a complete dud.  He loves the trappings of office at our expense, but is doing 
absolutely nothing in respect of Defence – a repeat of the Gillard years of sever neglect of Defence.  He goes 
along with AUKUS only because he expects that Labor will never have to introduce it. 
Chalmers also is a flop.  He loves to tell Australians how tough they are doing but has not a clue on what to 
do about it.  And he loves to take credit for surpluses, which he inherited and had absolutely nothing to do 
with.  There is a word for that behaviour.  
Minister Wong is a disappointment at best, being neither here nor there on foreign policy and cannot seem 
to make up her mind.  Her position on the Israeli/Hamas conflict and lack of comment on flagrant breaking 
of anti-terrorist law by protesters here is unforgiveable. 
Need I go on?  Gallagher and the Higgins giveaway of $2.4 M; King at sixes and sevens on infrastructure and 
transport; Burney, out of depth on any issue, let alone the Voice; O’Neil completely out of her depth on 
immigration; Shorten struggling to cope with his NDIS fiscal time bomb; Bowen as a very dangerous zealot 
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hell-bent on destroying the environment to save it; Burke as a dangerous man busy selling Australia out to 
his union mates.  
Labor conned the populace in 2022 with a small, deceitful target strategy, but the chickens and inherent 
weakness in the Ministry are coming home to roost.” 
What has changed?  Labor again conned the populace in 2025 with its ‘whatever it takes’ modus operandi 
of blatant lies, character assassination, bribery and hypocrisy.  
 
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
25Dec25 

The Australian 
Albanese and Royal Commission 
More great letters and editorial today (23Dec25) calling for a Royal Commission into antisemitism that 
Albanese, Burke and Wong have already said no to. That is expected of them because they have simply 
taken a typical Labor decision to protect their miserable skins.  They know that a Commission, if truly 
independent, would utterly condemn them for dereliction of duty in wilfully allowing antisemitism to fester 
to the point of tragedy ever since 7 October 2023.  But by opting for an internal inquiry, controlled by them, 
they might still be damaged but could well survive.  What is there to not to detest about this lot? 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
23Dec25 

Canberra Times [Published 26Dec25]  

Albanese and Royal Commission 
More great letters and editorial today (23Dec25) calling for a Royal Commission into antisemitism that 
Albanese, Burke and Wong have already said no to. That is expected of them because they have simply 
taken a typical Labor decision to protect their miserable skins.  They know that a Commission, if truly 
independent, would utterly condemn them for dereliction of duty in wilfully allowing antisemitism to fester 
to the point of tragedy ever since 7 October 2023.  But by opting for an internal inquiry, controlled by them, 
they might still be damaged but could well survive.  What is there to not to detest about this lot? 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
23Dec25 

Canberra Times 
Crispin Hull’s latest rant 
I see Crispin Hull nailing his red colours to the mast again in his article (19Dec25) accusing the opposition 
parties of a political puppet show and standing up for a guilty PM, after the massacre of the Jewish 
community at Bondi last Sunday.  Hull would better serve the Canberra public if he explained who has been 
responsible for the inaction and dereliction of duty of care against antisemitism since Israel, 7Oct23, if not 
PM Albanese, Burke and Wong (and others).   Shame on him! 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
19Dec25 

The Australian   [Published 19Dec25] but redacted as shown. 
He don’t hold a hose mate 
The Bondi massacre will prove to be Albanese’s “I don’t hold a hose mate”.  There is no escaping the 
dereliction of duty by Albanese, Burke and Wong (and others I dare say).  Albanese is keeping his head well 
and truly down, Wong is missing in action and, while he has fronted up on-site and on TV, Burke (the 
principal architect of this tragedy) continues with the weasel words. All three will be on their knees praying 
for it all to blow over, over the summer break.  Well, that did not happen for PM Morrison after the 
character assassination Albanese had done on him.  If Albanese had any moral compass he would resign, 
but people like him never do.  And where are public statements by Moslem members of Albanese’s Cabinet 
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and from the Moslem community leaders generally?  The silence is deafening from Labour Party members 
in general.  And the ABC has disgraced itself again in its blatant bias on the 7:30 report of 17Dec25.  At least 
Mike Kelly (ex-Labor) has tried to make his voice heard leading to this shameful episode.  Albanese, Burke 
and Wong – RESIGN NOW! 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
18Dec25 

The Australian 
PM’s deceit 
What an excellent article today (15Dec25) by Nick Cater on how the ‘Post-truth PM breeds a culture of rank 
deceit’.  My sentiments exactly and ever since Albanese hoodwinked his way into office, both times, on lies, 
character assassination, hypocrisy and blatant bribery. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
15Dec25 

The Australian 
PM and Jewish Community 
Given the horrific Bondi massacre of 14Dec25 and his woeful response over the past two years in respect of 
antisemitism, PM Albanese had better stand up now for the Jewish Community.  His accomplices in 
dereliction of duty, Ms Wong and Mr Burke, had better start running because their political days will be 
soon over, if not Albanese’s also.  And that could not come soon enough for me.  Their attitude to 
antisemitism since the Israeli massacre has been sadly shameful and they should now be held accountable 
for their inaction.   
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
15Dec25 

The Australian 
Our Tinker Bell PM 
Surely, soon, the Australian public must realise what a sham Mr Albanese really is as PM.  His hubris and 
arrogance now know no bounds in defending the indefensible (Wells’ contempt for taxpayers), burying bad 
policy decisions by ministers behind confidentiality (zero transparency) and gaslighting anyone daring to ask 
an embarrassing question.  With our country rapidly going to the dogs under his leadership he could be for 
the high-jump earlier than one may think – if it can happen to the UK PM, in can happen here just as quickly.  
His continual, spineless endorsement of serious transgressions by several of his ministers is unforgivable.  
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
11Dec25 

The Australian 
Leak’s cartoon 
An absolutely brilliant cartoon by Johannes Leak today (8Dec25) showing Albanese trying to hide the 
disasters (so far) of his secretive government.  It is nothing short of disgraceful what Labor is doing and its 
sheer hubris and arrogance should by exposed by all media, not just by The Australian.  Anika Wells in 
particular, should resign.  But what Plibersek, Burke, Gallagher, Wong and Bowen have done (all backed by a 
spineless PM) are just as shameful.  This government has zero concern for other people’s money. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
8Dec25 

Canberra Times [Published 8Dec25] full test, unredacted. 
The Australian   [Published 3Dec25] but redacted as shown. 

Defence reorganisation farce 
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Thank you The Australian for an excellent editorial and commentary on the proposed Defence overhaul 
(2Dec25) and how it is essentially rearranging the deck-chairs on the Titanic.  
As an erstwhile director of capital system acquisitions in Defence, I have despaired for some time about the 
hopelessness and waste of government procurement, both federal and state.  The fundamental problems 
are two-fold.  First, for decades departments have been trying to manage the acquisition of highly technical 
projects with clerks and lawyers, none of whom would have the slightest idea of how to specify a technical 
requirement for such advanced systems, let alone how to assess what is being offered by suppliers.  
Procurement agencies need to be smart buyers and that means being staffed with technically qualified 
people – scientists, engineers and technicians.  Second, there should be (but is never) independent 
assessment of major tenders by qualified and independent experts and cost accountants.  Auditor-Generals 
have such a role but are simply ignored by Governments.   
That said, while the detail is yet unknown, one should be very cynical about the political motivation for this, 
being just another reorganisation claiming a fix.  Minister Marles is already the responsible minster, so why 
create a new organisation under himself?  The reason is because it is all about Deputy PM Marles 
manoeuvring to be PM before the next election.   
M. Flint 
Principal, Australian Logistics Study Centre 
2Dec25 

Canberra Times [not published but not surprising] 

Defence reorganisation farce 

Thank you Canberra Times for an excellent editorial about the proposed Defence overhaul (2Dec25) and how it is 

essentially rearranging the deck-chairs on the Titanic.  

As an erstwhile director of capital system acquisitions in Defence, I have despaired for some time about the hopelessness 

and waste of government procurement, both federal and state.  The fundamental problems are two-fold.  First, for 

decades departments have been trying to manage the acquisition of highly technical projects with clerks and lawyers, 

none of whom would have the slightest idea of how to specify a technical requirement for such advanced systems, let 

alone how to assess what is being offered by suppliers.  Procurement agencies need to be smart buyers and that means 

being staffed with technically qualified people – scientists, engineers and technicians.  Second, there should be (but is 

never) independent assessment of major tenders by qualified and independent experts and cost accountants.  Auditor-

Generals have such a role but are simply ignored by Governments (witness the ACT light rail fiasco).   

That said, while the detail is yet unknown, one should be very cynical about the political motivation for this, being just 

another reorganisation claiming a fix.  Minister Marles is already the responsible minster, so why create a new 

organisation under himself?  The reason is because it is all about Deputy PM Marles manoeuvring to be PM before the 

next election.   

M. Flint 

Principal, Australian Logistics Study Centre 

2Dec25 

The Australian 

BOM Fiasco 

That the Bureau of Meteorology (BOM) has blown $98Million on a dud IT system is nothing short of scandalous.  And 

to think that Minister Watt and the new CEO of BOM are actually trying to justify this gigantic stuff-up and sheer waste 

of taxpayer’ money.  As an erstwhile director of capital system acquisitions, I have despaired for decades about the 

hopelessness of government procurement, both federal and state.  The fundamental problems are two-fold: First, 

departments have been trying for decades to manage the acquisition of highly technical projects with clerks and lawyers, 

none of whom would have the slightest idea of whether they are getting what they contracted for, let alone value for 

money.  Second, there should be (but is never) independent assessment of major tenders by qualified and independent 

experts and cost accountants.  At least, the Auditor-General should be tasked immediately to investigate and report on 

this gigantic failure.  But I will not hold my breath, under this so grossly incompetent government! 

M. Flint 

Principal, Australian Logistics Study Centre 

26Nov25 

Canberra Times [Published 17Nov25] but heavily redacted as shown. 

COP31 Insanity 

Readers should ask themselves why our esteemed PM is prepared to blow $2 billion on hosting COP31 next year.  For 

what?  It is simply economic insanity to waste so much taxpayer’s money for absolutely zero effect on global warming, 

let alone on climate change.  It is simply a massive ego trip by PM Albanese who obviously has no social conscience 

when so many Australians are suffering under a continuously rising cost of living, fuelled by outrageous rises in the cost 
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of electricity and inability for many to afford suitable housing.  His attitude is unbelievable for any sane person.  Any 

Media outlet that lets this possible travesty go through to the keeper without condemnation should be ashamed. 

M. Flint 

Greenway 

14Nov25 

Canberra Times 

Another Mark Kenny Rant 

Yet another Leftist rant by Mark Kenny against President Trump (Canberra Times, 9Nov25) in apparent support for a 

young hard-Left Muslim who is now the mayor-elect of New York, only 24 years after Islamists murdered 3,000 New 

Yorkers and caused billions of dollars in damage.  What short memories!  Just like voters here, New Yorkers, have been 

conned by a super-snake oil salesman, promising free lunches every day.  However, I note that, while he seems to be an 

enthusiastic supporter of Mamdani, Mark Kenny makes no comment on how this new socialist utopia is going to finance 

the free lunches, the rent freeze, free child car, free buses and government-owned food stores for some nine million 

people. New York is rich but would it remain so for long?  Mamdani, New Yorkers and Mark Kenny are in for a reality 

check very soon.  Where do these people think wealth comes from - Tinker Bell? 

M. Flint 

Greenway 

9Nov25 

 

0418 69 2331 

maxflint22@gmail.com 

Greenway Views, 260 Soward Way, Greenway, ACT, 2900 

The Australian 

Labor raid on Super Savings 

As an inveterate socialist, Dr Chalmers now has his eye of Australia’s superannuation savings to pay for Labor policies 

on housing and renewable energy.  Socialists like him seem to believe that all wealth is really at the disposal of his 

government, whether personal or communal.  The money in Super belongs to citizens (due to forced sacrifice of 12 per 

cent of their wages savings) not the Government’s.  He might as well order the banks to invest personal savings in 

government projects.  As a Keating acolyte he and the far-Left Labor are destroying all the good that Keating and 

Hawke did economically.  Labor is losing the plot big-time and it is about time that voters and the boot-licking Media 

(in its dereliction of duty to fellow-Australians) woke up.  

M. Flint 

Greenway 

31Oct25 

Canberra Times [Published 21Oct25] 

Waterford on the PM 

I read Jack Waterford’s article on PM Albanese and Labor (18Oct25) with great interest but left a little confused.  Jack 

wrote at length about the timidness and possible failure of Albanese and Labor in not making more of its massive win 

last May but, in the whole article, nary a suggestion of what more that the PM and Labor could do to economically 

destroy our nation.  One would have thought that years of a falling standard of living, continuously rising electricity 

costs, killing our industrial capabilities, rapidly increasing debt and several years of flat-lining national emissions, in 

spite of the billions being wasted on Net Zero renewable energy, would have been enough.  PM Albanese is normally 

content to flit around the world like Tinker Bell, sprinkling his fairy dust over Gaza and elsewhere.  However, if indeed 

he did it, the PM ‘did good’ in stopping the immoral planned tax by the Treasurer on unrealised capital gains.    

M. Flint 

Greenway 

18Oct25 

Canberra Times [Published 10Oct25] 

8 October 
Congratulations to Sky TV for airing the American documentary “8 October”, about the Israeli massacre.  What an eye-

opener and insight to the ugly antisemitic hatred tearing our country apart over the past two years, without any 

significant intervention by the Albanese government.  A stain on Australia forever! 

M. Flint 

Greenway, ACT 

8Oct25 

Canberra Times 
Sad Little Crispin Hull 
Crispin Hull (Facts quartet…, 7Oct25) needs to get a bigger grip on a certain part of his anatomy after his unbelievable 
rant against the fossil fuel industry (a major source of our wealth).  
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So much jealousy in his “Non-journalism of Murdoch Press”, of which The Australian has the very best stable of 
journalists in the country.  Hull could not get within a cooee of a job there. 
Obviously for Hull, anyone who questions the progress of global warming is a “climate denying quack”. 
He could start with getting his facts straight.  Right now (Oct25), the Mauna Loa record says that the CO2 atmospheric 
concentration is 426 ppm, not 440.- 
Hull is correct to say that Australia is very vulnerable because of our almost total dependence on fuel imports.  But to 
say that these fuel imports are unnecessary is ludicrous, implying that renewables can replace them. 
He rants against the argument that a few percent of greenhouse gases emissions by Australia will not make a scrap of 
difference to global warming.  It does not and cannot.  For his information, Australia had been reducing its emissions at 
about two per cent a year for the past 20 years (to only one per cent of world emissions), under both Coalition and 
past Labor governments, ie until three years ago when the flattened out.  How come? 
Then he claims that renewables will lift our economic game.  This is nonsense, when Minister Bowen’s renewables 
fetish it is progressively and demonstrably destroying our industrial base because of the ever-increasing electricity cost 
of renewables. 
In accusing News Ltd of non-journalism and propaganda, he is joking, no?  Hull would not even get an interview with 
the Australian. 
But his final statement that “Arguing against transitioning to renewables verges on the treasonous” is a gross insult to 
every man and woman that has served to protect this country – something that Hull probably did not do or would ever 
contemplate.  He is beyond contempt in is non-sensical rant.   
The Managing Editor of the Canberra Times should pay more attention to the crap that this self-proclaimed journalist 
offers and should publish an apology for his despicable rant against a large proportion, if perhaps a minority, of 
Australians.  
 
M. Flint 
Greenway 
7Oct25 

Editor, Canberra Times 
A Sad Little Man - indeed 

While President Trump has his faults, like all of us, it is Ross Humphreys of Flynn (Letters, 26Sep25) who is indeed the 
‘sad little man’.  What has he done for family, community, country, let alone the world, that compares with anything 
President Trump has achieved in his lifetime.   
Mr Humphreys does a good job ‘bloviating’ himself. 

M. Flint 
Greenway 
26Sep25 

Canberra Times [Published 26Sep25] 

A Sad Little Man 

The spectacle of Trump holding court at the UN for an hour of bloviating would be recognised by most Australians and 

the rest of the world as utter rubbish coming from a very sad little man. 

Ross Humphreys, Flynn 

Canberra Times [Published 26Sep25] 

Trump Well Advised 

In his recent speech to the UN, President Trump called climate change a hoax. The ABC was highly critical of his 

climate opinions, but like other critics, they don't seem to know he is advised by some of America's most experienced 

environmental scientists. The climate and energy debate should not be decided by what people think of the US president, 

but by facts. 

Doug Hurst, Chapman 

Canberra Times [Published 19Sep25] 

Renewables explosion will destroy the consumer society 

Most Australians are in favour of renewable energy and a higher emissions reduction target for 2035. I wonder if they 

realise the implications, even if they cannot be avoided? 

With little time for any revolutionary scientific discovery to impact mainstream technology, the grey nomads of 2035 

will be limited by the power of an electric vehicle, a range determined by recharging infrastructure and a tent 

replacement for the comforts of a large caravan. 

The availability of air travel will be squeezed by emissions reduction and higher costs. The government will need a slice 

of retirees' superannuation to adapt our lifestyle to the weather extremes arising from global warming and the 

inappropriate responses of the most influential countries. 
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Most Australians will be wondering why they gave their rooftop over to the energy sector. They will be paying full price 

to recycle and replace their solar panels and batteries, and roof maintenance, while not receiving any feed-in tariff. 

With little heavy industry and AI performing most information-oriented tasks, opportunities for young people, many of 

whom do not meet basic literacy and numeracy standards, will be limited to serving vegetarian fast food and caring for 

an ageing population. 

It is difficult to see how the government would be able to maintain the social welfare system that most Australians rely 

on to at least some degree. I wonder if Australians will be intellectually and spiritually prepared for the end of the 

consumer society? 

Watch: The federal government’s new solar battery rebate offers Aussie households 30% off eligible systems, so is now 

the right time to buy? This video includes ACM-produced voiceover powered by AI. 

John Smith, Farrer 

Canberra Times [Published 18Sep25] 

A Futile Co2 Reduction 

Chris Bowen has worked hard to stress the impact of the latest climate doomsaying, but did not say how much his plans 

will change the climate, probably because he knows they will make no difference. The one pleasing fact in this fiasco is 

the increasing use of words like "lies" and "deception" in commentary on both the threat and the response. 

Doug Hurst, Chapman 

 

Canberra Times [Published 17Sep25] 

A weak and indecisive PM 
The PM is proving to be a very weak and indecisive leader, more interested in globe-trotting at taxpayers' expense than in governing 
the country. 
In opposition, the ALP regarded offshore detention as unacceptable; now it believes it's the "ant's pants". What has changed to 
warrant such a drastic reversal of policy? As indefinite detention has proven to be highly detrimental to detainees' health, resulting in 
many cases of PTSD and suicides, the PM and the Home Affairs Minister, Tony Burke, should hang their heads in shame. 
Mario Stivala, Belconnen 

Canberra Times [Published 17Sep25] 

Bowen's Net Zero 
China emits more carbon dioxide in just two weeks than Australia does in a year. Mr Bowen, please remind me again how your "net 
zero" will save the planet? 
G May, Forestdale, Qld 

Canberra Times                   [Published 12 Sep25] 
Price Speaks Truth 
Jacinta Price's only mistake was to speak the truth in today's world, where only white males are free game and mention of any other 
group is immediately deemed racist. 
She will now join with other like-minded realists on the back bench, adding to the talent isolated there by leaders without their ability 
to see through the woke noise to the nub of the problems we face. So go, Jacinta. Upsetting our lefty press and the bedwetters in 
your party merely proves you are right again. 
Doug Hurst, Chapman 

Canberra Times                   [Published 12 Sep25] 
Canberra Times 
Labor Deficiencies 
Finally, (Canberra Times 6Sep25), I see Mr Waterford discussing Labor Party incompetence and the “PM breaking moral contract 
with voters” in his “promises of restoring honest, accountable government” and how Labor deficiencies could lead to its early demise.  
If one doubts this could happen to Albanese, just look how PM Starmer was a crowing rooster just 14 months ago and now a virtual 
feather duster waiting for the axe. 
There are too many sound comments by Mr Waterford in his article about poor Labor performance and direction headed, to be 
repeated here – those voters swayed by Mr Albanese’s glib election campaign of lies, character assassinations and bribes need to 
read and digest them. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
6Sep25 

The Australian 
Dictator Dan 
With all the gnashing of teeth in the Media about Mr Dan Andrews’ very high-profile visit to China and his evident alignment with 
China, I have not read or heard anything yet on what he might be planning for his future career.  He is still relatively young at 53 and 
with a belief that Australia will most probably be reduced to a vassal state of China, within five to ten years, I can easily see him 
putting up his hand to be the endorsed by China as the leader of the Australian Communist Party and as Chairman Dan of the 
Democratic Republic of Australia.  And how pathetic and telling were the responses by fellow travellers PM Albanese and Minister 
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Wong in defending their close friend Andrews on what many Australians would consider an act of betrayal to our country.  The three 
should now be tied together and reminded of it every day until their demise.   
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
6Sep25 

The Australian 
Labor Progressives 
When one sees what the Andrews and Allan Labor governments have done so far to destroy the economy of Victoria (with the 
unfathomable approval of voters for 17 years due so far), one wonders where it will naturally end - on a debt-ridden garbage heap?  
The political Left claim to be “progressives” but what does that really mean?  Technically of course, it means making progress 
towards an end, but that could well be either a good or disastrous end.  Exactly where does Labor and Premier Allan think they are 
taking Victoria – soon to share power and loot with an aboriginal elite more interested in themselves than their needy brethren?  
Unfortunately for us all, our ultra-socialist PM and his cohort are taking Australia down the same path as Victoria to their socialist 
utopia, but which elsewhere has historically proved to be dystopia.  
Voters love a free feed and, sadly, Labor is hell bent on giving it to them at the cost of our ultimate standard of living and even 
freedom!  
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
2Sep25 

Editor  
Canberra Times 
The roundtable stitch-up 
Thank you Canberra Times for publishing the excellent letter by Mr Diskordia (Letters 30Aug) on ‘The trouble with reform’.  It 
summarises exactly the political approach of the current Federal government, which is hell-bent on destroying the great legacy of the 
Hawke-Keating governments. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
30Aug25 
 

The Australian 
AUKUS 
The article by Peter Jennings (Australian, 28Aug25) is unfortunately correct. The reality is that the Labor Party, and Mr Albanese in 
particular, would welcome the failure of AUKUS to proceed.  Mr Albanese never wanted it, would be jubilant and, with alacrity, would 
blame the USA for its failure. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
28Aug25 
 

The Australian 
The roundtable stitch-up 
The economic reforms roundtable now under way will prove to be a stitch-up by the Treasurer, given the stacked membership and 
edited agenda.  It will have nothing of substance for Australia, only for Labor and its union movement masters.  In May, Australians 
voted for a welfare state and that is what it will be getting, at great cost to our nation.   
The following approach is what the LNP should have pledged at the last election and at each to come, otherwise Australia will 
undoubtedly suffer continued negative productivity and further drop in living standards to be the next Greek financial tragedy: 
• the application of ‘hard love’ in stopping further unnecessary, wasteful welfare payments, for whatever purpose; we should 
not expect the government to meet all our needs; we need to take responsibility for much of our own and family’s welfare; 
• the restoration of an adequate, deterrent defence capability to make our nation safe or, at least, a very costly target; 
• to stop the sheer waste of billions (even trillions) of dollars in the futile pursuit of a renewable energy future that will make 
zero difference to global warming, let alone climate change; 
• the restoration of productivity gains so essential to prosperity (there has been an eight per cent (8%) per-capita decrease in 
our standard of living over the past three year, as if anyone needs to be reminded of the severe rise in the cost of living); and 
• rigid cost-benefit analysis of all mooted policies, putting ideology aside.   
 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
19Aug25 
 

The Australian 
AUKUS 
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The cartoon in the Australian (18Aug25), with Albanese exploding AUKUS, was again spot on by the country’s best cartoonist, 
Johannes Leak. 
Mr Albanese would never have initiated AUKUS.  So why is it still there so far?  In reality, AUKUS is decades away and current Labor 
government members will not be around, if and when, to be held accountable (not that any politician ever is).   However, Albanese 
and Wong are happy to maintain the illusion of support, it having paid a substantial deposit of US$0.5 billion dollars to the USA 
(Mar25), but we must note that money means nothing to our very far-Left (dare I say red) PM and his close supporters.  Where are 
the right-leaning Labor MPS, who must know that Albanese is taking our country directly into the Chinese camp as a vassal state, to 
be swiftly colonised by millions of Chinese.  God help us and wake up Australia.   
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
19Aug25 

Canberra Times 
Labor’s Productivity Stitch-up 
Another excellent editorial (Canberra Times, 15Aug25), “ACTU’s four-day week proposal a joke”. 
On what realistic grounds could one take the ACTU claims seriously, in effectively proposing a 20 per cent pay rise for nothing in 
return.  A better solution would be to have endorsed daily or even hourly pay rates, rather than weekly rates or salaries (given other 
benefits in place like leave).  Then a person could choose how many days a week he/she would be prepared to work.  And work from 
home will eventually settle down to be how those like many consultants now work from home – on a specific payment for a specific 
product.  Otherwise, working from home is a socialist boondoggle at the expense of taxpayers and consumers. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
15Aug25 

Canberra Times                   [Published 8 Aug25 
Abbas Is The Problem 
Apparently, Albo has seen fit to ring the Palestinian Authority leader, Mahmoud Abbas, but still hasn't had much in the way of a deep 
and meaningful discussion with Trump. This either tells us where his heart is or shows he is out of his depth. Either way, it's a worry. 
Doug Hurst, Chapman 

Canberra Times                   [Published 7 Aug25 
Labor’s Productivity Stitch-up 
An excellent editorial (Canberra Times ,5Aug25), asking if Dr ‘Jim’s ‘productivity summit’ could be a dud. 
Treasurer Chalmers was correct to remove the word productivity from his upcoming ‘economic reform roundtable, recognition by him 
that there will be no further gain in productivity in this country under Labor and its union masters.  His economic reform colloque is a 
foregone stitch-up by the unions and Labor.  It worked in 2022 so why not again? 
A few outcomes of the farce that will be this conference are certain: negative and declining productivity; draconian taxes on assets, 
particularly affecting small business and the agricultural sector; further billions of dollars wasted on chasing zero emissions with zero 
effect on global warming let alone climate change.   
The productivity Commission report just released for the roundtable, if adopted, will prove an economic disaster for our country, it 
being based on an invalid ideological and political assumption that pursuit of net zero emissions is good for us.  In respect of small 
business, we should never forget that, despite what it may say otherwise, an objective of Labor (among others) is to unionise, or 
otherwise, destroy small business. 
 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
5Aug25 

The Australian 
Political Correctness 
In his piece “Left’s Political Correctness is the Right’s greatest ever, gift.” (Australian, 2-3Aug25), Noel Pearson is generally correct to 
point out the essential nature of political correctness and its gift to the Right supporters and pundits.  However, such a ‘gift’ is illusory.  
The reality is that it is an electoral winner for the Left and especially for Labor in Australia.  
“Yet, the leftist politicians have great affection 
For these ideas, as proved during the last election, 
Trying to divide electors - fathers and mothers,  
Promising to each identity the jewels of others.” 
Political correctness and of its cousin, identity politics, are the refuge of minorities, together, they are two cancers that scourge our 
society. 
 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
2Aug25 
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Editor  
Labor’s rort 
Are there any conservatives who would trust Labor anywhere near other people’s money?  When will Australians wake up to the fact 
that Labor is robbing the piggy bank and is already scraping the bottom as indicted by its totally immoral tax on assets that do not 
exist and the value of which is to be assessed (by the tax office?) without a willing buyer.  Next step a wealth tax. 
 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
29Jul25 

What is this political correctness? 

What is all this ‘political correctness’, 
Invading Australia and the world of the West? 

One speaks of it, and of its cousin, where one sees 
‘Identity politics’, refuge of minorities. 

They are two cancers that scourge my society 
And yours, which cause so much pain to so many, 

Those inflicting and those inflicted, both burn. 
When will sanity and common sense return? 

Far too many of us, I think, are now snowflakes 
Unable to tolerate any hurt for their own sakes. 

While there are those who speak not to denigrate, 
Spontaneously, a hue and cry and hate. 

The Media has a great deal to answer for. 
The scourge of social media at the rotten core, 

Behind which hide the cowards and mice  
In spruiking words worthy only of ‘roaches and lice. 

Yet, the leftist politicians have great affection 
For these ideas, as proved during the last election, 

Trying to divide electors - fathers and mothers,  
Promising to each identity the jewels of others. 

The current case of Israel Foulau, what a to-do 
Throughout the Media and chattering classes too! 

The anti-Christians and minorities scream and prance, 
Demanding his head; in the name of what? Intolerance? 

What is it, in such enmity and hate, that so cuts? 
Those who identify with these narrow ruts  

In our society.  Is it only those to be 
Against the wise, silent and pensive majority? 

These ‘victims’ sorely test the good nature of we    
In Australia, no longer the marvellous country  

Of my childhood and youth, a happy band of brothers. 
I so regret it is now in the hands of others. 

Max Flint, Canberra 2July 2019 
 

 

The Australian 
 
Ship of fools 
PM Albanese has successfully created a ship of fools, the occupants of which will salute their captain as long as the free money 
keeps coming.  However, a government can tax only so much at which point it will need to borrow more and or print money, both of 
which would have serious downsides for the more than 50 per cent of Australians now fully or partly on the government teat.  Under 
Albanese and Chalmers there can only be more taxes, debt and zero productivity gains.  The coming round-table will be a stitch-up 
by Labor and its union masters.  Maybe a capital strike could follow. 
But a thumping majority can turn sour quickly.  Look where the Starmer government’spopularity is (25%) after one year in office.   
 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
28Jul25 
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The Australian 
Labor’s secret objectives 
As many readers may suspect, Labor has hidden objectives which go like this: gain and stay in power; maximise Labor votes; 
maximise financial dependence of voters on governments (welfare, jobs and contracts); maximise NDIS (what a honey pot); 
maximise early-age child care (get them young); maximise union involvement; infiltrate free enterprise boards with superannuation 
money; pander to all minorities – nationalisations?, and so it goes.  Albanese and Chalmers want to build a road to a socialist utopia, 
but all of those before them (except China as yet) has failed.  Australia is fast heading for a Greek financial tragedy. 
I am still waiting to read or hear from Albanese and Chalmers, exactly what decisions they have taken to obtain the improved 
economics situation they continually claim credit for.  
 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
14Jul25 

The Australian 
Treasurer Chalmers a threat himself 
Given the completely immoral nature of the proposed tax on unrealised gains in Superannuation funds, even to ignoring 
condemnation from ex-PM Keating himself, one must look to the psyche of Treasurer Chalmers himself.  Such arrogance he displays.  
Even now (Australian, 10Jul25) he is seeking to invoke the “Henry VIII” clause to avoid parliamentary approval of his decisions.  
Clues can be gleaned from his political manifesto “Capitalism after the crises” published in The Monthly, February 2023, his so-called 
economic blueprint for pursuing “values-based capitalism”, involving public-private co-investment and collaboration and the 
renovation of key economic institutions and markets. 
His manifesto was highly criticised at the time, one prominent economist writing “Treasurer’s essay is an incoherent assortment of 
kumbaya capitalist thought bubbles.  Another commentator wrote “Chalmers’ fantasy of making a ‘better’ capitalism is absurd”.  
Another said that “The treasurer’s unimpressive essay is an announcement of a strategy of political control as much as it is of 
economic planning.”  
Notwithstanding the considerable criticism, the most sinister part of Chalmers unrealised gains tax rarely gets a mention in the Media. 
That is that it is really aimed at destroying Self-managed Superannuation Funds, despised by and to the benefit of union-controlled 
super funds. 
From his essay, “This is what values-based capitalism can look like. This year, our institutions can draw on all the nation’s talents. 
Governments and investors can be partners, not protagonists. Our local communities can gain choice and control over their own 
futures. And the same regulatory frameworks that ensure that for-profit capital in the private sector creates value for investors can 
generate public value in the for-purpose economy.” 
Who could believe this given the past three years under Labor?  If Australians voted for socialism, they would surely get it under 
Treasurer Chalmers. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
10Jul25 

The Australian 
Treasurer Chalmers tax on nothing 
Older readers may remember the 1980s’ radio comedy skit of “How green was my cactus”, in one issue of which Treasurer Keating 
bursts into PM Hawke’s office and announces how he is going to tax the air.  Treasurer Chalmers has come up with one better – he 
wants to tax something that does not exist at all, namely unrealised capital gains. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
14Jul25 

The Australian 
Our Albo 
POTUS: Your brief on Australian Prime Minister, Anthony Albanese, 62.   
Sydney University graduate; student activist and Trotsky sympathiser.   
Except for a few years working for a bank and back-packing, he has, for most of his life, lived off the Australian taxpayer, since birth.  
He knows nothing of business and little of how the world actually works, having been in hard-Left politics all his student and working 
life.  His motto: “'I like fighting Tories [conservatives]. That's what I do,' . 
Worked as a Labor party hack until winning a seat in federal parliament in 1996.  Leader of the Australian Labor Party since May 
2019; Prime Minister May 2022 and May 2025.    
Given a good memory and able to quickly master a brief, he is an effective political campaigner (but one dependent on untruths, 
character assassination and bribery of voters). 
His depth of knowledge on any subject is limited to that contained in his briefs (except for his hard-Left politics). 
Oh, by the way, he says you “scare the ‘sh.t’ out of him”. 
 
M. Flint 
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Greenway, ACT 
18Jun25 

The Australian              [Published 14Jun25] 
AUKUS 
Contrary to what knowledgeable observers most likely thought, after the 2022 election, the Labor government continued to support 
AUKUS, initiated by the Morrison Government.  But, why is that so when Labor would never have initiated such a program itself?  The 
answer is most likely this.  AUKUS as a reality is decades away if ever.  Although it has paid a substantial deposit of US$0.5 billion 
dollars to the USA (Mar25), it just sees that as part of an insurance premium (money means nothing to Labor).  Current Labor 
ministers or maybe a Labor government too will not be around when AUKUS is supposed to be due.  Labor saw no benefit in starting 
another political ruckus.  In other words, the current Labor government sees no benefit in stopping AUKUS and will not do much, if 
anything at all, to bring it to fruition.  However, the planned review of AUKUS by the US may bring things to a head for Labor.  As a 
prediction – should AUKUSs go ahead, Labor will play along but still do nothing to help; if AUKUS is shut down, Albanese and Marles 
will just say “OK, that’s how the cookie crumbles: and continue with their do-nothing plans for our perilous national defence.  We must 
face facts, Labor under Albanese is taking us directly into the Chinese camp.   
 M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
13Jun25 

The Australian 
Superannuation asset taxes 
Labor’s draconian superannuation tax plans have been severely criticised in the Media for some months now.  Labor intends to 
increase tax on gains of superannuation cash deposits over $3 million from to 15 to 30 per cent and to tax unrealised capital gains of 
other assets in funds at 30 per cent.  While the first measure may seem a fair thing, much more importantly, a tax on unrealised 
capital gains of assets held is considered immoral by important economic observers, in taxing something that does not yet exist and 
where that could lead to outside super, given acceptance in principal and law.   
From the Governments point of view, it is a perfect pitch, given the quite low percentage of superannuants with over the $3 minimum.  
However, readers should be aware that the real target of this atrocious tax are the self-managed super funds, which are anathema to 
the unions.  The destruction of SMSFs is a secret objective of the union movement, not to be found in any published document.  
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
12Jun25 

Canberra Times 
Super taxes 
Your editorial today (2Jun25) – written by a true socialist believer and in complete contradiction to the correct article by Noel 
Whittiker, also in your paper today.  At least you are prepared to post both opposing articles.  The simple facts are that the proposed 
15% hike of cash earnings of balances above $3 million is acceptable but any tax on unrealised capital gains is immoral, even worse 
with the rank hypocrisy of exempting the PM and others.  No wonder the Labor Party stinks to 48 % of voters.  This country is in great 
peril, yet, like lemmings we are blithely trotting to the cliff, led by a far-Left, China appeasing Prime Minister.  
The majority of Media in Australia has a great deal to answer for in its pathetic, biased, unanalytical reporting on the pressing issues 
that affect our standard of living and future security. 
Do yourself a favour and take some time to read my “Critique – Labor Government Performance Since May 2022” on 
www.alogstudycentre.com.au /Media $ Politics. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
12Jun25 

The Australian 
Productivity 
It is reported that Treasurer Chalmers will soon address the National Press Club on productivity.  It will be interesting to hear how he 
intends to do that, given the unions threatening to cripple the transport sector and, therefore the country, and Snowy:2, being union 
bound.  Unless Chalmers can control the unions – a very unlikely prospect – he will be severely embarrassed if he pledges stronger 
productivity.  Anyway, Chalmers is already outmanoeuvred by his peers and will never be PM.  Readers, just ask yourselves - exactly 
what decisions and actions has Chalmers taken, as he claims, to have brought down inflation.  He certainly has not improved 
productivity yet.  
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
12Jun25 

The Australian 
Missy Thunberg 
Little Miss Thunberg is in the news again, albeit for the wrong reasons. 
This is an excerpt from something I had cause to write in 2021. 

What do I think of this young girl, after all that? 
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Without doubt, she had absolute faith, from where she sat. 
She reminds me so much of Joan of Arc, who, like her, 
Had an absolute faith in her God such that, there, 
At the age of 17, she could convince a king, 
That she spoke with authority from God to him.  
 
Greta does not claim an unshakable faith in God, 
But the faith in herself must be very strong, if flawed. 
What are the rational reasons for this fable  
Why millions everywhere, even impressionable  
Children, and politicians, perhaps not so sage, 
Who heed her rather evangelical message. 
 
This phenomenon has no real explanation. 
That such a young girl can engender such elation  
Throughout the whole world. It is one hundred per cent  
Emotional which turns too many people well-meant 
Into lemmings of the tundra and, appalling, 
Like ‘Chicken Little”, in panic that the sky is falling.  

 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
9Jun25 
 

Managing Editor  
Canberra Times 
Super taxes 
Your editorial today (2Jun25) – written by a true socialist believer and in complete contradiction to the correct article by Noel 
Whittiker, also in your paper today.  At least you are prepared to post both opposing articles.  The simple facts are that the proposed 
15% hike of cash earnings of balances above $3 million is acceptable but any tax on unrealised capital gains is immoral, even worse 
with the rank hypocrisy of exempting the PM and others.  No wonder the Labor Party stinks to 48 % of voters.  This country is in great 
peril, yet, like lemmings we are blithely trotting to the cliff, led by a far-Left Prime Minister.  
The majority of Media in Australia has a great deal to answer for in its pathetic, biased, unanalytical reporting on the pressing issues 
that affect our standard of living and future security. 
Do yourself a favour and take some time to read my “Critique – Labor Government Performance Since May 2022” on 
www.alogstudycentre.com.au /Media $ Politics. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
2Jun25 

The Canberra Times               [Published 29May25] 
Light Rail and Climate change  
While being wildly inaccurate in the light rail statistics he quotes, Noel Baxendell (Letters, 27May25), like many Canberrans, think light 
rail is saving greenhouse gas emissions and therefore saving the world.  He is right about one thing though; Australia should 
concentrate on countering the ill effects of climate change, ie in flood- and drought-proofing.  In Canberra’s case, that would most 
likely mean drought-proofing in which case adequate water reserves are needed.  That is where our taxpayer funds should be going 
rather into trams that do not even pay their own way, with fares being substantially subsidised.   
True believers in climate change are yet to explain how reducing Australia’s 1.1 per cent of world greenhouse gas emissions, as great 
expense, will make the slightest difference to global warming, let alone climate change.   
M. Flint 
Coordinator, Smart Canberra Transport 
27May25 

The Australian 
Made in Oz 
One must question the validity of the article “Made in Oz…:, by Innes Willcox (Australian, 23May25), lauding how well Australian 
industry is doing.  Knowledgeable observers have commented for years now how our industrial base is degrading, being continually 
white-anted every day by Labor’s increasing electricity costs, union activism and competition from overseas.  
  
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
23May25 
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The Australian                          [Published, 19May25 
Unions to cripple country 
As one could have predicted, the CMFEU is preparing for a “Union ambush of the nation” (The Australian, 17May25), to shut down all 
transport and to cripple the nation, all in the name of extorting Australia voters for personal greed and power.  But what else was 
expected, given Minister Burke’s draconian IR laws introduced last year.  Such union action was inevitable.  Besides the unions’ 
unconscionable plan, Australians are also facing a crippling national debt, an immoral tax on unrealised gains on their assets, a 
‘1984’ misinformation bill, a non-sensical zero-emissions regime to absolutely zero effect on global warming and a defence capability 
heading to oblivion.  
And PM Albanese will do absolutely nothing to stop it.  As under his first term, Albanese will let his ministers run riot, as long as he is 
free to lap up the highlife of his office in overseas’ trips and glad-handing around the country.  Mr Albanese has never been known for 
the quality of his spine and will continue accordingly, to the dire future of the country.  He is a P.T. Barnum of Australian politics and 
certainly not another Hawke.  Australians asked for it and they will get it! 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
17May25 

The Australian                             [Published, 13May25 (greyed out part edited out)] 
What productivity? 
In his article (The Australian, 12May25), Mr Simms, ex-boss (appointed by Gillard) of the Australian Competition and Consumer 
Commission (ACCC), urges the government to campaign in 2028 on addressing changes to a carbon price and tax reform to boost 
productivity and to fix a “wayward” electricity system.  But what about now?  Lack of productivity has been a hot topic for some time 
now in the Media, especially with our standard of living having gone down for eight quarters in a row so far - another failure of the 
Albanese government overlooked by voters.  
While it is a truism that standard of living is a positive function of productivity, Labor really has no chance of improving it, because of 
its internal shackles.  The CMFEU has a strangle hold on the construction industry and is even preventing the immigration of skilled 
workers.  A bloated public service and government-paid service industry is chewing up valuable funds.  Ed Husic’s ambitious industry 
revival program has no hope of being realised because it is being white-anted by a regressive and very expensive renewable energy 
policy that is progressively destroying our industrial base because of high cost of energy that underpins all economic activity. 
Then there is the Labor nonsense that it is on the side of small business – over the union movement’s dead body!  And where is the 
threat of a capital strike that almost did in Whitlam for the same profligacy being displayed by Labor now? 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT, 12May25 

Editor  
The Australian 
La Boetie 
In his article (The Australian, 9May25), Henry Ergas paraphrases a brief message from Étienne La Boétie (1530-1563) about people 
who have “not lost their freedom but chosen their servitude”.  
That thought is taken from the essay “Discourse on voluntary servitude”, written the young French genius La boetie, when only 18 
years of age, written in Latin no less. 
His essential question was why populations so often voluntarily acquiesce and submit to the authoritarian power of tyrants, whether 
they be kings, dictators or conquerors [or even elected governments].  One can easily conclude from his discourse that the questions 
posed and the messages therein are just as applicable today, even after almost 500 years.  
Pertinent extracts from La Boetie’s treatise: “For the moment, I would like to concentrate only on how it can be that so many men, 
villages, towns and nations can sometimes tolerate a single tyrant who has only that power which they give to him, who has no 
means to maltreat them, as much as he may want to do so, and who can do them no harm if they prefer to suffer him, rather than the 
contrary. … Such is the weakness of men constrained to obedience, obliged to bide their time; ….  Rather, neither be surprised nor 
complain but tolerate unhappiness with patience and hope for a better future.” 
Sound familiar? 
 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
9May25 

The Australian [& Canberra Times]   [Published The Australian and Canberra Times, 9May25 – if edited] 
Election loss 
Liberal supporters should not lose heart after this bad electoral result.  Labor’s margin is now high (88 seats), but governments with 
such large margins have been toppled or almost toppled before after one term.  The Rudd/Gillard government (83 seats in 2007) 
almost lost the 2010 election, having to depend on the support of two renegade opposition party members and an unholy alliance with 
the Greens to survive.  Then, after only three years (90 seats), the Abbott/Turnbull government almost lost the 2016 election, winning 
by only one seat.  At the state level, Campbell Newman (78 seats to Labor’s 7) lost after only one term.  
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Australians will learn quite soon that they have been well and truly conned again by Labor’s campaign of lies, deceit, character 
assassination and bribes but having offered no answers to the bogeymen of cost-of-living, the trillion-dollar and growing debt, our 
hopeless defence preparedness and other great risks to a secure future remain, even if overlooked by the electorate on 3May25.  
Labor will proceed to inflict more serious damage and economic pain over the next three years with programs like Nature Positive, its 
intention to raid superannuation funds with an immoral tax on unrealised capital gains and union power unleashed to destroy 
productivity.  To people like me, the election result was simply unbelievable, given the perilous state of our economy and national 
security. 
Australians need also to take serious note of the fact of Albanese’s early flirtation with Marxism and that his government is the most 
hard-Left ever, worse than Whitlam’s, ie only one short step from total socialism.  
He is not likely to change his spots.  
 
M. Flint 
Greenway 
8May25 

Editor  
The Canberra Times; The Australian; SMH; Daily Telegraph; The Age 
Surprises for Voters  
Before Saturday, voters should cogitate on the following probable surprises:  
• Consider the hype, polls and hubris of the PM before the Voice and the result (but Labor will now legislate the Voice); 
• Consider the rout of Labor in Queensland; 
• Consider the basket case in Victoria after 10 years of Labor; and how the whole country is heading the same way down 
under Mr Albanese.; 
• WA may well back a state Labor government, but will have nothing to thank PM Albanese or Minister Plibersek for, if 
returned to severely diminish its source of mineral wealth; 
• The greater majority of voters are fed-up to the back teeth with ‘Welcome to country’ nausea; 
And do not forget: 
• The sheer, blatant mendacity and character assassination of the Opposition by Labor; 
• Spain’s total blackout and what it inevitably will mean for us in following the same renewables path; 
• The immoral tax raid on unrealised gains of your superannuation assets; and 
• Further industrial law in line Union pockets (and power) with imposition of portable long service loading on casual workers. 
M. Flint 
Greenway, ACT 
1May25 

Editor ………….[Published Canberra Times (edited), 2May25) 
The Canberra Times; The Australian; SMH; Daily Telegraph; The Age 
Voters think hard 
Before Saturday, voters should think very hard about these facts:  
• Why do you think PM Albanese and Labor’s extremely negative advertising campaign have to prevaricate their way into 
another term?  
• Do you really believe the lies PM Albanese has been telling you?  What does that say about you? 
• Our economics illiterate PM, Mr Albanese, mocking the risk of downgrading of our AAA credit rating by S&P, that would put 
up your interest rates; 
• Labor to further tax your superannuation nest-eggs, to tax unrealised gains, would you believe (and beyond to the home?); 
• Labor claiming renewables are the cheapest form of energy when they are clearly not; why do you think your electricity bills 
have been going up and up for three years so far? 
• Expensive and wasteful renewable energy for zero effect on climate change; 
• A Labor candidate advocating for Labor voters to break the law in ‘voting often’;  
• Teals’ hypocrisy, voting 70-81 per cent of the time with Labor or Greens;  
• Are you truly better-off after three years of Labor? 
• Do you really think Mr Dutton is channelling Trump, as accused by Labor? 
• Do you really believe in “Whatever it takes!” for a Labor/Greens win?  
If you want the truth, read my detailed paper “Critique – Labor Government Performance Since May 2022”, www.alogstudy 
centre.com.au/Media. 
M. Flint 
Principal, Australian Logistics Study Centre 
30Apr25 

Editor  
The Canberra Times; The Australian; SMH; Daily Telegraph; The Age 
Liar, Liar, pants on fire! 
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Several political observers have reported that PM Albanese is somewhat and often very loose with the truth.  The latest revelation is 
that he has known since March that the Russians had asked Indonesia to use an Indonesian airbase for bomber transits, but of which 
the PM, Senator Murray Watt and Defence Minister Marles have repeatedly refused to acknowledge, have publicly mocked the 
Opposition leader and refused the Opposition a security briefing on this important matter, that it is entitled to under caretaker 
arrangements.  Labor is pathetically weak on national security at the best of times, let alone in a most dire geopolitical environment 
that our country faces.  Then there is, among other untruths, the outrageous one, said often by the PM and repeatedly in Labor 
election ads, that the Opposition’s nuclear policy would cost $600 billion, when it is much less, and while, hypocritically, flatly refusing 
to release costings of the Labor’s expensive and wasteful renewables-only and environmentally destructive energy policy. 
One may pardon Mr Albanese if he speaks with a forked tongue, because he has had 29 years of practice in doing so and cannot 
help himself.  However, what does it say about the ethics and moral honesty of Labor voters who must close their eyes or look the 
other way, pretending they ‘hear nothing’?  One can only conclude that they subscribe to the Labor motto of “Whatever it takes!”.  
Australians have been and are still being thoroughly conned by this PM.   
If you do not believe this, read my detailed paper “Critique – Labor Government Performance Since May 2022”, www.alogstudy 
centre.com.au/Media. 
M. Flint 
Principal, Australian Logistics Study Centre 
29Apr25 

Editor  
The Australian 
Super asset tax 
Robert Gottliebsen, “Chalmers’ tax plan exposed”, Australian, 22Apr25) is perfectly correct again to point out the sheer greed (and 
malice against predominantly Coalition voters) of the Treasurer’s aim to tax unrealised gains of assets held in superannuation funds.   
Labor will increase tax superannuation on deposits over $3 million from to 15 to 30 per cent and intends to tax unrealised capital 
gains.  While the first measure has been seen generally as a fair thing, it could eventually have unintended consequences, in 
subjecting more and more people to the penalty.  But much more importantly, Labor has already tried to tax unrealised capital gains, 
a measure considered immoral by important economic observers, in taxing something that does not yet exist.  In effect, it would be a 
licence for the government to steal, especially from property owners like farmers and self-managers of their own or family 
superannuation funds who could be forced into bankruptcy to pay a tax assessed by the Australian Tax Office (ATO) with no prior 
consultation and without appeal.  Luckily, crossbench independents blocked this measure in the last parliament, but Mr Chalmers is 
itching to have another go if re-elected.  Note that these planned tax changes are not mentioned anywhere in the 2023 Labor Party 
Platform nor mentioned before the 2022 election. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
22Apr25 

The Canberra                            [Published 24Apr25] 
Labor’s Faustian Deal 
I see the Left-leaning Media is busily attacking Mr Dutton and the Coalition during this election campaign (Canberra Times, 20Apr25) 
but never, ever exposing the highly questionable reign by PM Albanese and his merry band of ministers, over the past three years.  
Despite a few successes in health (supported by the Opposition), most of what the Albanese government has done has been 
extremely detrimental to the wellbeing of our nation, but with financial hard times for many voters, Labor’s ‘spendathon’ seems to be 
winning against common sense and the secure future of the nation.   
After several weeks of detailed research into the Labor Constitution and Platform of 2023, and Labor’s performance since 2022 in 
respect of those blueprints, I have identified some 100 things that Labor has done (or not done) that are quite contrary to our 
wellbeing.  Those considered to be the most detrimental to our economy, standard of living and national security are as follows:   
• the consequences of a Gross National Debt soon pushing $1.2 trillion with a decade or more of $40 billion budgets deficits 
and possible downgrading of our national credit rating – on the inevitable way down the welfare hill to a fiscal Greek tragedy; 
• a defence capability in a shambles - the Defence budget allocation down to only about two per cent of GDP and no 
increase in Defence budget for ten years, and cancellation of major equipment procurements;   
• legislation of draconian industrial relations law affecting all enterprises down to small business and independent operators 
(29,000 small businesses to the wall so far under Labor) – further boosting Union power and guaranteeing a greater drop in 
productivity; 
• many billions of dollars wasted on renewable energy subsidies, in pursuit of its zero emissions policy, to zero effect on 
global warming let alone climate change;  
• high and rising electricity bills, progressively destroying our industrial capability and a major contributor to the high rise in 
the cost of living; 
• rampant immigration under Labor (1.1 million already in three years) and its dire effect on housing; 
• our almost 100 per cent dependence on overseas sources for petrol, diesel and aviation fuels - Labor has no plan to deal 
with this vulnerability;   
• among other tax changes, Labor intends to tax unrealised capital gains, a measure considered immoral by important 
economic observers, in taxing something that does not yet exist - in effect, it would be a licence for the government to steal;  
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• Introduction of the Australian Misinformation Bill (shades of ‘1984’); and 
• Inexplicable negligence by Labor (and Greens) of the antisemitic disruption to our social cohesion. 
M. Flint 
Principal, Australian Logistics Study Centre 
21Apr25 
 

The Canberra Times  
Kenny down on Dutton 
I see Mark Kenny is again attacking Mr Dutton and, indirectly, the Coalition during this election campaign (Canberra Times, 20Apr25) 
and never, ever exposing the highly questionable reign by PM Albanese and his merry band of ministers, over the past three years.  
Despite a few successes in health (supported by the Opposition), most of what the Albanese government has done has been 
extremely detrimental to the wellbeing of our nation.  After several weeks of detailed research into the Labor Constitution and 
Platform of 2023, and Labor’s performance since 2022 in respect of those blueprints, I have identified some 100 things that Labor has 
done (or not done) that are quite contrary to our wellbeing.  Those considered to be the most detrimental to our economy, standard of 
living and national security are as follows:   
• the consequences of a Gross National Debt soon pushing $1.2 trillion with a decade or more of $40 billion budgets deficits 
and possible downgrading of our national credit rating; 
• a defence capability in a shambles - the Defence budget allocation down to only about two per cent of GDP and no 
increase in Defence budget for ten years, and cancellation of major equipment procurements;   
• legislation of draconian industrial relations law affecting all enterprises down to small business and independent operators 
(29,000 small businesses to the wall so far under Labor); 
• many billions of dollars wasted on renewable energy subsidies, in pursuit of its zero emissions policy, to zero effect on 
global warming let alone climate change;  
• high and rising electricity bills, progressively destroying our industrial capability; 
• rampant immigration under Labor (1.1 million already in three years) and its dire effect on housing; 
• our almost 100 per cent dependence on overseas sources for petrol, diesel and aviation fuels - Labor has no plan to deal 
with this vulnerability;   
• among other tax changes, Labor intends to tax unrealised capital gains, a measure considered immoral by important 
economic observers, in taxing something that does not yet exist - in effect, it would be a licence for the government to steal;  
• Introduction of the Australian Misinformation Bill (shades of ‘1984’); and 
• Inexplicable negligence of the antisemitic disruption to our social cohesion. 
M. Flint 
Principal, Australian Logistics Study Centre 
20Apr25 
 

The Australian 
Welfare payments - our fiscal Greek tragedy 
Of all the excellent articles by journalists in The Weekend Australia (5-6Apr25), the most important was that by Greg Sheridan, 
namely “Our welfare addiction is killing Australia”.   
Labor governments love to spend other peoples’ money and do not know or care where it has to come from.  They have been doing it 
each time in government, ever since federation, with little hope of successive conservative governments being able to limit or stem 
the rot.  The last time it was tried, by the Abbott/Hockey government, the Coalition was cried down by the Left and Media camp 
followers and promptly lost the next election.   
Unfortunately, for some time now, people dependent on welfare payments, either fully or significantly, is reported to be some 70 per 
cent of the population and that some 60 per cent of voters pay no net income tax at all.  That is unsustainable for any country, as 
proved by Greece some years ago by its fiscal meltdown because of excessive welfare, to their great chagrin.  
The Albanese government has already proved to be the most profligate of Labor governments, in its unconscionable pursuit of votes 
by sheer bribery, simply dismissing the fiscal responsibility of the Hawke/Keating Labor years. 
Very sadly, the Australian lemmings, addicted to a free lunch, are headed for the cliff.  While sane heads know what must be done to 
stop this mob madness, it is difficult to see how it can be stopped.  The Albanese government has no intention of stopping it. 
But it goes deeper.  With fiscal meltdown, Australia will soon be a sitting duck defence-wise, if not already. 
 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
6 April 2025 

The Australian 
Tariffs and meaning 
Once again, a very informative article by Mr Ergas about William Gladstone’s economic wisdom (Article, 4Apr25) and an interesting 
observation by Paul Haege about tariffs (Letters).  Both imply the role of tariffs, discussion of which can quickly get out of hand.  Two 
fundamental principles of economics are that trade is a major source of wealth and that a country should trade on its natural 
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advantages (preferably without tariffs).  That is OK in a peaceful world but nations have also a fundamental responsibility to 
adequately protect their citizens.  In some cases – unfortunately, Australia being one of them – trading their predominant mineral and 
petroleum wealth can easily lead to total dependence on that trade and so become vulnerable to pressure from big buyers (like 
China) or new competitors.  A zero-tariff regime is practically short sighted for it leads to dominance of one or very few exports, 
degeneration of national industry and the concomitant capacity to defend itself.  Therefore, as President Trump has recognised, the 
USA has let too much industrial capacity deteriorate and is using tariffs to restore it.  Thus, tariffs must be seen primarily as a 
necessary evil in a shaky world and the price (insurance policy) to pay for adequate industrial capacity and security. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
4 April 2025 

Editor  
The Canberra Times 
Has Labor kept its promises? 
I note the article on whether “Labor has delivered on its promises?” (11Apr25). 
I would suggest there are at least two errors in the article.  First, it says Labor increased the low and middle-income tax offset by 
$420, when in fact Labor took away that offset of $1,500.  I cannot recall ever getting $420 back.  “The LMITO was increased by $420 
(a one-off $420 cost of living tax offset) for the 2021–22 income year [by the Coalition].  This increases the base amount to $675 and 
the full amount to $1,500.”  https://www.ato.gov.au/forms-and-instructions/low-and-middle-income-earner-tax-offsets.  Labor took 
away the $1,500 in its first budget. 
Second, the article says that Labor has walked away from the Makaratta, when, in fact, it has recently allocated $27 million to 
Makaratta. 
 
M. Flint 
Greenway 
1Apr25 

City New               [Published 17Apr25] 
So sad, Mike, after such good work 
It is so sad to see Mike Quirk (Letters, CN April 3) publicly nailing his Labor/Greens colours to the mast, when he has done such good 
work against the light rail disaster and in city planning. 
To actually support the Greens is particularly galling when one realises that the Greens left their laudable environmental objectives 
behind long ago in favour of a far-Left agenda, as headed federally by Mr Bandt, whose actions and statements against our long-
standing ally, Israel, are quite despicable.  
How many more billions of dollars would people like Mr Quirk see a Labor government waste just to win the votes of the gullible who 
do not know or care about economics, and who do they think is going to pay for it?  
But Mr Quirk is preaching to the ACT converted. No one outside the ACT could give a hoot what any Canberran, in his/her Truman’s 
world, might say politically. 
Max Flint, Greenway 

The Australian 
Tariffs and meaning 
Once again, a very informative article by Mr Ergas about William Gladstone’s economic wisdom (Article, 4Apr25) and an interesting 
observation by Paul Haege about tariffs (Letters).  Both imply the role of tariffs, discussion of which can quickly get out of hand.  Two 
fundamental principles of economics are that trade is a major source of wealth and that a country should trade on its natural 
advantages (preferably without tariffs).  That is OK in a peaceful world but nations have also a fundamental responsibility to 
adequately protect their citizens.  In some cases – unfortunately, Australia being one of them – trading their predominant mineral and 
petroleum wealth can easily lead to total dependence on that trade and so become vulnerable to pressure from big buyers (like 
China) or new competitors.  A zero-tariff regime is practically short sighted for it leads to dominance of one or very few exports, 
degeneration of national industry and the concomitant capacity to defend itself.  Therefore, as President Trump has recognised, the 
USA has let too much industrial capacity deteriorate and is using tariffs to restore it.  Thus, tariffs must be seen primarily as a 
necessary evil in a shaky world and the price (insurance policy) to pay for adequate industrial capacity and security. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
4 April 2025 
 

City News 
Minority Labor government prodded to reform 
All political parties break promises. Some promises weren’t (think Tony Abbott saying there would be no cuts to education, health, the 
ABC or SBS) while others could not be implemented due to changed circumstances (think Albanese’s promise that power prices 
would be $275 lower, undermined by the war in Ukraine). 
Too often superficial messages are prepared masquerading as policy to create a perception the party can effectively address issues, 
aware few electors have sufficient knowledge of policy to evaluate the claims. It’s about establishing a “vibe”. 
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For the upcoming election the Coalition is excelling by extolling often deliberately deceptive policies (more accurately thought-
bubbles) on housing, cost of living, energy, climate change, immigration and the public service. 
Hopefully, its electability will be hindered by the lead in its saddlebags from robodebt, its past dilettantism in relation to housing and 
climate change and a concern it is serving the fossil fuel industry rather than the wider community. 
Labor is cautious, adopting a ”don’t scare the horses” approach. While this may assist it to remain in government and deliver some 
marginal improvements, it will not effectively address the environmental, economic and social challenges facing Australia. 
It is becoming increasingly clear a minority Labor government prodded to reform by the Greens and independents, will provide the 
best hope of achieving meaningful change. 
Mike Quirk, Garran 
3Apr25 

Canberra Times              [Published 9Apr25] 
Reds in the Green bed? 
If you are thinking of voting Green I ask that you examine your conscience - deeply. 
Why? Because of Adam Bandt's despicable comments blaming Israel for the gruesome murder by Hamas of a young Gazan man 
who had bravely protested against the death cult's barbaric rule. 
The Greens forsook their environmental roots long ago and have since reached the long wavelength end of the colour spectrum. Let's 
call it a "redshift" in action. 
M Flint, Greenway 

Editor  
The Canberra Times 
Tendering by public servants 
I highly commend the Canberra Times for its front-page article (3Mar25) exposing failure of tendering in the APS.  I also commend 
The Tech Policy Design Institute for the work it is doing (article, 3Mar25) so relevant to correct, effective and efficient tendering by the 
APS and other government services at both state and council levels, all guilty of procurement sins. 
As an ex-director of capital system acquisition in government, I can speak with some authority on this matter.  There are a few 
fundamental truths about correct tendering.  First, the buyer must be a smart buyer, ie must know what and how to specify a product 
or service, thus, must be knowledgeable of what is being offered by contractors.  It is not like buying a car, like most people do.  
Second, once a supply contract is signed, the boot is squarely on the other foot, ie on that of the contractor.  Thus, the contract 
manager must be just as savvy because there will be lots of pressure from a contractor for ‘requirements creep’ and contract 
amendments, at considerable expense each time.   
Therefore, effective contracting requires adequate technical knowledge – clerks and lawyers cannot cut it, even if they think they can.  
Believe it or not, the rot started to set in as far back as the mid1990s, when the clerical bureaucrats and public service lawyers made 
two basic mistakes – they did away with technical specifications in favour of functional specifications, and then fired the technical staff 
like engineers.  Technical specifications say exactly what supply/service is required, performance standards and numbers.  
Functional specifications say simply ‘give me an x that does this and that’, to which suppliers gladly comply in telling the hapless 
buyer what he or she is going to get and when if ever.   
I might add here that, although I have been a staunch opponent of Canberra light rail since the election of 2012, as a supply project, 
Stage 1 was well done, from a technical point of view (due to the engineering skill of the director), if not in respect of finance and 
supply sources, dictated by the government.  However, Stage 2A so far, at $565M for 1.7Km of track, is far from it. 
 
M. Flint 
Principal, Australian Logistics Study Centre 
Coordinator, Smart Canberra Transporter 
3Mar25 

The Canberra Times 
Labor Economics 
I get a bit fed-up with Labor sycophants like the frequent letter-writer Ross Hudson of Mount Martha.  This guy is so left-one eyed that 
he is positively blind in so following the hypocritical statements by Treasurer Chalmers and Labor generally.  If he had bothered to do 
a little research, he would know that, during the COVID, Labor continually encouraged the $500B plus period relief to Australian 
business and, thus, to employees, and even pushed for a greater sum.  But since, Chalmers has constantly blamed the Coalition for 
being left with a trillion-dollar debt.  Go do some research before making a fool of yourself yet again. 
M. Flint 
Greenway 
25Feb25 

Canberra Times              [Published 13 Feb25] 
Not Albo's Fault 
Blaming inflation and cost of living increases on the Labor government, M Flint of Greenway (Letters, February 8) is forgetting that 
when Labor won power in 2022, three important inflationary pressures afflicted the country: long-term Covid lockdowns, the Russian 
invasion of Ukraine, and interest rates. If the Coalition had been in power during this triple-factor whammy, M Flint could blame them 
instead. 
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Chris Kain, O'Connor 

Canberra Times              [Published 12 Feb25] 
Deluded Right 
I note M Flint having a whinge about the letters from "so many, deluded left-inclined souls" (Letters, February 10). Given the names 
Sidden, Breglec, Webb, Pilsner, and, of course, your own appeared on these pages on the very same day, it seems many "deluded 
far-right 'woke' writers" get a guernsey from the letters editor too. 
Roger Terry, Kingston 

Canberra Times              [Published 10 Feb25] 
The Canberra Times 
Twisted souls of Canberra 
I do get a laugh each morning reading the Canberra Times letters from so many, deluded, left-inclined souls of Canberra writing their 
letters denigrating Mr Dutton and branding him as Australia’s Mr Trump.   
Apparently, these people gladly endorse Labor’s character assassination plot against Mr Dutton that will be a major part of the Labor 
election campaign.  What would that say about their character?  
In airing their hatred (and perhaps fear) of the Coalition, don’t they realize that no one outside Canberra gives a flying fig for what they 
think or say – they (we) are irrelevant to the rest of Australia and any Federal election result.   
And why do these regular crusaders not attempt to write about what good Labor has really achieved in three years besides doubling 
our cost of living and power prices?  Do they honestly believe we are better off after three years under Albanese’s government? 
M. Flint 
Greenway 
4Feb25 

Managing Editor  
The Canberra Times 
The Year Ahead 
Mr Moloney, thank you for your timely missive today, for it gives me an opportunity to say a few words about the political coverage by 
your journal. 
It is about time you and the other leftists stop calling Mr Dutton ‘very Trumpian’.   It is totally inaccurate, a gross insult and not worthy 
of unbiased reporting and comment. 
Your email also gives me the opportunity to comment now, as I was going to anyway, on Ms Jenna Price’s articles, like the one today.  
I find Ms Price so far left, she cannot think straight or comment rationally on political matters.  Her article today is a classic case; what 
she has written could have easily been scribbled by a far-right journo by changing a few names and words here and there.  The 
article was like a pot calling the kettle black! 
And I would appreciate you getting off the black-arm bandwagon in respect of Australia Day.  Given the clear rejection of the Voice, 
all this chat on indigenous rights is just annoying the majority of voters – left as well as right.  So, give it a break. 
I have been a long-time subscriber to the Canberra Times but am finding it very difficult to tolerate the sheer, blind leftist bias in the 
paper, especially in the Letters, mostly of which are brainless, leftish drivel.  I am sorry to say that any claim to be independent, 
whether ‘fiercely’ like the SMH or not, is nonsense in your case.   
While I understand you feel the need to cater for the rusted-on majority of Laborites of Canberra, there is a clear responsibility on you 
to remind them of what is rational, instead of pandering to their bias and airing their one-sided bleats  
I also subscribe to the Australian each day to try to keep a balanced view on issues, but so disappointed in the obvious leftist bias in 
your journal.  I hate to say this too, but your journal is so parochial, compared to the broad, daily coverage in the Australian.  
However, I do recognise that your resources are somewhat more limited. 
Need I remind you too that the Albanese government is, in the eyes of a great many voters, the worst federal government ever, as 
bad or worse than that of Whitlam.  I could write a book about how much they are ruining our economy and future prosperity, 
potentially putting us in hock to trillions, destroying our international standing, and seriously jeopardising our national security, all in 
just three years.  You and your-one-eyed journos might give some rational comment on where the Albanese government is taking us.  
And God help us if he gets into bed with the far-left Greens in a minority government. 
2025 is a year to do better Mr Moloney.  Please try.  Do yourself and the rest of us a favour. 
M. Flint 
Greenway 
17Jan25 

Editor  
The Australian 
Media Failings 
I and most probably many other readers get so frustrated with the failure of the Media to adequately inform their patrons.  First the 
Media has a responsibility to report the news factually and accurately.  Does this happen?  Not really – because of political bias and 
sheer complacency.  Then there are the columnists who, for the most part, do a good job commenting on daily events and 
government policy if political bias is kept out – sadly the latter is too often there again.  In-depth investigative reporting occurs but 
perhaps not enough.  However, in all three cases, there is a dearth of ‘why’ and in-depth analysis of obvious consequences.   
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I cite two very important, prevailing cases – first, the massive immigration over the past two years.  Yes, we know the numbers in total 
and comment on how it is probably contributing to the housing crisis.  But why such huge numbers willingly let in, when not needed 
and controls can easily be in place?  Where are all these people coming from (countries) and being housed once here - 20 to a room 
somewhere?  And where is the reporting on the direct consequences of obvious overcrowding in our cities like these people being 
exploited (mostly by their own kind) for a bed, even hot beds in some, if not many cases.  
The second example that frustrates me is the miserable reporting and lack of criticism of government inaction on the frightening 
increase in antisemitism.  Which demographics are responsible?  Why are they not being held to account by the laws in place?  Why 
are the Labor and Greens Parties so reluctant to intervene to uphold the law and the wider Media to hold them to account?  What is 
happening is straight out of 1930s Europe and a terrible stain on our once-tolerant country.  I cannot believe that it is being 
perpetrated by older Australian generations so, where is it coming from – who is responsible?   
Inaction on both these matters by the Labor government is appalling and the Media, especially that left of centre, is doing a very poor 
job if not being derelict in its duty to assure the well-being of the country’s future, by ignoring questions that beg answers. 
Pity my country, now unrecognisable to me – in just 30 months. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
6 January 2025 

Editor  
Canberra Times 
Canberra Times’ Politics? 
I find it incredible that Diane White (Trump Drivel, 19Nov24) implies that the Canberra Times is such a right-wing journal in pushing 
the Liberal leader, as to quit reading it.  Ms White should realise that many other readers consider the C Times to be far-Left, as 
manifested by the musings/rants of several of its columnists and, particularly, by the oft-puerile contributions of its principal cartoonist.  
If Ms White thinks that of the C Times, how far left must she be?   
 
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
19Nov24 

 

 

 

The Australian 
Burke’s elevation  
The most interesting change to the Albanese ministry is the elevation of Mr Tony Burke, as heir apparent to a weak and failing PM.  
After having created with his monstrous IR act, to come into power in August, the means of untold industrial havoc, stone dropping 
productivity and demise of much of small business, at the behest of the ACTU and support of true-believer voters, he will now return 
to immigration and take on cyber security (are these two related?).   He was a failed minister in immigration some 12 years ago and 
will now be the same again to shore up his heavily Muslim seat in Sydney.  How will he be able to control Muslim immigration, of a 
people with no intention to integrate with but rather to destroy our cohesiveness and way of life?  He must choose between saving the 
country and saving his own backside – but almost certainly the latter.  However, the biggest threat from Burke is now to Albanese 
himself.  Albanese could well find his head on the block sooner than he thinks. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
29Jul24 

The Australian              [Published 26Jul24]                           
Union Damage 
Articles by Robert Gottliebsen, for some time now and again today, with Judith Sloan (26Jul24) have been warning against the dire 
consequences of CFMEU power and Labor’s reluctance (or gutlessness) to deregister the union.   As an example of untrammelled 
control of organisations by unions, readers are reminded that Bob Hawke, as a Labor PM, took drastic action in the mid-1980s 
against gross union featherbedding entrenched in the government dockyards and the munitions and aircraft factories by corporatising 
them, so ousting the featherbedded and returning productivity to reasonable levels - under corporate control.  In the case of 
Williamstown dockyard (Melbourne) in the early 1980s, productivity was only 17 hours out the 40 paid for.   That is an example of 
where Minister Burke, the ACTU and unions like the CFMEU would see industry productivity going now.  The CFMEU, with a decade 
of compliance by obsequious Labor governments has effectively paralysed and condemned voters of Victoria and Queensland (of the 
Labor states so far) to generations of debt and misery through extortionate and, in some cases, unneeded projects and ideological 
policies. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
26Jul24 

The Australian              [Published 24Jul24]                           
Union intrusion 
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Robert Gottliebsen’s latest article of many (23Jul24) about union intrusion into small business, starting in August, is truly frightening in 
its consequences for the country but, luckily, ultimately fatal for Labor.  He is correct to say that, first, productivity will go through the 
floor.  And other consequences?  I can foresee many small businesses simply closing-up shop.  I can see many employees angry at 
the union intrusion and making life difficult for newly-appointed union delegates among them, if any take on the job.  There seems to 
be a false assumption by Minister Burke and the ACTU that small business employees yearn for and will embrace this gross union 
intrusion into their lives.  God help us against this socialist government. 
 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
23Jul24 

The City News             [Published 24Jul24] 
CFMEU eyes power grab 
What gall for the local CFMEU to demand (CTimes, 16Jul24) greater powers to “investigate and prosecute companies” in breach of 
the Government procurement (Secure Local Jobs) Code 2020, and to pursue the right “to oversee the appointment of senior public 
servants in the territory”, as if the Code does not already provide for local unions to determine who gets which government contract.  
Great timing too, given the CFMEU disbandment in Victoria for alleged corruption. Reading of the Code 2020 shows that no 
contractor can get to do government work without due certification under the Code, which would not happen without union 
endorsement. The old Memorandum of Understanding between the ACT Government and UnionsACT was bad enough, but has 
been now replaced in law by this procurement Code 2020. 
Does anyone wonder who is running the ACT, Labor or the unions? 
M. Flint 
Principal, Australian Logistics Study Centre 
16Jul24 

The Australian 
Uhlmann on energy 
I admire Chris Ulmann’s ability to write talk and write common sense, like in The Australian today (29Jun24), writing on “The real cost 
of renewables”.  There is so much misinformation (dare I say disinformation) put forth by Labor in its arguments for renewables. A big 
one of these is repeatedly claiming that renewables are the cheapest source, but speaks only of the daily operational cost, which is 
cheaper marginally, but completely ignores the life-cycle cost of renewables and ongoing, additional costs to retail.  As an example, in 
the ACT, there will be a 12.75% hike in electricity charges, from 1Jul24.  The Actew/AGL notice, 20Jun24, says that wholesale energy 
cost is down by 2.22% but by the time it gets to the consumer, there is a 12.75% hike.  No wonder most people are thoroughly 
confused.  But they all understand a 12.75% hike in their electricity bill when the CPI is but 4.0%.    
I need to add that I too have cited the excellent work by Stephen Wilson of Queensland University in my critical analysis of the 
unfortunately biased GenCost 2023-24 report by the CSIRO.  See www.alogstudycentre.com.au/Climate Change. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
29Jun24 

Canberra Times 

Global Warming  

When are climate zealots like Anne O'Hara (Letters, 18Jun24) ever going to get it through their heads that it does not 

matter what Australia may do (at great expense), with 1% of world greenhouse gases emissions, it will not make a scrap 

of difference to global warming or permanent climate change.  Given gradual warming, our priority is to protect 

ourselves against the claimed effects of climate change, of longer droughts (capturing precipitation), of more intense 

bush fires (mitigation and limiting domestic/industrial incursion into forestland) and more severe flooding (levies and 

relocation of affected people).  

M. Flint 

Canberra 

18Jun24  

 

The Australian                                  [Published 14Jun24 - edited] 
Dr Chalmer’s Forecasts 
Dr Chalmers thinks Australia “is on track for a ‘soft landing’…”, economically (Aust, 12Jun24), but he is sadly disillusioned.  It is quite 
obvious that he is operating in his own little world, completely ineffective in moderating the extravagance of his fellow-ministers, who 
are doing their best to destroy our economy.  Productivity is going through the floor, a natural result of the huge growth in expenditure 
on non-wealth producing activity and illusionary pay rises in excess of inflation, and, in August, with the introduction of new, draconian 
industrial law giving the unions power to infiltrate and hamstring small business and to kill casual labour and the gig economy.  
Disgusting really! 
Dr Chalmers might think he is the greatest thing since sliced bread and aspires to be Prime Minister, but he is and will not be either.   
M. Flint 
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Canberra 
12Jun24 

The Australian 
Snouts in the trough 
Talk about snouts in the trough under Labor!  The NDIS totally out of control, still after two years of Labor, epitomised by $300,000 a 
year to write speeches for Minister Shorten.  How about 265,000 on the federal payroll (June 2023), at the least $200K average 
including overheads ($53 billion a year), with now an additional 25,000 under Katy Gallagher (another $5billion a year).  Departmental 
heads on a million dollars a year, with many others on at least half that.  Unions paying lollypop men $200k a year.  The unions 
creaming off millions off controlled super funds.  Billionaire carpetbaggers tapping into the renewable industry billions.  $30 million 
spent on consultants and executives about housing but zero built.  The country screaming of labour shortages but feeding 800,00 on 
the dole. 
Every taxpayer dollar is given away by Labor to buy votes, which is working, with now a majority of voters totally or partially sucking 
on the public teat, which will be very hard if not possible for conservatives to reverse.  Labor loves an excuse to spend, as a reason to 
hike taxes further.  It’s in the DNA of this socialist Albanese Labor government that believes all assets belong to the government.   
Need I go on?  ‘Trot’ Albanese is raping our country! 
M. Flint, MSc 
Canberra 
5 June 2024 

The Australian 
Nuclear ‘referendum’ 
Thank you for the pathetic article (4Jun24) by Minister Bowen on his call for a nuclear ‘referendum’ at the next election. If that is the 
best he can do, the nuclear proponents are on safe ground.  He is primarily about attacking individual Liberals (a sure sign of 
concession), not addressing the real issues and getting his own selective facts twisted.  For example, Saudi Arabia may be in the 
G20 and not have nuclear power yet, but is planning to have it, as other countries are, like Sweden planning to build more nuclear 
plants over the next 20 years.  Bring on the ‘referendum’ Mr Bowen!   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
4Jun24 

 

Canberra times 
Labor Hypocrisy 
How I get sick of Labor, from the PM down, after two years in government, still blaming the Coalition for ‘10’ years of neglect and, 
particularly Treasurer Chalmers, ad nauseum with the Labor lie that the Coalition “left us with a trillion-dollar debt”, as if they had 
nothing to do with it.  What hypocrisy!   
The opposite is true of course.  In fact, Labor helped to create the trillion-dollar debt, endorsed it and even urged its extension beyond 
the COVID crisis.  In particular, the Rudd-Gillard-Rudd government blew a credit of some $40 billion and then added another $170 
billion to the net debt (www.aph.gov.au).  Labor conveniently forgets that they planted the financial time bomb that is the NDIS, that 
the Coalition had to pay for, that Mr Shorten now has the hide to blame the Coalition for the horrendous blowout in cost.  And since in 
government, Labor has been spending like a drunken sailor to make the national debt much more than a trillion dollars.  
M.R. flint  
Canberra 
4Jun24 

The Australian                                  [Published 3Jun24] 
Chris Uhlmann “Logic leaves ‘The Science’ of climate in the dust” (1Jun23) is a breath of fresh air in not being afraid to adroitly call 
out the elephants in the room on any subject. After months of intense study of the subject in 2021, to see where the truth really lay, 
my conclusions were virtually the same as Mr Uhlman’s.  Always a pleasure to read his work. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
1Jun24 

The Australian 
Makarrata Contempt by PM 
What hubris, arrogance and utter contempt of the clear majority of Australian voters by PM Albanese and Minister Burney, in secretly 
planning to continue to spend $5.8 million on the Makarrata (Makarrata role kept secret after Voice, 31May24).  While Makarrata was 
not a question for the referendum, success thereof would have implied popular approval for it to follow.  But, that was far from the 
case.  Albanese is thumbing his nose at the majority of Australian voters and should be sanctioned in the severest manner for his 
dismissal of voter wishes, and it cannot happen soon enough 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
31May24  
 



ALSC      AUSTRALIAN LOGISTICS STUDY CENTRE 
          VALUE FOR MONEY! 

{DATA > ANALYSIS > INFORMATION > KNOWLEDGE > TRUTH>WISDOM} 

24 | P a g e  

 

The Australian                                  [Published 1Jun24]   
The Economy 
If readers have been wondering how Australia is heading downhill rapidly to PM Albanese’s Trotskyite fairyland, one need only read 
Robert Gottliebsen’s column today (Australian, 30May2024).  We cannot pay raw CFMEU recruits $200k starting salary and expect to 
have productivity.  Frightening but unfortunately true. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
30May24 

The Australian 
Failure of the Voice  
Given the article by Paul Kelly (29May24), there were many good reasons why the Voice referendum failed.  First was the quite 
unethical campaign kicked off and led by PM Albanese. 
Second, The PM and Yes proponents of the Voice often claimed the Voice was only “advisory”, which was patently wrong.  The 
words ‘advice’ or ‘advising’ were not mentioned anywhere in the proposed wording of the change to the Constitution but of which 
S129 (ii) said clearly: (ii) “the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice may make representations to the Parliament and the 
Executive Government of the Commonwealth on matters relating to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples”.  ‘To make 
representations’ was vastly different to giving ‘advice’.  This was made clear when the PM and Attorney General failed to get the 
aboriginal elite pushing the Voice to water down this wording, both retreating with their tail between their legs.  This was the 
fundamental flaw in the Voice case, not that many voters were aware of it, rather, voting along Party lines, by conservatism against 
changes to the Constitution or even prejudice against aborigines in some quarters.   
Then there was the final insult that the referendum would ask a single question, namely, “A Proposed Law: to alter the Constitution to 
recognise the First Peoples of Australia by establishing an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice.  Do you approve this proposed 
alteration?” which implies that the referendum was only about S129 (1), recognition of ATSI peoples in the Constitution, quite contrary 
to the serious ramifications of sections 129 (ii) and 129 (iii) of the proposed wording for the Constitution, dealing with implementation 
of a Voice.  Unfortunately, a great many voters would simply read this as “Do you agree with recognition of aborigines in the 
Constitution”, in complete ignorance of the ramifications.  No other information was provided on the ballot paper and the question was 
therefore misleading by deliberate omission.   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
29May24 

The Australian                          [Published 24May24] 
Labor Scorecard 2024 
Another excellent article by Peta Credlin (Australian, 23May24) on how “PM’s lack of moral fibre is now beyond dispute.”  
Australia is very much in danger of internal disintegration but, unfortunately, this Labor government has not the motivation, the 
fortitude nor intellectual horsepower to meet the challenge.  It is so far-left orientated that it cannot think straight in the best interests 
of our nation. 
Which, if any, of the Labor ministers, from the Prime Minister down, have distinguished themselves on any issue since taking office?  
What real achievements can Labor crow about?  Certainly not national security or productivity. 
PM Albanese is proving to be quite incompetent, unwilling to own his hubristic mistakes and incapable of leading anyone, let alone 
his ministers, several of whom are out of control. 
Deputy PM Marles loves the trappings of office at our expense, and is doing absolutely nothing in respect of Defence, in a repeat of 
the Gillard years of severe neglect of Defence capability [but the military is not blameless].   
Chalmers loves to tell Australians how tough they are doing it but really has not a clue on what to do about it, rather he is about 
witless destruction like that to the Super scheme in taxing unrealised capital gains.  And how he loves to take credit for the current 
surpluses, which he in fact inherited and had absolutely nothing to do with their creation.   
Gallagher with the Higgins giveaway of $2.4 M; King at sixes and sevens on infrastructure and transport; Burney, unable to carry the 
Voice; O’Neil and Giles completely out of their depth on immigration; Shorten struggling to cope with his own fiscal time bomb; Bowen 
hell-bent on destroying the environment to save it; Burke busy selling Australia out to his union mates.  Need I go on?   
In 2022, Labor effectively demonised Morrison and the Coalition, with the help of the left-leaning Media, and conned the populace 
with a deceitful, small target strategy, but the chickens of socialism and inherent weakness of the Labor Ministry are coming home to 
roost, fast, to the detriment of our nation.  God help us! 
 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
23May23 

The Australian 
Trots 
So interesting to read in the Australian how Albo was calling the university student protesters ‘Trots’.  As the old saying goes: “It takes 
one to know one.” 
M. Flint 
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Canberra 
5 May 2024 

The Australian 
The Road to Socialism 
Labor voters should think very had about where Albanese and Chalmers are taking the country.  With the new ‘Made in Australia” 
push, requiring ongoing taxpayer subsidies forever to work, we are well on the way to Labor’s socialist nirvana.  With the world’s 
highest energy costs and unions demanding outrageous pay and perquisites, there is no way Australia can compete with anyone.  
The result would be plummeting productivity, union featherbedding and escalating debt, a nosediving dollar and an Australia unable 
to defend itself.  We must not forget Tinker Bell Albanese’s early courtship with communism.   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
12 April 2024 

The Australian 
The Albanese con-job 
If those voters who put Mr Albanese into power thought they were getting socialism, they are certainly getting it, on steroids.  Its 
latest, blow for socialism is the Labor plan to knacker the supermarket industry, having already, by legislation, shackled small 
business with union intervention.  But these initiatives are only a few of the many now underway but never mentioned by Labor during 
its deliberate low-key, 2022 election campaign. 
When are Australians going to wake up to having been well and truly conned?  
M. Flint 
Canberra 
8 April 2024 

The Australian 
The Albanese con-job 
I wonder how many of those who voted for the Albanese government thought they were going to get  
a $450Million bill for the Voice referendum; an NDIS out of control and more expensive than Medicare; renewable energy ideology 
and blindness on nuclear energy; destruction of our fossil fuel exports; industrial relations legislations that force union representation 
into small business; unions representation on the Reserve Bank board; tax on superannuation holdings; use of members’ 
superannuation funds for government initiatives like housing and Government into part-home ownership, but not for release to 
members to buy a home; proposed legislation on free speech (a Ministry of Truth); ASIO and ASIS out of national security committee; 
zero transparency, contrary to election promise (gagging of negotiations); a bill for personal identification (ID) (data on people); 
appointment of a union man in Mr Corbet to the Future Fund; appointment of an woke activist like Ms Moystyn to be Governor-
General; a Nature Positive Plan (proposed legislation on environment); pitiful help to Ukraine (burying Taipans; no Hawkeis); no 
increase in Defence budget for ten years. 
Need I go on, but there ar many more initiatives of the Albanese government that were never mentioned during its deliberate low-key 
election campaign. 
When are Australians going to wake up to having been well and truly conned.  
M. Flint 
Canberra 
6 April 2024 

The Australian 
Dr Chalmer’s Manifesto 
I could not agree more with Judith Sloan on her article “Reformer Chalmers is a pale imitation…” (2Apr24).   
When Chalmers published his ‘manifesto’ early last year, I wrote the following.  
Reading Dr Chalmer’s economic manifesto (Weekend Australian, 28-29Jan23), with his vow to “remake capitalism”, sent a chill up my 
spine.  He, like the China and Russia, has apparently discovered how a dictatorship can harness the best of capitalism, in the 
interests of a dictatorship - in Dr Chalmer’s case, the Labor Party.  He says he will “build a better capitalism uniquely Australian”.  
What does uniquely Australian mean if not to entrench Labor and union power?  And one “more aligned with our values” – Labor 
values I presume.  “We will renovate the Reserve Bank”.  How, to do Labor’s bidding?  “We will renew the Productivity Commission”.  
How, to produce answers approved by Labor? i.e. a propaganda organ.  Then “Governments have a role to … design markets”.  That 
sounds just like it is, pure government intervention to increase central control of the economy – classic socialist thinking. 
Australians voted on 21May for socialism and are surely getting it under this Labor government. 
God help my embattled country, under siege from all emotional directions by socialist parties, minorities and ratbag elements, but with 
zero logic. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
2Apr24 

The Australian 
Labor Leadership? 
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I can’t get the image out of my head of Mr Albanese flittering around like Tinker Bell, springling his happy dust over adoring voters, 
apparently ignorant (but not really) of how several of his ministers are busy defacing the countryside, putting our electricity generation 
and grid in the hands of the Chinese Communist Party, destroying our industry (what is left of it), destroying our export industries, 
destroying productivity by unionising small business, setting up a Ministry of Truth, losing control of our borders and doing stuff-all 
about defence of our nation.  If any reader ever thought that Albanese was anything other than the most-left socialist, he or she is 
sadly mistaken.  Only God knows where we will end up under this lot, but one can take a pretty good guess. 
 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
20Mar24 

The Australian 
Labor cheerleader 
I am having difficulty working out what it’s all about, the article “Albanese has to revert to true Labor policies” (Aust 3Jan24) by 
Cameron Milner.  As a piece of journalism offered at university, this article by the lead director of GXO Strategies (a Labor-oriented 
consultancy firm) might have merited a B+.  It is far short of the excellent journalistic standards of the Australian and should not have 
been printed. 
He is right down on Albanese (his ‘integrity smashed’) for abandoning true Labor values but thinks the sun shines out of Mr Chalmers.  
But Chalmers is no Keating, even if his doctorate was about him.  At least Keating and Hawke had their feet on the ground, in 
understanding economics and wealth creation instead of wealth destruction, Australia’s wealth sliding ever since Albanese lied his 
way into government with a plan for everything but with details of none.  He says Labor needs to get back to real Labor policies like 
addressing negative gearing, capital gains (even on the residences) and franking credits.  What is this thing about franking credits? 
Didn’t the master Keating bring them in to stop double taxation?  However, Milner is dead right about one thing - Albanese has 
proved to be a complete dud.  
M. Flint 
Canberra 
31Jan23 

The Australian 
Labor/Unions Dominance Scorecard 2023 
Now that Mr Combet has his hands on the Future Fund, Labor and the unions are now in complete control of our economy and 
investment through the Fund, union-dominated super funds, the Reserve Bank and Government itself.  All that needs to be done now 
to complete the coup is to appoint a self-proclaimed aborigine as the GG.  Then we can expect Labour to continue, as it has started 
already, to rape the country of citizen’s money (which Socialists believe belongs to the state anyway).  Technically we are now in a 
one-party, capitalist state no different from Russia or even China, with the ACT as the model of some 22 years so far. The 
Communists discovered capitalism and realised they could have their cake and eat it too.  This Labor government may not be 
communist but with Albanese as PM it has been heading that way ever since the election. 
God help us. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
30Jan23 

The Australian 
Tax cuts 
Although the bottom 40-50 percent of Australian income tax payers do not pay any net tax at all, the higher earners, paying most of 
the tax, will be slugged even further by the time the Greens get through with Albanese who is only too “open to negotiation” and 
egging them on under the counter, the socialist that he really is.  Luckily, when it comes to government handouts, people gladly take 
the money but rarely change their vote.  Labor’s tax revamp is a shameless redistribution of wealth à la Robin Hood.   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
28Jan23 

[Published Canberra Times 5Jan24] 
Editor 
Labor Scorecard 2023 
Not often I do, but I agree with Crispin Hull (2Jan24) that the “ALP won’t deserve a second term”. 
Which, if any, of the Labor ministers, from the Prime Minister down, have distinguished themselves on any issue since taking office?  
What real achievements can Labor crow about?  Jetsetting yes, but certainly not national security or productivity. 
Unfortunately, this Labor government has not the motivation, the fortitude nor intellectual horsepower to meet the challenges.  PM 
Albanese is proving to be quite incompetent, unwilling to own his hubristic mistakes, missing in action on calling out abhorrent anti-
Semitic protests and incapable of leading anyone, let alone his ministers, several of whom are out of control.  Need I go on, which I 
could do about the failures and shonky deals by members of the Albanese cabinet?   
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Yet it is not only Labor and the political class at fault but, as pointed out by other pundits, leaders in the other critical drivers of 
commerce, unions, academia, professional classes and the media, all need to step up to the mark to think more about the needs of 
the nation rather than themselves.  
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
2Jan23 

Editor  
Canberra Times 
Labor_Scorecard 2023 
Not often do I agree with Jack Waterford but his article “Plodding Labor will rue its missed opportunities” (30Dec23) as harbinger of 
Labor collapse. 
Has any of the Labor ministers, from the Prime Minister down, distinguished themselves on any issue since taking office?  What real 
achievements can Labor crow about?  
PM Albanese is proving to be a complete dud, a spineless show-pony unable to lead anyone let alone his ministers.  He is so often 
missing in action on virtually any issue of importance.  His silence on the Israeli/ Hamas conflict and the anti-Semitism here at home 
is shameful.  His denial of his part in the failure of the Voice referendum is unbelievable, one could say cowardly. 
Deputy PM Marles: is also a complete dud.  He loves the trappings of office at our expense, but is doing absolutely nothing in respect 
of Defence – a repeat of the Gillard years of sever neglect of Defence.  He goes along with AUKUS only because he expects that 
Labor will never have to introduce it. 
Chalmers also is a flop.  He loves to tell Australians how tough they are doing but has not a clue on what to do about it.  And he loves 
to take credit for surpluses, which he inherited and had absolutely nothing to do with.  There is a word for that behaviour.  
Minister Wong is a disappointment at best, being neither here nor there on foreign policy and cannot seem to make up her mind.  Her 
position on the Israeli/Hamas conflict and lack of comment on flagrant breaking of anti-terrorist law by protesters her is unforgiveable. 
Need I go on?  Gallagher and the Higgins giveaway of $2.4 M; King at sixes and sevens on infrastructure and transport; Burney, out 
of depth on any issue, let alone the Voice; O’Neil completely out of her depth on immigration; Shorten struggling to cope with his 
fiscal time bomb; Bowen as a very dangerous zealot hell-bent on destroying the environment to save it; Burke as a dangerous man 
busy selling Australia out to his union mates.  
Labor conned the populace in 2022 with a small, deceitful target strategy, but the chickens and inherent weakness in the Ministry are 
coming home to roost. 
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
29Dec23 

Editor Australian        
GenCost23 Validity? 
I have just been through, in some detail, the CSIRO report GenCost23 and find in underwhelming. 
At the very beginning, a CSIRO disclaimer advises that “the information contained in this publication comprises general statements … 
The reader is advised and needs to be aware that such information  
may be incomplete or unable to be used in any specific situation. No reliance or actions must  
therefore, be made on that information without seeking prior expert professional, scientific and  
technical advice.” 
If the CSIRO does not guarantee the validity of its report, why should Mr Bowen adopt it as gospel other than for crass political 
reasons? 
The report is dated July 2023 but only recently released.  Why?  Was it first subject to political scrutiny and induced change? 
The report has several tables purporting to give the relative costs of various electrical energy sources – fossil fuel combinations and 
renewable combinations, as well as for Small Modular Reactor (SMR) nuclear, but no consideration of full-sized nuclear plants.  
All options, including the SMR, are assumed to have a 30-year life but with no discussion of what a 30-year life means.  It gives 
Operations and Maintenance (O&M) costs in terms of $/Kw of generated capacity but no idea of what is entailed for each, eg the 
need to replace and bury turbine blades about every 10 years.  
Estimates are from a position of investment in new renewable projects.  Sunk costs of past projects, ie. past investments are not 
taken into account.  That may be OK for new investments, but ‘sunk costs’ often represent failures and waste of taxpayers’ money. 
There is no mention of any implied costs of loss of amenity of productive land or forests or the environment in general –Do we need 
to destroy the environment to save it? 
There is no mention of government subsidies, hidden or otherwise. 
While the report implies consideration of the cost of the extensive transmission grids required, the required transmission network is 
not addressed as such. 
As presented, the data defies any expert analysis to establish its validity, albeit many references are cited.  Thus, the CSIRO is 
saying “trust us”.  But, why should we, as a government agency beholden to the current Government on a renewables bender? 
Whatever its remit, while the report talks about renewables and government goals for climate change, there is no mention of the 
strategic vulnerability that the Government is placing the country in by almost complete reliance for renewables on overseas sources, 
notably China.   
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M. Flint 
Canberra 
26Dec23 

Editor 
Canberra Times      [Published 28Dec23] 
GenCost23 Validity? 
I agree totally with the article (27Dec23) by Christina Talacko “Beyond the shallows of our energy puzzle”. 
I have just been through, in some detail, the CSIRO report GenCost23 and find in underwhelming. 
At the very beginning, a CSIRO disclaimer advises that “the information contained in this publication comprises general statements … 
The reader is advised and needs to be aware that such information  
may be incomplete or unable to be used in any specific situation. No reliance or actions must  
therefore, be made on that information without seeking prior expert professional, scientific and  
technical advice.” 
If the CSIRO does not guarantee the validity of its report, why should Mr Bowen adopt it as gospel other than for crass political 
reasons? 
The report is dated July 2023 but only recently released.  Why?  Was it first subject to political scrutiny and induced change? 
The report has several tables purporting to give the relative costs of various electrical energy sources – fossil fuel combinations and 
renewable combinations, as well as for Small Modular Reactor (SMR) nuclear, but no consideration of full-sized nuclear plants.  
All options, including the SMR, are assumed to have a 30-year life but with no discussion of what a 30-year life means.  It gives 
Operations and Maintenance (O&M) costs in terms of $/Kw of generated capacity but no idea of what is entailed for each, eg the 
need to replace and bury turbine blades about every 10 years.  
Estimates are from a position of investment in new renewable projects.  Sunk costs of past projects, ie. past investments are not 
taken into account.  That may be OK for new investments, but ‘sunk costs’ often represent failures and waste of taxpayers’ money. 
There is no mention of any implied costs of loss of amenity of productive land or forests or the environment in general –Do we need 
to destroy the environment to save it? 
There is no mention of government subsidies, hidden or otherwise. 
While the report implies consideration of the cost of the extensive transmission grids required, the required transmission network is 
not addressed as such. 
As presented, the data defies any expert analysis to establish its validity, albeit many references are cited.  Thus, the CSIRO is 
saying “trust us”.  But, why should we, as a government agency beholden to the current Government on a renewables bender? 
Whatever its remit, while the report talks about renewables and government goals for climate change, there is no mention of the 
strategic vulnerability that the Government is placing the country in by almost complete reliance for renewables on overseas sources, 
notably China.   
M. Flint 
Erindale Cenre 
27Dec23 

Editor 
The Australian 
CMFEU in Queensland 
How very sad and terrifying that the CMFEU is now in control of all construction in Queensland, after companies caving-in to its 
demands.  But why?  Should there not be a capital strike?  Or are the private companies now in bed with the unions to extort the 
taxpayers?  This momentous industrial advent bodes badly for Queensland and the country as a whole.  In Queensland’s case, the 
Olympic games infrastructure will be now so very expensive it could easily bankrupt the state.  Queensland should follow Victoria’s 
lead and pull the plug on the 2032 Olympics now.  
M. Flint 
Canberra 
20Dec23 

Editor 
Canberra Times 
Campbell School Fiasco 
Simon Troeth’s letter (12Dec23) describes the Campbell Primary School redevelopment as a travesty.  I wonder how many 
Canberrans know that there has been a long-standing Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the ACT Government and 
UnionsACT, under which the Government is obliged to pass, before release, all procurement tenders to the relevant unions for 
comment, in effect giving the unions an effective veto of any contract let by the Government.  This is what happened in the case of 
the Campbell school.  But how many others have gone uncontested?  The most blatant case of late has been the single-source 
contract recently signed for light rail Stage 2A at $577 M. 
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
12Dec23 

Editor 
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The Australian 
Politically incorrect 
I so sympathise with Janet Albrechtsen (Australian, 22Nov23) in her lament abut secularism the new religion.  Since time immemorial, 
mankind has been plagued by self-proclaimed priesthoods who have created religions and sects, of all sizes, to further their own 
ambitions of power over the minds of the masses, through fear, superstition, threats and church or sect ‘law.’  It’s all about power over 
people.  With the progressive demise of formal Judeo-Christian religions (but not others), Ms Albrechtsen is correct to identify a new 
secular religion based on bigotry and whatever chaos to influence the masses.  However, who is behind what seems to be an 
uncoordinated yet dangerous rabble?  Is it academia in general (certainly a widespread influence), communist infiltration or what?  
While there is no apparent, recognisable body like a church pushing this lot, someone or some institution must be at the top driving it 
somehow.  Or is just un unorganised mob running riot in our Western societies? 
 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
22Nov23  
 
Political correctness 
What is all this ‘political correctness’,  
Invading Australia and the world of the West? 
One speaks of it, and of its cousin, where one sees 
‘Identity politics’, refuge of minorities. 
 
They are two cancers that scourge my society 
And yours, which cause so much pain to so many, 
Those inflicting and those inflicted, both burn. 
When will sanity and common sense return? 
 
Far too many of us, I think, are now snowflakes 
Unable to tolerate any hurt for their own sakes. 
While there are those who speak not to denigrate, 
Spontaneously, a hue and cry and hate. 
 
The Media has a great deal to answer for. 
The scourge of social media at the rotten core, 
Behind which hide the cowards and mice  
In spruiking words worthy only of ‘roaches and lice. 
 
Yet, the leftist politicians have great affection  
For these ideas, as proved during the last election, 
Trying to divide electors - fathers and mothers,  
Promising to each identity the jewels of others. 
 
The current case of Israel Foulau, what a to-do 
Throughout the Media and chattering classes too! 
The anti-Christians and minorities scream and prance, 
Demanding his head; in the name of what? Intolerance?  
 
What is it, in such enmity and hate, that so cuts? 
Those who identify with these narrow ruts  
In our society.  Is it only those to be 
Against the wise, silent and pensive majority? 
 
These ‘victims’ sorely test the good nature of we    
In Australia, no longer the marvellous country  
Of my childhood and youth, a happy band of brothers. 
I so regret it is now in the hands of others. 
 
Max Flint, Canberra July 2019 

The Editor 
Canberra City News 
Proud Canberrans on Voice 
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I refer to Sue Dyer’s letter (26Oct23), waxing lyrically about the ACT being, the only jurisdiction in the country to poll a positive vote 
on the Voice and quoting First Minister Barr as saying it was due to “the fact that Canberrans took the time to engage with the 
issues”.  Bunkum!  I predicted to a letter to the Media, before the referendum, that the ACT could be expected to vote about 63 or 64 
per cent for the Voice, in line with the way they vote Labor/Greens in elections.  Ms Dyer and others may pat themselves on the back 
for being so much more clever than the rest of the country, but maybe it just shows again the Truman’s World that is Canberra. 
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
30Oct23 

City News …….[Published 26Oct23] 
Proud to be a Canberran  
After the referendum result was called (“All states vote ‘no’ to the Voice, except ACT”, citynews.com.au, October 14), the chief 
minister said he had “a sense of pride in this community” and that the “yes” majority ACT vote was linked to “…the fact that 
Canberrans took the time to engage with the issues”.  
Using social media, most of our federal Labor representatives only very briefly acknowledged this powerful vote by so many 
Canberrans who inquired and agreed to the need for constitutional change.  
Via a local ABC interview transcript on his website, Fenner MP Andrew Leigh recognised that “…there is a lot of goodwill, particularly 
here in Canberra where more than 60 per cent of Canberrans voted yes.” Senator Pocock’s thoughtful and balanced October 15 
statement went further, including recognition and valuing of the ACT vote in a constructive way: “We must take the resounding yes 
the ACT delivered overnight with the utmost seriousness and do something with it… We have to find a path forward. It can’t wait 
another generation. The work must continue.”  
Those who were proud to be Canberrans on the evening of October 14 will be watching both main parties closely for meaningful and 
impactful responses between now and the next federal election. 
Sue Dyer, Downer 

Canberra Times …….[Published 25Oct23] 
Where's the detail? 
Doug Hurst's letter (October 23) contains a splendid list of headlined actions he claims the "no" advocates offered during the 
campaign. But, as Doug probably said in one of his many letters throughout the campaign, where's the detail? 
Mark Westcott, Farrer 

Canberra Times …….[Published 25Oct23] 
Time to move on 
Eric Hunter (Letters, October 23) needs to get over it. The nation voted a resounding "no" to defeat a referendum proposal which 
would have divided us by the colour of our skin. 
Bob McDonald, Weetangera 

Canberra Times …….[Published 25Oct23] 
'Yes' campaign at fault 
Groups of anonymous Aboriginal leaders are criticising everyone but themselves for the "no" vote. They should get behind Senator 
Jacinta Nampijinpa Price, Warren Mundine, and others to find out (forensically), what has happened to the resources being spent on 
Indigenous programs. 
Peter Still, Glenore Grove, Qld 

Canberra Times …….[Published 23Oct23] 
Yes' to big government 
There is a widespread view in the ACT that Canberra alone got it right in the referendum because Canberrans are better educated 
and more caring. 
I have another view. As home to both the federal and territory public service the majority here believe more government is the answer 
to most things, including what is best for Aboriginal people. 
That's despite evidence suggesting too much government of Aboriginal people by land councils and such is part of the problem. 
Giving Aboriginal activists a special place in the constitution would not fix anything. 
The "no" advocates offered viable actions. They included an audit of where the billions spent each year went, law enforcement to 
reduce the disgusting violence against women and girls in remote communities, measures to improve kids education, emphasis on 
more self-reliance instead of welfare and treating all Australians equally whatever their history. 
The majority liked it and voted accordingly. It's called democracy. 
Doug Hurst, Chapman 

The Australian 
Voice Loss 
Greg Craven does a fair job (Australian, 16Oct23) in identifying why the Yes campaign for the Voice failed.  In my mind the two 
primary reasons were the sheer 100% hubris by the PM and the intransigeance of the aboriginal elite, to which the PM buckled.  
However, it surprised me that, throughout the long campaign, there had been virtually no mention of another major cause, ie the 
unethical, even dishonest, approach by the PM from the outset, namely initially tax deductions only for the Yes case, initially no 
Yes/No pamphlets, initially no Solicitor-General’s report, no by-partisan convention, a flawed ballot paper in respect of ticks and 
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crosses, but most  deceptive being that the ballot paper question addressed only the first of the three statements to be put into the 
Constitution.   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
16Oct23 

The Canberra Times 
Kenny’s Lament 
What a strange lament by Mark Kenny about “fake balance” (whatever that means) in reporting of the Yes and No cases for the Voice 
(Canberra Times, 8Oct23).  He almost had me in tears with him.  There he is, still accusing the No case of falsehoods and alarmist 
hyperbole but never itemising them; claiming the opposition was out for a political win as if Albanese’s leadership was not 
shamelessly unethical from the start; and, as an “avid ABC lover” (surprise, surprise) he then attacks the Media (other than the ABC I 
presume) for its poor coverage, even though the Media has been saturated by Yes case messages to simply vote Yes, as if that was 
all its proponents had to do or say. to the point of nausea. 
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
8Oct23 

Managing Editor      [Not published but cited in an email to all Canberra Times readers by the General Manager of the Canberra 
Times, 20Oct23] 
The Canberra Times 
Your email on the Voice 
Thank you for the opportunity to reply to your paper’s Yes position on the Voice. 
Given that you have left-wing journos like Mark Kenny who have been busy pushing the Yes barrow, it really is unnecessary for your 
journal to add a Yes-biased editorial.  However, I do understand that you have to cater for the most left-voting constituents in the 
country (63-64 per cent), dominating this undefeatable Socialist Republic of the ACT.  You might like to get a balanced view of the 
Voice by reading my presentation to Probus Canberra on 11Sep23, posted on my website www.alogstudycentre.com.au/media  
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
13Oct23  

Canberra Times 
One-eyed Insulting Yes campaigners  
Mr Albanese has chosen to praise Ray Martin rather than to condemn him for calling No voters dinosaurs and dickheads.  Mr 
Shorten, on 2GB today (6Oct23), also refused to condemn Ray Martin’s injurious comments.  Sounds about right for this PM and 
Labor generally.  Now No voters are branded from the top as dickheads, as well as racist and stupid.  What they walk past is the 
standard they accept. 
Labor would do well to heed Abraham Lincoln’s famous aphorism “You can fool some of the people all of the time, and all of the 
people some of the time, but you can not fool all of the people all of the time.” 
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
6Oct23 

City News 
One-eyed Voice  
Ken Watt (Letters 21Sep23) is correct in respect of valid ticks but invalid crosses on the Voice ballot paper, now upheld by the High 
Court.  Past practice, 20 plus years ago, is no excuse to continue an unfair practice. 
However, valid ticks but invalid crosses are just the last of several unethical measures by the Prime Minister to stack the case against 
the No campaign - initially tax deductions only for Yes camp; initially no Yes and No pamphlets: initially no Solicitor-General’s advice 
to be published; no equal Government funding of both cases, as in past referenda and, worst of all, a single question on the ballot 
paper addressing only the first of three parts to be written into the Constitution, ie, “A proposed law to alter the Constitution to 
recognise … the Voice.  Do you approve of this proposed alteration.”  Unfortunately, a great many voters will simply read this as “Do 
you agree with recognition of aborigines in the Constitution”, in complete ignorance of the ramifications of implementation.  No other 
information will be provided on the ballot paper and the question is therefore misleading by deliberate omission.   
As has been said, the standard you walk past is the standard you accept.   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
22Sep23 

Canberra Times 
The Voice  
It is a fairly balanced but not completely unbiased article against the No case by Karen Barlow (Canberra Times, 17Sep23).  It is 
patently wrong to say that the Voice is only about giving advice to government. 
The words ‘advice’ or ‘advising’ are not mentioned anywhere in the proposed wording of the change to the Constitution but of which 
S129 (ii) say clearly: (ii) “the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice may make representations to the Parliament and the 
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Executive Government of the Commonwealth on matters relating to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples”.  ‘To make 
representations’ is vastly different to giving ‘advice’. 
Nor is it correct, as is common to Yes advocates, to say that “race is already in the Constitution in S51 (xxvi)” which empowers the 
government to make laws in respect to “the people of any race …”.   The catchcry implies that race refers only to aborigines, but the 
section is applicable also to the myriad other races now in Australia, including the white Anglo-Celtic folk. 
However, the final insult of a highly unethical Yes campaign, led by the Prime Minister, is that the referendum will ask a single 
question, namely, “A Proposed Law: to alter the Constitution to recognise the First Peoples of Australia by establishing an Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander Voice.  Do you approve this proposed alteration?” which implies that the referendum is only about S129 (1), 
recognition of ATSI peoples in the Constitution, quite contrary to the serious ramifications of sections 129 (ii) and 129 (iii) of the 
proposed wording for the Constitution, dealing with implementation of a Voice.  Unfortunately, a great many voters will simply read 
this as “Do you agree with recognition of aborigines in the Constitution”, in complete ignorance of the ramifications.  No other 
information will be provided on the ballot paper and the question is therefore misleading by deliberate omission.   
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
17Sep23 

City News 
The Voice  
The PM and Yes proponents of the Voice often say that the Voice is only “advisory”, implying that the Voice would not have any more 
to say than it can already.  However, it is patently wrong to say that the Voice is only about giving advice to government. 
The words ‘advice’ or ‘advising’ are not mentioned anywhere in the proposed wording of the change to the Constitution but of which 
S129 (ii) say clearly: (ii) “the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice may make representations to the Parliament and the 
Executive Government of the Commonwealth on matters relating to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples”.  ‘To make 
representations’ is vastly different to giving ‘advice’. 
Nor is it correct, as is common to Yes advocates, to say that “race is already in the Constitution in S51 (xxvi)” which empowers the 
government to make laws in respect to “the people of any race …”.   The catchcry implies that race refers only to aborigines, but the 
section is applicable also to the myriad other races now in Australia, including the white Anglo-Celtic folk. 
That said, the final insult of a highly unethical Yes campaign, led by the Prime Minister, is that the referendum will ask a single 
question, namely, “A Proposed Law: to alter the Constitution to recognise the First Peoples of Australia by establishing an Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander Voice.  Do you approve this proposed alteration?” which implies that the referendum is only about S129 (1), 
recognition of ATSI peoples in the Constitution, quite contrary to the serious ramifications of sections 129 (ii) and 129 (iii) of the 
proposed wording for the Constitution, dealing with implementation of a Voice.  Unfortunately, a great many voters will simply read 
this as “Do you agree with recognition of aborigines in the Constitution”, in complete ignorance of the ramifications.  No other 
information will be provided on the ballot paper and the question is therefore misleading by deliberate omission.   
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
17Sep23  

The Australian 
The Voice  
Chris Kenny is patently wrong (Aust, 16-17Sep23) in saying that the Voice is only about giving advice and doubly wrong of accusing 
Senator Price of lying, in saying that the Voice would not be advisory, and that “This is a blatant falsehood, disproven by the very 
wording of the proposed constitutional change.” 
The words ‘advice’ or ‘advising’ are not mentioned anywhere in the proposed wording of the change to the Constitution but of which 
S129 (ii) say clearly: (ii) “the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice may make representations to the Parliament and the 
Executive Government of the Commonwealth on matters relating to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples”.  ‘To make 
representations’ is vastly different to giving ‘advice’, and Kenny is disingenuous in saying otherwise. 
However, the final insult of this highly unethical Yes campaign, led by the Prime Minister, is that the referendum will ask a single 
question, namely, “A Proposed Law: to alter the Constitution to recognise the First Peoples of Australia by establishing an Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander Voice.  Do you approve this proposed alteration?” which implies that the referendum is only about S129 (1), 
recognition of ATSI peoples in the Constitution, quite contrary to the serious ramifications of sections 129 (ii) and 129 (iii) of the 
proposed wording for the Constitution, dealing with implementation of a Voice.  Unfortunately, a great many voters will simply read 
this as “Do you agree with recognition of aborigines in the Constitution”, in complete ignorance of the ramifications.  No other 
information will be provided on the ballot paper and the question is therefore misleading by deliberate omission.   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
16Sep23  

The Australian 
The Voice  
In a recent presentation about the Voice to a social group in Canberra, I concluded with the following statements:   
The referendum will ask a single question, namely, “A Proposed Law: to alter the Constitution to recognise the First Peoples of 
Australia by establishing an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice.  Do you approve this proposed alteration?” which implies that 
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the referendum is only about recognition of ATSI peoples in the Constitution, quite contrary to the second and third parts of the 
proposed wording for the Constitution, dealing with implementation of a Voice.  Unfortunately (but counted on by the Yes 
proponents), a great many voters will simply read this as “Do you agree with recognition of aborigines in the Constitution”, in complete 
ignorance of the ramifications.  No other information will be provided on the ballot paper and the question is therefore misleading by 
deliberate omission.   
The acid test for the referendum is whether a Voice enshrined in the Constitution would make any difference to ‘closing the gap’.  The 
answer is a clear no, given that the means already exist in the NIAA and its 1,300 staff under Minister Burney’s control, with a charter 
that reads exactly like what that of a Voice would look like.  Minister Burney and the Government simply need to do their job.  They do 
not even need new legislation to do so.   
When all debate is boiled down, there is simply no need for a Voice to be entrenched in the Constitution. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
13Sep23 

City News …….(Published City News, 20Sep23] 
The Voice  
In a recent presentation about the Voice to a social group in Canberra, I concluded with the following statements:   
The referendum will ask a single question, namely, “A Proposed Law: to alter the Constitution to recognise the First Peoples of 
Australia by establishing an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice.  Do you approve this proposed alteration?” which implies that 
the referendum is only about recognition of ATSI peoples in the Constitution, quite contrary to the second and third parts of the 
proposed wording for the Constitution, dealing with implementation of a Voice.  Unfortunately (but counted on by the Yes 
proponents), a great many voters will simply read this as “Do you agree with recognition of aborigines in the Constitution”, in complete 
ignorance of the ramifications.  No other information will be provided on the ballot paper and the question is therefore misleading by 
deliberate omission.   
The acid test for the referendum is whether a Voice enshrined in the Constitution would make any difference to ‘closing the gap’.  The 
answer is a clear no, given that the means already exist in the NIAA and its 1,300 staff under Minister Burney’s control, with a charter 
that reads exactly like what that of a Voice would look like.  Minister Burney and the Government simply need to do their job.  They do 
not even need new legislation to do so.   
When all debate is boiled down, there is simply no need for a Voice to be entrenched in the Constitution. 
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
13Sep23 

The Australian 
Marcia Langton’s Voice  
Two points more about the Voice.   
Marci Langton at the Press Club (Aust, 7Sep23), like Minister Burney before her (Aust,6Sep), is a perfect advertisement to vote No to 
the Voice.  Both have effectively admitted that they currently have the means to ‘close the gap’, through the 1,300 staff of the NIAA, 
under the Minister’s control, with a charter that reads exactly like what that of a Voice would have, complemented by the myriad 
aborigine advisory groups already existing around the country; even new legislation to do it is not needed.  And Mr Pearson (Aust, 
7Sep23) is on a flogging to nowhere with his latest ploy to tell ‘soft’ No voters the truth about the Voice because he, the PM and Yes 
proponents cannot afford to tell the truth of what the real ramifications of the Uluru statement would be.  Have you listened to Thomas 
Mayo and his like? 

An enshrined Voice is simply not needed to ‘close the gap’. 

M. Flint 
Canberra 
7Sep23 

The Australian 
Minister Burney’s Voice  
Minister Linda Burney’s article urging people to vote Yes on the Voice (Aust, 6Sep23), is a perfect advertisement for the No 
campaign.  She laments the lack of progress in ‘closing the gap’ and claims that a Voice in the Constitution would fix that.  Sorry, Ms 
Burney but you already have the means to ‘close the gap’ in the NIAA and its 1,300 staff under your control, with a charter that reads 
exactly like what that of a Voice would look like.  Just do your job.  You do not even have to have new legislation to do it and to coral 
effective advice from the myriad, existing ATSI organisations.  In contrast. Maurice Newman’s article (also 6Sep23) is right on the 
money. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
6Sep23 

The Australian 
The Voice  
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Troy Bramston, like so many Yes proponent commentators is deluded (Aust, 5Sep23) - yet another Yes campaigner denying, 
decrying and deriding the opposition.  The Yes campaign, completely politicised by the PM from the outset, boils down to “It’s a great 
idea. Trust us”.  Trust who – the Albanese government?  Who’s kidding whom? 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
5Sep23 

The Editor 
The Australian 
One-eyed Voice  
Sorry George Williams (Aust, 4Sep23), but the Voice referendum is rigged.  Yet another Yes campaigner denying the No concerns 
(Nothing to see here!).  
He should have a another look at the unethical strategy of the Prime Minister to stack the case against the No campaign - initially tax 
deductions only for Yes camp; initially no Yes and No pamphlets: initially no Solicitor-General’s advice to be published; no equal 
Government funding of both cases, as in past referenda; valid ticks but invalid crosses on ballot papers, and worst of all, a single 
question on the ballot paper addressing only the first of three parts to be written into the Constitution, ie, “A proposed law to alter the 
Constitution to recognise … the Voice.  Do you approve of this proposed alteration.” 
As has been said, the standard you walk past is the standard you accept.   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
4Sep23 

The Editor 
The Canberra Times 
One-eyed Voice  
I often feel sorry for ideologues like Mark Kenny (Canberra times, 3Sep22) who are so one-eyed they can’t think straight. 
Once again his comments, like the others from the Yes campaign, comes down to a few basics: it’s a great idea, get a warm fuzzy 
feeling, there is nothing to worry about whatever concerns the No camp may raise.  Go deny, decry and deride the opposition.  But 
ask and demand from the Yes proponents what more effect a Voice would have on the plight of aborigines, the claimed fundamental 
reason for a Voice, over the reported $30 billion a year already being poured into those communities now and the apparent failure of 
the NIAA (1,300 staff) to be make any headway in ;closing the gap’.  And have a close look at the unethical strategy of the Prime 
Minister to stack the case against the No campaign - initially tax deductions only for Yes camp; initially no Yes and No pamphlets: 
initially no Solicitor-General’s advice to be published; no equal Government funding of both cases, as in past referenda; valid ticks but 
invalid crosses on ballot papers, and worst of all, a single question on the ballot paper addressing only the first of three parts to be 
written into the Constitution, ie, “A proposed law to alter the Constitution to recognise … the Voice.  Do you approve of this proposed 
alteration.” 
As has been said, the standard you walk past is the standard you accept.  Luckily Mr Kenny is preaching to the converted. 
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
3Sep23 

The Editor 
The Australian 
Congratulations to Warren Mundine for his valid list of countervailing myths of the No campaign, to those about the Yes campaign, 
posed recently by Chris Kenny (Australian, 30Aug23).  Kenny’s list was and is wrong, which I had critiqued in a recent letter to the 
editor (not published).  Warren Mundine is spot on the truth.  Thank you also for the informative article by Susanne Andrews “Voice 
will make most of local community experience”.  It is a perfect example of why a Voice enshrined in the Constitution is not needed.   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
30Aug23 

The Editor 

The Australian 

As usual, Greg Sheridan and Robert Gottliebsen get it right in their columns (The Australian, 29Aug23).   

The Australian Electoral Commission (AEC) should publish its legal advice in respect of use of ticks and crosses on 

referendum ballot papers.  Just because nothing has changed in 30 years is no excuse for the AEC.  The use of ticks but 

invalid crosses is confusing, bad administration and certain to give a biased result. 

Neither the governing act nor the official AEC booklet (arrived in mail 25Aug23) mentions anywhere therein the use of 

ticks or crosses.  They provide only for the words ‘yes’ or ‘no’, or Y and N to be used by voters.  

Robert Gottliebsen is also right in saying that woke CEOS of companies will rue the day they backed the Yes campaign 

and now should donate also to the No campaign to compensate.  They have no right to abuse shareholder funds for 

political purposes.   

M. Flint 

Canberra 
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29Aug23  

The Editor 

The Australian 

The Gospel of the Voice according Chris Kenny 

The Australian is trying hard to be balanced in putting both sides of the Voice cases (clearly absent in leftist Media) in 

giving so much print space to Chris Kenny to continually make his case for a Yes vote.  (Weekend Aus 26-27Aug23).  

But Kenny gets more and more desperate each try on his defence of the Voice.  His article boils down again to a repeat 

of the oft-stated unsupported assertions and opinions of Yes advocates, ie. that ‘there is nothing to see here; nothing to 

fear; the Voice would be just an advisory body’; no need to worry about what a supportive government like Labor or the 

High Court may decide.   

He identifies eight myths (actually straw men) that he then tries to demolish.   

Myth 1.  Race is mentioned but not defined anywhere in the constitution.  S51 xxvi provides for the Commonwealth to 

make laws for “the people of any race…”.  But are we not all a race of one kind or another? 

Myth 2. He says the Voice will have no legal power, to be only an advisory body.  Essentially true but ignores a willing 

government like Labor to implement its representations and the Media ruckus if ignored. 

Myth 3. The Uluru statement is more than a page long.  Even the aboriginal advocates have said so.  The Uluru 

statement is not an innocuous document.  It harbours a future of exactly what its advocates say it does – Voice, treaty, 

truth.  How can Kenny deny what the aboriginal authors are writing and saying themselves?   

Myth 4.  He is advocating that a Voice is necessary to do what $30 billion plus per annum is already trying to do to close 

the Gap.  A Voice would just make things worse. 

Myth 5.  The voice is indeed an elite forum, being led by part-aboriginal academic, parliamentary and community leader 

elites, supposedly on behalf of our most disadvantaged cousins in remote communities.  Where are the full-blood 

aboriginal bodies?  The Government refused to meet with at least one such delegation we know of. 

Myth 6.  Kenny is in error.  The 1999 referendum posed two questions, both related only to the establishment of a 

republic.  There was no question about aborigines. 

Myth 7.  Kenny is in error.  He proposed wording of part iii of the referendum question is that “The Parliament shall 

make laws with respect to matters relating to the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice, …”  It does not apply only 

to the Voice, as stated by Kenny.  Any matter affecting all Australians also affect aborigines. 

Myth 8.  Kenny implies that the Voice is needed to ‘close the gap’.  Nowhere have I yet read anywhere how the Voice 

will help do that.  There is currently a whole industry and a Federal Government department under the Minister for 

Aboriginal Affairs, of 1,300 public servants, who are supposed to be closing the gap.  Where is there any sound 

argument that a Voice would do any better, with a yet larger and more expensive bureaucracy?  

M. Flint 

Canberra 

26Aug23  

The Editor 

The Australian 

Voice Subterfuge? 

So, is this another dirty trick by a deceitful Labor government in the Voice referendum?  First there was tax deductibility 

only for the Yes case.  Then there were to be no information pamphlets to voters, luckily both decisions being reversed 

after heavy criticism.  Media reports now imply that the Australian Electoral Commission (AEC) will allow on ballot 

papers, ticks instead of the word ‘yes’ but will invalidate crosses used instead of the word ‘no’.  How sinister and 

deceitful, if not unlawful, is that?  

The official AEC booklet (arrived in mail 25Aug23) provides only for the words ‘yes’ or ‘no’ to be used by voters and 

does not mention anywhere therein the use of ticks or crosses.  I understand that that is consistent with the law governing 

referendums.  

So, if this misleading information about ticks and crosses is true, there should be an immediate legal challenge to what 

the AEC and Labor Government is intending.  It would be a very sad day if the required, absolute impartiality of such a 

body as the AEC is compromised in favour of a Government policy.  The AEC should immediately clarify its position 

on this matter or, thus, remain tainted and compromised, not to be trusted ever again. 

If a Coalition government attempted to pull such a stunt, the Leftist media would be outraged and squealing like cut 

pigs.  So where is the leftist Media outrage over this apparent major transgression? 

And any voter who endorses this possible subterfuge by the Government should hang his or her head in shame. 
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M. Flint 

Canberra 

25Aug23  

The Editor 

CBR City News  [as published City News, 6Sep23]  

Voice Subterfuge? Yes to tick but a cross is a no no 

So, is this another dirty trick by a deceitful Labor government in the Voice referendum?  First there was tax deductibility 

only for the Yes case.  Then there were to be no information pamphlets to voters, luckily both decisions being reversed 

after heavy criticism.  Media reports now imply that the Australian Electoral Commission (AEC) will allow on ballot 

papers, ticks instead of the word ‘yes’ but will invalidate crosses used instead of the word ‘no’.  How sinister and 

deceitful, if not unlawful, is that?  

The official AEC booklet (arrived in mail 25Aug23) provides only for the words ‘yes’ or ‘no’ to be used by voters and 

does not mention anywhere therein the use of ticks or crosses.  I understand that that is consistent with the law governing 

referendums.  

So, if this misleading information about ticks and crosses is true, there should be an immediate legal challenge to what 

the AEC and Labor Government is intending.  It would be a very sad day if the required, absolute impartiality of such a 

body as the AEC is compromised in favour of a Government policy.  The AEC should immediately clarify its position 

on this matter or, thus, remain tainted and compromised, not to be trusted ever again. 

If a Coalition government attempted to pull such a stunt, the Leftist media would be outraged and squealing like cut 

pigs.  So where is the leftist Media outrage over this apparent major transgression? 

And any voter who endorses this possible subterfuge by the Government should hang his or her head in shame. 

M. Flint, Erindale Centre 

25Aug23 

The Editor 

The Australian 

Voice and health 

The article on the Voice by Health Minister Mark Butler (Australian, 24Aug23) is 100% waffle and hardly worthy of a 

Year10 student paper.  He should know better than to tote such rubbish that the Voice will do for aboriginal health what 

his department should be doing already. 

In respect of differences in life expectancy and chronic conditions like rheumatic heart disease, where is there any 

mention of the real effects of genetic differences engendered by 60,000 years of total isolation as probable causes of 

these differences?  How on earth could the Voice do better on controlling trachoma than should be happening now under 

his watch? 

This was pure Voice propaganda by our Labor Health Minister and weak as water at that.  

M. Flint 

Canberra 

24Aug23  

The Editor 

The Australian 

The pathetic Voice 

The article by Douglas Murray ‘Sorry but can we please stop the guilt trips?’ (Weekend Australian, 19-20Aug23).about 

guilt- branding of Australians over the plight of the Aborigine and Torres Strait Islander (ATSI) people is enlightening 

and a very welcome comment on a sad stage of our history.  Although an Englishman, accusable of bias, he is not some 

sickophantic (sic) Australian leftist journalist trying to justify his country’s irrational attitude against the Voice.  

Let’s face it. Without colonisation, by England or other, aborigines would still be living as they had for their claimed 

60,000 years of being here - the same year 60 000 times with no change.  What did aborigines achieve in all that time?  

No wheel, no bow and arrow, no permanent housing, no rag trade, few utensils, the most basic cuisine, no manufacturing 

other than spears, woomeras, nulla-nullas, boomerangs and woven baskets.  But to be fair, the aborigines had serious 

disadvantages.  They were condemned to a hunter/gatherer existence and a survival lifestyle.  There was no beast of 

burden, so no draught animal to permit serious agriculture or conveyance of person or material; no metals, just stone and 

wood; no tools except those makable of stone and wood; and no wheel, abandoned if it had been ever invented.  Most of 

the country at their entry point in the North-West was barren and uninviting.  But lifestyles remained hunter/gatherer 

even after reaching the fertile East and South.  In having to walk and personally carry belongings everywhere, one can 

easily understand why things that had to be toted were absolutely minimal.  In short, for 60,000 years their greatest 
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achievement was to actually survive in this essentially difficult land.  One way or the other, they had managed to master 

fire to their advantage. 

Colonisation with European knowhow has turned this country into a rich nation and a powerhouse to the world because 

of its many resources, exploitable because of Western knowledge and social structures. 

Now the aborigines claim it all as if they had built it.  $30billion a year into the aborigine industry, ownership of more 

than 50 per cent of the land mass and mining royalties are obviously not enough (where is the money going?).  

Australians comprise an extremely tolerant society but are being sorely tested by a government only too happy to sustain 

the guilty tag being applied to its citizens by self-appointed elite representatives of the ATSI peoples. 

In short, there is absolutely no benefit to the nation for the Uluru statement, and all that it implies, to be set in 

constitutional concrete.  Aborigines should be grateful for colonisation but gratitude is not endemic to the human 

condition. None of them would want to revert to pre-colonial living.  Enough is enough! 

M. Flint 

Canberra 

20Aug23  

Canberra Times………[Published 17Aug23] 
Fraudulent scare campaigns are nothing new in Australian politics 
In the 1950s it was the "reds under the beds". After Mabo John Howard warned of a nationwide "land grab" by Indigenous 
Australians. 
And now the "no" campaign is in the running for first prize when it comes to panicking the country. 
"No" campaigners say if the "yes" case gets up Australia will be divided along race lines and that non-indigenous people will become 
second-class citizens. 
"Dutton's doubters" also claim the Voice is legally risky and potentially very costly. 
The referendum is on a very simple question: "[There is] A Proposed Law: to alter the Constitution to recognise the First Peoples of 
Australia by establishing an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice. Do you approve this proposed alteration?" 
It does not mention a treaty or Makarrata commission. 
These matters will be discussed and debated by the Parliament. 
Peter Dutton has said he does support a community and regional voices but only if they are legislated. 
Indigenous Australians need the Voice to be in the constitution however because they have been betrayed by government's shutting 
down representative organisations on several previous occasions. 
ATSIC is the most high-profile example. 
What First Nations' people want is a seat at the table. 
It's widely recognised we get better and less costly results when all the stakeholders sit down together to talk. 
That's what Peter Dutton aims for in his own party room discussions. 
Why does he find it so hard to understand Indigenous Australians want the same right? 
It's called inclusion and democracy. 
Tony Morrissey, Chifley 
Editor’s Comment: Another Yes supporter in denial of what the Uluru statement actually means. 

Canberra Times………[Published 9Aug23] 
Continuity crucial to a Voice 
The First Nations people of this land were unable to elect representatives until 1962. The constitution excluded First Nations people 
from the census until 1967. Since 1967 the Commonwealth government can make and has made laws specifically directed at our 
First Nations population. 
Our First Nations population has no direct input in the creation and implementation of legislation affecting them. The Minister for 
Indigenous Australians is appointed by the government and may or may not have broad support and connections in the First Nations 
population. First Nations MPs are expected to represent all their constituents. First Nations constituents are generally a minority in 
their electorate. 
A Voice to parliament will provide advice relating to the creation and implementation of legislation that affects the First Nations 
people. Institutions like the proposed Voice have existed before at the pleasure of the government of the day. 
However, these institutions have been and are changed or abolished by the government of the day. The lack of continuity is 
detrimental. Including a Voice in the constitution will provide continuity for such an institution and will contribute to the creation of 
better legislation affecting and directed at the First Nations population of this land. 
Bram van Oosterhout, O'Connor 
Editor’s Comment: Another Yes true but deluded believer. 

Canberra City News………[Published 9Aug23] 
I can’t wait to see the letters to the editor 
ERIC Hunter, a regular correspondent to this publication and “The Canberra Times” (CT), was recently extolling the virtues of the 
Minister for Indigenous Australians, Linda Burney, and promoting the “yes” vote for the Voice in a letter to the CT.  
Well after Burney’s incompetent and abysmal performance in parliament on August 1, where she refused to answer a simple 
straightforward question from the coalition, Mr Hunter might like to review his opinion of her.  
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Hunter and the Voice “yes” brigade must now be getting nervous as it is looking more than likely it won’t get up. I can’t wait to see 
their letters to the editors if this happens! 
Linda Burney has a good mate in the Climate Change Minister Chris Bowen, who wants to cover the landscape with windmills, solar 
panels and transmission lines, rather than keep coal and gas going for reliable base-load power and seriously promote adopting the 
nuclear option.  
I thought this might make sense, given we are committed to acquiring nuclear-powered submarines. His virtue signalling will ruin our 
economy, and have practically zero effect on the world’s climate.  
Again, I can’t wait to see the letters to the editors when we start having blackouts/power rationing by following Bowen’s pol icy. 
Bob McDonald, Weetangera 

Canberra City News………[Published 9Aug23] 
How’s the recycling of coal-fired power plants going? 
Ken Murtagh (Letters, CN July 27) wrongly assumes that Australian taxpayers will pay for “between $7 and $9 trillion of capital 
commitments by 2060” to achieve net zero as reported in the recent Net Zero Australia report.  
The report itself makes it clear that: “Most of those funds will come from business, and some from households. Exports will be paid for 
mostly by overseas customers.” 
Like most naysayers opposed to renewables, Mr Murtagh overlooks Australia’s general recycling problem and singles out wind 
turbine blades.  
How’s the recycling of coal-fired power plants and their toxic sludge going, I wonder?  
Recyclable wind turbine blades were made in Denmark two years ago.  
Ray Peck, Hawthorn, Victoria 

Canberra City News………[Published 9Aug23] 
Hunter’s misguided letter could change my vote 
I had to think hard as to whether it was worth responding to Eric Hunter’s letter on the Voice (CN July 27) because of all the errors in 
it. First of all I did not “complain”, but simply made observations.  
Second, it was Albanese who took the running on promoting the Voice in a way that politicised it and Dutton simply responded in a 
way that most of us knew he would.  
Third, I did not suggest that politicians, big business and sporting bodies should not comment, but said that this is more an issue for 
the people to determine, and finally, why mention the Murdoch press at all?  
The Murdoch press is not worth reading, let alone taking any notice of, but those who do are not worth pursuing to change their 
views.  
I am not the only one who thinks the government has messed things up, with many senior journalists saying much the same thing as 
me. And I had the advantage of attending many ATSIC meetings over a number of years as a delegate for a Commonwealth mega 
department and saw at first hand the internal working arrangements of our First-Nations representatives.  
The bullying tactics of some politicians are likely to derail the process just as Hunter’s misguided letter could possibly change my own 
vote. 
Ric Hingee, Duffy 

Canberra City News………[Published 9Aug23] 
Stuck with an arrogant, uncaring government 
Dr D Mackenzie (Letters, CN July 27) is very concerned about global heating because of record heatwaves in Europe and North 
America, but not of the record cold temperatures and rainfall in Australia in the last few years.  
He doesn’t approve of the Liberals’ proposals to reverse the cessation of Canberra’s gas supply introduced by Labor, but does not 
explain how we are going to replace that reliable fuel source we get from NSW. Maybe he is another one of those gullible Labor 
lovers that thinks ACT gets all its energy from renewable sources, if you believe our laughable government.  
Maybe he is proposing we build a nuclear power plant so ACT can get clean, safe, instant and reliable energy. As he has the 
abbreviation Dr before his name, maybe he is joining the long list of scientists that are realising that we can’t meet any net zero goals 
without nuclear energy.  
Dr Mackenzie reveals all in his last paragraph when he says he has been a lifelong Labor voter because his father was.  
This is the problem, especially in Canberra, where we have these voters that just vote Labor because their family did or because they 
are rusted on Labor voters. If this is the attitude we will be stuck with an arrogant, incompetent, uncaring and smug government for 
the rest of our lives.  
Ian Pilsner, Weston 

Canberra City News………[Published 9Aug23] 
If only we’d gone nuclear in 1970 
Glad to report at least agreement with Dr Douglas Mackenzie’s revelation in Letters, CN July 27, that our tram plans are pure folly. 
An additional bridge on Commonwealth Avenue will be an insult to its minimalist form, worthy of the capital. 
More disturbing, however, is his reference to a heated northern hemisphere, which is occupied by 88 per cent of the world population. 
Mackenzie’s consistent support for unachievable renewables for electricity generation by 2050 could only come from a rusted-on 
government disciple, incapable of considering what we could have had if the Jervis Bay nuclear plant had been completed in 1970. 
Ken Murtagh, Hughes 

Canberra Times  
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Voting for the Voice? 
What sheer hypocrisy and desperation from Crispin Hull (article, 8Aug23).  He leads off by saying the No campaign is using every 
dirty trick in the book (not listed) and adds that the Yes campaign does not have to join in the deceit.  What does he call the PM 
initially refusing to allow tax deductions only for the Yes campaign, if that is not deceit?  What does he call the PM having to be 
dragged kicking and screaming to allow both Yes and No campaign pamphlets to be published by the electoral commission, if that 
was not deceit?  I could go on.  The PM has been nothing but deceitful in this referendum.  Then Hull exposes his desperation in 
effect saying that a successful referendum now needs 16-year-olds to be given the vote.  What a joke.  Is this man serious?   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
8Augl23 

Canberra Times ………[Published 5Aug23] 
Anthony Albanese has bungled the Voice campaign and should go 
I have noticed every time the topic of the Voice is raised it leads to me being attacked on the basis of my values and personality, not 
the topic being discussed. 
My wife is an advocate of the Voice. 
I'm trained in constitutional matters, policy and procedural fairness. I have strong reservations about the model being put forward. 
But I believe the reason for the inability of my wife and myself to communicate on the topic is because Anthony Albanese has done a 
terrible job advocating for the Voice. 
To me, it feels like Anthony Albanese just wants everyone to "trust him". 
In fact, the general population have been provided so little information on what the Voice will look like, how it will function, the 
limitations on the power, or case studies of how it can benefit Aboriginal communities that Anthony Albanese's lack of detail is directly 
causing civil and personal divisions to take the place of reasonable, informed discussion. 
The Voice should be a topic of minority rights vs majority rule. Definitely a topic missing in the Australian constitution. 
But Albanese hasn't clarified the topic being debated. He has made the topic racial and mishandled this fundamental reform. 
He should stand down and let a true leader take charge; someone who can encourage people to engage in the civil and informed 
debate necessary for a democracy. 
Greg Adamson, Griffith 

The Australian  
Who’s Voice? 
So many articles on the Voice this weekend in the Australian (5-6Aug23) - by the PM, Van Onselen, Kenny, Langton (these clearly 
for), Bramston, Shanahan, Kelly and an editorial (these reporting factually).  Is the Yes camp saying anything new?  No, it is still 
saying it is the right thing to do and, in Langton’s case, still denigrating No supporters and accusing them of egregious lies but with 
zero examples and as if the No camp is pristine and pure. 
The Yes camp is still peddling too how the Voice will be just ‘Advisory’.  Therein, of course, lies the crux of disagreement.  Why does 
the Voice have to be in the Constitution if just advisory?  PM Albanese and Labor would be a very willing partner to the Voice and 
would accede to its every demand, at great cost to 96 percent of Australians.  Another fatal flaw in the Yes case is as mentioned in a 
few places, that being the valid progress being made in education and jobs for aborigines in Arnhem land, adding significantly that 
this group happens to own mines and has the independent financial means to achieve positive results. 
Education and meaningful employment comprise the only sure route for indigenous peoples off the reserves and happily integrated.  
The Voice enshrined in the Constitution, as proposed, is divisive and would benefit only the part-indigenous elite. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
5Augl23  

The Australian  
Indigenous Billions  
The Australian would be doing a great service to its readers if one of its journalists would research and report an account of exactly 
where all the billions of dollars have gone every year and over the years on indigenous causes, instead of simply asking the question.  
The astronomical figure of $30 billion a year has been often reported.  There needs to be some accurate account for this figure and 
soon. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
3Aug23 

City News ………[Published 26Jul23] 
Do the right thing? But we’ve done it for decades 
Are we not entitled to know why the billions of dollars spent rectifying Aboriginal disadvantage has failed before being asked to spend 
billions more?” asks reader MICHAEL BOYLE, of Chapman. 
On March 2, “CityNews” published questions from me to help clarify issues surrounding the Voice. So far the questions have not been 
answered.  
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The Uluru Statement, from which the Voice emanated, also advocates for a treaty/treaties, truth talking and an unspecified form of 
sovereignty. It is reasonable to see constitutional acceptance of the Voice as preparing the way for treaties and sovereignty that may 
have their own constitutional implications separating the Aboriginal communities from mainstream Australia.  
While being pushed by activists as a logical progression to compensate Aborigines for past wrongs, the debate on those issues has 
barely surfaced. There is a strong argument that all matters flowing from the Uluru Statement should be addressed as a “package”, 
not singly. 
Arguments over the Voice have become increasingly heated, even vituperative, and highly emotional on the “Yes” side, whose 
disagreements over the nature of the Voice between activists and proponents remain unresolved, confusing further how a 
constitutional Voice would operate.  
The Voice, once added to the constitution, would decide its own priorities and how it would function.  
In organising the operation of the Voice the parliament/executive may make administrative decisions based on the advice from the 
Voice, but the functions of the Voice would be protected by the constitution. At present there is neither knowledge nor decision on 
how the Voice will be organised to perform its yet unspecified functions. 
Given the range of Aboriginal interests and concerns across Australia, dissent from the view of the Voice across some communities is 
inevitable. Presumably, those opposed to the advice of the Voice will have the same rights as everyone else to make their views 
known and have them processed by parliament and the executive in the same manner as would be accorded to the Voice.  
If this is the case, why does the Voice become a constitutional necessity, unless advice from the Voice is to take precedence over all 
other advice on indigenous concerns including those Aborigines who present dissenting views? What the rest of us think may not be 
a consideration. 
A major appeal of the “Yes” case is for Australians to do the right thing, get on the right side of history, protect our international 
reputation and remedy the wrongs of the past. These emotional appeals might have weight if they reflected the whole story.  
Australians for generations have done the right thing as legislatures, institutions and individuals sought to overcome identified forms 
of disadvantage intended to “close the gap”. The allegations in the Uluru Statement do not reflect the situation of today.  
 
Any successful attempt at permanently overcoming Aboriginal disadvantage must be based, firstly, on a realistic appreciation of the 
cause of the problems, and secondly, a practical appreciation of what can be done to overcome them.  
 
The Voice campaign is strong on emotional, rhetorical assertions presenting a one-sided picture, but less enthused about debating 
material inimical to its argument. This, plus the extended agenda of the Uluru Statement that is very much to the fore in the minds of 
“Yes” activists, has damaged the “Yes” case significantly.  
In these circumstances the procession of public figures endorsing the Voice is as likely to increase people’s doubts about the Voice 
as it is to reassure them. 
There are other factors that cause doubts about the veracity of the “Yes” case. The question of who qualifies as an Aboriginal is 
becoming an issue following the inexplicable rise in the indigenous population revealed in the last census. 
Attempts to inculcate the referendum with an ambience of guilt flowing from deeds long past as though the current situation concerns 
only Aborigines and Celtic-Anglo-Saxons is dubious, especially as Australian citizens of today come from all over the world and are 
sympathetic to the plight of those Aborigines still disadvantaged. They are not associated with the persecution of the Aborigines yet 
they will, as far as equal representation to parliament is concerned, experience discrimination. 
In the present circumstances, where there is continuing, legitimate doubt over so many core issues of the referendum, it is common 
sense to vote “No”, even if only to send the proposal for the Voice and all its implications back to the drawing board. 
Are we not entitled to know why the billions of dollars spent rectifying Aboriginal disadvantage has failed before being asked to spend 
billions more? Ironically, the activists already have a powerful voice. 
Julius Caesar, more than 2000 years ago, said it best in the Catiline conspiracy when he told the Senate: “All men who decide on 
difficult issues ought to free themselves from the influence of hatred, friendship, anger and pity. For when these intervene the mind 
cannot readily judge the truth, and no-one has ever served his emotions and his best interests simultaneously”. 
The principle is as true now as it was then. 
Michael Boyle, Chapman. 

City News ………[Published 26Jul23] 
Vote ‘yes’, but answers could take another generation  
The 1838 Myall Creek Massacre. 
“Surely we now have a duty (and the decency) to erase any lingering sense that white Australians are superior to a particular minority 
because of different skin tones and heritage,” writes reader Eric Hunter, of Cook. 
In a recent TV interview, former PM Tony Abbott claimed the outcome of the 1838 Myall Creek Massacre was “normal” when seven 
white men were sentenced and hanged for murdering 28 Aboriginal men, women and children.  
In truth, it was the only known case where any justice was handed out.  
Furthermore, no subsequent killings were investigated because of the public outcry over the Myall Creek hangings. The facts of this 
and other misrepresentations, such as ignoring the context of what Anthony Albanese actually said about governments being “very 
brave” if they went against the Voice, are readily accessible for anyone who cares to look. Why hasn’t Mr Abbott? 
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No wonder lesser mortals think it’s okay to repeat unchecked, misinformation, contradictions and sometimes outright lies, all clearly 
designed to denigrate indigenous Australians. Don’t we have a right to expect our political leaders and media especially will check the 
facts? And that brings us to the elephant in the room.  
The “Yes” campaign has steered away from it, but some on the “No” side now claim they’re being accused of “racism” by “Yes” 
advocates. Since they’ve raised it, could it be a case of self-identification? The often vicious trolling only fuels the fires of suspicion. 
Perhaps it’s time to let in the light behind the elephant. 
I was born before World War II and grew up in both country and city. Some of my earliest memories are of frequently hearing the “n” 
word around our kitchen table in rural Queensland. Later, in suburban Melbourne, the pejorative was “Abo”. We claimed, “It’s only a 
joke”, and were annoyed when the subjects didn’t see it that way.  
In the ’50s, in the country Victorian town where I worked, the local Aboriginal community lived on the river bank (they were rarely 
allocated public housing). Some caring townspeople helped out with food and second-hand clothing, while the local police sergeant 
spent many hours helping build and maintain a camp vegetable garden. But he was sneered at: “they’re all bloody useless, so why 
bother”, he was told.  
I remember when a local businessman’s search for an office receptionist turned up an ideal candidate. But she was Aboriginal and it 
soon became clear to him that if he gave her the job, there would be an outcry and probable loss of business. I knew him very well; a 
man of great integrity who always deeply regretted having to reject her in favour of a white applicant.  
What we rarely ask is how many times that young black woman and others like her still don’t get the job simply because of their 
colour, and how much it’s impacted their lives?  
Stan Grant showed us that, despite his success, he has been badly affected by a lifetime of racist attacks. Yet, he has been the one 
vilified for “speaking out of turn”. We should be asking “why”? Instead, we persist with the cry, “they’ve only themselves to blame” or 
that “we’re all equal now and the Voice will create inequality”. Authoritative evidence to the contrary is, as usual, right in front of us.  
Racist attitudes don’t disappear overnight – they’ve existed for millennia. Even today, I have to remind myself who and what I am – a 
privileged, old, white man whose black contemporaries, if they’re still around (and most probably aren’t because of their lower life 
expectancy), were highly unlikely to have had similar opportunities for a healthy, reasonably well-educated and comfortable life. 
Closing the gap data continues to show many still don’t.  
 
Voting “Yes” in the referendum won’t immediately provide all the answers – it could take another generation. However, there’s 
evidence that when disadvantaged people are listened to and their lived experience acknowledged through appropriate action, 
positive results come faster and more effectively than when they are ignored (and can result in monetary savings). The “No” 
advocates seem eager to ignore the billions wasted on non-local, white-inspired non-solutions that have too often ended up 
scapegoating local indigenous workers (as with ATSIC).  
The referendum is simple: constitutional recognition of our unique indigenous heritage, allied to an independent legislated advisory 
body whose sole job is to gather and consolidate on-the-ground knowledge from indigenous Australians about what they think will 
best help them.  
It will go to the executive government and parliament for consideration, just like any other advisory body. Parliament, through the 
government, will decide which recommendations are taken up. Critically, the constitutional amendment provides a strong obligation to 
justify all decisions publicly, whatever they may be.  
Surely we now have a duty (and the decency) to erase any lingering sense that white Australians are superior to a particular minority 
because of different skin tones and heritage, not to mention the scientifically refuted and offensive perceptions of differing levels of 
“inherent capability” that still lurk in some minds.  
I wonder: would we be enduring this unjustifiable acrimony if, when the British turned up, they had discovered our First Australians 
were also white skinned? 
Eric Hunter, of Cook 

City News ………[Published 26Jul23] 
Is Murdoch included in Ric’s complaints? 
I don’t see Ric Hingee complaining that Peter Dutton has “hitched his wagon” to a “No” vote and thus politicising it (Letters, CN July 
13). Why does Ric also suggest it’s “an issue for the people, not politicians, sporting groups, big business”?  
It’s still a democracy I thought and open to anyone or any group to become involved. Does Ric include the Murdoch “big media 
businesses” in his complaints about who’s involved? Is he also concerned about them spreading mis-information and denigration 
every day of the week? Is that not “telling people how to vote” and worse, by using unethical journalism? 
Eric Hunter, Cook 

The Australian  
The Voice pamphlets 
As reported in the Australian (18Jul23), reasons given for the Yes case are the same old platitudes we have been hearing from the 
Government for a year now.  It still boils down to “it’s the right thing to do” and there’s nothing to see here at risk.  Except for the first 
one, the other seven reasons given are a joke, no?  Who in their right mind would believe that it would save money, make the 
Government work better or bring the country together?   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
18Jul23  
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City News ………[Published 26Jul23] 
Closing the Gap 
Much has been written recently about our failure to ‘Close the Gap’ for our indigenous brethren.   
I am afraid that much of the media falls into the same old mantra trap that the ongoing, seemingly intractable problems of the 
Australian and Torres Strait Islander (ATSI) peoples (but primarily the full-blooded cohort thereof), are all the fault of the colonists and 
their descendants to the present time.  But, where is any discussion on the responsibility of the ATSI people themselves for their lot?  
Where is there any discussion of the genetic realities of 60,000 years of isolation from the rest of the world.  Do they bear no 
responsibility for their poor health, lower mortality rates, poor education, incarceration rates etc?  
Lack of progress in ‘closing the gap’ for full-blooded and near-full-blooded ATSI peoples is no great surprise.  How could it be, as long 
as they are continuously stuck (willingly?) in a welfare state? 
Quite some years ago when I first researched the ‘gap’ problem, I reluctantly came to a few conclusions which, unfortunately, still 
hold today.  The first was that closing the gap by any significant measure was basically intractable while these people remained in a 
welfare-dependant state.  The second was that their situation would not change much unless they integrated with the rest of the 
population through education and work, as most, if not all, of the part-aboriginal cohort have done.  In any modern society, education 
and work are essential to wellbeing and self-respect.   
In short, unless the ATSI peoples integrate, or even forced to integrate, the ‘gap’ will never be closed, despite the billions of dollars 
expended every year.    
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
14Jul23 

The Canberra Times ………[Published 13Jul23] 
Voice not dangerous 
M Flint (Letters, July 7) is wrong to suggest that the Voice is dangerous. 
The Voice will be able to provide advice to the Parliament and the government. The government will listen and, weighing all relevant 
advice, try to make decisions that benefit First Nations people and are in the interest of all Australians. Advice from the Voice, like 
advice from other quarters, does not compel the government to act contrary to the public interest. 
Linda Burney said the Voice's priorities will be health, education, jobs and housing. Over time, it may provide advice on truth telling 
and treaty. Advice on these matters will capture grassroots First Nations peoples' views. 
Vicki Ratliff, Red Hill 

The Canberra Times  
Self-identifying indigenes 
It is a complete mystery to me why Australians as white as I am, choose to self-identify as an indigene person and deny the greater 
part of their DNA.  Why?  Is it out of some sense of pride, virtue-signalling or simple greed?  Pride in what, in respect of aboriginal 
heritage?  60,000 years of living the same year 60,000 times?  
I am a quarter German but it has never crossed my mind to identify as a German – simply Australian through and through and proud 
of what this country has achieved.  These self-identifying aborigines would not even exist except for colonisation of the country.  I 
challenge any of them to explain to readers what their claimed level of aboriginal heritage is and to describe why they so self-identify. 
The accepted definition of an indigenous person is far too loose and even open to corruption.  There needs to be a much stricter 
definition, for example, exclusion of anyone beyond quarter-cast.  
13Jul23  

The Canberra Times ………[Published 13Jul23] 
NIAA and the Voice  
Letters by Janet Hunt and by Katy Skinner (Letters, 12Jul23) reveal more political bias than logic.  What do they think the 1,300 
people in the National Indigenous Australians Agency (NIAA), chewing up $4 billion a year, have been doing?  Sitting there waiting for 
an indigenous group like the Voice to tell them what to do?  I hope not.  That said, the Voice, enshrined in the Constitution, is all 
about entrenching permanent political power by some 3% of the population.  If the referendum is successful, logically the NIAA would 
be a ready vehicle (under Minister Burney) although it would be restocked with true Voice believers in greater numbers and cost, 
unable, in reality, to achieve more than it does now 
Minister Burney needs to explain why the Voice is needed in the Constitution when the NIAA exists under her portfolio.  She needs to 
explain what the NIAA has been doing for the past 14 months under her watch. She and the NIAA should do their job now. 
M. Flint 
Erindale Centre 
12Jul23  

Canberra City News………[Published 12Jul23] 
If Voice fails, blame look-at-me Albanese 
If the Voice and the referendum fail, and it isn’t looking too good at the moment, I put much of the blame on Albanese.  
He has pushed the issue so hard, and hitched his wagon so firmly to a “Yes” vote, that it politicised the whole issue.  
This is an issue for the people, not politicians, sporting groups, big business, local councils and the like who risk getting people’s 
backs up at being told what to do.  
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Dutton was always going to vote “No” and Albanese’s “look-at-me, look-at- me” approach to not only this, but the visit of the Indian 
Prime Minister and numerous other appearances at sporting events and high-profile functions, make him an irresistible target for 
Dutton.  
This could easily result in people voting “No” as a comment on Albanese’s pompousness rather than on the merits of the vote for First 
Nations People. 
Ric Hingee, Duffy 

The Australian  [ and Canberra Times] 
Would the Voice ‘close the gap? 
Recent reports say that successive governments have failed to make any significant progress in ‘closing the gap’ in respect of 
indigenous peoples, which is really the most important thing Australia could do for these people.  The National Indigenous Australians 
Agency (NIAA), created May2019, employs 1,300 persons with a 2022–23 budget of $4.2 billion per year, with a charter to do exactly 
what Minister Burney wants the Voice to do.  So, why the Voice if the means already exists in the NIAA?  One can easily conclude 
then that there must be ulterior motives for the Voice other than ‘closing the gap’, given the NIAA and numerous complimentary 
indigenous organisations already in place for that purpose.  One need only to read and think about the ramifications of the basic 
requirements of the Uluru Statement to see why, namely: 
•“We seek constitutional reform to empower our people and take a rightful place in our own country.” 
•“We call for the establishment of a First Nations Voice enshrined in the Constitution. 
•“We seek a Makarrata Commission to supervise a process of agreement-making between governments and First Nations and truth-
telling about our history. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
10Jul23  

The Canberra Times  
NIAA and the Voice  
Letters by Peter Toscan and Charles Meszaros abut the role of the National Indigenous Australians Agency (NIAA) (Letters. 9Jul23) 
ask a very pertinent question.  The NIAA employs 1,300 persons and, with a 2022–23 budget of $4.2 billion per year over the forward 
estimates, with a charter to do exactly what Minister Burney wants the Voice to do.  One must then ask why another bureaucracy for 
the Voice under the same Minister is needed.  One can easily conclude that the NIAA and Minister Burney are not doing their job.   
So, why does it still exist, chewing up billions every year?  Minister Burney has some explaining to do.  Either the NIAA should be 
shut down or made to deliver the goods to ATSI people on the ground.  
M. Flint 
Canberra 
9Jul23 

Canberra Times                  [Published 9Jul23] 
What's the point? 
I note that Linda Burney already has a list of agenda items for the Voice to deal with if when it gets up and running. 
Perhaps Ms Burney can tell us how this differs from what the National Indigenous Australian Agency (NIAA) does for her people. 
This agency was established around May 2019 and according to its website has the following functions: 
To lead and coordinate Commonwealth policy development, program design and implementation and service delivery for Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander peoples; 
To provide advice to the Prime Minister and the Minister for Indigenous Australians on whole-of-government priorities for Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander peoples; 
To lead and coordinate the development and implementation of Australia's Closing the Gap targets in partnership with Indigenous 
Australians; and 
To lead Commonwealth activities to promote reconciliation 
Peter Toscan, Amaroo 
 

Canberra Times                  [Published 9Jul23] 
What about the NIAA? 
The National Indigenous Australians Agency (NIAA) is committed to improving the lives of all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
peoples. 
It has a budget of around $4 billion and a staff of around 1150. The Agency sits in Prime Minister and Cabinet under the highest 
agency in the government. 
Is not the NIAA accountable for doing what the Voice is proposing? How will the Voice improve on what they do? 
Charles Meszaros, Dunlop 

The Australian  
The Voice  
After quite some time passionately pleading the Yes case, it seems that Chris Kenny is now wanting to have two-bob on each way on 
the Voice [With the greatest respect, ‘Yes’ voice camp needs to think like a conservative, 8Jul23], in offering his five-point plan to Mr 
Albanese.   
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The first point is OK except he cannot resist his pennyworth, implying that the No case is talking “nonsense that this would embed 
race in the Constitution or change the way the whole country is governed.”  
In his third point he continues the Government fiction that the “voice will be advisory only, without any power of veto or direction; and 
its structure and operations will always be directed and controlled by the parliament.”  Who believes that? 
In the fourth point, he urges Albanese to trust voters to understand draft legislation for the Voice that “can all be remodelled and 
refined by parliaments in the future.”  How come if the whole purpose of enshrining the Voice in the Constitution is so that is cannot 
be changed by later governments?   
While taking a swipe at the Coalition position, his fifth point also ignores the reality of permanence of the proposed change to the 
Constitution. 
He ends by urging proponents to “engage intelligently with the electorate instead of expecting them to go ‘with the vibe’ or follow the 
lead of the elites.”  Very good advice, but Albanese and the aboriginal elite cannot afford to tell the truth behind the Voice, that it is 
Trojan horse for implementation of the Uluru Statement from the Heart. 
 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
8Jul23  

 

The Australian 
Canberra Times 
Canberra City News 
The Quarterly Essay on the Voice  
I have managed to plough through the quarterly essay on the Voice by Professor Megan Davis–all 66 pages.  It is well drafted but far 
too long before getting to the nitty-gritty.  The bulk is a recapitulation of the journey so far to the Voice referendum, with the 
perfunctory references to the slaughter and massacre of aborigines by the white invaders, like the Myall Creek massacre of 28 
unarmed aborigines (but neglects to mention that seven of ten whites tried for the murders were hung).  There is appropriate if 
unnecessary academic, philosophic padding here and there.   
She includes the oft-cited claim of 60,000 years of occupation of Australia by aborigines as if it has any relevance.  One can 
legitimately asked what aborigines achieved except survival through 60,000 of the same year. 
Lack of progress in ‘closing the gap’ by successive governments of both persuasions gets a mention.  
Justiciability, in recourse to the High Court, is dismissed as ‘miniscule and exaggerated.’  I agree that the Voice would not be 
bothered with minor issues.  It would go for the jugular instead, starting with replacing the Governor General with a Voice nominee.   
She eventually gets to the real messages of his essay on what the Voice is actually about.  She makes it very clear that the Voice is 
only the first of a three-step process, namely “the sequence of the Uluru reform – Voice, Treaty and Truth.  She makes clear the vital 
importance of the Uluru Statement as the manifesto of the ATSI peoples on how they would prosecute it aims through a Voice 
entrenched in the Constitution. 
She repeats the mantra that sovereignty has never ceded by the aborigines and talks about reconciliation – being all about truth and 
justice.  Yet, what is truth to the ATSI people but a verbal history of Chinese whispers handed down through the generations?  She 
speaks of justice and repair but what is justice to the ATSI peoples if not eventual reparations?   
For Ms Davis, the Voice would be a legitimate institution and about being heard, not just being listened to.  However, there is precious 
little in her essay on how the Voice would improve things for ATSI peoples on the ground in remote communities. 
On this point, an important argument against the Voice is the existence of the National Indigenous Australians Agency (NIAA), a 
federal government body that employs 1,300 persons and claims to work “in genuine partnership to enable the self-determination and 
aspirations of First Nations communities.  We lead and influence change across government to ensure Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander peoples have a say in the decisions that affect them.  Our vision is that Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples are 
heard, recognised and empowered.”  Does this not sound like what a Voice would be doing?  With 2022–23 budget of $4.2 billion per 
year over the forward estimates, where is this money going?  Apparently, it has been having no effect, otherwise the pursuit of the 
Voice.  The NIAA could simply change its name to the Voice with as little effect. 
She decries the No case as “cynical, regurgitating old slogans, misinformation, dog whistling”, and being “pessimistic, frightened, 
reliant on much misinformation and hyperbole…”  
But, as many like myself have concluded, after diligent study of the referendum, the Voice is all about power for the part-aboriginal 
elite – academics, politicians and bureaucrats - and will do little more than being achieved now for those for whom the Voice is meant 
to exist, namely the well-being of full- and near-full bloods having to exist on welfare existing in remote communities. 
 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
7Jul23  

Canberra City News………[Published 7Jul23] 
The Voice  
I congratulate the Canberra Times and sister media for a comprehensive and apparently unbiased survey about the Voice (very 
welcome after the grossly biased surveys by the ACT government, especially on light rail).  However, the Editorial (5Jul23) then puts 
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it vote behind the 53 per cent of Canberrans intending to vote Yes, against the 57 percent elsewhere who would say No.  The 
Editorial calls for the “... government to put more flesh on the bone’, implying lack of detail but not offering any itself to justify a Yes 
vote.  Please note that Catch 22 for Mr Albanese and promoters of the Voice is that the Government cannot afford to give more detail 
and tell the truth behind the Voice and, in particular, the vital importance of the Uluru Statement from the Heart.  Every voter should 
read the Uluru Statement because it is far from an innocuous document.  It is the manifesto of the ATSI peoples on how they would 
prosecute it aims through a Voice entrenched in the Constitution. 
Voters should also take the time to read what shakers like Thomas Mayo are saying how they would implement the Voice, even to the 
extent of reparations for 235 years of unpaid rent. 
I urge all voters to do their homework on the extremely important issue.  See the articles about the Voice on 
www.alogstudycentre.com.au/media  
By the way, Mr Albanese is on a tiger’s back of his own making and does not how to get off.   
M. Flint 
Canberra 
5Jul23 

Canberra Times………[Published 3Jul23] 
Voice a Farce 
The Indigenous Voice is a farce; a total waste and just superficial at a time when the country is battling high inflation and a housing 
crisis. Is this an attempt by Albo to distract the voters? 
Mokhles Sidden, Strathfield, NSW 

The Canberra Times 
The Voice  
So, James Blackwell says that “False Voice ideas need to be stopped” (article, 1Jul23).  How might he suggest that be done?  By 
censorship, as now being proposed by the Albanese government?  And who decides what is the ‘misinformation and outright lies’ he 
accuses Yes supporters of?  A newly created misinformation police force? 
He sympathises with Stan Grant but ignores how Grant was continually using the ABC to harangue its viewers about the Voice and 
aboriginal causes.   
Blackwell rants about ‘the falsehoods, fearmongering and outright lies” by opponents to the Voice but offers no evidence, only 
accusation. 
He says the Yes campaign is “playing with facts” while the No campaign is “peddling falsehoods”.  Does he believe Thomas Mayo is 
dealing in facts?  If so, he would be confirming the apprehensions he accuses No supporters of. 
Like all rusted-on supporters of the Yes case, Mr Blackwell is loud in accusing No supporters as misinformants, liars and racist but 
Yes advocates as angels with ‘nothing to see here’.  
What a sorry rant to read in the Canberra Times.  I’m sorry Mr Blackwell but you may be a proud Wiradyuri man, but a very one-eyed, 
deluded one. 
M. Flint 
Canberra 
1Jul23 

 


