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‘The real issue is the changing face of our society’ by Tony 

Abbott: Australian Election Direction 2010: write REDUCE 

IMMIGRATION atop ballot papers 
 
By Denis McCormack, 2 June 2010 
 
 

Preface 
 
This draft article was submitted to The Social Contract

1 on 2 June 2010 but was unpublished 
at that time due to Julia Gillard’s coup against Kevin Rudd on 23 June 2010. 
 
It was originally sent as an email to the founding editor of The Social Contract and is 
reproduced in that format here, with some minor corrections and expansion of abbreviations. 
 
The change of Australian Prime Minister from Rudd to Gillard on 24 June 2010 made the 
article redundant, and therefore it was not published at that time. 
 
Publishing this draft now on the REDUCE IMMIGRATION website2 is stimulated not only 
by the imminent federal election with its return bout between Abbott and Rudd. Its 
publication is also prompted by the need to demonstrate that our friends in the mainstream 
media have been given ample opportunity to absorb the REDUCE IMMIGRATION message, 
and that the facts of the ongoing boat-people fiascos and the crimes and methods of people-
smugglers have long been known (as per the Herald Sun front-page story from 1999, 
incorporated towards the end of the draft article). These are not new issues in 2013. 
 
Here we are again in 2013 with Abbott vs Krudd, so enjoy some otherwise hard-to-know 
background about these two. Drafted in 2010, it’s even more pertinent now. 
 
Denis McCormack 
31 August 2013 
 
 

Email to The Social Contract, 2 June 2010 
 
 
From: wizard_of_aus@hotmail.com 
To: johnhtanton@thesocialcontract.com; tony.abbott.mp@aph.gov.au 
CC: ak@eurekareport.com.au; cassidy.barrie@abc.net.au; bettinaarndt@hotmail.com; 
overingtonc@theaustralian.com.au; mitchellc@theaustralian.com.au; clucas@theage.com.au; 
tggdsf@tpg.com.au; prof.fraser@optusnet.com.au; ernest.healy@arts.monash.edu.au; 
faine.jon@abc.net.au; kelly.fran@abc.net.au; jandemosley@bigpond.com; 
gckal@bigpond.net.au; green.murray@abc.net.au; i.lowe@griffith.edu.au; info@fairus.org; 

                                                 

1 http://www.thesocialcontract.com/  

2 http://reduceimmigration.wordpress.com  
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info@presscouncil.org.au; janeta@bigpond.net.au; byrne.jennifer@abc.net.au; 
jenny.brockie@sbs.com.au; bruce.john@abc.net.au; cleary.john@abc.net.au; 
masanauskasj@heraldsun.com.au; leggek@theaustralian.com.au; kbetts@swin.edu.au; 
mayo.kellie@abc.net.au; kelvin.thomson.mp@aph.gov.au; o’brien.kerry@abc.net.au; 
kevin.andrews.mp@aph.gov.au; loakes@nine.com.au; sales.leigh@abc.net.au; 
attard.monica@abc.net.au; nmitchell@3aw.com.au; psheehan@smh.com.au; 
editor@theindependentaustralian.com.au; philip.ruddock.mp@aph.gov.au; 
r.short@unimelb.edu.au; scarney@theage.com.au; fullerton.ticky@abc.net.au; 
delroy@your.abc.net.au; jones.tony@abc.net.au; braniginw@washpost.com 
Subject: TSC draft: “The real issue is the changing face of our society.” - Tony Abbott 
Date: Wed, 2 Jun 2010 05:57:42 +0000 

Geday John, 

An editing note:  

I hope I haven’t taken the “take as much space as you need” invite too far. If too long you 
could cut my PRC ‘old Peking’ recollections straight out and ditto my 2008 email exchange 
with Abbott without losing the gist. 

Maybe you can leave the URLs in place as they occur in text, but I guess you may want to 
take them out, leave in a number, and have them as a list of URLs as notes at the end of text... 

This draft is a bit historico-rewind / real time / fast forward / stream-of-consciousness and 
thus bit different to usual TSC style, not to mention its inherent trickiness to put together as 
policy and events unfold daily in our election run up. 

Therefore I am pretty relaxed about however you may eventually choose to bump it for more 
urgent US material/edit, or otherwise rearrange, but thanks for your 5 May invitation to 
submit a draft, and sorry I’m 2 days late...regards, D    

 
 

Draft article for The Social Contract (TSC) in 2010:  
 
Title: ‘The real issue is the changing face of our society’ – Tony Abbott  
Sub title: Australian Election Direction 2010: write ‘REDUCE IMMIGRATION’ atop 

ballot papers  
By: Denis McCormack, 2 June 2010 

In my 24th year of daily self-inflicted water boarding with immigration studies, and as your 
TSC Australian correspondent since 1992, I’m happy to report that the local mass 
immigration ‘unhappiness index’ is consistently registering around 70%, regardless of vox 
pop source or poll / survey size3...so, phew!... 

                                                 

3 Stephen Lunn, ‘Population policy a failure at all levels, says survey’, The Australian, 11 May 2010. 
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/in-depth/budget/population-policy-a-failure-at-all-levels/story-e6frgd6o-
1225864748255 
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On 26 May the Kevin Rudd Labor government’s erstwhile ‘big Australia’ bravado about its 
per capita Australian and world record high net immigration program intake officially cracked 
when responding to Liberal/National coalition conservative Opposition Leader Tony Abbott’s 
reinvigorated Howard era border protection policy: 

The government said yesterday the number of people migrating to Australia was 
expected to drop by 20 per cent by the end of the financial year. Immigration Minister 
Chris Evans said the predicted decline followed a peak of 305,900 people in the 12 
months to March 31 last year.4 

However Abbott’s thoughts on this have only recently changed back again to the above 
common sense from January this year when he was reported to be in basic agreement with 
Rudd’s ‘big Australia’ big immigration vision of the foreseeable future: 

After Treasury predictions the population would rise from 22 million to 36 million by 
2050, Mr Abbott said a bigger population built on 180,000 migrants a year could be 
achieved with infrastructure planning to make it sustainable. 

“My instinct is to extend to as many people as possible the freedom and benefits of 
life in Australia,” he told an Australia Day dinner in Hawthorn last night. 

He said it would be a pity to stifle the population debate because of fear that cities 
already bursting at the seams could not cope. “It’s easy to worry about the future 
environmental sustainability of Sydney and Melbourne, each with seven million 
people, when land and water resources are already under such pressure.” 

But Mr Abbott said today’s population of about four million seemed completely 
unmanageable in the 1960s. While he maintained support for tough border protection 
measures, Mr Abbott embraced the other side of the asylum seeker debate. 

“Immigration to Australia has been a success almost unparalleled in history. Why, 
then, does it regularly feature on the list of issues people are concerned about?” he 
asked. 

He said more than 50 boat arrivals last year had raised fears that our borders were 
uncontrolled, some recent immigrants were resistant to notions of equality and there 
was concern whether the environment could cope. 

Mr Abbott urged supporters of tough border protection not to blame boat people. 

“Why wouldn’t people who might otherwise wait in camps for years try to short-
circuit the process, especially if they’re plausibly told that getting to Australia means 
the beginning of a new life? At worst, boat people are guilty of choosing hope over 
fear.”5 

Now that Abbott has splashed some water on his face, snapped out of his above quoted 
regression, and outlined how he’d beef up border protection after two years of Krudd-created 

                                                 

4 Paul Maley, ‘Coalition to insist refugees work for keep’, The Australian, 27 May 2010. 

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/politics/coalition-to-insist-refugees-work-for-keep/story-e6frgczf-
1225871786228   

5 Phillip Hudson, ‘Immigration the key to boosting population growth, says Opposition Leader Tony Abbott’, 

Herald Sun, 23 January 2010. http://www.heraldsun.com.au/news/some-recent-migrants-oppose-australian-
notions-of-equality-says-opposition-leader-tony-abbott/story-e6frf7jo-1225822658614  
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chaos, he needs to send an unambiguous message to 70% of us by cutting net immigration 
numbers overall. When Q and A’d about the population growth and mass immigration nexus 
on 5 April he criticised Rudd’s record high net immigration but then uttered the standard, 
problematic, bipartisan immigration caveat that will no longer wash or fly like it used to: 

“I’d like the Australian Government to make a decision on a year by year basis as to 
the number of migrants, based on what is in our clear national interest.”6 

...and to be fair, he did also (in the same interview) deliver a withering Hardinesque zinger to 
the substantial audience contingent of the refugee / asylum seeker industry and mentally auto-
immune deficient xenophiliac crowd which is worthy of repetition: 

“Australia can’t be a lifeboat to the world. I mean there are many, many people in all 
sorts of different countries who don’t have a great life, who are subject to injustice...”  

BUT – this bipartisan status quo “year by year basis” decision modus operandi he prefers is 
the reason we have run-away immigration mission creep today. It screams rethink. A late 
1980s high immigration spike brought forth Australians Against Further Immigration (AAFI) 
into existence in 1988. From 1990, through persistent federal election and by-election 
activity, the AAFI Party helped convince PM Keating to about halve that late 1980s 
immigration by 1996 – that’s counting PM Howard’s early term minor cut after only weeks in 
office in 1996. 

And that all happened before anyone had heard of media-created dud messenger Pauline 
Hanson and her immigration policy adopted directly from AAFI. Within months of the 
Hanson hoo-haa peaking with her late 1998 electoral demise, in 1999 Howard stopped 
listening to public opinion on immigration and started to increase it from approx 97,000 net 
up to about 200,000 net by the time of his defeat in 2007, after which PM Rudd in May 2008 
super-turbo-charged the numbers in one hit up to the above-quoted 305,900. 

The irony of PM Howard  not only losing office nationally for his party, but also losing his 
own seat thanks in no small part to Rudd overtly mobilizing his Chinese son-in-law and 
others to turn the ever growing immigration driven Chinese vote within Howard’s own 
constituency of Bennelong against him wasn’t lost on anyone. Howard had long been warned 
of this very possible outcome. 

Abbott might also think about ripping away one of the immigration /population booster’s 
favourite but rarely examined fig-leafs i.e. the ‘strategic necessity’ argument that says we help 
our chances of long term national survival by further and faster force feeding Australia’s 
population growth with millions more yellow, brown and black people before 2050’s 
projected ‘peak humanity’ 9 billion problems boil over to supposedly deliver them to us 
anyway. 

What difference would an Australia of 25, 35 or 50 million make to the rest of the world’s 9 
billion in 2050? 

                                                 

6 ABC TV: Tony Abbott on Q and A, 5 April 2010. View the program, or see a full transcript, via: 
http://www.abc.net.au/tv/qanda/txt/s2859473.htm 
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With much else to concern them, the rest of the world wouldn’t care one way or the other. 
The rest of the world knows Australia can’t ameliorate the rest of the world’s population 
problem. They know that ultimately, the population stabilizing / slimming thing is their own 
responsibility, as ours is to use less and not grow as fast as we are now, let alone as fast as the 
boosters want us to grow...the current flap is more about stimulating growth and greed locally, 
not caring and sharing globally. 

Even in the unlikely event that we as a nation democratically decided to commit continental 
scale ecocide coincident with our own ethno-racial-cultural-national suicide as implied by the 
bigger and bigger immigration fuelled population growth scenario, it wouldn’t serve any 
greater moral good, nor solve the world’s population problem. 

The world’s oldest, driest, least fertile landmass would simply be further and faster shagged 
out by the millions more Asians, Middle Easterners and Africans invited here by cowards and 
morons. This is the moral vacuum that is creating the ‘pull factors’ that turn us into a target 
for ever more immigration, and boatpeople. 

If Abbott and his Liberal / National coalition can actually stick to their recently renewed 
robust border protection policy AND make clear between now and the looming election that if 
they win, the government he leads will scale back to a rebalanced net immigration program of 
no more than 5 figures, i.e. the approximate post-WWII to 2000 net immigration average by 
the time his government’s first 3-year term expires – the public would love it and Rudd would 
be a gonner. 

So in relation to immigration and the two contenders, the question is: Given the Rudd 
‘knowns’ and the as yet to be confirmed Abbott ‘knowns’, how can the estimated or 
extrapolated (but ‘feared’ too true) 70% majority opinion wanting government to REDUCE 
IMMIGRATION be efficiently and anonymously collected for verification, quantification, 
legitimation, without any parties, leaders, memberships, committees, organizational fuss, 
finance or further ado? 

Here is one idea: Why not have a wide-spread ‘REDUCE IMMIGRATION’ atop ballot 
papers ‘write on’ campaign promoted by the high profile people now newly vocal on the 
population / immigration issue? In 1856 in Melbourne, Australians were first in the world to 
legislate for democratic electoral best practice using the secret ballot process,7 and it’s time 
we used it more effectively. 

Yes it’s easy, convenient, cost-free, non-partisan, carbon-neutral, anonymous, and secure, and 
the Australian Electoral Commission authorities have experienced it before when it was done 
successfully by the masses in the early 1980s to raise wider national consciousness about the 
‘no dams’ with a write-on campaign when voting validly to save the Franklin River.8 

Yes, there’s still time! Yes, the mainstream media could and should examine the idea for 
broader community attention and understanding. Yes, internet viral spread should help. Yes 
it’s a symbolic, important first step to take, on election day, with millions who share our 
opinion. Yes, it would put all candidates and parties on notice as to the downward direction 

                                                 

7 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Secret_ballot 

8 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Franklin_Dam (see section ‘The campaign broadens’) 
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immigration numbers should go for the next three years - no matter who / whichever party we 
elect to govern. And yes, it should become a patriotic habit for real Australians of all 
backgrounds, at every Local, State, and Federal Election - and everywhere else in the world 
where paper ballots rule and mass immigration is a problem. And no, it doesn’t make money 
for anyone, no one owns it or runs it, no one is responsible for it. Everyone who’s heard of it 
and does it will be responsible for it, but no one will know who they were – no names, no 
pack-drill - it’s that good!...and if there’s a better idea out there, let me know.  

If Abbott was to endorse this useful election day strategy to the masses – no matter who they 
intend to vote for, his street cred would soar, and win or lose on other issues, hero status 
would be his.  

But why has it come to this? Well, I offer some conjecture further below about local 
frustration with mass immigration, but Frank Salter has nicely expressed the essence – the 
how and why of that ancient adage / truism, ‘people prefer their own kind’ – in three 
sentences, thus: 

As ethnic heterogeneity increases, society resembles less and less an extended family 
due to accumulating ethnic and racial differences. As a result, public altruism declines 
across the society as a whole, but survives within ethnic groups... Ethnic diversity also 
tends to reduce the efficiency of government and the fairness of policing, damage 
social capital in the form of public trust and commitment to the community, and raise 
levels of inequality and corruption.9 

There’s more mass immigration / population growth anxiety being expressed in newspapers, 
on radio and TV than ever. There are even a couple of newly budding sustainable population 
political parties. Population / immigration themed soirees with earnest notables speaking to 
concerned citizens are almost chic. Even the inner urban, previously immigration unphased 
and acquiescent, highly educated Labor / Green voting ‘beautiful people’ are getting restless 
as they realize that in seeking a sensible, lower immigration /population policy they’re up 
against ‘the biggest game in town’.10 

They can no longer avert their gaze from government’s ever more centralized and powerful 
planning czars who are expanding metro area’s planned crowding that impact on them, and 
theirs, today, in their streets and faces like never before. Middle and inner suburban smallish 
allotments, mostly single-storey neighbourhoods, groan with ever more new, big, multi-
level/multi-use apartment/office/retail buildings with constant road/rail re-jigs to try and cope 
with rapidly increasing numbers. 

High mass immigration policy is increasingly being viewed as an environmental and socially 
complicating menace which is best minimized. All (but the most recently arrived) are finding 
it harder to get into trams, trains, hospitals, and affordable housing, as they’re told to get used 
to water restrictions, desalination plants, congestion tolls, infrastructure levies etc. Parts of 

                                                 

9 Frank Salter (ed.), Welfare, Ethnicity and Altruism : New Data and Evolutionary Theory, Portland, OR, Frank 

Cass, 2004, pages 4-5 (editor’s introduction).  

10 Paul Kelly, ‘The biggest game in town’, The Australian, 10 April 2010. 

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/opinion/the-biggest-game-in-town/story-e6frg6zo-1225852009335 



 
 

 
Denis McCormack, draft TSC article, ‘Abbott vs Rudd’, 2 June 2010 page 7 

their ever further sprawling metro areas seem increasingly foreign and potentially dangerous 
places.  

So much rapid change impacts local folks’ sense of place, belonging and confidence. 
Traditional Australia’s social cohesion, civility and stability slowly erode and quietly generate 
a generalized suspicion of government motives. Anxiety, foreboding and future fear due to 
the open-endedness of rapid ethnic, racial, cultural, religious, linguistic change – about which 
they were never asked rests heavily in the back of people’s minds. 

Knife and machete wielding Asian, African, Middle Eastern and Pacific Islander ‘youth’ 
gangs don’t inspire confidence. Traditional Australia isn’t thrilled about the prospect of 
immigration fuelled risk of home-grown terrorism or gang rape and violent suburban 
mayhem. The colour of crime isn’t quite as under played and under reported as it used to be.  

Two decades of majority non-European high net immigration is having its affect in both city 
and country Australia. 

Sea and tree change baby boomer white flight out of Melbourne and Sydney is in part a 
consequence of this under-discussed anxiety. 

True to Joni Mitchell’s ‘Big Yellow Taxi syndrome’, “...you don’t know what you’ve got ’til 
it’s gone”, more Australians quietly mourn the mass immigration driven dilution and 
demographic demise they see coming for the predominantly white Australian society their 
forefathers federated around, that they grew up in, knew well, were proud of, and loved more 
dearly than most would still dare publicly express. They are beginning to more strongly resent 
the still continuing socio-cultural politically correct silence on these important matters. The 
good news is that large numbers of post WWII immigrants and their children share those 
sentiments, including many Asians I’ve spoken to – from Turkey to Timor, who also see 
merit in Australia’s demographic, institutional and cultural future remaining racially 
predominantly white Anglo-European based.    

So it’s not JUST, or ONLY about rapid population growth related environmental 
sustainability as many long-term and newly minted population worrier-warriors here wish to 
pretend. As it happens Tony Abbott once wrote a very good opinion piece on this theme, 
defending traditional predominantly white Australia, Geoff Blainey, John Howard and by 
implication AAFI. Entitled ‘The real issue is the changing face of our society’ and published 
on page 8 of The Australian on 31 May 1990, the full text is reproduced later in this essay. 

Abbott would do well to stand by the thrust of that article if it is thrown at him during the 
coming election campaign. 

If on the other hand, ‘Iron Man’ Tony does his ‘that was then – this is now’ recantation, he 
will be damaged, and Rudd win may by default. Traditional Australia would have to wait to 
do Rudd over on another occasion... but I digress... 

What’s surprising and ironic is that we have newbie PM Kevin Rudd to thank for single-
handedly producing this renewed, strengthened and wide spread resistance to mass 
immigration. Rudd made no mention while campaigning for our November 2007 election that 
in May 2008 he would burden us with a record increase to then already near record high net 
mass immigration numbers. Ditto with his mid 2008 softening of the previous Howard 
government’s more robust post-Tampa 2001 border protection regime that was attracting only 
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3 boats a year from 2001 to 2007. Rudd’s ‘tampering’ with a policy that worked now attracts 
3 boats a week! 

Fortunately, during an ABC TV interview in October 2009,11 while trying to defend his 
botched boat people and border protection fiasco, Rudd casually confirmed his support for “a 
big Australia” after the Treasury Department projected a mass immigration driven 60% 
population increase by 2050 based on continuation of his government’s record high all up net 
immigration intake. 

But enough of Rudd’s recent extraordinary feat in this regard, let me take you on a personal 
side-track, back to old Peking 25 years ago, where I may well have met Kevin Rudd – or 
not... 

In August 1984 I’d returned to the PRC for a second year-plus sojourn, having been invited to 
teach English to graduate medical students at a Han Chinese PLA garrison-established town 
in China’s wild western Xin Jiang province, home to the Muslim Uighurs who back then 
amongst themselves still called it Sekrep (Eastern) Turkistan. 

While there until late 1985 I had great opportunity learn and observe Han Chinese, Uighur 
and other minority peoples’ civic / socio-cultural / economic interaction and problems related 
thereto. I also had the opportunity to travel solo, more widely, more casually and 
anonymously than any Australian Embassy diplomat types could ever dream of. 

My non-Han visage, complimented by serviceable but non-native-speaker Mandarin (and 
polite, everyday formulas in spoken Uighur) in combination with my local clothes, hat, scant 
luggage, multi-day beard stubble and dust afforded me passage to some memorable 
adventures to out of the way places – sometimes days beyond reach of trains – by bus, truck, 
tractor and donkey carts from the Tian Shan range in the north, down through and around the 
Gobi / Taklamakan desert to the northeastern foothills of the Pamirs / Hindu Kush area in the 
south where Han Chinese numbered from very few to none in some places back then. 

The Australian  Embassy had asked me to drop in on them for an informal de-brief before 
leaving China, so after blowing back into Peking in late 1985 on a ramshackle China Airways 
winged prayer, I went to see them. 

That’s where and when I may, or may not have bumped into the then Aus Embassy underling 
Kevin Rudd, who was stationed there 1984-86 to make tea and tear tissue squares for his old 
alma mater’s ANU Economics professor and China guru – then Australian Ambassador to 
PRC – Ross Garnaut, who still looms large and frequently as Rudd’s advisory guru of choice 
today on important issues like drafting our emissions trading scheme and mining taxes. 

Garnaut has been a big wheel in the all-of-government approach to Asianisation of Australia 
for decades. I still have on the shelf his 1989 ‘Australia and the Northeast Asian ascendancy: 
Report to the Prime Minister and Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade’ written for the 
Hawke (Labor) government...but meanwhile, back at the Embassy in Peking... 

                                                 

11 ABC TV, ‘Prime Minister Kevin Rudd joins The 7.30 Report’, 22 October 2009. 

http://www.abc.net.au/7.30/content/2009/s2721817.htm  
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To this day, I wouldn’t know (but would like to!) who the bland, non-descript, clipboard 
carrying, fair-haired Embassy underling was who ushered me into the Embassy conference 
room for a chat, but I recall how uninterested he seemed in my observations - especially about 
a handful of concerns as expressed to me as an Australian out there, by Han and non-Han 
people I’d met, who’d personally concluded from instances they knew of, that bogus, 
concocted and deceitful applications for immigration/humanitarian visas sent to the Australian 
Embassy in Peking were being approved knowingly or naively, without proper scrutiny of 
claims and bona fides. 

Having previously spent over a year in PRC in 1980/81, I was long immune to pleas and 
bribes to help people wanting me to do their immigration ABC (Anywhere But China) 
homework – so the unsolicited but credible stories of Australian immigration visa fraud I’d 
heard from local people ‘in the know’ here and there during my time in Xin Jiang stuck in my 
memory back then.  

I flew out of Peking a few days later with months of global travel and adventure still ahead to 
catch up with Australian friends working overseas and ex-classmates met in China during my 
1980/81 Mandarin immersion year who were spread across Europe, the UK and North 
America. But on my way out of China in late 1985, after my own experience at the Australian 
Embassy, I made a mental note-to-self to look into immigration policy formulation and 
administration when I eventually arrived back home in Australia...which brings us back to PM 
Rudd today. 

Rudd was elected to Parliament in 1998 after a failed attempt in 1996 when Labor PM Paul 
Keating struck out and Liberal / National Coalition PM John Howard got in. From 1998 Rudd 
was identified by some of his own Labor colleagues in Opposition in Canberra as a smart 
talking ‘big ideas’ man too full of himself by half. 

Eight years on, three lost elections, and the same number of failed Labor leaders later, in 
December 2006 Rudd was installed as Opposition Leader, ready to preen and parade himself 
as a fair-haired John Howard ‘lite’ on most matters of importance in the run-up to our 2007 
election, e.g. “I’ll stop the boats” etc, and we know how that turned out!  

Too much of what our Sinophile Manchurian Candidate first term PM Kevin Rudd has 
touched is turning to that familiar mud colour, consistency and aroma. His public tone and 
temperament is that of a verbose, dissembling, bureaucratic poonce and wannabe international 
big picture framer at the UN. 

His approval rating has slipped to low 50s and he is becoming better known as a policy back-
flipping, potty-mouthed, micro-managing control-freak who bullies and belittles his staff, 
whose body language, continual blinking under pressure and contrived, near daily reiteration 
of a few mangled lines of traditional Australian vernacular reek of condescending b.s. and 
faked sincerity...not to mention his tres fashionable “absolutely passionate commitment” to 
anything that pops out of his mind to his mouth. 

When it was reported last year that he’d humiliated and reduced to tears a young female ‘Air 
Force One’ stewardess for not being able to provide sustenance to our great leader via his 
preferred menu option, newspapers were already starting to report unusually high staff turn-
over rates in both Rudd’s immediate office and in his Department of Prime Minister and 
Cabinet. Rudd isn’t burned out yet – but plenty around him are. 
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So in summary, Krudd was a nerdy diplomat, then Queensland State Government chief 
bureaucrat, then KPMG China consultant / comprador / fixer / millionaire type, who then 
switched to politics. His wife is millionaire-wealthy in her own right due to her international 
labour hire / placement company. I think one of his sons has been studying in China. His 
brother Greg is also in the China consultant / comprador game. His daughter has married a 
Hong Kong born Chinese-Australian banker. 

Krudd’s older brother Malcolm is a Vietnam vet who married a Vietnamese. Van Thanh Rudd 
is their nutty offspring – an ‘anti-racist’ ‘artist’ who has irritated nearly all who’ve seen or 
heard of him (including his embarrassed uncle Kevin) prancing around in his KKK outfit 
earlier this year in Melbourne where he now lives, unfortunately. Suffice it to say that the 
rogue Rudd family is into the nutty, race-renegade Asianisation of Australia notion more 
deeply than most. 

Unfortunately Rudd’s ideologically deracinated madness is also evident in his Finance 
Minister Lindsay Tanner, MP for Melbourne and hence my local member. In 1996 Tanner 
said to me directly “Denis, I don’t care if Australia becomes 100% Asian in the long term...”. 
He went on to tell me how impressed he’d been in his formative years by the US civil rights 
movement, blah blah blah... 

Contender Tony Abbott is a conservative, a family man with daughters, a ‘muscular Catholic’ 
ex-seminarian, Rhodes Scholar, boxer, fitness fanatic, ex-journalist, a Monarchist not a 
republican, in Parliament since 1994, an ex-Howard government Health Minister.  

Late last year in a narrowly won leadership spill, Abbott defeated the previous Opposition 
Leader – the unloved, unconservative, pro-republic, pro-multiculturalism, pro-big 
immigration, flamboyant lawyer-cum-merchant banker and Goldman Sacks point man in 
Australia, Malcolm Turnbull. You’ll probably understand why ‘Phew!’ was a common 
response among conservatives to Turnbull’s demise, and why therefore the conservatives 
under Abbott are back in the race. 

Abbott is known, almost affectionately, as ‘the mad monk’ for some of his idiosyncratic and 
sometimes unpredictably entertaining behaviour; e.g. recently he dared to admit to a pompous 
poo bah ABC TV interviewer that perhaps not everything he has ever said ‘in the heat of 
debate’ or during a ‘door stop interview’ was completely accurate and true. 

Predictably his many critics in our liberal /left dominated mainstream media over-egged their 
attack on Abbott’s frank admission, but it seems voterland was unfussed either way by this 
touch of unguarded honesty about dishonesty from Abbott. 

And speaking of his admitted occasional lapses of honesty, I met Abbott late last century. I 
was assisting a AAFI candidate in the 26 March 1994 Warringah by-election in Sydney which 
he won to enter Parliament, but I didn’t actually meet him until 1998 under slightly 
embarrassing circumstances for him (see my reference to our meeting in Parliament House in 
my below 2008 email exchange with his office). 

We’ve had correspondence too. When he was Howard’s Health Minister I sent him a copy of 
The Social Contract (Fall 2003) which was themed ‘Mass Immigration: The Public Health 
Dimension’ and in which I had an article relating Australian experience on the theme. He 
wrote back in 2004 saying the TSC had come to the top of his pile, that he looked forward to 
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reading it on his next long plane trip, thanked me for sending it, and that he’d pass it on to PM 
Howard’s office for his information. 

Here below is the 2008 email banter with Abbott’s office, including the full text of his classic 
1990 article when he was a journo writing in ‘The Australian’. 

Subject: ‘The real issue is the changing face of our society’ by Tony Abbott, The Aus 
31 May 1990 
Date: Sat, 11 Oct 2008 05:58:37 +0000 
 

Subject: your email 20September 2008 
Date: Mon, 22 Sep 2008 10:27:05 +1000 
From: Robyn.Moore@aph.gov.au 
To: wizard_of_aus@hotmail.com 

Again, thank you for contacting Tony Abbott. 

Robyn Moore  
The Hon Tony Abbott MP  
Shadow Minister for Families, Community Services  
Indigenous Affairs and the Voluntary Sector  
02 9977 6411 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  

Hey Tony, Robyn, 

That’s OK... I’m happy to keep you informed...I saw your commonsense in The Aus. 
recently re. the stupidity of the Gov. new guest worker prog.  

http://www.theaustralian.news.com.au/story/0,25197,24420838-7583,00.html  

...the attachments above however do show your propensity to be loose with the truth 
for petty partisan gain - similar to JWH on the same issue really - and look where it 
got him i.e. out on his arse thanks to the Asian vote...I recall how amazed Paul 
Lyneham (a closet fan of mine) was when I originally carpet bombed the Canberra 
press gallery with the above attached info/proof back then - but in the end even he 
couldn’t get the truth-on-prefs hypocrisy story on Howard or you up! For whatever 
reason, it suited msm to protect you both at the time...but I recall nailing you 
personally, when I bumped into you in the lobby just outside the newspaper library in 
Parl. House. I don’t think I’ve ever heard a more forced, insincere sorry delivered with 
such a broad smile...but that was long ago and nearly forgiven, if not forgotten! 

Hereunder is a winning ace from up your own sleeve that most have forgotten - you 
were just another hack at The Australian back then. Now 18 years later, you are a 
medium term leadership contender with a trump card that experience shows will work 
when played properly...even if in the end neither Maggie Thatcher nor John Howard 
had the skill or courage to seriously throw it into the game - here’s my take on their 
efforts : 
http://www.thesocialcontract.com/artman2/publish/tsc1603/article_1383.shtml  
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...so don’t take too long thinking about it Tony, or a hero’s destiny will pass you by 
also - build it and they will come!  

You would have to agree that the pace of Asianisation has been ramped up since 1990 
when you penned the below. Incidentally, I don’t know how much you have read re. 
the undermining of our immigration policy in the late 1950s - early 60s, but do you 
realize  that ‘political scientist James Mackie’ whom you quote below on Aus. future 
Asian demog % was the founder of The Immig. Reform Group at Melb. Uni in late 
1950s, helped with their agitprop MUP book ‘Conrtrol or Colour Bar’ etc? 

Traditional Australia, with millions of post WWII British and European migrants and 
their families are ready and up for it, you know that... and many of the recently arrived 
Asians (from Turkey to Timor) will also (quietly) breathe a sigh of relief when a real 
leader gets up and says what needs to be said - I’ve spoken to your new leader 
Malcolm Turnbull about these issues some years back. I actually think he understands 
the problem, but I doubt he has the nous or the courage required...regards, Denis McC  

 
 

The real issue is the changing face of our society 

By Tony Abbot  

Originally published in The Australian, 31 May 1990, page 8. 

 

Immigration risks a backlash because in some suburbs of Sydney and Melbourne it is hard to 
hear an Australian accent. Of course parts of Australia’s big cities have been immigrant 
ghettos for a generation. The change is that today’s immigrants look as well as sound different 
from most Australians. 

Yet in 1984 when Professor Geoffrey Blainey first said that Asian immigration posed a 
challenge to social harmony students picketed his lectures, academic colleagues attacked his 
previous work and The Sydney Morning Herald editorialised that he had come close to 
espousing the ‘dangerous canard’ that Australia was being Asianised. 

When the Opposition sought to make an issue of Blainey’s comments, the Prime Minister Mr 
Hawke, accused it of ‘dragging something up out of the gutter of racism’. 

In 1988 when the then Opposition leader John Howard conceded a case for slowing down 
Asian immigration the Prime Minister called on him to retract his ‘inflammatory’, 
‘discriminatory’, ‘morally repugnant’ and ‘economically insane’ comments. 

When the next Opposition leader, Mr Andrew Peacock opposed the multifunction polis, the 
Treasurer, Mr Keating, said he had insulted the Japanese. 

Whether our political and ‘ethnic’ leaders like it or not, Australia has an immigration debate. 
It may not happen in Parliament but it is taking place in the pubs, clubs, cafes and dining 
rooms of Australia, wherever people meet and talk about the future of our country. The issue 
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is not whether migrants help or hinder our economic prospects. That debate is inconclusive, 
depends on econometric forecasting only experts understand and is only marginally relevant. 

The issue is the sort of Australia we want our children and grandchildren to inherit. Will it be 
a relatively cohesive society that studies Shakespeare, follows cricket, and honours the 
Anzacs? or will it be a pastiche of cultures with only a geographic home in common? 

The Government may think that race and culture do not matter. Anyone who has watched a 
National League soccer match or walked through inner city Redfern on a Saturday night 
knows otherwise. Recently, sensitivities over race have led to a proposed ban on interracial 
adoptions in Western Australia, an attempt to keep foreign flags out of soccer games and the 
alleged suppression of a report on Vietnamese crime levels. 

The pressure of trying to manage immigration policy – recently described by Senator Peter 
Walsh as a result of a series of lobby-driven cave-ins and blow-outs – has meant six 
immigration ministers in seven years and the recent sacking of the departmental head. 

Yet the Government tries to pretend that immigration and consequent social policy is not a 
contentious matter. Or that if it is it ought not be frankly discussed. 

Race matters – but only because it usually signifies different values, attitudes and beliefs. 

The real problem is not race, but culture. Difference does not guarantee trouble – but it makes 
it much more likely. The trouble with present government policy is that it seems to stress 
what divides our society rather than what unites it. 

As the Government puts it, Multiculturalism means respecting migrant’s rights to maintain 
their old culture. But if so, and it is just a fancy word for ordinary tolerance, why the need for 
a special government policy plus specific agencies and a huge propaganda effort to support it? 

Supporters insist that it does not mean, for instance Melbourne Greek organisations backing 
Athens rather than their hometown for the 1996 Olympics. But if it only means respecting 
migrants as people, why not drop the policy and keep the practice? 

Multiculturalism acknowledges culture’s tenacious hold even on people who want to start a 
new life. But it ignores culture’s presumably even greater grip on people happy to stay where 
they are. It generously accommodates the cultural yearnings of Greeks, Italians, Vietnamese 
and other cultural groups living in Australia. But it assumes that stay-put Australians, by 
contrast, are entirely indifferent to revisions of our history, way of life and national 
eccentricities. 

The Prime Minister often says that Australian life has been enriched by immigrants of diverse 
race, religion and culture. This pays proper tribute to post war migrant’s contribution, but 
tacitly denigrates pre-existing Australia. Pre-1950 Australia indeed is often considered a 
pallid reflection of the British Isles and the opponents of multiculturalism are reckoned to 
harbour ethnic yearnings of their own. 

The difference between someone concerned with the rights and wrongs of British policy in 
Ireland and someone passionate about the antipathies of Serbs and Croats is that the former 
has profoundly influenced Australian history and attitudes but the latter has not. Whether 
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one’s own ethnic background is Anglo-Celt, Serbo-Croat, or Vietnamese, to be an Australian 
means to inherit an Anglo-Celt cultural perspective. 

For a Pakistani, becoming an Australian does not mean barracking for Australia against 
Pakistan in subsequent cricket matches. But it does mean taking an interest in cricket and the 
other cultural paraphernalia that make Australians different. For an Australian, by contrast, 
nationality does not mean unswerving devotion to everything in our past. But it does mean 
appreciation of and respect for that which made us what we are. 

Australia has a unique culture – hard to define, like all cultures – but different. We participate 
in the broader English speaking culture. Yet we have given it our own gloss. Unlike the 
English, we lack a class perspective: unlike the New Zealanders, we have largely overcome 
cultural cringe; and unlike the Americans, we possess a sense of humour. 

The adherents of Multiculturalism veer between asserting that Australia has no significant 
culture on the one hand, and that it has a racist and oppressive culture on the other. In fact, 
one of the finest features of modern Australian culture has been its open-hearted welcome to 
others who wish to share our way of life. 

Australian attitudes have come a long way since Billy Hughes declared, while debating the 
Immigration Restriction Bill of 1901, that he opposed Asian immigration ‘because of their 
vices and of their immorality and because of a hundred things that we can only hint at.’ 

Even then however, in declaring that the Japanese should be excluded for their virtues as 
much as their vices, another one-time Prime Minister, Alfred Deakin, struck a more liberal 
note. ‘Our civilization belongs to us and we belong to it.’ he said. ‘We are bred in it and it is 
bred in us (The Japanese) have their own independent development, their own qualities and 
their civilization, form of life and government which naturally attaches to them. They are 
separated from us by a gulf which we cannot bridge to the advantage of either.’ 

The Japanese Government protested to what quickly became known as the White Australia 
policy: yet a few years ago in an unguarded moment, the then Japanese prime minister Mr 
Yasuhiro Nakasone attributed Japan’s economic superiority to racial and cultural purity. 

In 1956, the government began to relax restrictions on Asian immigration by allowing the 
spouses of Australian citizens to settle permanently. Ten years later, the government 
announced that non-Europeans would be allowed to settle but that numbers would be 
‘controlled by a careful assessment of the individual’s qualifications and the basic aim of 
preserving a homogeneous population’. 

In 1971, the government declared that future immigration policy would avoid discrimination 
on any grounds of race, colour or creed. 

Public opinion broadly kept pace with these changes. 

But a poll last month shows that 65 per cent now want fewer immigrants. What has happened 
is that Asian immigration has risen from about 10 to nearly 50 per cent of the total. 

Before 1950, Australia’s population was remarkably homogeneous with well over 90 per cent 
ethnically derived from the British Isles. The post war migration of almost 5 million people 
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means that only about 75 per cent are now British derived, even though about 40 per cent of 
the post war influx came from Britain and Ireland. 

Projecting the present numbers and proportions into the future, demographer Dr Charles Price 
estimates that Australia will be 20 per cent Asian in 40 years. University of New South Wales 
political scientist James Mackie reckons that Australia will be about 10 per cent Asian within 
about 15 years. 

Even in a colour-blind world, this would matter. In a world where colour and physiognomy 
differences often denote cultural differences too, a multi-racial society (at least under policies 
that encourage migrants to keep their identity) means a much changed society. 

In an extensive study of community attitudes to immigration prepared for the Fitzgerald 
Committee, author Dr Murray Goot notes clear community ambivalence over questions of 
language and culture. In various surveys, no more than half have endorsed non-discrimination 
in immigration policy, although large majorities say that ‘migrants are OK as individuals’. 

[old photocopy indistinct here] ... for instance, 81 per cent agreed that immigrants should try a 
lot harder to be absorbed into the Australian way of life but, in an apparent contradiction 66 
per cent felt that they should be allowed to fit in at their own pace. 

Popular ambivalence is not surprising because it is also evident in official pronouncements. 

Affirmation of the non-discrimination principle always has the rider that the migrant intake 
should not jeopardize social harmony. Yet tailoring immigration to community attitudes 
inevitably involves discriminatory selection. 

The contradiction at the heart of present policy – between social harmony and a non-
discriminatory immigration selection – can be reconciled but only if newcomers are expected 
and encouraged to assimilate quickly. 

Once, immigration was Australia’s favour to war-shattered countries and a means to secure 
Australia’s way of life. It played to Australian’s pride in their country. Now, immigration is 
supposed to give us the culture and brains we lack. 

There is no reason why a Vietnamese cannot become thoroughly Australian – providing he is 
encouraged to do so – rather than remain a Vietnamese who happens to be living here. 

The problem with multiculturalism is that Australians whose cultural roots are here feel like 
an endangered species through destruction of habitat. 

The argument is not over which national groups have made better migrants in the past. It is 
over the type of immigrant who is likely to ensure that Australia remains a happy society for 
all her existing citizens far into the future. The argument is not whether Australian culture is 
superior or inferior to others. It’s just that one is ours and others are not. 

Let the real debate begin. 
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Postscript 

John, 

I left the below out of my text above but if you like it and have space for this time capsule 
(below) as an appendix feel free!... I think previous readers of my TSC stuff would get the 
grim groundhog day humour of the below, hold the front page! 

Here IS the front page lead story of Melbourne’s Herald Sun, headed in max point bold: 
ALIEN SCAM, by Michael McKinnon, Wednesday, 13 October 1999. 

Ethnic communities in Australia are helping fund illegal people-smuggling 

Huge numbers of illegal migrants are massing in Indonesia as criminal gangs prepare 
boats to smuggle them into Australia. 

Two thousand Iraqis and Afghans are waiting to sneak into Australia and apply for 
refugee status. 

Immigration Minister Philip Ruddock warned last night that illegal aliens were putting 
Australia’s refugee program at risk. 

“So-called boat people are flying first class into Indonesia and Malaysia before 
boarding rickety vessels for Australia” he said. 

A Herald Sun INSIGHT investigation has learned criminal gangs are exploiting a loop 
hole in migration laws that grants people from Iraq and Afghanistan almost certain 
permanent residency. 

A boat load of 116 illegal immigrants – accompanied by two doctors to care for them 
– arrived yesterday on Ashmore reef in the north-west of Western Australia. 

Mr Ruddock said the gangs were providing aliens with detailed briefings on legal and 
medical rights. 

He told the Herald Sun some boat people were demanding lawyers and expensive 
treatment as soon as they set foot on Australian soil. 

“They are coming here with life-threatening diseases like cancer and motor- neurone 
disorders,” he said. 

Mr Ruddock warned that Australia’s refugee program could be scrapped unless 
Federal Parliament passed urgent legislative changes. 

He said the independent refugee tribunal was upholding about 94% of appeals by 
illegal Iraqi and Afghan migrants, despite departmental assessments they were not 
genuine. 

A record number of boat people have arrived in Australia this year – 56 boats with 
1498 people. 

The previous peak was 21 boats and 1026 people in 1994-95. INSIGHT has found: 

Ethnic communities in Australia are helping fund illegal people smuggling. 

Boat people are arriving with up to $US 50,000 in cash, expensive travel luggage and 
evidence of first-class air tickets to Indonesia. 
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Illegal immigrants are targeting Australia to gain expensive medical care, with boat 
people accompanied by doctors to ensure they stay alive long enough to reach free, 
first class treatment... 

One could be forgiven for thinking the above quoted ‘no holds barred’ front page expose late 
last century would auger well for a common sense curtailing of such a ludicrous situation. The 
understandably associated rising levels of insecurity here and globally created the perfect 
timing for an immigration haircut, especially Muslim immigration we thought, but no – it 
didn’t happen – again!... 

The years 2000 and 2001 were punctuated with more boat arrivals and a number of mainland 
detention centre riots, fires and breakouts, some of which were urged, aided and abetted by an 
increasingly loud and loopy fringe of pro-refugee / asylum-seeker leftist and lawyer / human 
rights / ‘Sanctuary Network’ / agitator types... 

Public opinion at the time supported the government’s detention policy but as has been so 
usual for too long now, the antics and utterances of these noisy xenophiliacs were afforded 
more coverage than warranted by their embedded fellow travellers in MSM...and their 
madness only increases over time - check this out: 

http://www.theage.com.au/national/mentally-ill-refugees-can-seek-payouts-20100522-
w31f.html   

Then in late August 2001, PM Howard hit conservative cult hero status for stopping a 
freighter called Tampa from dropping its 450-odd gate crashing pirate asylum seekers from 
landing at Christmas Island...then September 11 happened and Howard was on a roll to be 
elected in November 2001 for a third term on the back of both events.  

Immigration Minister Ruddock went on record back then admitting that the government. 
strategy was to be tough on border protection with off-shore processing of asylum seekers to: 

a) avoid erosion of public’s acquiescence to the by then again quietly increasing legal net 
immigration, and  

b) restrict and curtail the on-shore immigration-refugee-asylum seeker industry lawyers 
picnic that was already out of control.  

 

[End of draft article for The Social Contract and notes to its editor, from 2 June 2010.]  
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