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“Here humanity waits, standing still in the long solemn dark, poised to step from the 
cold cast shadow into daylight. The great threat to elitism has been and always will 
be the so called “common man.” We are the honest and faithful explorers of the soul, 
unhindered by presumptions of superiority or fixations of malice. We are the 
antithesis, the counterweight, the opposing force, for we seek no power, no 
dominance, no control over the world; only understanding. We are the future, not the 
elites. Their time is nearly over, and with their passing, may we see all the horrors 
they have wrought undone, until life can be lived the way it desperately needs to be 
lived; with wide eyes, with honor, with sincerity.” 
Giordano Bruno (1) 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

It is the purpose of this paper to examine, and develop an understanding of, the mindset 
and motivation of global elitists. In so doing, hopefully they may be more easily identified 
and their undemocratic global policies more readily understood and negated. 
 
Evidence considered herein has enabled the following conclusions. 
 

 Global Elitists Come First, Australia, Australians, & Democracy, Come Last. 
Breaking down traditional Australian values and working against the people to 
undemocratically force integration into the global community is the name of the 
game for elitists. They want less power for the people, whom they see as 
incompetent, ignorant, or mentally deranged. 

 Elitists who are lacking in the constraints of conscience or morality believe the 
end justifies the means.  
Treachery or betrayal is unimportant when the elitists consider they are saving the 
world from the ignorant masses. 

 Elitists Spread Across Political Parties, the Media, & Private Corporations 
The enemies of democracy, freedom, and prosperity have been identified as 
coming from all major political parties, big business, the mainstream media, and 
global political and financial institutions. Elitists are united not by party political 
affiliation, but rather by their arrogant contempt for the people and any genuine 
form of representative democracy which would permit the great unwashed to have 
any political say in matters they know nothing about.  

 Experts Say Authoritarian Personality is the Key  
Aberrant domineering or dictatorial behaviour, as typically displayed by 
authoritarian politicians and tyrants, so the evidence reveals, is typically a 
manifestation of the authoritarian type of personality. Cited evidence from experts 
reveals that authoritarian personality types, because of their preoccupation with 
personal power, their uncaring nature, their lack of social consciousness and 
empathy, and their reality blindness, can produce very serious problems if elevated 
to positions of power. 

 
Elitists, by definition, ascend to positions of power, whether in public office, private 
corporations, or even non-government organisations. They speak the same language and 
deal in the same currency (power, control, domination). The internal cohesive forces or 
common interests binding elitists or authoritarians together are enormous and far outweigh 
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petty differences attributable to nationality, culture, or party political affiliation.  
Though these qualities bond them together much more strongly than superficial political 
beliefs, the average person frequently fails to understand and collectively identify such 
persons and the threat they represent to freedom and democracy. 
 
Australia urgently needs a return to genuine democracy where the politicians work as public 
servants carrying out the will of the people – NOT colluding with fellow elitists, the party 
machine, and foreign agencies, on the best ways of working against, and removing the rights 
of, the Australian people.   

 
 
Introduction 

Individual rights and freedoms are currently being trashed like never before in Australia. On the one 
hand we are constantly assailed by ever increasing government regulations and government 
invasion into every part of our lives. At the same time government arrogantly and consistently 
overrides the democratic will of the people as Australians despair as their memories of a free 
Australia become relics from a distant past. But the government is also surrendering to the influence 
of big business and the forces of globalisation to further harass and intimidate ordinary Australians. 
Everywhere, on the land, and in the urban areas, Australians have been abandoned by their own 
government and left to suffer the effects of the greed of huge multinational corporations and global 
financiers and the unprecedented power mongering of global agencies such as the UN. The 
Australian government has turned against its own people as it abandons border protection and 
invites foreign interests to mercilessly plunder the assets and livelihood of all Australians. Farms and 
factories are disappearing at an astonishing rate and our fresh local foods are being replaced by 
chemically treated or preservatised foreign foods. But even this does not satisfy the government, 
who now wish to charge Australians for air (carbon dioxide) and turn pollution into a globally traded 
commodity. 

Many of these changes are being driven by economists, some of whom even believe they can control 
climate and nature with markets. Politicians themselves are simply becoming another marketable 
commodity as they abandon ordinary Australians and sell out to the greed of big business and 
surrender to dictatorial ‘party machines’. The divide is no longer simply between left and right or 
socialist and capitalist. It is between patriotic freedom loving ordinary Australians and the anti-
democratic globalists and elitists who comprise the ruling class and whose hunger for power is 
unquenchable. 

The Australian government is working for the global agenda of their fellow elitists in the United 
Nations and working against the interests of Australia and Australians. Their campaign to sell 
Australia out, progressively encumber Australia with debt, force Australian farms and industries 
offshore, and destroy Australia’s independence and national sovereignty, is deliberate. It is not due 
to a series of bizarre political mistakes. From this point of view their anti-Australian globalisation 
policies are working very effectively and everything no doubt is going according to plan. 

 In only 4 years, the “financial vandalism” of Australian governments has seen wasteful government 
spending increase so that “we went from 10th place to 48 (least wasteful being No 1 - most wasteful 
144)”, while in terms of the burden of government regulation, we dropped from 68 to 
96, transparency - from 12 to 29, government effectiveness - 5 to 18, government debt - 16 to 30, 
flexibility of wage determination - 87 to 125, labour market efficiency - 13 to 42, hiring and firing 
practices - 63 to120, pay and productivity - 40 to 80.” And to produce and exacerbate this 
destruction of Australia’s freedom, independence and prosperity, the government has had to 
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financially encumber all Australians by borrowing record amounts from their international global 
elitist financier colleagues. 

This paper aims to increase awareness and stimulate debate by exploring the driving forces behind 
destructive government policies and global elitism. It is imperative that we identify the enemies of 
freedom if we are to have any hope of fighting them. 

 

Globalisation - Elitists First, Everyone Else Last 
 
Economic and political globalisation and the breakdown of national borders and sovereignty is an 
increasing reality. But who is promoting and driving this change and will it benefit the world? An 
increasing number fear the consequences (2): 
 
“The world is becoming more globalized, there is no doubt about that. While that sounds promising, 
the current form of globalization, neo-liberalism, free trade and open markets are coming under 
much criticism. The interests of powerful nations and corporations are shaping the terms of world 
trade. In democratic countries, they are shaping and affecting the ability of elected leaders to make 
decisions in the interests of their people. Elsewhere they are promoting narrow political discourse 
and even supporting dictatorships and the “stability” that it brings for their interests. This is to the 
detriment of most people in the world, while increasingly fewer people in proportion are prospering.” 
 
National sovereignty and the existence of nation states with effective border controls are under 
increasing attack from globalists who see national borders as a restriction to free trade and 
increased profits.  Initially of course, the aim is economic globalisation and maximisation of profits, 
but this will not be possible without political globalisation. While these changes are being assisted by 
globalist politicians working against the interests of their own countries, they are being driven by 
(3) ”a private-sector ideological agenda” where “the processes of decision-making are being shifted 
not only from the nation-state to transnational actors, but also from national governments to the 
private sector.”  
 
Dean concludes that the era of nation states is declining (3): 
 
“Although the nation-state as an institution will not die out in the foreseeable future, its monopoly of 
power has been considerably weakened, and its hold on populations has been greatly reduced.  The 
nation-state has become just one of several world organisational structures.  Sovereignty - 
presuming such a thing ever really existed - may well be consigned to the history of the late Industrial 
Age, a mere picturesque oddity on the pathway of humanity's journey.” 
 
But already the writing is on the wall regarding the end of globalisation and the free market utopia 
according to Greider (4):  
 
“Do the arithmetic: the US economy would have grown at a much healthier rate if it weren't for its 
dependence on products made elsewhere……But the country's predicament is a historic emergency 
that cannot wait for market solutions. The United States must, in effect, decide that its role as 
Goliath is over. It's time to act like a nation again rather than as the global overseer.” 
 
While many are becoming increasingly aware of the global turmoil currently being created by 
globalisation, an increasing divide is becoming apparent between the globalists or ruling elite 
promoting this agenda and the remainder of the community. In fact, the people are being 
increasingly confined by the wanton greed and power lust of the elite whose global dreams now 
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include the wish to sell air (CO2), nature (biobanking), and turn pollution into a tradable commodity 
(5): 
 
“We are not ‘free’ in any profound sense. On the contrary we are all serfs, entirely dependent upon 
an international economic & political system that serves the interests of a wealthy ruling elite.” 
 
It is important to understand the driving philosophy, psychology, and likely obsessions of those who 
seek to have the world comply with their set of rules. According to Patrick Wood:  
 
“the stampede to globalism is conducted by a small group of individuals with aspirations for global 
dominance…….In general, they are driven by lust for money and power. They have clearly made an 
end-run around the American people in order to achieve personal goals that, in many cases, are 
diametrically opposed to U.S. interests. If the American people fully understood the magnitude of the 
deception and power-grab, they would immediately and totally repudiate these individuals and their 
self-serving global schemes.”  
 
The eagerness of elitists to put their own self-interest above all others, and therefore readily betray 
and conspire against others, is highly significant. As is noted by Giordano Bruno, the elites are 
usually not inhibited by conscience or concerns about morality which commonly deter most people 
from evil deeds (1):  
 
“Inherent in every human being lurk the qualities that make us capable of indelible and enduring 
good, or astounding and catastrophic evil…..What I did not comprehend when I was younger was 
that not all men struggle against the dark corners of their own hearts. Some men revel in them. Some 
men embrace their failings, their hatred and their envy, their vicious desire for control over their 
environment and those in it, and they do it deliberately, completely aware of the imbalance and pain 
they are inflicting on others…..They stood at the edge of reason and truth, looked out into the 
nightmarish abyss at the back of their own psyches, and liked what they saw!....... This methodology, 
this philosophy of embracing one’s darker nature, is ever present in an organized group of people we 
have come to label ‘Global Elites’.” 
 
While many elites no doubt are lacking in the constraints of conscience or morality which control 
others, there is also no doubt that some seek to justify their treachery or betrayal by convincing 
themselves that they are saving the world from the ignorant masses and therefore the ‘ends 
justifies the means’: 
 
 “if elites wanted to remain in control of the public, they had to convince the public that evil deeds 
were necessary in order to achieve a ‘greater good.’ This was the first truly cognizant formation of 
what would be later called ‘Moral Relativism’.” 
 
Of course, the suggestion that a fair, just, and moral society could be built upon evil, betrayal, and 
treachery, indicates just how far the thought processes of some elites may deviate from reality. 
The core globalists, who are well aware that their plans are so repulsive they must be concealed, 
are a well organised team, as noted by Wood: 

“It is also important to understand that core globalists have full understanding of their goals, plans 
and actions. They are not dimwitted, ignorant, misinformed or naive.  
The global elite march in three essential columns: Corporate, Political and Academic. For the sake of 
clarity, these names will be used herein to refer to these three groups.  
In general, the goals for globalism are created by Corporate. Academic then provides studies and 
white papers that justify Corporate's goals. Political sells Academic's arguments to the public and if 
necessary, changes laws to accommodate and facilitate Corporate in getting what it wants.  
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An important ancillary player in globalism is the media, which we will call Press in this report. Press is 
necessary to filter Corporate, Academic and Political's communications to the public. Press is not a 
fourth column, however, because it's purpose is merely reflective. However, we will see that Press is 
dominated by members of Corporate, Political and Academic who sit on the various boards of 
directors of major Press organizations.”  
 
So the elite have developed their own global agenda which they intend to enforce, with the help of 
their friends in the UN, upon the people, whom they regard as stupid and ignorant. This 
contemptuous anti-democratic disregard for the people is a global phenomenon which has recently 
been summarised by Angelo Codevilla in his paper, America’s Ruling Class and the Perils of 
Revolution (6): 
 
“No prominent Republican challenged the ruling class's continued claim of superior insight, nor its 
denigration of the American people as irritable children who must learn their place……… while most 
Americans pray to the God ‘who created and doth sustain us,’our ruling class prays to itself as 
‘saviors of the planet’ and improvers of humanity…….In fact, our ruling class grew and set itself apart 
from the rest of us by its connection with ever bigger government, and above all by a certain 
attitude…..our ruling class recruits and renews itself not through meritocracy but rather by taking 
into itself people whose most prominent feature is their commitment to fit in. The most successful 
neither write books and papers that stand up to criticism nor release their academic records. Thus 
does our ruling class stunt itself through negative selection. But the more it has dumbed itself down, 
the more it has defined itself by the presumption of intellectual superiority….. Its first tenet is that 
"we" are the best and brightest while the rest of Americans are retrograde, racist, and dysfunctional 
unless properly constrained. How did this replace the Founding generation's paradigm that ‘all men 
are created equal’?......... the notion that the common people's words are, like grunts, mere signs of 
pain, pleasure, and frustration, is now axiomatic among our ruling class. They absorbed it osmotically, 
second -- or third hand, from their education and from companions…….. the rulers want the ruled to 
shut up and obey” 
 
Clearly this epidemic, which cuts across all political parties, is also running rampant in Australia (7 , 8, 
9). The enemies of the people can no longer be neatly confined to little partisan political boxes as 
tunnel vision self-interested elitism, which has found a fertile breeding ground in universities, has 
infected both the ALP and the Liberal Party. As has been observed by Strachan (10), “There seems to 
be a growing attitude in government that the electorate is variously ignorant, easily deceived, a 
nuisance, or a body of potential troublemakers trying to interfere in the affairs of government. 
There is a growing attitude in government of “tell ‘em anything, but get ‘em globalised”. As 
Strachan points out (10), the challenge for the politicians was how to appear to the people to be 
acting democratically while increasingly encaging their unsuspecting victims in a totalitarian state. 
This problem, he claims, was solved by the “Theory of Democratic Elitism”. Strachan concludes (10): 
“So in practice ‘democratic elitism’ led to plenty of elitism, and no democracy, which was precisely 
what it was intended to do…..The elitists see themselves as the social class chosen by ‘history’ to lead 
the world to the globalist utopia. In the interests of ‘stability’ the masses must be disarmed, subdued, 
mentally reconstructed….” 
 
As is noted by Giordano Bruno however, the fact that elites sometimes go to extraordinary lengths 
to conceal their devious plans, indicates they respect, and perhaps fear, the intelligence of the 
masses (1): 
 
“The fact is, they KNOW we are intelligent, why else would they feel the need for secrecy and lies? 
While given the appearance or the dressings of wisdom, the elitist ideal is actually a mish-mash of 
highly flawed theories and biases flung together so that they may absolve themselves of their crimes 
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against conscience and against mankind. By the standards of logic alone, they have proven 
themselves to be far less intelligent than they wish others to believe.” 
 
Clearly not all elitists see any need to absolve themselves however, since their own self-interest is all 
that matters. There is simply no right or wrong. 
 
 

Moral Relativism – The End of Right & Wrong? 

 
Moral relativism dictates that there is no absolute right and wrong since moral values vary amongst 
different countries, cultures, groups, or circumstances (1,11, 12, 13, 14, 15). Moral relativists believe 
for instance, that each culture has its own moral values and therefore there is no common window 
through which the morality of differing cultural practices can be judged. Although relativists 
commonly claim they are supporting ‘tolerance’, it seems they also tolerate evil (12). According to 
Marquis de Sade, as cited by Bruno (1): 
 
“There is nothing either fundamentally good, nor anything fundamentally evil; Everything is relative, 
relative to our point of view.” 
 
Bruno continues (1): 
 
“From this single rationalization, all the horrors of Global Elitism can be attributed. Through the 
philosophy of Moral Relativism, any crime, any injustice, any infliction of pain or death on others, can 
be easily placated as “natural” to the specific viewpoint or circumstance of the man committing the 
terrible act.” 
 
If the following beliefs of Marquis de Sade reflect the principles of global elitism however, then we 
are all doomed (1, 16):    
 

 Nature is our only ethical guide; humans are no more significant to Nature than insects. And 
since Nature uses matter from dead life forms to create new ones, crime, destruction, and 
death are necessary and pleasing to her. Therefore murder is good, and the mass murderer 
is the highest human type. 

 Born isolated, the individual is solely important, with obligations to nobody and only selfish 
motivations. Each individual is pitted against all others. His only maxim is to “Enjoy myself, 
at no matter whose expense.” 

 Maximum selfishness and cruelty are therefore the proper course.” 
 

This do as you please anything goes no accountability totally self centred philosophy is conspicuously 
prevalent among elitists today and has shaped modern politics, law, and economics.  In this era of 
happiness economics (17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23), where economists concern themselves with the 
(controlling of the) satisfaction of human needs, it is clear that the elites tend to fall into their own 
unique category of being eternally dissatisfied. As is explained by Bruno (1): 
 
A rapist, for instance, often does not derive much pleasure from the sexual act itself, but the control 
involved over others. Thinking of elitists in such a way helps in understanding the warped reasoning 
behind their actions. Like the Marquis de Sade, elites are so possessed by their unlimited desire for 
power and control that they themselves fall into their own pattern of self created determinism. 
Finding that they will never have enough control to satiate their desires, and discovering that such 
power over the environment is unreachable, they turn towards thoughts of complete destruction. For 
them, destruction is the pinnacle of control. 
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What we also find is that the egotism of elites causes them to strive for what they feel is “true 
individualism.” They see conscience as psychological bondage, a will imposed on them by society, or 
the universe itself. By breaking free of conscience, they believe they have achieved ultimate freedom, 
and elevated themselves to a plane beyond the common man. This is called “transcendence through 
evil.” 
But by disowning their inborn qualities, they have actually lost everything that gives them 
individuality, as well as humanity. They have essentially made themselves inwardly dead, soulless 
dolls driven by nothing but base desire. Instead of self-destructing under the weight of such ambition, 
they have focused it all into a single collective goal…” 
 
The point is made by Mises, in his classic economic text, Human Action, that it is the “uneasiness” of 
man and his desire to create “conditions which suit him better”, which brings about human action: 
 
“We call contentment or satisfaction that state of a human being which does not and cannot result in 
any action. Acting man is eager to substitute a more satisfactory state of affairs for a less 
satisfactory. His mind imagines conditions which suit him better, and his action aims at bringing 
about this desired state. The incentive that impels a man to act is always some uneasiness. A man 
perfectly content with the state of his affairs would have no incentive to change things. He would 
have neither wishes nor desires; he would be perfectly happy…..The ultimate goal of human action is 
always the satisfaction of the acting man’s desire” 
 
Clearly the elites are attempting to satisfy the internal uneasiness described by Mises, however, 
since this uneasiness is most unlikely to be satisfied by human domination and misery, their 
uneasiness seems destined to continue indefinitely at the expense of those they seek to dominate. 
As Giordano Bruno points out above, when they realise “that they will never have enough control to 
satiate their desires”, and they discover that “such power over the environment is unreachable”, they 
will then “turn towards thoughts of complete destruction”. Although this may seem completely 
beyond comprehension and belief to the average family man who simply wants to raise his family in 
peace and prosperity, in reality those pursuing destructive treacherous traitorous policies seem to 
abound everywhere in modern politics, economics, law, and academia. 
 
Meanwhile the elite will continue to seek to extend their (24) “control over media and entertainment 
to keep the public misled, distracted and ultimately imprisoned in a matrix of disinformation, 
rampant consumerism and the lowest common denominators of human nature, including raw 
violence and mindless sexuality.” 
 
 

Authoritarian By Nature? 

 
While the elites, who also control internal political party decisions,  may regard the masses as 
needing mental ‘restructuring’, they see themselves as being immune to the mental maladjustment 
of the masses (25), notwithstanding their own authoritarian personalities which apparently separate 
them from the masses and are responsible for their domineering or ‘success’.  This does raise an 
interesting point as to whether those aspiring to public office should be required to undergo 
personality tests. After all, the suggestion that we are all being governed by people whose 
insecurities resulting from their childhood upbringing caused them to become obsessed with 
dominating others is alarming (26, 27). According to Erich (27): 
 
“The authoritarian character has not reached maturity; he can neither love nor make use of reason. 
As a result, he is extremely alone which means that he is gripped by a deeply rooted fear. He needs to 
feel a bond, which requires neither love nor reason — and he finds it in the symbiotic relationship, in 
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feeling-one with others; not by reserving his own identity, but rather by fusing, by destroying his own 
identity. The authoritarian character needs another person to fuse with because he cannot endure his 
own aloneness and fear…….More difficult than understanding the passive-authoritarian, masochistic 
character is understanding the active-authoritarian, the sadistic character. To his followers he seems 
self-confident and powerful but yet he is as frightened and alone as the masochistic character. While 
the masochist feels strong because he is a small part of something greater, the sadist feels strong 
because he has incorporated others — if possible many others; he has devoured them, so to speak.” 
 
This classification system may be of more than theoretical interest, even in the absence of 
personality tests for public office. After all, if the people can use this knowledge to guide their votes 
when they exercise what is left of their democratic right, then hopefully it may be possible to obtain 
a more psychologically balanced and democratic government.  It is necessary to look beyond left and 
right and the issues the politicians choose for us to vote on at each election. Since political policies 
are meaningless without integrity, the importance of choosing politicians with the necessary 
personal attributes is abundantly clear.  
 
Authoritarian politicians, who are (28) ‘control freaks’ on their own personal power trip and are 
motivated by their own self aggrandisement rather than any sense of community concern or caring, 
may be recognised by their various personality characteristics which include (29, 30, 31, 32): 
 
domineering, amoral, manipulative, exploitive, craving personal power, taking  advantage of others, 
telling others what they want to hear, cheating, bullying, pitiless, vengeful, dishonesty, 
destructiveness, arrogance, superstitious, exaggerated concern with sexual ‘goings-on, lack of 
introspection and insight, paranoid if they think you do not believe as they do, demanding loyalty 
from colleagues above any consideration of integrity or talent. 
 
Rather paradoxically, the authoritarian politician may display different characteristics depending 
upon whether they are leaders or followers, displaying the contradictory qualities of bullying and 
aggressiveness on the one hand, and submissiveness on the other. This feature has been described 
by Adorno (32): 
 
“While finding comfort in the identification of submissive behaviour towards authority, the 
authoritarian person directs his/her aggression towards other groups, often racial minorities. This is 
an attempt to relieve the feeling of personal weakness with a search for absolute answers and 
strengths in the outside world." 
 

This blend of domineering aggressiveness and submissiveness  is an ideal mix for those who tend to 

blindly follow their leader (32): 

“Further study of this personality type has since shown that Authoritarians not only like to take 
orders but they love to give them and to have people they can look down upon. This, of course, 
amounts to prejudice in the forms of bigotry, racism, sexism, and the like. It also accounts for events 
such as Abu Ghraib, Guantanamo, the My Lai massacre, and Kent State. 
Two distinctive behaviour patterns are submissiveness and aggressiveness. On the surface, these two 
patterns seem to be at odds, but in fact their coexistence in the same individual is a hallmark. The 
Authoritarian Personality wants to fit into a chain of command and to be told what to do (submissive 
to a superior), and by the same token, will countenance no flak when giving orders to those in the 
hierarchy below. At the same time s/he is aggressive towards others, especially those considered to 
be lesser in some way (e.g. of a different faith or ethnicity, or a different species). Racism and bigotry 
are common in the personality type. The Hitler Youth were prime examples of this. Authoritarians like 
to be herded like sheep even as they enjoy command.” 
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It is indeed easy to see how one corrupt authoritarian politician could achieve the blind obedience 
and submissiveness of his/her colleagues, a situation which could easily imperil (and has imperiled) 
the lives of many ordinary people. Given these facts it is hardly surprising that despotic dictators 
generally have authoritarian personalities (33, 34), an attribute which is no doubt an essential 
prerequisite for a successful dictator, although the tyrant no doubt represents the extreme or 
psychopathic end of the authoritarian spectrum. Nevertheless, there are many warning signs we can 
learn from a study of the personality of tyrants. 
 
The lack of insight of the authoritarian is manifest in the tyrant as (34) “reality blindness” and a 
complete lack of empathy. As is noted by Jones (34): 
 
“Some tyrants have a “character disorder” and it is a diagnostic classification of a lesser pathological 
severity. It is associated with the difficulty a person has on many levels of interpersonal relationships. 
A good definition is “The term character generally refers to the extent of one’s virtuousness and 
social conscientiousness.” Can we expect a person to see life through the eyes of others? Can we 
expect fair play, honesty, reliability and compassion? If we cannot, then we are dealing with a person 
who is totally absorbed in their individual needs and will set out to satisfy these needs regardless of 
the cost.” 
 
The study of various historical tyrants by Jones (34) reveals them to be lacking in their awareness of 
reality, preoccupied with their own needs and insecurities, and an eagerness to work against or kill 
their own people. Jones summarises (34): 
 
“So what is the thread that runs through the fabric of the personality of the tyrant, the psychological 
features in common and how can they be identified and stopped before they get started?  
No major corporation will advance a middle management person to a vice president level without a 
very, very thorough evaluation of his past in order to anticipate his future performance. 
Could we in America or the western world ever experience a tyrant in our midst? Yes we could if we 
failed to take the necessary action to let it happen in the first place. America has many valuable 
checks and balances, but if they are ignored, we can blame no one else for the results. 
What is a potential leaders background like when it comes to the manifestation of social interest? 
What is his background like with regard to his history of interpersonal relationships. Has he or she 
had many marriage failures. If this is the case, then what does this tell about his judgment, his 
understanding of the needs of others and his willingness to share? 
 
But while most Australians are unprepared for authoritarianism in their own country, preferring to 
think that authoritarian regimes only occur in other countries which lack the democratic safeguards 
existing in Australia, in reality authoritarianism can be imposed gradually and deceptively upon the 
naïve and apathetic (35): 
 
“there is no sense of how new modes of authoritarian ideology, policy, values and social relations 
might manifest themselves in degrees and gradations so as to create the conditions for a distinctly 
undemocratic and increasingly cruel and oppressive social order…….there is no room in the public 
imagination to entertain what has become the unthinkable - that such an order in its contemporary 
form might be more nuanced, less theatrical, more cunning, less concerned with repressive modes of 
control than with manipulative modes of consent…….Historical conjunctures produce different forms 
of authoritarianism, though they all share a hatred for democracy, dissent and civil liberties.” 
 
Given the above analysis, Australians have every right to be extremely concerned about the current 
political climate and the qualities displayed by our leaders nearly every day. An examination of the 
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following tactics commonly used by dictators (33) to undermine democracy and prevent the people 
from having any say is very relevant given recent events in Australia. 
 

“Mr. Roland identifies the following traits associated with a tyrannical regime.” (33) 

Control of public information and opinion 
Use of the law for competition 
suppression 

Vote fraud used to prevent the election of 
reformers  

Creation of a class of officials who are 
above the law 

Undue official influence on trials and 
juries 

Subversion of internal checks and 
balances 

Usurpation of undelegated powers Conversion of rights into privileges 

Seeking a government monopoly on the 
capability and use of armed force  

Increasing public ignorance of their civic 
duties and reluctance to perform them  

Militarization of law enforcement  Political correctness 

Infiltration and subversion of citizen 
groups that could be forces for reform  

Increasing dependency of the people on 
government 

Suppression of investigators and 
whistleblowers 

Use of staged events to produce popular 
support 

 

Looking over this list, it is extremely disturbing how many of the tyrant’s tools are currently being 
utilised by the Australian government. And yet many have yet to learn that the enemy lives amongst 
us. Not only does our democratically elected alethophobic (ie. fears the truth)  government seek 
media control, but now their friends in the UN also want global internet control just in case someone 
learns the truth from the internet. 
 
Notwithstanding the above facts, there is no doubt the spin doctors will seek to redefine the 
authoritarian personality in positive terms, perhaps even claiming such people are humble caring 
individuals while the ordinary peace loving family orientated people are the ones from whom we 
need to be protected! 
 
In spite of the above facts it should not be assumed that authoritarianism is confined to the 
government sector since dictatorial politicians and corporate bosses are likely to share authoritarian 
characteristics. And what is most disturbing is the combined ‘new’ authoritarianism resulting from 
the marriage of government and corporate sectors (35): 
 
“Wolin argued that, in the United States, an emerging authoritarianism appears to take on a very 
different form.[10] Instead of a charismatic leader, the government is now governed through the 
anonymous and largely remote hand of corporate power and finance capital. That is, political 
sovereignty is largely replaced by economic sovereignty as corporate power takes over the reigns of 
governance. The dire consequence, as David Harvey pointed out, is that "raw money power wielded 
by the few undermines all semblances of democratic governance……..laws and policies at all levels of 
government are mostly fashioned by lobbyists representing big business corporations and 
commanding financial institutions.” 
 
The internal cohesive forces or common interests binding globalists or authoritarians together are 
enormous and far outweigh petty differences attributable to nationality, culture, or party political 
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affiliation. For this reason the long held belief that political ideology is about left versus right, 
capitalist versus communist etc, is now antiquated and no longer of relevance when it comes to 
global politics. As has been noted by Bruno (1), the elites now control both major parties in the US. 
As noted by Wood, birds of a feather stick together: 

“The old saying, ‘Birds of a feather, flock together’ is appropriate for the perpetrators of globalism. 
Sociologically speaking, they are like any other people group with like interests: they naturally tend to 
form societies that will help them achieve their common interests” 
 

The marriage of money, politics, and elitism, is of grave concern for democracy and freedom 

everywhere (35). 
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